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I.  Introduction





Indian-Americans (“IAs”) have achieved, in large part, the “American Dream”.  The community boasts the highest median household income and the highest proportion of college graduates of any immigrant group in the United States.�  The “American Dream,” however, involves more than economic and educational success.  Political participation is a critical element of an ethnic community’s success in American society.  In the political arena, IAs have had limited success.�  To maximize political participation, IAs must effectively mobilize their community.  


	The 1996 Survey on Public Policy Concerns of the Indian-American Community is the first step in identifying the community’s current policy interests, partisan preferences, and participatory patterns for the purposes of mobilization.  Our results are a snapshot of the IA community and offer critical insight to those seeking to mobilize and influence IAs.  In particular, this article will benefit existing political organizations and leaders seeking to represent the IA community by illuminating its needs, interests, and demands.


	Based on our data, we find the most effective way to mobilize the IA community is to naturalize Indian immigrants.  The data from the 1992 presidential election show that the majority of age-eligible IAs with U.S. citizenship registered to vote and, once registered, actually voted.  The barrier to IA political participation has not been a general apathy or failure to register, but rather, the large numbers of IAs who do not possess U.S. citizenship.


	For the political parties, the IA community represents an opportunity to gain support.  Although more IAs are Democrats than Republicans, few IAs are strong supporters of either party.  The issues of most importance to IAs are crime and education, issues which both political parties struggle to claim as their strength.  Ideologically, a majority of IAs are moderate, offering a level playing field upon which both parties can bargain.  


	This survey analysis is not meant to be the final word on this subject, but rather, just the beginning.  We expect this analysis to leave a reader with more questions than answers, though we are confident there is enough material for one to challenge our assertions and posit a few more.  Through discourse based on quantitative data, we can all work towards a better understanding of the IA community and its political interests.  


II.  Methodology & Demographics





A.  Methodology





	The 1996 Survey on Public Policy Concerns of the Indian-American Community was conducted by telephone within the United States from September 23 to 28, 1996, among a nationwide cross section of 402 IAs.  We defined IAs as residents of the United States who identified themselves as “Asian Indian” on the U.S. Census form.


  	The Telephone Centre (based in New Rochelle, NY) conducted the phone interviews and the Genesys Corporation generated the sample using the surname methodology.  Genesys crossed a list of Asian Indian surnames with a national directory of published telephone numbers. 


In theory, with a sample of this size, one can say with 95 percent confidence that the results are statistically significant plus or minus six percent of what they would be if the entire IA community had been polled with complete accuracy.�  There are, however, several potential sources of sampling errors, including the following:  the exclusion of households with unlisted phone numbers or without a phone; the responses of those who refused to be interviewed; the wording of questions; and inaccurate demographic profiling.  We addressed every possible source of error to minimize statistical bias, given our budget constraints.





B.  Demographics





  	For the purpose of categorizing our results, we reviewed a number of critical demographic factors.  Most respondents were college graduates (69%), which includes those who had completed post-graduate degrees (31%).  A majority of respondents identified themselves as professionals (56%).  Though we found a broad range of household incomes, a plurality earned between $30,000 and $74,000 (25%).  
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	The majority of respondents were between the ages of 30 to 49 (54%), followed by younger respondents between 18 and 29 years (29%), older respondents between 50 and 64 years (15%), and seniors (2%).  


Most respondents were male (62%), American citizens (61%), and born outside of the United States (88%).  Of those born outside the United States, most respondents were born in India (79%), followed by Pakistan (9%).  Most of the respondents born outside of the United States immigrated between 1980 and 1990 (40%), followed by the years 1970 to 1980 (29%), the years after 1990 (23%), and the years before 1970 (8%).  The majority of the respondents were Hindu (67%), followed by Muslims (15%), Jains (5%), and Christians (5%).


III.  Public Opinion on Policy Issues





A.	Crime and Education are the Most Important Issues of Concern for Indian-Americans (IAs)





	Although there is no clear consensus within the IA community on public policy issues, crime and education appeared most frequently when respondents were asked to select the most important issue facing the United States.  Respondents chose among a list of five issues to conform with several national surveys conducted at roughly the same time.  IAs stated that crime (32%) was the most important issue, followed by education (26%).  Of lesser concern were the economy (13%), moral crisis (10%), healthcare reform (9%), and a balanced budget (7%).  


