When low fertility affects Immigrants. The case of Italy
Livia Ortensi —Universita degli Studi di Milano — Bicocca

Patrizia Farina- Universita degli Studi di Milano — Bicocca

Short Abstract

This analysis was aimed to examine the interretati@etween migration, fertility and migration commént and to
analyze the presence of children in emigrationsTdimension is crucial to evaluate the processesbnciliation of
work and family life among immigrants, a theme tisabften analyzed for Italian women, but is fownrdcial to
determinate levels of fertility also among fematenigrant workers.

Starting from representative survey data the reakl of fertility and the effective contribution ltalian population
was discussed finding levels of fertility considdyebelow the official TFR calculated for foreigmmen.

Migration commitment also plays a crucial role asiily migrants and workers have different behavard desires in
terms of fertility. While actual levels of foreidertility are mostly due to family migrants for wemwith a strong
working commitment (as for first migrants) fertilits already low. More of that migrant women filgmselves more
exposed than Italian women to problems of family jab reconciliation.

Persistent lowest low fertility in Italy and thertdbution of immigrant

It is common knowledge that Italy is one among tioeintries that are most characterized by very low
fertility levels. Besides, Italy fully fits the deftion of “lowest low fertility” introduced by Khbler, Billari,
and Ortega in 2002 to describe those countriesevtier total period fertility rate (TFR) drops beldyB, a
level - recorded at national level for the firshdi in 1992 - that proved to be persistent for thtéres period
1993-2003. That decade saw a drop in the levelsrtlity, reaching a TFR of less than 1,2 (Caltain et

al. 2009). Since then fertility has shown a gradeabvery, reaching the actual national level dfL1(1,5 for
the region of Lombardy).

This general trend is due to a slight increase ativa fertility, in particular related to births BYate
mothers”, women who had postponed the first bifterahe age of 35. In fact, the postponement diflity

has also put Italy at the top in the ranking ofrdaes as far as the relative weight of births frasmmen
aged 40 or above is concerned (Billari, 2007). Arotstrong contribution comes from the increasing
number of births from immigrants, whose fertiligntl is higher than that of native. Total fertiliggte for
Italian was 1,31 and 2,23 for foreign women in 20D8test data diffused by Istat (2011) show a new
reduction in the number of birth (from 568.857 @02 to 561.944 in 2010) from Italian parents and a
concurrent further increase of births from forearents even if at a lower rate than previous yesirths
from both foreign parents accounted for 14% of tihtal newborn, while children with at least a forei
parent where 19% of the total (respectively 21 @ 26,7 in 2009 in Lombardy).

Aim of the study

The aim of this study was to analyze levels antepag of fertility among immigrant women. As poititeut
in a very effective way by Toulemon and Mazuy (200% use of Total Fertility Rate for the analysfs
migrant fertility leads to an overestimation. Miggod marks an important change in family and feytil
behavior. Though immigrants’ fertility before migicm is low, resettlement is often linked with umio
formation, and fertility rates just after immigai are very high. The TFR does not take this diicoity
into account and thus overestimates lifetime fgrtdf immigrants.



Another crucial point is related to what we mearfibymigrant fertility”. Migration represents a bieaoint

not only in the biography but also in data avallghiWhen dealing with migrants’ fertility the rearcher
can analyze the number and progression of birtHglp, he can include children born abroad andlyat
arrived by family reunification or he can be inteal in the number of children ever born, regasdtdshe
place of birth or residence at the time of the eyrv

Official data usually only allow analysis of levedsid trends of births in Italy, behaviors that deeply
affected by age at arrival and propensity to givenbn Italy.

Other interesting approaches like Record Linkagpeemented in the Italian setting (Mussino et, allow

the use of stock data from administrative registiersconstruct a longitudinal dataset that includes
information on births, but so far still enable #ealysis of merely the events that took placealy It

If information on possible previous births are uowm all the analysis can be biased by the fact that
women’s true parity is unspecified.

Own children method can help to extend informatmailable thru official data to foreign born chidr
only if they are cohabitant with the mother. Asyoesly highlighted this method can be unsuitableew
applied to household different from the classieahifty model (cohabitant parents and children). bially

the presence of grandparents can originate wronthento-child linkages but the existence of other
cohabitant relatives (like siblings or other minos “own children”) can create significant probkemnd
wrong matching between mother and children for ¢hoationalities where this kind of families aretqui
diffused (Ortensi, 2009).

Not only levels, but patterns of fertility are asue of interest. Foreign women are a complex wsdvd he
diffusion of different migration models is crucial the determination of levels and patterns ofilfgrt In
particular this analysis showed the existence aingt differences between women that migrate as self
migrants and family migrants. The high fertilitycoeded by official statistics, in fact, is mosthetresult of
the high propensity of women that migrated with ithie of caregivers to have births in emigratioroién
that migrate to work, instead, have lower levelsfatility in Italy: they migrate on their own leang
children at home or they migrate childless and Haxtdity patterns in emigration similar to Itatiavomen.

