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For the past 21 years, the

KIDS COUNT project of the
Annie E. Casey Foundation has
tracked the well-being of chil-
dren at the national, state,

and local levels. Over the years,
our work has documented both
great progress in child well-being
and periodic setbacks.

The 10 key indicators we've tracked
in the KIDS COUNT Data Book over the
past two decades reveal significanc overall
improvements in health and safery ourcomes
for children. For example, infant mortality
declined, as did death rates for children and
teens. O for gers have g 1t
improved, with decreases in both the high
school dropout rate and the teen birth rate.
Despite these positive signs, however,
there remain pockets of decp concern. Over
the same two-decade period, the percent
of low-birthweight babies increased, which
means that morc babies are born at risk for
developmental delays and other problems
as they grow. In addition, far more children

The Annic E, Casey Foundation l acclorg

live in single-parent families; such children
typically have fewer cconomic and human
resources available to them than children
growing up in two-parent homes,

The most worrisome trend of all is the
decline in cconomic well-being for children
and familics at the lower half of the income
distribution. The last decade—the recession
and the years preceding it—wiped our
tremendous gains made in the late 1990s
when child poverty declined dramatically.
espedially among African Americans, as did
the percent of children growing up without
at least one parcnt employed full time, year-
round. After dropping to a low of 39 percent
in 2000, the percent of children living in
Jow-income families (that is, with incomes
of twice the official poverty linc) gradually
began to increasc. Since 2001, the number of
Jow-income children climbed steadily from 27
million to 31 million in 2009, or 42 percent
of children. The official child poverty rate,
which is a conservative measure of cconomic
hardship, reached 20 percent in 2009, essen-
tially the same level as 1990. (See the sidebar,

“Measuring Economic Hardship.”}

Against this roubling backdrop, our
2011 KIDS COUNT essay examincs trends
in the economic well-being of children and

Since 2001, the
number of law-income
children climbed
steadily from 27
miltion to 31 millien
in 2009.

KAC000047

families in the wake of the recession and their
implications for the nation’s economic future.
Although the recession is technically over. itis
clear that a large portion of America’s families
continuc to confront daunting challenges.

KIDS COUNT analysis shows 2 signifi-
cant jump in the number of children living in
families with at least one unemployed parent;
it also reveals that millions of children have
been affected by the home foreclosure crisis.
Unemployment remains high, median house-
hold income is down, and many families have
depleted their savings and other asscts. As
they struggle to recover, familics face the real-
ity that intergenerational economic mobility
in the United States has not changed much
over the past 40 years. If anything, it has
declined. Children born to families at the
lower end of the income scale have a particu-
lasly hard time improving their economic
position relative to their parents’?

The good news is that we have a great deal
of knowledge about how to help struggling
familics get back on track and increase their
children’s chances for success, while building
2 vibrant economy. Our nation’s economic and
fiscal health is inextricably tied to our willing-
ness to put that knowledge to work—to invest
in proven strategics that help childsen reach cheir
full potcntial and equip them with the knowl-
edge, skills, and abilities necessary to contribute
to a growing cconomy and a vibrant socicty.

We recognize and apprediate the very
difficult decisions ahead as policymakers in
Washington, DC, and state capitols across
the country grapple with budget deficits av all
levels of government. Current debates about
whar to cut from the budget, what to preserve,
and whether to raise additional revenues will
ultimately need to be resolved through rough
choices and compromises. Despite signifi-
cant disagreements over the best way forward,
there is widespread acknowledgment across
the political spectrum that our country’s
long-term prosperity depends on how well
we prepare the next generation to meet the

hallenges of a comperitive global

As policymakers deliberate these thorny
and often controversial issues, we urge them
to keep focused on the importance of pre-
paring our children for the futurc. And that
means focusing on the ic prosp
of families today and on the educational
success of all children.

The rescarch is clear: Children who grow
up in low-income families are less likely to
successfully navigate life’s challenges and
achieve furure success. The younger they are
and the longer they are exposed to economic
hardship, the higher the sisk of failure.

Our work at the Casey Foundarion has
shown thar the most effective way to put
children on 2 path to productive, success-
ful adulthood is through two-generation
strategies—strategics that both help pareats
move their families ahead economically and
improve young children’s health, develop
ment, and educational suecess.

We begin this essay with 2 review of
the data on how children and familics are
faring in the wake of the recession. We then
Took at what the rescarch says about the
importance of family economic success and
carly childhood investments for increasing
opportunity and preparing the next genera-
ton to succeed. Drawing from successful
initiatives at the state and federal levels, we
then discuss effective policics and programs
chat can help ensure a strong economic

furure for the country.

2011 KIDS COUNT Data Book I State Profiles of Child Well-Being
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Almost 11 percent of aur
nation’s children had at
least one unemployed
parent in 2010, affecting
nearly 8 millicn children.

‘among familie$ with ificome below 200 pertént
the poverty

The Annic £, Casey Faundation | aecl.org 9 10
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HOW CHILDREN ARE FARING
IN THE WAKE OF THE
ECONOMIC DOWNTURN

AWorsening Picture for Vulnerable
Children and Families

Thc recession hit families with children
hard, especially those who were already
vulnerable. Three years after the downturn
began, unemployment and the proportion
of houscholds at risk for forecl remain
high, and many families have depleted whae
little savings or other assets they had. The
result is that large numbers of our nation's
children are living in families that i

adverse educational,; health, and other nega-
tive outcomes that may limir their future
productivity and our country’s long-term
economic stability.

Unemployment and Declines in Family
Income. Recent research confirms a causal
link between family income and young
children’s acadermic ach and later
success, underscoring the eritical impor-
tance of helping families maintain an income
source during spells of unemployment.?
Almost 11 pereent of our nation’s chil-
dren had at least one unemployed patent in
2010, affecting nearly 8 million children. This
number more than doubled between 2007
and 2010. African-American children were
nearly twice as likely 2s white children to have
an unemploycd parent. Children whose more
highly cducated parent had only a high school
diploma were far more likely 1o experience
parental unemployment than children with

2o face deep economic insccurity. Racial and
ethnic disparities in incore and wealth are
wider than before the erisis. Without positive
action, these conditions will put a substanial
portion of the nation’s children ar risk for

a college-cd d parent (see Table 1).
Although the unemployment rate has
been gradualy declining, ists agree
itis likely to remain high for scveral years.$
Furthermore, long-term unemployment—
defined as being out of work for six months
has i 1d ically. At the
start of the recession, the long-term unem-
ployed accounted for 17 percent of those out
of work. Today, they comprise 45 percent.”

Nor surprising, houschold income
declined during the ion, with signifi
differences by race and cthnicity. Median
houschold income £l for all groups between
2007 and 2009, but the impact was particu-
larly severe for African-American and Latino
houscholds, whose incomes were much lower
10 begin with (sec Table 2).

As 2 resule of unemployment and income
loss, 42 percent of our nation’s children, or
about 31 million, lived in low-income families
in 2009—an increase of more than 2 millien
children since 2007 {sce Table 3).* Left unad-
dressed, such widespread cconomic insccurity
will limie the potential of millions of children
and hinder national economic progress.

or

2011 KIDS COUNT Data Book l State Profiles of Child Well-Being
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Percent of Children Affected by Foreclosure Since 2007
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The effects of the economic crisis on
children’s well-being would have been far
worse had it not been for federal extensions of
Unemployment Insurance (UD. UT benefits
not only stabilize families financially during
job searches, but they also stimulate the econ-
omy by boosting consumer spending. At the
low point of the recession, an estimated 1.8
million job losses were averted because of the

timuladive effects of pl benefits,
which kept the unemployment rate approxi-
mately 1.2 percentage points lower than it
would have been.?

The Amcrican Recovery and Reinvestment
Act (ARRA) also mitigated the effects of the

ion on children by temporarily expand-
ing Suppl I Nutrition Assi
Program benefits (SNAP, formerly food
stamps); creating a temporary tax credit for
working families (the Making Work Pay
Credit); and expanding the Earned Income
Tax Credit and the Child Tax Credit.’ These
benefits helped families meet their children's
most basic needs at home, while pumping
moncy into the cconomy.

Foreclosure and Asset Loss. Research has
shown thar savings and homeownership arc
associated with improved cognitive develop-
ment among school-age children, as well as
with increased high school graduation rates.”
Until the recent housing market meltdown,
owning a home was one of the most reliable
ways for lower-income families to build assers.
Estimates produced for KIDS COUNT indi-
cate that mote than 5.3 million children have

percent, while it was 45 percent for African
Americans and 47 percent for Latinos.!*

Another consequence of foreclosure
has been to push more families into an
expensive rental market. Whether they are
renters or homeowners, housing costs arc
burdensome for many low-income familics.

In 2009, 67 percent of low-income children—
nearly 21 million—lived in houscholds

where housing costs exceeded 30 percent

of income, curting into the resources available
for food, transportation, child case, and
medical expenses.

Even before the foredosure crisis, mil-
lions of families lacked the asscts necessary to
cope with an unexpected financial hardship, lec
alone save for the future, In 2005, 29 percent
of familics with children were considercd “assct
poor” meaning that their total assets (liquid
and liquid) were worth less than three

been affected by foreclosure sinee 2007 (sce
map)."? Loss of 2 home can throw children's
lives into rurmoil and disrupt their education
as their parents oy to recover fnandally and
find 2 permanent ncw home.

The foreclosure crisis widened the
already enormous racial and echnic gap in
homeownership. Between 2005 and 2008, the
foreclosure rate for blacks and Latinos was
roughly 170 percent of that for whites and
Asian Americans. By October 2010, the hom-
cownership ratc for whites stood at nearly 75

The Annie E. Casey Faundation axclorg

months of income at the official poverty level.
By 2009, the percent of families with children
who were asset poor had jumped to 37 pereent.
(n 2011, the income poverty level for a family
of four is $22,350. The assex poverty level isa
quarter of this, or $5,588 in assets}

Differences in asset poverty by race and
cthnicity are extreme. The 2009 rates of asset
poverty among African-American familics
(59 percent) and Latine familics (54 pereent)
were at least double the rate for white families
(27 perceny).

By 2009, the percent
of families with
children wha were
asset poor had jumped
to 37 percent.