	We observed some variation by age group.  Professional-aged IAs (30-49) were evenly divided between education (29%) and crime (29%).  Middle-aged IAs (50-64) favored the economy (19%) over education (11%) as the second major issue.  One explanation for this variation is that younger professionals are more likely to have children enrolled in the educational system and, thus, will care more for their children’s interests than their own.  


	We found no empirical explanation for why IAs selected crime as the most important issue.  According to a Wall Street Journal poll conducted the week of December 6th, 1996, crime and education tied as the most important issues facing the American people, so one may argue the data reflected broader social trends.�  There is, however, anecdotal evidence for two alternative explanations.  First, the concern for crime may be based primarily on the perception of the scope of hate crimes against IAs; and second, crime may have been a prominent issue at the time the respondents were sampled, implying a temporary interest in the matter.�  


	The implications are quite profound for institutions interested in using public policy issues to mobilize IAs. On the one hand, if IA community concerns are different from those of the American public, a political organization would need to invest resources in order to identify and respond to those differences.  On the other hand, if these concerns are related to those of the American public, then political groups would be better served by directing resources to alternative mobilization efforts, such as developing a sense of community, targeting IA  leaders for individual honors, and reaching the voters first through effective outreach.   Alternatively, IAs’ concern for crime may provide an opening for community political organizations to grow stronger by publicizing their efforts to address hate crimes.


	Another highly cited issue in the survey was education.  It was no surprise that education was among the most important concerns because IAs, as a group, are very well-educated.  Nearly 69 percent of the respondents were college graduates or had post-graduate degrees.  Given these demographics, education is more likely a long-term than temporary concern.  Community leaders may not agree on the direction of educational reform, but their recognition of the issue’s importance is essentially a requirement for engaging the IA community.





B.	Several Issues are Critically Important for a Congressional Candidate to Address





	Congressional campaigns address myriad issues of importance to broad constituencies.  We measured the relative importance of certain issues for candidates to address when seeking IA support.  During a congressional campaign, IAs rated knowing a candidate’s stance on affirmative action in higher education (66%), immigration (54%), and American relations with India (50%) as “very important”.  They considered welfare reform (48%) and affirmative action in federal contracting (26%) as “less important”.  The generation gap appeared once again, as middle-aged IAs were less interested in knowing a candidate’s position on affirmative action in higher education (53%), while the younger and older generations were quite interested (66%).�


Although the survey did not test support for a specific policy, we find it particularly interesting that affirmative action when applied to federal contracting is less of a concern to IAs than affirmative action in higher education.  Financially, IAs benefit more from affirmative action in federal contracting, where IAs are given minority status for preferential treatment, than in education, where Asians are usually a non-preferred minority.


The best explanation for this discrepancy is ignorance of the financial benefits associated with minority preferences in federal contracts.  While the issue of affirmative action in college admissions affects more IA families than the targeted benefits of minority contracts to IA businessmen, respondents were free to rank both as very important.  The ignorance gap appears to close with younger IAs (18-29), who were more interested than older IAs (50+) in affirmative action in federal contracting (31% vs. 18%). 


The purpose of this analysis is to help organizations prioritize issues to address for gaining IA community support.  Clearly, perception of issues is just as important as rational analysis, as seen in the federal contracting policy.  Among the additional opportunities for mobilization we found in the data, the common concern for immigration and American relations with India actually cut across all IAs, including citizens and younger, US-born populations, who may not have a direct interest in further immigration.  We attribute these perception-based concerns as evidence that there exists a newly-developing IA identity, which recognizes the importance of India and her people.  





C.	IAs Overwhelmingly Support English as the Official Language





Respondents generally supported legislation to make English the official language of the United States (85%).  Support for the legislation cut through every demographic characteristic, including non-citizens.  Although we have no empirical evidence, we believe there may be several explanations for this support.  First, many Indian immigrants knew English before their arrival in the United States and may not be threatened by legislation making it the official language.  Second, the experience of Indian immigrants with a chaotic system of multiple languages in their homeland may predispose them to support one official language in their new home.