It's not a case if 60,3% of foreign women who haareh in 2008-2009 in Lombardy declared themseb®s
housewives, while only 21% of the foreign womendad8-49 present in Lombardy in the same years was
housewifé(Ortensi, 2010).

The analysis was therefore aimed to examine therrglaition between migration, fertility and migoati
commitment and to analyze the presence of childremigration. This dimension is crucial to evatudie
process of reconciliation of work and family lifmang immigrants, a theme that is often analyzedt&tian
women, but is found crucial to determinate levélgedility also among female immigrant workers.

Data and methods

To perform a correct analysis of immigrants’ féilis necessary to use dedicated survey datadardo
reconstruct to whole reproductive history of evergmen. If such an analysis is not possible at natio
level, it turns possible at regional level. Thistrietion does not cause a loss of representatsgereing the
Italian region of Lombardy the most important migya pole in Italy where 25% of the total national
number of migrants is settled. The analysis of d@atdoreign population in this region allows arcarate
overview of the situation of migrant’s fertility ialy, as previous studies at national level padinbut that
migrants living in Lombardy do not differ in theinain characteristics from those settled in othalia
regions (Blangiardo and Farina, 2006).

Data on foreign population living in Lombardy usadhis analysis are routinely produced by the Begi
Observatory for Integration and Multi-ethnicity bbmbardy, one of the main sources for informatiod a

! The proportion rise to 35% if we add women withiraegular contract that could have claimed themresehs non
workers, but is still far from the incidence in thepulation of women hospitalized for birth deliyer



data on immigration in Italy. Figures are basednrannual survey of 8.000 face-to-face interviearsied

out on the base of Centre Sampling statistical gutope. The sampling method is based on a set of
information about a number of aggregation centegsilarly visited by the target population of imnaigts.
This sampling scheme allows weighing the originakbd sample in order to provide a consistent astim
of the overall migrants’ population characteristidhe actual performance of this method has been
empirically tested over the last decade in Italla(@iardo et al., 2011a). These survey data apaxicular
interest as they include also information on irtagunigrants. Data used for this analysis were ridkem

the 2011 wave that involved 8021 migrants. Forcilmeent analysis only the female sample was us€9(3
women from high pressure migration counfri@ged 14 and over).

The 2010 and 2011 waves of the Regional Surveyoaresed on Family and Fertility. In particular th@11
wave adds to the basic questionnaire detailednmgon on children ever born (including year anacpl of
birth and possible year of family reunion) and ideamber of children, family of origin, actual paer and
possible former unions.

As a first step a descriptive analysis was perfarrite compare the main characteristics of women with
different “migration commitments” (Strictly labormiented, family and labor oriented and strictly fgm
oriented) and their fertility outcomes.

Secondly a Poisson regression was performed. Arficlel excluded variables on family income as the
inclusion of this variable determinates a loss @¥2in the number of valid cases. That informaticasw
nevertheless included in a second model as thigriion was considered a key point in the analykis o
fertility.

Female immigration in Italy

Italy is one of the new countries of immigrationtive European Union with Spain, Greece, Portugdl an
Ireland (Triandafyllidou, 2007). The rise in theepence of immigrants has been recent and faststLate
figures from ISMU Foundation estimate the presesiceore than 5 million foreigners including irregul

stayers.

Foreign presence in Italy

1.1.2007 [ 1.1.2008 [ 1.1.2009 [ 1.1.2010 [ 1.1.2011
(thousands)

Total legally present 3.633 3.677 4.416 4.880 4.954
Of which:

- resident 2.939 3.433 3.895 4.235 4.563
- legally present non resident 694 244 521 645 391
Total irregular 349 651 422 454 440
Total present 3.982 4.328 4.838 5.334 5.394

Source Blangiardo, 2011b

Since the beginning of migrations In Italy gendebalance of main nationalities was one of the main
characteristics of foreign national flows. Sometledm were mainly male, such as those from Northern
Africa, Pakistan and Senegal. Others, like thogmfCape Verde, Philippines, Somalia, Eritrea, vedmgost
completely female.

In a second phase new flows started. Some of theme wuite gender balanced like those from Albania,
Romania, and China. On the other side most of ¢efiows were mainly made up of first migrant women
like those from Latin America and Eastern Europel(eding those from the Balkans, mainly male).

2 Foreign nationals from high income countries (US#ael, Australia, Japan, Canada, and former El@di&excluded
from the survey.