13
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11.9 million parents
with children under
age 18 lacked health
insurance coverage,

In 2008, an estimated

Health insurance is another valuable
asset that protects families from high medical
expenses and debe, while helping them obrain
needed medical care. Over the past two
decades, public coverage has played a vital
role in keeping children insured. Increases
in Medicaid eligibility and the creation of the
State Children’s Health Insurance Program
(SCHIP) made public health insurance avail-
able to children living above the poverty line,

ducing the numbess of uni 4 child,

g

in low- and middle-income families alike,
For example, the proportion of middle-
income children without health insurance
dedlined from 20 percent to 10 percent
berween 1985 and 2008, despite the wide-
spread loss of employer-sponsared coverage
during that ime.'® During the recession,
ARRA helped states maintain public health
insurance coverage for children, as well as
absorb thousands of newly cligible children
who became uninsurcd because of thair
parents’ unemployment.

But large numbers of low- and middle-
income parents continue to be incligible for

rates of uninsured parents vary dramad-
cally by stare, from a low of 4 percent in
Massachusetts to 2 high of 33 percent in
Texas.” Studies show thar when parents lack
health coverage, their childrer are also less
likely to get regular medical carc.'

Growing Economic Insecurity

and Declining Opportunity

4 gradual erosion of economic security over
the past 30 years exacerbated the downturn’s
toll on children and families at the lower half
of the income scale, which will make it more
difficult for them to recover ance the economy
has rebounded. Long before the recession,
employment was already considerably less
stable, and unemployment rates were higher
for thosc without a college degree. Median
carnings for workers with only a high school
diploma arc substantially lower today than

a generation ago largely because of the loss

of manufacturing jobs that offered family-
supporting wages and benefits. Although less
dramatic, large numbers of white-collar,

public coverage. In 2008, an estimared 11.9
million parents with children under age 18
lacked health insurance coverage, although

2011 KIDS COUNT Data Book | State Profies of Child Well-Being

middle-income jobs have also disappeared,
given globalization and technol pical devel
ment."” These middle-income jobs have largely
been replaced by cither low-wage service jobs
that provide litdle opportunity for advance-
mear or high-wage, high-skill jobs that often
requite post-graduate education or trai g
It now takes two incomes to maintain
the same standard of living that 2 unionized
blue-collar worker with only a high school
diploma provided for his family a genera-
tion ago. At the same time, familics face
increased costs for child care and transporta-
tion since most parents are in the labor force.
The decline in employer-sponsored health
insurance required many families to absorb
high insurance costs themselves or go without
i altogether. Sq d financiall;
struggling families have had litde left over to
save, and many have accumulated enormous
debe All of thesc trends have left low- and
middle-income famnilics with few buffers
against the hardship of a deep recession,
making the road to recovery far steeper.
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In this country, children
born to parents in

the lowest fifth of the
income scale are likely
{42 percent) to end

up there as adults.

18
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The quintessential American Dream
that hard work will lead to greater oppor-
tunity and a steady climb up the economic
tadder has become increasingly challenging
to achieve for families at the bortom of the
income scale. In fxcr, economic mobility in
the United States is lower than in Canada
and many European countries, including the
United Kingdom, Germany, and France.”

In this country, children born to parents
in the lowest fifth of the income scale are
likely (42 percent) to end up there as adults.
Similarly, children of parents in the highest
income group arc likely ro stay there (39
percent). African-Amecrican families have
found upward mobility espedially difficule
to sustain. Fully 45 percent of black children
whose parents were solidly middle income
end up falling to the bottom of the income
distribution, compared with only 16 percent
of white children.?

One reason that African-American
families are more vulnerable to downward
mobility has to do with the wealth gap:
“White and black families of similar income
levels have vastly different amounts of assets,

such as savings, home equiry, life insurance,
and stocks and bonds. Assets can soften the
blow of unemployment or other disruptions
to family income and can protect families
from accurmulating debt in the cvent of seri-
ous illness or other type of arisis. 1n shory, all
families need assets 1o sustain hard-won gains
in income from one generation to the next.

A society that provides the opportu-
nity for individuals to excel based on theix
own talents and efforts isn’t just a cherished
national idcal. Economic mobility spurs
innovation, entreprencurship, and over-
all rates of cconomic growth. Many of the
remarkable gains in opporrunity that our
country achieved in the latcer half of the 20th
century—opportunities that provided path-
ways from poverty to the middle class—have
begun to erode ot are in jeopardy. Good jobs
with a chance for advancement were once
plensiful for hard-working high school gradu-
ates, but have now largely dried up.

Although a college degree greatly increascs
the chance of moving up the economic ladder,
2 four-year diploma is increasingly out of
reach for low-income young people. Tuidon
costs have skyrocketed at the same time that
finandial aid policies have made it more
difficult for students with finandial need
to access college.® As we work 1o restore
our economy to its full potential, restoring
opportunity for all should be a priority.

2011 KIDS COUNT Dats Boak | Stale Prefiles of Crild Well-Being
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THE PATH TOWARD

ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY
FOR THE NEXT GENERATION

A Ithough there are differing opinions
abour how ro solve our narion’s fiseal
problems, few would disagree thar strength-
ening our cconomy and reducing America’s
debe for the long term cannot happen with-
out adequate investment in the education,
health, and sodal well-being of our children.
Nobel Laureate James Heckman argues that

WE €an expect to sce an crosion in cconomic

mobiliry and the weakening of our naton’s

competitiveness in the global marketplace.
The Cascy Foundation believes that

achieving berter for children is the
single most cffective way to create greater
productivity and prosperity.2*

Rescarch makes clear the high price
we pay if we fail to act in the best inter-
asts of the nexr generation. Even before the
recession, child and youth poverty cost an
estimated $500 billion a year in reduced eco-
nomic output, higher health expenditure:

providing the oppartunity for all childrea to
succeed requires two-generation straregies thar
simultaneously help parents put their families
on a path to cconomic success and enhance
children’s social, emotional, cognitive, and
physical develop from birth. Red

the amount of ime children are exposed to
cconomic hardship and investing in their carly

and inereased criminal jusrice costs.® Those
costs arc undoubtedly higher today, given the
increasc in economic hardship during the past
three years.® The truc costs, however. reach
far beyond dollars wasted. Without mak-

ing smart investments to give all children

the opportunity to reach their full potential,

The Annic E. Gasey Faundation anelorg

hildhood and early el 'y years can
provide children with a foundation for later
success, including high school graduation,
post-secondary education and training, and

| transition to adulthood. As discussed

below, twa-generation strategics are vital 1o
reducing socioeconomic and radial/echnic
disparities thar affect children’s kife chances,

At age four, children

who live in very low-
income families are

18 months behind the
developmental norm for
their age, and by age 10,
the gap is still present,

KAC000057

In this section, we review some of the
research that underies the Cascy Foundation’s
two-generation approach. We also identify
public policies the Foundation believes will
make a critical difference to children and fami-
lies, while propelling our nation toward greater
cconomic strength and fiscal health,

Family Econemic Success: Children
Succeed When Parents Succeed

To help children grow into successful, pro-
ductive adults, parents nced good jobs with
good incomes, stable housing, affordable
child care and health carc, and enough assers
10 build 2 more prosperous future.

What the Research Says. We have 2 tremen-
dous amount of knowledge not only abour

economic uncertainty also increase parental
stress, which, in turn, can cause depression
and anxicty and increase the risk of substance
abuse and domestic violence, all of which can
compromise successful parenting.?
Economic hardship poses the great-
est risk to children when they are young. A
child’s carlicst years, especially from birch to
age three, are formative, Children’s brains are
developing rapidly, and the quality of their
carly relationships and environments can have
lasting cffects on their later development. As
2 result, cognitive, sodial, and behavioral gaps
among children of dif& ciox i
backgrounds are cvident carly on and will
persist without intervention. For example,
at age four, children who live in very low-
income families are 18 months behind the
devel

how ic hardship affects children, but
also about how to lessen harm. Rescarch over
the past two decades has consistendy shown
that engoing exposure to cconomic stress and
bardship harms children primarily through
two mechanisms: decreased parental invest-
ments in children and high levels of parental
stress, When parents are unemployed or their
incomes are low, they may struggle to meet
their children’s most basic needs—food, safe
housing, medical care, and quality child
care. They may be unable to provide books,
toys, and activities that are developmentally
enriching. Inadequate family income and

p I notm for their age, and by
age 10, the gap is still present.?

Nearly two decades of research shows
that inereasing family income ¢an posi-
tively affect child development, especially
for younger children. Experimental stud-
ics of temporary assistance programs offer
some of the strongest evidence to date abour
the importance of income.*® For cxam-
ple, programs that increase family income
through cmployment and carnings supple-
roents have consistently shawn imp
in school achi among el ¥
school-age children; other studies have also
shawn links berween increased income and
i d school readi in young child

P
By contrast, programs thar increase levels
of employment without inereasing income
have shown fow consistent effects on chil-
dren. Other studies have shown links berween
increased income and reductions in behavioral
problems in low-income children and youth.*
‘Whereas 2 basic level of income enables
parents to provide for their children’s essen-
dal needs, savings, hemcownership, and
other assets give parents the ability to offer
their children a beteer future. A large body of
rescarch finds a consistent positive relation-
ship between assets—specifically, total net
worth and liquid asscts, such as savings and

2011 KIBS COUNT Data Book | State Profiles of Child Well-Eeing
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mutual fund d academic achi
in grade school and college artendance and
completion.” Rescarch suggests that assets
improve outcomes for children through sev-
eral mechanisms. By helping families weather
porary ic hardships, such as job
loss, high medical bills, or family breakup,
savings and other liquid asscts reduce parental
stress and may improve parenting, Asscts also
provide parents with the financial where-
withal to invest in their children’s educadon.
Finally, savings and asset accumulation
reinforce and may help create a more forward-
looking, Futurc oricntation in parents and
children alike.® In short, helping families
accumulate asscts can increasc their long-term
financial stability, improve economic mobil-
ity, and reduce racial and cthnic disparities
in children’s chances for success.™

Public Policies That Work. Nearly half (46
percent) of all children under age three—
approximately 6 million infants and
toddlers—were living in low-income families
in 20095 With their futures at risk and

our long-tcrm national interests at stake,
policymakers should have a great sense of
urgency about supporting family economic
success. Based on our work and exp

Federal funding of benefit extensions
for workers who have been unemployed
for more than 26 weeks has provided fiscal
telicf for states and continues to simulate
the economy. But the current extension is
scheduled to expire at the end of 2011, and
there arc disagreements about what should
happen if unemployment remains high.
Even with federal support, state uncmploy-
ment funds have been exhausted, forcing
at least 30 states to borrow from the federal
UT wust fund. Some cconomists caution

the Cascy Foundation recommends the
following strategies.