From a public policy perspective, IAs do not appear to understand the implications of designating English as the official language.  If such a policy developed into law, recent immigrants without English fluency would lose access to many services that would require it.  Traditional supporters for such legislation are generally regarded as anti-immigrant, a group with which the IA community would not form a coalition.  These factors suggest organizers should not rely on IA support for this initiative to mobilize the community, given the negative policy impact and political affiliation with anti-immigrant groups.


IV.  Political Participation





A.	Registered Voters Participated in the 1992 Presidential Election





	We critically analyzed the 1992 presidential election to examine the behavior of registered voters in the IA community.  The majority of age-eligible IAs with U.S. citizenship were registered to vote in the 1992 presidential election (56%).  Once registered, IAs overwhelmingly voted in the 1992 presidential election (86%).  Age-eligible IAs with U.S. citizenship, however, were a small fraction of the respondents (34%).


Since resources for political activities are limited in the IA community, it is necessary to focus spending on programs that will generate the most impact on IA political participation.  The data suggest that citizenship and voter eligibility are more important than registration.  The vast majority of non-participating IAs cannot vote because they are not citizens.  Once naturalized, a majority register to vote.  Once registered, IAs have voted at high rates (86%).  We believe that focusing efforts on naturalizing non-citizens will have a larger impact on voter registration rates than spending resources on voter registration drives.





B.	Few IAs Personally Connect with Political Officials





	Although much of  the community does not participate in politics, a small group of IAs are active.  Few IAs have contacted public officials about an issue in the last two years (11%), and similarly, few IAs have been contacted by a public official (12%).  Even fewer have worked for a political party or candidate (4%).  


There are always barriers to political involvement, including: apathy, process ignorance, a lack of motivation to speak out on any particular issue, a lack of time, and of course, a lack of faith in accomplishing anything through the system.  These barriers are difficult to overcome.  One option for leaders in the IA community is to aggressively educate IAs about the potential benefits of political involvement and to provide them with the tools necessary to participate effectively.  Another approach is to target these existing participants and provide them with the necessary training to assist the development of the IA community’s political profile.  As organizations develop mobilization plans, these political participation variables will serve as strong reference points to mark progress over time.





C.	IAs Lack a Profiled National Political Organization





	We asked whether the respondents could identify a national political organization that addressed the political concerns of their ethnic community.  The vast majority did not believe that there were any such national organizations (73%).  The remaining respondents (37%) did not name the same group, although the Federation of Indian Americans (FIA) was named most often (10%), followed by the Association of American Physicians from India (AAPI) (4%), the Indian-American Forum for Political Education (IAFPE) (2%), and the Asian Association of Hospitality Operators of America (AAHOA) (2%).  Respondents were split on whether the organization they identified fairly represented their views (42%) or not (38%).


There are significant opportunities to mobilize the IA community because of an apparent leadership vacuum.  The data show that currently active IA political organizations have had little success in becoming visible and effective representatives of IA interests.  For instance, of those who identified a national political organization that works for the IA community (27%), the vast majority named one which nobody else had identified (82%).  


	What are the implications for IA mobilization?  Political parties and business societies have an opportunity to fill the void as the IA community develops its political identity.  Another possibility is for a strong, nationally-recognized IA cultural organization to move into the political arena by educating members as to the benefits of political involvement.  Alternatively, established IA political organizations can view the lack of any mandate as an opportunity to redefine their strategy and build a stronger identity.





D.	The Monied Interests are Important, but Not Much Different From IAs Generally





Since it is small in size, the IA community is not a powerful voting bloc, like the African American or Hispanic communities.  Instead, IAs increasingly use their financial resources, as well as their professional status, to voice their concerns and influence public policy outcomes.  We assessed the extent, the amount, and the recipients of IA financial contributors.


	Few IAs have contributed money to a political candidate or party in the last two years (10%), though U.S. citizens gave slightly more (15%).  Non-U.S. citizens are currently allowed to financially contribute to political parties or candidates only if they are legal residents, though recent fundraising controversies have compelled Congress to reevaluate this law.  Of those who contributed, most gave under $100 (51%), followed by contributions between $100 and $499 (19%), $500 and $999 (16%), and $1000 or over (7%).  Of the citizens who gave money, the economy (21%) was cited as the most important issue facing the nation.  


