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| ntroduction

Diversity is one of the major current thenes in the field of
immgrant and ethnic studies. Scholars are increasingly attentive
to national-origin diversity anong groups such as H spanics in the
United States (Portes and Truelove 1987; Nelson and Tienda 1985).
They argue that differences in group characteristics, mgration
histories, and reception contexts affect the adaptation of
I mm grant groups. I n sone cases, however, ethnic diversity does
not stop at the nationality level, and may take different forns.
For instance, Iranians consist of ethno-religious subgroups
(Arneni ans, Bahais, Jews, and Miuslins), whereas Vietnanese include
et hnic Chinese from Vi et nam (Bozorgnmehr 1990; Desbarats 1986;
Sabagh et al. 1989). Arnmeni ans have co-ethnic counterparts of
different national origins such as Iran, Lebanon, or the Soviet
Union. The aimof this paper is document internal diversity anong
Arneni ans and thus denonstrate the need for taking into account

subet hnicity anong Arnenians.

Subet hnicitv

Subethnicity refers to the presence of ethnic groups within an
et hni c group. Subethnicity exists whenever an ethnic group
consi sts of native-born and/or foreign-born subgroups. This ethnic
mxture results fromthe successive influx of an ethnic group from
different countries of origin into a |ocale. Sharing an all-
enconpassing ethnicity, each subgroup has a different national
identity and cultural heritage. Subgroups nmay also differ with

respect to characteristics depending on their position in their



respective countries of origin and mgrant selectivity.

Al t hough neglected in the literature, subethnicity is not a
new phenonenon in the United States. Successive waves of Jews from
Germany and Russia into New York City originally fragnented the
Jewi sh community at the turn of the century (R schin 1962, 1986).
Mre recently, the immgration of Chinese from Hong Kong and Tai wan
into major Chinese centers established by earlier Cantonese
settlers in New York and San Francisco has diversified Chinese
ethnicity (Lai 1988; Lyman 1986; Nee and Nee 1973; Zhou and Logan
1989). In Los Angeles today, in addition to the Jews and the
Chi nese, Arnenians are a sizable, visible, and grow ng ethnic group
contai ni ng ethnic subgroups. Arnmenians in Los Angeles are the
newest exanple of an ethnically diverse group, enabling us to

examne this inportant and unstudied historical phenonenon

Armenian Maration to Los Angeles

In order to better understand ethnic diversity anong Arnenians
in Los Angeles, we need to examine their mgration patterns into
this area. Armenian immgration to the United States has been
primarily triggered off by political rather than econom c reasons.
The were two nmajor waves of Arnenian inmgration: pre-1920s and
post - 1960s. The earliest wave of Arnenian refugees fled the
Otoman Enpire in the late 19th and early 20th century (Mrak
1983). The second wave of Arnmenian immgration started after 1965
when the restrictive U S. Inmgration Act of 1924 was finally

lifted. The second wave of Armenian immgration was al so caused by
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political turmoil in Egypt, Turkey, Lebanon, and Iran (Mrak 1980).
Thus there is an unusual mx of countries of origin and
generations anong Armenians. One group includes the survivors of
the first wave of inmmgrants and their descendants who are now a
m ddl e-age second generation, and a young or very young third and
even fourth generations. By contrast Arnenian inmmgrants after
1965 include nostly a first generation ranging widely in age, so
that there are both first-generation and third-generation Armenians
of the sane age. They differ, of course, in terms of country of
origin.

Most of the earlier Armenian inmmgrants settled in the Eastern
states, but sonme later mgrated to Fresno to work in agriculture.
Sonme of the second- and third-generation Arnmenians left the Fresno
comunity and resettled in Los Angeles. The new wave of Arneni an
immgration is directed towards California and especially Los
Angel es. Thus, Los Angeles has attracted both native-born
Arnmeni ans from Fresno and from the Eastern states, as well as
recent immgrants froma few Mddle Eastern countries and the
Sovi et Uni on. Los Angeles is now one of the nost ethnically

di verse Arnenian centers in the world.

Met hodol oqv

Armenians are a distinctive ethnic mnority in the United
States but until the 1980 census provided data on ancestry it was
not possible to analyze their denographi c and soci oeconomi c

characteristics. The data set created for the Armeni an popul ation
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in Los Angeles are fromthe 1980 Census 5% Sanpl e based on two
criteria: (1) persons who indicated Arnenian as either first or
second ancestry; and (2) persons who spoke the Arnmenian |anguage at
home. These criteria yielded a sanple of 2,619 cases, representing
52,400 Arnenians in Los Angeles County.