Continue to address the short-term effects
of the econamic crisis by strengthening
and modernizing Unempioyment Insurance
and promoting foreclosure prevention and
remediation efforts.

that requird d employzr contri-
butions to shore up state funds would
discourage job creation and that further
federal borrowing to fund additional

Ul benefit extensions is unwisc.

Others have argued that to prevent
steep cuts in benefits, steps are needed 10
restrucrure the financing of state UT trust
funds in ways chat will not only replenish
them, but also restore their long-term health.

Qur concern in this essay is with the

hen U Few expe-
riences are as difficult and frightening for a
Family 4 the children in that family
an ded period of pl for one

of the primary breadwinners. Given stubbornly
high unemployment, including significant
increases in long-term joblessness, Unemploy-
ment Insurance (UT) remains an important
resource for parents who must meet their fam-
ilics’ basic needs while they search for work.

The Annie E. Casey Foundation | aect.org

1l-being of children as families weather
tough times, so we shall nor enter the specific
debates about Ul financing. But since ample
evidence supports the need for cconomic
security throughout a child’s development,
we believe that it will be advisable to extend
U1 benefits for the long-term uncmployed
beyond the end of the year if the unemploy-
ment rate has nor significandy improved.

19
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Prevent foreclosure. The morrgage foreclo-
sure crisis is far from over, and losing 2 home
is one of the most stressful arises child

In 2001, the Eamned

proved to be one of our nation’s most effec-
tive anti-poverty programs for families with
hildren. In 2001, the EITC lifted 6.6 mil-

Income Tax Credit lifted
6.6 million Americans,
hatf of them children,
above the federal
poverty line.

can expericnee. However, states can adopt 2
number of simple and low-cost sclutions to
help smooth the road for familics faced with
forcclosure. For example, states can enact
legislation to make foreclosure mediation
mandatory, to avoid foreclosure if at all pos-
sible and potentially allow the family to stay
in the home. States can also pass laws to make
temporary federal tenant protections perma-
nent so that renters living in propertics at risk
of foreclosure do not automatically losc cheir
lease. Finally, states should ensure that those
facing forcclosure understand their rights by
increasing funding for legal aid programs and
partnering with bar associations for pro bono
foreclosurc assistance.

The Child Tax Credit lifted
2.3 million people above
the federal poverty line

in 2008, including about
1.3 million children.

Help struggling famities make ends meet by
preserving and strengthening existing programs
that supplement poverty-level wages. offset
the high cost of child care, and provide health
insurance coverage for parents and children.

Expand tax credits. The refundable Earned
Income Tax Credit (EITC) has consistently

lion Americans, half of them children, above
the federal poverty line. In 23 states and four
localitics, state EITCs suppl the federal
credit, pushing more families out of poverry
and helping near-poor families make ends
mect. Not only docs the EITC allow low-wage
workers to keep morc of what they

carn, but rescarch shows that it also increases
work cffort. Although much smaller and
only parially refundable, the Child Tax
Credit lifted 2.3 million people above the
federal poverty line in 2009, including about
1.3 million children. These valuable tax
credits should be preserved and, once state
cconormics recover, should be expanded.

I Nutrition
Program (SNAP) benefits. SNAP benefits are
another essential resource for families fac-
ing economic hard times. Not only do these
benefits help parents keep their children from
going hungry, but they arc also typically
spent within two wecks, purtng the moncy
right back into the cconomy. Efforts aimed
at cutting funding or making fundamental
structural changes to SNAP could potentially
harm millions of vulnerablc children and
their families. Furthermore, we should ensurc
that SNAP bencfits arc sufficient to enable
children and families to have enough food
to last throughout the month.

Target child care assistance to those most in need.
Due to limited funding, only a fraction of
low-income families receive help paying

for child care. Refiable, high-gualicy care s
essential, both for parents to be able 10 work
and as a vital support for children’s early
development. One way to direct more funds
to child care subsidies for low-income fami-
lies, which are funded through the Child
Care and Development Fund (CCDF), is to
restrict the child care tax credit w0 low- and
moderate-income families—it currently has
no income limit—and redirect the savings
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to the CCDF block grant. Rescarch on child
carc subsidies suggests that they can help
stabilize cmployment and increase family
self-sufficiency.3

Make health care affordable. Although statcs
have done 4 good job overall of using
Medicaid and SCHIP to provide health

i age for children, 7.7 million
children remain uninsured, along with nearly
12 million parents with children under age
18. Stares are beginning to develop strategics
1o bridge these coverage gaps, while meet-
ing the needs of their communities. As they
struggle with the political and fiscal chal-
lenges of implementing the Patient Protection
and Affordable Care Act, policymak

eligibility” approach to cnroll more than
10,000 children literally overnight in SCHIP
by comparing SNAP and SCHIP databascs.
Also, model programs offer ways to deliver
scrvices more efficiently. For example, the
Casey Foundation’s Centers for Working
Familics and the Local Initiatives Support
Corporation’s (LISC) Financial Opportunity

Centers act as one-stop shaps for 2 range of 7.7 million children
supports, including assistance applying for remain uninsured,
benefits, job training, and financial literacy al{:r{g with nearly 12
and asset programs. million parents with

children under age 18.

Promote savings. protect assets, and halp
families gain financiat knowledge and skills.

should not lose sight of the most impor-

tant goal: making sure children and families
that have struggled to afford coverage finally
have the support they need to stay healthy
and strong, Large out-of-pocket health care
cxpenses can be devastating to low-income
families, but can also destabilize families chat
are otherwise economically sceure, In fact,
high medical costs are the leading cansc of
bankruptcy among middle-income familics.

Ensure access to benefits. By streamlining
enrollment and eligibility procedures, states
can both improve familics’ access to benefits
and achieve cost savings through administra-
tive efficiencics. For example, consolidating
application forms to include SNAP ben-
cfits, Mcdicaid, SCHIF, and TANF would
reduce duplication of effort. Louisiana
implemented an innovative “express-fane

The Anpic E. Casey Faundation aechorg

savings. Policies that help people
access good finandal products can provide
safe mechanisms for saving, For example,
commercial banks are required to provide
basic banking accounts, which give familics
access to affordable banking products that
help them manage their money. One pilor
program targets low- and modcrate-income
individuals narionwide who lack access to mra-
ditional banking services. Under the program,
federal tax refunds are delivered clectronically
to prepaid debit cards rather than issued asa
check, which is more likely to be cashed and
spent. Programs like this save money for the
federal government by climinating the costs
involved in issuing government checks and
should be adopted nationally.

Protect assets. Another incxpensive bur
high-rerurn program is the regulation of
high-cost credir products like payday loans,

21
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which trap families in a cycle of debe and
prevent them from building 2 good credic
history, Several states have adopted policies
to regulate payday loans.

Enhancing Children's Development
Means Starting Early

Establishing 2 sturdy foundarion for chil-
dren’s healthy growth and devel

and academic achievement in the early school
years* But parents struggling with financial
hardship are more pronc to stress, anxiety,
and depression, which can interfere with
effective parenting.® These findings under-
score the importance of two-generation
strategies that mitigate familjes’ vnderlying
cconomic distress and address the well-being
of both parents and children.
A vast body of research shows that

high-quality carly childhood development

g for dicads g d ~hild, Ind
their families are onc of the most cost-cfective
investments for reducing the harmful cffects
of ic hardship. These prog
include an array of home visiting and
parcnting support programs for families
with infants and roddlers and comprchensive

begins before birth and continues into the
carly lementary school years. Wich a strong
foundation in place, it is much easier to
keep children on track 1o stay in school and
graduate, pursue post-secon: education
and training, and fully transiti

o young adulthood.

What the Research Says. It's clear from
rescarch that various aspects of a child’s
catliest development—physical growth and
health, social and emotional well-being,
cognitive development and language acqui-
sition—are intimately connected. Young
children’s health is the foundation of their
overall development, and making sure they
arc born healthy is the first sicp toward
increasing the life chances of children
born to cconomically distressed parents.
One of the most important insights to
emerge from child development research is
that ional develop and academi
learning are far more closely intertwined in
the early years than previously understood.
Children who are nurtured and well cared
for in the first five years have better social-
crmotional, | ge, and & ng
These, in turn, lead to more positive behavior

dreds of research studics
provide definitive evidence that high-quality
pre-K for ar-risk kids helps narrow the
achievement gap, reduces grade repetition
and special education placemnents, increases
high school graduation rates, reduces crime,
and leads to greater employment and higher
camings among adults. These positive out-
comes can reduce the cost of remediation and
failurc, while fueling the nation’s cconomic
growth and producrivity.*

Alshough it is costly to provide the qual-
ity intensity, and scale of services necessary
1o ensure long-term positive effects, early
childhood education Programs asc not an
all-or-nothing proposition. Evaluations of
state-funded pre-kindergarten programs and
Head Start show some positive and mean-
ingfial effects on children’s school readiness
that Jast chrough kindergarten and beyond,
depending on the program. Although the
impact of statc and federal programs is
smaller when compared to intensive experi-
mental programs, their reach s far greater.
‘With so many children falling behind, invest-
ing in effective early childhood programs is
esscntial to increasing the capacity and pro-
ductivity of our workforce and assuring our
global comperitiveness.t

pre-kindergarten programs for three- and
four-y Ids. Hi
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Finally, rescarch indicates that profi-
ciency in reading in third grade is a crucial
smarker in a child’s educational development.
Children who fail to read proficiently by the
end of third grade are more likely to drop
out of high school, reducing their carning
potential and chances for success. Last year,
KIDS COUNT released a special report, Early
Warning! Why Reading by the End of T/ hird
Grade Matters, which explores approaches for
helping children reach this key milestone.?

Public Policies That Work. The Cascy
Foundation supports a comprehenst
approach to increasing opporrunity for chil-
dren that begins before birth by promoting
responsible parenthood and prenatal care
for pregnant women. This positive start is
complemented by 2 coherent system of eatly
care and learning through third grade, with
2 sharp focus on childhood literacy, which
can help children succeed in the later years.
The following recommendations will help
us reach those goals.

Provide children with the best possible

start in life by promoting responsibie parent-
hoad and ensuring that mothers-to-be
receive prenatal care.