	The majority of those who contributed are ideologically moderate (51%), which is similar to the ideological distribution of the broader sample.  The majority of those who contributed money identified themselves as Democrats (60%), while the remainder split between Republicans (22%) and independents (16%).  The fund-raisers were disproportionately men (78%), were professionals by occupation (73%), earned over $50,000 a year (84%), and graduated college (78%).


On issues of national importance, donors are concerned about crime and education and disagreed with the efforts of the 1994 Republican Congress (60%).  They can be a political force within the Democratic Party, as fund-raisers favored Clinton (63%) over Dole (16%).  





E.	IAs Follow National Affairs More Than Local Issues, But Still Value Ethnic Newspapers





	We assessed the respondents’ relative interest in the different levels of the political system and the importance of the IA media.  In general, IAs tend to follow national affairs most or some of the time (76%) compared to local or community affairs (64%).  Respondents get most of their information about national and community affairs from television (67%) compared to newspapers (20%).  Ethnic newspapers, however, are very or somewhat important to the IA community (72%) as sources of political news.


IAs are interested in political affairs, but may not act on that interest.  They are interested in ethnic newspapers, although they do not require a candidate to discuss his or her position on India in order to win their support.  The newspapers fill an important void in developing an IA identity, though that has not translated into a national political mobilization effort.  


V.  Partisanship and Ideology





A.	More IAs Identify Themselves as Democrats Rather than Republicans





	The IA community does not strongly support any one party, although the plurality of IAs support Democrats.  More respondents were Democrats (42%) than Republicans (13%) or independents/other (30%).  When asked if respondents were “strong” or “not very strong” partisans, a majority of  Democrats (53%) and Republicans (58%) were “not very strong”.  Overall, there are more “strong” Democrats (19%) than “strong” Republicans (5%).  Of those who were neither Democrats nor Republicans, more were “closer” to the Democratic Party (37%) than to the Republican Party (16%).  There was a substantial number who were closer to neither party (24%).
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More IAs identify themselves as Democrats, but a majority of IAs are not members of the Democratic Party. With the many independents and “no preference” respondents, Republicans can form a coalition to outnumber the Democrats.  In addition, Republicans and Democrats can capture the “soft” partisans, as the majority of IAs do not have “strong” partisan preferences.  


	The 1994 Republican Congress, however, did not win majority support from the IA community.  More respondents opposed the initiatives of the 1994 Republican Congress (49%) than those supported (36%).  Unless Republicans address these negative perceptions, they cannot expect to convert many IAs.


The most compelling story in the partisan analysis is the demographic make-up of each party’s constituency.  Anecdotes and conjecture currently depict Republicans as wealthy professionals that are male and older.  The data demonstrates, however, that support for the Republican Party is stronger among the younger IAs:





Party Preference�
Ages 18-29�
30-49�
50+�
�
Democrat�
40%�
44%�
47%�
�
Republican�
16%�
12%�
13%�
�



B.	IAs are moderate in their political ideology





A critical factor in assessing partisan preferences among IAs is to gauge their political ideology.  In the survey, ideology was measured on a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 as very conservative, 3 as moderate, and 5 as very liberal.  The labels were not defined, so there is some discrepancy based on each respondent’s perceptions of the ideological scale.





	The distribution of political ideology is almost a perfect bell curve, with most respondents identifying themselves as moderates (50%).  There were slightly fewer conservatives (17%) than liberals (20%), while very conservative respondents (2%) were also slightly fewer than very liberal respondents (5%). 





Surprisingly, when viewing the distribution by age, we find younger voters slightly more liberal, even though, as noted above, the Republican Party finds more of its support among younger voters.
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The IA community is essentially “up for grabs” for both parties because of ideology and weak partisanship.  With this data, either a Republican or Democratic activist could justify spending political capital to capture this constituency.  In order to justify any expenditures, however, each party must determine whether the IA community offers enough benefits in the form of votes, donations, professional volunteers, and the potential for capturing other immigrant groups.