Thi s paper al so presents data froma probability sanple of 195
Arnmeni an |Irani an heads of househol d who took part in the study of

[ranians in Los Angel es.

Dversity in the National Oigin of Arnenians in Los Angel es

Table 1 gives the sanple size and the popul ation estinates of
the different Arnenian subgroups. More than two-thirds of
Arnmenians in Los Angeles are foreign-born, suggesting that this
city was a magnet for Arnmenian inmgrants. For the United states
as a whole, only 40 percent of Arnenians are foreign-born (Sabagh
et al. 1988). Anong Arnenian inmmgrants in Los Angeles, those from
lran and fromthe USSR are the |argest groups (29 percent of all
Ar meni ans) . Al nmost as nunerically inportant are Arnenians from
Lebanon. These three subgroups account for 4 out of every 10
Armenians in Los Angeles. As the predom nant place of origin of the
first wave of Arnenian inmgrants to the United States, Turkey
accounts for only 10 percent of Armenians in Los Angeles.

On the whole, Los Angeles has attracted the newest Arnenian
I mm grants. Table 2 shows that two-thirds of all foreign-born
Arnenians residing in Los Angeles in 1980 arrived in the United

St at es between 1975 and 1980. About seven out of ten of Arnenian
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immgrants from Iran, Lebanon, and the USSR arrived in this period.
Recent mgrants from Lebanon fled a war and those fromlran fled a
revolution. The earliest mgrants were from Turkey and from ot her
countries, but even six out of ten of immgrants from these
countries arrived between 1970 and 1980. It shoul d be noted,
however, that Armenians from Turkey residing in other parts of the
United States included a much higher share of the old immgration
(Sabagh et al. 1988). Because Turki sh Arnenians have the | ongest
residence in the United States, they are distinctly older than any
other subgroup. Thus, in Los Angeles their nedian age was about 64
years as conpared to a nedian ages in the range 26 to 36 years for
ot her foreign-born Arnenians. The native-born had the youngest age

profile with a median age of 25 years.

Soci oecononm ¢ _Contrasts Anong Arneni an_ Subgroups

The significance of subethnicity anong Arnenians will be
i ndi cated by the extent of socioeconom c differences between
Arneni an subgroups. The greater these differences the greater the
applicability of the concept of subethnicity to Armenians. The
1980 census variables used in the analysis include |evel of
education, level of self-enmploynent, and occupational profiles. The
anal ysis of census data will be supplenented by a brief summary of
findings on social and econom c networks of Armenian |ranians from

the study of Iranians in Los Angel es.



Educati onal Achi evenent

Wi | e educational achi evenent anong all Arnenian nen and wonen
in Los Angeles is fairly high, it is surprising that those who did
not go beyond el enentary school are nore nunerous than those with
a post-graduate college education (Table 3). This peculiar
educational profile reflects the vast differences that exist anong
Arneni an subgroups. For men, nearly half of Turkish Armenians and
about one quarter of Lebanese and other M ddl e Eastern Arnenians
had a limted elenentary school education (Table 3). The noticeably
| ower educational achievenent of Turkish Arnenians could be partly
attributed to their older age. By contrast, |ess than one out of
ten Iranian and Soviet Arnenian nen and al nost none of the native-
born Arnenian nen had a conparably |ow | evel of education. \hile
wonen had a | ower educational achievenent, differences anong
subgroups are conparable to those for nen. Mbdal educationa
categories varied fromelenentary school for men born in Turkey to
coll ege for native-born and Iran-born Arnenian nen. For all other
subgroups, the nodal category is senior high school. The nodal
category for Arnmenian wonmen from Iran, Lebanon, and the USSR is
al so senior high school, a level higher than for other Mddle
Eastern countries including Turkey. Al t hough the Lebanese
Arnmeni ans are part of the new immgration, their educationa
profile is different fromthat of Iranian Arnmenians. Cearly, the
| evel of education for all Arnenians nmasks significant subethnic

variations in educational attainnment.



Econom c Characteristics

Armeni ans in Los Angel es consist of inmmgrant subgroups wth
a strong proclivity toward entrepreneurship. Therefore, we include
sel f-enmploynent in our analysis of their economc activities.