Promote healthy marriage. Rescarch shows that
children do better when they grow up in an
intact two-parent family, both in terms of
cconomic well-being and longer term oue-
comes, such as higher sccondary school and
college graduation. They arc also less likely
to become teen parcnts. Similarly, we know
thar the presence of an engaged, supportive,
and responsible father contributes o positive
child outcomes.* In 2002, the Bush admin-
istration initiated a number of important
cFforts to support healthy and stable mar-
riage and fatherhood. Part of their focus was
on results: funding research and evaluation
of programs using gold-standard designs to
help understand what works. Unfortunately,
the carly results of the demonstration cfforts
have been mixed and inconclusive, with just

The Annie E, Casey Foundation | accl.org

one site showing a positive effect.®® Sxill,
these healthy marriage initiatives are new,
and many successful social policy effores take
years of innovation and adjustments to find
an approach or model thar generates benefies
for recipi Therefore, we d

that both the federal government and the
states continue to find ways to remove barricrs
and disincentives to marriage and thought-
fully support two committed, marricd
parents as the best environment to raisc
children. At the same time, cfforts should
continuc to cvaluate different approaches

for achieving this objective. Finally, we urge
leaders in both the public and private spheres
to help promore a culture that supports
healthy marriage and relationships, as well

as responsible fatberhood.

Prevent teen pregnancy. Countless studies
show that teen parents and their children
are at high risk for dropping out of school,
remaining single parents, and living in
poverty, leading to diminished cconomic
prospects for two generations and increased
reliance on public benefirs* Although there
was a brief uptick in tcen pregnancy carlicr
in the decade, reductions in teen pregnancy
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Teen childbearing in
the United States costs

taxpayers an estimated
$9 billion 2 year.

There was an increase
of 67 percent between
2002 and 2009 in

the number of four-year-
olds enrolled in state
pre-K programs.
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and births to teens over the past two decades
have been dramatic. Despite these improve-
rments, teen childbearing in the United
States costs taxpayers an estimated $9 bil-
Tion 2 year.4” Policymakers need 1o adopt

and cxpand programs that will ensure
further progress. For instance, Congress
should maintain federal funding for the

Evid Based Teen Preg; Prevention
Initiative. Also, states can apply for fund-
ing under the Personal Responsibility and
Education Program (PREP),*® which supports
the implementation of cvidence-based teen
pregnancy prevention programs. Plain Talk,
2 neighborhaod-based initiative of the Cascy
Foundation that has reccived PREP funding,
helps adults, parents, and community leaders
develop the skills and tools 1o communicate
cffectively with young people about reducing
adolescent sexual risk-taking.

Expand access to prenatal care. The health and
well-being of infants and young children

is closcly died to the health of their moth-
ers during pregnancy. Despitc increased
Medicaid/SCHIP eligibility for low-income
children, the income cutoff for public health
insurance cligibility for pregnant women is
less than 200 percent of the poverty line in
more than half of the states.® States should
raise eligibilicy for pregnant women to the
same level as for young children.

Ensure that children are developmentally
ready—cognitively, socially. emotionally,
and physically—to succeed in schaol.

Provide parenting support. Home visiting

and other parcnting support programs ¢2a
improve child outcomes by providing new
parents with social support, information
about parenting and child development,

and referrals to community resources and
programs. Such programs can help parents
understand the aitical role they play as their
children's first teachers and in carly language
acquisition. Not all parenting support pro-
grams are effective, however, so policymakers
need to take advantage of growing research
in this area and adopt program models with
2 proven record of positive results*® For exam-
ple, home visiting programs vary by intensity
{freq of visits and prog duration).
type of visitor providing services (training and
credentials), and type of services provided™
The Nurse~Family Partnership is an example
of a successful home visiting program whose
positive impacts have been demonstrated
through rigorous, multi-site cvaluadions™

Preserve and expand access o early childhood
programs. Recognizing that high-quality pre-K
and other eadly childhood programs are sound
i most states p d their pro-
grams from budget cuts during the recession.
An infusion of ARRA funds also preserved
Head Start and Early Head Start slots. Bue
with federal funds drying up and states fac-
ing larger deficits, early childhood programs
are at risk. For cxample, more than 20 states
proposcd deep cuts in pre-K and/or K-12
spending for the coming fiscal year.¥ These

curs will jeopardize the tr dous strides

states made in pre-K access over the past
decade. The number of four-year-olds enrolled
in state pre-K programs increased 67 percent
between 2002 and 2009.3* As state econo-
‘mies recover, policymakers should continuc
to expand these programs and improve their
quality. Ten states still do not fund cheir

own pre-K programs.
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Prepare children to succeed in fourth grade
and beyond by promoting reading proficiency
by the end of third grade.

Create 2 more seamless and integrated system
from birth to third grade. Deeper connections
between the carly childhood and K-12
systemns will better serve children and result
in increased srudent achievenent. State-
level Early Childhood Councils are well
suited to work with chicf state school offi-
cars to develop comprehensive birth to age
cight plans for improving third-grade read-
ing. The upcoming reauthorization of the
El v and Sccondary Education Act
(ESEA) provides an opportunity for better
coordination by including a set of carly Jearn-
ing principles in ESEA. The Common Core
State Standards, a national initiative led by
the National Governors Association and the
Council of Chicf State School Officers, has
made dous progress in ing more
consistent expectations for what students
should learn in a pardicular grade and pro-
vides an opportunity to expand the approach
into early childhood.

Address chronic school absence. Attending

familics. Chronic school absence in the carly
years may be a warning sign of distress at
hame, school, or bath and predicts poor
school achicvement fater on. State funding
policies can be used to ereate incencives for
schools to monitor and take proactive steps
to increase student artendance. For example,
outreach to parents can help them understand
the importance of school attendance, even
for elementary school students. And, although
schools by themselves cannot always solve

blems ar home that ibute to chronic
absence, they can coordinate with relevant
public agencies as appropriate. Only a few
states currently use incentives to encourage
efforts to reduce chrenic school absence.%

Fight summer leaming loss. Summer should be
an integral part of a child’s education, and
policy should support programs that incor-
porate literacy skills into cnriching summer
activities. This is particularly important for
low-income and minority youth who are over-
p d in dial school, bur
have limited access ro programs that have
been shown to boost literacy. Summer learn-
ing programs should be included in Title I

3
school regulary is especially important for
children from economically disadvantaged

and throughout ESEA as an allowable and
recommended use of funds to help states
and districes close the achievernent gap.

CONCLUSION

D cspite the recession’s lingering toll,
Americans remain an optimistic people.
African Americans and Latinos, for instance,
are particulardy positive about the counery’s
cconomic future, believing that their children
will be better off than they are.” The chal-
lenge that our nation’s leaders face is to turn
this hopeful outlook inte genuine opportu-
nity and mobility for the next generation.
This is certainly not the first ime that
America has faced deep economic adversity. In
the years following World War IT, when defi-
cits were also high, our leaders understood the
importance of making investments that would
strengehen our future. Policymakers invested
in education, homeownership, and the nation’s
physical inf Gov oy
and workers forged an implicit social contract
that benefited business, families, and socicty at
large. Our nation ienced dented

have transformed our cconomy. What hasn’t
changed is the need to keep the next gen-
eration healthy, educated, and prepared to
compere in an ever-changing world.

‘We have made tremendous progress in
child well-being and reduced some of the most
cgregious disparitics assodiated with differences
in income and wealth, and race and cthnicity.
At the same time, some of those hard-won gains
are slipping away. We are at risk of losing the
encrgy and effort thar is fed by a realistic
prospect of doing better than one’s parcnts, of
moving up the economic ladder. Our children
lag behind those of other countrics in math and
sdence preparation and college graduation. Our
teen pregnancy rate, though improved, is still
the highest in the developed world. Far too
many of our children are unprepared to compete
effectively in an i ingly technol
driven, high-skill global marketplace.

We can—and must—do better, With
sound investments, we can provide all chil-
dren with the opportunity 1o reach the full
potential of their talents and ambitions,
while setting the nation on a path to rencwed
cconomic prosperity. It won't be casy, but

as a nation, we have the knowledge, tools,
P

economic opportunity and prosperity, erearing

the largest and strongest middle dlass in hisrory.
Much has changed since then, as tech-

nological innovation and global competition

and determination to make jt happen.

Patrick T. McCarthy
President and CEC
The Annie E. Casey Foundation

The Annie £, Casey Foundation | aect.org
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“It broke me down,
emotionally and
mentally, that |
couldn’t provide
for my family.
We'd never been
in a situation like
this before.”

MANUEL LUNA San Antonio, Texas

Today, Manuel Luna has a good full-
time job with benefits to support -
his wife and four young children. But

he remembers well the financial and
emotional toll of being unemplayed for
almost five months after losing his job in
2009~-a time he calls “our depression.”

Angry and despondent after losing his
role as the family breadwinner, Manuel
Luna attended anger management
classes and family counseling. The family
found resources and service providers
through the Annie E. Casey Foundation's
Making Connections program and the
Casey-supported Center for Warking Fami-
lies, which serves low-income families.
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“It broke me down, emoationally and men-
tally, that | couldn’t provide for my family.
We'd never been in a situation like this
before,” admits Luna. Counseling “helped
build my confidence back” and it eased
his wife's anxiety and “helped us as a
family, bringing us more closely together.”

He credits the help he received from
several programs with pulling his family
through. The Earned Income Tax Credit
provided exira cash to help the family
catch up on bills and pay off debts. Sup-
plemental Nutrition Assistance Program
benefits {formerly food stamps) and the
San Antonio Food Bank not only helped
feed his family, but also freed up money to
buy other essentials, like school uniforms
and shoes. The Energy Assistance Program
helped pay for utilities, which allowed
other money fo pay such bills as the rent.

“Right now, we're stable,” says Luna, 31,
who has worked since September 2010
2s a utility technician for the city's public
water system and, before that, in a restau-
rant warehouse. “But we really went through
a hard time. The programs heiped us.”

The Lunas also tapped into financial
education programs to improve their
credit and work toward qualifying for an
{ndividual Development Account to save
for college and to buy a home. Luna's wife
Hilda Laura, 29, a stay-at-home mather,
decided to start vocationa! training and
will soon earn a cosmetology degree.

After their financial and emotional health
improved, Manuel and Hilda Laura

Luna plunged ints community activities.
Manuel has served as a PTA president
and coached his children's sports teams.
The couple has been involved in a neigh-
borhood improvement group and the
Volunteer Income Tax Assistance program.