The ideological profile is also a setback for the parties, as both often prefer to work on behalf of core constituency groups.  This subject is a matter of debate, but the important point is that as a moderate constituency that has strongly supported President Clinton, both Republican and Democratic IAs have reason to cheer.  Democrats can encourage party leaders to fight and keep this key swing vote.  Republicans can argue that a strong case can swing this constituency to their camp.


VI.  1996 Presidential Election





A.  IAs Choose Clinton over Dole





	We asked the respondents which candidate they would vote for if the presidential election were held today (September 23-28, 1996).  Overwhelmingly, IAs chose Bill Clinton (66%), with Bob Dole (9%) and Ross Perot (3%) receiving little support.  When those who would not vote, could not vote, or had no opinion/refused were probed further, most of the respondents were leaning towards Bill Clinton (52%), with few leaning towards Bob Dole (6%) and Ross Perot (2%).


	For the purposes of comparison, we asked the respondents for whom they voted in the 1992 presidential election.  Bill Clinton won the majority of votes among IAs in 1992 (53%), while President Bush (15%) and Ross Perot  (7%) received substantially fewer votes.  Bill Clinton has retained most of his 1992 supporters (82%) and has captured substantial number of 1992 Bush supporters (40%), as well as Perot supporters (50%). 


IAs may have overwhelmingly supported Clinton because his campaign addressed the public policy concerns of the community and was perceived as ideologically moderate.  First, the Clinton campaign addressed issues that IAs believed were most important: crime and education.  Clinton was able to take credit for the Crime Bill, while Bob Dole had little credibility on education.  Second, Bill Clinton sought the support of the “vital center” and, hence, was very appealing to the ideologically moderate IA community.  He campaigned as the moderate who was responsible for bringing down the deficit, signing welfare reform into law, and creating jobs.  He claimed he curbed Republican excesses in the Congress by  supporting education and preserving Medicare.


VII.  Conclusion





The 1996 Survey on Public Policy Concerns of the Indian-American Community is the first chapter in a very long book on IA political mobilization.  In compiling quantitative data for the purposes of analysis, we have given a new tool to community leaders or outside parties to test various assumptions about IA policy concerns and political attitudes.  By offering a common platform for dialogue, we hope all readers take this opportunity to posit new ways for the IA community to gain political success.  


Ultimately, the IA community will be a case study for broader social scientists to understand immigration and assimilation.  Can financial and educational success suffice for immigrants, or must they strive for political participation?  We believe so, and have prepared this essay for everyone to assist in that process.  By this time next year, we hope any subsequent analysis will reflect a positive change in the level of IA political involvement.





�
Appendix:  The Survey Instrument





SECTION A: Public Opinion on Public Policy Issues





1.	First, in your opinion, which of the following is the most important issue facing the United States?  





	Crime				129	32%


	Moral Crisis			41	10%


	Economy			53	13%


	Health Care Reform		37	9%


	Balanced Budget		28	7%	


	Education			103	26%


	No opinion			9	2%


	Refused			2	1%





2.	I am going to read you a list of issues that may be raised in current election campaigns. When deciding whether or not to vote for a candidate, tell me how important the candidate’s position on each issue is.  Please answer very important, fairly important, or not important.





	a.	The candidate’s position on welfare reform?


	


	Very Important		191	48%


	Fairly Important		160	40%


	Not Important			41	10%


	No opinion			9	2%


	Refused			1	0%


	


	b.	The candidate’s position on immigration? 


	


	Very Important		217	54%


	Fairly Important		139	35%


	Not Important			38	9%


	No opinion			6	1%


	Refused			2	1%


						


	c.	The candidate’s position on affirmative action in higher education?�	


	Very Important		270	67%


	Fairly Important		88	22%


	Not Important			39	10%


	No opinion			5	1%


	


	d.	The candidate’s position on American relations with India?  


	


	Very Important		202	50%


	Fairly Important		133	33%


	Not Important			60	15%


	No opinion			7	2%





	e.	The candidate’s position on affirmative action in federal contracting?�	


	Very Important		105	26%


	Fairly Important		180	45%


	Not Important			77	19%


	No opinion			37	9%


	Refused			3	1%





3.	Are there any national organizations focused on the political concerns of your�            ethnic community?�


Yes				50	12%


	No				295	73%


	No opinion			55	14%


	Refused			2	1%





4.	What is the name of that organization?





F.I.A.				5	10%


	A.A.P.I.			2	4%


	I.A.F.P.E.			1	2%


A.A.H.O.A.			1	2%





4a.	Does that organization fairly represent your political views?