As with education, the occupational profile of all Arnenians
conceal s subgroup variations (Table 4). For all Arnenian nen,
about one-quarter are in the two highest occupational categories of
executives and professionals, but for subgroups the range is from
16 percent anong Soviet Arnenians to about 30 percent for the
Armeni an Iranians and the native-born. At the other end of the
occupational scale, the figure of 44 percent in crafts and
operators for all Arnmenians contrasts to a range froma | ow of
about one-third for native-born and Iran-born Arnenians to two-
thirds for Soviet Armenians.

The rate of self-enploynent anong all Arnenians is tw ce as
hi gh as that of the general population of Los Angeles (18 as
compared to 9 percent). But even the figure of 18 percent self-
enpl oyed for all Arnenians masks inportant variations anong
subgroups.  Sel f-enpl oynent reached the highest rate of 32 percent
for Turkish Armenians. Native-born Armenians have the |owest rate
of self-enploynent (11 percent), only slightly higher than for the
general Los Angel es population. The rate of self-enploynent for

ot her subgroups is close to that for Armenians as a whole.



Subet hni ¢ _Social and Econom ¢ _Net wor ks

Subethnicity is docunmented not only by marked differences in
soci oeconom ¢ characteristics, but also by the predom nance of
social and econom c ties within subgroups. The survey of Iranians
I n Los Angel es provides evidence on the networks of Arnenian
[ranians (Der-Martirosian, 1989). The close friends of nore than
80 percent of these respondents and their spouses were Arnenian
I ranians, as were the people at the social gatherings they
attended. The respondents' children tend to be less exclusive in
their choice of friends, suggesting that the direction of social
ties mght change anong the second generation. Because of the
smal |l size of the Arnenian lranian |abor force relative to the
general |abor force of Los Angeles, patterns of econom c networks
tend to be conpl ex. The vast mpjority of business partners of
sel f-enpl oyed Arnenian Iranians are coethnics, but their enpl oyees
or custoners tend be non- Arneni ans and non-Iranians. Al so,
sal aried Arnmenian Iranians tend to have coworkers who are non-
| rani ans and non- Ar neni ans. The tendency for econom c networks
wi thin the subethnic group is greater for Arnmenian Iranians than
for other Iranians. Wile no conparable information is available
for the other Arnenian subgroups, the data for Arnenian Iranians
show t hat subet hnic groups do have clear social and economc

boundari es.



Concl usi on

We used census data on all Arnenians, and survey data on
Arnenian lranians, in Los Angeles to docunent the presence and
significance of subethnic groups within the broader Arnenian ethnic
group. The follow ng are sone of the salient findings of this
paper :

(1) Successive magration streans from various countries, and
the presence of the native-born, have created conplex ethnic
diversity anong Arnenians in Los Angeles. The old inmmgration
before 1950 was mainly from Turkey and the new imm gration after
1975 is primarily fromlran, Lebanon, and the Soviet Union. These
distinct inmmgration waves have resulted in a young and old age
profile.

(2) The soci oeconomc profile of all Arnmenians masks
significant differences in subgroups characteristics. Native-born
and lIran-born Arnenians tend to have the highest soci oeconomc
status, as neasured by education and occupation, while those from
Turkey have the lowest. Conversely, Arnenians from Turkey have the
hi ghest rate of self-enploynent, and the native-born have the
| owest .

Survey data show the exclusivity of Arnmenian |ranians' socia
and economc ties, supporting the argunent that subethnicity is
nore salient than an all-enconpassi ng Arnenian ethnicity. Thus,
future research on Arnmenians, and other diverse ethnic groups such
as the Jews and the Chinese, should take into account subgroup

di fferences.



Table 1 Country or State of Birth of Persons of Arnenian Ancestry,
Los Angel es, 1980.

Country Sanpl e Popul ati on Per cent
or Sﬁate of Size Size Distribution
Birt

Nat i ve-born popul ation

California 508 10, 200 19.5
O her states 224 4,500 8.6
Tot al 732 14, 700 28.1
For ei gn- born popul ation

[ ran 386 7,700 14. 7
USSR 376 7,500 14. 3
Lebanon 297 6, 000 11.5
Tur key 256 5, 100 9.7
O her M ddl e East 311 6, 200 11.8
QG her countries 261 5, 200 9.9
Tot al 1,887 37,700 71.9
Total Popul ation 2,619 52. 400 100.0

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1980.



