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Introduction

President Trump’s initiative to enact the largest deportation of immigrants in U.S. history has had a
significant impact on Asians. This xenophobic agenda was apparent in his 2016 presidential campaign when he
claimed that the U.S. was a dumping ground for criminals and rapists. During the 2024 campaign, Trump
promised to deport millions of undocumented immigrants with a focus on criminals branded as “the worst of
the worst.” On lnaugurauon day (January 20, 2025), he signed an executive order, Protecting the American
People Against Invasion,’ which implemented the promised mass deportation. The significant impact of this
effort can be seen in the records from Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), which is responsible for
enforcing immigration laws within the United States® This brief is part of a series examining ICE records, with
a focus on deportation removal data. Previous analytical briefs documented how the number of Asians
arrested and detained increased dramatically during the first months of Trump’s second pres1dent1a1
administration, with arrests and detentions more than tripling compared with the previous year.

This brief examines the third component of the deportation process, which is removals. Removal refers to the
mandatory depaérture of a noncitizen from the United States, usually occurring after all avenues of appeal have
been exhausted. We find that the number of Asians removed was one and a half times more during the first six
months of the Trump administration (February to July 2025) than during the period from February to July 2024
(the latter part of the Biden administration). This increase is tied to significant changes in processing
immigrants within the immigration system, indicating a growing bias for rulings to expel them from the
country. Over two-thirds of those removed came from India and the People’s Republic of China, with the
remaining individuals from 21 other countries. Some were sent to places other than their home country. The
number of convicted criminals increased, but a significant share of the increase was comprised of those who
committed a crime years ago. It is likely that the deportation drive will continue to escalate, ushering a new
immigration system that is biased against people of color.

Methodology

This analysis is based on a dataset from the UC Berkeley School of Law’s Deportation Data Project, covering the
time from September 1, 2023, to July 29, 2025 'The ICE removal datasetis a publicly available collection of
individual-level records, compiled by researchers and lawyers using the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). The
data includes a number of key variables: dates of entry to and removal from the U.S., method of removal, and
characteristics of those with criminal records. We utilize the ICE information to calculate the length of time that
a person lived in the country, and estimate the duration an ex-convict lived in the community after completing
their sentence.’An Asian is defined as an immigrant who is a citizen of a country in Asia. For convenience, the
term referring to the Biden administration or period covers the months from February to July 2024, and the
term referring to the Trump administration or period covers the months from February to July 2025. When
reporting counts, we round numbers because the data are not absolutely precise due to possible reporting,
recording and other errors.
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Temporal Pattern

Figure 1 reports the trend in ICE removals using a  Figure 1: ICE Removals, 3 Month Moving Average
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long-term increase. Due to these disparate
patterns, Asians rose from less than one percent
to nearly three percent of all removals.

Figure 2 compares the monthly trends in Asian
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Removal Category

Figure 3 summarizes the top four processes used to remove Asians as reported in the ICE datafile. Prior to the
Trump administration, expedited removals included individuals who illegally entered the country, were
arrested within 100 miles of the border, and were not entitled to a hearing by an immigration judge.”President
Trump expanded the geographic coverage to include the entire country. ‘Moreover, it appears that ICE was
more willing to target those who had been in the country for more than a few months, taking greater
advantage of the two-year period during which expedited removals can be utilized. This expansion
contributed to a 61% increase shown in the two expedited categories in the graph. Much of this increase
probably occurred within the country’s interior because the number of illegal border crossings dropped
dramatically between the Biden and Trump eras.”
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Figure 3: Asian Removals by Case Category
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Geographic Pattern

The other major category includes removals based
on an administrative order, which occur after a
hearing before an immigration judge!*The number
of Asian removals in the two categories based on
administrative order more than quadrupled
between the Biden and Trump periods. This
astonishing jump coincided with efforts by the
Trump administration to remove immigration
judges who were not aligned with the President’s
agenda.”The threat of dismissal likely placed
pressure on the remaining judges to speed up the
reviews and rule unfavorably against immigrants.

Figure 4 reports the top five countries of citizenship for Asian removals, which together accounted for over
four-fifths of all Asian removals. The highest number of removals were from India, doubling between the two
administrations, increasing from almost 750 to nearly 1,600. They made up half of all removals in 2024 and
over two-fifths in 2025. Removals from China (PRC) ranked second during both administrations, tripling from
nearly 300 to nearly 900. Removals of Vietnamese immigrants grew by twelvefold from about two dozen to
over 340, pushing them up from seventh to third place. The numbers from Nepal also significantly increased,
with ten times as many under Trump compared with Biden, repositioning it from ninth to fourth place. The
number of individuals removed to Bangladesh remained essentially the same.

