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Chapter 1 —_—

Introduction _ e

1.1 Statemenf of the Problem

ﬁow‘c%uples decide the size of their families has beén
the subject of mdch }nterest;-Human fertility fs a function'
of eocietal infliences and‘the social*psjchelogical process
'~1n~declslon making between the husband and wife. Very often,

individuals in society are sub)ected to dxfferent societal
influences and go through social- psychologxcal eveneslthat
—condition the decision‘making process of’childbearing. Due
‘Eqvthis fact, there are variatidna in fertéiity among
subgroups in society. -
Demographers generally,study fertility differentials on
the bagis of'differences~in structural variables, such as
_income’, education and.bccupatéon; as well as cultural.

) f T
variabies, like ethnicity,‘felfgidn“and other relevant
‘factorex The study of fertility differentials amoné ethnic
'grbups usua]ly involves the analysis- of intergroup
relatxonshxps between a domlnant and. subordxnate groups
‘w1th1n soczety. Canada, 11ke many other developed countries,*

‘shows an 1ncrea51ng homogen1zat10n of fertlllty w1th1n and

between groups (Laplerre Adamcyk 1n Veevers, 1983) The .

[

""structural vat1ables which have been trad1t10nally relevant

- for fertxllty dxﬁferent1als ‘seem to have ‘become ’ less

.
'

1mportant»1n-caus1ng the‘d1f£e:ences. The remaznxng 'y

diffe?entials in"terms Qféculturai factors will be”ofI

’
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Al

1nterest soc1ologxca11y and polxtxcally (George, 1n Veevers

1983). ershnan (in Veevers, 1983) argued that the;

persistence of even small difference$ can be theoretically |
. . . t . o

4
' N
}

.8ignificant.
Canada is a land of immigrants which»mékes it a rich

ground for the study of ethnxc fertxllty dlfferent}als ‘The '

1

1981 Census data show varlatlons in fertxllty among the

"

different ethnic groups (Table 1.1). Thls thesis will
ekplore thé possible explanations for ethnic fertility

difﬁerentials.-Due to the cultural ‘diversity in‘Canada;,se

.cannot study every ethnic group. Hence, three ethpic groupsr‘

N\

namely, ‘thé British, the Chidese and the‘Portuguese; will be
ﬁhdnvestigated infthis thesis. Studies on fertility

*differentials among tanadian ethnic groups are.mostly, |

’¢oncentrated on European ethnzc groups (Beau)ot et aQ |

1982 Trovato, 1981) Current research has attempted to

~

study the fert111ty patterns among Asxan m1nor1t1es in

/

; Canada (Halll, 1985). The Chinese fertlllty has. seldom been

studred extens1ve1y by Canadlan researchers. T?F Portuguese

’ are. relat1vely new to Canada. The majorzty of them ‘ T

4 A

1mm1grated to Canada between the 19505 and 19705. No

th
\

;systemat;cft§Qu1ry'of they?ortuguese'has:been oarrred outg‘

[ ' . AR P " -
. ol i 1
_c : . . )
. o, » v W -
P A 3

R 2 Theoretical Eramework of the Thesxs 'J]" o e

g

Generally;speaklng, ethnxc fert111ty d1fferent1als are :yf‘

).

) n Iz
v unacoomplxshed ass;m:lat1on. Th1s thesxs w:ll concentrate on
! 4 . * Shoo. Ir . /. L A

Tt L % §. . a R S
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N 1

the contrxbutxons of “these three fao tors that cause

’ varxat1ons in fert111ty One explanatxon of ethn1c fertxlxty

‘vxd1551mxlar;ty is the mxnofxty group status effect which

‘claims that feelxngs of 1nsecur1ty and percexved
" ' cof
discrimination of‘mxnorrty members account for fertility
~ differentials. Another explanation suggests characteristic
' » ) - - ‘ l 3 . . .
dxscrepancxeSvon‘socmoeconomxc'and soc1al'demograph1c

varxables between the m1nor1ty and the majority groups as

s

/belng respon51ble for the;r variations in fertxlxty In’

po

other wordsy»}t }S'the dlfferences in educat;onél

’ attalnment, occupatlonal prestlge and :income levels that

determxne feptxllty varaat1ons. However, assimilatign wxll

#
N 3
1]

bring about convergence ‘of soCxoeconomxc dlstxnct1ons .

’ " K oA

between the dom1nant and the subordxnate groups,~and in .

'turn' fert111ty dlfferentxals. The third explanat1on lzes in

Kl .

4ethn1c effects that account for the exxstxng fgrtxlxty

J d1ssxm1lar1ty of the ethnlc groups. In other words, it 1sf

. th1s perspect1ve, fert111ty d1fferences emanate from

%

'cultural var1at1ons ber Se that cause the dlfferences 1n

e ~ .

I3 4
Lo ' . -t

family 51ze.f.v‘ ’;‘ Kih‘ 3~’r2
” al»Another explanat1on of human ch;ldbeaﬁ1ng is. provxdedﬁ

1
q

,,,by the m1croeconom1c framework of fertﬁglty analys1s» From

econom1c factors and 1nd1v;dua1 household dec1s1on makxng'
e c_g . t,f
Thls theoret1ca1 framework presnppdses that the demand for

‘chlldren 1s a, funct1on pf 1ncome costs and Utlllty~.’"d‘

s

max1mat1on by conples. Some f;ndxngs (Becker, 1960',

'Easterl1n, 1969) showed a, pos;t1ve associatxon between

ar S



oxncome ‘and completed fert}lxty Ch11dren are v1ewed aS“"g S

]

\ ~‘.1

.Aconsumer durables that are sources of’ psychxc satlsfact1on.'ﬂ
I l

Hence, any 1ncrease of 1ncome will enable the COUpleS to "
A ¥ g o

have more chxldren .and. spend mbre on ‘the average, This 15 a'
) N

phenomenon whaqh is. stzll be1ng evaluated empxr1ca11y B f .

AN

(Becker 1960 Easterlln 1969 1978, Lelbensteln 197A)

n' |
[
y b

The members of a m1nor1ty group may exh1b;t a dlfferent
Y 1t

1

pattern of relatxonshxp\between m1croeconom10 varfables such

. K \, i o

as 1ncome and fertxl1ty compared thh those 1n the majorxty A
o, .

group. For example, 1n contrast to the expected overallf :
A,

H

posxtlve relat10nsh1p between reiat1ve 1ncome and fertllxty

.\ -l
'

(Beaa and Woad, 1974) this relatxonsth may be 1nverse in "y

A '
LN "

some ethnxc groups. Members 'of ceftaxn m1nor1ty groups face

. \
P *

- greater’ soczal Structural barr1ers to soc1a1 mobxlxty, and

may therefore, exper:ence a greater feel&ng of econom1c‘

r KA Bl

insecurzty whzch yill dxscourage them to consc1ously opt : for

\
Al

La relatavely large number of chxldren. On‘the other hand‘
' 4 N ot u . ,, ’\ ,! l P

..the pro- natalzst subcdltUre of a group may encourage members

L4 o "-.

\‘
1

who have hlgher relat1ve anome to form larger famllxes.; .

t 4

‘,.f

;11 Sxmzlarly, 1n‘accordance wlth van Heek (195ﬁ) 1f a minor1ty

group 1s a1m1ng to: 1ncrease therr nUmer1ca1 representat;on .

» v

’“i a'socxety, hlgher relat1ve 1ncome w111 enabie them to ke

K B RN

Aactuallze largen Ehmlly sizes. Unfdrtunately,’1nvestxgatlons_

-~y
AT SOV R S

of ethn1c d1fferences*1n 1ncome and fent111ty are\few (Bean

X

and Wood, 1974; Reed et al., 1975~ Jiobu. and: Mars'hall-‘ 1977~

1

— ,\

Johnson and Lean, 1985), and no sueh specxf1c.1nvestlgatzon

L
T .
1 N
IR
R
e B

NI
it .,

\ ‘..\.‘.‘ : l'

has been undertaken wzth1n Canadxan soczocultural groups,

- A . . X LI E3 r‘

NI L
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spxte of "the ethn1c heterogenelty of this country

M

. Studles of ethnlc fertllxty dxfferentlals fall 1n two
. streams of research in soc1ology the mzcroeconomxc "
" y ! 1 "

;framewqu of fert;llty and the mifority group

[

statds/characteristic*assimi1ationist'hypothese51 An
"‘1nvestxgatlon of ethn1c1ty, 1ncome, and fert111ty must by

consxder several theoret1cal frameworks, namely, | r

5 a551mxlatgon theory, mxnbrxty énd race relatlons, and ' \

.
[

4m1croeconom1cs. Th:srthe51s w1ll 1ncorporate these
ol | " ~ * ’ A
B “ n

W perspectxves in order to ident1fy the extent to wh1ch 5

)

X dxfferences &n fertxlxty are due to soc1oeconom1c var1ables

‘.r " \
, x‘subculture, and/or\other aspects of .minority groups that

i affect the1r members decision- mak1ng, on reproductlon. weiw‘

‘. ;
" * s,

™o, wxll 1ntegrate the three explanations of fertzllty analy31s

to explalh the fert1l1ty dlfferentxals of the ethnxc
- ‘ | -
mrnor;tles in this study. s " } : ' .

S 1 3 Outlxne of the Thesxs : “ . ',? ‘ & N
' K 0 A ""—‘,'\, . 4
z “,; Chapter two extracts from the literature’ what is known
\ about ethnlcsdlfferentlais in. fert111ty and develops a. ﬂ--

; «
S theoret1ca1 and emp1r1ca1 ba51s for this. 1nqu1ry In chaptet

. \three, the m1croeconom1c framework of fert1l1ty is .
’.‘ . ‘(r Q ' 2 “ .
S X 1ntroduced and dxscussed 1n the context of a- -

. s
AR At
N

majorzty-m1nor1ty relatzonsh1p The p0551b11ity of the

o

s e . o .




‘, , “. “‘,“ o .‘l
N”Ch1hese and the Portuguese, are chosen for analysxs. The d
". Vp. ;; ! f . - ’-.' )
"mtheoretxcal relevance of these two groups to the synthe51s o

of the m1croedonomxc model and the mlnorxty group status

v
"

hygothesns will be elaborated w1th‘an overvxew of thexr",

\

! 1mmigratzon hlstory in Canéda. These two groups are compared

!
- b " . . N

;o w1th the domlnant group, the Brltlsh ln the. same chapter

I

\ ;L i .l

we w111 also elaborate on the objectxves of the present o

LAY
{

1nqu1ry,,the methodology and the research hypotheses.

‘r A A v

Chapter f1ve w1ll present the empzrlcal results, whxle SR

chapter six prov1de a dxscussxon and suggestlons for the

, \ ,“

further 1nqu1ry T L. L , U
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. 2 1 The Format1on of Ethnxc Groups

SN f; " .. Chapter 2 S

Literature Review: Minority Status. and Fertility .’
~1terature Hev! or

'

(SN

After the two wOrld Wars, large 1nfluxes of 1mmlgrant5/

came to North America. In“response‘to this newly emerged_‘

"hﬁbpulation,‘American sociologists, such as,Park K1950);

wirth (f945) Thomas (1966) studxed the adjustment probl

"‘Jof 1mmlgrants. These theorxsts tr1ed to explaln the

f;_are maten1a1 or practlcal Members of the group Can ga1n

”f'fwords, 1t 1s the econom1c condltxons that lead to the ethn:c

»—formatlon of ethn1c groups, and how the groups 1nteracted

S

;d1fferent forms.

“”mater1al rewards by part1c1pat1ng 1n the group.tThe1r

’~expressxve 1nterests (Re1tz, 1980) Instrumental 1nterests

wlth each other in the new soc1ety They belleved that the

g.
¢

the host soczety- ," 'f ' Lo o

How do ethnlc groups form? It has. been argued that any

4 "

group format1on must 1nvolve the needs or. 1nterests of the

I

.gmembers in order to encourage part1c1pat10n to the geeup. In

[

other words,ithere must be 1ncent1ves and advantages to

51nduce partzcxpat1on. The advantages can.be of many A
i L - ! Lo

i

Bas1cally, there are tw0<ma1m types of 1nterests that

‘;fac111t te ethn1c group format1on. They are 1nstrumenta1 and

[ “‘:Y“-. ,‘

‘l.
~

“standard of 11v1ng may be 1mproved They may earn more money

—

wass1m11atzon 1s the ultxmate consequence of 1nteract10n w;th

. ‘.?

{das a result of thezr 1nvolvement to the group. In otﬁer 3u~ff

D
.
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group/format1on The second type is express;ve 1nterest..1t

re@ers to an 1nd1v1dual s need for socxo emot1ona1 support,
the expre551ve 51de of human belngs who have a need for
l [

communlty Members of the ethn1c group will gain supportf—-
from thexr frlends thh~whom they share cultural and

hlstorxcal commonalltxes thus maxntaxn_thelr identity
through partic1patxon

R N

Research has been dzrected 1nto the determ&natxon of

L

ro

the factors that sustaxn the ethnlc groups (Reltz, 1980),
Two relévant questlons are.v. IR D " :
‘(1)f Do|the tuo krndswofixnterests, ecOnomlc and cultural,
‘tend to‘he equalleshaeedrhyﬁmembers in the same ethnic

N . ot .
R} .

. group?

Vo

(2)‘ Are some ethn1c groups more llkely unxted by shared

«economlc interests whlle others are -united more by cultural
. ' L '
' commona11t1e57' :

' Perhaps the condltlons that are conducxve ‘to the-U

1 14

preservat1on of ethnlc groups ‘are also respons1b1e for the1r

fertlllty d;fferentxals.‘lf an ethn1c group is unlted ma1n1y

4

!

by economlc needs, it is lxkely that the members develop

drstlnctive 1nterests and values dlst1nct from other groups.‘

) L1kewlse, if the ethnxc»group 1s sustalned predom1nant1y by

f

‘,‘cultural 1nterests culture elements are l1kely’to re1nforce
' the members behavzour. 'f‘«

‘H

Soc1al demograph1c explanat1ons of ethn1c fert111ty ——

dlfferentlals have tended to. emphaszze three theses, namely,.‘f

the’character1st1cs explanat1on, the m1nor1ty group status

' B s .
- AP ' : g ' ' .
! . . . ., A i Le A P : -
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hypotheszs, and the subcultural norms hypothe51s. The

‘ characterlstlc ass1m11at10nlst explanat1on emphasxzes the

|4 , '

socxoeconomlc condxtxon of the ethn1c group wh;ch acgount

i

for .the fert11;ty dxfferentlals. The m1ndr1ty group status
thes1s stresses the 1nteractxon between minority status and

ﬁoc1oeconom1c posxt1on wh11e thevsubcultural NOrms
, .

‘hypothesxs attrlbutes varxat1ons 1n fertllxty to unlque

ivchltural features of the group.”

If an ethnlc group 1s sustaxned malnly by economlc
" \ ‘
1nterest shared by its members, it wxll be lxkela that the

o

ferthxty 1evel of the group gs due to 1ts soczoetonom1c

~, I3

vcharacterlstlc and/or its mlnorxty group status. But 1f an
{ LY *

ethnic group 1s based mostly on common cultural 1nterest
‘ethn1c1ty peP Se is 11kely to be an 1mportant factor in.

’ determlnlng the group S fert1l1ty level

The folloﬁxng sect1on wxll dzscuss explanat1ons for

|
N

ethnlc varxat}on in fert111ty and how each hypothesxs 1s
llnked to fert;llty d1fferent1als It is beyond.the scope‘of

the present 1nqu1ry to rev1ew all the 11terature concerning

;ethn1c fert111ty dlfferentlals. Only those theoret1cally o
‘ o ) \ eah

. related to thlS thes1s w1ll be 1ncluded

' 2.2 Minority Status ananertility‘Uifferentials =

[
coe

‘7-2 2 1 The Ch&racterxstlc-Assxmxlat1onxst Hypothesxs
The characterlstlc explanat1on predxcts that ethnlc fh'{;”

*gfsdlfferentlals in fert111ty are’ ‘due to the1r d1fferences 1n

e '.\“‘ P . . v
- o - : - B Y. ! . . A - L

Sy
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1c‘status.'50cioeconomic differences between'the

. A

b : v : . o

T
majorxty group and the m1nor1t% group account for the above

~average fert;lxty\ f the mxnorxty group. The assumptlon is

that once minoriti s assxmllate fertllzty is expected to

'converge thh that of the ma]orlty group (Goldschexder and

Uhlenberg, 1969 Johnson, 1979)

n*

Essentlally, thxs hypothes1s follows the’

!

a551m11at10nlst perspectxveﬁ It argues that ‘the dxstxnct
r

Eert111ty of - m1nor1ty group members at any p01nt 1n t1me

merely reflects a. matr1x of soc1al demographlc, and g -

¢

economlc attrxbutes Wthh characterlze the mlnorxty groups

4

(Goldscherder and Uhlenberg, 1969) The basxc 1dea is that
o the dominant group .is’ 1n better socxoeconomlc posxtlons than

the m1nor1t1es. It ;s the socloeconomic attrlbutes peP se of

"

the m1nor1t1es that determlne thelr fert111ty levels trends

vty

and dlfferentlals. It ‘has been well documented that
i
soc1oeconom1c status is negatxvely related wlth fertxllty.

[Generally, people of hlgher socxal class are llkely to have

»

access to effectlve birth control technxques. They find a -
large famxly costly to ma1nta1n and 1ncompat1b1e thh thexr |
‘:1fv1ng style.‘For example, blagks 1n the Unzted States have';
“above average fertlllty whereas Jews have below average ' |
‘fert1r1ty Presumably,\the h1gh fert111ty of blacks 1n thef;.,
WlUnlted States 1s a result of the1r low soc1a1 and econom;c‘

“,

““lstatus.‘They are not.motlvated to have small fam11y.

"g.fHowever, once tﬂey atta1n soc1oeconom1c par:ty wzth the'

‘ftﬂﬂmajorxty, thelr fert111ty level w1ll converge (Pe;ersen,

-lf

) I SR . . Lot T
N . A "'\ - PTIRE < P ~'I" R Iy V s .
B . v R K N Wt . e

ST I ! Yo -
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1961 Thomlinson, 1965) The Jeﬁs are better off in

socxoeconomxc status than the overall populatxon. Therefore,

’ b v

the;r fertllxty reflects their socxal

economxc attrxbutes. They empha512e the: quallty,

demographxc and

rather than

the quantlty of chlldren. Presumably, the majority
‘populatxon will exhibit similar fertility pattern‘tofthe

fJews"if the majorityrresemblES the Jewish socioeconomic

| characteristxcs (Petqrqen 1961; Thomlinson 1969).

From thxs characterlstxc assxmxlat;onlst hypotheszs,

-

it

'txons. Exrst of all is the assumpt1on that a551mxlatxon

{

pé&manent ( or, at’ Ieast long term) survzval of ethnlc

- 'Q..,
groﬁpé? Thxs possxbilxty 15 quxte llkely ngen the pol1cy of

multxcultural1sm 1n\Canada. If we do belleve that

.

ass1m11at1on w111 be atta1ned ultlmately, the questzon is

" '

\

when such moment wlll come.

&—a

In the—meantlme we need to

concetn ourselves with-the p0551ble factors ‘that operate to-
.’f ‘.' '

determlne fertlllty dlfferentlals untll such moment arr1ves.v

Secondly, 1s the characterlst1c—ass1m11at1onzst hypothes1s

‘4 o . " < r‘ X o
: L . s T B
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itself, valid? It has been argued that this explanation

| becomes less sxgnlfxcant in explainxng ethnlc fertillty
differentials because of the unxversél use of contraceptxve
devices regardless of socxoeconomec/dlffepenees. In fec;, we
"have mentioned in chapter 'one that perhaps, the culthral
component is motre important to account for the differential

in fertility‘nowadaxs. The next two hypotheses may'heip to

clarify this issue.

2.2.2 The Minority Gseﬁp Statﬂs Thesis of Fertility
’ Differehtials

The minority group status hfpbthesis is based on“ethnid
,and mihority group rela ’Qns and the 1mmlgrat10n hxstory Qf
m1nor1ty groups. There aﬁgaewo ver51ons of this hypothesxs
The first predicts below average fertlllty for 'the mlnorxty
The second variant predlc;s mxno:xtles to_have above average

. AN , .
" fertility in relation to the majority group.

In the'woges of Goldscheider anaLUhleQberg_(1969;365}:
"membership in; and ideftification with,“a'minority
group which'does fiot, heve'a‘normative system
encouraglng large famxlxes,»and which. does not’ ,

v prohibit or dxscourage the use of ef£1c1ent methods
of contracept1on, debresses fertility below majorgty L
KleVels" | R |

The mlnorzty group responds in. such ‘a way because of the

,marglnallty and 1nsecur1ty that are assocxated thh m1nor1tye

status. Being a.memberwof a:m1nor1tyAg:oup usually 1mp11es'



dxffxculty in attaining social- mobllxty, therefore members

delay the gratlflcatxon of early marrlage and hav1ng large

\

. . . 4 s . . . / ,
families, in order to achieve their mobxlxty aspirations, or

1

to ma}ntain their‘attained level oflsoqioeconomic status.
“The‘desire for-assimilation and~social ‘mobility affeCts the
,E.members to exther defer chxldbearxng or have fewer children
w(Goldschelder and Uhlenberg, 1969; Kennedy, 1973; Ritchey,
1975; Marcum and: Bean, 1976). B ’
Goldschelder and Uhlenberg (1969) suggested that the
minotity group status effect is strongest and sxgnxfxcant
”among the mxddle class segment of m1nor1t1es For '
workxng-class members, in: low payxng jobs, or ethnically,

3

segregated work settfng,'the pressure of be1ng in a mxnorxty

ey

-status is less percexved than the1r mxddle class
counterparts who are quallfled for jObS that connot'e hlgher

status, and yet because of thexr m1nor1ty status, are .

\ o

denled many mob111ty opportunxtxes. There is.‘evidence of
ethn1c 1nequa11t1es 1n the Canad1an ‘mosaic (Porter, 1965;

Rextz, 1980) Some of the- ethn1c groups, like the- Chlnese

and the Jews, are better ofﬁ in terms oﬁ educatlon, yet,

they have been generally barred from many avenues .of social.
?:moblllty Accord1nglx, they w1ll have the strongest feel1ng
. of belng m1nor1t1es and hénce, the s1gn1f1cance ot the

minorxtles group status effect magn1f1es\among them.

mGoldschexder and Uhlenberg (1969) suggested that such people

\
1

,;would have" small fam1l1es._'ﬂ . “f“"¢ .';“"fgvl o TQL

o . v - o | ‘ . - - 4
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Another p0551ble response among members of the mxnorxty

AN

group is to have higher fertllxty than the ma)orxty Van

Heek (1956),‘and Day‘(1968), argued that~1f the minority

group is. homogeneous and hasilittle chance for individual

' i

social mobility, the members wlll be consc1ous about thexr

inferior m1nor1ty posxtxon The concern about their

\

numerlcal repreSentatlon wxll en'ourage them to haVe hxgher
,_number of births than theﬁma)orxty Therefore, it is not
' ,‘Cathollc1sm per se that encourages fertxlxty among the

Catholxcs. Day suggested that Cathollc ethnocentrxsm coupled
LN

with the feellng of be1ng threatened as a .group.. leads to

above average fertxllty for this, relxgxous group. In other

4

wordsr the Cathollc subculture encourages and malntaxns high -~

i

natality’ only 1n certarn contexts: any*pro natalxst _b i

consequence of this subculture will be possxble only if- the

”groupvls consc1ously aware of their sxgnlfxcantdmxnorxty
S ’ statusn,and their numerical as uell as political lmportance'
(bay, 196éY. Kennedy- (1973) used’the Iri'sh situation to .
. examine the conditions unde‘“uhichﬂmfnority group status

'exerts an 1ndependent effect on fert111ty. He put fqrth ‘four -

.

. - condltlons under which mlnorlty group status has 1ndependent
- veffect on fertllzty, namely, (1) the m1nor1ty is relatively
llarge (2) 1ts}51ze is- pol1tica11y 1mportant' (3).the

 n “minor1ty group is economrcally dzsadvantaged; and (4) the
f‘cohesiveness of the group is stronq;‘ '; . |

P



LN

wlpartxcularxsed 1deology hypothes;s (van\Heek n1956 Day,

"‘boundless sufferxng and sa&rxflce, and the Jews emphasxze ‘ng

-nprms.governxng'agemat marr1age, extended,famzly,a

2 2 3 Subcultural Eﬁfects As An Explanatxon Of‘Fa:

P : . ) " . ) : S
' Dxfferentxals o ‘:' . ~‘ Lo ‘ _
. i . Co ' L o

The\thzrd explanatxon of ethnxc dlfferences 1n !

e, . - '_( )

g ﬂ

fertxlrty relates to values and norms\that are specxflc to a T

‘particular ethnxc group Thxs explanatlon 1s labelled the (54

A @ [

-

f,,

f1968) or subcultural effect In generaL the partlcularlse&“w

i LA I ) X
.o n

xdeology of a ngen m1nor1ty group can work either to

i a

depress or to promote fertxl;ty ( Beaujot, e alc 1982) .

For 1nstance,,the Jews percezye ch1ldren as a_ble551ng. The

relat1onsh1p between parents and chxldren 1s based on’ the p"

‘l,f .
.‘ y N

uncondztxonal love of the parents,.expressed through - ‘\‘:f.

[

the future achxevement of the chxldren. They wxll attend to

all the needs of thexr ch1ldren.‘In order to do so' they g o

,‘u"'

wxll plan thexr famxlles carefully (Latowsky,w1971) Such‘

' L,

emphasﬁs on the quallty of chlldrearxng among the Jews acts

1 .
2t f ’

‘to depress thexr fertzllty because they would rather

1ncrease the1r expenses on a, small number of ch11dren thani

to have large famllles. Cathollc dOCtr1ne» honever, has a

Py oot

pro- natalxst 1deology whzch encourages large fam111es and; ﬂ o

d;scourages the use. of eff1c1ent contraceptxves. in

-

accordance thh th1s docttxne, pregnancy is purely God'

Dlan. ! s g : SR '.7’ IR

'i

In add1t1on to the pro natal1st 1deology, there may

also be some other cultural norms or practxcesﬂ such as

N
3

P
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\

o 1nher1tance, etc, that dxrectly and 1nd1rectly 1nfluence the

fertxllty pattern of a g1ven ethnxc group (Davis " and Blake,

._'____‘.~__
Y

1956) Forvexample, tradltlonal Ch1nese famlf§es used to be
v 7 an extended type whzch encouraged hxgh fertxlxty Cellbacy,

D whxch is common among the Irlsh acts to lower fertxlxty

[
\

Therefore “the subcultural components or the membersh1p peP

se 1n an. ethnlc group wlll play a sxgn1f1cant part 1n

v

determlnlng reproduct1on. : , L

There are two underlyxng mechanlsdﬁ’that crsate the
Schulture of the m1nor1ty groups. Fxrst, the cultural
or1entat1on that‘xs inherent in the group may be based on
autochthonous norms and values concernlng famlly size. For
example, tradltlonal Chxnese soc1ety valued an extended type
of famxly ‘and thereforg created a normatlve structure in =

2

support of hlgh fert111ty values. The second source of

»

subculture 1s created by the m1nor;t1es as a response to

outszde pressure (e g. dxscramxnatipn) The blacks and the‘

Nat1ve Ind1ans may create unique. subcultural norms about

.

fam1ly s1ze in response to the1r socaohxstorlcal exper1ence.‘

 With pers1st1ng d1scr1m1nat1on agaxnst them blacks and the

Natzve Ind1ans may not perce1ve small famllles as be1ng an
", )

P

advantageous means to social mob1l1ty (Kennedy, 1973,3_-
l‘R1tchey, 1975). The subcultural effects deve10ped\as a L
L”consequence of ethnic’ 1nteract1ons are actually the m1nor1ty

status: effects wh1ch we have dascussed 1n the prev1ous .
Tﬁsect1on. ‘In sect1on 2. 4 we d1scuss the methodolog1cal

. dlfflcultles 1n d1st1ngu1sh1ng the soc1al-psycholog1ca1

—

‘. ' " . o , . . : ' ‘ o
* . . C ' L b ) o - 1 7
, o . ‘ + Ll " ' ’ N
’ . ,
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'k-”‘sub—processes of assxmllatzop Bach of the sub-processeS"

o

i

4

part1c1pat10n and culthral 1ntegrataon of m1nor1t1es 1nto T

5.

\ \ H TN . - [ \ ! . _"j ‘
\ i ! .1\ o PR T . ¢ . ¢ , 18
Ca . oo L '

WEL ' ‘., \ I o »,' A . ’
1nsecur1ty and the 1nherent culture of the mxnorlty groups
(Trovato, '98” T e T e g e

TR O . “.‘v':"‘. o - TR R ' : C
’ ‘ ‘ . '.. l “ A A/-', " . ’ .. -“‘ r‘;" ‘ ' . -' B e ,‘ ,‘“ ; [N '
oy . Yoo T Lo ' '.‘ v ’l ts . ., ‘
2 3 Ethn:c Fertxlzty Dxfferentzals 1n the Context~o£ A
( PR
. v‘ . \ . o . o 3 o e ; N "‘,“
Assimxlatxon‘u PR ‘%“." P P e
All three explanatxons( thefj Ve e ;-( BT R P
; : \ ’ Yoo . . \ -
‘ A . AR} ‘.-»K‘ o
characterzstxc a581milatanxst hypothesxs, he 1n0rity~: mo

b

_3551m11atxon is mult1d1mens1onal wlthout go1ng

- . A
¢ k ~

detaxls of these de£1n1t1ons, we can generally

v

;onclude that

!

”'assxmllat1on is a soc1al process occurr1ng between ‘the 5v””ay;

1 ¢ . o )

majorxty?group and &he mznorzty group a’s they come to T

’ 5
hypotheszs, ascrzbe‘dxfferent degrees of 1mportance to the .;f
' ass1m1latlon patterns ‘of . m1nor1ty groups.f‘ ; A@‘f ,
. TR . et R
P LR .
2 3 1 The Concept of Assxmxlatxon--—An 0verv;ew‘ ; e
, I \ o A ?h
In hxs book Gordon (1964) reviewed var1ods def1n1t1ons~
A W 4 # ) “ o 2
. of: ass1m11at1on. He concluded that the concept o : "

+ o e

acqu;re the same sense of peoplehood (Gordon,'1964)‘ The

AN vt i

varxous def1n1t1ons denote the 1dea.g£ full strqctural P

a
¢

o
Bl

T

the host socxety. Eventually;,there should not be any

dxstxnctlon between major1t1es and mlnormties, the soc1ety {f ;o

w111 become a fully,lntegrated entlty. _7f1f: ;Jﬂ,g' D e

. o o -

‘-Gordoh (1964) d1st1ngu1shed dszerent dzmens1ons or~ﬁ]

L3 N

A

. const1tutes“a part1cular stage or aspect of ass1m1lat10n. An
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: thn1c m1nor1ty group wxll be completelj assxmllated toftﬁe

~

‘ﬁ g host soc1ety only 1f.1ts members accomplxsh seVen

i sub processes. Cultural or behavioural assxmllatxon refers

i b
’ 0
v v

,/5“i‘to the extent to whxch the mlnorxty has abSOrbed the' RTINS
Ao o o ’ Y \ “,“

‘*H:'tcultural or behavzoural aspects of the host socxety (' e.g.

i customs,,art' rel1g10n, dxet. language,.etc)\ Structural
R ass1mllatxon refers to, the process by which the members 1n'

vt o P

the,mxnor1ty groups enter 1nto the soc1al Qccupatlonal and

pollt1cal structure of the host soc1ety Amalgamatxon occurs
' 'when. there 1s 1nter marrxage and. 1nterbreed;ng between the
members of - the m1nor1ty and major1ty groups.fﬁ;g"ﬁy?<f;f .

R Ident1f1cat1onal assrmxlat1on relates to the sub proteSs

/
K

whergby the mxnbrxty group develops ‘a sense ot peoplehood

<
i

based excluszvely on the host society.‘Durlng ‘this process,’

i f»wthe m1nority group w;ll Iose 1ts 1dent1ty as: a- separate

S (ent1ty.gBehav1ourxrecept1ona1 a551m11atlon and attxtude

R

recept10nal asszmvlatzon take place 1n the absence of

o0 X

g~} dxscr1m1natlon and pre3ud1ce respectlvely. The minority
) group ;s fully accepted by the domlnant group. Flnally,,

p X ’,(' 0(!"‘

! c1v1c ass1m1latzon leads to the absence of value and power

e“'ﬂf con£l1ct between the m1nor1t1es and the major1t1es.‘Thxs ‘}J

means that values An’ c1vxc 1ssues of the ethn1c group are

\x

altered suff1c1ent1y :to, avo1d confl1ct w1th the dom1nant

group and power is? ava1lable to the m1nor1ty members
q‘_ PO
1rrespect1ve of thelr ethn1c1ty Gordon asserted that once
; & _—

structural asslm1lat10n has occurred,,all &he other 'Yl'
N & - Caa

mi‘,«sub-processes w111 follow Under the c1rcumstance§ of

‘

PRI . Y
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complete assimxlatxon the minorzty w1ll no longer be_

'I,

regarded as a subordxnate group The members that orxg1nated

't !

S from thxs grohp and the 1nd1v1duals 1n the host socxety w111

[l
. '

» have the same sense of peoplehood T'}: “ 'ﬁ “‘ﬁf'

. " . ' C o '
. . . . B
/ . ! N L LR o

\ b . " . . . —

,r'("w‘-’, S \" . o ‘ y'o, ) ¢ / A \
2.3.2 Ethnlc Fertllxty Dxfferentxals and the Process: of

Y |

Assxmllatxonw [3W 1},' R L f'f,

, ’ ] “‘I . '.)
The three explanatxons of eghhxc fertlllty o _” e
;d1fferentxals dlscussed 1n the prev1ous sect1on present ‘
. rr‘f Loy "
dlfferent aspects of asszmzlatzon. However, it 1s o

f‘emp1r1cally dlﬁfxcult to d1st1ngu1sh and test for each

Fv K ]
e-, ' .