Percentage of foreign resident in Lombardy on 1°anuary 2008, 2009 e 2010 among total foreign resiuein
Italy. Main citizenships

Country 2010 2009 2008
Egypt 71,0 67,9 70,5
Ecuador 45,0 43,9 45,6
Pakistan 43,6 429 43,9
Peru 42,3 40,7 43,6
India 39,5 40,2 40,0
Senegal 38,6 38,2 38,7
Philippines 35,9 34,5 36,8
Sri Lanka 32,8 31,0 33,7
Morocco 24,2 24,4 24,4
China 21,9 21,3 22,5
Tunisia 21,1 21,0 21,1
Bangladesh 20,8 21,2 21,1
Albania 20,5 20,5 20,4
Ukraine 19,2 18,6 18,2
Nigeria 15,6 15,2 16,3
Romania 14,5 15,3 15,3
Moldova 14,4 14,4 14,2
Poland 8,0 8,0 8,3
All countries 23,2 23,2 23,7

Source:Elaboration on Istat data.

After the introduction of legislation related taridy reunion in 1990, family migration started atpwith the
beginning of a process of gender balance also fde dominated flows and the gradual rise of birld a
migration of young children. Foreign families haa@come one of the main features of Italian immigrat
Families entirely made up of foreigners rose nelaylyL 3 times between 1991 and 2009 (from 127 thuissa
to 1,6 millions) while mixed families account father 500 thousands families.

Work and fertility: a link that gets stronger in gyration

Migrant fertility is constantly growing and has bete an important factor in sustaining the genededian
fertility. This phenomenon is the result of a leeéimigrants’ fertility higher than the native antithe fact
that, especially for family migrant, fertility ba® migration is low while fertility rates are vehygh just
after immigration.

Anyway, data on nationalities of foreign newborowtthat such a general statement does not teHaufutl
story. Not all foreign women have the same attittoseards childbearing in Italy and having a jobrasdo

be an important deterrent. Moreover, as we knowttf@application of TRF can create biases in maagu
migrants’ fertility another question that arisesfige should really trust a TRF of 2,23 at natiolexel that
rises further on at 2,64 for Lombardy (Istat, 2009)

To answer to all these questions the situatiohembain Italian region for foreign presence wadyeeal.

The first issue is about the real level of fegtilias a previous application of the Toulemon TFRnfiigrants
showed a value of 1,99 for Lombardy in 2009 (Onite2309).

As shown in the image below, the mean number dflidm ever born to immigrant woman aged 14 and over
is below 1,5 for all areas.

Of more interest is the mean number of childrerr &zen by woman aged 40 and over as these data show
with a good approximation (as late fertility is dediffused among foreigners) the final level oftifity in a
group with particularly interesting features.

The first consideration is that for all groups odmen, including those from very high fertility cdtias
(Sub-Saharan Africans) the level of completedilfisrtis around 2, and is 1,87 for the total numlodr
women. Those women have therefore a mean numbeshitdren ever born that is already below
replacement level.

The second point is that these women had mosteaf ¢hildren abroad and migrate at a “late” age\(@&rs

in median). Their socialization about fertility toplace abroad and has not been too influencedaltian

low fertility background. We can suppose that wontiest migrated at a younger age or that are second
generation foreigners will show in the next yearsdr levels of completed fertility, levels that Wk surely



lower than the actual estimated period TFR. Lowuilfigr could soon became an issue also among fareig
women. Differences exist also among areas of grigénwomen coming from countries with low levels of
fertility have lower levels of total fertility (ittaly or abroad).

Mean Number of children for women of age 14+ and 40by area of origin. 2011
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Foreign women have a high propensity to become enstl87% of women aged 40 and over had at least a
child and 1 out of 7 was already a mother betwe@ra®d 35. Latin Americans have a particular high
percentage of adolescent fertility, a level thdtigh also in the countries of origin.

Mean Number of children ever born (CEB) and proporion of mothers at different ages. 2011

Mean Proportion of mothers
Area number of

CEB 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40+
Eastern Europe 1,23 0,0 21,6 51,7 65,4 83,6 89,1
Asia 1,28 3,3 27,7 61,3 72,6 90,9 88,2
Nord Africa 1,52 3,3 254 56,1 83,6 92,9 84,8
Sub Saharan Africa 1,33 0,0 24,3 47,0 80,0 85,6 86,3
Latin America 1,34 8,1 18,7 45,8 64,3 76,6 87,0
Total 1,32 2,7 23,3 53,4 71,7 86,0 87,7

The situation is different if we consider only k& fertility in emigration (i.e. children in ItalyThe mean
number of children drops at 1 and the proportiomother with at least a child in Italy decreasealirages
and for all areas, with the partial exception oftRern Africans.