Yes				21	42%


	No				19	38%


	No opinion			10	20%	





5.	Would you support legislation to make English the official language of the United 	States?





	Yes				343	85%


	No				50	13%


	No opinion			9	2%


________________





SECTION B: Political Participation





6.	In talking to people about elections, we have found that when Bill Clinton and George Bush ran for president in 1992, a lot of people were not able to vote because they weren’t registered, they were sick, or they just didn’t have the time.  Did you vote in the 1992 presidential election?





	Yes				117	29%


	No				284	71%


	No opinion			1	0%





6.	Were you registered to vote for the 1992 presidential election (Of those who did not vote in 1992)?





	Yes				19	7%


	No				266	93%





6b.	Who did you vote for in the 1992 presidential race?





	Bill Clinton			62	53%	


	George Bush			18	15%


	Ross Perot			8	7%


	No opinion			15	13%


	Refused			14	12%





7.	Do you generally support the initiatives of the Republican Congress elected in 	1994?





	Yes				145	36%


	No				197	49%


	No opinion			55	14%


	Refused			5	1%





8.	If the 1996 presidential election were being held today, for whom would you �            vote?





	Bill Clinton			266	66%


	Bob Dole			35	9%


    	Ross Perot			13	3%


Wouldn’t vote			12	3%


    	Vote for other			1	0%


	Cannot Vote			20	5%


	No opinion			45	11%


	Refused			10	3%





9.	At the moment, which candidate are you leaning more towards (Of those who did not select a candidate)? 





	Bill Clinton			46	52%


	Bob Dole			5	6%


    	Ross Perot			2	2%


Wouldn’t vote			3	4%


    	Vote for other			1	1%


	Cannot Vote			7	8%


	No opinion			18	20%


	Refused			6	7%





10.	Have you worked for a political party or candidate in the last two years?





	Yes				18	4%


	No				382	95%


	No opinion			2	1%





11.	Have you contacted a public official about an issue in the last two years?





	Yes				45	11%


	No				356	89%


	No opinion			1	0%





11a.	Have you been contacted by a public official in the last two years?





	Yes				49	12%


	No				352	88%


	No opinion			1	0%





12.	Have you contributed money to a political candidate or a political party in the last two years?





	Yes				43	10%


	No				356	89%


	No opinion			3	1%





12a.	If so, on average, how much did you give to each candidate you supported?





	Under $100			22	51%


	$100 - $499			8	19%


	$500 - $999			7	16%


	$1000 or over			3	7%


	No opinion			3	7%


	


13.	Some people seem to follow what’s going on in government and community  affairs most of the time; others aren’t that interested. Would you say you follow what’s going on in your local government and community most of  the time, some of the time, only now and then, hardly at all, or never?





	Most of the time		108	27%


	Some of the time		148	37%


	Only now and then		65	16%


	Hardly at all			31	8%


	Never				40	10%


	No opinion			10	2%





14.	Would you say you follow what’s going on in national affairs or the federal government most of the time, some of the time, only now and then, hardly at all, or never?





	Most of the time		173	43%


	Some of the time		131	33%


	Only now and then		43	11%


	Hardly at all			22	5%


	Never				25	6%


	No opinion			8	2%





15.	What one source do you rely on most for political information?





	Television			268	67%


	Radio				21	5%


	Newspapers			79	20%


	Magazines			9	2%


	Friends and family		3	1%


	Internet/on-line		15	4%


	Religious organization		2	0%


	No opinion			5	1%





16.	How important are ethnic newspapers that cater to your community as sources 	of news for you?





	Very important 		133	33%


	Somewhat important		158	39%


	Not important			105	26%


	No opinion			6	2%


________________





SECTION C:	Partisanship/Ideology





17.	Generally speaking, do you usually think of yourself as:





	A Democrat			170	42%	


	An Independent		96	24%


A Republican			52	13%


	Other				25	6%


	No preference			24	6%


	No opinion			32	8%


	Refused			3	1%





18.	Do you think of yourself as closer to the Democratic or Republican Party (Of Independents and Other)?





Democratic Party		67	37%


Republican Party		29	16%


Neither				42	24%


No opinion			38	21%


Refused			4	2%





18a.	Would you call yourself a strong [Republican/Democrat] or a not very strong 	[Republican/Democrat]?