. dzmen51on of ass1m11atzon.. e ,,f

! o . y N e i, ' -~ "'k."
The characterxstzc-assim1lat1on1st hypothesxs generally

’

refers to structural assxm1lat1on. However, ‘the’ d1fferences
R 1n socxoeconom1c status may also be~a consequence of

"

pre]udice and dlscrlmlnatlon agalnst ethnxc m1nor1t1es,

TR . 3

S1m11arly, the m1nor1ty group status hypothes1s is very much

ans result of prejud1ce and dlscr1m1nat10n ‘as well as

R‘v;g 1nequa11t1es 1n the' 5001oeconom1c structure of the soc1ety.
The partlcularxsed 1deology thes;s 1mb11e5wincomplete

cultural asszm1latlon. But as d1scussed before, the “

v i

development of a—partxcular1sed 1deology can be a response ﬁ*
tq\structural condltlons assoclated w1th the m1nor1ty s

.1nteract1on w1th the ma30r1ty grOup Hence,'full

(4 o4

r,1nterpretat1on of the three hypotheses should note the

5
E ' L —

_; antrxcate and 1nterdependent nature of asszm11at1on, ;ngol“””

AN RN Y f, . o Lo e

dlsor1m1natxon and m1nor1ty status.f<f'



/

. 4
N

\
¢

s complete assimilation of all-dlmen51ons 1s treated as an

‘ the assumption that ass1m11at10n 'will be ultlmately

'Previously,'we'questioned the validity of theﬁ' ST
assumptxon that total assxmllatxon is the ultlmate outcome
of ethnlc 1nteract10n. Whether thxs stage., 15 p0s51ble 1s

Y . oo

Stlll dxsputable. The concept of ass1m1lat1on ‘is 1ntrxcat£L
h
and the task 1nvolved is too complex to dxscuss 1n the

present context For the present inquiry, assxmllatxon 15'

regarded aS‘a‘social process To use a Weberian term

1dea1 type that serves to ascertaln analytlcally

similarities and devxatxons in concrete cases. Our 1nqu1ry

will explaln the ex1st1ng d1fferent1als in fert111ty, under

atta1ned N IR o A

[N

A s1m}lar conceptlonallsat1on oﬁ a551m11at10n 1s o

‘ adopted by thchey (1975) He tested for attitude ﬁ

receptlonal ass1m11at10n and behav1our recept1ona1
ass1m11at10n 1n discerning the structural and ecologlcal
contexts w1thin ‘'which m1nor1ty groups w1ll consc1ously alter
the1r fert111ty He constructed measures of rac1al 1nequ1ty

to examxne the black wh1te d1fferences 1n fert111ty under

51tuat1ons of low medlum and hlgh level of d1scr1m1nat1on

‘or low racgal 1nequ1ty, the structurally asszm1lated Blacks's

)

. have lower fert111ty ‘than; the Wh1tes. Thus,‘structural o
m111eu 1s necessary for correct 1nterpretatlon and '

r.assessment of the m1nor1ty status effect on fert111ty. The

d1f£erent degree of rac1al 1nequ1ty 1n an area wlll play a

4 .
o

Aiagalnst blacks. H1s £1nd1ngs showed that in the area of h1gh~'5



" o L - ‘ N [ R . [
e L S R 22

part 1n determ1n1ng the ethn1c d1fferent1als 1n fertllity.
8

‘ thchey concluded thatuthe m1nor1ty status argument is . -
‘,‘\ﬁ A'
[

'L . conflrmed "but'his concluszon 1s 1n contradxctlon to'w

Goldschezder and. Uhlenberg (1969) who belleved that the '

o

m1norxty Status effects persist, thchey suggested that Wlth"

B ¢ 2 BTN S

the assrmxlatxon of the m1nor1t1es, the fertlllty of the

ma30r1ty group and the mlnorxty groups w1ll/ﬁonverge. Thus.,([”
| [ o '

(S R1tchey saw the m1nor1ty status effect as temporary *Its
effedt on fert1lnty yxll d1sappear when a551m11atxon is

accomplzshed R1tchey S study poxnted out that the mxnor1ty b

‘“

5 groug status effect 1s 1mportant in determ1n1ng fert111ty

o

d1fferent1al In addltxon, one should also note the

\
[N

'vxmportance of ass1m11af10n,.pr1mar1ly att1tude recept10nal

n
I

and behav1oUr recept:onal ass1m11at1on, in affectzng ethnlc‘

Y

SR reproductlve behav1our. From R1tchey s, study, we can T,

conclude. two po1nts. _ ;‘

1. m1nor1ty group status repreSents the 3

i

status effect 1s l1kely to be strong @M

"2.: the presence of ethnlc fert111ty d1fferent1als 1s partly

‘\.

a consequence of 1ncompléte a551mlfﬂt1on.‘ﬂence,’\;,'
assxm11at10n,'a process which the character1st1c
“'U, hypothes1s 1mp11es, 1s an 1mportant concept 1n the

analy51s of ethnzc relat1ons.

characterlst1cs-ass;m1lat1on1st argument an‘ suggested theﬁmj}

% EECh N . K . N o P 'y
S L . Cowe : ot S Lo R
R c S L N "




necessity to modify‘the'minority»group status'thesis. ‘He.

sted the m1nor1ty status hypothesxs by us1ng sxmpleil
i ' .
descrxpt1ve StatlSthS and he found the results supportxng

the m1nor1ty group status hypotheszs. Sly extended hlS‘
1nvestlgat1on 1nto the relatlonsh1ps of educathn 1ncome<

and occupatxon wath fertxlxﬂy w1th1n four ma1n reglons of

. m

the United States fOr whxtes and Negroes. Hxs flndlngs T

'showed that educat1on 1ncome and occupat1on are 1nversely

¢

.related to fertlllty, w1th the exceptlon of educated

Negroes, who have hxgher fertllxty than the Whltes.,However
; .

‘the Southern reglon of the Un1ted States proved to be an

e)ceptlon to the general black whlte pattern. In the South

blacks have actually experlenced lower fertlllty than

)

wh1tes. In order to test the val1d1ty of. the m1nor1ty group
'status hypothes1sf Sly employed a three way analy51s of

varlance. He hypothesxzed that if the m1nor1ty status efféct

-

‘has an 1ndependent effect on fertl'lltyr the ma1n effect of_f

"

race and its 1nteract10n terms Wlth the soc1oeconom1c

~

.varxables should be 51gn1f1cant The results 1nd1cated that

t

j'the m1nor1ty status argument d1d not stand when applled to

'Negro Wh1te fert1l1ty d1fferences. In conclu51on, Sly stated

b

Ly

'"that structural ass1m11atlon should be taken 1nto

M:7con51derat1on 1n exp1a1n1ng rac1al d1f£erent1al 1n tert111ty f’ﬁk
or’ the m1nor1ty groupvstatus hypothes1s should at least be fu{:‘*
reformulated to take account the ass1m1latxonzst ’ w' | |
"perspectlve.¢Aga1n, Sly s studles prompted the necesszty to

"1ncorporate the ass1m11at10n1st explanatzon and the m1nor1ty ;.tk




" Sly's acceptance of the character1st1c asszmzlat10n1st

"77Iethn1c groups should be taken "with cautxon.l Ll L I

='tfhlevel.,The1r fxndlngs suggest that the partlcularlzed

'lxs used as the’ measure of a551m11at1on. Cultural

‘*a531m1latxon, measured‘by ianguage use,‘and mar1ta1

o S T T 2a

group status hypothesxs 1n exp1a1n1ng the fertlllty patterns

) v X . , \

of - the ethnlc m1nor1ty groups. ‘\_»" - S

/‘ .
Desplte the emp1r1cal ev1dence for the SR :

\
! \ .

‘characterxst1c assxmxlationxst hypothesxs in. Sly s research

(1970)' Sly’ has neglected‘two‘51gn;f1cant'po1nt5r13 hrs\”

study (thchey, T§75)"First; he failed;toyefplain;inwwhat"s

‘manner the flndlngs for ‘the South (whlch are actually ‘4

,consxstent w1th the m1nor1ty group status hypothe51s) are.

.

explaxned by the characterzstlc a551m11at10nxst argument .

Second he dxscarded the substantxai amount of ch;ldlessness

'~among the Negro cohort of 35 to 44 years old 1n 1960
.equc}Jlly out51de the Southern reg1on..In other words the
fertlllty dxfferences between the Negroes and the Whites may

be due to thelr dszerences in ch1ldlessness 1nstead of ciif

"soc1oeconom1c differences. Sly falled to account for the :‘“

<possxb1l1ty§of chlldlessness in his analysxs. Therefore,

Iy

= 0

o

explanat1on for fert111ty d1fferent1als among dlfferfnt

G

BeaUJot et al (1982) used survey data to test the ﬁimfﬂﬁ'

B \

"{‘relatlon of cultural and marltal ass1m11atlon wlth fert;11ty

-

Oz A s
. ’ ’

‘5ﬁfa551m11ation,‘measured’by 1ntermarr;age, are 1nverse1y Ml

A3 .
. -

'erelated w1th fert;lxty dszerences between the majorltyr

- o . ," . R . Y ' . ‘c,\ . . N o
teo v . BRI .M., Lo [N " \' L .‘ A . L S

-

1deqlogy hypotheszs is’ strongly supported when 1ntermarr1age

.\' |



;group and the mxnorlty group They concluded that even

. . though ethnxc dxfferences in- fertllxty are small nowadays
.id'm . the dlfferences are, not comoletely removeg eveh'when
.icontrols for other relevant varxables, Such as educatxon
. '1ncome'and resxdence .are oonsxdered sxmultaneously ‘There ,f
should be‘other factors that account for the dlfferences.

‘

,They suggested that the per51st1ng famlly sxze dlfferences
. .
'were a component of gzven ethnlc 1dent1t1es because the '

e

:fertlllty level of the less assxmxlated 1nd1v1duals : ﬁf

A ; :

. generally 1nvolves an accentuatxon of the behav1our whzch 1s

typlcal to thelr own ethnlc group As long as the members of
y,

““,h”n~bh the ethnxc group §tlll ‘have a\senSe of ethnxc 1dent1ty,.r he

. .
"o N " K
. .

process of assxmllatxon 1s not completed and ethn1C‘

' = \

o LT dszerences in" fert1l1ty should persxst

(3 i

; ' leen the Ilmltatlon of‘thls data, none of'the'Studies
'mentzoned was able to measure asslm1latxon in all the P
n . ' ', . ]

o dxmen51ons, The researcher must state clearly yhlch

’

r v

dxmensxon of assxmllation 1s bexng exam1ned The

" '“- Q character1st1c assxmxlatlon1st hypothes1s explalns the above

fﬁ,;_: o :;jrfge fert111ty of 'the m1nor1ty group, but falls to

"
.

count for the s1tuat10n where a structural&y asszm11ated
‘j“' L vethnlc groUp, such as’ the Jeﬁs, has below average fertxllty.J
' It also falls to explaln the mechanxsm that condxtzons the

) S .\‘
'4\.‘. ",

’?3ﬁyiff, d1fferences 1n fert1l1ty beﬁore the stage of complete

_.‘ S \ . W )

'1?W;Qfﬂ ass1m11at1on{>1t is under’such carcumstances that the “'i\ﬁlk

- ). L o

b
4

a',' 11nk 1n aSCerta1n1ng fertllxty dszerent1als.

. s
'i e " ~ N . . \ "..
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§ .
on

— o Qoidscheidervand.Uhlenberg (l969)\analyzed-fertifity

differentials*of Blagks, Cathollcs, Jewxsh and Japanese‘

Amerlcans usxng 1960 census data. They argued that there

N

should be three underlyzﬁg mechanlsms for dlfferentlal

N
' .

fertllity to occur°

'
’

i

"A mxnorlty WIll exper1ence below average fertllxty

when (1) acculturatzon of minorxty group members has
§ X

ocqurred 1n con]unctlon with the des:re for:

& acculturatlonP (2)‘equalizatxon of socxal and
T §°S

economxc characterlstxcs occurs part;cularly at

»

‘,’ ~ mlddle and upper sOczal class 1evels ‘and/or social
‘dﬁf - and economic mobllxty is desxred (§L~no
i *
, & ‘A!‘ . ¥
pro—natalxst 1deology 1s‘assocxated‘w1th the
.( ﬁf mxnorlty group and no, porm dxscourages the use of
S n eff1c1ent contraqept1ves.v (GoldSChexder and ‘

Q& Uhlenberg, 1969 372) , :‘"E‘ "I"

. Controlllng the: factors of res:dence, race,'age and
ledhcatlon, thev found that educated Blacks, Jew1sh and l
Japanese Amerxcans have 1ower levels of femtxlxty than the

.0 Wh1tes at equxvalent levels Qf educat;on whereas Catholxcs

L Ny

;show a pattern of hlgher than average fert111ty The three

mechan1sms fit the Jewxsh and JapaneSe cases very well and

- ’

prov1de an explanatlon for the Cathollc s1tﬁat1on. FeelanS»

'of 1nsecur:ty and a(d251re for acculturat1on presumably act'i

d _,"(\

to depress tert111;y mong the Jews and Japanese. whereas

-
[

]

- I'*

famxlzes. The struggle for soc1a1 mpbxlaty appears ‘to be

¥ .
" ) : . ‘-4 ‘A ‘\. .
© A “ N ' M PR . '; . - " . .
g Voo e CoLL S ~ e
R PR . L. ade

s . -
3 t . S -

hpr&ﬁnatalxst 1deology of Catholzcs enqourages large ) ;A.m‘fr;f"‘



N

harder for the minoritx group membersr Among the low
fertlllty groups,‘f -he mxnorxtxes wxll thhstand the y
dxfflcultles by l miting chxldbearlng in order to attaln ‘
their goalqof social mobility. For‘Cathollcsf specific

chirch doctrines regarding family size and contraceptive

methodsﬁfend'to raise fertility.

N

_ 2.4_Methodological_Difficulrieeiin Geﬁ@raliEing the Minority
. o L o .

Group.StaFus protheéis | ‘

Thus far, we have discussed ;né~neceSSity Of
incorporet%ng'theethree'explanations of ethnic fertiliry
differentials. We argued phet'befgre thewstaée"of toﬁal
”assimilation-'the.three'expianationg will be reéanSible in
contributing ethn1c dxfferentlals 1n‘fertiiity However, in
~empnr1cal ana1y51s, there 1s methodologxcal dlffxcultles in
,dxstxngu1sh1ng the effects that account for the” ,
}'dlfferentxals v |
Trovato (1981) poxnted out the issue of‘ o «?

“general1zab111ty of the m1nor1ty group status hypothesxs.

The case of the Blacks poses an 1nterest1ng example of thrs

problem Accordlng to GoIdSChelder and Uhlenberg (1969), the .

1ndependent ethn1c effect serves to raise fertlllty among
the less educated Blacks, and the 1nteractxon texm of .

o 4 ‘. . ¢
. . .-
. : N :



.ethn1c1ty and educat;on serves to lower fert111ty Trovato
(1981 '59) argued that the problem lies in determlnxng when
"a s1gn1f1cant multlplxcat1ve effect’ ‘of structural

1
i

"&arlables with ethnlcxty reflects 1nsecur1t1es and

A

when such. a term 1s a functxon of SpeCIflc normatave

\ .
orientations about family s1ze 1nherent in the !

fminority

‘\

‘ The sxtuatxon of the Blacks is straxghtforward since 1t
is generally known that they do not possess a pro.natallst
1deology Thus,_hxgh fertxlxty among the less educated
' 'Blacks must be a consequence of dlscrxmlnatxon R;tchey‘

: (1975 252) 'said,

o "if dlscr1m1nat10n mackedly reduces the potentlal L
for soc1al moblllty, mipority couples would be less
lxkely to plan ratxonally to have smadl famllles.

Among hxghly educated Blacks, the feeling of marglnallty 1s

strong and the de51re for upward mob111ty depresses

e reproduct1on.“Thus,-as Trovato put forth, loéw fert1lity"

’"Iamong the educated Blacks 1s the result of 1nsecur1t1es and

nothxng else. Yet it w111 be dlfflcult to determ1ne whetherd

the sxgn1f1cant mult1p11¢atgve 1nteract1on effect of e

socioeconomic. varxables and ethnlczty is a result of

‘I‘1nsecur1t1es or is a funct1on of the spec1f1c subculture

about fertility e g., ews (F1gure 2. 1) The fertlllty

Vpattern of the m1nor1ty group ‘can be a. consequence of e1ther

‘the 1nsecur1ty effect and/or 1ts subcultural norms.‘It 1s

1mposs1ble to d:st1ngu1sh the two effects by solely o



-
\

L ' . _ |
referring to the‘multiplicative interaction term of

socxoeconomxc varxables and ethnxcxty. Others have assumed |

that this multlpllcatxve 1nteract10n term actually reflects

i

y .
1nsecur1ty effects (Goldschexder and Uhlenberg, 1969; Jiobu‘

-

: and Marshall 11977). However being members of the minoriby

, group, not only slgnlfxes 1nsecur1ty, but also represents

N

.the influence .of the culture of the group Trovato concluded
"that in future studxes, researchers have to state in advance
1f ‘the partxcular m1nor1ty group does or does not have'“

‘specxfxc norms about fertllzty and then’ prpceed to test the

N -

competing explanatlons. T o ; ,

" In the later part of’ thexr dxscu551on Goldsche1der and

;

Uhlenberg (1969) also admxtted that the m1nor1ty groups they

studied’ -have experlenced soc1a1 and cultural changes at
' various rates. Also at dszerenttpoxnts in Amerxcan hxstory,

.

each group-has had 1ts own. unique experxences which may

'

’ J ult1mately aﬁfect fertlllty In response to thxs»problem of -
generalxzab111ty, recent stud\es have been directed toward
rspec1f1c ethnlc groups (Marcum and Bean, 1976; Johnson

1979,\1980 Lopez and Sabagh 1980;ﬂ3ean and Swicegooq,

i :
\ .

1988). . AURRLEE A o

Lopez and Sabagh (1978) used survey data to study‘
) \ (

.~ : \
fert111ty outcomes under the 51tuat10n of great ethn1c

11ntegrat1on whfn members of the m1nor1ty group have close -
'contact with their own Ethnxc commun1ty (1) ethnxc members

can 1ncrease th 1r awareness of d1scr1m1nat10n agalnst themv‘

RS -
. N T . n
\ . e o . i f AN I
Ca K ; .

BT
3



L . ' .
) ¢

'and therefore limit their childbearing.’ (2) greater

’integration to the ethnic community can also mean greater

exposure to autochthonous subcultural nofms for large
families, thus contributing to high fertility. Their"

findings inditate that in actuality, ethnic integration'is

re

dssociated with reduced fert111ty Hence, there is'evidence

of mmnorxty group ‘status effect which operates even_among a.

il
I

s s es L el A P : :
sxgn1f1cant because for the first time, researchers »

d Cw

1ncorporated or accounted for the.possxb111ty Ehat the

;,1ndependent m1normty status effect can’ bé decomposed 1nto a

.

I

KN

5"

strucbura1~compdnentr—-e g. 1nsecur1ty, dlscr1m1nat10n and

N ; 1

()

a subcultural component (Trovato and Burch 1980) : , ;

/o,

Jlobu and Marshall (1977) followed a s1m1lar reason1ng

They attempted to decompose’the observed fertalxty

Ve oo

dffferentxals between the ma)on1ty group and two m1nor1ty

groups.‘Accord1ngly, dbserved fert111by d:ffere ces meflect

¥

the comb1ned effects of assxmllat1on, the 1nteract;on of

x‘ v g

m1nor1ty status w1th structural var1ables and the ma1n':,

and Marshall s attempt to estlmate each of the component

"- . . e

effects 1s 1nnovat}ve~1n that they were able to account for'“”'

My

the 51multaneous effects of the three sovrces of fert1l1ty

var1at10n above. Their reasonxng corresponds to R1tchey s

P

thesxs (1975) that m1nor1ty status effect 1s probably 'w;;n.‘“”

tempo{bry. Before the stage of complete.assgm1lat1on of the

< [ p—

m1nor1ty ethnxc groups, m1nor1t¥ 1nsecur1ty effects and maznlf

P R

high fertility ethnic group.: Lopez and Sabagh”’s study is

N\lMis

T oo
v‘,\‘ [

oy

'effect of m1nor1ty status w1th a bu1lt 1n érror term. Jlobu %""

L



.

‘ ‘l.-. .

oA

‘various ethn1c groups enta11 the1r ethnlc 1dent1ty

Ll N * L . N .
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~

' ethnlc effects are also responsxble for causxng fertllxty

» dlfferentlals. Jxobu and Marshall s results 1nd1cate ‘that .

cultural plurallty is a persxst1ng character1st1c of the

. Amer1can soc1ety. Even though ethn1c grOups have been

soczally mobxle, thexr members stxll retaln key culEural

tradltxons and psychologxcal traxts that defxne a dxstxnct

| ethn1c 1dent1ty In Canada mu1t1culturalxsm ls the state

polxcy It 1s reasonable to p‘esume that members of the

N\

Therefore, famlly s1ze dszerentlals should be regarded as
the result‘of an 1nterp1ay betneen structural and cultural
assxm1lat10n. However, 1t 1s 1mportantyto note that Jaobu

and Marshall s methodology may ‘hot- adequately est1mate the

separate effects of . subcultural norms .and structural

.«.1nsecurit1es Like others (e g. Sly, 1970) they assumed

that ‘the . 1nteractxon term reflects the consequence qf

‘1nSecur1ty experlenced by m1nor1t1es. Therefore among the .

F111p1nos, the h1gher the1r educat1onal level the lower

the1r fert111ty relatqve to: that of .the wh1tes. Trovato and
e

Burch (1980) poznted out*that w1thout d1rect méasures,'lt 15 .

'A’1mp0551b1e to fully ver1fy whether the 1nteract10n term f“gf

“" Ao

reflects the 1nf1uence of 1nsecur1t1es and/or subcultural

norms that relate to famxly s1ze. Such an 1nterpretat1on

5

faxls to account for the p0551b111ty of h1gh fert1l1ty ambng

1, the educated m1nor1t1es. Moreover,.the,effect of membersh1p‘

Ut

per se denoted by J1obu and Marshall as, the dxfference 1n 34;

1ntercepts, does not necessary mean the effect of T

N T . :
v . . o e A
. r. &t 2 e
R I N

o g

-
2

e, -
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Tsubcultupal norms only,ixt can ‘be a mxxture of membershxp

~per se and the effect of - 1nsecur1ty. Unless there is a'

dxrect measure of the two components of ethn1c effects, :
‘Hnamely,pthe feelxng of 1nsecur1ty and d1scr;m1nat10n as well;

" as’ the subcultural norms, they w1ll be confounded in" the
"total ethn1c effect of m1nor1ty status (Trovato,l1981).; ‘j'

Despxte the methodologxcal dxffxcultxes mn the1r '9‘1“ .

\

‘ana1y51s, and in the absence of survey data approprlate for

complete operatxonal1zat10n of all effects, Jxobu and

" '
‘ [ '

. arshall s decomp051txoh approach is. fru1tful They : I o

'
a 4

”eStzmated the varxous components that are respon51ble for‘

I
' s

the observed d1fferent1a1 in fert111ty when more detalled

A

‘data are unavallable to allow for a,prec1se 9'7; .'- S

.o b ,\. . .

operat1onallzatlon of relevant effects. Methodolog1ca1 F
Y “ ‘ ,Q ‘v~;~'v’

't_d1ff1cult1es can ‘be- pallzated by stat1ng the subculture of t;

the m1nor1ty group 1n advance (Trovato,'l981), and as stated

\

'lbefore, any refutat1on of the ass;m;lat1on1st argument has PR A

] PR RIS

5rto state clearly wh1ch dzmen51on of asszmllatlon one 15 ffajfw

) ’wf‘ ' . . '1 .‘,! ¢
referrlng to- Many of the studxes mentloned are actually the L
5 PN i :

',test of structural assxm1lat1on and fert111ty In accordance f'"

o

: tw:th the d1fferent def1n1tlons and drmens1ons of ‘ W~i?yf@'ﬁ'“:

"" "'"' ‘*\ PO

\,'ffa551mzlat1on,put forth by Gordon, ass1m1lat10n refers to an
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'cxted (Goldschelder and Uhlenberg, 1969} Sly,'1970 Kennedy,

‘n1973~ Marcum and Bean 1976- Jlobu and Marshall ‘1977"Lopez

| and Sabagh"1978) actually denotes 1ncomp1ete a551m11at10n .

r

among the m&nor1t1es. In the case .of complete ass1m11atxon

J

the members of the m1nor1ty group no longer have any .’ e
‘f'4Vv characterlstzcs 1dentgfy1ng tKem with thexr former culture,
. , '- b,
and r1Va1r1es between the majorxty and mxnorxty groups
o .

should also d1sappear. In other words,‘xt 15 not only the

) ' ' ' o

" m1nor1ty groups that are no longer aware of thexr mxnorxty
ST status, but also the major1ty group should accept the {_

Y ‘,1ntergrat10n of these m1nor1ty groups 1nto the host soc1e%y

-~ R

*}'; Any cultural*component that causes dlfferent fertlllty

T .

levels betWeen the ma]or1ty and mxnorlty groups should

’

!

¥ ¥

.‘“7 dlsappear. In~the absencelof dlrect data on the matter, the

0

}ﬁ“f‘ decompos1t10na1 approach suggested by Jlobu and Marshall

i .

(1977) serVes to glve an estzmate of the degree of _ o

T,dj‘”*‘ structural a551mllat10n and‘~to a certa1n extent,ucultural

a551m11at10n as well as dw§5r1m1natxon from the hosx socxety "’

'1‘ Y

“"ﬂ‘_‘;ﬁ 1n the context of m1nor1ty—ma]ority fert111ty dlfferences.']f”‘

[




: w,that the flrst generat1on 1mm1grants, 1nstead of the second

”A B 34

soc1oeconom1c circdmstandes from Canada, are assumed to be

' 4 v s T

‘the least a551m11ated ‘The present concern 1s when the

b

mm1nor1t1es experzence the feelxng of 1nsecur1ty In other‘
L words, when w1ll the m1nor1ty group status effect become

predomlnant in affectlng fertlllty? '

W+

about the 1nfluence of raclal and’ ethnlc group membershlp on -

i {

‘the relatlonshlp between mob111ty and fert111ty They found

| ! /
v

that the expected negatxve relat1on between K

'1ntergenerat1onal mobxl1ty and fert:llty does not take place

~unt11 the thlrd generat1on.‘They argued that the feel1ng of :

'

'1nsecur1ty by m1nor1t1es w1ll be m1t1gated among the new

1mm1grants by the 51gn1f1cant1y 1mproved standard of l1v1ng

1

"In other words, the new 1mmlgrants may not have suffxcxent

-~

'experience'and understandlng 1n the'host soc1ety to aspire

*'f¢to asszmxlat1on. After one or two generatlons, the de51re

for asszm11at10n may develop At whxch t1me these m1nor1t1es

';become more consc1ous of the1r m1nor1ty status‘wh1ch leads
"to feelxngs of 1nsecur1ty.";" = Q jﬂ,f LT

LA , Lo

An opposzte arQUment to Marcum and Bean s thesxs 15"

o

.

; '”or the thzrd generat1on 1mmlgrants, should experience the a

Marcum and Bean (1976) developed contrastlng hypotheses

! .



y greatest‘minorlty group statusrinsecurity effect.fThe‘ﬁirst"
o generatlon immigrants'come'tola neu\country,;they need to"
make great efforts:to'adjust-to the‘nenjenvironment. In.his
analysisfof socialization, Parsons lf964:203) maintained”
that . o ,~:.‘ B R

"the’ mechanlsms of adjustment are the processes by
which’ the 1nd1v1dual actor deals w1th elements of
stra1n and confllct in hxs relatlons to objects,>

that 1s, to the s1tuat1on of action.” o

' o

In a modern society, an 1nd1v1dual flnds h1mse1f in an’

-

1nf1n1te number of such sgguatlons.‘An nevw 1mmxgrant is 1in

an espec1ally d1ffxcult p051t1on when he is faced w1th
confl1ct1ng role expectatlons in the host soc1ety and in his

| ethn1c‘commun1tyh They are;consc1ously aware—ofvthexr .

t

‘minority status in the host society. Hence, their effort of

adaptation and adjustment to theé new énvironment may -

.

overrlde the1r de51re to bear chlldren. This possxbllxty

f A

'rcorresponds with Lopez and Sabagh s (1978) hypothes1s When"
new 1mm1grants face confl1ct1ng role expectatlons, they |

'.become aware of their’ 1nrer1op status wh1ch encourages them

< Nt

to plan chlldbearlng very carefully Nonetheless, Marcum and
?Bean s research ralses the 1dea that the m1nor1ty group

i.status effect may vary across dlfferent generatxons of thel

i .
W

”“ethn1c group
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‘ Chapter 3 ' . o

Mlnorxty Status and the chroeconomxc Framework of’ Fertxlxty ‘

1 0

-
'

C e Analysis.f' :”1,7 S ',

Another major stream ‘of StUdleS on fert111ty

dxfferentlals bases on. the m1croeconom1c framework Trovato“;

N

(1981) suggested that the character1st1c assxm11at1on1st ‘ N

hypothes1s 1s actually a derlvatxve of the m1croeconom1c

model The character1st1c assxmllatlonlst hypothesxs argues

that the- soc1oeconom1c dlfferences between the majorltxesh}

and the m1nor1t1es aﬁfect the1r respectxve reproduct)ve dd" o
behavxour and thus account for _their fertllzty . V‘h - ..
d1fferent1als. Slmllarly, Socxologzsts would argue that the ,‘ .
mlcroeconom1c model of fertllxty explaln reproductxve

behav1our as a functlon of taste, pr1ce and income. Taste,‘

pr1ce and 1ncome are determxned by the socxoeconomlc status

’
[}
'
L

of the 1nd1v1duals.
The m1nor1ty group status hypothes1s also has common
elements w1th the mxcroeconomlc model It recogn1ses the
1nsecur1ty feel1ng among the ethnlc m1nor1t1es whereas thel :
m1croeconomic model emphas1zes the concept of relatlve
deprlvatxon whzch affects human dec151on on reprdduct:ve
behavxour.rRelatlve deprlvatlon is- very much llke the ,Ni[m

y feellng of marg1nal1ty and 1nequ1ty aga1nst the m1nor1t1es.‘"

Before we dlscuss the 1ntegrat10n of the two f'f

frameworks, namely ‘the. mlnorlty statu'

h:_m1croeconom1cmh?el,,a brxef revxew of the_latter w111 be'fffﬁf

glven 1n the follow1ng sectlon..F B




3 1 The M1croeconomxc Framework of Fertalxty ‘jyyg‘ ) ‘ J‘Q

. Beg1nn1ng in the mxd 19505, fertllxty research has been

A

“focus1ng on' the economzc framework of fertlllty

dxfferentzals. Economxsts and non economists—allke have been

u e w

'.try1ng to analyse human fertllzty from the poxnt of v1ew of

. \

economic theory. Increa51ng emphasxs on human rat1onalxty,ﬂ”‘

.

: lelsure and quallty of lee shape the economlc apprOach to §~‘ﬂ

fertllxty The development and’spread of knowledge about

" \

contraceptxves dur1ng the last century greatly wldened the
vcho1ce of family size dec1s1on maklng Parenthood 1s no ‘:; A‘;A
'longer 1nev1table in almarr1ag Many couples proceed to ;

. bear and rear chxldren who are an 1mportant part to the . %‘ “

v

”‘;‘lxvzng standafﬂ of most fam111es. On the other hand theré““‘ A\

are sacrlflces and 1nvestments made by parents such ‘as’ , ‘

' [ ‘ Ve .3 D W
ch1ld care, educatzon of the1r chlldren, etc InvestmentS“ln
chxldbear1ng form Biﬁ bstantxal part of a fam1ly s s ,“‘:

T

del1berate decas\on”m Qng. ‘jlz ;,TH Nﬂ n'Ay % j~~LTAJ5L:x';'

The m1croeconom1c model of fert1I1ty was ma1nly aer}ved =;.j

by Le1benste1n (1957) and\eecker (1960),mho appl1ed the.ﬁ‘“”ﬂ

ftheory of consumer behavzout to chlldbearlng dec1s;ons.

. o
\ R e
. e ; . : R

:Follow1ng these two authors, Easterl1n wwfggpgngﬂﬂswfﬂ I *"‘f

(1966 1969 1973 1975)




3

fertility. ' Lo
. L]

o 3.1:1 Relevancy of the 'Economic Approach to. Fertxlxty ‘
t Generally speaklng,‘the economic approach to fertllxty

developed by Becker (1960), Freedman (1963) Easterlxn

(1966 ‘1969, 1973 1975)‘and many others encompasses four‘

BRI Dy

‘”b881C ldeaS‘ t4) the 1nvestment of human capltal (2)_the““'

' ot

allocat;on of human t;me, (3)‘household reproductxon S

I
funct10n° (4)-and hOUSehOld as a unxt of consumer choxce.
.t . y ).
First, the 1nvestment of human capltal postulates that

certa1n expendxtures are made del1berately to’ the productive‘

3

stocks so that the stocks can prOV1de serv1ces in the }‘f*Mff
future. Chlldrenware a form of human capltal They are .

sources of psychxc satlsfactxon and 0l4 age securlty to the |

parents. The second 1dea relates to the allocatlon of human

t1me ‘to market and nOn market activ1t;es wh1ch has a strong

y N I

QZK llnkage w1th the 1nvestment of humah capltal It should be

N
¢

noted that the concept of human t1me 1s not restrxcted to

a
o

S .
..'.., ;

h‘work in the market. It 1mpl1esuwork in the household a8
5 .

'.‘well Couples 1nvest 1n thelr ch1ldren monetary costs, and

y s also tlme costs.‘Chlldbear1ng 1s labor 1nten51ve. Usually,

\,'- e . -
¢
\

"'housew1ves are requlred to allocate a 51gn1f1cant sectxongpf



B

I . N ' .
. co . .

' ! . N . . I
oo ‘ . (» o !

qhoosing and acquxrlng goods, but also put effort to altet
and prepgie these goods for consumptlon The household 1s a
productxon unxt and chxldren ‘are the product1on Th;s
‘productxon wzll depend on the. amount. of txme as well as the
.quantxty and qualxty of 1nvestment put forth on thes? gOOds
(Schultz 1973) The amOunt of human t1me and expendxtures
on the children are subjected to the couples -
decxslonwmakxng The fourth 1dea treats the famxly as ‘a
decxsxon makxng unxt. It encompasses the flrst three 1deas
The - household chooses to max1mlse 1ts utxlxty ln * |
consumptron. It also dec1des‘the allocatlon of txme and
investment‘in household production Ch1ldbear1ng is regarded

as a form of household productlon wh1ch takes up certaxn

. amount of txme and resources from the couples, and ‘in ‘f“"

.

return, the couples vxew chlldren as SQme kind of ut111ty

¥

" that- they want to max&mlsee Hence,vthh all the possxble
constralnts couples w1ll go. thrOugh a ratronal l

.decxsxon making process before they engage in the
) o

ch1ldbear1ng act1v1ty . A

In spite of the cr1t1c1sm of the mxcroeconomlc analysxs
) { y LI
of fert111ty, thlS apé}oach has dlst1ngu1shed the rat1onal

A

component of human ‘behaviour: Lesthaeghe (1983) postulated

)

that human thlnkzng ‘was ratlonal The undérlylng 1deatlonal

] ~— ‘

_system of soc1ety has, changed Secular 1nd1v1dual:sm .

4 v

emerges New norms about quality of llfe are being .

developed. The secular decllne of fertxllty as related to

o

0 ‘the* shxft 1n 1deaflonal system Ain soc1ety (Lesthaeghe,
| * J )

P - . X oL
ot = Lo

‘ "y
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1983), There is a redefinition of parenthood The whole
u\a
soc1ety has been restructured based on a ‘common goal

\
economic prosperxty and 1nd1v1dual achxevement. The economlc

|

H

approach mayvhave'xts relevance to such a reformal;sed mode

.of‘thinking in modern society This approach explains, to a

’

certain extent ‘the reason for the rapld adoptxon of the

pilll It accounts for the demographlc transxtxon ;n modern -
tlme and explain how the. economxc and soc1al changes affect‘
Jthe famxly behavxour which in turn, brxng forth the secular

deciinefof féertility. S c ‘.

3.1.2 Literature Review of the Microeconomic Approach to
'Fertility Analysis o L L

It is far beyond the scope of this the51s to rev1ew
thoroughly all the avaxlable publxcat1ons on the /

microeconomic framework of fertllxty analy51s. Yet the ones

'

that ‘are relevant and crucial to the”present study are
dlscussed in 'this sect1on ‘ ' S .

There have been many studles concerned wxch the

!

relatxon of soc1o economxc status and fert111ty Some of the o

_studies are long1tud1nal analyses of;reproducttve.behav1our

N

hereas some of them are baSed on cross?SecEional data."'

'

Becker S model of fertlllty is der1ved from consumer
theory. A consumer buys some mater1a1 in order to ga1n

satlsfactlon. H1s dec1sxon on. what to, consume 1s based on

”

profxt max1m1zat1on. Through h1s rat1ona1 calculat1on,_he

-

* maximises his proflt and therefﬁ;e he 1s satxsfled Be-ker"

- -
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iapplied'this framework to.studf;human'fertility.by‘saying
that a.personvdecides‘to have‘a childﬁin order tngain'
satisfaction. A child is consxdered to be sxmxlar to other
consumer'durables The utxlxty of a chxld depends on its
\‘”qualltxes, If the utxlxty of a ch11d is. hxgh that 1s, if

/'(‘- )
the chzld s qualities (such as psych1c comfort " and

guarantee of old age se'urlty to parents) are preferred by

the parents- they wlll likely consume or in other words,'

[

have a chxld On the other hand, if the ut111ty of the Chlld

is percexved to be: low, the parents wlll decxde not ‘to have

.the Chlld Therefore, the decxsxon—makxng process of
‘chlldbearlng must also take 1nto account the comparlson of

'gthe utxlity derxved from chlldren thh that derlved from

f'other durable goods via aaut111ty functlon -or a set of

rxndlfference curves.

. “The shape of the indifference curves, accordingly,;is
";determined.by t%}, relatlve preference for ch1ldren ,orgain'
‘.,hother m;rds, by tastes (Beckerh 1960-211) Whereas, the

~ﬂformatxon of tastes is’ determxned by a famlly S rellgxon,

s \ 4‘1
. i
o

race, age and the 11ke.3
A person w111 demand spec1f1c qual1t1es from consumer
durables, chxldren in thxs case. A couple may l1ke to have

thelr chlldren enjoy certaln qualltxes, such. as nursery

L
school college educatzon or mus1c lessons, and S0, forth.

s r

The set of qualztxes for ch1ldren that parents requlre w1ll

be determ1ned:by~the1r tastes as well;as the;r rncome level.