Mean Number of children present in Italy (CPI) and proportion of women with at least a child in Italy at
different ages. 2011

Area Mean number proportion of women with at least a child in Italy

of CPI 15-19 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40+
Eastern Europe 0,81 0,0 17,8 45,3 58,0 70,6 51,7
Asia 1,02 3,3 27,7 53,9 69,1 83,1 64,5
Nord Africa 1,42 2,9 23,9 54,6 80,5 91,9 80,4
Sub Saharan Africa 1,01 0,0 21,1 39,4 68,1 63,2 76,4
Latin America 0,85 8,1 13,0 34,2 53,3 58,5 61,8
Total 0,98 2,6 20,4 46,7 64,5 74,3 61,5

As this analysis emphasizes, there is a strongréifice between the real level of fertility and phesence of
children in emigration. This difference is higher fvomen from Eastern Europe and Latin America #nat
mainly workers and first migrants. The percentadectildren present in Italy is on the contrary no



surprisingly high for women from Northern Africaathare mainly family migrant. Again, most of the
children present in lItaly are cohabitant with theiothers, but this percentage is lower among Latin
Americans and Eastern Europeans.

If we consider the quota of foreign born childrea see that differences increase. Propensity to aaveld

in ltaly is highly diversified and is consistenttivthe presence of children in Italy.

Presence of children in emigration. 2011

Area % of children in Italy | % of cohabitant children co?ag];tggggl:?lg?en % of children born in
(CPI) among CPI Italy
among CPI
Eastern Europe 66,0 88,2 71,2 33,0
Asia 79,6 95,6 83,9 54,3
Nord Africa 94,0 97,6 88,8 74,6
Sub Saharan Africa 76,7 94,9 84,1 62,5
Latin America 63,8 87,1 70,8 34,4
Total 74,6 92,5 79,3 48,1

This first analysis suggests the existence of wiffe patterns of total fertility and fertility irtdly among
migrants and that a strong linkage could exist wht role of women in emigration. Differences dasein
the total level of fertility, but such differencase more marked if we consider children’s presendealy.
The mean number of children in Italy is consideydblver for those areas where women are mostly ansrk
or first migrant, but do these differences remalrewwe take into account different roles in emigrea

When women migrate to work

Typologies of migration used in this analysis areedal to understand the nexus between family, work a
fertility. To this end, only women who migratedthée age of 18 or later were selected, to excluo fihe
analysis women who were born in Italy or migratathwthe family of origin - women who didn’t madeeth
personal choice to migrate or that never migratedia

Women who migrated on their own or before the marand that are currently working were consideised a
“women with a strictly working commitmé&n®n the other side, women who migrated with tlaetqer or
after him and are housewives were considerednggrants with a family commitment or family migrant

In the middle there is the case of women who migweith the partner or after him, but that are auttye
working. The third typology is for women who ares@lworkers, but migrated on a family project. This
typology pertains to a more “mature” migration. Wamwith a strictly family commitment can in timegoe

to look for a job. They are in fact characterizgdathigher permanence in ltaly.

Typologies of analysis

Strictly working commitment Working and family commitment Family commitment

»  Arrival at age of 18 or older »  Arrival at age of 18 or older > Arrival at age of 18 or older
»  First migrant (migrated alone or »  Arrived after or with the partner > Arrived after or with the partner
before the partner) » Is currently working or is unemployed > Is currently not working nor looking for a
» Is currently working or is »  The year before the survey was working job
unemployed or unemployed
»  The year before the survey was » Is currently housewife but was working > \Tvgfk)i/rfgggﬂggekitr?ge %L:r;ej;gt\]/v as not
working or unemployed the year before the survey

A closer look to the main characteristics of thes@men confirms that women with a strictly working
commitment are typically from non EU eastern Eusspgexcluding Albania), Latin America and
Philippines while nationalities characterized bgital male flows are most diffused among family raig.
Among women with working and family commitment tberre some of the most gender balanced flows like
that from Albania, Romania and China. Women thateha job have higher education levels than family



migrants and those with a strictly working commitrnare mainly unmarried or had a former union. Amon
them the most common job is elder caregiver (“befamnd they live with the employer in a case ofiu4.
It's not a case if this job that is highly incomipée with a family is not diffused among women thagrate
also with a family project. Propensity to mobiligyalso different in the three groups with a higbtbility
for family migrant.

Main characteristics by migration commitment, 2011

Migration commitment

Strictly working commitment

Working and family

Family commitment

commitment
% among all women 46,3 33,2 20,5
Mean age at arrival 30,9 27,4 27,1
Mean age 39,0 37,0 35,0

First 5 citizenship in each group

Romania(14,0)
Ukraine (12,9)
Philippines (8,0)
Peru (7,6)
Ecuador (6,1)

Romania (15,3)
Albania (12,0)
Morocco (8,1)
China (6,6)
Ecuador (5,5)

Morocco (20,9)
Albania (13,0)
Egypt (10,3),
India (9,2)
Romania (5,3)

Moldova (77,6)

Albania (47,1)

Pakistan (68,8)

; i ; . Ukraine (76,0) China (47,1) Egypt (61,0)
First 5 tc't'zet“Sh'p for incidence of Bolivia (72,1) Tunisia (43,3) India (60,6)
commitmen Philippines (67,5) Brazil (43,2) Morocco (43,9)

Peru (67,4) Romania (40,1) Tunisia (32,6)

Legal status

Limited residence permit (40,0)
Unlimited residence permit (25,0)