" am better off than | was before [ got
laid off. | was working a lot and wasn't
spending much time with my wife and
kids,” says Luna. “The counseling and
anger management helped me see what
| really was missing. I'm working & good
job. My wife is happy. I'm spending
more time with my kids. For all the
little things that | have, | am happy.”

Helping families to
weather tough employ-
ment setbacks with
temporary benefits,
combined with finan-
cial literacy and other
counseling services, can
lessen the economic
and emotional toll and
put them on a more
solid path to success.
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SUMMARY AND FINDINGS

0 ur foture success as 2 nation depends on
the degree to which we ensure thar all of
our children have the opportunity to thrive.
The broad array of dara we present cach year
in the KIDS COUNT Data Book is intended
to illuminare the status of America’s chil-
dren and to assess trends in their well-being.
By updating the assessment every yzar, KIDS
benck

choose healthy behaviors; and young people
experience a successful wansition into adult-
hood. In all of these stages of development,
young people need the cconomic and social
assistance provided by a srong family and 2
supportive community.
As the XIDS COUNT Data Book has
developed over time, some of the indicators
used to rank states have changed because
we replaced weaker measures with stron- R
ger ones. Consequently, comparing king; =
in the 2011 Daza Book to rankings in past E
Dasa Books does not atways provide a perfect
asscssment of change over dme. However, »
the Appendix (see page 64) shows how states -
would have ranked in past years if we had e

COUNT provides ongoing s that
can be used to sce how states have advanced
or regressed over time. Readers can also use
KIDS COUNT to compare the status of chil-
dren in their stare with thosc in other states
across several dimensions of child well-being.

Although the 10 measures used in KIDS
COUNT 1o rank states can hardly caprure
the full range of conditions shaping children’s
Tives, we believe these indicators posscss three
important areributes: (1) They reflect a wide
range of factors affecting the well-being of
children, such as health, adequacy of income,
and educational attainment. {2) They reflect
experiences across a range of developmental
stages—from birth through carly adulthood.
(3) They permit legitimate comparisons
because they are consiStent across states and
over time. Rescarch shows thar the 10 KIDS
COUNT key indicators capture most of the
yearly variation in child well-being reflected
in other indices that utilize a much larger
number of indicators. For more informa-
don about the criteria used to select KIDS
COUNT indicators, see page 71

The 10 indicators used to rank states
reflect 2 developmental perspective on child-
hood and underscore our goal to build 2
world wherc pregnant women and newborns
thrive; infants and young children receive the
support they need to eoter school prepared to
learn; children succeed in school; adolescents

ployed the same 10 used in the
2011 Data Book. The table in the Appendix
is the best way to assess state changes over
time in overall child well-being.

This year’s Data Book is also accompanicd
by the KIDS COUNT Dara Center, available
ard kid org. It p
online access to hundreds of additional indi-
cators on children and youth for the United
States as 2 whole, as well as for individual
states, citics, countics, congressional districts,
and school districts across the country.

National Trends in Child Well-Being
“The data on the following pages present.a rich
but complex picture of American children.
After showing improvement in the late 1990s,
overall child well-being has stagnated since
2000 (sec Table 1). At the natonal level, 5 of
the 10 indicators of child well-being showed
thar conditions improved since 2000, while
child well-being d on 3 indi
The survey ool for 2 indicators, the pereent
of teens not atrending schoo} and not work-
ing and the percent of children in familics
where no parent works full time, year-round,
was significantly changed in 2008. Therefore,
dara cannot be compared to previous years.
However, it should be noted that both indica-
tors worsencd between 2008 2nd 2009.

The porerait of change in child well-
being since 2000 stands in stark contrast to

2011 KIDS COUNT Data Bock l State Profiles of Child Well-Being
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the period just prior 10 2000, Between 1996
and 2000, 8 of the 10 key indicarors used
in KIDS COUNT impraved, and scveral

14 <ol
3

c imp: was

d by cvery major racial group and

The state and U.S. profiles
that were included in
Pprevious years, comparing
the current year's data

1o 2000, are now available
anline; please visit
datacenter.kidscount.org/
databook/2011/profiles,

34

in nearly all of the states.

Pre- and post-2000 wends are clearly
illustrated by changes in the rate of child
poverty. Between 1994 and 2000, the child
poverty rate fell by nearly 30 percent. This
was the largest decrease in child poverty since
the 19605, Since 2000, however, the child
poverty ratc has increased by 18 percent,

origin groups for our 10 key indicators, visit
the KIDS COUNT Darz Center.

Nationally, the differences in child well-
being across racial and Hispanic origin lines
vary by indicator. Since 2000, gapsin the
differences in child well-being along racial
and ethnic lines have decreased in some
areas—most notably, the high school dropout
rate. However, on the whole, non-Hispanic
white and Asian and Pacific Islander chil-
dren continue to have better outcomes on the
10 indicators we track, compared with the
other large racial and Hispanic origin groups.
Comparative trends and state-level data for
the informartion contained in Table 2 can be
found at the KIDS COUNT Data Center.

KIDS COUNT State Indicators
In the pages that follow, data are presented for
the 10 key indicators for all states, including
state-level maps of each indicator. The statc
and U.S. profiles that were included in previ-
ous years, comparing the current year’s data
10 2000, are now available online; please visit
d: kid: g/databook/2011/profiles,
Table 3 provides 2 summary of results
from this year’s KIDS COUNT Data Book and
highlights the enormous variation among
the states. The rates of the worst states are

ing thar the i ion of the
past few years effectively wiped out all of the
gains we made in curting child poverty in the
late 1990s. In 2009, 2.4 million more chil-
dren lived in paverty than in 2000, and many
experts predict that the child poverty rate will
continue to increase over the next several years.

Variations in Child Well-Being by Race
and Hispanic Origin

Not all children have the same opportunitics
to succeed. Some children, particulardy chil-
dren of color, face greater barriers to achievin
success as they mave through childhood and
adolescence. Table 2 provides national sta-
disties for the five largest racial and Hispanic
origin groups on each of the 10 measures of
child well-being used to rank states. To access
state-level data for these racial and Hispanic

2pproximately two to four times those of the
best states on every indicator.

The importance of reporting state-level
data is underscored by the fact that most
measures in most states are statistically sig-
nificantly different from che national value
for cach measure. In other words, the national
value for a measure does not el you much
about most states. Tables showing the stacisti-
cal significance of differcnces among states
and changes over time are provided at the
KIDS COUNT Datz Center,

The 10 key indicators of child well-being
used here are all derived from federal govern-
ment statistical agendies and reflect che best
available state-level data for tracking yearly
changes in each indicator. It should be noted
that the National Center for Health Scatistics
has not updated the infant, child, and teen
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mortality rates since the publication of
the 2010 Daza Book. Therefore the 2007
data appear for these indicators in the
2011 Data Book.

However, it is important to

provided on corresponding indicator pages.
These data underscore the fact that thousands
of children dic every year, and millions are at
risk because of poverty, family structure, lack

that many of the indicarors used here are
derived from samples, and like all sample
dara, they contain some randorm error.
Other measures (the Infant Mortality Rate
and the Child Death Rate, for example)

are based on relatively small numbers of
events in some states and may exhibit some
random fluctuarion from year to year.

‘We urge readers to focus on relatively Jarge
differences—both across states and over
time within a state. Small differences, within
2 state over time or between states, may
simply reflect random fucruations, rather
than real changes in the well-being of chil-
dren. Assessing mrends by looking at changes
over a longer period of time is more reliable.
Historical dara for cach stare are available
on the KIDS COUNT Data Center.

‘We include data for the District of
Columbia and Puerto Rico in the Data Book,
but not in our state rankings. Because they
ase significantly different from any state, the
compari: are not ingful. It is more
uscful to look at changes for these grogra-
phics over time, or to compare the Disuice
with other large cities. Data for many child
well-being indicators for the 50 largest cir-
ies (including the Disuict of Columbia) are
available at the KIDS COUNT Data Cenrer,
Information for the U.S. Virgin Islands was
not available in time to be included in this
year’s publication, but limited informarion is
available on the KIDS COUNT Data Center.

The XIDS COUNT Data Book itilizes
rates and percentages because that is the
best way o compare states to cach other and
to asscss changes over time within a state,
However, our focus on rates and percentages
may mask the magnitudc of some of
the problems that are cxamined in this report.
The number of events or number of children
reflected in each of the national rates for
the 10 key indicators used to rank states are

The Annic E. Gasey Foundation | acct.org

of | | employ , or risky behavior,
It is our hope that the KIDS COUNT
Data Book and the accompanying KIDS
COUNT Data Center will help raise the
visibility of children’s issues on the national
agenda and serve as a tool for advocates,
policymakers, and others to make better degi-
sions, We believe that good data are always
necded to develop the most effeetive policies
and practices for children and their familics,
but they are even more critical ar this rime
in our nation’s history, when families are fac-
ing cconomic unecruaintics about their furure
well-being, Ar the same time, states faced
with huge budget shorefalls are making tough
decisions about how to deal with lost revenue.
Ir's more important than ever that we use the
best datz availablc to moniter the impact of
these dedisions on the life outcomes for mil-
lions of our nation’s most vulnerable children,

“If 1 didn't have the
extra funding coming
in, there is no way [
would have made it.

I probably would have
ended up dropping
out of high school

to work full time.”

Family Stories
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ROSA HUESTIS Rochester, New Hampshire

2011 KIDS COUNT Data Book I State Profiles of Child Wel-Being

At age 20, Vermont native and

former foster youth Rasa Huestis

had completed high schaol, enrolled in
college, and was getting help covering her
housing and education costs, thanks to
state assistance and the federal Fostering
Connections to Success and Increasing
Adoptions Act of 2008. The law offers
financial incentives for states to extend
services to foster care youth beyond

age 18, provided that they take certain
steps to help prepare themselves for

the workfarce.

Without family to rely on, “it would have
been hard these last couple of years to do
everything ['ve done on my own,” Huestis
commented at the time. “If | didn't have
the extra funding coming in, there is no
way | would have made it, | probably
would have ended up dropping out of
high schoal to work full time.”
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Huestis left college and the home she
shared with a former foster parent to
move in with her boyfriend. She became
pregnant and lost her job at a gas station
three months before the baby was born.
Her boyfriend was faid off from his inven-
tory control job at a warehouse. Homeless
for several months, they decided to move
to New Hampshire.