Table 2 Year of Inmmgration of Persons of Arnmenian Ancestry, Native-Born,
and Foreign-Born from Selected Countries, Los Angeles, 1980.

Percent Distribution

Year of
| m gration Country of Birth
Foreign Iran Lebanon O her Turkey USSR O her
Born M ddl e Countries
East

Year of Inmgration

Before 1950 6.1 1.8 0.9 1.1 17.1 15.1 7.1
1950- 59 5.1 2.2 3.0 5.3 4.9 7.0 14. 6
1960- 64 2.5 2.8 3.0 2.1 2.9 1.7 5.8
1965- 69 6.9 4.9 8.5 7.8 9.8 3.3 15.5
1970- 74 12.8 13.5  13.2 21.0 12.2 6.0 16. 4
1975-80 66. 6 74.8 71.4 62.6 53.1 66. 9 40.7
Tot al 100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0  100.0

Source: See Table 1.



Table 3 Educational Distribution of Miles and Fenmal es of Armenian
Ancestry, Total, Native-Born, and Born in Selected
Countries, 16 Years dd and over, Los Angeles, 1980.

Educat i on Percent Distribution
by  Sex All Nat i ve- For ei gn- born
Ar meni ans born
Iran Lebanon Turkey Oher USSR O her
M ddl e Countries
East

Males

El ement ary 15.2 0.8 8.0 23. 8 45. 8 25.7 9.7 10.6
Juni or Hi gh 9.2 1.1 5.5 10. 3 21. 7 12.2 13.6 8.8
Senior Hgh 34.7 35.2 31.9 33.3 19.2 29.1 52.6 38.1
Col | ege 29. 45. 6 40.5 25.4 8.3 20.9 14.9 33.6
Col | ege

5 years + 11.5 17.2 14. 1 7.1 5.0 12.2 9.1 8.8
Tot al 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Sanpl e size (1,085) (261) (163)  (126)  (120) (148) (154)  (113)
Femal es

El ementary 17.9 0.9 14.2 18.5 48. 0 32.6 11.0 13.5
Juni or High 10.5 1.8 8.0 19.4 13.4 13.3 12. 4 13.6
Senior Hgh 39.9 48. 7 43. 8 34.3 29.1 28.9 44.8 41.5
Col | ege 24. 6 35. 28.4 24.1 7.1 18.5 26.9 22.9
Col | ege

5 years + 7.1 13.4 5.6 3.7 2.4 6.7 4.8 8.5
Tot al 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Sanpl e size (1,019) (224) (162)  (108)  (127) (135) (145)  (118)

Source: See Table 1.



Table 4 Cccupational Distribution of Males and Femal es of Arnmenian
Ancestry, Total, Native-Born, and Born in Selected
Countries, 16 Years dd and Over, Los Angeles, 1980.

Cccupation Percent Distribution
by  Sex Al Nat i ve- For ei gn- born
Ar meni ans born
Iran Lebanon Turkey Qher USSR O her
M ddl e Countries
East
Mal es
Executives 14. 1 19.0 16.8 10. 2 12. 5 14. 6 8.3 9.4
Prof essional s 10.4 12.8 12.8 11.1 8.3 6.5 7.4 10. 4
Techni cal 24.7 26.9 32.8 23.1 25.0 22.0 14.8 25.0
Servi ces 6.5 7.9 4.8 6.5 5.6 6.5 4.6 8.3
Farm ng 0.5 1.2 0 0 1.4 0 0 0
Crafts 27.3 17.8 20.0 35.2 25.0 35.0 39.8 30.2
Qperators 16.5 14.5 12.8 13.9 22.2 15.4 25.0 16. 7
Tot al 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Sanpl e size (874) (242) (125) (108) (72) (123) (108) (96)
Femal es
Executives 8.3 10.4 8.1 7.4 6.3 10. 8 4.4 7.0
Prof essionals 14.5 21. 4 9.7 13.0 12. 5 13.8 10. 3 11.3
Techni cal 46. 2 53.2 48. 4 42.6 43. 8 36.9 38.2 49. 3
Servi ces 13.0 10.4 14. 5 13.0 12. 5 13.8 16. 2 14. 1
Farm ng 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Crafts 6.3 1.3 6.5 5.6 12.5 12. 3 7.4 8.5
Qperators 11.5 3.2 12.9 18.5 12.5 12.3 23.5 9.9
Tot al 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Sanpl e size (506) (154) (62) (54) (32) (65) (68) (71)

Source: See Table 1.
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