Unlimited residence permit (37,1)
Limited residence permit (25,7)

Unlimited residence permit (47,0)
Limited residence permit (38,7)

Main typology of residence permit

Labor (79,2)

Family (56,8)

Family (94,6)

Marital status

Divorced/ separated/Widowed (36)
Unmarried (35,3)
Married (28,7)

Married (87,2)
Unmarried (8,6)
Divorced/ separated/Widowed

Married (97,2)
Unmarried (1,4)
Divorced/ separated/Widowed (1,4)

(21,4)
Mean number of years in Italy 7 9 7
% 10 years or more in Italy 29,7 40,1 27,6
% Less than 2 years in Italy 51 3,7 7,5
% University graduated 20,8 25 7,3
Elderly caregiver (26,5) Domestic work (16,5)

Most popular jobs Domestic work (14,2) Restaurant/hotel employees (14,5)

Restaurant/hotel employees (9,4) Housekeeping (8,5)
Live with the employer (own/ 252 17 08
partner)
Wants to move away in the next 165 8.1 6.0

12 moths

Migration commitment has a clear effect on festidnd in the presence of children in Italy. Womathva
working commitment have a lower number of childrare more frequently childless or without any afafd

in Italy. On the other side, family migrant havdigher fertility, have often underage cohabitaritdrkn,
some of them born in Italy.

Women with working and family commitment have afipeothat is closer to family migrants but are less
likely to have young Italian born children or lafgenilies with 3 or more cohabitant children.

Even if they are similar for mean age at arrivad amean age at the survey being a worker has therafo
effect on family size.

Number of children by migration commitment, 2011

0 0, 0, % Of
% % % % % of women
Mean . . With With at women .
Migration commitment number of % With no with cohabitant | leastone | with 1 or2 with 3 or
CEB childless | children in COh?b'ta”t underage | child born | cohabitant more
Italy children ) . . cohabitant
children in ltaly children .
children
Strictly working commitment 1,21 35,2 63,6 36,4 24,5 19,6 11,0 3,0
Working and family 1,54 17,2 22,8 77,2 68,6 56,7 41,0 9,6
commitment
Family commitment 1,84 9,8 12,3 87,7 84,3 72,5 57,4 20,2
Total 1,45 24,0 39,5 60,5 51,5 42,8 30,5 8,7




Characteristics of children by migration commitment

. . % of cohabitant % of cohabitant % of children % of children
Miarati . % children in Italy . underage : abroad among
igration commitment children among . born in Italy .
among CEB - children among those born in
those in Italy those in Italy among CEB Italy
Strictly working commitment 47,1 81,9 59,3 24,1 13,3
Working and family commitment 87,8 95,3 82,8 58,5 1,2
Family commitment 94,9 97,6 90,6 66,6 0,4
Total 74,0 92,8 79,7 47,4 3,3

Women with family commitment are more likely to lkeamost of their children in Italy. These childree a
usually cohabitant, underage and more than hathefn was born in Italy. On the other side, most of
children of women with a migrant commitment liver@dd. Among those in ltaly, the proportion of msor
is lower and there is a significant percentage (L8&¥ltalian born that lives abroad, a signal ofaul
incompatibility for some women to have a work ahddren in Italy.

The category of migration commitment has an effactthe transition to first birth. Working migrants
became mothers at home country in 7 cases out offil@ first birth was in Italy for most of family
migrants (55%).

While age at first birth is the same for all wontbat had the first child abroad (23) the effectrofration
commitment is clear when the first birth happenedtaly. If migration causes a delay of about 4rgea
women who had first child in Italy, this delay mwler for family migrant (26,5), but rises for fagnind
working commitment (27,6) and is still higher fbetlatter category (28,6).

The fact of being a worker deeply affects transitto first birth (this is evident when we compahe t
proportion of mothers aged 30-35), number of ckitdever born and number of children in Italy - tisathe
real contribution to Italian population.

Transition to first birth and migration by migration commitment

Working and
Strictly working family Family Total
commitment commitment commitment

First birth before migration % 76,3 49,2 45,0 58,8

First birth after migration Mean age 28,6 27,6 26,5 27,5

First birth before migration Mean age 23,2 23,3 23,4 23,3

Total Mean age 24,5 25,5 25,3 25
Proportion of mothers at some ages by migration comitment

% aged 20- % aged 30- | % childless 40+
% aged 20- | % aged 30- 24 with at 35 with at
24 with at 35 with at least a child least a child

Migration commitment least a child | least a child in ltaly in ltaly

Strictly working commitment 18,2 47,5 10,1 31,9 15,1
Working and family commitment 26,6 78,1 26,6 74,7 8,7
Family commitment 63,9 94,1 63,9 93,5 8,5
Total 23,3 71,7 20,4 64,5 12,3

The type of migration commitment has also a linkhwideal number of children: family migrant are mor
likely to desire 3 or more children, while firstgnants are more likely to desire a smaller family.