They were able to find an apartment there,
where they now live with nine-month-old
Hunter. Today, they barely squeak by, even
with unemployment assistance, as wefl as
health insurance benefits provided by the
New Hampshire Department of Resources
and Economic Development and food
assistance through the Supplemental
Nutrition Assistance Program benefils
(SNAP, formerly food stamps).

“If we didn't have this assistance, it would
be impossible to function,” says Huestis,
now age 22. Hunter had bronchitis as an
infant, and “we were constantly in and out
of the doctor's office and the hospital,” she
notes. Withaut insurance. “the bills would
add up and be way more than we could
handie.” And, with the food assistance.

“| don't have to worry about being able to
put food on the table.”

The Annie £, Casey Foundation | asctorg

Huestis had planned to combine her

Jove of horses with a career as a therapist.
incorporating horseback riding into
therapeutic freatment. “At some point, |
want to go back to school. But that's going,
to have to wait,” she says. “We need jobs
and more money coming in, but it's hard
with both of us trying to find work and
find day care within our budget.”

Like any parent, Huestis has big dreams
for her son. “ want him fo be as healthy
as possible and to make sure he’s got
whatever he needs and that he can grow
up to be the person he wants to be. | am
haoping down the road that when he hits
coliege age, we will be able to help him
and support him.”

Extending services

1o foster care youth
beyond age 18 helps fill
the gaps in basic needs.
And, retaining benefits
fike SNAP puts food

on the table and money
back into the economy.
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Ranking States on Composite Index

Data from all 10 key indicators are used to develop a composite
index of child weli-being for each state. The Overall Rank Table and
Map show how states rank, based on the 10-item index. The state
that ranks highest (best), based on the composite index, is New
Hampshire. Minnesota ranks second, and Massachusetts ranks
third. The three states at the bottom of the ranking are Mississippi,
Louisiana, and Alabama.

The Overall Rank Map also reflects some regional overtones. The
New England states and a group of states in the Northern Plains all
rank refatively high. Except for Maine and Rhode Island, all of the
New England states rank in the top 10. In the Northern Plains, lowa,
Minnesota, Nebraska, and North Dakota are all ranked in the top
10. At the other end of the spectrum, states in the South (both
Southeast and Southwest) and Appalachia dominate the lower

part of the ranking. The 10 states with the lowest Overali Rank

in terms of child well-being are all located in these regions.
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Percent Low-Birthweight Babies

- -KIBS COUNT Berall Rank: 2011 -

The birth of a baby reminds us of the potential that exists in every new
generation, Yet, some newborns face stiffer odds than other babies to
thrive. Babies weighing less than 2,500 grams (about 5.5 pounds) at
birth have a high probability of experiencing developmental problems
and short- and long-term disabilities and are at greater risk of dying
within the first year of life. Although recent increases in muiltiple births
have strongly influenced the rise in rates of low-birthweight babies,
rates have also been higher among singleton deliveries. Smoking,
prenatal nutrition, poverty, stress, infections, and violence can increase
the risk of a baby being born with low birthweight.

» Nationally, low-birthwcighe babies
represented 8.2 percent of all Jive births
in 2008, decreasing slighely from its four-
decade high of 8.3 percent in 2006,

» While the spward trend appears 1 have
halted, the rate in 2008 is stll 8 percent above
the rate in 2000,

% 131024 M 251037 | ETEY

» Between 2000 and 2008, the percent of
low-birthweight babies worsened in 46 states;
remained unchanged in 2 states; and only
showed some improvement in Delaware,

Rank State Rank State Rank State Rank State Idaho, and the Districe of Columbia.

1 NawHampshire WU Vignta 27 Hiinols 40 Kevada » Although Black/African-American babies arc
2 Minnesata 15 NewYork 28 Wyoming 41 Kentucky much more lik.dy to be born low b‘"'hw cight
. " than other racial and Hispanic origin groups,
3 Massachusetts 16 Ctalifornia 29  Ohio 42 Georgia the percent of African-American babies born

4 Yermont 17 Rhode Island 30 Michigan 43 Oklahoma with a low birthwei gh( has declined sli ghtly
5§ NewJersey 18 Oregon 31 Indiana 44 West Virginia over the past two yﬂ,s_fo]]uw;ng the
6  Connecticut 19 Kansas 32 Maska 45 South Carofina nadonal trend.

7 Utah 21 P i 33 Montana 48 New Mexica

8 2 South Daketa 3 Wissoori a7 Arkansas

9 Kebrasks 22 idaho 35 Texas 48 Mahama

10 North Dakota 23 Maryland 38 Florida 43 Lovisiana

11 Maine 24 Delaware 37 Arizena 50 Mississippi

12 Wisconsin 25 Colorade 38 North Carolina N.R. District of Columbla

13 Washingten 26 Hawaii 33 Tennessee N.R. Puerto Rico

AR Hok Ranke.

Find mora informatiofiat:
datacenter.kidscountiorg/databook/2011
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Infant Mortality Rate

Percent Low-Birthweight Babies: 2008*

The Infant Mortzlity Rate (deaths to persons less than 1 year old per
1,000 live births) is often used to measure the overall health of 2
population. 1t is related to maternal health, public health practices,
socioeconomic conditions, and the ability to access appropriate
health care for infants and pregnant women. Problems related

to short gestation, low birthweight, congenital malformations,

and sudden infant death syndrome (SIDS) are the leading causes
of infant deaths. After reaching the lowest rate since 1990

in 2006, the Infant Mortality Rate increased in 2007.

» Berween 2000 and 2007, the United States
lost 225,703 babics under age 1. During 2007,
29,138 infants under age 1 were lost, or about
80 infants cach day. This represents 6.8
deaths per 1,000 live births.

» Between 2000 and 2007, the Infant Morralicy
Rate improved in 30 states and deteriorated
in 17 states and the District of Columbia.
Connccticut, Florida, and Oklahoma saw
no change in the indicator.

7 60166 T eTw4 M 75080 B ooweits

“Babies welghing s than 2.500 4os (55 haunda) tbih. % The Infant Mortality Rate varies widely
across states, the best state-level rate being
half that of the worst state. In 2007, ratcs

Rank State Rate Rank State Rate Rank State Rate Rank State Rate ranged from a low of 4.8 per 1.000 ive

1 Maska 60 13 Vermomt 70 26 Oklahoma 8.3 40 North Carofina 9.1 births in Washingron to a high of 10.0

7 Uregon 61 13 Wisconsin 70 25 Pemsyvaia 83 41 Arkansas 9.2 per 1,000 in Mississippi.

3 63 16 Arizoma 71 26 Virginla 83 41 Kentucky 9.2 » Although the United States spends more

4 64 11 Kansas 72 26 Wyoming 83 41 Maryland 9.2 on health carc than any other industrialized

5 Mah 65 18 Monum 74 31 Uinois BA 41 Temessee 92 country, the Health, United States, 2009

§  Kew Rampshire 65 13 Massachusetts 78 31 Newlersey 84 45 West Virginia 9.5 report found dn,‘ the U,mfed Seates rz.nkcd
T ————— 28th among 32 industrialized countries,

5§  SouthDaketa 6.5 20 Rhode Island 78 31 Texas 84 45 Beorgia 9.6 right behind Slov: akia (6.6 per 1,000 live

L 6.5 21 Connecticut 8.0 34  Delaware 85 41 South Carolina 9.9 births), for its Infant Morrality Rate.

S Maine 67 21 Mevada 8.0 34 New Merico 85 48 Mabama 10.6

10 Calfernia 6.8 23 Hawali 8.1 36 Michigan 8.6 49 Lovisiana 10.8

1 MorthDakots 6.8 23 Missouri 81 36 Ohio 8.6 50 Mississippl 11.8

1 Utah 68 25 MNewYork 82 38 Florida 8.8 N.R. District of Columbia 10.5

13 Kebraska 70 25 Indiana 8.3 39 Colorade 8.9 H.R. PuertoRico 125

MR Hot B

ROTE Infant mortality data for 2008 were not available
for inclusion in this report.

Find more informatiofiat:
datacenter.kidscount.org/databook/2011
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Child Death Rate

Infant Mortality Rate (deaths per 1,008 five births): 2007

The Child Death Rate (deaths per 100,000 children ages 1-14) reflects
the physical health of children, maternal health, access to health care,
community environment, use of safety practices, and the level of adult
supervision children receive. Advances in medical care and declines

in motor vehicle accidents contribute to the declining Child Death Rate,
Accidents are the leading cause of death for this age group. Deaths
from motor vehicle accidents accounted for 17 percent of child deaths
in 2007. Nearly half of the children under age 15 who died in traffic
crashes were not wearing a seat belt or other restraint. Many of the
accidental deaths can be prevented by using seat belts and safety
seats and providing adequate supervision. The National Center for
Injury Prevention and Controt reports that for each injury-related death
in 2007, there were 1,540 injury-related emergency room visits and
about 22 hospital admissions for children who survived their injuries.

»1n 2007, an average of 30 children between
the ages of 1 and 14 died each day in the

7T 48058 f 59107.0 M 7ias B 5410100 j;in;;:: :::_: : ;l;}go;?'sso children,
» Between 2000 and 2007, the Child Death
Rate decreased in 40 states and the District of
Colurbia; was unchanged in 6; and increased
Rank State Rate  Rank State Rate  Rank State Rate  Rank State Rate in Hawaii, New Hampshire, New Mexico, and
1 Washington 48 13 NewMesico 63 27 krizom 69 41 Kansas 79 Oklahoma. Delaware saw the largest deerease,
2 Massachusetts 45 13 Tems 63 B foil 70 40 Mickigm 73 while Hawaii saw the largest increase.
3 ftan 5.1 16 Montana 64 28" Wyoming 73 m » The Child Death Rate in 2007 ranged from
3 Vermom 51 16 Kevada 64 30 Rhode Istand 74 42 Marylamd 8.0 9 per 100,000 in Rhode Island to 34 per
5 California 5.2 16 South Dakota 6.4 m 44 Tennesses 23 100.000 in Mississippi.
5 Newlersey 52 13 Maska 65 31 Missouri 75 45 NorthCarolina 8.5 % The Child Death Rates for American
7 WewBampshie 5.4 19 Wawail 65 31 NorthDakots 75 45 Okahoma 85 Indians and Alaskan Natives and African
§ w55 19 Wissonsin 55 3 WestVigiia 75 &7 Sohcarohm 8 Americans arc the highest of all major racial
8 Mimesota 55 22 Comnectiout 66 35 Indiama 76 48 lwisaa 92 and ethnic groups.
10 HewYork 56 @ Wk 67 35 Pemsyana 76 49 Mabma 98
11 Oregon 58 23 Kentucky 6.7 37 Arkansas 77 80 Mississippi 10.0
12 Colorado 61 % Mahe 68 3 owe 77 NR. Districtof Columbia 13.1
B Wane 63 25 ebraska 68 3 Viga 78 KA Pestolies 84

RNt Ranked.