-

~

N
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average» Becker (1960) used the same’ przncxple to descrxbe'*

chlldbear1ng dec1sxons An i creaselxn 1ncome wxll enable

»
l

\ r
qualzty of the;r chxldren 1nstea.

numbeyr of chxldren Lo the;r satlsfactxon

1
- e

Certalnly there are’ expected xpend:tures on

'

.childrearing. Social ‘pressure force\the rich parents £o

spend more on their children for they are expected.to

provxde better food living'environment college educatién

oY e

and so forth. Thls explalns the smaller effect of quant1ty
elast1c1ty than the quallty elast1c1ty effeqt*i K :74(

Us1ng data from the Indlanapolls survey in the Unxted
Ay
States, Becker (1960) found that lncome and fertxllty are

3

negat1vely related However, such ev1dence is not strong
enough to refute the. hypothe51s of a poszt1ve relatlonshxp

between income and fert111ty.‘The observed negatlve.

-unevenly d1str1buted knowledge of contracept1ves, and the

secular 1ncrease of ch11d costs (Becker, 1960) .3

W1ll1s (1973) stressed the tradeokf between the qual1ty

-of ch1ldren ‘as .an explanat1on for. the 1ns1gn4f1cant'

relatlpnsth berueen income and fert111ty nghev 1ncome .

-

of’ merely 1ncrea$1ng the .
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')the qualxty elastzcxty 1s greater than the quantity

fJud1th Blake (1968) Her crxtlcxsm falls 1nto two

parents are FOt free to use or possess the1r ch1ldren as
‘»hthey lxke, whereas a consumer has absolute rxght to

-_‘manxpulate hzs oF her durables.‘s

. [ . ' . et . .
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'wzll presume hxgher quant1tx and qualxty of chzldren Both

Al

the quantity and qualxty elast1c1ty functaons increase w1th

A}

"1ncome.‘yetﬁ 1ncreased expenditures on children reduce the

: resources for hav1ng addxtxonaL ch1ldren.,1n other words

' /

.

elast1c1ty Hence, the quantlty qualxty tradeoff of ch11dren‘t”

o '

,dxscourages hxgher fert111y (Freedman and Coombs,f1966'

A "

“Thornton, 1979) 2“,”~ o "_ “f '.‘,

" The economlc approach to explaxn fert1l1ty has come

“,,undem attack One of the ch1ef cr1t1cs of Becker s model is

categor1es. Farstly, the assumption of rat1ona11ty is..
.

L questxoned Secondly, Becker 5 modelgdlscounted .the soc1al

context of reproductlon. .j

t

Spec1f1cally, Blake (1968) questzoned the bas1c analogy

P
4

"of chlldren to consumer durables. First of all the
-‘acqu1s1t1ve behav1our of the consumer w1th respect to
'k‘materlal goods 1s d1fferent from the acqu1szt1on of -
p;ch1ldren. The acqu1s1tzon ‘of mater1al goods must be 11m1ted
!”to the consumer 's credit ratxng or the. actual f1nanc1al

' capabilxtles, whereas, ch1ldbear1ng 1s not COuples who

- cannot afford may . st111 have ch1ldren..Secondly, be1ng
Vﬂjparents 1s 1rrevocab1e._Th1rdly, ch11dren of a part1cular )

"qualxty are beyond control and unprGGICtable' LaStly’ -d

v
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" that permanent income" seemed to be a more»approprxate

‘serv1ces to the ch1ldren, etc., ;TJ ,{ff B y;?‘:

oo . ' B v
Blake's CrlthISm have led to mod1f1cat10n of Becker s

'-‘orlglnal theory of fertllxty Easterlln (1969) mod1f1ed :

‘éBecker s model of human fert111ty He stated- that the

concepts of 1ncome and prlces needed further dxscussxon
'More attentlon 1s requ1red for the taste phenomenon. &

Fxnally, methods of fertlllty control need to be assxm1lated

ot

‘ ‘to the theory of consumer cho;ce. L j

Accord1ngly,‘1ncome measured at one poxnt 1n t1me may
not be a valld measure of" 1ncome relevant to household
dec151ons. Chlldbearlng 1s a dec1szon that 1nvolves‘

long»term commltment.lTherefore, Easterlxn (1969) suggested

‘ ' Q)
measure.

"The permanent 1ncome concept can’ be v1ewed as,

.emphas121ng that 1t 1s the potentlal income flew
. 0 i
through t1me that is. pert1nent to household : ’

‘Mdec1s1on mak1ng, and that observed 1ncome may be an
Q‘unrel1ab1e proxy for th1s"'(Easterl1n,,1969'129)‘

{

earnzng capac1ty of wzves The prlce Or cost- of ch1ldren,”

’\ 1

S

rn add1txon, the 1ncome concept shopld 1nclude the o

45

accordlng to Becker, is the actual expendltures of chlldren.ﬁ

Easterl1n reformulated the prxce concept by taklng 1nto =

cons1derat1on the opportunxty cost of parents as well as “,

other expendltures 1ncurred 1n ch1ldbear1ng and rearxng,

such as costs for baby s1tting, costs requ;red for goods and

\




‘d“vgreater the opportunxty cost of. the Chlld and thereby,,

'A“,‘tends to dlscourage fert1l1ty, Yet the wlfe 'S earnzngs wxll

-~

Mxncer (1963) Stressed the concept of opportunxty costs

\,1n emp1r1ca1 research The\costs of chxldbearxng 1nclude not
[N {

.“only those of goods. and services dxrecbly requlred for At,
but also the 1mputed cost of the t1me requlred for ﬁ;f;,-

’ chlldbearxng Hence, the worklng w1fe s opportunlty cost/of

childbear1ng wxll be relatlvely hxgh To have/a ch1ld w111 -

u

“take away the potent1al earnxngs of the wlfe 1n the market

tr

nplace. The hlgher ‘the potentlal earnxngs of the wlfe, the

\

§
[
[

\

ontrxbute to the household potentlal xncome and in turn,

|
‘r'

aﬁfect fert111ty 1n a postxve way. M1ncer (1963) estlmated

the relatwe strength of the 1ncome effect and the L

4

fopportunlty cost effect He concluded that the effect of the

';opportunlty cost outwexghs the faVOrable 1ncome effect So, ﬂ"_

'r;the hlgher the wxfe s earhlngs, the h1gher the\prlce of

'

f”ﬁfch;ldbearxng, and consequently, the smaller the famxly s1ze.;~h{u

“:'.,‘ \ ) . g
“Lj:naturevof tastes 1s a funct1on of}one s preference

/f".

'-h The greatest obstacle to develop a. un1f1ed

'soc1oeconom1c theory of fert111ty 1ies 1n the subject of iﬁ\»ﬂ

it e ,w-a«‘.
o< ‘ ! .

'?}tastes (Easter11n, 1969) Accordzng to, the economxsts, the B

: i,and 1ncome*pr1ce constra1nts. In other words, tastes depend

: "':on'the relat1ve preference for mater1a1 goods and the

\.

o
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' ngen the constralnt of household 1ncome.\f' o~

ot
4

| . o st /v

’

dascuss the. formatlon of tastes. A person S preference

i
1

.
S

. 'system 1s molded by hls culture,.past and present

3 changes rather slowly.

¢

ol

if\certaln level and d1str1but1on of . fertzllty control‘

. v,
.
@ '

env1ronment.,Hence, one s rellg1on color, nat1v1ty, place

of res1dence,‘and educatxon enter 1nto the shapxng of '

' )
o

i
‘ { [ yo
» oo ) !

iR l'

\ Easterlln (1969) cr1t1c1sed Becker that h1s treatment

\

of blrth control is 1nconszstent w1th the rest of the ﬂ'
analy51s. Accord1ng to Becker (1960) b1rth control 15 not

)

1n the framework of conSumer ch01ce,-rather, 1t is, based on

V

supply of the household Due to the unevenly dxstrlbut1on

produce more chlldren than des1red R1ch famllies are l1kely

P

to have access of b1rth control methods and thus off set the

pos1t1ve effect of 1ncome on fertllity. Impl1c1tly, if there

“,1s un1versa1 spread of contraceptxve knowledge and constant

[N

tastes of famxly.s1ze, 1ncome may be posztzvely related thh

fertllltY. " ‘T ’ ". v“‘ ‘:,:,, . o | ‘ |

C .

Easterlln (1969) mod1f1ed Becker s model by 1ntroduc1ng

a- consumer ch01ce approach to contraceptlves. The consumer

c \

deC1des not only the family 51ze and other mater1al goods,Jw_

but also the fert1l1ty control methods. In other words, 1t

K

1s the household's decxs1on mak1ng process that results in a.

.""‘1

tastes. A person s pJEference system 1s formed over t1me and

K

KA

Soc1olog1sts are assumtd to be 1n a: better pos1tlon to

of contraceptzve knowledge ‘among the populatlon, couples may

®

practxces. The technlque and knowledge about contraceptxves:;'



!

' b1rth control techn1ques. Researchers should keep that dn

R mlnd when they study b1rth control behav1our and fert111ty.\

.

t

S ) oty L R ol , ' . . ' .
o . . . : . ' . [ . / \ '-“ R
L [ ' ity i

1s a dlfferent notlon from the mot1vat10n in: the adopt10n of -

\

yﬁ Easter11n s mod1f1cat1on on the notlon ‘of- b1rth control

“1

r »s dlfferent 1mp11catlon to the economlc framework(of =ﬂ»-,.;ﬁ

-~

fentllxty In Becker s framework any 1ncrease in 1ncome

+
N

- w111 tend to 1ncrease fert111ty by relax1ng the budget ) ““\

‘1'
, N

constralnt However Easterl1n suggested that an- 1ncrease ln. S

1ncome w1ll enable the couples to use effectlve ‘Q'-i""y R
’l \ "‘ . '
l ""‘ d '
contracept1ves and hence wrll decrease the chances of ‘

. unwanted pregnancy S1m11arly, educat1on 1s dxrectly related

/

to knowledge of b;rth control techn1ques. Educated couples

“ N 1 '

are better 1nformed about contracept1ve technxques and thexr

Y ' \ !

'-costs of unwanted pregnancy are llkely to be hlgh becagse of

L

~ : . u

therr relat1ve preference for other mater1a1 goods..Th1s
expla1ns why educated couples have smgller fam1l1es. The use

of b1rth control 1s a matter of mot1vat1on on the part of

. . : ,‘.w § i
/ A

the consumer. }'

Easterl1n (1966 1973) tested hzs theory by P

1nvest1gat1ng the fertllaty patterns and characterls!ﬁcs of

»,‘

youag—adults 1n the\Unated States. In general the total

fert1lity rates decllned 1n the 19205, then they reached an

*\h all t1me low durlng the Great Depressxon (1933 1939) After

R
: gy 'i:\
: Ny
f

3 the 1930,5_;

. I

the War, total fert111ty rates moved upwardf

reaéhlng a peak

, !
f1957 Subsequently, the rates turned dOwn 1n the 19605

and 19705.;Easter11n concluded that the dramatic sw1ng 51nce jw

Rt

&' - N
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to a correspond1ng movement Ain the relatxon between the

!

‘1ncome earnLng p0551b111t1es of young men and the1r de31red

i
[

llvzng standards ‘He %ermed the relatlonshlp as relatxve‘

»econom:c'status 'of young persons (Easterlxn 1973)

Accordxngly, the materlal asplratlons of young person were’

formed 1n the1r parents households. . :" “[W .

Easterlln s contr1but1on to the soc1o econom1cgf\”'

h

framewbrk of fertlllty 1s that he 1ncorporated the concept

of taste format1on. The tastes for mater1a1 and chxldbearlng‘

act1v1t1es are formed.largely in: the parents households. He .

EELE K PN

also suggested the 1mportant role of relat1ve econom1c

v“‘ |

“status 1n determ1n1ng fert111ty Relat1ve econom1c status 1s

i

a. functlon of the 1ncome and labor force experlence of the

t
!

sons relat1ve to that of thelr fathers. A rlse in the

relatlve economlc status of the sons, such as t“\t occurred 'af

between 19305 and 19505, encourages earlxer marrlage and

chlldbearlng Conversely, a decllne in relat1ve economzc

i

status between 19505 and 19605, d1scourages marr1age and

i

: ch1ldbear1ng,‘Hence, relatzve 1ncome 1s hypothesed to be

l

I

| p051t1vely related to fert111ty By comparlng the earnlng

o power of the fathefs and th”}

‘sons one can also take 1nto

I' .k

: ‘account the economzc soclallzataon of the sons. Such




¢t ’ S o Vo . Lo N el
‘ . . B [ L ' . . . v i 0
o A . . G . 50
Vs . | . FIN . . ' .
p i ! .
. - . . i

o pursue another ch1ld On. the other hand ‘if the'son‘stincomeﬂ

is low relat1ve to his father he w1ll have d1ff1culty 1n

"

ach1ev1ng the de51red 11v1ng asp1rat1on whxch is acqu1red .‘Vv"

T

durlng h1s chlldhood and therefore, he w1ll 11kely to. have i e
»fewer bxrths.,‘*“'ﬁ o ;w -‘ t;ﬂ ;-"'fw~‘ ' '

o
. v PR . . R o
' K ,,4\

Freedman (1963) operatlonallsed the concept of 11v1ngl o

asp1rat1on of the household She compared the assOc1athn.f

14 ' 2

w1th ﬁertllxty of two 1ncome varlables, namely, husband s?

A
\

actual 1ncome and husband s 1ncome relative to that wh1ch'¥‘

mlght be expected on the baszs of h1s occupatlon, educatlon,3'
.f‘} age and re51dence..Her flndnngs,concluded that‘ S
‘gPQi.lu; husband s 1ncome doeb make a’ d1fference over '*ﬁ o

‘,“ o . Y

the longer chlldbearlng perzod 1f 1t ;s con51dered

\

f‘ '1n refatlon to the average 1ncome for the hd5band s

P occupatxonal status and age. An 1ncome wh1ch xs o ca

arR 4
\

above the average for one s status is assoc1ated , g{

.
- A . \ h ot

w1th more chxldren, but be1ng 1n ‘a h1gher absolute b

BEE R
b . " »

1ncome class means fewer ch11dren 1£ the hlgher

A \,_".( [

=Y

‘1ncome‘1s only what 1s usual for the husband'“xagé I
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J‘f"l3 1. 3 Factors That Affect the lncome-Fertxlxty Relat:onsh%pf‘;;;;

""fiSome have suggested the omzsslon of the opportun1ty cost f.r;fi

’relatlonsh1p between relatlve economlc status and fert111ty

’%the p051t1ve effect of 1ncome on fertxllty."

4df1nd1ngs of the pos1t1ve effect of 1ncome on fert111ty.r1t\‘ .T{

,researches of fertxllty 1s 1nappr\pr1ate (Easterlln,h1973)

operatxonallsatlon of relat1ve 1ncome was the same as’

]

'Freedman (1963) He found. that couples w1th ‘more relatxve

AL
Co-

1ncome when compared WIth others of s1m1lar educatlon,

'

occupatlon and age were. ahle to afford the same llfe style

_and had money for more ch1ldren.,'”

‘ However, not all'the emp1r1cal studles of the
o ' L3

Py A
! '

»support Easterl1n s theory MacDOnald and Rlndfuss (ﬂ978)

used mxcro data from the 1970 Nat1ona1 Fert111ty Study to

bl . t

‘examlne the behav1oural components of Easterlln s

'hypothes1s.‘They used mult1ple regre551on to analyse the

e .
once-marrled currently marrled couples. They found no

'

support fOr the hypothe51s that relatlve econom1c status

I o o . ‘\ o

' 1nfluences fert111ty. ”'_'. o S

Thornton (1978) 1nvest1gated the relatlonshlp between

!
.

ch1ldbear1ng and several dlfferent 1ncome concepts,,r

*1ncluding husband B 1ncome, relat1ve 1ncome, subjectlve ‘w“, B

Ly

wefl be1ng and opt1m1sm about future economlc condltlons.

' . '

Hxs f1nd1ngs showed that there 1s no consxstent ev1dence for‘

‘
B ' [ ot
R . ' ._“‘, ' B ' [ T A T BT : ) : - ! L

) . LT o N . ) . T
\ .

g uq' ' : ‘

1 o

Demographers have trled to justlfy the 1ncons1stent ,Jf52~}

:{i




”fﬁmater1al goods so as to ma1nta1n the1r soc1al pOSlthﬂS tftff”“f

varlable 1n such stud1es (M1ncer 1963) Sxmon (1974) and ﬁ";

/ .

‘Namboodxrl (1972) suggested that the 1ncome fertlllty X(ffn

*relatxonshxp var1es thh parlty We suggest that m1nor1ty AR
. “‘ o

1nsecur1ty effects and ethn1c effects w1ll affect the tenets

of the m1croeconom1c framework “‘ ﬂ . I
', o . [ . V FE Co
" . i '

| Becker (1960) would argue that the unsupportlve s

evzdence of an lncome effect on fert1ﬁity 1s dué to ~"'ih>ﬂpvg95
. ' i : e A"u“ oo
variatzon in contraceptlves use across 1ncome groupsﬁ SRR

. "r

"HoweVer, studxes cont1nue to show 11tt1e pontxve ﬂjff”ngfgadﬁn

\ " -‘-

assocxat1on between 1ncome and fert111ty, evep when f.“h ,Aﬁ]

¢
, .
\ .

contracegt;ve effectzveness 1s taked 1nto account (Westoff

‘and Ryder, .1977). TR ’- L

A Lo (] [T
v . ot Fy R .
' . v \ \‘

Easterlxn (1973) suggested that the approprlate concept

is relatxve 1ncome and potentlal 1ncome. ThlS concept takes

».

'11nto account the fact that human fert111ty is an act of long
. f' ',“! '.f'.'

{term consequences. Relat1ve 1ncome 1s the balance between T

S e R

consumptzon asplratlons and resources of the couples, It Ls 'VVT7
. also conceptuallsed as the 1nd1v1dual s current 1ncome as
.,compared wath others of the same ethn1c1ty, age, educat1onal

‘Lcouples play a s1gn1f1cant role 1n determlnlng fert111ty.|

‘“,Couples w1th r151ng 1ncomes are expected to have certarn

;relatlve to others of the same soc1a1 reference groups

'uﬂ(Lexbensteln, 1975) yHence, 1t 1s only when the couples havefg&!f

0 '.»,_

thelr/reference groups that they

(3 p N —
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‘ rncome fertlllty relatlonshlp 'fﬁd'h | ‘:;”\‘ .

,;f‘ » ~
N of potent1al 1ncome and fertlllty (Bean and Wood 1974)

‘M" A .

' empxrxcal testlng of the h&pothesxs that relatxve 1ncomei"

o,
. AV. ‘

" Car AT SRS ey
T chxldbearlng As mentloned earlle_

L . . i . .
' ! ‘ '

posxt1vely causes fert;lxty contxnues to have 1ncon51stent

A i I

o '(results. Thornton (1979) found a negatlve relatlonshxp

R between materxal asplrat)ons and fertxlxty,,whereas Freedman

A it o ey '

el L %~fwus§nI" R
‘;-~fert11;ty . ‘5‘3;~1‘mu'¢“5u Lo , ggs~.
s \“~ 'y \\l T “‘m* I"" )

L

'\‘ ' K v ‘\ ; ' i !

1N? C ;w‘ Another p0551ble,underlylng factor 1n affectlng the

: 1ncome fertlllty nelatlonshup 1s»the opportunxty cost of

PN

h& w1fe 's opportunxty

cost, and hence‘the prlce éf ghxld care, varles dlrectly

B
Cal |
! . u 0 Yo L \ .‘

Ay

's‘;‘ﬁcapac1ty~of the wlfe, the hlgher the opportunlty cost The‘

V' .
\ W » I

'\?“largely offset the pqsltfve,effect of 1ncomeuon fertllxty
Emplrrcal studies oﬁ-the opportunlty cost‘of chlldbearxng
;show | strong negatlwe assot;atxon between w1fe s income and

fert111ty (Crlmmlns Ga}éﬁéé‘énd Ewern,1982- 1978) When

husband s 1ncome wzfe\s:botentdal 1ncome, and relatlve -

R
N ‘.<‘< . [ .
Y ‘e

*;; status were used as predmctors of current. ﬁert111ty and

‘~4 des1red famlly s1ze ondy the w1fe 's: subjectlve assessment

N . '
) o - ‘\ : ‘\‘ . ¥
I'd A \ ‘,l . -

el of relatlve status was conslstent and 51gn1f1cantly related

Ewer~ 1982' 1978)

! . - »

A Faxlure to use an’ appropriﬁ;e 1hcome COﬂCGPt Wlll affect thedf

/Whlle studles generally supported the p051t1ve relatlon‘

L (1963) showed a positxve effeet of mater1a1 aspzratlons on,(

,-thh fertlllty (M1ncerd 1963). Thus;~the greater the earnxng

‘negative effect assocaated w1th Ghlld care pr1ces wxll ‘ fr

. . . R VI . A R ' C .
Lo e .o R ' U e Y e 53
. Vo . . T

.
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Crimmins- Gardner and, Ewét 'S 1nvestxgation underscores

>

' the sxgnxfxcant role of the wife's earnxng capacity in
4

detetminmng family size. Studies ‘of the }noome—fe:txllty' 2

~relationship often use the husband''s incomg as predictor of

oy

_faﬁily size. Howevet, a complete socio—edonomic approach to
fertility should take the wife's potehtiéi‘ihcomehinto
account. The role of women has changed from tradxtlonal
housewxfe,to a dual role, in the”labor market ‘and in the

household. WOmen have become active 1n the labor market . The

3

nature of marriage has~changed The traditionar role of
husband as the sole wage earner and the wxfe as dependent,‘

hds changed to.a new model, the dualﬂincome famlly (Veevers,

N
)

1983).

It 15 not the cost of’ chxldren per se whxch is critical

in affect1ng chxldbearxng The oLal income famlly is,

re}uctant Ky give up the economic aesets fromethe wife's
working (McVey, in VeeVers, 1983) Thus; failure to include
the wife s potentlal 1ncome 1n the analy51s of |
income- fertxlxty relatxonsh1p would leave out a very

[

1mportant concept in the microeconomic model of fertility .

.adalysis, the opporthnity cost of‘childbeafino .
The other poss1ble repson ‘“for the 1ncon51stent p051t1ve£

assoc1atxon between income and fert111ty in the 11terature

1s the failure to dxst1nguxsh the nature of the relat10nsh1p

at different parity levels. Slmon (1974) and Nambood1r1

'(1972) found that parlty}f&*fl affected the income- fert1l1ty

fi ngs concerning the nature of
<>

relat1onsh1p. ¥et thelr f1

*

. 3 ’
‘ . e, B |
b .



55

' the relatxonshxp at SpeCIflé parltxes had been dxsparated
Of all the studxes cxted none 1nvestxgated the
1ncome fertlllty relatlonsh1p among dxfferent ethnic grouos
The ¢oncept of culture 1s'd1ff1cult to define. Krishnan (in
Veevers, 1933) concluded that.in sbite of some gioneenind
works, it has not been possible for demogtapheps‘to define
what the cultural cohponent of fertility is. Basicallly, the
Kculture of dxfferent ethnxc groups shape the fertxlxty |
. horms, or taste for a, certaxn famlly sxze which 1n turn
affect the level of fe;txlxty. Culture, then is treated as a
residual categogy. Wwhen socioreconomic faetors, suoh'as
income, fail to account for observed fertility differences,
cultural;factors atelrelfed on'as‘an expianatory faCtor.
Howevet,'income can interact with cultural factors in
affecting fettility. In other words, the other poséibility
for the 1nconsxstent p051t1ve 1ncome fert111ty relatxonshxp
may be due to the fallure to control for cultura} factors in
the analysis. In the lxterature, xtﬂoften postulated that. in
.addition to the socio;economic“faétors; which determine -
fertility of minotity ethnic groups}-there is‘aléo the
possibility that m1nor1ty 1nsecur1ty and other ethnxc
factors influence fert1l1ty There are only a few attempts
"to 1ntegrate these sources of fert111ty d1fferent1als (Reed
et aI:,'1975° Bean and WOod 1974~ BeaUJot, Krotki and |
' Krishnan, 1978 Johnson and Lean, 1985). This thes1s

:'proceeds to exam;ne the effects of income on the fert111ty

* of couples belonglng to three ethnic groups in Canaoa.



3.2 The Minorityf§tatuslﬂypothesis in the Context of the
Microeconomic Framework |

Given that there may be a subcultural component withip

-

minority groups, income varlables may aftect fertxlxty 1n
\
differing ways. In this section, we attempt to 1ncorporate

mxnorxty status and mxcroecénomlc frameworks of fertllxty

“

analyses.

Bebn and Wood's study (1974) is an applicatlon'of the‘
'microeconomic ﬁodel to'the examination. of ethnic '
diféeredtials in fertillty:-Theylinvéstigated the
relationship between relatiue;income and fertility among
samples of Mexican Americans Anglos and blacks.. %he results
reveal dxfferent patterns of relatlonshlp by ethnlcxty
between measures of income and measures of fert111ty.,Thel
effects‘of the lncome measures, potentialland‘relative
'income, on completed fertllity’are positive for Ahglos and -

negatxve for blacks, whereas in the case of Mexlcan,f“
Amerxcans, the effect of: ootentxal income on fertllxty is
” negatxve “and the effect of relatxve income on fertxl1ty is
posxtxve. Thelr results suggest that dxfferent measures of

" income relate to cumulatzve fert1l1ty in different ways

. within the ethnic" groups. Mlnorlty 1nsecur1ty 1s observed

‘among the blacks, ‘while both m1nor1ty 1nsecur1ty and
pro -natalist subculture are 1mpl1ed from the Mexlcan
Amer1cans. Bean and WOod s research is part1cularly

;s1gn1f1cant because they folloued the trad1t1on of the

~microeconomic model whlle also 1ncorporat1ng the
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ass1m11atxonzst perspectxve, thus combxnxng key element of

+

the mxnorxty characterxstlcs theses and the microeconomic

Vﬁramework of fﬁ@tlllty. Thexr measuresgoftxncome are key

‘.‘ o . \ . N -‘ I . ' * ; N .
varlables 1n the mxcroeconomlc-model' and income is also an
1mportant 1ndex of structural assxmxlatlon The r\fxndxngs

suggest that relatlve income relates to fertllxty

dlfferently among varlous groups. The achlevement of a

‘relatxvely hxgh 1ncome increases the 11ke11hood of having a

hxgher number of births for a racial majorxty, but will
decrease the-chance of hav1ng large famllxes for ‘the

m1nor1t1es Another sxgnxfacant contrlbutlon of thelr study

is the use of parity progre851on ratios. They reasoned that

.1ncome mea5ures should have dxfferent'effects by birth order

for dlfferent“ethnlc groups. - The results corroborate the1r

previous fxndlngs, although there are somewhat different

patterns at different b1rth orders,,especxally among the

. °"

Anglos.

Bean and'woodfs study 11974) suggestedathe possibiljty;'
of various:relationship’betwe%n income measures and ;.
fertility among;different'ethnic groups. In'other’words,
income may:not directiy'relate\to fertilit}.'Ethnicity may
be a variable that affects a;g-co itigns both income and
fertility. »,‘ e ff" - .

»

.According to~Easter1in (1973), the. perceived economic

hardship‘or relative‘deprivation?of the individuals'is the

'core determ1nant of fert111ty \§e1ng members of m1nor1ty

[

group are llkely to experience d15cr1m1natzon and hence have'
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‘
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'

d1f£1culty.1n economxc ach1evement. In other words, thev”'
minority 1nd1v1duals .are relat1velyldepr1vated as: compared
with the‘major1t1es. Therefore; thxs percelved hardshxp may‘
depress the1r fertllity Potentlal and relatlve income can
'be prox1es of percezved econom1c status. Potent;al 1ncome
connotes’ the 1dea of ant1c1pated income of: the 1nd1v1duals
'Relatlve 1ncome denotes the 1dea of compar1son thh |
individuals of sim1lar background. h"L«.' j | .

’ Varxous ethnic groups have dxfferent perceptxons on
potentxa1 and relat1v§*1ncome, wh1ch affect fert111ty : 'ffﬂ
dxfferently. The m1croeconom1c framework together w1th the

¢

| minority status hypothes1s encompass testxng for the

'poss1b111ty of ‘a spurious relatlonshxp between 1ncome and
fert111ty once ethn1c1ty (m1nor1ty group) 1s 1ntroduced as a

\ v -
third source of fert111ty varzat1on.

Another study of hOw race cond:t1ons the relat1onsh1p
”between 1ncome and fert1l1ty vas undertaken by Reed et al

(1975). They used two de£1n1tlons of relat1ve income. The v:'
first deflnltlon is the rat1o of the husband s actual 1ncome

¢

- to the median famlly income of others of h1s own race and
city. The second defrn1t1on refers to the ratlo of the
husband's actual 1ncome to the mean fam1ly 1ncome of :Qf
respondents of his own race, educatlonal levels and -
};occupatzonal groups. It was’ found that both def1n1t10ns of:if
‘-‘relat1ve 1ncome are p051t1vely assoc1ated w1th black

fert111ty.rﬂ,, T 57‘ o fﬂ T "; e



' 'e1ther wh1tes or hon- whxtes,_

h The most recent attempt to study rac1a1 varlatxons,;nﬁt.

the relatlonshlp between 1ncome and fertxlxtq 15 by Johnson

"

‘and Lean (1985) Thexr 1nqu1ry adds support to the argnment‘f

that m1nor1ty group status may condxtlon the effecb of

4

1 1 T

relatlve 1ncome on fert111ty They looked at relat1ve 1ncome

. and fert111ty among the Chxnese and the Japanese in Hawa11‘

N

. A TR
(where the Chlnese and the Japanese are the- major1t1es) and
, x‘ i )

‘1n Californra (where the Cthese and the Japanese are the Co

»

‘,group can affect the 1nd1v1duals deczs1on mak1ng 1n

H

| only affects the rncome fert1l1ty relat1on5h1p, 1t also f"

[

m1nor1t1es) In Hawall,“the fertlllty of Chlnese and

“v & v v

Japanese“women whose husbands 1ncdme 1s’hlgh relatxve to ot

/ "

is. hzgher In Cal1forn1a, a’

hlgh relatxve 1ncome has no stat1st1cally 31gn1f1cant effect
. [ ) £

on Japanese, Ch1nese or black’ fert;l1ty.\ ohnsdn suggested

\

that the econom1c theor1es of fert111ty must be extended to -

£
explaln how m1nor1ty group status condltlons the effect of

relatzve 1ncome on fert111ty in a minorzty group._They -
L ) . \ . 0
asserted that the effect of relatlve 1ncome on fert111ty o

w111 be pos1t1ve only 1f there are few barrlers attached to .

[

the m1nor1ty group s’ attaxnment of h1gh incomes (as in. the

rcase 1n Hawa11).:Johnson and Lean s . 1nqu1ry adds support to

.
~ut "

the argument that 1n some cases m1nor1ty group status

-v e o L e
5

cond1t1ons the effect of relatzve 1ncome on fert1l1ty.}

r

In add1t1on, the subcultural component ofqthe m1nbr1ty

"<~ch1ldbear1ng and famlly plann1ng. The cultural component not

BN

R

1nfluences the 1ndiv1dua1 s taste and pr1ce of chlldbearxng

B ’. Yo
- ) s Y PR y o

C - b S R . . f N
. T i L o ’

e

.
R
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Easterlln (1969) argued that one s hered1ty, race, rellglon‘”'w

Yy N

and place of res1denqe are crucxal 1n the formatxon of ;ﬁ'] o

,_taste. The cultural component contr1butes to the taste

Ieenhance thexr abzllty to afford large fam1l1es.‘Among Jews¢hwjvwm

[

formatlon and hence,\members of d1fferent ethnxc background

wxll vary 1n thexr taste of ch11dbear4ng and posszbly the“"V

taste for blrth control There are also wlde var1at10ns cf

A
\

‘7parental expendxtures of t1me and money on chlldbearing

foy

‘observed from culture to culture. For/Catholxcs who have a ‘\,

~3‘pro natal1st subculture, increased potent1a1 or relat1ve .».f'

1ncome may encourage reproduct1on 51nCe hlgher 1ncome w111“7

" A

v

Jfor exampie, 1ncreased potent1a1 and relat:ve 1ncome means_'”'

che m1nor1ty status hypothesis shares the socral - -

fbetter éualxty chlldren not more ch11dren necessar11y. ﬂ,ﬁf”f

The character1st1c a551milat1on1st hypothesxs 15';%

____.._/

i

actually a. der1vat1ve of the m1croeconom1c model Moreover,

“r
!

s

'fpsycholog1cal elements of the mxcroeconomlc model The”

,"}”behavxour, whereas the m1nor1ty status hypothesxs‘pos1ts

’fthat deprlvatxon experlenced by mznorxtles forms the1r :

;{ihypotheszs cannot expla1n the ethnlc d1fferent1als 1n .wf”

"characterxstlc,a531m11at10n15t the51s empha51zei

‘soc1oeconom1c characteristlcs 1n shaplng reproductlve“

"
o

'Qfert111ty preferences.vThe character1st1c ass1m1lat1on1st

',:fertllxtyicompletely. In, most stud1es the effect of m;norlty

~ S

M
. ’-,_,—-—-—-——-—«—r“_._ .
: FEERN



fggroup status 15 generally found to be also Important A

[
l

‘]f;recent emphas1s concernlng ethn1c dlfferentxals in fert111tyz'

“‘ has been the comb1nat10n of m1nor1ty group status and the

m1croeconomic hypothe51s of fert111ty.‘{ ’ o P
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i R Methodology and Hypotheses ‘,? p;" ‘ ;f"‘v”’
| The‘purpose of the present reSearch is. to extend thel .'
work of’ Bean and Wood, Reed et al.,leobu and Marshall andf i

’\

Johnson and Lean d1scussed prevzously The three‘
‘ ot

explanatlons on ethnlc fertlllty dlfferentials,'the

assxmllatxonlst character1st1c hypothes1s, the m1nor1ty 'gfﬁal.Q

PR 'I B

group status and the part1cular15ed norms hypothes1s, are
ftested for two ethn1c m1nor1ty grOUps. On overvxew of thelrM.‘”v

mxgrat1on hzstory 1n Canada and of thelr specxflc culture 1s

o —_ g; . L v : . O K . ,
‘ ,needed, o “.;/[,, ﬂﬁ..~“ @:” T R
. e ‘\ , ' B Cor . ; ‘ o . , . | h
4.1 A Profile of the Two gthnxe Mipority Groups v J
FU | ‘ ( * /
2 '4¢1;1"Chinese{p ’J‘} S "J o V:f¢f ' :
gf]:4;1. 1 Chlnese Imm1grants——-A Br1ef Hlstory AR
5 BRLAN g :
‘vf‘hyﬂif Not all~nmm1grants have been equally welcomed to . -

;”:'fF Canada, but the Chlnese were probably the most harshly

Lo "

treated ethnxc group 1? Canad1an 1mm1gratlon h;story. .

s
LS Af

A

They haVe been v1cf1ms of abuse and dascr;mlnatlon.

b

f}?fSouthern prov1nces of malnland Chlna. The problem of

4.;

*overpopulat1on was espec1ally,acute 1n southern Chxna,?h»
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‘Chlnese 1mm1grat10n as prof1table because the Chxnese ¥

'fserved as cheap labour These early Chinese mrgrants _
R ' ‘ v ! ! S
‘v,,were predom1nantly male. They wonked 1n low paxd

O
o) . \ o
\ ¥ o Coe L

'Wj“;}seasonal and men1al Jobs.,‘}ﬁﬂﬁw . nym‘f ”\75,‘ ‘”WN
Y . P N . e “‘

"In the late n1neteenth and twentleth century, ‘ 'f9h\"ﬁ
- t“’\‘ . “\H’ Lo ! \ v
Chxnese Canadlans experlenced enormous dlscrlmxnatzon

LN .
«‘I‘

'Qf all the 1mmlgrant groups seek1ng new l1fe in Canada,

‘they were the only ones requ1rqd to pay head tax to gaan

’“er " admlssxon 1nto Canada"The Chlnese Immxgratlon Act ~":,W,

»

Lo ‘”(1923) effect;vely prohablted Chlnese 1mmlgrat10n untll
o K

1947 As a consequence of restrlcted 1mmlgrat1on aga1nst

A

them Ch1nese men Were unable to br1ng thexr wxves and f‘,‘,
. N
chzldren to Canada, maklng the early Chxnese communxty

Ve ' 0

male domlnant These Chlnese 1mmlgrants had no 1ntent1on

to stay 1n Canada..They planned to accumulate thexr

. .
i

-~

. wealth and then return home for ret1rement (Hoe, 1976)
Therefore, they had no de51re for a551m11at1on. They had

'
. !