Anyway even when we deal with ideal number of aleifd migrants’ fertility is assessed on the model o
family with 2 children, a fact that is consisteritrwactual level of fertility.



Ideal number of children by migration commitment

%
Migration commitment Mean Median No children 1 2 3 or more
Strictly working commitment 1,75 2,00 18,0 18,1 44,0 19,9
Working and family commitment 2,06 2,00 11,8 12,2 46,2 29,9
Family commitment 2,37 2,00 10,4 53 41,2 43,0
Total 1,98 2,00 14,3 13,4 44,1 28,1

Migrants and contribution to Italian population

To conclude the analysis it was considered impottaevaluate the impact of different characteststn the
determination of the number of children in Itahhig dimension of fertility was chosen to evaludte teal
contribution of migrant fertility to Italian popuian which is a key point in the determination oture
trends of the Italian population in terms of ageimgl working population.

A woman with 5 children that had all of them in l@untry of origin doesn’t contribute to Italiarrtibity
and acts in emigration as a childless women (ext@ptremittance). More of that, maybe she cannot
conciliate being a mother and a worker in Italy.

To examine this outcome of fertility, it was dedd® use a count model, here a Poisson modelhtor t
multivariate analysis of number of children in ytahn offset variable (hnumber of years in Italy) suased to
adapt the Poisson count model to a rate. In addtbomigration commitment other explanatory varsbl
were used In a second model the economical dimension wagddbut this caused the lost of a 20% of
cases. To this end it was chosen to keep both tueis

Tests of Model Effects for model 1

Tests of Model Effects
Type 1l

Source Wald Chi-Square df Sig.

(Intercept) 370,859 1 0,000
Migration commitment 23,468 2 0,000
Age at arrival 636,722 1 0,000
Marital status 120,75 3 0,000
Citizenship 31,445 14 0,005
Number of children abroad 141,887 1 0,000
Ideal number of children 355,294 3 0,000
Mother's number of children 47,226 1 0,000
Lives with the employer 22,219 1 0,000
age 455,465 1 0,000
Education 16,798 3 0,001

A first point of interest is that once introducether explanatory variables a key information sush a
citizenship is no more significant. This is expkdnby the presence information about responderdthen
fertility a dimension that plays an important rcdes, every additional child of the mother raisesdtds of
having a child living in Italy by 5%. This variabie more precise in the individuation of women wathigh
fertility background than the general informatidooat the TRF in the country of origin, as migraate
sometimes a selected lower fertility group evehigh fertility contexts.

The model showed a significant role of migratiomogitment: keeping all other variables constantatids

of having an additional child in Italy in the tinef permanence increases by 10% for family and worke
commitment migrants and increases by 39% for familgrants compared to strictly working commitment
migrants. Marital status also plays a crucial riggarticular for unmarried woman that are mokelly to be
childless. The linkage with education is inverseeducation rises the number of children in Iltagréases.

3 The two models showed no problems of over disperdRatio of Pearson chi-square to degrees of fraedas 1,1 for the first
model and 0,06 for the second. Omnibus test vggsfisiant for both the models (p=0.000).



Ideal number of children is also a key factor: tuls of having an additional child in Italy moreath
doubles for women that desires 3 or more childmnpared to those that do not desire any child.

The effect of cohabitation with the employer, tygiof elder caregivers, is also significant mearthig type
arrangement is highly unfit for women with children