Not all Asian removals were repatriated to their country of citizenship. During the Biden period, over

800 were sent to a third country (other than the country of citizenship). Despite concerns about the

Trump administration’s efforts and threats to deport immigrants to dangerous third-world countries, the data
does not show that this was a noticeable issue for Asians. In fact, the number fell to around

250. Most of the difference is due to the number of Present Without Authorization (PWA ) immigrants

sent or returned to Canada. Eliminating these persons, the number of immigrants sent to a third country

was three times greater under Trump (around 180 compared with around 60). Costa Rica was the

largest destination during the 2025 period, which seems to have been willing to cooperate to avoid

tariffs. The relatively low numbers suggest that the administration's motivation for using the third-country
tactic is to create fear among immigrants, potentially leading them to self deport.”

Figure 4: Top 5 Countries for Asian Removals

2000
1500
1000
500
0 . lH mm
INDIA CHINA, PEOPLES VIETNAM NEPAL BANGLADESH
REPUBLIC OF
. Biden . Trump

Convicted Criminals

As mentioned in the introduction, President Trump’s
promise focused on deporting “the worst of the worst”
criminals. This was partially accomplished as the
number of convicted Asian criminals nearly
quadrupled, increasing from less than 200 during the
Biden period to over 700 during the Trump period.
Nonetheless, non-criminals (other than violating
immigration laws) continued to make up a super
majority of those removed (84% and 74%, respectively),
more than doubling in size. Convicted criminals
continued to be small minority (12% and 19%,
respectively).
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The data analysis provides insight into whom the
Trump administration targeted. They were not
necessarily going after more hardened criminals.
For example, the average (median and mean)
estimated sentence of convicted criminals under
Biden is essentially the same as under Trump. The
major difference and key to the Trump
administration’s increase was going after persons
who committed a crime years ago. The average
(median) time between conviction and departure
dates was 2.5 years under Biden and 5.5 years under
Trump. The difference can also be seen in Figure 5.
The most dramatic change was among those

convicted a decade or more ago, which increased
sixfold.

Figure 6 provides additional insights by reporting

Figure 5: Time Between Conviction and Removal
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Figure 6: Estimated Years in Community After Release
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returned back to the community for an estimated
decade or more, nearly two hundred in the 2025 period, which is over six times greater than the number for the
2024 period. Moreover, we estimate that at least three dozen of the ex-convicts removed during the Trump
administration had resettled in the community for a quarter century or more. It is likely that most of these
long-term returnees had become law-abiding and productive community members.

Conclusion

The analysis of available data on removals reveals unsettling findings about how President Trump's radical
remaking of immigration enforcement impacted Asians. While Latinos were disproportionately targeted,
Asians were also snared by the President’s promise of deporting a million immigrants a year. Towards the end
of the study period, the number of expelled Asians was several times higher than the previous year. The current
administration achieved this by expanding executive powers and pressuring immigration judges to adhere to
Trump's xenophobic agenda.

As part of an ambitious and politically motivated deportation goal, the administration targeted people who had
been in the country for years and even decades. The large majority of whom had not committed any crimes,
aside from being undocumented. They were not among the “worst of the worst.” Convicted criminals made up a
small numerical minority, accounting for less than a fifth of Asian removals. The admmlstrauon however,
publicly painted a distorted picture. Selectively highlighting the most violent individuals’ prov1ded cover for
and distraction from the deportation of non-criminals. The push to increase the number of convicted criminals
required a change in practice. The administration went after those who had completed their sentence, many of

whom had resettled crime-free in their communities for a decade or more.
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The empirical results are likely a harbinger of a full implementation by the far right to restructure immigration
policy. The escalating attack on immigrants can be seen in more recent arrest data from the Deportation Data
Project. In a previous brief, we reported that ICE arrested nearly 900 Asians in July 2025. New available
information shows that number increased to well over 1,400 in September 2025, which include over 300 South
Korean workers at a Georgian battery plant. There is no sign that this contemporary anti-immigrant movement
will slow in the coming months, and is more likely to accelerate. If the upward trend continues, then the number
of Asians harshly imprisoned in detention centers and ultimately forced out of the country will reach
unprecedented levels.

Some have interpreted the Trump initiative as a broader effort to remake America’s population demographically,
aiming to make the country less racially and ethnically diverse*One consequence will be the end of an
immigration system based on non-racist and humane immigration policies and practices ushered in by the 1965
Immigration Act. Asians have benefited from that regime, after enduring more than a century of anti-Asian hate
and racially motivated restrictions>® We seem to be on a course where Immigration will regress to being unfair
and biased against people of color.
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