11ttle educatlon and knew lxttle Engllsh By and large, ‘

1'the Ch1nese have been labelled as "mxddleman

f*,m1nor1t1es" meanlng that Chlnese are 1ncapable of '; i

. [

'3f<full-scale a551m1lat1on 1nto the mafnStream value of the B

Canad1an soc1ety (Verma, et al., 1980) Therefore,

dur1ng the early stages of thlS nat1on, Ch1nese were

rcon51dered to be the least preferable 1mmlgrant group 1n_"fﬁ

'1_9’80) }‘ S

"“",:Canada (Ferguson, 1975 'I‘an and Roy.




.1ncome.“

-11ve together in Ch1natowns where they could foster

'the1r cultural and emotxonal t1es w1th the old country

.

Ch1natown served as a. ba51s for soc1al serv1ces. For

A} il .

most wh1te Canadlans Chxnatowns were mysterlous places.

lHowever for ‘the. Chxnese, they were places where rac1al

B

hostlllty agalnst them was absent

4.1‘1’2 The Sotioecdnomic‘statUS of‘the Chinese
A .
Desp1te the d1m picture of the early Ch1nese f

".communzty in Canada, rac1al tens1on is becomlng

relatxvely nonexxs?ent nowadays. After the 19603A the

Immxgratlon 'Act was changed to release the restr1ct1ve .

‘measures of the 1mm1grat10n policy 1mposed upon the L ;

.

Chlnese. Consequently, Ch1nese 1mm1grants came to Canada N

1-.

in: 1ncreas1ngly large numbers. Today young Chznese have

‘been do1ng well 1n terms of educatxon, occupatlon and,

’

LY

The Ch1nese flrmly belleve that educatlon 1s the

‘ means to upward mob1l1ty and success. It has been put
.forth in the l1terature that Ch1nese 1mm1grants or

3_local born Ch1nese Canad1ans have h1gher motzvatlon to

¢'selze educatlonal opportun1t1es (Verma, et al., 1980)

iﬂThe Chlnese Canad1ans generally have hlgher 1eve1 of

\f1981 PUST census data, on the average, the Chlnese have o

'1713 2 years ofuformal educatxon wh11e the Br1t1sh have

.‘;,

. ,5;.7.«-

At

,;educatlon than the Br1t1sh (Table 4. 1) Accordlng to the L



NP AR

‘ Chlnese husbands 1n the Sample have at least some

Y

j uniwer51ty traxnlng. For the Br1t1sh 46 4 percent had

'“§Econdary schoolxng, but a smaller percent (31 4

~ percent) of them attaxned unlversity tra1n1ng 5;4“f‘@

‘work‘-however a slgn1f1cant number of them are able to

k The socxoeconomxc background of the Chlnese“”

‘Jmmxgrants has changed ever 51nce the early stage of the

"\ i
3 J

Chlnese 1mmlgrat10n to Canada Ethnlc thrsegregatlon ‘"”

iStlll exxsts among @%e Ch1nese (Re1tz 1980) Some of

\

them st;ll work as unskllled labour ‘such as restaurant !

L

| attaln upward mob111ty They are professxonals and

f 0y

:self employed entrepreneurs, malnly employed 1n

‘wservxces, sales and whlte collar océupat1ons (Verma et

Pl

”‘aj.; 1980 Tan and Roy, 1980) Some of them are in-

natural sc1ences .med1cal or: health related servxces andt,

.in manager1a1 and adm1n1strat1ve work ‘Those, in clerxcalg.

i

pos1t1ons and Jobs related to machxnxng, constructlon

”and transportatlon are underrepresented (Verma, et al.,“

~

1980) . Table 4.1 shows that the proportlon of Chinese 1n,‘f

/‘

’U‘a managerlal category 1s 51gn1f1cantly greater than that'

\rof the Br1t1sh (38 percent for the Chgnese compared

'w1th 30 percent for ‘the Br1t1sh) The flgures clearly

g -_show that the Chlnese are do1ng better than the Br1txsh

h1n terms of educatlon and occupat1ona1 status. h‘ : f'”

3 ImprOVed occupat1onaI sfatus and educatlon do not

"»Br1t1sh In terms of average rncome, despzte the1r R 1F43lﬂv7

-
[y
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hzgher labor force part1c1patxon and hlgher level of

"y N
PR

educatxon hlnese Canadlans earn less than most

Canadxans (Verma et al., 1980) The Chlnese husbands ",

N
+

- have 51gn1f1cantly lower current 1ncome thacfthe ,

Britxsh Chlnese 1ncome relatlve to thexr fellowmen 1s

W

51mxlar to the Brltxsh relatlve 1ncome. However Chlnese ’
N . .
1ncome relat1ve to‘the Brltxsh of szmxlar soc1oeconom1c
A ; [
. background is . s;gnlflcantly lower than the Brxtxsh
Iy "'v

(Table 4 1) Thls dxfference ‘in 1ncome between the e

' .
. ’
Ca

Chxnese and the Brltlsh may, suggest dlscrxmxnatlon.“

Table 4 1‘%hows that on the average Chlnese :;ﬂ::"~

A
'

females have hlgher 1ncomes than the Br1tlsh w1ves. Thxs '
phenomenon can: be . a consequence of h1gher female labor

v

force partxcrpatxon among the Ch1nese w1ves as

A

freflected 1n the cons1derable dxfference 1n the rate of

;o

1f‘labour force part1c1pat10n in relat1on to overall oo »_{"'
Canadzans. 52 percent of Ch1nese .as compared wzth 40 | |
percent of the average populatlon (Statlstxcs Canada
quoted by Verma \et al., 1980) Such dxfference '
1nd1cates that Chinese females are no longer merelf

'

housew1ves as they were 1n trad1tzonal fam1l1es. Slnce

1t is. well.doch ented that female labour force has an

1nverse relat1onsh1p w1th fert111ty (Balakrlshnan, et

:7 1979 Cllfford et al K 1977) ~a h1gh female f1f17.1f"v

labour force part1c1pat1on rate among the Ch1nese may

L3

dxscourage large famzly 51zes. Data from the 1981 census ff

a
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" while for Canadians this was 209 (Table 4.1).

A
v

.1.3 The Chlnese Herltage;‘ i“

The Ch1nese Canadlans reLaxn a strong sense of

| ethnic herxtage partly due to the" multlcultural polxcy“

in Canada, but mostly due to thelr unlque culture uh;ch

xs quite dxstxnct from the domxnant Anglo culture.

'

Most Ch1nese today do not, llve in Chlnatowns They
prefer a mzddle class leestyle, and many of them are"

jnow'in the suburbs‘ However, Chlnatowns remain popular

B

plades for Chlnese entreprenedrs to set’ up busxness

\

there Chznatowns bus;nesses are prosperous,and provxde

\

'the major ethnxc serv1ces to the Chlnese. Rextz (1980)

concluded in hxs studles that the ethnlc economxc{

ty

L3

interest enhances the cohesxveness among the Ch1nese.

'The strong econom1c 1nterest shared by the Chinese

dlrectly contrlbutes to the survival of Chinese ‘-j 1

s

,ethnlcxty Thus economlc ‘interest 1nd1rectly helps to

retain a sense of cultural herltage ‘among the Chlnese.

But the exxstence of Chlnatowns seem to be benef1c1a1

'

both economlcally and culturally for the group in

rema1nzng v1rtually 1ntact

o

Although the youﬁg Chlnese are becomxng

"‘1ncreas1ngly structurally a551m11ated to the Canad1an‘

t

soc;ety, thelr t1es wﬁth the1r or1g1n are Stlll strong

P

Thelr 1nterest 1n Chlnese 11terature, arts and hlstory

'15 a reﬁlectxon of the1r quest to méba1n thelr roots.

e
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Despxte the fact, that Ch1nese Canadians are déxng
well socxoeconomxcally, they Stlll occupy a m1no;1ty
‘status in Canada. They are a. visible mxnority llv1ng
their reality in‘a<white society (Tan and Roy, 1980). '
| Their coheséve ethnic éommunity sefves as a .buffer
against prejudilé and discrimination. Reiti k1980)'found L
Z

A [ . I3 - '.l . N
that their middle-class,ethnic cohesion is obvious:

"Minority group ties are being
k ‘ © retained as a consequence of concrete

experiences of discrimination.

\\\ ¥ -} .

Middle-class sfatus does not end the
risk of.discrimination" (Reitz,‘
1980‘184) ‘ S . : . I .
| Belng a member of a mmnorlfy group and belng.
o middle-class, one will often’ expg;1ence "status
ﬂ; digeguilibrium"b(Reita, 1980), ﬁéaning that economic
/ rkgtitus“?ﬁd ethnie.statusbare un?qual dimensions. This
creates a ‘sense of injustice, or relative deprivation. -
ance,,tbe-pe;céptiqg,_pf, and the diésatisﬁactidhs , \
with, 'discriminAtidn”copldnbeCOme dgitiéalxéspeCts of

. ’

NI the Chinese' s reality. - ‘ ' .

' The Ch1nese situation fits well with the ‘;
“;_gpg‘Goldschexder and Uhlenberg (1969). thesxs as well a's
“Remtz 's. (1980) argument of mlddle class ethnlczty. Such

‘feelxng of margxnallty and 1nsecur1ty assoc1ated with

Y m1nor1ty status may have an 1ndependent-ef£ect on.

fertility., #n the case of Ch1nese Canadlans, it- is o

? : ‘ . ‘l' . B | .!f

3
M
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anticipated that minority status will act<indepeﬁdentr§
' to depress fertility since there is no evidenceé that
they haveQEro—naéalist'nor%s nor values that discourage
the uéageﬁof effective birth control. There is |
possibility that the Chinese will defer macrriage eb.have
iesser number of children in order to attain social
| - mobility. .% |
1h summary," dxscrxmxnatxon agaxnst Chinese
_1mmxgrants in the early stages of the1r experience in
Canada is well documented Chinese subcultu;e has
remazned 1nfluentxa1 for'ChlneSe-Canadxans. Al;hough'
theyjﬁave‘gained*considerable degrees of'secioeconomic
statﬁs‘over the years, they coptinue to be a minority in
Canedien society. Therefore, iﬁ accordance with
Goldscheider and Uhlenbe?g's thesis (1969), Ehe~minority
group:status effect ambngkthe éhinese—Canadians,will
depress their fertility. - |
\ |
R o ' "
4.1.2 Portuguese

\‘(:EZIZEDI Portuguese as Recent Immigrants

Sometimes, emigration occqrs*in~poor regions or
count;ies'whe;e'the'inffaﬁtructure is incapable of:
absorbiné the available labour bOFential.‘People’ih
these areas tehd to be aEtracted.to other regions where
economic opportun1t1es are better. | 'f - ‘f' N |
. The-above descrxptlon captures to a certa1n extent

the sn:uatlon of Portuguese 1mngrants 1n Canada. Th"



~The 1981: PUST .data shows that 62.2 percent of " the o
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are recent immigrante'to Canada. The ear}iest-wave;came
around 1950 (Anderson and Hfgos, 1576). The prime motive
for them to migrate {s baeed on.economic reasons.
Anderson (1974) found that the Portuguese immigrants
came to Canada in quest of better living condlt:ons -
income and job opportunxtxes They were mainly of poor
and rural orxgxns from contlnental Portugal, the Azores
and Made1ra. The ;éynomy in Portugal after World War II
nas so bad that”qnemployment rate was extremely high.
Education was reserved for the priVileged‘olass in
Portqgual. In order to escape fromfconditione of
poverty, unemp;oyment and lack of socialvmobélity in, the
rural area of the Azores and hadiera, many Portuguese
sought a new life in.Canada.'As in the case of Chinese;
in the early days, the majority >f the Portdguese
immigrants were male and‘their main concern was to make
their fortune here and go home. Some diad go home, but

the‘majorlty of them remalned in Canada, JOlned later by

the1r wxves and ch1ldren.

\ . '. ) o ' . . EO

4.1.2.2 Socioeconomic Conditions of Portuguese-Canadians
The majority of aduit Portuguese who immigrated to

Canada between the 19508 and the 19705 had very 11ttle

5»

formal educat1on. Ferguson (quoted by Anderson and

Higgs, 1976) found that 1n the early 19605, the average

\

,length of formal educat1on for Portuguese 1mm19rants “in

éToronto vas 3.7 years for men and 2.8 years for women.

a
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Portuguese'aault have 5 years of formal:education at the
“maximum; 25.7‘pereent of them finished secondary l
.schoqling and 12.1 bercent ef tnem had some uni?ereity
training‘(TabTe 4.1). These 'figures are significantly
lower than those\of'British respondents l

| Many Portuguese 1mmxgrants cannot speak Engllsh nor
.F:ench.LHence, they rely on friends and relatlves to !
find employment. They usuelly end up working as manual
lebor;‘such as'construction work for men and janitorial”
jobs fot'?émen. Table 4.1 shows that only 6'percent. of" |
the Pottuguese hnsband§ work as professional, As a
conseégence of little £ofmel_education, the avetage-
Portuguese husband earns less‘then,the’otnerAtwo groupsfi

the British and the Chinese. However, when.relétive

income is considered, the overall Portuguese husbands

T
Y

enjey'similar mean‘relative income with the other two
groups. Interestingly enough,'when‘tne British is the

. . .
reference group, the Portgguese husbands ﬁqée,
significantly‘hiéher telativeiincone than'the British of
similar characterlstlcs. In other wvords, the Portuguese
husbands en]oy hlgher relatlve income than the Br1t1sh
of 51m1lar characterlstlcs. Th1s phenomenon can be °

.

attrlbuted to the Job nature of the majorlty of the
Portuguese. Most ofethem work. as//
consttuctmon workers. Th1s kind of ]Ob does not possess
h1gh soc1al statu5° yet, the tates of 1ncome return to

these ]ObS are usually h1gh Consequently, the

manual workers, svch as =



- Portuguese husbands enjoy relativél&fh{gh‘income.levels.

inconsistent with their educationda?d occupational

L]
¢

statuses. .

C 4.1, 2-3'The Portuguese and Their Ethnic Networks

Among Portuguese 1mmlgrants, thexr soc1al network.

LY ’
Ny

is a s1gn1¥1cant phenomenon. They ‘are one of the most

cohesxve ethnic groups among South Europeans in Canada

‘\«

their communlty s cohe51veness (Reitz, 1980), which
\, enhances the 1ntegr1ty of Portuguese culture. Accord1ng
" to Anderson (1974), ’Portuguese immigrants come to -
"Canada, for‘the‘most'part, through the spec1f1c
1nfluence of other Portuguese 1mm1grants Wlt% whom they
already have some contact. Upon arrlval these’
PPortuguesé always rely~on the same 1nd1v1duals to find
jObS and many of them f1nd JObS through krn or:
friendship networks. Seldom w1ll they f1nd the jobs
through tmpersonal means,+such as through advertisment.
}As a result, the Portuguese ace h1gh1y segretated -in
terms of 1ndustry and occupat1ons. o

There'are strong sentlments for k1n and famlly

among. the Portuguese. They empha51ze the 1mportance of

‘“-_the fam1ly as ‘a whole.‘The famlly 1s regarded as an

'i;entlty in 1tself (Anderson and H1ggs, 1976) The famlly 3

s the complement of each 1nd1v1dual member. The_‘
- act1v1t1es of the Portuguese are 1ntegrated in the

;famrly. Lagge segments of thexr actxvxt:es 1nvolve

. 4

e -

R % A
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' fam1ly, frlends, and relatxves. Therefore, theV .Q"I;'-

‘Portuguese in Canada are often regarded as. clannlsh ';dd5

\The majorlty of the Portuguese are. Catholac (96 f
rv[percent) (Statlstxcs Canada,,1981) Roman Catholxcxsm 1s,hmi
an. 1ntegral component of Portuguese popular tradltxons .

" and culture (Anderson and ﬁlggs,'1976) Rellgxous l""

\

~be11efs, ceremonlals and devot1ons are 1nterwoven w1th

A ~ ‘e

many aspects of the1r llfe. In fact the clergy 1s the
chxef orgamlslng force of moSt 5001a1 and recreatlonalff

' serv1ces 1n "the community The clergy are. ofteﬁ

Q

'ﬂcommun1ty leaders. Anderson and nggs (1976) arg e that

rel1gLous act1v1t1es are 1mportant aff1rmat10ns theﬂy

place of rellglon in the communxty l1fe of Portuguese3
.;OVerall Roman Cathollc1sm has a 51gn1f1cant 1nf1uence
’on the Portuguese s way of lee. ""' ';,;;;‘

4 1 2 4. A\SSfm”at ion. Among the Por'tuguese- o ,
The1r 1ncompetence 1n‘Engllsh and l1tt1e formal . .

\“'educatlon fOrqes them to depend 0“ each other. Thelr

- dmavg1nal p051t10n 1n Canada, the nostalgla about the1r

x ;as the ethn1

5

',homeland and thezr fam1ly or1ented sentlment as well

"Tnetworks,,1nstlgate the format1on of

strong Portuguese communltles in Canada. Such close knat

fam111es of the Portuguese and thelr sélf-contalned
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The,Portuguese Settlement 1n Canada 1s dxfferent
from the Chlnese“}lt has only been s1nce the 19505 that

there are major Portuguese settlements 1n Canada. They

M .' o ‘.1

are rag&fded as a cohe51ve ethn1c communxty due mostly

to the1r common economlc needs'and 1nterests ,ﬂ',}ng S
. - v . " ‘ '\' /" . *

(Re1tz,1980).,Econom1c 1nterests seem to be ah 1mportant
, T .
L factor that t1es this group together. A’ lot of the LJ

" " '

Portuguese 1mmxgrants earn thezr 11v1ng through ethn1c

+

segregated jobs. If economlc reason enhances ethn1c

;x:r~

group cohesxon among the Portuguese,.xt w1ll ra1se anh'
1nterest1ng quest1on of the strength of ethnxc group
t1es among the mlddle class Portuguese and the second

generatxon Portuguese who have the1r educat1on 1n Canada

(Re1tz,'1980) W111 the Portuguese have a s1m1lar * j- ';
pattern of fert111ty once. they a551m11ate t04the e

dom1nant culture? The surv1val of Portuguese ethnxcaty

becomes quest1onab1e w1th a551m11at1on 'once they are no

longer bound together by economlc 1nterest. In such

"\

c1rcumstance, 1t can be ant1c1pated that 1nf1uence of

the Portuguese subculture on fertlllty w1ll be weakened o
:'as well '»'_'LI"~,“:_f ;;; L ~~1,} h“"‘f-,..f ot
N . - Lo DA R ". b i i '“ . N ’ "_"

o

The f1rst generat1on 1s now approach1ng retlrement

,4"'.

age as the younger generatlon Porbuguese are ready to }ﬁ;')

L

e w‘

enter the marketplace.-Thp\new generatlon represents a o

tran51tzona1 group. Anderson and H1ggs (1976) stated

’%that most of these Portmguese afe engaged in




thear 11v1ng standard and ra131ng thexr ﬁamllles' el

e N
p !

ro therefore, 1t WIll be too soon to examlne the

[

ass1m11ation process for th1s ethnic group Nonetheless, T

Y the Portuguese sxtuation can ‘be a test’of the‘-” 1_'[

! .
AN . Y x ‘ v

ass:m11at10n1st hypothe51s. The fact that Portuguese are

\,,

‘ “recent settlers 1n Canaqa deserves 1nvestigat10n. There-, o
has been no systematlc examxnatlon of. the Portuguese
“ ) ' "“ .

fert111ty 1n Canada.'; ﬁ‘ ,‘.J | “qm‘

Y

I‘“ﬁﬁtl Marcum and Bean (1976) found that ‘new’ 1mm1grants

%wf are l1kely to use the1r brlgxn as a frame of reference'

;

and thereforeh are less Sen51t1ve to a551m11at10n. The

Y -
by \

' Portuguese Canadrans can represent a good example of
Wf thls thes1s. Thej have strong emot1onal t1es with the1r['

homeland and Roman Catholxczsm is a- 51gn1f1cant part of

“

the1r culture.rImproved econom1c condxtlon may actually?

N

encourage them to have/larger fam111es. There is

‘.‘r

ev1dence that someqPortuguese have turned away from

Cathollczsm to beg1n some other type of worshlp, such as‘t

.,

Jehovah WltneSS (Anderson and H1ggs, 1976) Wlll the

%

Portuguese fert111ty pattern change 1n the case of
ass1m11at1on and hence a decllne of Catholxc 1nfluence7*g7d

If jaccordlng to Re1tz (1980) stronger group t1es for
-V‘v“ ‘..0 1 .
the Portuguese 1s generated by 1nst;tut1ons based

'

prlmary 1n the econom1cally segregated segments of their

fﬂsommun1ty, w111fstructural a951m11at1on affect ethnlc
cohes1on and hence thelr reproductlve behav10ur? Should

the younger‘Portuguese experxence m1nor1ty status
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*1nsecur1ty when they come to the process of ‘ r‘;' ‘ .
m‘ass1m1latxon? The study of Portuguese Canadlans w1ll
'yxeld valuable 1ns1ght on how fertllzty is affected

[N

‘under the 51tuat1on when an ethn1c group is exper1enc1ng

. !

a tran51taonal per1od 1n the new soc1ety |

4 2 Objectlves of the Present Inquxry
' The f1rst\object1ve of thls the81s 1s to test the three‘
i'explanatxons of ethnlc fertlllty dlfferentlals. The Chxnese
‘haye h1gh motlvatlons for assim1latlon and soc1al mob1l1ty
This motzyat1on; assoc1ated w1th feel1ngs of 1nsecur1ty and
depr1vat1on, may d1scourage hzgh fertlllty. We know 11ttle o
about the Portuguese. They are relat1vely new to Canada.
,Mapy of. them are st1ll emot1onally t1ed to the1r homeland
| Even though the1r econom1c s1tu;t1on has been 1mprov1ng over
‘rjthe years, 51gns of large scale ass1m11at1on has not been
'ev1denced yet Wlll they exh1b1t greater fert111ty than the f‘
average Canadlans? If a551m11at1on occurs in the future,
*owill’ the Portuguese experlence marg1nal1ty, and therefore
'lhave lower than average expected fert111ty? v | '

"

The second obJectlve 1s to examlne the 1ncome effects

”;on fert111xy of these two ethn;c groups. Two measures of _';_T




o (1963) . 1ntroched thlS concept on the. ground that most

~t

vh;status effect should vary across the d1fferent generat1ons t'xﬁf
‘:d;of 1mm1grants._A 51m11ar study by Bean and 5w1cegood (1982) .
'ffrfound the " same phenomenon. Based upon data for Mexlcan o
“ff_Amer1cans, theY found that current and cumulat1ve Mexxcan

;waAmer1can f' t‘l1

};&fthe host s

through different soc;al psycholog1cal

"
‘.

- S o v [ .
4\", \ . 0 w!-'.

"couples are llkely to compare the1‘iecohom1c status w1th

@ 5
thers of the. same educatxon occupat1on and race, and thxs

comparlson may affect thexr dec;sxon mak@ng concern’%g

fam1ly plannlng. The 1J!a is that 1ncome w1ll be posxtlvely

. assoc1ated wzth fert111ty only ouples w1th hxgh

relat1ve income. Moreover; dlf ent age cohorts should go

vent'omprl sxng ‘the
dec151on maklng in ch11db1rth Perceptlon based on. relatxve.

and potentlal 1ncome 'should also vary across age cohorts.

The younger cohort (aged 15 to 34) should exhlblt d1fferent

d.tastes and values of materlal goods and ch1ld5bar1ng as

' compared w1th the older cohort (aged 35 to 49) L1kew1se,

X
ethn1c1ty ‘may’ cond1t1on the effect of potentlal and relat1ve

income on- fert1l1ty.,The second- objectzve of | the present

‘research is. to exam1ne how the d1fferent measures of 1ncome

affect the fert111ty levels of the two m1nor1ty groups, |

‘,'w1th1n the1r dlfferent age cohorts, hoplng that 1t may
:enrlch our knowledge about the m1croe¢onom1c model of e

‘fert111ty and 1ts app11cab111ty to ethn1c groups in Canada.

| Marcum and Bean (1976) argued that the m1nor1ty group

t

'1decrease bothVWLth 1ncrea51ng exposure to-

ety measured by generatxoh) and 1ncreasxng )




Msocideconomic?status. The third objectibe of the present

research wlll test the generation effects on fert111ty

‘VAccord1ng to Marcum and Bean s thesls there should be ;‘

N dlfferences 1n the m1nor1ty group status effect between

'newly arr1ved 1mm1grants and those belonged to second and
|

beyond generat1ons. Th1s analys1s can’ also glve ‘some’ 1dea of“g

'when the sub-processes of assmmxlatxon are likely to. take

place. If Marcum and Bean Sy as well as Bean' and Sw1cegood s

‘theses are correct the later generatlon xmmlgrants are -
“llkely to undergo complete a551m11at10n, while' the f1rst

-'fgenerat1on w1ll exper1ence only 1ncomplete patterns of
8

v

na551m11at10n.v C . S

4.3 Data‘and Methodology S '., o fk't.: ) En
The data . for thzs study are der1ved from the Publzc Use

‘Sample Tapes, Household F1le of the 1981 Canad1an Census.
o r

‘ﬁ,The household flle is used because 1t enables us to take

o O,

account the husband s character1st1cs in our ana1y51s along

l

"“\!
e w1th the w1ves. Two ethnlc m1nor1ty groups, the Ch1nese and

~ R

*J;the Portuguese,'are compared w1th the Br1txsh who w1ll

'.serve as a standard for comparatzve purposes. In Porter S ﬁ~l

' 7(1965) study, the Brxtxsh group was consxdered\to be the ~ Efﬁ”

"dom1nant chartef group 1n Canada.‘wlthln the ellte struqture

‘*”of soczety, the Brltlsh are st111 cons‘dered the dom1nant

s

7.;group 1n th1s nationchlement, 1975)




ke

x'th;gh co;relation between husband s cu,rentllncome and

..L“Ta.._ o DA Lo
&-‘;9‘1. _ gn the absence of a. dlrecs measure 1n the censhs

4,3.1, Unit'oflhnaIYSis

o4

~ s . . . v .‘

The un1t of, analyszs is the once and currently marr1ed

female aged 15 to 49 (Appendlx AY TheSe women areé w1th1n

A

thelr b1olog1cal span of chlldbearxng They are chosen

because thexr marrlages are not 1nterrupted by separatxon

¥

‘nor d1vorce (Marcum and Bean, 1976), therefore, allowxng(ﬁor

a more accurate analy515'of fertility.

A

‘3 2 Dependent Varxable-'.

The dependent varlable 1s cumulatlve fertlllty of the

'

rﬁspondents, measuredﬁby number of ch;ldren evet born to

‘ w1ves aged 15 to 49, Thls cumulatzve fertzllty represents

~

o 79 -

the@;otal past fert1l1ty of w1ves in the age cohorts of 5 =

o

throughx49 - c o S

W - ' . L
U ‘ *
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4 3 3 ISﬁependent Varxables

\
o

ﬂ 'Two dlfferent measures of 1ncome are. the’ 1ndependent

varlab;es. They are relatlve and potentlal income, wh1ch

)

w111 be used in two separate models.-u

4 3. 3. 1 Potentlal IncomeAL SRR R

o - ‘. .

> .

'Tf:gga et, of'the constrUct potent1al 1ncome, the'best

.-‘ .

f{i1ncome..Cr1mm1ns and Ewer (1982) showed tht there 1s a.

‘l...

fgproxy Ior‘husband's potent1al,1ncome 1s h1s current };uf”V




.4 3 3 2 R&lat1ve Income
' Husband s relatlue income 1s operat10nal1sed as the |
’ratlo of hlS actual 1ncome to the estlmated 1ncome. -
Est1matedv1ncome 1s computed on'the bas1s of a
Mregress1on equat1on of actual 1ncome on occupatlon
‘educat1on and age. The regre551on coeff1c1ents of
"occupatxon edncatxon and age in the regressxon equation” '
are used to compuf?ffhe est1mated 1ncome. Husband s
income 1s estlmated separately for the: ethn1c groups as'
a,llnear composzte u51ng the. unstandardlsed coeff1c1ents
| for occupatzon, educatlon and age (Freegman, 1963 Bean
= and Wood 1974) Thxs approach assumes that members:. of .
‘one s own ethnlc group are a more salxent soc1oeconom1c o
reference persons than are members of other ethn1c
.'groups. It 15 also assumed that members of dszerent o
‘ethnlc groups wzll have dxfferent rates of return' |

Qn

(1ncome) from occupat1on and educatlon.

o

Other«studles (Johnson and Lean 1985) constructed
P ' h
relat1ve 1ncome 1n a dszerent way. Relatxve lncome of

\the major1ty group 1s usually deflned as’ the ratlo of

r‘the 1ncome of the mxnor1t1es to that of the whltes w1th ‘

¢,-.

S '
,;‘g‘i,51m1lar educat1onal and Job character1st1cs.‘1n other
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,(measured by‘husband's current income) are highly

A

'correlated It is therefore statxstlcally redundant to

/!

include both 1ncome measures in the same equat1on (Bean
3 ‘and wOod 1974). However ‘51nce the two concepts are:
T‘ | theoretlcally dffferent and 1mportant 1n thev
mlcroeconomlc framework they will be studled

separately.

\‘4 3.3. 3 W1fe s Inc0me ; o N o e -

-

Relatxvely few studles have - lnvestxgated the 1mpact

' of w1fe s 1ncome on fertxlxty (Crlmmlns Gardner and
ﬂ |\ 0 /
Ewer, 1982) ‘The microeconomic framework of. fertlllty

'has empha51zed husband .or household 1ncome wh1ch are-. f'

~

"'bel1evedé%o be the core segment. of monetary resources._

.Nonetheless w1th today s 1ncrea51ng female labor force.’“

al

part1c1patlon the w1fe s 1ncome may contr1bute a :'
151gn1f1cant port1on of; the household earnlngs and

therefore affects decxslon mak;ng conce5n1ng BRI

b ' v o L . R ‘ ,
,”ch11dbear1ng and other matters. ". C ;vég“‘; Lo
Even thou%h husband s’ 1ncome may enhance the ;‘:-»

N v
v

“Q‘v consumlng power of the famzly and to’ have more ch11dren,‘uv

ERY w1fe s earnzngs has a. negatlve effect on ch11dbear1ng.
I A . 1.
.'yiqi‘zhe more the w1fe earns, the more that she hgs to gzve

up 1n order to pursuxt the role of mothérhood iﬁf“l$

h Whlle the opportun1ty cost of the w1fe,genera11y

has a negatlve 1mpact onnfert111ty, such relatlonsh1p '4?

[N

:r:, S -"‘ - ..-‘,;_ ‘. ."
: ﬂfﬂ. may vary across ethn1c grouys; M1nor1ty wzves, who 1n
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»

have less to give up. In addition, pro-natalist culture,
such as Catholiciém amoﬁg the Portugﬁeée, Tay not
discern it to‘be sacrificial to take up the role of
mopherhood:“ —_—

Our present modél will include the wife's income.
It is pfesumed that ethnicity interacts with income and

fertility.

4.3.3.4 Wife's Educational Level

Education is a measure of structural'assimilatioﬁ.
To avoid high collinea;ity between husband's incomé and
education, only the wife's educational ievéi, instead of

husband's education, is used in this inquiry. (see
Appendix A). ' ’ -
, s
4.3.3.5 Husband's Occupation

»

.In the Public Use Sampié Tape, occupations are
- coded into Major Groups. Pineo and Porter (1977) pointed

out that the types of occupations classified within each
’

category are not homogeneous in socioeconomic standing.
Therefore, occupational prestige based on Major Groups

coding is not a good code. They concluded that it would

be desirable to reorganize Unit Group§'(a'more refined
’, .ot . . ! -

grouping of 0ccupationél types) into some alternate-
poolings. In the pfeéenﬁ study, we are confiéed to the
limitation of the'data*set: occypational grouping is
~ based on Major Gfoups only. We:cpuld‘not disaétegéte the

existing census codesi(Appendix‘A3L"Husband's'occubation



PN

- will be coded as a dummy Qariabie‘(l=managerial 

0=non*mahagerial)

N

\ These three varxables are'proxy meagures for tastes
for materlal'goods anﬂ children, oppqrtunxty cost of
chxldbearxng, as well qs the 1nd1cators of the ' .
. - ‘
structural asslmllatqon varxables of the?FthnlC.grOupS.
The indjvidpals' educatiénal attainment and
occupstiénal prestide are indicators of structural
Lassimilation. According to Gbrdéh (1964), structural
assimilagion refers to the process by which the members
in the minority groups entér into the gocial,
'occupational‘qnd politicalvs;ructurekof the host

society. Education and occupation are the important

determinants that affect one'é,integratioh7into the host

N

3
Studies involving characteristic-assimilationist

society.

hypotheses use education and océupation as,cqntrols
(e.g. Goldscheider and Uhlenberg, 1969; Jphﬂsbn, 1979).
Moreover, éducation ana occupation are also considered
"to'bg determinants of,;agtés for mate;ial goods and
childrenﬁ as well as. of opportunity ?ogﬁs of
éhildbeaving. | |

‘Wife's education is algso a measure of the value ;he
places Qh.her-time innon-market pufsnitS‘(furchi,
1975). The h1gher the educatlonal level the wife has

“attalned the mcre the likelihood that she 1nvolves

herself in the labor fofce. To give up her opportunity .

..

S H P
- - v Y .
- , . . "h ’
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in the market place in order to rear chxldren will V;
constitute fxnanc1al and possxbly psych1c~costs to the
wife. The costs of chxldrearlng are not all monetary; it
inyolyes‘t{me.and attention on the‘part of the coupies.
fhg decision on childbearing will therefore invplve the .
caiculation of all}these;moneﬁaty‘ nd psychic]costs.~Th;
higher the sociél sfétus, the greater the likelihood
thk the cdupies's‘activities and interéstsfa:e'
ihcdmpatiblely%th a lafgq family sizg((Freedman” 1963).

‘If‘the.ﬁhsbahd's oécupational préstige is high, he
and his wife w;ll like‘y enéage'ih othér soCia;

T 4 L N
tivities which have negative effects on fertility. The,

A , . : '
le's socioeconomic reference group can also affect

& .
ﬂﬁﬁ%ir tastes and values of material goods-and children

Q(Freedmanv

there is a certain’ standard of living on which the_

1963). Given the social status of a family,

couple expects. The expendltures for a child is also -

—expected to conform co the socioeconomic standards of

. | 3 ‘ >
the parents. Therefore, the higher the socioeconomic
*status of the parghts, the higher their demand on ;

expendifures of'childrea;ing and material goods will be.

Hence,'tastes and values of ‘material gqods and children

-depend on one' s SOClOECOnomIC posxt1on: .
Even\gﬁough Becker (1960) argued tﬁat income should
’ be poeltlvely related to fertlllty, the analysxs 'of
: fert1l1ty d1fferent1als based on 1ncome wlll not bet
‘ qompleted thhou;,;on51derat1on'of the costs of }



" childbearing, as well as.the tastes and values of . é’,h\

material .goods and children. To study the relatxonshxp

N '

between income and fertlllty,.structural variables, such

as income, education and occupatlon, have to be

L)

controlled 51multaneously ~:'A:

4.3.4 Control Variables - . ‘,\'i R S B
4.3.4.1 Religion of Wife o LN : "

This variable ‘is coded as a dummy variable,
hl | !