Parameter Estimates

95% Wald | Confdence
Confidence | Hypothesis Test Interval for
Std. Interval
Parameter B Error Exp(B) Exp(B)
Wald
Lower | Upper | Chi- |df| Sig. Lower | Upper
Square
(Intercept) -4,24| ,20 | -4,64 | -3,85 | 447,10 | 1 |,000 | ,014 | ,010 | ,021
Ideal number of children 3 or more 1,22 | ,07 | 1,08 | 1,35 | 303,14 |1 |,000 | 3,376 | 2,944 | 3,871
vs. None 2 ,90 | ,06 78 1,01 | 240,71 | 1 |,000 | 2,450 | 2,188 | 2,744
1 ,57 | ,05 ,46 ,67 | 105,96 | 1 |,000| 1,760 | 1,581 | 1,961
Migration commitment Family commitment 33 | ,07 ,20 A7 23,21 | 1,000 | 1,394 | 1,218 | 1,595
é‘gsrﬁitirtﬁtglgork'”g \C’\(’)‘r’;m?nzrr‘]? family 24 | 06| 12 | 36 | 1570 |1 |,000| 1,272 | 1,129 | 1,432
Citizenship Peru 18 | ,12 | -,04 41 2,52 |1],113| 1,201 | ,958 | 1,505
Ecuador 18 | ,11 | -,03 ,38 2,77 | 1,096 | 1,192 | ,969 | 1,465
Morocco -,09 | ,09 -,28 ,09 ,94 11,332 ,912 ,758 | 1,098
Egypt 11 A1 -, 10 33 1,13 1,288 1,122 | ,908 | 1,386
India ,25 A1 ,04 ,46 5,37 1,021 1,283 | 1,039 | 1,585
Philippines ,04 12 -, 19 27 ,13 1,717 1,043 | ,829 | 1,313
China ,13 12 -, 10 ,36 1,25 1(,263| 1,139 | ,907 | 1,431
Ukraine -,08 | ,12 -31 ,15 44 11,509 ,925 ,734 | 1,166
(vs. Other women from Romania 11 | ,09 | -,07 ,30 1,49 | 1,223 1,120 | ,934 | 1,343
Eastern Europe) Albania ,09 ,09 -, 10 27 ,87 1(,351| 1,090 | ,909 | 1,308
Other women from Latin
America -05 | 11 | -27 17 22 1(,638| ,949 | ,762 | 1,181
gg;]zrr;‘r’]offfig;rom Sub 03| 10| -23| 16 | 12 |1]|,720| 966 | 793 | 1,177
ﬁg;tehre";’r?rxf?incgom 04| 13| -29 | 21 | 08 |1|,771| 963 | 748 | 1,240
Other women from Asia ,00 | 11 | -,21 21 ,00 11,992 | ,999 ,811 | 1,230
Lives with the employer (vs. Yes) | No 52 | 11 ,30 74 22,22 | 1|,000 1,356 | 2,093
Marital status Divorced 1,06 | ,11 ,85 1,27 | 101,33 |1 |,000| 2,890 | 2,351 | 3,554
(vs. Unmarried) Widowed 1,02 | ,14 74 1,31 | 49,67 |1 |,000| 2,778 | 2,091 | 3,691
Married 1,03 | ,10 ,83 1,22 | 109,87 | 1 |,000| 2,789 | 2,302 | 3,378
Education University graduated -31 | ,08 | -47 -14 | 1358 [ 1|,000| ,735 ,624 | ,866
vs. No formal education High School -23 | ,07 | -,38 -,09 9,68 |1 |,002| ,793 ,685 | ,918
Middle school -15 | ,08 -,30 ,00 3,98 11,046 | ,860 741 ,997
Age at arrival 12 ,00 11 , 13 | 636,72 |1 |,000| 1,127 | 1,117 | 1,138
Number of respondent's mother children ,05 | ,01 ,04 ,07 47,23 | 1 |,000| 1,054 | 1,038 | 1,070
Age -,08 | ,00 -,09 -,08 | 455,46 |1 |,000| ,920 ,913 ,927
Number of children living abroad -50 | ,04 | -58 -42 14189 | 1 |,000| ,605 ,557 | ,657

Effects of some characteristic in number of childra in Italy

Marriage/previous unions

+

Education

Fertility of mother

Age at arrival

Ideal number of children

+ [+ |+

Having a job

Other children abroad

Cohabitation with the employer




The second model added the economic dimensioretarihlysis. This additional information caused lafss
significance for information about education antlzenship that where therefore eliminated from the

analysis.

Tests of Model Effects for model 2

Type 1l
Source ) )
Wald Chi-Square df Sig.
(Intercept) 375,256 1 ,000
Ideal number of children 287,378 3 ,000
Migration commitment 32,953 2 ,000
Respondent lives with the employer 9,099 1 ,001
Marital status 88,788 3 ,000
Age at arrival 537,010 1 ,000
Mother's number of children 44,768 1 ,000
Age 373,665 1 ,000
Number of children abroad 114,235 1 ,000
Family income 19,232 1 ,000
Economical situation 21,809 5 ,000
Parameter Estimates for model 2
0,
95% Wald 95% Wald
) . Confidence
Confidence Hypothesis Test
Std Interval Exp( Interval for
Parameter B : b Exp(B)
Error B)
Wald Lowe
Lower | Upper Chi- df | Sig. r Upper
Square
(Intercept) -4,43 | ,20 -4,82 -4,05 | 509,47 | 1 ,000 | ,012 | ,008 ,017
Ideal number of children 3 or more 1,16 ,08 1,02 1,31 238,26 | 1 ,000 | 3,199 | 2,760 | 3,707
vs. None 2 ,93 ,06 ,80 1,05 218,30 1 ,000 | 2,522 | 2,231 2,852
1 ,59 ,06 48 71 99,32 1 ,000 | 1,810 | 1,611 2,034
Migration commitment Family commitment | ,41 ,07 27 ,55 32,56 1 ,000 | 1,508 | 1,310 | 1,737
(vs. Strictly working Working and family
commitment) commitment ,26 ,07 13 ,39 15,83 1 ,000 | 1,301 {1,143 | 1,482
Lives with the employer | 44 | 13 19 69 | 11,78 | 1 | ,001 |1,553|1,208| 1,997
(vs. Yes)
Marital status Divorced 1,05 12 ,83 1,28 81,56 1 ,000 | 2,871 (2,284 | 3,610
(vs. Unmarried) Widowed 1,07 ,16 77 1,38 47,73 1 ,000 | 2,925 | 2,157 | 3,965
Married ,98 11 ,76 1,19 79,05 1 ,000 | 2,656 |2,141 | 3,294
Age at arrival 12 ,01 11 13 546,44 | 1 ,000 | 1,128 | 1,116 | 1,139
Number of respondent's mother children ,05 ,01 ,04 ,07 44,35 1 ,000 | 1,053 | 1,037 | 1,070
Age -,08 ,00 -,09 -,08 379,93 | 1 ,000 | ,919 | ,912 ,927
Number of children living abroad -,52 ,05 -,61 -,42 11294 | 1 ,000 | ,597 | ,542 ,656
Family income ,00 ,00 ,00 ,00 17,71 1 ,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 1,000
Has no difficulties
Financial situation toincurallmonthly | 4o | 46 | _go | .18 | 963 | 1 | 002 | 614 | 451 | 835
expenses (great
easiness)
Has no difficulties
to incur all monthly .27 ,07 -,40 .14 17,18 1 ,000 | ,761 | ,669 ,866
(vs. Has great difficulties expenses
to incur all monthly Has some
expenses) difficulties to incur ) ) )
all monthly 12 ,05 22 ,03 6,37 1 ,012 | ,886 | ,806 ,973
expenses