HOTE Child death data for 2008 were not available
for inclusion in this repart.

Find more informatiof &t
dafacenfer.lddscnunt.org/databook/ZOll
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Child D

eath Rate (deaths fer 100,000 children

ages

;

1-14): 2007

7 gt018 £ 16010 M 20t025 | R

Rank State Rate Rank State Rale Rank State Rate Rank State Rate
1 Rhode Island 9 14 Oregon 17 27 Arizona 21 40  Mahama 23
2 Belaware 10 15 Michigan 18 21 Fiorida 21 40 Missour 23
3 Connecticut 12 15 Ohie 18 27  Georgia 21 42 New Mexico 24
3 Massachusetts 12 15 Pennsylvania 18 27 Hawaii 21 47 West Virginia 24
3 Yermont 12 15 Virginia 18 21 Indiana 21 44 South Carolina 25
5  Minnesota 15 18 Hiinois 13 21 Maryland 21 45  South Daketa 27
§  WewHampshire 15 13 Jowa 19 21 Horth Carafina 21 45 Arkansas 28
6 Hewlersey 15 18 Kansas 18 21 Texas 21 47 Loyisiana 23
5 HewYark 15 18 North Dakota 19 21 Wyoming 21 47 Okiahoma 238
§  Washington 15 19 Wisconsin 18 36 ldaho 22 43 Maska 31
1t California 16 24 Nebraska 20 36 Kentucky 22 50 Mississippi 34
11 Colorade 1 24 Tennessee 20 36 Montanz 22 AR, District of Columbia 28
11 Maine 16 24 Utah 20 36 Nevada 22 NR. Puerto Rico 16
A ot Rk

Find more informati

datacenter.kidscount.lp

2L
rg/databook/2011

As people move into their middie and late teenage years, they
encounter new risks that can cost them their life. In 2007, accidents,
homicides, and suicides accounted for 77 percent of deaths to teens
ages 15 to 19 in the United States. Accidents account for at least

three times as many teen deaths as any other cause, including homicide.
Most lethal accidents are automobile accidents. In 2007, 6,493 teens
died due to accidents (76 percent of them, or 4,939 deaths, were due

to motor vehicle accidents), 2,224 teen deaths were due to homicide,
and 1,481 teen deaths were due to suicide.

» In 2007, 13,299 adolescents ages 15 to 19 died.
This is the cquivalent of the number
of passengers on 38 jumbo jets. Virwually
all of these deaths were preventable.

» The Teen Death Rate declined from 67 deaths
per 100,000 teens in 2000 to 62 deaths in
2007. The Teen Death Rate had been steadily
declining berween 1990 and 1998, when
progress began to slow. In 2007, the Teen Death
Rate was only slightly lower than in 1998.

» While there was a decline in teen deaths due
to accidents and suicides, berween 2000 and
2007, homidides increased by 11 percent.

» Between 2000 and 2007, the Teen Death
Rate declined in 40 states and the District
of Columbia, increased in 9 states, and
remained unchanged in Ohio.

» In 2007, American Indian (87 per 100,000)
and African-American (83 per 160,000)
teens had the highest death rates, while Asian
and Pacific Islander (33 per 100,000) youth
had the lowest.

NOTE Teen death data for 2008 were not available
for inclusion in this report.
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Teen Death Rate (deaths per 100,000 teens ages 15~19): 2007

J’eg
e
| B E: NN

¥ 351048 B3 491065 B ssom M 5210100

Rank State Rate Rank State Rate Rank State Rate Rank State Rate
1 Vermont 35 14 Maine 54 25 North Carolina 67 40 Oklahoma 83
2 Hawaii 39 15 lowz 56 28 indiana 68 40 South Dakata 23
2 NewYork 39 16 Delaware 57 28 Kansas 69 42 Tennessee 84
2 Rhode Island 33 17 Colorada 58 30 West Virginia 70 43 Wyaming 86
5 Minnesota 43 17 Ohio 58 31 Nevada 71 44 North Dakota 89
5 New Hampshire 43 19 Michigan 59 32 Florida 72 45 Mabama a3
7  Connecticut 44 18 Pennsylvania 59 33 Georgia 73 45 Arkansas a3
T Massachusetts 44 19 Utah 59 34 Kentscky 74 47 Louisizna 94
7 Newlersey 44 22 Tlinois 80 35 ldaho 77 48 New Mesico 96
10 Bregon 48 23 Teras 63 36 Arizana 80 48 Mississippi 98
1 Washington 51 24 Wiscensin 64 36 Missouri 80 50 Klaska 100
12 California 52 25 Mebraska 65 36 Montana 80 W.R. District of Columbia 92
13 Virginia 53 26 Maryland 67 33 South Carolinz 81 K.R. Puerto Rico 67
= 2 _ = 14 TuetoRes = &7
LERTL

Find more information-at;
datacenter.idscaunt.org/databook/2011
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Teen Birth Rate

As Americans, we believe that every child should have a shot at
achieving their full potential: getting a good education; securing a job
that pays well; and, when they are ready, raising a family of their awn.
But not all children have these opportunities. Teenage childbearing can
have long-term negative effects on both the adolescent mother and the
newborn. Babies born to teen mothers are at higher risk of being low
birthweight and preterm. They are also far more likely to be born into
families with limited educational and economic resources, which function
2s barriers to future success. In 2006, the United States saw the first
increase in the Teen Birth Rate in more than a decade, a rise that
continued through 2007, After the two-year increase, in 2008, the Teen
Birth Rate declined to 41 births per 1,000 females ages 15 to 19,

% In 2008, thore were 434,758 babies born to
females ages 15 to 19. That represents abour
1.191 birchs to tcens cach day.

% Between 2000 and 2008, the Teen Birch Rare
decreased in 41 states and the District of
Col bia, i d in 7' md ‘was h d
in Jowz and Kansas,

% Among the states, the Teen Birth Ratc in
2008 ranged from a low of 20 per 1,000 in
Massachusctes and New Hampshi toa high
of 66 per 1,000 in Mississippi.

» The Teen Birth Rate for Latines remains the
highest across the largest racial and Hispanic
origin groups, at nearly twice the national
average. Although it remains high, the 2008
rate for births to Latine teens is the lowest
it has been in a decade.

» The United States has the highest Teen Birch
Rare among comparable countries, The U.S.
Teen Birch Rate is neardy twice as high as
that in the United Kingdom (26.7 per 1,000)
which has the highest Teen Birth Rate in

Europe. In addition, the U.S. rate is more than

eriple the rate in Canada (14.1 pet 1,000).
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Percent of Teens Not in School

and Not High School Graduates

Teen Birth Rate (births pe

r 1,000 females ages 15-19): 2008

As America moves further into the 21st century, advanced skills and
technical knowledge will be required for a healthy economy. We have
a responsibility to ensure that our future workforce can compete

on a global scale. Graduating from high school is eritical for obtaining
post-secondary education and getting a good job. Adolescents who
don't complete high schoof will find it difficult to achieve financial
success in aduithood. In 2009, the median earnings for someone
without a high school diploma ($18,400) was less than half that of
someone with a bachelor's degree ($47,500), and less than one-third
that of an individual with a graduate degree ($62,300).

> In 2009, about 1.1 million teens between
the ages of 16 and 19 were not in school
and had not graduated from high school.

» Although the number continues to be
unaceeptably high, the likelihood that tezns
will not be in school and will not graduate
has dropped. The rate in 2009 (6 percent)

T 20028 5 30038 . B B sctoss was slightly more than half the rate in 2000
(11 percent).
» Between 2000 and 2009, the rate fell in 45
states and the District of Columbia; increased
: in Hawaii, Montana, North Dakota, and
Rank State Rate Rank State Rate Rank State Rate Rank State Rate = t Wese Virginia; an d was unchanged in 1
1 Massachusetts 20 13 Michigan 33 25 Ohio 41 33 MNevada 53 s it N
! T T T T A, N » In 2009, the Percent of Teens Not in School
1 Hew Hampshire 20 13 Virginia 33 28 Hawail 42 39 South Carofina 53 and Not High School Graduates (:gcs 16-19)
3 Vermont 21 16 lowa 34 29 Colorade 43 42 Lovisiana 54 : ] { fl ; R ranged from a low of 3 percent in New
4 Connecticut 23 17 Utah 35 29 Florida 43 43 Arizona 56 Qs o T 5 S X Hampshire and New Jersey toa high of
5 Newlersey 24 i\t i 35 31 Indiana 44 43 Kentucky 56 11 percent in Nevada,
§  NewYark 25 19 Mebraska 37 32 Missouri 45 43 Tennessee 56 » Although large gaps still exist, more teens
T Maine 26 19 Oregon 37 33 Kamsas 46 45 Krkansas 62 across all five of the largest racial and ethnic
8 Ninnesola 27 21 California 38 34 Naska 47 46 Oklahoma 62 groups stayed in school and obrained 2 high
3 Worth Dakota 29 21 Winois 38 35 NorthCarolina 49 46 Texss 63 school diploma or GED in 2009 than in 2000.
§  Rhode island 29 23 Delaware 40 35 West Virginia 49 49 Hew Mexico 64 Howcvc-t, since 2.006, American Indians have
PR E—— I scen an increasc in the percentage of teens
11 Pennsylvania 31 23 South Dakota 40 35  Wyoming 43 50 Mississippi 66 n - i i = chat lefi school and did not receive 2 high
1 Wisconsin 31 25 Mae 41 38 Georgia 52 K.R. District of Columbia 51 X o i school diplomL
13 Maryland 33 25 Montama 41 39 Mabama 53 N.R. Puerta Rico 55 . e
R Hist Riken, R

Fing more informationizt:
datacenter.kidscount, ygldanbouklzoll
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- = Percent of Teens Not in Sc;huul and Not High Scﬁhul Braditates (ages 16-19): 2068

School and work help teens acquire the knowledge and skills they need to
become productive members of society. Teens who leave school and do not
become part of the workforce are at risk of experiencing negative outcomes
as they transition to adulthood. The Percent of Teens Net Attending School
and Not Working (sometimes called “Idle Teens™) reflects young people
ages 16 to 19 who are not engaged in school or the workforce, Whereas
these who have dropped out of school are clearly vulnerable, many

young persons who have finished school but are not working are also

at a disadvantage in achieving economic success in adulthood.