0=non-Catholic, 1=GCatholic.,

S o ) T -
Previous researches (Blake, 1967; Day, 1968) show .

that there is a d;fferentlal between Cathollc and '1
EY

non- Catholzc fertility. Accordlng to. Blaﬁe (1967)
Cathollc fertility is expected to d1ffer from ,“';,

non- Cathollcs not simply because thexr church has a

pro natallst doctr1ne, but because - Cathol1c1sm generates

within it a group of clergy who are hzghly motivated to ﬁv
!q\

¥ . ,‘ -

exert pressure concerning. procreat1on. The clergy are' -
4 L
motivated to efforce this issue for cogent' , - oy

0o

, organ1zatlonal reasons.-The practice of celtbacy among
- the. clergy 1s hlghly honored Therefore, the act of

mar1ta1 1ntercourse requires Just1f1cat1on- and

1.

e

U procreat1on 1s the Justxfzcat1on glven as the 'ends qf, ,Tw

ﬁi !

marrxage (Blake, 1967) T “”_ e -

N -

‘Recent stud1es (Jones and Westoff 1979) argued for

the end of Cathol1c fertiixty They belleved that

- —~—

: - P H
. e . ot L , .
. - S o - “« L%



'Catholicism, has‘almost ceased to be an important R

dszerentxatxng facto: 1n fertxlxty in the Unxted ,

States Is thlS phenomenon also true in Canada? Burch S
e \

(]966) compared the fertxlxty of Catholxcs in the Unxted

,States and Canada. He concluded that there was’ a ‘

’ . ‘ " ', " S N . -

N,

~convergence betweencape fertility of Catholics and
Protestants in Canada. His Conclusion was' later ’;
qonfirmed‘by'similar«Study (Krotki 'and Lapierre, 1968).

.~ Catholicism i;,thetdominahtireligion in Portugual where
most. of the Portuguese-inzCanada have emigrated“faom.

: Despite the convergence between theﬂfertility of’ '

‘

Cathol1cs ‘and Protestants in- Canada, the Portuguese are
rcuhrent 1mmlgrants, 1t is reasonable ‘to assume that ﬁﬁ;

Cathoiiciem still hasla strong impact on the o B
~_" . : ' . , ' 1' . .
Portuguese-Canadians. e . y

o~ - i L L) W - : .

4.3.4.2 Wife's, Age'at Firstaﬁarriage _‘ ,

vaen the! fact that the sampLe is onpe~marr1ed

~— em . ;

women w1fe s age at f1rst marrxage is conceptuallsed as

L the years of exposure to the rlsk of pregnancy. "Since"

most fett111ty ocCurs w1th1n marr1age, the longer the

’
K

women is in the staterof marr1age, the greater the- r1sk e
’ -\ ."‘r‘ -

" of pregnancy.vThe age of f1rst marrlage of the women '*,;ﬂ

1

*., 3 A ) td
wzll vafy due to d1fferent c1rcumstance§$\Some womer S

»

w111 delay thelr marr1age bedause of prolonged educatxon ‘

R S
N x

L ]

and engagement 1n the labor force or some othe:

n

L

s

‘ ‘reasons. Hence, . it 16 1mportant t control for this

~}'var1ab1e (Jlobu and Marshall 1977). ! ?. ;.‘;‘?ﬁi~-{

P . ) . - : N i .
e e 5 2 : k- : W . T .
—— o i Lo e

o



T ! b . e . ) i
. R M

4343meuwue@}],w]g“fVle~ﬁﬂ,

The age of the wxfe is a signxflcent socxal ' o
“,biological factor that affects fert111ty, therefore, as .
” 3 i !

in- most socxal demographic studies, 1t is used as an

"; important control varlable. ] ﬁ:fuﬂu

Q‘#"i o R Ty o ' ‘
'4 4 BypotheSes ,}.'ffNﬂﬂg?.} "-V'f' .

7‘A ”‘s‘ In thxs sectxon, ue dxscpss the decomposxtxonal

analyszs that w111 be ut111zed to study the fert111ty - .

'difterentlals and to partzal out the televance of the m‘,4~
‘ 1
‘r,vatious hypotheses elaborated earlxer. There are a Varlety

| of‘deCOmp051tlona1 models. Appendxx B is A detazled L 4ﬁ

discu851on of these models and thear theoret1cal

)\
’

V?.implzcatzons Our present 1nqu1ry,w111 bas1cally use Coleman

':fet a) s regtesszon decomposxtzon model (1971) The equat1on .
Jof decomposxtxon analysxs rn thxs 1nquxry 13-“ﬂ(,“' ’ S
o k. (Y.-Y )u (a.-a Voo _,“?fffw ' !5-" : o
i;f '3j;|'9:* +1/2 2(ﬁ|¢+ﬂ|.)(x |afx ),. ) ;“ﬁj‘ S
(3 L2 BB ﬂ..)(s,.+‘s..) o LE
BN *1/2 zm.. B..)(X .,-s.,+x.. s..,),f RIS S
; {,; o T'n."ny‘ A

ntercept of the regresS1on equatzon‘gf the dom1nant .ffi

o -
il
f el .
H
y i
s
o & Yo o4y il
B PN ) K Lt iy EEE
al.. ‘,_‘I oL ; B
: S . ' R Lo . .
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;A;“the effect of ethnlc membefshlp per se on the

,‘B£ means d1£ferences-‘ ‘["

{'fC:Jcoefflc1ents dxfterences,,l_a fiu;

 ‘3ffsubord1nate group,

;prt;‘regression coeffxcxent of the 1th varxable of the;
oo %udomxnant group,p y : | o - “ | o
Azﬁﬁng regression coeffxcxent of the 1th va?}éb;e'ofltﬁul

JJ. ;subordanate group; .. ‘,: S A -
;X.éiimean of the 1tﬁ varxable of the dom1nant group,
‘i};;}mean of the ith varxable of the subordxnate group:

“Sﬁ;;xstandard deviatxon of the uth varxable of the‘

   }fdom1nant group," '

"S,.&fstandard dev1at10n of the 1th var1able of the‘ B

“u““subord1nate gkoup, | o
" R -

O3

lfert111ty dxfferential (Y. ¥, ),;~

{

‘U_,Dijdxffetences due to unmeasured varlables.x
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4.4 1‘M1ndr1ty Group Status Effect Among the Chxnese
,. |

T

There are no pro natallst norms 1n the Ch1nese

/
Y !

?ethnxc gnoup Among the Chlnese Canadxans, 56 8 percent
j .

‘ntclalm to héVe no rel;g1ous preference, ohly 14 8 percent
|

b
a

;of them are- Cathol;c.,Trad;tlonal Chznese fam;lles are

’

‘of extended type, w1th many offsprxng However, thls

'

'trad1t1onaf llneage and k1nshxp syStem, whxch are

¢ '

f[functlonal to rural economlc structure,‘were not L

t . Al 4 e , -
‘transplanted overSeas. The,members of thls Canadran‘(n o

1
i

fethnlc group generally seem ‘to seek socxal mob111ty and

.
5 [

‘acculturatlon to Canadxan»soc1ety. Thus 1nsecur1t1es

| .. —

:associated w1th mznoraty group membersth w111 1ower ﬂ'd

A

;their fert111ty when combared wlth that of the majorlty,

'
,\v,‘ o s

net of anx structural}y dxfferences betWeen the Chlnese,(f
.and the Brxtxsh Hence,'lt 15 antldlpated that the

ethn1c ma1n effect and the 1nteract10n term of the an SN

11‘

,f9m1nor1ty membersth and soc1o economlc varxables of the,;,‘

L]

Sy . LN
" Nt o

,Ehinese w111 be s;gniflcant and negat;ve 1n accountxng

B .
Lo
e Ve R




>

\
1 " . 1
AX

from the Brltlsh that the socioeconomic status wxll*" SIS

affect fert111ty 1ndependent1y It is predlcted that‘lt'ihv
l.they have above average fert1lxty, agaxn qgt of any
soc1o economlc d1fferences and 1nteract10n effects.

A551m11at10n of the Portuguese wxll brxng along sxmxlar

[

\

fert111ty to that of the Britxsh

h 4 4 2 Ethnxc Varxat1ons xn the Relat‘onshxp Between Measures

*f ﬂ"‘of Income adEPFertalzty ,‘ Ah\.lu, N

‘4.4, 2 1 The General Pattern of Inécme Fertllxty o,

Relatlonsh1p _ . | ‘

"Easterl1n (1969) argued that couples plan thelr‘

fertxllty based on thelr llfetame potentlal 1ncome, thaf

' o,
! ‘ e
) ;

,?~'-' ; the ant1c1pated net flow of household 1ncome over
.t;me. Others have found that when couples‘ﬂhve highe;—— “Vr h
relatlve 1ncome,:they w111 have more chlldren on the | |
Ifl5mﬁ_average (Freedman 1963 Easterlin, 1969 Leibenstexn,ﬁ\'»<

1974- Bahr et al 1975) Therefore, potent;al 1ncome and .

Ve

hf‘relat1ve xncome are pred1cted to relate pos1t1vely wzth

‘1ve feﬁdlllty’ In a’ husband w1fe household the .;h




.o"' '

‘\”materiai‘ osts, but the opportun1ty costs is argued to 3

.be cruc1al as well W1fe s 1ncome can be a proxy of.

i ———
. ]

opportun1ty costs. Stud1es (Cr1mm1ns Gardner and Ewer
‘1‘1982) show ‘that wife' s 1ncome consxstently affects
f‘pfert1l1ty. The hlgher the wxfe s earn1ng, the hlgher the

opportun1ty cost of chlldbearxng, and hence,‘the lower t

W s the fert111ty.\. aEe o

S ] , - I
v, St K A
i

¢ i B ' " . ! i
‘.‘ .

f4 4 2 2 Income Factbrs Affect Fertxllty Negatxvely Among

,‘:

I

[;:p the Ch1nese ‘f“f”'vi | ; - " S f" L .
| fﬂ'flﬁ”‘ Due to the mznority group status é&fect among the

\Chlnese, h1gh relatxvewxncome Gas compared w1th the

A .

maJOritles) w1lI not be pos1t1ve1y related to the;r

"

cumulatlve fert1l1ty. Their desxre for soc1a1 mob111ty

is presumed to be h1qh ‘1n order to atta1n tﬁ% l1v1ng

.

;”istandard of the domlnant group, the Chinese w111 plan*'d

'7ffb?fnot tthave large fam111es, desplte of the ant1c1pat10n L

jto have hxgh lifetxme 1hcome.,Hence, potent;al 1ncome




‘rff" fertzlxty. In order to pall1ate thds problem ethnic1ty

'frgﬂlxncome and fe;tzllty, from the xncome ma1n effect on

" . uE \ e
o , N . : . .
. Y, '
i

- } . .
N i . . 1
——~ 1

1ncome and potent1al income are hypothesx;ed tq ”u‘ ‘pd

' fac111tate thelr atta1nment of hxgher fertxlzty Yet

‘ the opportun1ty\cost of chlldbearxng w1ll affect ,“

\* .

" fert111ty negatlvely T

@i ‘ Trovato (1981) has argued that as the mxnorlty

e

b o 'fv

group members attain h1gher a sooxoeconomlc level their

b
\ '

tastes and values for mater1al goods and children may

\

¢
L4

aSs1m11ate to that of the host soc1ety Therefore.:*

f‘ass1m1lat‘bn of the m1nor1ty groups w1l; lead them to

exhlblt a szmllar pattern of relatlonshlp between 1ncome

and ferQ1lxty to that of the dom1nant group However,kwet‘

may have d1fflculty in dzsth;u1sh1ng the effect of

R E

m1nor1ty group status (e g//effect of‘pro nataltsm) On {j

5 L

1s controlled 1n the r/levant regre551on analyses.

“‘”

t

w1ll also be

)
N b

addltlon the 1/teractlon term of ethn1c1ty and 1ncome,$7



I T ) . . R R . . ) .

v . o , \

account for fert111ty d1£ferent1als between the m1nor1ty

groups and the domxnant group

SN

ot vy e

‘ 4 4 3. 1 The Maln Ethnlc Effect w. -“w_

The maln ethnzc effect,of ‘the Chlnese 15‘1"-‘-1
hypothes1zed to be negatlvely related to ferbdl}ty

compared w;th that of the Brltxsh net of c0mposxtlonal o

o i

d1fferences._Desp1te the fact that the Chinese are

virtually structurally ass1m1lated thelr percept1on of _«f¥'

/“.\

- d15cr1m1nat10n is acute, especxally among the, g_\ ,“ f'r'ﬂ;

’ mzddle class. Hence,_the ethnxc ma1n effect 1s pred1cted

, to play ‘a srgn1f1cant part in shap1ng fertalzty

Lt e

behav1our.‘-. R : e {w 'e;-‘ ,dﬂ. e

'W”~‘~ The ‘main, ethnlc effect of the Portuguese 1s ‘f R u *Qx

il

y M‘predicted to encourage feq;1l1ty. The ma1n ethnlc effect

L. . ] ’ ‘ b ’H v N (A
C t‘component rn the d!tomp051t1onal analy31§ SEN na’ measure R
.~ v L
of the d1fference between the intercepts of the ma)orlty R

4

"fand each of the two m1nor1t1es Hence, for the Chlnese,;,}pg
. \ ¢ ‘. ' ) '
e

Lf the value of Eh1swcomponent w111 be p051t1ve, whereas _,‘f:i‘

the Portuguese w1ll show a negat1ve value.j?ﬂ

4 4 3 2 Hypotheses on the A551milat1onlst Pesspectzveq

As regard to the asszm11a§1onlst hypothe51s the.g”;

l g N ._, ,ﬁ‘. N ’,.(‘

najor Eeason for fert1llty,d1fferent1al 1s the

:"‘

AR .'.

groups and the dom1nant group, The prev1ous rev ew.’ has

estaﬁl{/hed that the two ethn1c groups, the'Ch1nese andﬁﬂ“ |



e o 3 Ly R
e L

Canadxan malnstream Therefore thé‘balﬁe of‘the‘ ot

u

. ass1m11atxonlst component wxll ‘be pos1t1ve. A value of

zero wlll represent complete structural ass1m11atxo@

[

"

‘Though the Chlnese are generally more ed cated than
major1ty groupA there 1s st1ll 1ncome det}epa

between the Chxnese and the Brxtlsh The Portuguese are

experlenc1ng a tran51t10na1 perxod snnce immlgratxon.‘It

v

sis predxcted that' zhe assxmxlatlon effect accounts for
s

fertlllty d1fferent1al of the ethnlc groups. 1 ". ,‘

“fNonetheless s1nce the Chlnese are structurally more
a551m11ated14ﬁan the Portuguese, the dszerences 1n

'assamllatlon are less‘for the-Chxnese Jthan for the

e/
L S

,Portuguese, L B e

o o
b e

. FAY

4L4f§’3‘ﬂypotheses'on.the Insecurity Component '

j{;.g ‘d The: mxnority status hypothe51s 1mp11es a.

;‘,w‘xgsignlflcant effect of 1n§ecur1ty Among the Ch;nese uthe
,jgeffect of ansecurlty, which is thought to be. the hl_.”
-ﬁdom1nant factor,¢1s hypothe81zed to be greater than the«
"Q;hdmajorltles. It 1mpl1es that the Chxnese are exper1enc1ng -
;Q;anx}ety because of being members of an upwardly moblle T
"?anorlty group A pos1t1ve value 1nd1cates that the net
‘ﬂ? effect of dszerences rn the regresszon coeff1c1ents 1s

N il

to ra1se the m1nor1ty fertllxty. Insecurxty among the.f‘

,‘\
f

Chlnese 1s predlcted to be negatlvely related to thelr

fert111ty A negat1ve value-of thxs component represents ﬁ;a

effect of m1nor1ty group status 1s ‘to’

fm}f'ﬁ that the net

dlscourage fert111ty among the Chznese. The Portuguese ,flV

. ,.{-,: . o

“ . . - ' ."*.<

1

o ) ‘\;,;F



'should experience relatively little insecurity. Their.
living standards have been improved since they

L4

immigréted to Canada. They have strong emotional ties
with their homeland, Therefore, "the minority status
effect (insecurity effect) is predicted to be relatively
small as égﬁpared witp that of tHe Chinese. Thus, the
valué 6£ this component should be positive.
| | Ihtuitively, compoéént‘(A) is the difference of
fertility between the two groups dﬁe to membershxp peP
se. It is usually interpreted as the main ethnic effect.
This component (a, ~a,) is hypothesxzed‘to be posxtxve
for the Chinese and negaf;;e for the Portuguese.
Component. (B) ( 1/2'2(5.,+a..>(x., -X.,.)), is the
difference due to means differences. This component is
predicted to be positive simply because the dominant
group is assumed to have'higher values in terms of the
structural variables'than the éubordinate groups.
Component (C) ( 1/2 Z(ﬁ.a ﬁ..)(S.¢+S..))
represents the dxfference in slopes. For the Chlnese,
thelr ‘coefficients are hypothesxzed to he larger than
- the British because of the presumed preponderance of
their minofity status,(ﬁnSecﬁr;;y). In other words, the
slopes €or the Chinese agé,preéicted to be steeper than .
‘that of tbe'BriEish The keeling=of'insecunitj among the
Chinese leads them to react more iritensely to the1r |

1ncreased soc1oeconom1c status. Hence, for a unit

. “

1ncrgase in the st;uctural variables, such as income,

B |
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there will be a greater effect on - fertility among the

Chinese than among the British. The Portuguese are

[

influenced by their pro-~natalist culture. Any increase
in income may not~have such a great negative effect on
fertility than that of the British. Therefore;—the

slopes for the Portuguese are assumed to be less step

than the Brxtxsh

-
1 [P

' 4.;.4 Ceheraffoual Differences in Minority Status Effect
Since we'cannot dis%inguish the first generation
Portuguese 1mmlgrants from the second generatxon Portuguese
1mmxgrants the test1ng of Marcum and Bean S the51s has to

be’ conflned only to the Chinese.

Accordlng to Bean and Swzcegood (1982) the minority
‘gfoop status effect shouldsbe grea;er among the second
‘generation immigrants than the firet.generation immigrants.
The new immigrants will look back to the orfgin country and
may feel that their condltxon has improved because of
1mm}gra§1on, thus m1t1gat1ng the feeling of insecurity. Only
after the couples have been in the ney country for some time
lwili they shift their frame of reference to the new society.
:Hence, it is hypo;hesized tnat the mipority group statos,

effect inh the first generation Chinese Canadians is smaller

than that in the second and beyond generataon. Slncé ‘the .

. -

’f1rst generatlon Ch1nese are relatlvely less 1ntegrated to

Canadxan ma1nstream as compared with .the second and beyond

'”generat1on Chjnese, higher relatxveAOt potent1al‘1ncome will

-

—



N
L)

encourage them to Bave higher fertility. For the second

generation Chinese, their relative income will effect:

i

féftility négatively.
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Chapter 5
. ’ Fxndxngs
In thxs chapter, we. present the- results of our inquiry.
The' two mxnorlty groups are compared with the Brltxsh |
~‘standard group. Over 95 percent oﬁ the Portuguese are
Cathol1cs.‘The fact\that there is lxttle varxatgon in the
A .

data for the wlfe s rellg1on makes the regressxon"

coeffxc1ent of thls var1able 1nsxgnxf1cant for our

regress1on models.: Thus, wzfe s rellgxon is; deleted from all

. the regressxon models 1n the followlng analyses. Slnce
Catholicism. 1s the PoHtuguese seubculture,vxt is assumed

that the effect of their pro natalxst subculture wlll be

1

captured by the ethnic main effect of the regre551on

A
,decomp051t1ons : R "

s " , [

'5.1 Preliminary Analysis

5,1.1 Chinese( S - , B L
N ‘ '; -t - " 2 te w, a . ) : . .
o ' . T

Lo . N
e Cs »

“”35‘1 1.1 T Statlstlcs for the OVerall Ch1nese Group

-

L The;t statlst1cs (TaBle 4, 1) support our argument

. !

P ,..‘ .

that the Chznege are generally at a better soc1oeconom1c

' '=po51t;on than the Br1t1sh I terms of the husband s
educatlonal level and the proport1on of managerlal ‘

occupat1on, the Ch1nese are £ound o be 51gn1f1cantly

, :better off than the Br1txsh. Yetqgthear 1n¢ome 1s

i P
b :, i

s1gn1£1cantly lower than the Br1txsh

i



“
Lot

~.«1ncome hugher pr1ce of chxldbear1ng and greater -

eHChxnese, but the dxffenence is not. statustxcally

ot
: PR - .
[ Mo N Cowe
H v . .

‘The average number of childnen’is lower for,the}

K

i’-'wssgn1f1cant at- 05 level The 1ower fertxlxty among the

3 N 4 ,.

u/ 0

rs1tuat10ns ‘or a. consequence of. the mznorlty group. stetus

aVerage,_Chznese fam111es tend to be smaller. As a

A

effect | L ‘ ‘thf‘)‘ff : .ﬂlf
A higher incomé‘wilf enableﬂthe household toahane

L) )

more chlldren (Easterlin, 1969) Hav1ng lower levels of

current and’ relatlve 1ncome, the Chlhese m1ght therefore

2

i %

\
lower thelr number of chxldren 1n comparxson w1th thejr“”

2 ~ ~

Br1t1sh The greater proportlon of educated husbands and’

: A

profé551onals among the Ch;nese explaxns thexr lower

average fam1ly size. These people probably l:ve a .
mlddle class llfestyle and emphasize qua11ty of chxldren

“«

g

as opposed to large famxlies. The average»zncome of the

,,i,.~_ )

4

Chlnese w1ves is s1gn1f1cant1y hlghef than that of the

« *

Brltlsh It 1s th refore reasonable to assume that the

L4

h1gh opportunlty costs for Ch1ne5e w1ves may have

" fji’“ e
. h

‘7- 1nh1b1ted them to have large famxlxes.w, ‘ '5 'eg‘

; AR o e
! The .age. at flrst marrlage 1s szgn1f1cantly older

. w #r

for the Ch1nese than theeBrztzsh Older age at f1rst

‘. ' ¢ B + oy ,1

marr;age among the Ch1nese 1s reSponsxble for a shorter

tzme span to the rxsk of conceptlon.}Hence, on tﬁe*ﬁ”

4 %

] '

3

Chinese could be ‘a result of thexr ocioeconoric |‘7\./‘\1

.

oy
oy

e

K

result of the1r soc1oeconom1c characterlst1cs, lowerf};ﬂ,‘

'.\

opportun1ty costs, the Ch1nese are character1st1cally a

Lo .o . [T




PAR . n ‘ A R :

low fertll;ty group 1n Canada. l‘;fv'[ 15';“ R
) ) o L S o | .

’,aj ‘An, 1mportant questxon 1s to what extent do‘Q(I |

socxoeconomlc characterxstlcs affect Ch:nese fertlllty,-t‘ 3

Y - ' o

and to- what extent are the above £1nd1ngs a. reflectlon !f -

LT .

AN k.,

'“ﬂ of’ m1nor1ty group status:‘Is the smaller famxly sxze of

the Chxnese a_consequence of the1r soc1oeconom1c ‘[f” h'L

v , o N" X .
! "

chatacterxst1cs, or ks 1t a result of a minorlty status .

effect? Thls qUestlon w1ll he assessed later thh v-\w

: A
A I TR .’
' . . i, ,‘ L . e : st
: e . o i (R o oy s
b ey '- v ! -
. N

appropr1ate mult1var1ate technlques. N Mdi-ﬁ‘VJYVh“‘f e

5 ] 1 2 T*Tests for the Ch1nese, Condltlonxng on ‘fﬁﬂﬁ* .

Husband s Educatlon“l":_j“;d] ﬂ" ;xf;.api'ﬁ L

Jﬁ3<f‘ Rextz (1980) suggested the phenomenon of C

st

'u mlddle class ethnib1ty, ahd Goldscheider and Uhlenberg Kt

(1969) proposed the poss1ble 1nteract10p between soc1al

;jﬁlclass and ethn1c1ty Ln affeqt:ng fertxl;ty In,v1ew ;f ;f ff
Vfﬁ, ‘these stud1esflthe sample Was Qart1tzohed~tnt9 twn ) : 'ﬁx;
'h.v fgeeuﬁs: Husband s educat:on was uSedqas.nroxy'fer soc1al ,d
I'~';fclass‘and hence served’as.the baszs for d1v1d1ng the HVQ;U

féh”sample; Theffﬁrst QQOUp is the respondehts with husbands ts“;
. ‘*ffhav1n;\at ieast 14 years, of formallt%a1n1ng,’wh1le the' ;fidf

if”second group consxsté oﬁ respondentstezth husbands Ififu;ﬁ

having at the maxlmum 13- years of schoollng (Table 5 1)

4

T

1,v""s Generally speak1ng,.the patterﬂ of the dlffefences f't
g{,an soeaéeconom;c status between the Br1tlsh and the ' ;

Br:txsh have 51gn1f1cantly hzgher 1ncome than the dm“

> RAVRNRS : .
- At S

o Chxnese. The Chlnese wlves Qenerally marry at a later gfﬂpf .

>, : '
TF A



o .age’ than theJ§r1t;sh :;ﬂ‘ '{;ijr ‘u"‘hlﬁhﬁg&g'ﬁ?;f;,

' ; B R R T
fj. :;rv ) 'émong the more educaeed Ch1nese,ﬂthe1r avqgage ’f%<jﬁuéﬁ
W faany s1ze i's sxgnxfxcanqu”lower than\fhe Brltrsh f‘:f“)h
Lf“\ (Table 5 1) However, the famzly s1ze of the'lessqs‘ a:wy;wm
A “;educated ‘Chinese 1s Slgnlflcantly hzgher than the,: d‘ﬂuﬂi{'{
A ﬁ)' Br1rlsh\ofF51m11ar educatxonal background (Taole 5 1)~ﬂ}ﬁ&{;
fﬁ,«i Th1s phenomenon holds good for the tWo age COhorts . “fﬁwll
““[-., (Table 5.2, 5 3) The pattern of the dlfferenceé ee%ms ’. j

) L to prov1de support for the Goldscne1der and Uhlennerg ‘%“Uk‘
} “.argument callxng '£or .an 1nteractron effect of socxal e
o ciass and ethnxcxty in determin;ng fert111tya]”' ?_ﬂ% | ;“5

‘ r‘”}\.g“ Belng a member of m1ddle elass m1nor1txes, the‘~{ﬁ s

o o' Ve LS \ .
AR educated Ch1nese experlence ansecurity and have smallep/*j“w

=3 [ P

fam111es. Less educated Chlnese are Structually lessl*

-» | kNl |
i

! | assxmllated andﬂhence exhzblt a h1ghe: average gertllzty v
a;ﬂ“. preference thanache Br;t1sh Among the more educated ; IFRMN“
;;selcoupleS,~Cn1nese show a lower 1ncone level desp1te thexrr 8

a1m11ar‘educatzonal background w1th the Britxsh,‘Tn;e‘es “ﬁﬂf
N *‘;usually a determ1nant of status dzsequ1l;br1um. Idealfy;'v$¥
«{QL such couples would enjoy equal 1ncome\hecause of‘tneiry\ fis
rg'f superzor Quallflcathns\ The relat1Vely(low rate ‘of o
Ldr; 1ncome*returne Erom che1r edutat1onal»and occupat1onal i
g;l;a;§£?t§§lbiwhgfes a: {eeling—of marg;nalrty whlch may be ';U%A;'



, e ","."103
) .' »l "..".‘[‘ oy Vo l‘ )k . . ";" . v v Lt N -~ “‘ ‘ b ho "; '.f
u.;fa,,dxfferentlals. Be1ng less assim1iated to the dom1hant

RN e Vo A ; ! o .
Qﬂyﬁu*culture,‘thls group of Chlhese shows a hlgher thaﬂ S

. N '
ty Y N, "', 'H' . f o
h, b, 0 [

}if\f vetagehfertwllty ievel The dlfferences in T )

|> ‘x,‘l\ Y Y [ [y . .
. . .

usoelpeconbm c'background bétween the Brztxsh and'these PR

f;"‘v" o A LNy § A B '
;,:z Chinese may be responszble for the development of
% . ”rt fu : ' ~o N
dlfferentiaIS’xnathe taste for ch11dren,,hence.lead1ng “»‘
\“"A ”'\\ ! N‘ ) N W : ) o ' -' T

?Ni” t sxgnlflcant dlscrepancaes in average fam1ly srze.' o

i L )

o

,('\t' wll 4'»"' ' no ! !

Such couples may be less motlvated to have a small ;‘

-

;figﬂ famxly szze\because the prxce and~opportun1ty costs of

T A 1)

{?1& 'ch11dbear1ng are relatxvely small when compared.wtth the .

" : ) oy A | . L
w . ) 1 S e o -“‘,-1

™ T ";‘ . B ' . X » W . R II; we )
, ‘\‘ bett;et &ducatqd ‘ ““" ¢ o (':' , \,, ‘ S , "' ' N L

3, “I.'."":;‘ .‘_ \\ .; *-V,"‘ ' i ;“! " L .’I Y v ’3‘
1.1.3 Conclud1ng Re rks IR L
} ' ! .\ 0 . ' B AT 3 | ‘ \." L v e
-“\JW From thé trst ti t cs;uthevChineseifertility\fj,yﬂ o
LU . , L Y \ R )

pattern seems to conform w1th the L1terature. The t;jﬂ"»73

t
\ 3 “' '\ : A s

Chxnese generally have below. average fértllxty. Thxs‘f;f ’

'?-phenomenon is’ pronounced among m1dd1e class Ch1nese, ,who' L,
‘ experxence the greatest amount of soc1al psychologzcal Lo
insecurzty.vThe~fert111ty level of thgsless educ&ted ;5

. f(‘ o [ .«,” % 4\

Ch1nese are consxsteht more w1th the aSs1m11at1onlst ;:'g'g;”

P




‘ o g e
| . b'V"hhﬂf‘ﬁ;Wﬂ” ‘”Vja‘;fﬂ  ?:1; ”??}ﬁm{jugu'79T]t“x‘ﬁt.:;xﬂﬁﬁvfk
, their socioeconomxc character1§t1cso The smaller 8 h, L,
flf’tfemzlxes of the leée‘eduoeted coupleS\can bewa ;;hﬁh“ifff'
:_*V"oohseqoence of status dxsequxllbrlum and/or‘uﬁf”hhxtghh:';hw
| ﬂ&;éoc;oeconomlc factorsi,Are there cultural factors thatl |
~ ‘:>:affect‘the1r fertxlxty’ Second how o the 1neohe h‘ ‘
factors affectkthe reproduct1ve behav;our of Chlnese? Is‘ .“
. : there a dlffereht pattern of 1hcome fertlllty | ”ff\, .H":
HrelatlonShlp in the context or mrnor1;$ status? Theee i
71?*ﬁ questxons wlll be taken up later 1n che‘mult1verrate1}';‘
;‘qhﬁ analy81s sect1ons,w'L° o “’5“ IR L
S T T e Ty e o
‘ “ ' e x oy T e A v.:‘" A '.ﬂ,"‘ \
1.5, 1‘.‘2 pértﬁgue's‘e SRS AR e =
o VM> ‘5 1 2 1 T Statzstxcs for the Overall Portuguese Group 11 3
"ﬁth The t statxetlcs (Table 4 1) are cOnsrstent thh ﬁA?}hi

\
A

the not1on that the Portuguese socﬁbeconomlc 51tuationt1‘:“g

‘e

1s s;gnificantly different\than that of the Brltlsn fﬁ”

. v
| .. '




. .
0

‘flxt seems reasonable to assume that the Portuguese wOuld .

V»structurally assxm1lated even among husbands with RN SR

RN N Ty |_,/\' f " i C

W g 1 T .;,"::‘ | K Lo

TR i , 105
m“-‘UuSOCIOeconomIC characterxstxcs (1mp1y1ng IOWer,, 2,‘ n';..mfm
/?:uv ‘.“‘”lr‘llk\ - 4»-" ! /",“‘l l"‘ " o '-“V“ ‘
o opportun1ty costs of chxldhearlng w1th h1gher 1ncome) SR

i
i

have higher than average fert111ty f\ {ja‘dj;l AN
S ?‘ /”W.y'wsf'f' e ’ |
S 1 2 2 T StatlSthS for the Portuguese, Con 1tion1ng on

e
0 ' A e
| ! . o i Lot T . “

“h'Husband s Educatlon ETHw"f; p“ﬁg', Jx;&ld“d\,\_ L gkjf

. oo ‘ 3 - C o
. 1 o — T PR te ' i
DR N .

Table'5 1 Shows that the Portuguese are»not ""M{ ol

A R T

relat1vely hlgh educatlonal backgrounds. Among those who 37‘

4

have at least 14 years of schoollng, the Portuguese are.

underrepresented 1n manager1al work The w1ves have

11,‘.-

hxgher relatxve apcome than the Br}tish (relatlve 1ncome N

USlng Brltish as referencev1s ﬂ 0% Instead thelr‘“ TT“I*”’h

1\ | v

\;‘xml

:h relatxve 1ncome level 15551m11ar to the“Br1tlsh szen

)



B T N [ ]S

. S ! " . . a ) . C : . } o
. , .

1ncome but en)oy szgnxflcantly hxgher relat1ve 1ncome
. \ . , N

(relat1ve 1ncome u51ng Br1t1sh as references 15 . 21)

e f Nonetheless, th1s fact does not seem to encourage them L '

3 B
‘ \

‘ to have h1gh fert111ty Thelr famxly s1ze/1s sxmllar to v
b that of the Br1t1sh (famxly sxze 1s 2 3) "(“:‘ o : L
S L , ' " o '.'- "‘ e
' I IR AR !

\,

5.1 .2, 3 Concludlng Remarks ‘,q;.
,v The Portuguese~s soc1oeconom1c characterzstxcs do -
not suggest any 1mpact on the1r famlly sxze. What

o e

" remains to be ascertazned 1s to what extent
soczoeconomlc cond1t1ons affect the Portuguese fertlllty .

pattern and to what degree Cathollc subculture

contrlbutes to the1r ch1ldbear1ng behavrouﬁ. Vf_'“ -

: . : e e R v
- . . ’ , B e N PN i v, . . N hor,
'y ' A \ [ DR L : J i g :
\ o . - o . . . . . .
. , .

K S e . ' ' . ‘,"5/“.,. C l‘ : ‘A ] A .

5 2 Mu1t1var1ate Analyszs .¢ ’ ‘g“f/' ;U;f',fﬁf”h e
. v RN [ ‘.‘* ‘.‘. "
. Prellmznary 1nterpretat1on, uslng the t statlstlcs,.- ‘

}\"'{.‘ - e ! "‘v‘ '

suggested that the €h1nese soczoeconomzc characterlsltcs are '
L N .

.conszstent wlth Goldschelder and Uhlenberg y-3 argument for a

H}m1nor1ty group status effect.‘The ﬁ0951b111ty of the

l'

'flnsecur1ty efiect seems even more prom1nant among the
f'educated Ch1nese. The Portuguese are not a551m11ated to the.ﬁ .
rJ/ l‘ s ", ' - . ‘

'Wdomtnant soc1ety. waever, desp1te the contrast 1n the1r

'»soc1oeconom1c status w1th the Brxtlsh thelr fam11y s1ze 1s

- 3s1m11ar to that of the Br1t1sh ‘--,t'f‘ :f;

, In order to exp1a1n the fert1l1ty d1fferent1a1 among“"
@the Chlnese and the fertzlity pattern of the Portuguese .a o
ﬂfmultzvar1ate analy51s 1s executed 1n th:s sectxon. The |

advantage of analy51z1ng the data w1th a multzvarxate model o

'
!



.is that 1t allows us to 1ntroduce oontrols when testzng\
i ' : K
alternat1ve hypotheses. Let us fxrst 1nspect blvarxate

o

”‘correlatlons.‘,“ ‘.ﬂ,iﬂ-f‘f;fi pﬁ Sl T . | C
e oa i NY W K “w . L,‘."“ ' A: : ‘ ! } : . '

5.2.1" vaarlate Correlatxon of Fertxlxty w:th the’ Varxables

o f‘“‘ in: the Mult;varlate Model '}f “V;,ﬂrlk’

:

Append1x C ‘2, C. 3 and C 4 show theérgvarlate neJ’f:

1s for .the three"

“

groups. Generally speak1ng, the relationship between ;ff.waa 3f3h

'
'

correlatxon of the varlables 1n the mod

!
oy Y

Eert111ty and the ther\varlables 1n the models 1s szmllar,‘

| both,ln d1rect10n and magnltude, across the three ethnlc

,‘ ¢ ) .\-"-\A‘

‘,groups; The’ only exceptlon 1s the assocxatxon between o

r 3

relat1ve 1ncome u51ng Br:tlsh as. references and fertxllty A

‘among the Portuguese (- 075) The Portuguese have T

~.sxgn1f1cant1y hzgher avékage Teiat1ve 1ncome than the.'

v

'tﬁBrltISh (see Table 4, 1). But the1r h1gh relatlve ‘income v”whyAV

““,\ PO by - A . ‘, AR
“~seems to dlscourage the1r fert111ty. Such pattern of ‘ _‘{*'V‘ngu
i“ﬂ;zelatfonshlp can be a s1gn of m1nor1ty effects. The“ﬁf (“}' .
e R K A( . ! "..,“;
assoc1atxons among i;rt111ty and the other Var1ables 1n the
NI e \ ) v\'."...

