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Overview

Figure 1: Distribution of Children

in Low-Income Families by
Region, 2001

Figure 2: Percent of Children in
Low-Income Families, by Region
and Urban, Rural, and Suburban
Residence, 2001

Where America’s low-income' children live is changing. Two-thirds of children in low-
income families live in the West or the South, a substantial increase from a decade ago.
These children typically face moves due to their parent’s desire to build better lives by
finding better housing, better jobs, or forming independent households.

Two out of three children in low-income families live in either the South or the West.
= 41% of children in low-income families live in the South, up from 37% a decade ago.
= 26% live in the West, up from 23% a decade ago.
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In the Northeast and Midwest, children in urban areas are more likely to live in low-
income families.

= 56% in the Northeast.

= 49% in the Midwest

In the South and West, children in rural areas are more likely to live in low-income families.
= 51% in the South
= 51% in the West
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2Significantly lower than the percent in urban areas, p<=.10, two-tailed t-test
bSignificantly higher than the percent in urban areas, p<=.10, two-tailed t-test
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Policies

Endnotes

The West was the most common residence of children of recent immigrants.
= 37% of children of recent immigrants’ lived in the West.
= 46% of children of recent immigrants who live in the West do not have a parent who

holds a high school degree.

Children in low-income families were twice as likely to face moving in the past year

compared to children in higher-income families.

= The majority of children in low-income families who made an interregional move in the
previous year (over 40%) moved to the South.

= More than 90% of children who moved in the previous year moved within a region.

Reasons for moving vary.

= 45% of children in low-income families who moved to different regions did so for the
parents’ jobs.

= Children in low-income families who moved within regions usually did so for housing-
related reasons—the most commonly cited was “wanted better housing.”

Work Supports: These trends reinforce the importance of state policies that support low-
income working families such as an expanded federal Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC),
refundable state tax credits, and affordable child care.*

Immigrant Access to Support: Limiting recent immigrants’ access to the social safety net
increases the vulnerability of their children. Increasing the work and income supports avail-
able to immigrant families will help them to become financially stable.

The welfare reform legislation of 1996 sharply restricted legal immigrants’ access to key in-
come and employment supports, and while parts of the 1996 legislation have been reversed,
much remains to be done.’

Affordable Housing: Low-income children’s higher mobility rates are cause for concern.
Moving is associated with family turbulence and difficulties in school.® Children in low-
income families are more likely to move so that their parents can find less expensive housing.
State policies that assure affordable housing (e.g., through voucher programs) can potentially
increase residential stability among children and employment among their parents.”
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