The introduction of the economic dimension shoved ttumber of children in Italy rises with familyciome

but also that the number of children is lower imilg that don’t have financial straits.




Conclusions

This analysis highlighted some interesting poifisud immigrant fertility in Italy.

The first is that the actual estimated TFR fordest is strongly biased by interrelation betweetility and
migration. The level of total fertility (includinghildren living abroad) is manifestly inferior tbe level of
2,64 (TRF for foreign women in Lombardy) and theamenumber of Italian born children - whose data
refers to - is even lower (0,75 among women aged2)5

The two-children family size is the most diffusel@al model among immigrants (and the same canitie sa
for Italian women) but such a family size is navays achieved. And even for immigrant families ¢ so
common to break the two-kid barrier. Anyway diffeces exist among areas: migrants with larger famili
of origin tend to have larger families in Italy atds is particularly truth for African women anak findians,
Pakistanis and Bengalese.

Anyway when other explanatory factors are includedthe analysis, differences among proveniences
disappear meaning that an Egyptian full time wortternot really differ in her fertility outcomes froa
Romanian full time worker merely for her origin. &eres in emigration do play a strong role making
women from different countries similar in theirtféty behaviors.

A crucial role is played by the migration commitrhefithe women: first migrant workers - that accofan

the most part of women (46%) - have a lower arer [fgrtility, a model close to that of the Italiamomen.
Their contribution to the Italian population is eMewer, as for working commitment women there tigh
percentage of foreign born children that never atig.

Being a worker has effects both in the ideal nunabehildren and in final fertility. For some woméme job

is highly incompatible with fertility and own chilen care. This is the typical case of women thatedder
caregivers. Immigrant women easily find their jobsthe domestic sector where they take charge ®f th
employer’s family and take care for cooking anddriein and care of elderly. If the presence of inmamg
women helps Italian women to supply a poor andeéqadte welfare, immigrant women find themselves to
the same position of incompatibility among work dadhily as they share with native women the sarok la
of welfare services. This leads to a low fertibityd the persistence of transnational families.

As Italian women earn a little freedom from famiuties, migrant women inherit that situation whtre
women is obligated to accomplish both family andpaork a situation known as “double presence”. For
these workers immigrants it seems to be appropaatzik about low fertility. Their effective coiithution to
the Italian population is even lower as most ofrtbkildren live abroad.

The high fertility recorded in Italy for migrants therefore the result of the high propensity ahifa
migrants to have children in Italy. These womenjclwtaccount for 20% of the total, have a higheride
fertility, they become mothers earlier and havgeafamilies with most of children living in Italy.

Another interesting theme that emerged from thersgtenodel is that migrant’s fertility has an agbet has
been typical of Italian women in the last decadexs] that is still present in the southern regiohshe
country. It is the typical low fertility scheme wigeworkers with high education and high income fawi
have few children and, on the other side, unskilesinen have larger and poorer, single-earner famili
What is recently emerging in the northern parttalylis that native employed women with higher edion
(eventually part of the new families, maybe unneatyimore than others manage to reach desiredtfertil

the North of Italy there are some signals that lamkong work and fertility could became positive &n
modern way”. No signs of such a process are vigibhteng foreign women as they are an essentialopart
that transformation, providing low cost services.

The so called “high fertility of migrants™- highlgverestimated and related the migratory conjuncture
seems therefore destined to remain a prerogatitieeofion workers family migrant, while foreign werk
seems to be making their way towards even lowéititigtevels and persistence of transnational figesi
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