L analys1s agree thh the. m1croeoonom1c framework of Eert111ty 'f:

A ana1y51s. , 'j;;ﬁfyfhﬂJ;?jchﬁ’,_ﬁif]\fj?]ﬁ.g' ‘{{37”¢V“

n

g;} Hu;band's 1ncome,ﬂboth potent1a1vand relat1ve,“f,.“

génerally sho's a posztxve relatlonsth’w1th famlly s1ze. “:35“

v.Theuwxie s 1ncome have a negat1ve effect on fertllfty.,The7



0 Gpiggg‘g;ni,ﬁ‘vwagvgn:;;w‘jln%_ R S R S S |
the workrng mothers. Belng a worker xn the managerxal

' . ]

' ~\category has a negatxve effect on fanﬁly sxze. The w1fe s

educatlonal level also affects negatlvely famxly size.

[ -

.3 It was mentloned prev1ously that mxddle class® couples
f: usually emphasxze the qualxty of chxldren and’hence develop
a l;festyle wh1ch is 1ncompatable thh hav1ng auiarge |

famxly The negatxve assoc1at1on between fertxlxty and
wlfe s eduCat1on as well as between managerral worker ano ‘
& fert111ty to a certaln extent support thls argument.‘ : ‘N

) » '
L v B "-."/ k ‘. . N . . ' . -

P 5 2 2 Test for the Two Versxons of Mlnorxty Status

Hypotheses L S - F";‘ -

’ . . .
.ot ’ o 0 »
L :

\“dh5;2;2;1 MinOrfty CrOUp Status?éffect70£ the Chinese

A m1nor1ty group status effect is’ evidenced among
S the Chmnese, but the result 1s dlfferent from our

‘Q‘f,ﬂnﬁ or1g1na1 predlct1on Table 5 4 shows the regresSion

¢

-‘,‘

ﬂgLTﬂiv\ model‘wlth ethn1c1ty coded as a, dummy varxable




“stat1stically 1n51gn1f1cant among the older couples.

,,'zero order correlatlon between Chxnese subculture and

109

!

impact ‘on family size (fable 5.4). When age at first

marriage of the wife was controlled, the sign of-the—

ethnicity term changed from‘negatiVe:to positiVeﬂ The

negatxve zero order correlatxon between ethn1c1ty and

fertxlxty is due to the fact that Chxnese marry at later

ages anf hence have smaller famxlxes-(Appendxx C.5).
Thus when age at first marriage is held constant,

,Chinese‘ethnicity shows a positive effect'on family

sxze..The unstandard1sed\regre551on coeff1c1ent of the
ethnxcxty term-was .17. On the average, the . Brltlsh g

famlly had 2. O (Y 1ntercept) chlldren while’ the Chinese

.famxly had 2.17 chxldren when: the other varxables were

"controlled in the equatlon.‘l{

We dlvxded the - sample into two groups the younger

cohort (age of wife smaller than 34 years) and the blder

ucohort (wife's age at 35 years and beyond) The ethnxc’

mazn effect is’ s1gn1£1cant in exp1a1n1ng the fam11y

: sizes oS the younger couples, but 1t appears to be

~

Chxnese ethn1c1ty shows a negatlve zero order
cdrrelat1on with fertxllty, but 1t shows a- posztxve:

effect on’ famxly s1ze in the regre551on models (Table‘

5.4)5° Agazn it was detected earl1er that age at’ flrst

H

.}marrlage of the wlfe was respons1ble for the negatzve

8]

’ o

| ?fert111ty. Ch1nese married at relatzvely 1ater ‘ages and

’ihence their ultxmate fam1ly 51ze 1s smaller on the ‘\\7-

/ o Lo 4 v .

! o b b



average. When the age)%actor was controlled, ChxneSe
subculture in fact f/verses in showxng a posxtxvewxmpact
on thexr fammly size. .
From the t-statistics (Table 5.1), welspeculated‘
that there'was‘middle~class etﬁnidity. In the l ‘
| multivariate analyéis we divided“the sample into two
groups, those having at 1east 14 years of ‘formal

education and those‘hav1ng 13 years of schooling at the

most .. The regression equatlons of these two groups are

' shown in Table 5.4. On the average, the'educated_Brxtlsh .

»

- and Chlneﬁggcouples have smaller’ famxly sizes. WhenAall '
the var1ab§£é are controlled the average number of
children of those having at least 14 years of‘schoollnb
.are 1.5 eqd 1;6»for thilBritish and Chiuese
resbectiVely. AS can be seen in ‘the table, Chinese
\ethnicity remaingnpositive‘in,determining fertillty.

In cohclusiou):the:minority insecurity'hypotﬁesis;
callgng for a negative effect of Chxnese ethnlc;ty on
fert111ty, was not- Supported by the multxvarlate models.
In fact Chinese subculture 1nduces a pos1t1ve ma1n
‘effect on ¢hildbearing. The p051t1ve subcultural effect
is also evidenced amorng the younger-couples. Even when
educational level‘of’thefhusbeho'is consideredj a
'poeitive,ethnic main effect wasffounq‘across the two

. groups (Table  5.4). | | |



"

5 2 2.2 Subcultural and Structural Effect for the

Portuguese ! 1_ ’ ‘ .

From the regresSion model of the Portugueée ‘a

mznorxty group status effect is detected Contrary to

i

'wour predxctlon mlnorxty status serves to dlscourage )

hav1ng large famllxes among the. Portuguese‘

‘ Table 5.5 shows the regre551on ‘model: wlth ethn1c1ty‘

coded as a dummy varxable (Portuguese~r Brxtxsh 0)

Husband 5 relatlve income is posxtlve 1n assoczatxon

N

uxth family s;zei while the wzﬁe s 1ncome and educatxonr
. as mell as the husband‘s occupation; have negative
effects on feri;ity. -
| The Portuguese ethnfc effect vas predicted-to be:
po51t1ve because of their presumed Cathollc pro- natal1st

subculture. The bxvarlate correlatlon between ethn1c1ty

(RN

-,

and fertllxty was positive (Appendxx C.6). However when
| “the othef vatiables,were controlled-in the reg:ession
models, bezng a Portuguese has a negatlve effect on
~actural family 51ze. The unstandardxsed regress1on :
'_coeff1c1ent‘1s - 12 thus on average, the Po;tuguese *
famlly 51ze would be‘ 12 chlldren less than the Br1tlsh
' (Table 5.5).. 7. o
| .wheniihe samole was?battitioned into tno age
cohofts?(Table 5\5f ‘the m1nor1ty 1nsecur1ty effect.'.
'among the Portugnese failed to_reach—statlstlcal |
(,signzfxcance. Eventhough the ethn1c1ty terms are shown
"to be negattye fo; bothﬂage'cohorts, the coeff1c1ents

v 1 - = ' ' .
. . \ o ) . . f
o N . )



. '
. * ' !
A

are not\Significantl we“diuided the sample based on a

further d1men51on. those havxng at least 14 years of

\

educatxon and thoée havxng 13 years of training at the'

pmaxxmum (Table 5 5) Generally, the educated couples -

C

have a smaller famlly sxze (1 6) whlle the. less S

i o

“educated couples have . larger féﬁllles (2 4 chxldren)

»

. [
v )
i '

‘The mxnorxty group status 1nsecur1t1es effect 1s

. \

51gn1f1cant among the educated Portuguese couples only

o~

ln conc1u51on the m1nor1ty 1nsecur1ty effect was

.

detected only among the total Portuguese sample. Bexng a

Portuguese has .an overall negatxve effect on family ‘

', i

Slze. However ‘when two broad age cohorts were

'inspected “the m1nor1ty 1nsecur1ty factor is not

. ¢Status Hypothe51s,g

the regre551on model 1nclud1ng the ethnic1ty term._

\ v

statlstlcally sxgnxflcant. When couples of two soc1al

‘,classes are studled the educated Portuguese exhxblt

sxgns of m1nor1ty status 1nsecur1ty T

A v - .H
.

s, 2. 2 3 Conclu51on for the Testlng of the M1n0r1ty

‘f We tested the mlnorlty group status hypothes1s w1th

a

’ Yo
Ch1nese subculture showed a 51gn1f1cant 1nfluence in
/ N

-

‘determ1n;ng thelf fert111ty But 1nstead of a’ pred1cted

negatlve effect Chlnese ethn1c1ty ;nfluenced the1r_

i

fert111ty 1n a posxt1ve way. For Portuguese, we

'or1g1nal;y predlcted an enhanclng effect on

'chxldbear1ng. Contrary to the’ pred1ctlon, Portuguese

ethn1c1ty subculture 1nfluenced thelr ch11dbear1ng 1n a



' negative way. Yet,rthe influence“wasfnotwdecisive'
[ vl .,‘

.because when we conditloned on w1fe s age, Portuguese

a0 PR

thnlcxty 1s 1nsxgn1f1cant for the two age groups , ';"‘w

5whereas Chxnese ethn1c1ty 1s only sxgn1f1cant for the

‘younger age group rwt g ‘j '; . . o R o

In thxs sectlon we test the mxnor1ty status

"

-We may 1n£er m1nor1ty effects fr' the ethnlc dummy

§

“fcoeff1c1ents. Ve, cons1der the conclusxons from thxs

e
[N |

. fsectxon as tentatlve because the test of hypotheses from
Ao §

. the dummy var1able regress1on 1s not comprehensave.

.

Fxrst m1nor1ty status effects nght also be manlfested

;through the Other varrables. As we have d1scussed 1n the

"
r ' IR

: . ,“,</'

' prev1ous chapters, ethn1c mxnorzties may exh1b1t a R
i A i

d1fferent pattern of 1ncome fert111ty relat1onsh1p (Bean

5 R

and w°od1.1974 Johnson and Lean, 1982) Second heh;f‘
. “Q | A‘ \': X ., .

dummy regre551on model falls to test the .

assam1lat10nlst character;stlcs hypothe51s and the

o

'mxnor1ty status effect simultanepUSly. In the lxght of
the posslbrllty of the m1nor1ty effect on the -
1ncome fert111ty relat1onsh1p, We w;ll now proceed w1th

a ser1es of regresslon models for the three groups

1

separately. The decomposxtmonal analys1s wh1ch we used

h

in sect1on 5. 3 is capable of handlxng the l1m1tat1on of :

-, f ‘

‘u51ng dummy var1ables. The' decomp051t1ona1 models are
“the f1nal test of the hypotheses for fert111ty*<w =

-dlfferentlals in the present 1nqu1ry.'The models test

Lo ,*,I
r - - to. ; . -~
. . o F . v PRI . ~
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‘3 wh1le 1t is 1n51gnxf1cant for Ch1nese and Portuguese}ﬂ

Wy

T e T L e
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the hypotheses sxmultaneously, takxng the account of all

a 'three possxble sources of the dlfferentxals, namely, Y
. 0 "t ot
ma1n ethn1c effects, assxm11at10n1st effects and socxal

‘psycholog;cal 1nsecur1ty (Detalls of the decomposxtlonal

5

v technxcal note in the Appendlx B)

. . . [
‘ Lo ‘»\',\ ' , oA %

5 2 3 Fxndxngs for" the chroeconomlc Framework of Feqﬁxlxty

examlned in the context of mlnorxty group status by means of

A

three separate regre551on equatxons. We try to observe the o

1nfluence of m1nor1ty group status on dlfferent patterns of

A

' relat1onsh1ps between income measures and fertxllty

N Results of the regre551ons are presented 1n Table 5.6.

N { v
The form‘of relat10nsh1p between 1ndependent and dependent
, . “ t \

i
- A

_model wxll be dxscussed in sectxon 5 3 and xn the :.fﬂ' '

3 In thlS section, the 1ncome fert;lxty relatlonshxp 1s»ﬂ

«

-

) B

var1ables seems to. follow the general pattern antxc:pated by

“

the ba51c tenets of the m1croeconom1¢ model of fert111ty

R
\'

[ 1

fam11y saze across the three groups. Relat1ve 1ncome 1s :

51gn1f1cantly re}ated to famlly s1ze for the Btltlsh and umveg

“

lt

e

shows a p051t1ve effect as well The f1nd1ngs from the

exper1ence as a, groupg However, the findzngs do not support

L ..“.

e .- ,,'__

Husband s. relatlve 1ncome has a poS1t1ve 1nfluence onnifj



thxs hypothesxs. For the Portuguese, husband's relatxve u‘iﬁgw“;ﬂ
1ncome was hypothes1zed to relatetto theLr fert111ty :; e h.(;lm"
‘signagloant and p051t1ve w$§ becaﬁse of‘thexr pro'natal1st pf‘:

e Catholxc subCultUre The regress1on COeff1c1ent ofwthe tblﬁt?eo !
Portuguese ‘a0 not bearlsupport for thxs 1nterpretatlon tn;ff*f o
that the effects are 1n51gh1f1cant Concern;ng ilfen&me.t fﬁnbfhf

o
potentlal 1ncome, sxmllar forms of the prev1ous relataonsh1p fﬂf‘;

i -emerge (Append1x c. 8" pbtent1a1 1ncome model)' Even though 55\ Qf
relatxve 1ncome and llfetxme potentlal 1ncome‘a:e dlfferent' n{fﬂ

‘concepts,‘the1r regre551on nodels ere qu1te 51m11arkas canv ‘{J&;ﬂ
be seen from the tables in the Append1ces (Appendt; x:ﬁ;;iﬁffﬁJg&Z
C 8 C 17) Slnce the results"of thenthree husband’s lnoome | Jf}ﬁ

' (telat1ve 1ntome us1ng own ethnic ggoups as Eéééreh¢§ﬂ| i :T}‘

‘,relatzve“income ‘using Brltxsh as refetences ené ootent}al ”V'¥@;g

'f1ncome) a;e 51m11ar,¢we.w1ll not dlscues them a;% !Out afﬁ'gfsfimi

s edvl‘sc‘:usmon will concentrate oﬁ the‘ models u51ng J’tl:xe”f'inst.' | :

Tverszon of relatxve-1noome,;n1[ "_fdwﬂw;*fﬁi: B ‘%ﬁl

. The pattern of relatlonshdp?among the dependent and the ';fﬁf

WA e h \l
'{A. IREEEY e

lqother structural var1ab1es follow our‘predlqtlo ”‘The**iyggf“




] 51gnxfxcantly a‘"*"“ A »7f i .{fi“ffnf
. \ ' N " e d, ' ' ' oo ‘. A 4,'/
We coﬁclude 1n thls sect1on that both potentlal and‘

h ‘- ww ' ‘f
‘x

C relatlve 1ncome 1nfluence reproductlve behav1our posxt;vely
3«1, The f1nd1ngs support the m1croeconom1c model of fertllxty.
“.‘ L ) . 3',\ - ‘I e ,! s ‘ '
' Chlnese“s 1ncome factor 1s orxgxnally pred;cted to have »

negat1ve 1mpact on fert111ty due to thelr soc1a1 ,\ﬁiﬂ

‘ ,;. Lot
: 8

'“‘x' \. ) ! , - . ‘ ol

ihf pSychologlcal insecurltyt'"hereas Portuguese 1ncome 15

hypothesxzed to relateiﬁh fertllxty posxtlvely becauSe of

thelr pro—natal1st subculture, The flndlngs do not

" .'\n..‘ . «

G corroborate our orzg1nal pred1ctxons. However‘ one should be

i "\‘

Q caut1ou5n1n draw1ng substanllve conclu51on from the presentt )
: t DA bR
- findlngs.,These regress1on models study the 1ncome fert111ty
g7 :

s 4'»
' v

relatxonshlp 1n a m1nor1ty context fall to test the ::T.._{ﬂ{h

!
'

hypothe51s 51multaneously From the deéompos;tlonal analys1s

v . .
' -

whlch we are go1ng to pursue 1n the later sectxonq we. wxll ‘hQ‘
be able to 1ncorporate the dom1nant group 1n the comparlson

".

fop the d1fferent4als.‘~
SW‘: ; Foa _¢“ .('hv‘wzmun R Y
" [ o [ ' . R . Ve -__‘ S




\ “1ndome. Hence, the current 1ncome of the older cohort

‘wlll be’ a,bettér proxy of potent1al leetlme 1ncome'
. The Portuguese Model ”' ,cg _‘w}’», ,'V ~: X

'p051t1ve and s1gn1f1cant effects on the yOung o

“Portuguese,s fert111ty (Table 5 7 and Appendlx C. 9)

. o
‘\ i o

\
b I 5] ey

r e PR . ’ L

. v v [N AR : e R ot
N fo » . A

g L C TR '

The hushand S r atlve and potent1a1 1ncome have

p K
\ ; . A\

" i
1

: namong the older Portuguese, the 1ncome factors have no

v,

signxfxcant 1mpacts on famxly 51ze. The w1fe s current

q . 1

'1n¢ome shows a sxgnrfzcant\effect for the younger

f

f:'COuples.. o SN L * ,
AR c J‘J R s
‘ The Chlnese Model o *,,}_:\ : .‘:.N'. -

- /,‘.»,_g- ‘/'.' , AT . : A e

Both relat1ve and potent1a1 1ncome are "ﬂ‘ e

ffertllxty for the two m1nor1ty groups. However, the

ismaller than that of the Brltlsh To estlmate the

’

m1ns1gn1f1cant 1n determ1n1ng Ch1nese famlly s1ze The'

gw1fe s educatzon 1s also 1n51gn1f1cant for the young

Chlnese couples (Table 5 7 and Append1x C 9)

The results from the regresslon coeff1c1ents seem

! il Y

.to corroborate the characteristxcs explanat1on of

.'%'lconstants of the equat1ons areé cons1stent w1th theﬁ)‘”

P _f e
m1nor1ty group status the515° The expected average};

\ R
‘.._. " W

"ffamlly sxzes of the Chdnese and the Portuguese are,,l

';m or1ty status on the fert111ty dxfferentlals,,we wrll

s *- S A
Tt st

'-separate effects of socxoeconomxc characterlstzcs andu-‘h

(Y}

A
woh
.

e e

'f.ut1lgze the decomp051tzona1 model 1n the next sectaon.f.fufl




-J“‘no maJor dev1at10n from the m1croeconom1c model 15 B

"p-mzddle'class m1nor1t1es.‘g,f

“‘f's1ze of. the Portuguese couples w1th the husband s wr

-Q}w1th husband s educatlon at 14ﬁyears_or—above. The‘;“‘gﬁ}a

"3found.tBoth the Br1t1sh and the- Chznese'equat1ons ‘ﬂ

'i;fconf1rm to the m1croeconom1c theory. The Ch1nese.{-:fni;j,¥

) !,s1ze than the Br1t1sh Nonetheless, the most deC151ve Qy

,.n "

But beﬁore we proceed w1th the decompos1tlonal anaLysxs,
A:,' N [T N

T we w1ll fxrst focUs on the regressxon model of

v ’ \\.‘ B i .
N

e 53 2. 3 2 Regression Model for the Mi dle Class M1nor1t1es

1,31} The sample was d1v1ded xnto two«groups on’ the bas1s
of the husband 'S’ educatlonal level.\The husband sf' :\’ﬂq

' \
“ b
\l I‘I . S

educatxonal level ;s to a certaln extent a reflection of‘

', ‘, '
\

the soc1al class to whlch the couples belong ’The sample

v [P o

'educatlonkof 14 years ,or, above was too small (N 27) o,jﬁpﬁ
. " l‘ “'_'. ) 1

prov1de a mean1ngfu1 analys1s. Hence, the Portuguese of

b}
]

14 years educat1on was eXOluded for the analysxs',

'(Append1x C 10 presents the potent1al 1ncome model of "

o
) ¢

\

the Ch1nese. Appendlx C 1T shows the regre551on f}*?

equat1ons of the POrtuguese) ﬂg . . o ,.*"”: Ztﬁ'f'f{

Table 5 8 shows the regresszon model of the couples'ﬁf

"

R

51mpact of the varlables on completed famzly Slze 1sf}~h5?7ﬂ

L

»rather small Concernlng the form of the relatlonshlp,

\v.

oy
. . S Joe

”relatlve 1ncome has a greater effect on thexr fam11yj

factors affectzng the fam1ly s1ze are the w1fe s age a"
her age at fzrst marrlage. The other soc1oeconom1cf49

factors show relatavely small 1mpacts on‘fert111ty;f-?ﬁé




.

[

‘,\‘

e A o TR ST T

*fuﬂ*ﬁy In the subsequentwanalysxs,‘we further dxv1ded the

K fam11y s1ze.»Thus result suggests m1nor1ty 1nsecurxty.

«
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l\mlddle*class Chxnese 1nto two grOups based on the w1fe s,

o 't. ” \ , _v/|['

O \ ‘,,;\)‘ . vt '-' L .

educatxon at 14 years or above }and the wxfe s'age at 34
N ,' ‘:,""w, " N N v “

gThe second group conslsts of the couples w1th

) “\‘..\ "‘\ \l \“‘. ; ‘.\ M \

husband s eduéat1on at 14 years or above,«and the wrfe s

i 't
., ,.\‘ . 1\,‘1"\\ o Lot ‘\‘.ky‘/, .’,‘I ) (

'“5 2 3~3 Couples wath theNHusband‘s Edudat1on at 14 Years

o H A ‘.\ \ v
H ‘\-, n . N ,

:'or Above aﬁd the Wife s Age at 34 Years or\Below

A i'-; : N ,,, . 2

D

Contrary to what we have found‘thus far, thehr3x%

~A N 0 L R o
Chlnese relatxve 1ncome shows a negat1ve 1mpact on the1r
{ N, ' | A ‘ N -

f
.X".|¢ “ ,' . I / PR 'I‘

'

Yet the coeff1c1ent‘1s stat1‘t ESTiy insignlflcantp.” TR

4
5

Anotherﬂpxece of evgdence for the mlnorzty 1nsecur1ty

) N PN il Yy )' [
\hypothesis 15 the small amerage‘famrly, as reflected 1n
[ , W R ” f, , ‘,,_.‘v\ ’ .
”the 1ntercepts,,among these Chlnese coqples (Table 5 B)




S (2. 3 5 Regrts31on Model of the Couples w1th Husband'
*fffp- Educatlon Level of 13 Years or Below 'Pﬂu \'f"hul'»f
L ”’7'n In the present analy51s awe concentrate on the

LI . y . . . . 1
e ,
' - \ \ -\f

couples thh husbands havzng at the most 13 xears of

schoollng The majorzty of the Portuguese are 1n thxs

/: . A Lt

o g category (N—265) " }::V f‘f f‘}'“‘;*ﬂ}‘f th“'u»‘--‘ﬁ
S e AN ’

Co The soc1oeconomlo characterxstlcs show no -_y“”ﬁﬁ
2'51gn1f1Cant 1mpact on the Portuguese couples as a whole
‘(Table 5. 9) Only the age factors are statxstlcally

X R
rw

s1gn;f1cant 1n determlnlng fam11y s1ze. For the younger;'

N -

Portuguese couples,‘ln addlton to the twohage factors,..ﬂf

5
[ el - 4

‘j cﬁ% w1fe s current 1ncome 1s also statlst1cally

. N ' K . v .
! Lo . . , N . ~

51gn1f1cant Relat1ve 1ncome has -a. p051t1ve 1nfluenoe;on‘>f

'”Hf;l"’famlly s;ze. It 1s 1nterest1ng to nOte that the constantﬂf

;of the Portuguese equatxon 1s a llttle greater than that L

Q”of the BrltISh.:On the average, the Portuguese young

14 AR

Wiffpﬁﬁﬁcouples-haVe v1rtually a sxmxlar ﬁamrly 51ze than the

f‘%{:Br1t1sh Qontrary to the younger Portuguese, the older

Portuguese couples show a‘negatxve assocxatlon between E

N '

relat1ve 1ncomexand fert111ty. The1r average famxly s1ze}¢

; Y

. "
“. " N VL . [ \

vp~1s smaller than the Britzsh.&anterceptsl




‘.,o
) ‘)

NN f,.'g“‘“ y;;g.,."g‘ L “'Ayﬂ
"socioeconomlc character;stlcs, namely\the relatxve

il . S

1ncome and the wxfe s xncome, proved to be 1mportant for
”,the younger couples.,Interestlngly enough the Ch1nese s

1ncome has greater effects on’ fertllxty than the

i Brltlsh But the average famlly size of\ the Ch1nese 1s -

Ll
1

'y‘con51derab1y smaller than that of the Br1tlsh Among the‘qn

E older Chxnese couples, the husband s 1ncome shows a

1 f 3 Al

“negat1ve and yet 1n51gn1f1cant 1nfluence on fertllxty

-
. v

\wahe1r average fam1ly 51ze is’ agaln less than the
: -t .

'
LI

oy Voo

‘Brxtlsh's (The potentxal 1ncome models are presented 1n ;\

LY . L
' N ‘.
Sao

'bAppend1x C 12 and C 13)
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‘?;5 2 3 6 Concludzng Remarks for the Multlvarlate Analy31s

In thxs sectgpn,‘we tested the hypotheses by means

Fali . '
. of the multlvarlate ana1y51s. We tested the mJ.VT_Wfo‘Q'

, Ty

' ,‘*a351milatlonlst and the two” vers1ons of the m1nor1ty jﬂ(ﬁf'

~‘m@group status hypothes1s in, two stages. Fzrst of all ;??v

3 ", e P

‘Lstudled the regress1on model w1th ethn1c1ty as dummy “bfﬂ

K r . Yo ,n,'

'fvarlable. The number of chxldren born to the ﬂlfe Was

', regressed on the var1ous 1ndependent var1ab1es and on

the dummy var1ab1e represent1ng membershlp 1n each ?g”;f'?}f

o

Lt

3

'”*‘Portuguese. SUbsequently’”’

J*fsubgroups based on
feduoat1ona1 level The ethnxc membersh1p term had a

‘lgslgn1£1cant,1mpact on; the younger Ch1nese couples. When f”;

’the husband s educatzonal level was conszdered Ch1nese
v‘ v ; \\y.‘;ri
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‘

o

1 subculture effect was 1nferred‘among the Ch1nese The

'\ s .

et R . . '
[ . , . . . I T

e g Lo b Lo L
\ . T’I‘ - f o . U
s - O . R oo >

.‘ethn1c1ty exh1b1ted posztxve and sxgnlfxcant 1nf1uence-
' M !
on reproduct1ve behavxour. Concern1ng the Portuguese,‘f

e

o addltlonal part1t10n1ng of the‘sample dxd not enhance

further our’ understandlng of thelr fert;lxty behavxour.

Our tentat1ve conclUs1on from the dummy varxable

;o i
Ve

'

regressxon model suggested support for the mnnorxty

group status hypothe51s. Both the Chxnese and the

Portuguese ethn1c1ty have 1ndependent effects on

v
Al

fertxlxty. ; t;‘contrary to our origxnal predxctxon a

mlnorlty 1nsecur1ty effect was evxdenced not for the
. Kl - ‘ N .
Chlnese but for the Portuguese.‘A pro natalxst

“ .
[

¥

, . o o
. ‘ L o
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‘e

regressxon models suggest that ethnlcaty 1s responsxble

'

x1 xplalnxng fertxl1ty However, these models by no

x&
D
AN

S means exp1a1n the a551m11at10n15t hypothesxs of Tf 1fwu

" ¢
N i
N .
2
[
el o

fert1lity dlfferentials. Conclus1on for the ethnic

.\\\ .. AR

effects on the fertxllty of the two minorxty groups was,

V' \
taken w1th cautlon because the ethn1c effect of each

r . X

group 1s rather smalla Subseguently, we\proceeded to the

1

second stage of the 1nqu1ry. Famlly szze waS«regressed

"y

P

GWe looked at the mlcroeconomlc framework of

LI TN

h pothe51zed a negat1ve 1mpact and a pos1t1ve 1mpact of

..‘..»"\ v

‘.\" . “
A

.
)u

V'f,urestra1h the Ch1nese_to nave 1arge fam111es wh11e the

'
oy
'

- . .y
S S . %
A N K ;

Tree

T on the 1ndependent var1ables for»each group separately. 2

‘,O' "
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~pro-~natalist subculture encourages the Portuguese to opt
for larger famzlxes But the results were not as |
"iT predicted.’ Findings from the regre531on models for the_
e three‘separate groups generally supported the'ﬂ ~
"vmlcroeconomic model of fertlllty. Both relative and
potential income are‘positively related“to fertility~
across the three/groups. L | | R
e | Another interesting resulttWOrth noting is the
. effects of wxfe s income on fertllxty thle wxfe s
income generally shows consrstent and sxgn1f1cant
effects on fertility, the strengths of the effects uary,
across social status. Among theuless educated young
Chinese couples, wife’s income has a stronger . 1mpact on
fertxlxty (standardxsed coeff1c1ent is -.41) as opposed
to thexi older counterparts (standardlsed coeff1c1ent is
.05). (#ﬁ opposite pattern is shown among the educated
couples. The strength of w1fe s income is sxmxlar for
the older cohort and the younger cohorts. As wxfe s
‘income 1s a proxy for the‘opportunlty costs of .
ch1ldbear1ng, such results can 1mply that opportunlty
costs wvary among dxfferent soc1a1 strata and age
cohorts. | .'~.“?' a ‘4

—A'We argued in the preV1ous chapters that all the

, three sources, namely, the: Y Y

assxm11at10n1st character1st1cs hypothe51s, the m1nor1ty

status effect and the ethnlc main effect are conduc1ve

©

to the exlstence of fert1l1ty d1fferent1als. Oursfxnal

. I
- .

~
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test of these hypotheses of fertiiity diffefentials:lies‘
in the decompositional analysis which is aoie to assess
all these soutces for thé‘differentials and to estimete
the magnitpde‘of‘each component simultaneously.
5.3'becompositiooa1 Analysis of the Fertiiity ﬁ%fferent{ais
The results from the multxvar;ate analysxs were not
“unequlvocal because 1t fails to test the three explanatxons;‘
‘slmultane0psly and to incorporate the dominant-subordinate
groups in the comparison.-In this section, fhe regression
equatiqns~yere re-computed excluding the non-significant
- ' ™ oo ’
terms. To.ellow the comparison required by the

decompositional model, the same variables were deleted for

the British, which is the standard group.
) . ’

’ »
,

5;3.1 Chinese ' J

5.3.1.1 Overall éhiﬁese
From the eguation (Appendix C.18), we know that the
4_Chinesefsjéctua1 femilylsize is‘shaller than tﬁe
British's. The differende is 13 child per family. We

&

decomposed this dxfference into ‘four components (Table

v5.11),._-

,

Con51der1ng the m1nor1ty group status hypothes1s,.

we predxcted that the Ch1nese s fert111ty would have a

L

greater response to the 1ndependent variables because of _

their xnsecurlty feellng Hence, the varlable effects

(Component C).would be negat1ve. The results support our
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predict;on. Each individual variableﬁshows a greater
effect on.the Chinese's fertility than on the Britishfs,
and the value of QOmEonent C is negative..lt means that
the Chinese go through social psychological insecurity

and”any standardization between the Chinese and British
regre551on coeff1c1ents will serve to raise the"
fertlllty of the Chxnese But at“the present situation,

\

Chinese mlnorlty'status acts to discourage their

fertlllty

-
I

We hypothe51zed that Chxnese subculture was not
pro- natallst hence they would not have a larger famxly
than the Brxtxsh once the other variables are controlled
in the analysxsa Component A the 1ntercept dlfference,
would be posxtzve for the Chxnese. Thls second verszon
- of m1nor1ty status is supported The effect of m1nor1ty
status per se, 1ndependent of any assxmxlat1on and
1nteract1on effects, lowers the fertxllty of the Chlnese
by 1. 05 chlldren per. famlly The Ch1nese ethn1c effect
serves to lower their fert111ty. T

We‘exam1ned the ass;mllationist aréhnent of
fertility differentials: fhe assimilatiohist component“
was operatlonallsed by the effects of differences in the
average levels of the Andependent var1ables, The
component (B), ind1cates-that the'mxnorrty 15wnot.fhlly.b |
assxmllated along var1ables wh1ch affect fertlllty., o

terms of wzfe s income, Ch1nese are better off than

Br1tlsh 1f the Chinese v1vesvhave similar income leveis

A .
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\ . .
“

as the British they will consequently have iafgeb

famxlxes. Differences in educatxonal level between the

Y]

Chinese and the British wxves causé thexr fertxlxty

4 LINY

‘varxance by a small amount (~. 048) I€f: the Chxnese.wxves,

LAY

" have equal school:ng to the British, their family sizes

| -WIll decrease by .048 children. Of all the four

varlables that contrxbute to the dlfferentlals, the 5
age atvflrst!marrlage is the most 1mportant facnor :
Chxhese women marry at much later age than Brxtxsh So.
1f ChlneSe get marrled at 51m1lar age with Brxtxsh

thelr famlly sizes w1ll raise by 597 chxldren Overall
dxfferences 1n.average'levels actuall§ enhance Chinese

fertxllty by 281 of a: Chlld

The last component (D), is an: eSt1mate for

-4
Y

‘A negatzve value means that these unmeasured factors

serve to decrease the fert111ty of the m1npr1ty

From the decomposxt1on model the argument for

\ m1nor1ty 1nsecur1ty among the. Chlnese is supported

‘

"3
\

\MOreover, the 1ncomplete assxm1lat1on of the Chlnese, as

N

1nd1cated by the_means dxfferences component also.

kntr1butes to the d1f£erent1als. The 1nsecur1ty effect

unmeasured varxables responsxble for the dxfferentlals.,

\d the effects of- 1ndependent varlable are s1m11ar, in

magn1tude ‘but not ‘in 51gn. The Chlnese subculture’,lux'

LN -

'n(Component A) is mostly respons1ble for the d1fferences"

by approxlmately 4 times v1s a- v1s Components (B) and .

<y . . h
- - B . . - -

(C) “ - .\_ ‘ - . . . ., ] ‘ ' s

¥ . ‘ .

L

13
-
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1

Sﬁi;er Decompositional Model: for thefChinese

Conditioning on Wife's Age
‘We divided the Chinese sample into two cohorts
(Table 5. 10) Among the younger couples, only wife's o

1ncome and the two age factors were }néluent1al to

-

cohort. There 1s ev1dence of a m1nor1ty group status

. effect for” both the younger and the older cohort. The

*w-actual fert1l1ty is lower for the Ch1nese (. 09) The

, -

. ma1n ethnxc effect is 1. 81 for the younger cohort and

;, N i "

06 for the older cohort meanlng that Chlnese

Y

1 A
subculture serves to lower fertlllty There 1s also 8

"\

evxdence of m1n0r1ty 1nsecur1ty In Component C h.:

.vvar1ab1e effects are greater among the ChlneSe couples

5

suggestlng that bhe feel1ng of marglnal1ty affects

ot

HEE
S

' . L "

Chxnese fertxllty.k le;; o ;r; SRR ”' g ,‘ff} -

[P

Tﬁe means dlfferences component is: not equal to .-

Ly

N zero All 1nd1vgdual mean dlfferences were found to be

-

negatlve for the younger cohort. The Ch1nese w1ves have

)

greater 1ncome “than the Brltlsh vives, and such .
dxfference 1n 1ncome cause the Chlnese to restraln from

«

hav1ng largér famil1es The Ch1nese women on the whole

. “+ Voat

- marr1ed at later ages than the Br1tlsh and hence they

“!

had a shorter per1od of exposure to pregnancy, _*}J':

M4, '

‘ therefore, the Chlnese couples have smaller levels of

reproduct1on.lﬁ tfau

L. . -

L



younger Chlnese couples are affected to a greater degree

A

Gonsxderzng the magnltude of each component the

‘l
I B

by thelr m1nor1ty status. When age was not controlled

the magnltudes of the 1nsécur1ty effect and the means

,‘l

| d1fferences effect were samxlar. The degree of

"1

1nsecur1ty effect outwe1ghs that of the assxmxlatlonlst

‘factor for the\younger couples. However, ‘the magnltudes

o

-

of these two components are similar for the older

rncouples.,Nexther the mlnorxty 1nsecur1ty effects nor the

' assxm1lat1onlst effects has dxst1nct1ve 1nfluence on

thexr fert111ty dxfferentlals. The most 1mportant 1mpact

_on the fert111ty varxat1ons is the Ch1nese subculture.

