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Increasing racial/ethnic diversity of the child 

population coupled by increasing 

importance of children of immigrants
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Racial/ethnic composition of the population under age 18:  
2015-2050

Note:  Racial groups exclude Hispanic members.  Hispanics may be of any race.
Source:  U.S. Census Bureau National Population  Estimates  (2015 Vintage) and Projections (Release Dec. 2014.)



Source:  diversitydatakids.org calculations of U.S. Census Bureau, 2014 National Population  Estimates  and 2014 National Population 

Projections.

Diversity will “migrate” to older age groups in coming years:
Year when no single racial/ethnic group is the majority population 

by age group
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Sources: 1970, 1980, 1990, and 2000 Census Integrated Public Use Microdata Samples (IPUMS); Urban Institute 

Tabulations from 2005 CPS, March Demographic and Economic Supplement and 2009/10, 2013/14 American Community 

Survey IPUMS data.

Note: Children of Immigrants include foreign-born children and those who have at least one foreign-born parent.

Children of immigrants as a share of 

U.S. children – 1970-2014

6.1



The second generation makes up dramatically

larger shares of both Hispanic and Asian children 
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Sources:  Diversitydatakids.org analysis of 1980 Decennial Census, 5% PUMS: Urban Institute analysis of 2013/14 American Community Survey 

IPUMS data.



Child SchoolFamily

Housing and 

neighborhood

Healthcare

Housing 

assistance

Parental 

working 

conditions

Early 

childhood 

education

Health 

insurance

Policy areas:

Policy areas:

Life course outcomes:

health, education, earnings

Social determinants of child health & development 



Newborn health

Immigrants and their children tend to have 

better health than the US-born
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Low birthweight rates are lower among babies of immigrant mothers 
(Low birthweight rates by race/ethnicity, nativity, maternal education:  2009/10)

Notes:  Low birthweight defined as weighing less than 2.5kg. Excludes plural births and births to mothers under age 25. Hispanics may be of any race. The three educational attainment 

summary categories, “low”, “moderate”, “high” are defined in one of two ways depending on the birth certificate version (1989 or 2003) used to record the birth in a specific location. For 

states using the 1989 birth certificate, "low education" refers to having 4 years of high school or less; "moderate education" refers to having some college, but less than 4 years; and 

"high education" refers to having 4 years of college or more. For states using the 2003 birth certificate, "low education" refers to having a high school diploma or GED or less; "moderate 

education" refers to having at least some college or an Associate degree, but not a Bachelor's degree; and "high education" refers to having Bachelor's degree or higher.

Source:  diversitydatakids.org tabulations of National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS), 2009 and 2010 Natality (All County file) as compiled by NCHS from data provided by the 57 

vital statistics jurisdictions through the Vital Statistics Cooperative Program. 
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Low birthweight rates for Hispanic national-origin subgroups, 

by nativity and maternal education:  2009/10

Notes:  Low birthweight defined as weighing less than 2.5kg. Excludes plural births and births to mothers under age 25. Hispanics may be of any race. The three educational attainment 

summary categories, “low”, “moderate”, “high” are defined in one of two ways depending on the birth certificate version (1989 or 2003) used to record the birth in a specific location. For 

states using the 1989 birth certificate, "low education" refers to having 4 years of high school or less; "moderate education" refers to having some college, but less than 4 years; and 

"high education" refers to having 4 years of college or more. For states using the 2003 birth certificate, "low education" refers to having a high school diploma or GED or less; "moderate 

education" refers to having at least some college or an Associate degree, but not a Bachelor's degree; and "high education" refers to having Bachelor's degree or higher.

Source:  diversitydatakids.org tabulations of National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS), 2009 and 2010 Natality (All County file) as compiled by NCHS from data provided by the 57 

vital statistics jurisdictions through the Vital Statistics Cooperative Program. 



Linguistic isolation

Immigrants also face unique sources of vulnerability,   

for example, linguistic isolation. 
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Percent of children in linguistically isolated households, by state

Notes:  The share of children ages 5 to 17 living in a linguistically isolated household. A linguistically isolated household is a home where no person aged 14 or 

older speaks only English, and no person aged 14 or older who speaks a language other than English speaks English “very well”. All household members are 

considered linguistically isolated, regardless of individual language status.  Some states suppressed because of small sample size.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2008-2012 American Community Survey.



0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

30%

35%

Percent of children in linguistically isolated 

households for children with Spanish home language

Notes:  The share of children ages 5 to 17 living in a linguistically isolated household. A linguistically isolated household is a home where no person aged 14 or 

older speaks only English, and no person aged 14 or older who speaks a language other than English speaks English “very well”. All household members are 

considered linguistically isolated, regardless of individual language status. Home language represents the non-English language the child speaks most often at 

home. Some states suppressed because of small sample size.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2008-2012 American Community Survey.
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Percent of children in linguistically isolated 

households for children with Asian home language

Notes:  The share of children ages 5 to 17 living in a linguistically isolated household. A linguistically isolated household is a home where no person aged 14 or 

older speaks only English, and no person aged 14 or older who speaks a language other than English speaks English “very well”. All household members are 

considered linguistically isolated, regardless of individual language status. Home language represents the non-English language the child speaks most often at 

home. Some states suppressed because of small sample size.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2008-2012 American Community Survey.



Neighborhood environment

Great variation by race/ethnicity, national origin and 

geography in exposure to low-opportunity neighborhoods 



The Child Opportunity Index

• An index of child neighborhood opportunity 

(19 indicators), defined as neighborhood 

conditions and resources important for 

healthy child development;

• Available for all neighborhoods in the 100 

largest metropolitan areas
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Note:  Neighborhood Opportunity Category based on Child Opportunity Index. 

Source:  diversitydatakids.org-Kirwan Institute Child Opportunity Index and 2010 Decennial Census, SF1 file.
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Note:  Neighborhood Opportunity Category based on Child Opportunity Index. 

Source:  diversitydatakids.org-Kirwan Institute Child Opportunity Index and 2010 Decennial Census, SF1 file.
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Family and medical leave

Immigrant parents are less likely to be eligible for

and to be able to afford leave than other parents



National Family and Medical Leave Act 

eligibility and affordability
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National FMLA patterns for Hispanic parents: 

differences by nativity
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