Strong				97	44%


Not very strong		120	54%


No opinion			5	2%





19.	Generally speaking, do you usually think of yourself as: 





Very conservative		10	2%


Conservative			70	17%


Moderate; middle of the road	200	50%


Liberal				80	20%


Very Liberal			18	5%


No opinion			20	5%


	Refused			4	1%


________________





SECTION E: Demographics





20.	What was the last grade of school you completed?





8th grade or less		4	1%


Some high school		30	7%


Graduated high school 	58	14%


Some college			32	8%


Graduated college		152	38%


Post-graduate			123	31%


Refused			3	1%





21.	What is your occupation and main job? 





Professional/Doctor		27	7%


Professional/Engineer		54	13%


Professional/Other		145	36%


Small business person		32	8%


Administrative/Clerical	21	5%


Full-time student		70	18%


Other 				44	11%


No opinion			5	1%


Refused			4	1%





21a.  	In one word, please describe your occupation (Of Other):





Housewife			16	36%


Cab Driver			4	9%


Other				24	55%





22.	If you added together the yearly incomes, before taxes, of all the members of your 	household for the last year, 1996, would the total be:





Under $20,000		43	11%


$20,000 to $29,000		48	12%


$30,000 to $49,000		75	19%


$50,000 to $74,000 		66	16%


$75,000 to $100,000		44	11%


$100,000 to $149,000		27	7%


$150,000 or over		20	5%


No opinion			42	10%


Refused			37	9%





23.	What is your gender?





	Male				250	62%	


	Female				152	38%





24.	What is the year of your birth? (compiled as age)





18-29				103	26%


30-49				191	48%


50-64				53	13%


65+				6	1%


	Refused			49	12%








25.	Are you an American citizen?





	Yes				244	61%


	No				156	39%


	Refused			2	0%





26.	Were you born in the United States?





	Yes				47	12%


	No				354	88%


	Refused			1	0%





27. 	In which country were you born?





	India				278	79%


	Pakistan			33	9%


	Bangladesh			12	3%


	Other				28	8%


	No opinion			2	1%


	Refused			1	0%





28.	In what year did you come to the United States?





	Before 1970			28	7%


	1970-1980			98	24%


	1980-1990			139	35%


	After 1990			79	20%


	Refused			58	14%








29.	Generally speaking, how would you describe you religious background?�


	Hindu				270	67%


	Muslim			62	15%


	Jain				17	5%


	Christian			18	5%


	Sikh				13	3%


	Other				22	5%








�Based on 1990 census data, the Asian-Indian median household income was $48,320 and nearly 64.9% of Asian-Indians held bachelor’s degrees or higher.


�By 1996, there were no IA members of Congress, or cabinet-level appointees in the Executive Branch, although President Clinton has appointed several lower-level staff members.  At the state level, two IAs serve as elected legislators (Kumar Barve and Satveer Chaudhary are Democrats in the Maryland and Minnesota legislatures) and one serves in a gubernatorial cabinet (Bobby Jindhal in Louisiana).


�Based on a statistical table located in The Gallup Poll Monthly (May, 1996), p. 52-53.


�Wall Street Journal, (December 13th, 1996), pg. R1. 


� New Jersey State House Speaker Chuck Haytaian, in a private discussion (6/95), attributed the success of the New Jersey Hate Crimes Bill, which doubles penalties on violent offenders convicted of racial or ethnic bias, to the grassroots efforts of IAs in the aftermath of the “Dotbusters” attacks.  “Dotbusters” is the name of a Jersey City gang who preyed on IAs.


�Middle-aged IAs are between 50-64 years old; younger generations are less than 50; seniors are 65+.
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Aneesh Chopra and Ajay Kuntamukkala are graduate students at Harvard’s John F. Kennedy School of Government.  They frequently address Indian-American political organizations and community groups on political opportunities and youth outreach efforts.
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