B e I

‘There is a strong subculture effect among the Chlnése

cogples. The ma1n athn:c effect outwe1ghs the means,

o

dlfferences component by almost 8 t1mes, and the

-

g knsecurlty term by 5 t1mes ‘for ‘the younger cohort. The

7‘

. main ethn1c effect is also pronounced for the older
: couples. ‘The 'subcultural term is greater than the o\her

. two components, the ansecurlty term and the

ass1m;latlon15t component,uby_approx;mately;? timeg{

\modelhof tf_

*uleast 14 years of educatzon. o l ’uﬁ}ffé'Ff

T ! ' ‘."‘ "'.-..'-“..»\ .

5 3 I 3 Test‘of M1ddle Class Ethn1c1ty R “gfft vt

In‘ is. sect1on, we looked at the decomp051tlonal

Table 5. 12 shows the decompos1t10nal model of_%’&};f

couples with husbands hav1ng at least 14 years of fyg;;f’

educat;on Concern1ng the m1nor1ty group status

.

B ‘ N M . . . X . .
N . . N ot ’128 '
- At e . ' .

Ch1nese couples w1th the husbands hfv1ng at ¢

4



. 1

1

o
P

i,
i

hypothesxs,'the main ethnlc effect from th1s model 1sf;pff”

(N

. o , ' , o K , . N LN

97 and the 1nsecum1ty component is. - 27; We accept the g

[

hypothe51s that m1nor1ty group status effects contrlbutei'f

to Ch1nese fertxlxty. Thls group of Chlnese couples 1s

better off 1n terms of wlfe s 1ncomehlthe husband s

g !

re}at1ve 1ncome (though only a very lzttle dmfference)

and the wzfe s educatxonal level Thé ass1m1latlonzst

Ad ) ‘ |. .
5 P > Al

' -component 1s '44 The soc1oeconom1c characterlstzcs of o

.
1,
P

) J

these relatlvely educated Ch:nese couples are” ; :an~”

R ', ' . Yy v b

szgnxfzcant 1n determ1n1ng thelr reproductlve behav1our._‘

[

o - As a consequence of h1gh soc1oeconom1c status and

« i

the- mznor1ty effect these Ch1nese couples have lower

~actua1 famzly sxzes than the Br1t1sh couples. Average

?“,1nsecurfty terms by approxlmately 2 txmes and 3 5 tlmes o

fam1ly s12e of these Chlnese couples is 1 55 vh11e the;

Brztxsh have 1. 86 chlldren per famlly ‘;ﬁ : TJ'J

The maln ethnlc effect ( 97) is the most 1mportant
o o }
component in caus1ng fam1ly 51ze dlfferentlals. Th1s

.

h‘component is: greater than the ass1m11at10n1st and the

Sy H

-
“

“?respect1ve1y. The asszm11at1onlst component outwe1ghs \,‘7

"‘.'

the varlable effects by about 1. 6 t1mes. ,”;“;'gfﬂvp,f“
Contrary to the prevzous decomposit1on models of

athe Chlnese, soc1oeconom1c status, 1nstead of soc1a1

‘v-educated.couples (Table 5 1) we speculated that there

'ﬂ'” - '
. . . LI

L



e (l ,' ",‘I M N ‘) v‘l"“ L ‘I‘
“’was ev1dence of mxddle*class ethn1c1ty. Yet 'the L
S ) L ) o :
dlfferences in: means are not accurate enough to’ 1n£er.

’

the argument for m1ddle class ethn1c1ty We went on to

. I Lo ) \ ‘

regress fertlllty on the 1ndependent varlables and we
hypothesxzed that the husband s relatxve 1ncome would

relate to fam1ly s1ze negatlvely 1f there wasi

Y mxddle class ethn1c1ty Contrary to thls pred1ct1on

husband s relatxve 1ncome sxgnlfxcantly encourage he’

‘

Ch1nese s fert111ty (Table 5 8). The coeff1c1ent of the

"o

Chznese relat1ve 1ncome outwelghed that of the Brxtxsh

b/‘

',by 03 un1t (Table 5 8). From thelregress1on'mode1' we' ‘

t,

rejected the hypothe31s of m1nor1ty status effect Nowm

'the decomp051t1onal model conflrms ‘our concluszon’ Even“
though there was evxdence of a m1nor1ty effect the
,soczoeconom1c characterlstlcs appear to be. more

oy - “ .‘I

1mportant in expla1n1ng the fer lxty d1fferent1als.,,‘

J B

o,

We proceeded to d1v1de th1s group of Chlnese into‘wgh

A r

“two age cohorts (see Table 5 L2) Generally, the ma1n ffﬁ‘ﬁ'

o N

ethnlc effect 1s strong for the ‘two. cohorts. Ch1nese ;E'“f
{1~ethn1c effects are cons1stent to be the most cruc1al DT

'5::factor that determlne the dlfferentgals..Belng Ch1nese
ﬂ'lwlll have smaller famllY '_;"’vf}vf:'*‘?“~#$‘3' |

Interest1ngly enough the 1mportance of Components

‘ L(B) and (C) vary between the two cohorts. In the younger;i

S FN J'.'._. oy
T
.

“¥~cohort model the 1nsecur1ty component 1s more 1mportant4. i

PR . Tl

'“1n;determ1n1ng fert111ty dxﬁferentlals than the
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o
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N
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1nsecur1ty and that affects thelr fertlblty pattern.”
. . (

Mlddle class ethnlczty 1s ev1denced among young Chlnese

coup&es_‘Thxs is 1n agreement thh the regressxon model

[N

cint Table 5. 8. The coeff1c1ent of the Ch1nese s relatlve

» ! I

1ncome is negatzve, meanzng that vhe hlgher‘the

husband's relat1ve 1ncome‘ the less llkely that‘these

Ch1nese couples have large famllles._%‘\ 5 R“ ‘

[

Con51det1ng the older age cohort,,the socxoeconomlc

'
' 3

U characterlst1c are more 1mportant 1n cau51ng the o

fertlllty dxfferentlals.,The means dlfferences component

.. .

outwexghs the m1nor1ty status component by about 2 f,n"
tlmes.‘The effect for’ mlddle class ethn1c1ty was not

dec151ve among the older Ch1nese Agaln thé]

o

correspond1ng regress1on model 1n Table 5 8 agrees Wlth_gﬁy?

th1s conclus1on. Relatlve 1ncome relates to fam;ly s1ze :

pos1t1ve1y among the Chanese couples, and the strength

i ‘.-- v

_" n’ 5

hypothe51s 1s conflrmed by the young Chlnese couples.

M1nor1ty 1nsecur1ty affects the1r fert111ty¢ The

L

Ch1nese couples.-ﬁﬁ:

”

~§ of the qoeff1c1ent outwelghs the Br1t1sh "?f “‘ffp‘,w=L"”

We concluded that the mlddle class ethn1c1ty '5/'\

'**ﬂ551m11atxonlst hypothe51s 1s supported among the older “f



R N L v o
- In the overall sample, the’ wxfe 'S 1ncome, together

xw1th the two age factors are largely reSpons1ble for the .
fertlllty dlfferentlals.|51m11ar to our prev1ous “‘[

. f1nd1ngs, there is evxdende of a m1nor1ty status eftect' n

i 'R
4 . ’

.The main ethn1c component has a p051t1ve value, meanlng

. that Ch1nese subculture serves to produce a smaller

!

average fam1ly 51ze than the Br1tzsh The 1nsecur1ty

‘component (var1able effects) is negat1ve, meanlng that
the 1ndependent varxables have‘! stronger 1mpact 1n
;d;scouraglng the Chinese S fertxlxty than the Br1t1sh
,'The unmeasured var1ables serve to decrease the famlly
size of the Chlnese ln relatlon to Brltlsh (Table 5. 13)
Concern1ng the.magnltude of each component,'the;
opp051te pattern 1s found among thlS group of Ch1nese as.,u

COmpared with their relatlvely educated counterparts
Lot ‘ M

.. The later group shows support for the assxmllatlon1st

”fhypothe51s, wh1le'the former group suggested support for'

“;fthe m1nor1ty status thes1s. Among the relat1vely

TR

‘educated Chlnese,‘the magnltude of the means dlfferences

Rt

’vicomponent 1s greater than the 1nsecun1ty component.wr |

- .

”.jThelr soc1oecnnom1c character1st1cs play a strong part

fg;fln explalnlng the d1fferent1als. The oppos1te 15 true

,.‘

‘fﬁfamong the less educated couples 1n that the 1nsecur1ty

( \fcomponent 1s more 1mportant 1n determ1n1ng fert111ty
r{dlfferentials.‘lts magn1tude*outwe1ghs the means
fl'd1fferences term by almost 4 t1mes. It“seems from these

L,ffresults that the m1nor1ty ;nsecur1ty £ee11ng 1s more~ ;yf'“

[P
,.

ERET
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pronounced among the less educated Ch1nese.

i "'
)
K

‘”7 We d1v1ded thxs group of Ch1nese 1nto two cohorts &
(Table 5.4 13) The main ethn1c effects ‘are strong for SRR

both the young and older cohorts, 2 26 and 3 33

P
N

':espectxvely The Chxnese subculture was’ hypothes1zed tol

have’ lower fert111ty than the Br1t1sh Both the )

: ass1m11at1onlst and m1nor1q¥'1nsecur1ty theses are

\

' ' "
INETER X
N \ . (S .

supported jrﬂ_ v ~.‘ = CoeL S y;

i
f ' N,
v n A

Among the educated couples (husbands hav1ng at
least 14 years of schoolzng) ve f1nd that m1norrty

1nsecur1ty is more 1mportant among the younger couples

Kid

wh11e soc1oeconom1c sfafus a screpanc1es are more

31gn1f1cant among the older couples. Such pattern is, not

' found among ‘the less educated Chlnese. M1nor1ty - o

—a—

1nsecur1ty 1s ev1denced to be’ 1mportant for both age

.
!

cohorts. The 1nsecur1ty component was greater than the

soc1oeconom1c component by 4 t1mes for the older cohort

v\v"..‘x',\’ n‘
- e . \ '

and almost 9 times for the younger cohort.‘f

- o b e

Contrary to Re1tz s (1980) argument ‘for *x~1 3gw

mlddle class ethn1c1ty, our“data shows that m1nor1ty o

effect 1s not only conf1ned to the m1dﬁle class, s the e

les§ éducated Ch1nese cons1stently experlence m1nor1ty fﬁ




&

ﬁsoc1oeconom1c characterlstlcs d1d not have a 51gn1f1cant i] i
wnlmpact on the Portuguese fert1l1ty. Contrary to our |

ffhypothes1s, it was not thelr soc1oeconom1c aspect that ”ﬂff“

mxnorxty status. Hence, the mxnorlty status effect is

£
.
v ,.

supposed ‘to contrxbute s1gn1f1cantly to thexr

‘;f'reproductxve behav1our (Lopez and Sabagh 1978) Thes

effect bf m1nor1ty 1nsecur1ty is even more promlnent for o

t i,

‘.' e

s the,younger couples. S1m11ar to the educated young
Chxnese, the less educated young couples also experxence,

a’ certaxn degree of 1nsecur1ty whlch contrxbutes ‘ -
s1gn1f1cantly to thelr fert1l1ty d1fferent1al ,'h

4
[

- l‘In sum the analysxs shows that a mznorxty status

effect 1s responsmble 1n accountxng for the fertllxty

|‘ Vo

M{‘ dlfferentlals among the less educated Chxnese, for both

)
‘ 1

age groups. The magnltude of the 1nsecur1ty component 15'

more promlnent for younger couples. Generally, m1nor1ty

'ﬂif; 1nsecur1ty affects the reproductlve behavxour of younger

A\
[

'1h h1nese, regardless of their educatxonal level

4..
[

N . . i 1

5. 3 2 Portuguese S - '7‘¢/m : ‘\«J‘Lfbh ‘ﬂ*‘ «g{ufwh

‘Wv;-

Fnom the regre551on equat1ons, we cdncluded that the
>

oH ¢

caused the Portuguese to have hlgher fertlllty. In fact thy ‘

N “ i3

regre551on equatlons showei that the average famxry 31ze oi

the‘Portuguese was smalle \than the Br1t1sh when the other

o "
K
‘, [ ot

var1ables were controlled We concluded from the prev1ous
f1nd1ngs that 1nstead of the ass1m11ation1st hypotheszs the

m1nor1ty group status effect 1s respon51b1é forgthe1r



fertxllty dxfferent1al. In thxs sectlon,‘we use the . 1?\[ ‘f"

‘ regressxon decomposxtxonal model to est1mate the magnltude - ‘

. |
!, Vot . e

of each component assxmllatxon, 1nsecur1t1es andnethn1cw .

L [N f i

‘:‘ effects‘(Table‘5.14)u hw‘ﬁ R RN

s, 3 2. 1 Overalx Portuguese' : tﬂ7,  ;”{' L

Table 5. 14 shows the decomposxtlonal model of the

Portuguese fertllxty The components generally are 1n

ﬂdlsagreement thh our or1glnal hypotheses, and are
\

'consistent w1th the fxndlngs obtalned earlier from the‘Q‘

\ régressxon models (Table 5. 9) “}‘ f -‘?i"‘ﬂ S

Consxder1ng the ma1n ethnxc effect,'we predlcted
EN
‘that the Portuguese subCulture serves to razse the1r

h,fertlilﬁ"“beeause they a mostly Cathollcs. Th1s J'f\fyv

\shown ‘to be pos1t1ve‘ In fact the results

Bt S

"showed that“ln relatlon to the Br1t1sh the Portuguese

I

,‘rhsubculture aotually dlscourages hlgh fert111ty‘rwe fﬂffﬁlt

R4 . s

"n:therefore rejeét the hypothesxs concern1ng the S &nf

h

, "p;o natalast 1nfluence of the Po:tuguese subculture.,w k;z-

Accorwznqiy, the'effect‘of'Conponent (B) 1s quxte small} 8

o

"9

( 03).‘There 1s not much 1fferences“in’term§;of w1vesf



x”the tﬁo decomp051tlonal models (Table 5 11 and Table }

g
. '
\ Vo o f
&

‘var1ables,ﬂthe Portuguese couplés are sxmxlar to the

standard group We orxginally belxeved that the Chlnese .

A

‘ffwere more assxmxlated than the Portuguese and hence the

A R

‘ value”of thxs component would be smaller for the Chxnesel”

than, for the PortugueSe. It would be dxfflcult to

¢ ; '

'wevaluate thlS p01nt from our present f1nd1ngs because

1]

“5 14) . are actually 1ncomparable because they do not o

s

conta1n the same varxables 1It was only reasonable to

f .

compare the magnltude of each component wlthln the

}‘model Nonetheless vaccordxng to the result, there is

_some ev1dence of ass1m11at1on15t efﬁects. But the

magnltude of its. 1mpacts 1s~very Small. o R
. ot o .

',\ \Agaln any conclusxon for the testlng of the Sy

‘f,mznorlty 1nsecur1ty hypotheSrs has to be taken w1th

. ~

,”caut1on because there are’ only two age varrables in. the

I
AA \\

“Wdecomp651t1onal model .The vaer o£ th1s com nent 1s

v

ot \‘.—\ )

the‘Portuguese cougles are less llkely to exper1ence

) N I
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~

~play.anwimp0rtant partiin.discourag%ﬁg their fertility,

A : R . .

as the sign of this term is negative. Our study could
cwe , ,

not control for the effect of Portuguese migration'on

fert111ty Temporary famlly disruptlon 1s common among

* the Canadzan Portuguese because in ‘the early stage of

their immigration to Canada it is mostly the husbands

~ who come fxrst and are jOlned by thexr wxves later. Thls,,

temporary,separatxon between husbands and w1ves‘can have
nebatlve effects on their completed fert111ty Moreover,

N :
it is not poss1ble to determine whether the Portuguese s

fertility occurred prior or after mlgrat1on to Canada.

Cverall predicted family size is greater for the

‘Portuguese. On the average the Portuguese have .17 more
chxldren pér famhly than the Brltlsh Nonetheless, the

"differential 1s small to conclude that the Portuguese

have a substantially larger family size.

{5 3.2.2 Models for the Two Portuguese Age Cohorts

We dxv1ded the Por%?guese sample int two age

cohorts. The decomposed results are slxghtly dlfferent

_.for ‘the two ‘age cohorts (Table 5. 14)

" Predxcted fam11y 51ze of both age cohorts are

larger for-the Portuguese than the British. However ‘the

amount of difference: between ‘the majorlty group: and the'

. mxnor1ty is small

The*ethnic main effect serves to discourage the

._

.fe;tlllty of younger Portuguese but enhances it among

- the older Portuguese Among the young, thelr ethnlc

©3
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subculture acts to decrease their family size, once. other

: varxables are controlled Among the older Portuguese

A

»

however, thexr subculture 1ncreases famxly sxze even

when other varxables are controlled seems thac'
I ' '
younger Portuguese conscxously restrict their.fertility.

We predicted previously that Portuguese ethnxc effects

act to encourage fertxllty because of their pro natalist

subculture. The older cohort supports thxs predxctxon.

fHowever we cannot find the 51mxlar ethnrc effects from'

" the’ younger cohort

1

The means dlfferences component (B). of the younger

r 2 " -

’ cohortmls‘negatxve 1mply1ng that these Portuguese are

not doing as well as the Brltlsh soc1oeconom1cally

"

Assxmllatlon along these varxables will decrease the

" Portuguése fertrllty-by .048 of a chlld. However,‘only

relative income andlage*at"flrst marriage behave as

predlcted and the effects of thxs component are rather

”small The data faxl to provzde unequ1vocal support for

0
the a551m11at10n15t hypothesis for the d1fferent1als.

‘|The older cohort has a p051t1ve value 1n component (B)

“

mean1ng asszmllatlon along the two age—Var1ables w1ll

serve‘to‘raise,their'ﬁertilitypby ;187gof‘atchild. This

[}

-cohort of Pbrtuguese generalﬂy marry at later»age and =

»

"are slightly older'than the British. Concerning‘the.

magnitude of this component, the'differences in means
only dontributé a”smallcamount to the fertllity variance

among the young couples whereas it explalns mostly the

. ' —
o
“



differentials for the older couples;i"‘ K

* ' -

The mxnorxty 1nsecur1ty effect explalns a
' substant1al part in the fertlllty dlfferentlals of the.h
younger couples. M1nor1ty status, 1nd%pendent of thel
composxtxonal differences (Component B) has an effect on'

the Portuguese fertxllty Soctial psychological

1nsecur1ty dxscourages thexr reproductlve behavxour. We -
“therefore re)ect the predxctzon that the varxables
' effect*serves-to encourage Portuguese'fertxllty.

fHoneyer,'the'minority insecurity effect is smallfamong, o
| the older couples, thus the f1nd1ng among 01der couples -
"1s 1n agreement w1th our argument that . the Portuguese

,‘experlence relatxvely llttle insecurity, w1th respect to.

lchlldbearlng The flndxngs from component (C)

"

corresponds tod the resul'ts from component (A), the ma;n

'
.

ethnxc effect

N -

The unmeasured varxables dlscourage the fert111ty

J of the young couples but enhances chxldbearxng of older:'

LN y "

couples, who generally tend to have larger famllles than

L . \ oo : 4 T - .
. ' . BT

the younger Portuguese. et "'~ L”‘.' C .

L]
¢

In sum, part;tlonlng the Portuguese sample 1nto two

DR S

y

age cohorts enhanced our understandzng of the1r f.;.~_ o

PR

'reproduct1ve behav1our. Generally younger couples,

’y : .
i . 4

restrict the1r fam1ly ‘size. M1nor1ty 1nsecur1ty B L

e e

contrlbutes thexr dlfferentlals in, fert111ty These
A VA ‘ :
‘young Portuguese do not possess pro-natal1st subculture.'f

f\\&he:ethnzc main effeets_serve to d;scourage<fert111ty.‘

o . o, I
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5.4 Generational Differences in Minorfff Status Effect
.Our last section deéis'with generational differences in’
.minority status effect. U foftunafély, ohr present data do

not have a 51zable populat on of Canadxan born m1nor1t1es.

'As Table 5 15 shows there are only 8 Chlnese who are’

Canadian borm. T—statlstlcs of the study varlables between"

these Canadlan born Chinese ‘are similar to the fo:exgn born

Ch1nese and.the British. The sample of the second generatxon‘
-minorifie$ is therefore ;oo\smalllto make]éﬁ?‘meaningful

e i . . ' s L Y

~_ analysis.' o A
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SRR VI Chapter 6 4“‘”: A

\" . ! ‘ ' ," ' ’: - ' ‘ " "‘ ) ‘\ ‘ ' = ' “‘ "v . . y "“ ‘

\ e Gonclusxon L: Co L g

“ - v v vt to ! ' ,‘ 0 , |‘<
The prxmary purpose of thxs research has been to .

advance our understandlng of the mlcroeconom1c framework of '

Wtte o e,
) )

fert111ty 1n a m1nor1ty status context and to test the.f{‘f’

T assxmllatlonlst character1st1cs hypothesxs and the mlnorlty

i

“status effect We concentrated on two spec1f1c ethnxc "2ﬂf
m1nor1t1es 1n Canada,jnamely, the Ch1nese and the L
i, Y . ’ I
: Portuguese. o 7,‘-‘}5 s i o f~ - |

.\We chose the Chznese and Portuguese.because they are.”

m1nor1t1es in. Canada. Thelr cultural and socabeconomxc t”;f“:
" characterlstlcs seem to agree with Goldschezder aJd
. aQ [ .

““Uhledberg s (1969) the51s of\mlnorxty statust M1nor1ty

marg1na11ty qas hypothesized to 1nf1uence the Ch1nese

fert111ty whlle pro natal1st subculture was predxcted to

\ l‘.‘,

p affect the Portuguese 'S reproductlop szferent statlstxcal

Y s
H

A procedures were executed to test the hypothesesuiYet the
, focus was' on the decompos1t1onal analys1s thch allows~"\T‘J

K

va11dat1on of the three sources of fert111ty dlfferentxals

T 51mu1taneously., Lifwfy‘ff¥¢ yj*; HTa~T‘“ﬂ'““‘5LVh‘” ' jﬂ
= N e T T e e e
3 . . vv ’ .'.‘\“ i ‘: ‘ "3 -' v ; , ’ . N . N '! ,.3 . -_.“ RN '-‘, . I.,..,.‘r ‘.'Q:‘ . v B ‘ 'Z\" .. ‘ ‘ -;
) "‘ . ‘, oo "("' :" ' ;-’g\ ." ERn : e o , CR ‘:."“_" o ) ": e
- 6 T Summary and BrsCussxon fd{”:‘,; .%]j_iﬁﬂgﬂ:{fﬁ]w x”;,f°\‘
) " Lo f.. ) ” : ,“vi‘v: KT,

Wxth respect to the m1croeconom1c model of fertxllty,x,-

the two m1nor1ty groups showed pos1t1ve and 1n51gn1f1cant
. L " \
fert11rty 1ncome relat1onsh1p. When the sample~was davided

: 1nto two age groups younger Portuguese demonstrated a- .ﬁr
«'-.r E
pos1t1ve 1ncome fert1l1ty relat1onsh1p. Income~ﬁett111ty _
: . S A e X B
} L l ’ 156 , : g



‘al may experxence the greatest degree of dzscrlmlnatzonu Ethnic.;a

W
a4

)

' 1

relat1onsh1p of. the educated older Chxnese followed the ‘|f‘ ;b“\
expected patterns based on the m1croeconom1c framework ) f}‘

Husband s 1ncome shows a negatlve but 1n51gn1f1cant 1mpact f@~'

n Coin -

on tne educated younger Chlnese. An oppos1te pattern of

xnoome fertxlity relatxonsh1p,1s found among the less
educated Ch1nese.'1ncome has a p051t1ve effect on thn famlly‘ff

[
4

' J'A

size of the younger couples but shows a negat1ve o w{‘ﬂﬁ

1nsxgn1f1cant 1mpact Qn the fertlllty of the’ older couples.vtp

W1fe s 1ncome generallyahas a negatzve 1mpact on the fﬂ;f;{*gp‘

fert1l1ty of Ch1nese and younger Portuguese._' ,;';lbﬁi,:ﬁ

Ny B -

Divxdxng the’ Chxnese Sample 1nto two groups based on

husband s educatlonal level enbances,our understandlng of

T

the m1croeconom1c framework 1n a m1nor1ty status context..’f7
) =y N W *

. Prblonged school1ng defers the chlldbearlng act1v1t1es of o

the educated couples. Less educated Ch1nese tend to bear -

B

more children ‘at a relatlvely y0unger age. These couples

¢

N

marr1ed earller and the opportun1ty costs of ch1ldbearxng jf

" "/' -‘. .

are 11ke1y to be less than the1r educated counterparts (Beang‘

\

and Swlcegood 1985)3 The regressaon coeff1c1ent of

S . . .
g s v

husband‘s relat1ve 1ncome 1s posut1ve among these less,:"*"
educated young couples. However, these are the couples who

5,

segregatlon 1n the workplace 1ntens1£1es ethnlc ,“’ ?h gef'

A

consc1ousness.AM1nbr1ty 1nsecur1t1es serve to dxscourage

. r --'.r o

thelr»fert1l1ty. Hence, husband's relat1ve 1ncome has a,

K ‘f

. negatxve effect on thEIt completed fam11y s;ze. The :“f_»'t?f

fert1l1ty pattern of the educéted couples shows an oppos1te.1f“fﬂ

» LT, e R S : : : L5

. B ) : . . [ L . 5 : )

. . 5 s e s A

Ve P VTN



L ‘.‘ : \ N \ . ' . t

p1cture. In thelr PJLLY stages ot fam1ly formatxon these'

y

X educated couples may restrlct thexl reproductxve behav1our o,

A1n order to. establlsh a de51red l1featyle. Hence, husband S

1ncome 15 negatlvely related .to. fert1]1ty But they are at a
. AN ~ ,‘xn
' better soc1oeconomic p051t10n wh1ch alLows them to' lxve -

[ Loy

m1ddle class llfestyleh Hence, completed fertlllty, ‘as

demonstrated by the older cohort rplates to 1ncome. e

l it q‘.

pos1t1vely In other words 1nsecur1ty var1es Py soc1al

N . ot »

status, 1n a manner such that a more favorable soc1oeconom1c .

pos1t1on eases 1nsecur1ty and a 1ess favorable condltlon

V ’

accentuates 1t (Bean and Wood 1974) Such patterns of

Y _1nsecur1ty effects can be 1nferred through the two age - (t)
S ,r“\ [ “ \ - !
cohorts whlch somewhat reflect d1fferent stageSwof the'"

. ’
[ . .
. , ' ’
A . 2 .

family llfe cycle.,{,pg ‘ R S

)ﬁ‘f Our f1nd1ngs suggest that the pr1nc1ples of the'

‘ mlcroeconomlc model of fertllxty may vary among ethnlc

E Mm1nor1t1es. In llght of the results; Tt is necessary to e
'. "' .’ o . ,/-‘.] "’ - .'
o thlnk further about the spec1f1c cond1t1ons under wh1ch

Fi

"1ncome effects are llkely to appear and vary.‘Not all ethnlc';

,‘groups maxlmrse thelr ut1l1t1es 1n the fash1on as suggested

»

~"-byn-{:he microeconomlc framework of fertlllty. The t cv“'

mzcroeconom1c model of fert111ty bnly explaans the economlc

! ’

idlmensxon of reproduct1ve behav1our..However, 1t does not

ga take suff1c1ent cons;derat;on of the soc1al aspect of

,‘

fertszty. Some ethn1c groups w1th the1r own normat1ve QIQ-”

..’ .?

-~ . R ! .

can have 1ndependent 1mpacts on. the1r reproductrve 'Lrﬁ'iﬂp'ﬁf

: ,( s el
w'», By e % R i A P L




behav1ouf beyond m1croeconom1c effects. _‘;”fﬁ | I\»f' e

-

"

Results vhxch we did", not d1scuss in the malnltext are ;WJ

'worth ment1on1ng here brxefly. dlvarlate correlatqons of ‘the
- two ver51ons of relatlve 1ncome;‘namely,‘1ncome relatxve to r%]'
| the own ethn1c members and 1ncome relatlve to the domznant |

> VI

.‘g group, are h1gh suggestlng that the effects of 1ncome B

.
IS L 2

‘ vrelatxve to the d0m1nant gr?up are not substantlvely

d1fferent\on fert111ty. In Canada where multxculturalxsm 1s
he ¢ ! v s
promoted and rac1a1 barr1eks are assumed to be relatlvely R

few m1nor1ty group members do not typzcally v1ew the

dom1nant group members as role models. (fw

|
’

The opportun1ty costs of ch11dbear1ng seem to Vary

T :

among soc1al strata and-age cohorts. Bean and Swlcegood

-

(1985) looked at the posszb1l1ty of dszerent outcomes w1th

t A ¢
respect to whether greater or lesser access to 50c1etal

resources w111 1ncrease the negatlve edueatzon fertllxty o

l
-

A . el

relationshlp; W1fe s educat1on is operat1onallsed as the
‘:,opportunxty tosts of'chxldbearlng 1n the1r stud1es,‘wg\;i:.3;7‘”¢

.ﬂiAccordxngly; the m;nor1ty group status framework 1mpl1es?{3‘

_~that the re Iatlonsth w1ll be strongest‘under cond1t1ons of (f
it more festrlcted access' the d1fferentqal opportun1ty costs

/‘ ‘.

‘framework suggests that 1t~w11 be strongest under condltlons

s

"‘V»of morgsopen access (Bean and Sw1cegood “1985) TSI

'f” Oun preseﬁt 1nqu1ry uses w1fe s actual 1ncome as proxy

f:fOr opportun1ty costs.-The resUlts ‘f'our ana1y51s suggest

s




"'access t0\soc1etal resources.,The w1fe s 1ncome can be a
‘ .
sxgnxfxcant contrxbutxon to the famlly s f1nanc1a1
A NS !,

c1rcumstances. Most of them would begln thexr labor market

[
L

A .
experlence at an early age. Hence, wxfers actual 1ncome ..*'v

\ .
P

'.shows a strong 1mpqct ‘on the young couples reproductlvevu';y»‘

‘behaVLour, However, the less educated wxves are“ﬁ/t 11kely R

N P
o to rema1n 1n the labor force throughout all. of thelr

’

reproduct;ve span. The Opportunlty costs of chlldbearlng may

be substant1ally less among older m1norzty women because of‘

iR
t

‘,greater labor market d1$tt1m1natlon at lower socxoeconom1c

: status lewels,.maklng 1t more,dlffzcult for these women to-t\-?l

"W
K

.‘hold satlsfactory employment (Bean and Swioegood 1995- Beanfb_u

'and Marcum, 1938‘ Marcum and Bean, 1976) Many'of them wxll -

.

:therefore resume the role of housew;fe. Hence \wzfe s 1ncome c

e

-‘has smalier effects on fertxllty among the older couples.

The dlffeﬂentlal opportunxty cost argument 1nherent 1n“y'

'the mlcrogconomlc model hypothes1zes strong negat1ve ﬂ¢f ':'hf?

{:"relatlonshlp between opportun1ty costs and fam;ly 91ze among;7tvt




) ) . .

Our f1ndings suggest d1fferent1al opportun1ty costs ﬂsewyd

"across‘SOC1al strata of m1nor1t1esr We conclude that ‘the .hff;h
. R )
‘1ntegrat10n\of a m1nor1ty group status perspéctlve w1th th3
”lfmzcroeconom1c model contrlbutes to a deeper upderstandxngyof L

’ ‘l',

fertxllty patterns and d1f£erent1als among -minority groups.4 B

f*" ‘ﬁ W1th respect to the decomp051tlonal analyses ethnlc_
subculture is mostly responsxble for fert111ty t\;‘, “;f/)/i>\
. ‘ o " "-,.
d1fferent1als.‘soc1al psychologlcal 1nsecur1ty is observed F‘gn

\among the less educated Chlnese and the young educated

f A Vo )

Chlnese Th1s result conflrms our prev1ous conclus1on fromfj-;

- oo

the multlvarzate regressxon models. Re1tz s (1980) argued
#

for m1ddle class ethn1c1ty 1n hls analys1s. Our f1nd1ng
suggests that both the mlddle class and those at a less.-
favorable SOC1oeconom1c p031t10n experlence psycholog;cal

1nsecur1ty whlch determlnes the fert111ty d1fferent1als."\

o

Although the less educated couples have hlgher actual famxly -

f'g szzes than the Br1t1sh the dlfferences decrease for the e

'f older cohort presumably due to marg1na1 1nsecur1ty.‘»h‘55tﬂ‘Q\$

L o
N ,..\ s’ ' . ) '

EdUCated upwardly mob1le couples reStrlct the:r

) fert1llty at the early stages of fam1ly formatlon. Once they
g “. . ‘
establxsh a mlddle class llfestyle, the1r reproduct1ve i

behav1our 1s 1nf1uenced by the1r soc10econom1c‘hw{

"y .iw‘

Te

characterlstlcs (e g tastes) Hence a531m11at1on 1s malnly

responsxble for the observed fert111ty d1fferent1als of thefﬁhfﬁﬁ
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2"‘11nsecur1ty tends to be outwe1ghed by‘ethnlc effeCtS and

A LTS

pro natalxst subculture. Bexng ‘a young Portuguese serves to
have a- depressxng effect on reproductxve behavxour. However,

older Portuguese do exhlbxt a pro natallst subculture
effect wh1ch is~ mostly responsxble for thexr observed

l‘ L

C
o

fertlllty ' '-“ © " |\“‘ “.‘\" , : _“ ' ‘ ' . K . K »l )
Iz ' ﬁ?. Y S .
Ve Overall' the f;ndxngs SuggeSt that younq Chxnese and

v A' v

Portuguese are consc1ous about thexr subord1nate status and

'such feel:ng 1s strong enough to exert a 51gn;f1cant ,”

- . [

1nfluence on’ the1r reproduct1ve behavxour.‘M1nor1ty

A" AN

,
R
v

1nsecur1ty effects were shown to always outwelgi soc1al

n

|‘rv“
) ,\‘

demographlc dlfferences effects among the young couples. The'“d:

":,older m1nor1t1es are l;kely to. have beqp 1nfluenced by

o ! .\.' N e

ethnlc tradltlonsr hence 1t was found that m1nor1ty

l} .
. ,.\ j : » .’.
-soc1oeconom1c character1st1cs dlfferences.

o D1fferent1al length of exposure to the coUntrxes of"'

A

orLg1n for both Ch1nese and Portuguese may confound the

Vﬂ“lmportance of each of the components of fertlllty varlataon.ml~f

Older couples w111 have spent most of thelr youth 1n thexr




T

-

s

'\ethnlc maln effects are 1m$§rtant in explalnlng fert111ty

[

v

, ) ‘, oo C,
) . v ' .o 1

thelr natlve country are weaker than .their older

~

LY 4

counterparts.,Belng young and ambltxous young couples have

4 1

strong mot1vat10ns to establlsh the1r careers: and famrlxes

AL

in. the:r newly adopted land~ However,‘thexr m1nor1ty status

‘{ ' ot v . '

often restrlcts them from many opportunxtles. Hence young

S

couples are more l1ke1y to exper1ence m1nor1ty status‘

"

1nsecur1t1es effectsu‘n“:' o ‘,;

o Nonetheless, ethnxc marn effects were shown to - have a

' oa

con91stent and’ sxgn1f1cant 1nfluence on- thelr‘fertxlxty

d1fferentra1 1n relat1on to the Br1t1sh group. Gura& (1978)

[ \ K

“h argued that fert111ty d1fferent1als are largely the result

‘of 1nst1tutionallsed behav1our patterns rooted xn the

“. cultural herxtage of a partxcular ethnxc group Thas notlon

is. supported because for all'the decomp051t1ona1 models,

7 .

—

d1fferences.

o

" We conclude that fertzllty dxfferentlals may result

frOQ,at least three ba51c sources, namely, the dlfferences

fvln the levels of soc1al characterrstlcs, the d1fferences in-

group 'orms and the behav1our modzflcatlons 1nduced by ¢ ?

m1nor1ty 1nsecur1ty effects. Fert111ty d1fferent1als between

e

' the Br1t1sh and other ethnlc groups cannot be explalned by

//Hm1nor1ty status the51s alone As shown 1n thlS study, the

’ysoc1al strata.gff*

'Q slmple reference to e1ther soc1al character1st1cs or to: the

‘strength of each component may vary across age groups and

- e
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':.source of 1nfluence rather than a source of marglna11ty.

Our f1nd1ngs do not show cons;stent support for a

o

mxnorlty‘status 1nsecur1ty effect among the Chxnese. There

!

are possxble explanatxons “for these results Fxrst our data -

o

"may.not be fully representatxve of Chxnese who are second

o generatlon or beyond It has been . suggested that a m1nor1ty

|
status effect xs pronounced among the second generatlon

-

mexgrants because the Canadlan born of 1mmlgrant parents

w1ll Shlft ‘their frame of references to the new soclety and

N Al

‘away (Bean and Sw1cegood 1982) The lzmxtatxons of our data

unfortunately do not allow us to control for generational

‘effects, and hence llmlts our ab111ty to mon;tqr further the

{
underlyxng insecurity mechanlsms.g

Second, ‘most'of the studies suggesting socialA_
psychologlcal 1nsecurxty are done for Amerxcan' .

i

sub—populatxons (Bean and Wood, 1974; Jxobu and Marshall

“1977 Johnson_and Lean 1982) We studied the_’

vma?orxty m1nor1ty 51tuat1on in the Canadlan context whxch
‘empha51zes cultural plurallsm.‘For the two groups stud1ed”in
1th1s research m1nor1ty status 1nsecur1t1es do not appear;to

be strong enough to exert con51stent 1mpacts on reproductxve

behav1our. As Gurak (1978) argued .the per51stence of ethnzc

dlfferentlai: does not*requ1re the assumptlon that a

4 ¥ . '

.m1nor1ty status mechan1sm IS operat1ng, m1nor1ty 1nsecur1ty
"may have played an h1stor1c roleggn shaplng the ethnlc
'Q‘subcubture, but these 1nsecur1t1es may be totally absent in

fthe present. Therefore, ethnlc subcultures become a routlne

\.v'
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- |
This possibility partly explains the consistent and

1mportant influence of the ethnic main effects noted here

' /
across dxfferent decompositional models.

o
Oy

6.2 Suggestions for Future Research;
',Our_reSearch‘is an attempt to test three sources of

'fertilityldifferentials in the Canadian'setting.‘While
' characteristics like educat}on and income continue to be
»nelevant 1n explaining dngerenttal fert111ty,
soc1al-psycholbglcal aspects of childbearxng have gainea
,attentlon in the llterature. The m1nor1ty status thesis is
one attempt to deal. with social- psychologxcal aspects. Our
' study is by. no means defxnbtzye because the data (census
data) is not the most suitable'to deal with this aspect of

fertility analysis. A few limitations of this rnquiryvmay be
taken care of in future research. k |

One ma3045§r1t1c1sm is'the use of cross-sectional data

1nstead of longltudxnal data in the 1nqu1ry We assumedrthat
[

.

soc19econom1c status is going to convergé in ‘the future and :

* <]
hence the fertlllty differentials will disappear. We were

Q

able to test thls hypothesis by means of stat1st1cal .

controls However, such procedune 1mp11e$ that the

- .

hxstorxcal status of the grOup is 1rre1evant in affectlng

the current feft1L1ty patterns. andfuss (1980) argued that

\

the cq@rent fert111ty patterns are actually consequences of

- the, preSent and h1stor1cal status of the group Statlst1cal

\

standard1zat1on 15 only ‘a hypothetlcal scenar1o that is " _

165 .
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assuq§d will. ocecur 'in the future. Hence, validations of the
' o ' : ' ‘

assiﬂilationistccharacteristic hypothesis and the minority

status thesis require‘either time~series or longitudinal

data. A s1m11ar argument was put forth by Gurak 11978) He

t
'S

belxeved that only longxtudxnal data is capable of assessxng

“cqnvergence patterns among ethnxc groups.

T Longtudxnal data is also approprxate for a full
‘Mvalxdat1on of the mlcroeconomlc model. Most'anuxrxesu

R (Becker,vll968;13ahr, et al.,1975) studied the impact of
ihcome on‘ferrility. However, childbearing may negati&e1§
affect income and relatlve'economlc status (Ewer and”
Cr1mm1ns Gardner, 1978). Also, the posxtlve relationship
between income and fert#lity is true only if the husband is
able to maintain high relative income throughout. the
couples'\reproductive'behaviourf Then, they uill be able to
both afford a desiged lifestyle and care for additional.
childrenfin the same manner aS"their‘reference.group. Under
such circumstances,’longitudinal data isirequired to have a
thorough understahding of;humah fertility. Cross-sectional
data, taking its heagureuents at a single point in time,

“Juill either ignore or. inaccurately measure the vagaries of

social - mob111ty.

o . .

| In future research it 1s adv1sab1e “that we\sxamxne
s1tuat1opa1 factors, such as, d1srupt1on of ch11dbear1ng due
to. m1grat1on (which may llkely be the case for Eb

Portuguese) Separatxon of marr1ed spouses due to mxgratxon

may cause them to exhibit smallertthan exppc€ted fam11y sizes
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in Canada even after the whole fam11y is reun1ted Future
study should 1nvest1gate thlS possxbxlxty by focu51ng on the
relatlonshxp between perlod of separatxon with completed
fert111ty among first generatxonrlmmxgrants in Canada.
Thebéortuguese are»ayrelativelf recent immigrants group"
in Canada;lThe 1981'PUSf‘is a sampled data. Hence, there is
insufficient data to allow analysis of generational .
differences and minority status‘effects among tnis group, In
“order to study generational effects, we need more Specific‘
‘”generational“data for both tne Chinese and the Portuguesel,
‘Another limitation of the present inquiry relates to
measurement issues. The concept of relative income measures

-

, individuals' perception 6f their economic status. We

-

operationalised-rela%ﬁve income by estimating one's :actual
. , u

income to his expected:income based on occupation education

T

'and aqe. Such operatlonallzatlon of relatlve 1ncome may not

”dxrectly capture the full meaning of the concept
| Another problem is husband s occupatzon Whlch is coded.

in the census tapes in major group codings which are unable

to reflect occupat1onal prestlge of respondents\ We coded
the husbands who are In major groups 1 and 2 as 1nvolved in
vmanagerlal ‘work. However,.thls 1s not a, true measure of the

construct,,socxal prest1ge.‘The accuracy of u51ng th1s

varxable in construct1ng relat1ve=1ncome and the fert111ty
t.analyszs is therefore l1m1ted, but no other better v

A

alternat1ve vas possxble g1ven the constralnts of the data

-

- . - N -
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thle most Canad1an couples opt for small families; i
1]

there are. still ethnlc dxfferences in fertxlxty It is

therefore 1mportant to understand the mechanlsms that relate

.

to fertxlxty var1atxon and the conditions under whxch

\

minorities restrict or. enhance their famlly,s1zez. Research

eoncerning such topics will not‘only.add to our knowledge of
human reproductlve behavxour as a form of decision making,

[
it wxll also ptovide an assessment of the multxcultural

pollcy in Canada because ethnic dxfferentlals in fertlllty 2

ra g

will to a certaln ‘extent 1nd1cate how well thxs pol1cy

functions to preserve ethn1c uniqgueness in the future.

o
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Appeqﬁix A :
“Computzng Procedures for Sample Selectxon, Coding Scheme

~Used for_ the Varxables and Computatxon oﬁathe Income

)

Variables

About .the Data

The data used in the present analys1s is the Public Use

Sample Tapes, Household Flle of the‘k?81ytensus. The data

-

are representatlve -samples of hOusehold records from the
A

data collected during the 1981 Census. The primAry samplé

size is one-in-a-hundred’ households..

1182
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Listing of Variables Selected for the .Inqulrfy"
Mnemonic © pitle S Y

 ;AGEH&LPy' A‘ Age of Husband °
AGEWFLP Age of Wife
AFMWfLR‘ .4Age‘at‘Firs£'Marfiag§‘of Wife IR L ;i
MAR?FHWL ‘ ; . Compafison.éf Date of First\Mafriage ofﬁ;;

| Husbénq and Wit
BABIES " Number of Children Evéf Born to Wife .
0CC81M . Occupatﬁon(jQBf‘Classifipatioﬁ&basis) of
Husbané - | K |

~ CFINC '_ Total Income -'Census Family A
CEHTOTIN , Total Income - Husbands.ﬁn Census'Fgmily'.
CFWTOTIN /' Total;incomé - Wives in Cénsus'Family
LSCHMLP Highest‘Lével of Schodiing,gg ﬁuébahd,
LSCWFLP © Highest Leve}\of Schooling of Wife.
RELIGF - Religion of Wife" ~“w‘
ETHHMLP Ethnic Originléf‘ﬁusband»-.5~5.j ..

ETHWFLP Ethnic Origin of Wife - S

’



: Unlt of Analysfs, .
‘1.' To select the once- marr1ed, currently marr1ed ‘wives,
. age@ 15449: . : "‘ t : .

———a

N 5 . '. Q N l : ','
SELECT IF MARCFHW = 2 (Spouse present, and month and.

cyear of their fxrst marrxage are the same) AND AGEWFLP

4

15 THRU 49 L

.the. It is assumed that if husband: and wzfe get marrxed
.once and on the same date, thelr marriage has been |

'1ntact . .

e

. -
g

_ e
2. To selegt the Chinese couples:

'SELECT IF ETHWFLP AND ETHHMLP = 3 (Chinese)
3. To select the Portuéuese couples:

§ELECT 1F [ETHWFLP = 10 (Other Slngle Response) and
BIRWFLP = 24" (Portugal)] ;‘ I ks
~AND'1ETHHMLP =10 and BIRHMLP =24 7L

C Note: Since‘zﬁere is no Portuguese breakdown w1th the

" ETHWFLP ‘and ETHHMZP variables, h«'ldentzfy the
‘)Portuéuese by those who were born 1nﬁportugal and do not

,’-nbelong to any ethnic orlg1n 1n the ETHWFLP and ETHHMLP

'1var1ab1es.»‘ﬁ l-'i e

,"To select the Br1t1sh couples. S i o B

sSELECT IF ETHWFLP AND ETHHMLP =1 (British) - ..
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TRANSFDRMING THE MEASUREMENT SCALE OF THE VARIABLES |
-1. LSCWFLP and LSCHMLP'
| LSCHMLP and LSCWFLP (highest level of schooling of
husband and vxfe) ‘are used as measures of the husband and
| vife's educat1onal level. The original codxng fro the PU§T |
| is not in actual coding. Wlth reference to the-193r Census
‘D1ctzonary, the orzgxnal codlng has been transferred to :

" actual. codxng which is based on the best est1mate of the

actual year of scbool1ng.

~'a. Original Coding:

ElementerYESeeondar; only.
01, Less than.érade 9 (no eChooiing or kindergerteq
- only) | | | | |
|02 Grades.9-10
03 IGrader11" R o

04 Grades.12f13 a D ;
05  Secondary (high)'séhooi;éreduathn’certificate
-]66 Trades Certificate or:Diplodav . ,
‘ R C : .
‘-Qtner noneﬁniversity edﬁcetion only'-
d°7‘ Wxthout Trades or Other Non unzversxty ;\
| "Certifxeate or szloma IR A
| -rgﬁdt'W1th Trades Certxficate or Diploma
.‘f'OQ”fW1th Other Non unzversxty Certificate or Diplome3:7
‘ ‘j,Unlver51ty ' BT NS »
10 W1thout Certxf;cate, Diploma or degree

.4‘,v-‘-

fmt RO .'), X



£

(i;.

1 \With Certzfzcate or D1p1¥ma below Bechelor Level
’12.'With Bachelor s g ) »
'13 ’With Cet;xfica e or Dxploma above Bachelor Level
14 “With Defﬁee in sine, Dentxstry, Veterznary
Medxcx‘e or Opto- ' .

\Jsters Degree(s)

15,,with RN

1@\\th Barned Doctorate '

,’-",. ' R | ’. “ ) | : | St " ’
! . : e , et W

o | | R
b. T:ensfbrmed,éoding used in,the.Analysis:‘

4.5 Less than Gtade 9 |
9.5 ° Grades 9-10 f‘ﬂ . '--“‘Q‘h '
1 - Grade 11, ; I
12,5 Gtades 12-13 .f
f12.51 Secondary (hxgh) School Graduamxon Cert1f1cate
e Trades Cert1£1cate or D1ploma |
;13.5HXW1thout Trades ‘or Other Non unzversxty
g: | Cert1f1cate or D1ploma | ;'; .vv;.@ o
14 W1tﬁ Trades Cert1f1cate or: Dlploma
14. 5 Jmth Other Non-un1vers1ty Certlflcate
- or Dlploma - e““* S R
e 15 Un1vérs1ty (thhout Certzflcate D1ploma or i
~§H' “ "'glj Degree) e ; | _‘ ) ‘“ |
| Sf‘f15 5 University (Wlth Cert1£1cate or Dlploma below R
CT O : Bacheior Level) - j;_.ﬁngj-°‘ '
TR .f:*v:]r;\ T :



| e a. Original Coding.

'.1

. . ol
1 ' by
Ty ' iy 5 ‘t.,q""

16 ,iUniversity (With Bachelor 8 Degree(s))
17"‘Un1ver51ty CWlth Certificate or Diploma ‘

-4 . above Bachelor Level) L - ; L
‘ oowr
19 With Degree in Medicine, Dentxstry Verterinary

S0 B “‘ . -

‘Med1c1ne or/thometry

‘19 | With Masters Degree(s)

21, 5 Wlth Earned Doctorate v‘,, ,'i o

N
v

>

2. 0CCB1IM: 'J”g_;' e s

4
; ‘ 8-
01 Managerial adminzstrative and‘%elated occupation

.y

02 Occupatxons in. natural scxences, engineering and

e T . ' 1
mathematics : 3 o o o

e N ‘
‘ ,o

7>

03 Occupations in soc1a1 scxence and related fields
04 Teaching and related occupation , ‘ ~

: - -
05 Occupations in medicine and health

06 Artistic, literary, recreational and related

ocdupatiOns ‘V..‘ . “_C LN o ".»,

07 Clerical an&&related occupations R
OB Sales occupations N v.:,',f: o
09 Servxces occupatzons |

10 Farming, hort1cultura1 and animal husbandry

occupatlons “:fo:f_ . ,*, “‘ﬂ_ ;:; ~~"J:o ey

* ',___

11 Other primary occupations ff}ﬂlifg e

. o y '.'.“
s oo S S

12 Processzng occupatzons »1;;4_‘ﬁ;‘%;1v;;,»_ . !_l{;]f

13 Machinzng and product fabricating, assembling and

repazring "1e}%f,f"’

M ' - . b b - . sl . c. RO T
. " . LT - ; g . B S S S S .
. oot . A . : . . [ N P ey




¢

e, ‘.,L" -

——

. : ! : - ‘ "
14 Construct1on traﬂes occupat1dhs Ca
” )

"15 Transport'equpment operating occupatlons _

16 Other occu‘at1ons : B

«
'MA‘

- b. Transfbrmed Codxng used 4in the Analys1s

01 and 02 =1 (Manager1al work)

03 thru 16 = 0 (non—manager1al work)

v AR
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. ‘“COmbutatlon of husband’s. ‘,neiatlfvewlnc':ome S \ .

¢ L.

Husband's relat1Ve 1ncome 1s operatlonalxsed as

'the rat1o of h1s actual 1ncome (CFHTOTIN) to the

SN\ ,
estxmated income. Est1mated 1ncome is computed on

the ba51s of a regre551on of actual 1ncome ono '
,occupatxon (coded as dummy varxable) educat1onal

level and age. The regresszon coeff1c1ents of

-

\

L occupat1onal category, educat1ona1 levei and age are

'used to comgute the estlmated 1ncome..‘ ‘ .
. [ vuy_/a'
. Two vers1ons of relatxve 1ncome are computed
‘i
,The f1rst version is based on Bean and.Wood (1974)
. Ll :
The f1rst approach assumes tha members of one's own

ethn1c group are more.sa11en socaoeconom1c

reference persons than are embers of other ethn1c

L] -

groups. Hence, est1mated }écome is computed for..

-

'“1nd1v1dual ethnlc groups/ The second ver51on 1s'

\based on Johnson and Lean (1985). They argued that

m1nor1ty members are 1kely to compare themselves

T -

‘ w1th the major1ty m bers. ?:
We presented »he computat1on equatxons for both

vers1ons of rela,1ve 1ncome.

f\‘h'}":F'irs'tlv-hppr ach. ot ‘Relative Income:

3 HES g = ‘—4971 30+5977*0ccupat10n
';‘ +384 21*Educat1on+366 76*Age



UL L et a0

""”'T, ' : ‘;"
‘Lb Ch1nese.‘ J

-5HESTI= -1451 03+7064 14*Occupat10n

| '+506 59*Educat1on+283 14*Agef' .

i

T C. Portuguese. ,

3uHESTI= 13950+1561*Occupat1on". S \’S‘

i?. uh “f264*Edueatlon+16$Age‘

‘ ’

LINCOME CFHTOTIN/HESTI | l,‘ th \f'

| It 1s worthwhxle to ment1on’that‘the rates
of . 1ncome return to the varxables are dxfferentd
a ross the three groups. The Portuguese has the
lowest rates of 1ntome return to the varxables
'aLong the three groupsu Belng a Portuguese makes
‘a dlfference to the amount of money earned For

»‘ope year 1ncrease 1n educatlon there w111 be '

‘$270 1ncrease 1n 1ncome for. the average

‘Portugueée. Wh1le educat1onal level occupat1on

;‘fand age do - not have great 1nfluence on the

"quortuguese s 1ncome, the 1ntercept of the
\ Sy

7iin ($13950) shows that the Portuguese

u*};stfll makes relat1Ve1y large amount of 1ncome o

‘:grwhen/the educatxon occupat1on and age are

&,controlled. The coeff1c1ents in the Portuguese
B ‘ L SRR e
\;pequatlon correspond to our f1nd1ngs on the1r

f{§soc10econom1c character1st1cs. Portuguese has jf‘ ‘

' .n.' . l’ b
w}#less

\ éducatxon and works mostly at manual JQb
S

;I

n other words, the1r 1ncome does not_depend on;”:?[
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whether they work at manager1a1 posxt1ons nor;

] I AN
L whether they have hxgh educatlon. oD \1?-

The Chxnese has a hlg'

educatlon Ch;h€~e\be

means ‘to. upwa&d mob111ty and success. Desplte

)motxvation for oy
. "‘ . '

‘eve that educatxon is’ the

n

te

the fact that the Ch1nese generally have hlgher'

educatlon- they suffer a lower rate of 1ncome\
an S

return to educat18n when compared w1th the O

Br1t11h Be1ng a Chlnese does not eatn the same °

3 ' B, A
.‘amount of money w1th the Br1t1sh of 51m11ar

S ':.‘- .

‘educatlonad'background For those Chinese who

~

work at managerlaﬂﬁpos1tlons ‘they enjoy ar

better rat€ of 1ﬁcome retUrn than the Br1tlsh

We ment1oned 1n chapter four that ethnxc job 1
-

segregat1on st111 ex1sts among the Chlnese. Only ;
"the smail . propOrtlon of Ch;nese in managerlal L

pd51t1ons enjoy a hlgh rate of 1ncome return.

\

Under the: c1rcumstance of total F

ass1m11at10n, the rates of 1ncome return for the ,

\

m1nor1ty groups and the ma)orlty should be
- 51m1lar, if not the same. Based on the above ‘&f[u“
‘eduagions, we concluded that belng a Portuguese -
‘i'j.shares 1ower rates of income return to educat1on
end occupation. For the Chlnese, the rate of
‘vfhcome return to’ occupat1on 1s h1gher than the

'~IfBr1tlsh But the rate of return to educat1on zs



. - Second -Approach of Relative Income:

lower than the British.
R . \

It has been argued that the minorities may
take the dominant group-as consumer model

(Johnson and Lean, 1985). Hence, it is suggested

that the appropriate concept for relative income
& - '

- should use the- dominant group as references. We

also;use‘this épproach of relatiJe income in our
ahalysis.

We take ghe British equation for husband's
estimated income (HESTI) as the denominator.
Relative income of the mido;itiy members is the

ratio of their actual income (CFHTOTIN) to the

British ‘estimated income

BHRINC = CFHTDTIN/HESTI
where HESTI is the British estimated income.

note: As shown in the Appendices in Chapter
Five, the second version of relative income
(BHRINC) does nok have sigﬁifiqanti& different
results from the first VefsiOn of relative

income.



Appendik B

Technical Note on the Decompositional Analysis

| . Research often aims to—explajn\differences in some
behaviour between groups. Comparasle applications of
regression techniques have been developed to partition’
observed differeﬁces heans between groups,(Coleman et al ,
1972; Althausen and WigLeg,l1g72)\ The. various procedures to
analyse group differences are commonly known as
standardization and component analysis base#{on regression
analysis. Since the research problem is to explain the
differences ihbfgrtility and to partition the observed
variation into different components,.tﬁis'approach is also
called decompositional analysis. The present inquiry uses
this approach to explain thé'fertility'dgfferentials among
the .three groups, namely, éhe.British the Chlnese and the
Portuguese. By decomp051ng the observed dlfferences, ;e can
estimate the magn1tude of the factors that account for the
fertility differentials. ‘

Suppose we' are interested in comparing the mean

ferﬁiiity of the“British with the minorities, as a stbdy of
the determination of such family Eize by one or more
.independent variables (e.g. relative income, Wife‘s-income,

wife's educatlon, and the like)l Having utxlzzed a l1near,

regte551on procedure, Wwe might come up w1th ‘separate

.
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equations for the majority group and the minority groups

where. Y, :-estimated fertility of the dominant group
Y, : estimated fe:tility of the subordinate group
.. X, : the ith independenéfvariable \'
a : the intercept

8,

regreésjon coefficient for the ith independent
| ’variabie, ‘ |

We cdﬁld‘calculate,various Standafaiged solutions for
the’ fertxlxty-dszerence. For example, we could substxtute
the means of the independent variables of the domlnant group,
into the regressxon equation of the m1nor1ty group, and thus
yield a standardlsed fert111ty level of theﬂmxnorzty group. |
,Alternatxvely, we could weigh the fertxlxty of the dom1;ant
}group thh the means of the independent variables of the
m1nor1ty group. Intu1t1vely, we attempt to judge the 1mpact
.'of dszerences in the mean 1ndependent var1ables of the
: domxnant group and. ‘the mxnorxty grqups on the d1fferences in
‘their mean fam1ly s;ze.‘.V '

‘ The choice of an approprxate compar1son p01nt, that is,
Whether the domxnant or.the minority means oft1ndependent
variables as wexghts bears different conclu51on. Based on
—the intuitiqe meanings of ‘the. dszerent compar;son poxnt,
Jones and. Kelley (1984) drstxngu:shed the prxvllege model

and the 'deprzvatzon' model. We will dxscuss 1n further -

-—
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deteil these two models as well as other modifications after -
an overvxew of the decomposxtlonal model.

Our research problem is to account for the mean

,Qifferenées in family size. Hence; we can expresg the

difference as:

Al

v, oy, (a¢~a)+(ﬁ R,-6.%.)..... e e (3)

‘ Another way to express the difference is:

’ '
i

Y, -~ ¥, = (aa‘*ﬁuﬁn) ; (a,+8.X, )....‘ ....... ..'.'...’..,..'(‘4)

Vo
'
1

We ‘express the-regreseion coefficient(s) for the dominant
group as a sum of two parts, the regress1on coef£1c1ent(s)

of the mxnorxty group plus the’ dxfference betwL/n the

N Al

coefficient(s) for the two groups.

-

Bao= B+ (BamB) i, et ieeieeaea (5)

*Similarly, we: express the mean for the 1ndependent varlables

~u

for .the dom1nant group ‘as the sum of the mean for the

kmxnorlty group plus‘the dlfference between the "two groups.

‘R‘ '—X + (xd-x ).-000..|o‘a..0‘~.lqo0.:’.;‘.0-‘.uocloooo‘c(6).
. Equatxon (5) and (6) can be substxtuted into equation (1)

5

When we have more than one 1ndependent varlable, we ‘can sum

the terms. Lo o L =
; r

Y

ad +Z[BI:+(ﬂld 5“)][21.*(}{” xn” |
a-d’ "'zﬁuxn*zﬂn (xld xl-)"‘le{.(.ﬁu Bl.) |
"'z(ﬁld ﬁ..)(X... X..).....’......;................(7)

.
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“Substractzng equat1on (2) from eguatlon (7), we get the

decomposed dxfferences between the two groups

Y.-¥,= [a,+zﬂ..x..4:af;<x{;-x IR, L (a8 1)
| (BB ) (Ry x..)] [a.+Z6,, X1
'=<a,—a )+zx..(n., a..>+zﬁ..<x., x..;
+2(ﬂ.¢ ﬁ..)(x.a ..) . ‘ ‘
-(a.a, )+Z81. (X1 o-K, L) +[zx..(n.., 81.)
42061 0-B12) (Kya X, 1)1 |
“(@4=a,)4Z8,, (X, 4-K,.) 5
+(zgx..+x.',-x'..>'.<n,,.-n..)1-. |
REICHTISR: > SO IPET TSRS IR SIS SIS TOURRO (8)
| We ‘now part1tlon the observed dxfferences between the
' domlnant group and the m1nor1ty group into three components
The fxrst term, (a. a‘) is 1nterpreted as the: unexpla1ned
‘d1£ferences in fam1ly sxze due to group membership. It is
‘ the ma1n ethnxc effect on famlly s1ze.
| The Second term represents the d1fference between .the
‘=slopes of the two groups, wexghted by the majority group
ﬂmeans of the/1qdependent var1ab1es. In substantlve term,‘;t

. 1s the amount by which the. mean d1fferencew1n Y (fam;ly

7'51ze) w1ll be Iessened 1f the slope of the m1nor1ty

j“equals to that of the domxnant group. In other wordf"it is'

"‘the d1fference in rate of response of the dependent var1ab1e

g‘to the 1ndependent varlables. It has been argued that thxs
'component drfferences 1n slopes, represents the m1nor1ty
'ffnbsecurlty effect (J1obu and Marshall 1977) When the L

”fﬁinorzty members experlence the feel1ng of margznal1ty, they

.4
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- -

'respond to the change of the xndependent vérlables in
_greater magnltude than the ma;prmty group Unit 1ncrease in
~1ncome wall cause greater dec; ease of, famlly size among the
m1nor1t1es than the maJor1t1es. It is’ the 1nsecur1ty feelxng
that account for the greater rate of response. '

The thIrd component 1s the d1fference between the heans
of the xndependent var1ables of the two groups. This term V
represents_the aSS1m1latlonxst elements.,It estlmates the
amount'of'aifference in famiiy size duevtoAthe‘differences
of the’ 1ndependent varxables betWEen the«two groups. If
there 15rno d1fference in levels of the 1ndependent

He
‘var;ables,‘thls term wxll approach zero. Under the stage of

hY
LI

Y ’ '-"‘ -‘ ’ .
complete structural assimilation, this term will equal ‘to

zero. o f
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N

OVenvlew of the Altennate Decompositions of the lefenence

- —

Between Two Gnoups :
p“. There" are other approaches to the decompos1t10na1

3 — e e e

‘analysxs (Table 4 2) We wxll dxscuss brlefly their
fdxfferences, | |

. | The flrst alternate approach 18 the 1nteract1on model
developed by Althauser and W1gler (1972) and Iams and

Thornton (1975). Ba51cally ‘this mode}~takes 1nto account the

; stat1st1cal 1nteract1on. The model 15w£our fold , oA

decomposxt1on. The fxrst component is the d1fference of
intercepts’ between the two groups. Intu1t1ve1y, 1t is the \
fdlfferences due to membersth pen se. The second component
lms the coeff1c1ents pen se dxfference, we1ghted by the
J,mean(s) of the m1nor1ty 1ndep§ndent var1ab1es. The thlrd
:component is the mean peP seqdlfference, we1ghted by the
¢fooef£1c1ent(s) of the m1nor1ty group.‘The laet term is the
,ffstat1st1cal 1nteractzoﬁ that,1s, the d1fferences due to-.-
coe£f1d1ent(s) and mean(s) | o S

‘ Another approach is developed by Bl1nder (1973) _
- .blxnder s treatment of the dxfferences due to membershlp andM

l“d;fferences due to the coeff1c1ent(s) 1s the same as the

1nteract1on model (Althauser and W1gler,,1972-'1ams and
Thornton, 1975) But lender s approach has no 1nteract10n
»term. He,comb1ned the 1nteractzon term w1th the term for"

‘ means peP se
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-25.4(2., R0 | o ' o

»

s - o -

This model is d1st1ngu1shed as the ’p?my1lege model ,_:t‘
&Bllnder took- the dxfference in the mean(s) of the _ |
.'lndependent var1ables and value ‘it at the h1gh rates ofép
response of the pr1v1lege group Substant1Vely, the model
conqerns the amount by whxch the value of the domlnant group
.f1ndependent var1ables would be decreased 1n order that the \

two groups do not dxffer in the1r Y values. In terms o;
"pol1cy 1mp11cat;on, ‘this model is to,ellmlnatehthe'privilege"
‘of the dominaht group. In practioalhsense, this‘policy.is.
.questionableu‘ o | - |
| In response to thls problem of pol1cy 1mp11cat10n,

-i. Oaxaca (1972) and Bllnder (1976) developed the "depr1vat1on
, model. The coeff1glent(s) termsls added to the 1nteract1on
term. . ;“t* e -‘j"j’r - t'\‘ n~4‘ '
B> NTI s ey ﬂ..)(x.,—x..x

f_z(x.,+x., x,.)(ﬁ., 5"’.
"-zx.,(ﬁ., -8, -1' |

The pol1cy 1mp11cat1on)of thls model*would be the

} amO“t by wh1ch the value of the m1nor1ty group 1ndependent

:ihave the same value of Y. In other words Eﬁe'pol1cy is to

*.ra1se the standard of the depr1ved group,jlnstead of

a——

“fe11m1nat1ng the pr1v11ege of the domlnant group.-The _;

%

e . S
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A

mathematlcal procedures of the: depr1vat10n model is

o

df%cussed in the prevzous~sectzon. g

Thus far, the’ approaches to decomposxt1ona1 analys1s ‘

dxscussed ut1llzes we1ghts from just one of - the .groups.

A . '
Coleman et al . (1970) took a dlfferent approach The feature
"which axst1nguzshes Coleman s approach from the'prev1ously :

ment1oned is that‘the weights used thh each’ component are

: averages.,Coleman ét'al (1970) used the average of means as

weight for ‘the coeff1c1ent per. se term.‘The average of the

. slopes is, used as- welght for the mean per se term. Us1ng the

‘average of the two groups as we1ght corresponds to the

"1ntU1t1Ve 1dea that the d1fference 1n the dependent var1able

A

-1s due to d1fference in average levels of the two groups.

' Coleman et al. "s (1970) approach is appropr1ate to the

3

present 1nqu1ry. Slnce complete asslmllatlon 1s ‘an effort |

from both groups, the dom1nant and the subord1nate, it

A‘1mp11es that both groups contr1bute to. the developement of a

¥ un1que culture. By takzng the average of the two groups.as
N

: we1ghts, 1t expresses the 1dea that both groups are p"‘“

responsxble for the dlfference 1n the dependent var1able. ,
The average of the two: groups as welghts denotes the ."‘ W

hypothet1ca1 condrt1on of equal soclety.s3»~t ‘,,?”

Coleman et al s approach 1s rev1sed (1971) 1n response

t.to the problem of a mean1ngfu1 zero p01nt The coef61c1ent

pen—se term 1s orlg1na11y mult1pl1ed by the average of the fj'r'
mean d:fference of the 1ndependent varzables, 1/2 (X¢+X )

However, meanxngful zero poxnt(s) may affect the value(s) of

e e . i
’ N R - '." ».‘ o BY ¢
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|
i

“h‘ the mean(s) of the 1ndependent var1able(s)( To make the

; change of Y 1ndependent of the zero po;nts of the

1ndependent varlables, Coleman et al (1971) mu1t1p11ed the

K ‘.

coeff1c1ent per se term w1th some standard amount of

.

—_— ]
varlatxon in the rndependent varxables. The standard amoUnt

o of varlatlon is thp average of the standard dedzatlons of
the 1ndependent varlables of the two groups ‘h. o h
The rev1sed.versxon of*the coeff1q1epts eomponent is: '

Pt

.

1/22(;3., n.,)(s.,+s..)'] ‘
-1/22(5.,S.¢+ﬁ.¢5.. ﬁ..s.d ﬁ..s..)‘*'
The flrst subcomponent B.,s,,, represents the chaﬁge of the
‘Y‘value correspondlng to the standard devxatlon’of the- |
'vrdom1nant gro‘p due to the rate of change of the domlnant
L group The last subcomponent ﬁ..s..,‘1s thezchange of Y
j‘correspondlng to the standard dev1at10n of the m1nor1ty ,jﬁl"'.l

group. These two subcomponents reveal the present s1tuat1on
v‘}of the two groups.‘ :.f . *"h¥ d _7ﬁ3l& "f S ?” fi‘ ..
\‘The second subcomponen€g B.,S.., 1s the hypothet1cal ) , )
js1tuat1on. It 1nd1cates the change of Y correspondlng to the. :
’standard deV1at1on of the subOrd1nate group, u51ng the rate c?h
"of change of the dom1nant group Th1s term estlmates the ;~};
tchange of the Y values of the m1nor1ty group lf they have
'fr;the rate of change of the dom1nant group.lhkh < o
’iThe th;rd subcomponent ﬁ..s.¢, denotes the hypothet1ca1
}‘;Qs1tuatzon of the change 1n Y correspond1ng to the standard

al N "\ s - e v . .
e . , R . LR | o . . o e I
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,dev1at10n of the dom1nant group uszng the rate of change of

“the m1nor1ty group. Thxs term measures the change of the Y

jvalue of the majorxty group 1f they have the rate of change

- .

of the m1nor1ty group.

.Another feature of . Coleman et al ''s (1971) rev1sed
SN
approach to decompos1t1onal analysxs is the unexplalned
' component Unmeasured Varlables that affect ‘the’ d1fference

‘fof Y values. between the two groups are summed as an error

‘term.

1/-22:‘(5'.,-3..)(X.ﬁxf‘-)' .'
—1/22(ﬂ|a ﬁl.)(sla"‘slu) |
‘ +1/22(ﬁ|¢ Ba.)(xld-sld+xln S'l)J,

: ‘where 1/22(5., ﬂ..)(X.,—S.,+X.. S..) is the est1mate for
‘ ”»unmeasured varlables that affect the d1fference of Y values
_7between the tw° groups. Coleman et al (1971) 1ncluded the-."

571ntercepts of the two regress1on 11nes as the unmeasured

! DN
\ \ 1

,eleme ts. Hence, the error term 1s summed over zero.
: The present the51s w111 use Coleman et a] s approach a
”41(1971) to utzllze the average of the t'o g‘aups as welghts.a'.

To av01d the problem of mean1ngfu1 zh.o;poi the average

'*iof the standard dev1atlons _is" us,d’as werg"f for the

Lﬂfcoeffxcxents component To mod1fy C:ﬁeman et al 's (1971)

decomposrtronalfanalysis;ingthis[inQUirijs:ﬁ"&»~”

: b o B
[ o PR
.




| | T - . 3
v(y.-y )= (a.—a U S
' 4172 z(ﬁ.nﬁ..)(x].x..) -
‘-*1/2 Z(B,. ﬁ..)(s..,+s..) “ - c .
+1/2 28147810 (X o810 X1 5500 DL (9)
‘A:{membersh1p per se
B: means dxfferences’

C: coefch1ents d1fferences,‘

 "-D{'d1f£grences due‘tO*unmeaSUied variables
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