» In 2009, about 1.6 million teens berween
the ages of 16 and 19 were neither enrolled
in school nor working. This is 149,000 more
youth than in 2008.

3 Between 2008 and 2009, the Percent of
Teens Not Attending School and Not
Working (ages 16~19) increased in 35 stares
and the District of Columbia; remained

Toweoms Heor o et 2 el e
» In 2009, the Percent of Teens Not Attending
School and Not Working ranged from a low
of 5 percent in New Hampshirz to 2 high
Rank State Rate Rank State Rate Rank State Rate Rank State Rate of 15 percent in West Virginia.
1 New Hampshire 3 8 Nebraska 5 22 South Makota 6 29 Souts Caralina 7  In 2009, American Indian, Afiican American,
1 Rew Jersey 3 9 NewYark 5 22 Washington 6 29 Texas 7 and Hjspanic teens were considerabl ly
3 Connecticut 4 3 North Dakota 5 23 Mabama 7 42 Arizoma 8 more likely to be neither in school nor
3 Maine 4 9 Ohio 5 29 Arkansas 7 42 colorade 8 working than their non-Hispanic white
3 Massachusetts 4 §  Pennsylvania 5 28 Florida 7 42 Lovisiana 8 and Asian counterparts.
3 Minnesota 4 3 Tennessee 5 29 Seorgia 7 42 Oiklahoma 8
3 Yirginia 4 8 Utah 5 23 Hawaii 7 42 Wyoming 8
3 Wisconsin 4 9 Vermont 5 29 Indizna 7 47 Montana 9
9 Maska 5 22 Delawars 6 29 Xentucky 7 47 ¥Hew Mexico ]
9 California 5 22 )daho 6 29 Mississippl 7 47 West Virginia 9
S lowa 5 2 insis 6 29 Missouri 7 5 Fewda 1
9 Kansas 5 22 Michigan 6 23 North Carolinz 7 RR. District of Calumhia 7 -
S Marytand 5 2 tregon 6 23 Rhodelsland 7 WA Puerto Ric 8 :;gzi"&i::um"gfwxixE?utﬁimme
KR, Hnt Rasked,

participation and number of weeks worked, Due to these
changes in methodology, comparisons were not made to
estimates fram previous years.

Find more infofmatio
datacenterkidScount
- S .
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Percent of Children Living in Families Where

No Parent Has Full-Time, Year-Round Employment

Percent of Teens Not Attending School and Not

Ll - o

Working {ages 18

Children thrive when parents have the opportunity to eam income
sufficient to support their family. The recent recession has hit families with
children hard, especially those who were already vulnerable. Children living
in families that “lack secure parental employment™ have higher paverty
rates and are more likely to lack access to the health and family benefits
that a stable job provides. This reality puts children at higher risk of poor
health and educational outcomes. Although there are significant benefits
when a parent warks, having one parent employed full time, year-round

is not a guarantee for economic security. Nearly one of two (48 percent)
children living in families maintained by two parents who were living below
the poverty line had at least one parent working year-round, full time.

» In 2009, 23.1 million children in the United
States lived in familics where no parent had
full-time, year-round employment.

3 The Percent of Children Living in Families
Where No Parent Has Full-Time, Year-Round
Employment inrcased from 27 percent in

i Howw W uws 2008 to 31 percent in 2009. This inarcase
represents 2.9 million more children living in
families without secure parental employment.

» Between 2008 and 2009, 48 states and the

Rank State Rate  Rank State Rate  Rank State Rate  Rank State Rale I District of Columbia saw 20 increase in this

1 NewSBampshire 5 B Vermont 7 23 Wissouri 9 A ki 1 : S : Py 3{ : :f;:’:;‘;ﬁ“ﬁm:‘;:’:?iw

xe 4 a
2 Connecticut 6 8§ Virginia 7 23 Oklzhoma 9 41 Forida 11 o 5 5 : 2 8 Targest iga
2l 6 1§ California 8 23 Gregon 9 41 Louisiana i1
» the 2009 f ed

2 Wassachusetts 6 15 Colorado 8 . 9 40 Monam 1 ‘:;::“ff‘;: by i‘:}i’iﬁ%’:‘;z‘;‘i :}’s‘g’}‘l

2 Minnesota 6 16 Delaware 8 23 Wiashington 9 40 New Mexica 11 of 39 p:rc:xl:t in Mississippi.

2 Nebraska 6 16 Maryland 8 23 Wyoming 9 45 Maska 12 ) "

. % In 2009, ncarly 1 of every 2 Amcrican Indian

2 Wisconsin 6 15 NewYork 8 33 Mahama 10 45 Geargia 12 o B 7 x and Af Asmerican chil lrved without

B Kansas 7 16 Pennsylvania B 33 Arkansas 10 45 Hawail 12 R securely cm: ployed paseats compared to 1 of

3 Maine 7 16 Rhode Island 8 33 Xentucky 10 45 Mississippt 12 every 4 non—Hispnnicwhit: and Asian children.

8 Newlersey 7 23 idaho 9 33 Morth Carolina 10 48 Nevada 13

8 Morth Dakota 7 23 [llinois 9 33 South Carofina 10 50 West Virginia 15

8 Ohio 7 23 Indiana 9 33 Temmessee 10 A.R. District of Columbia 10 5 NOTE Sigrificant ch fotothe 2008

o 1 3 2 3 5 ignificant changes were made to the
$  South Daketa 7 73 Michigan 9 33 Texas 10 H.R. Puerta Rico 15 5 < o Amesican Community Survey qestions on {abar force
AR Bt Ravkad

paticipation and number of weeks worked, Due tothese
changes in methodology, comparisons were not made to
estimates from previous years.
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Pel;cent of Bhiidren Living

iin Families Where No Parenit Has Full-Time, Year-Rotng Emplayment. 2009

It is critical that we as a nation ensure that all children have the
opportunity to become productive members of society. Children who
8row up in poverty are more likely to experience health and behavioral
prablems, face difficulty in school, become teen parents, and eamn
less or be unemployed as adults. Such factors are barriers to future
economic success and stability. The Percent of Children in Poverty is
perhaps the most global and widely used indicator of child well-being.
Our data are based on the official poverty measure as determined

by the U.S. Office of Management and Budget. The 2009 poverty
line was $21,756 for a family of two adults and two children.

»In 2009, 20 percent of children (14.7 millien)
were poor, up from 17 percent in 2000. This
represents about 2.5 million more children
living in poverty in 2009 than in 2000,

» Between 2000 and 2009, child poverty
increased in 38 states, decreased in 7 states
and the District of Columbia, and remained
unchanged in 5.

B 2703 | EES | JEXRTES)

» Among the states, the child poverty rate
for 2009 ranged from a low of 11 pereent
in New Hampshire to 2 high of 31

Rank State Rale  Rank State Rate  Rank State Rate  Rank State Rate percent in Mississippi.
1 Worth Dakota 21 1 Wisconshn 27 5 Missouri 31 3% Califormia 3¢ » Between 2000 and 2009 poverty inereased
2 Jowa 22 15 Colorat 28 25 Rhode lsiand 31 3 Nevads 34 X“m:iz’;gﬁ";zm ﬂ':f':;g‘d':mm"“““’
2 Mebraska 22 15 Delaware 28 25 Washington 31 38 Oregon 34 while d cd.ining among Asian children, African-
7 Utah 2 15w 28 30 Florida 32 3 SauthCarolina 34 American, Amesican Indian, and Hispazie
5 Maryland 24 15 Vermont 28 30 SGeorgia 32 44 Nahama 35 children conrinue to be more likely to five
5 MewHampshire 24 18 ldaho 29 30 Indians 32 44 Tennessee 35 in paverty than white and Asian children,
5 South Dakota 24 19 @klahoma 29 30 New Mexicoe 32 44 West Virginia 35
& Kansas 25 13 Pennsyivania 29 30 Ohio 32 47 Maska 36
¥ Minnesota 25 22 Hawail 30 35 Lovisianz 33 47 Michigan 36
B Newlersey 25 22 Newvork 30 35 Montana 33 49 Kestucky 38
8 Virginia 25 22 Texas 30 35  North Carclina 33 50 Mississippi 39
2 Wyoming 25 25  inals 31 38 Arizana 34 N.R. Districtof Columbia 44
13 Connecticut 26 25 Maine 31 38 Arkansas 34 N.R. Puerto Rico 52
= " ¢

Find more ifform T
datacenter.kidscount; rg/databook/2011
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Percent of Children in Poverty Tincome beiow §21,756 for a family of two adults and tio chitdren in 2008): 2009

Much of the public interest in family structure is finked to the fact that
chiidren growing up in single-parent families typically do not have the
same economic or human resources available as those growing up in
two-parent families. In 2009, 34 percent of single-parent families with
related children had incomes below the poverty line, compared to 8
percent of married-couple families with children. Only about one-third

of female-headed families reported receiving any child support or alimony
payments in 2009. The U.S. Census Bureau defines single-parent
families as those families headed by an unmarried adult.

% About 23.8 million children lived in
single-parent familics in 2009, Of these
children, 5.2 million lived with cohabiting
domestic partmers.

» Nationwide, there was an increasc in the Percent
of Children in Single-Parent Families, from 31
percent in 2000 to 34 percentin 2009. There
were 3.1 million more children living in single-
parent familics in 2009 than in 2000.

» During this period, Oregon, Utah, and the
District of Columbia recorded a deerease in the
Percent of Children in Single-Parent Familics;

. 3 states reported no change in this measurc;
Rank State Rate  Rank State Rate  Rank State Rate Rank State Rate while the situation worsened in 43 states.

HERRS SR Y FF 15018 | RERTES B 22tn

1 Kew Hampshire 1 14 Nebraska 135 26 Oregan 19 ik North Carolina 23 » In 2009, the Percent of Children in

2 Connecticut 12 15 Delaware 16 26 South Dakota 19 41 louisiana 24 Single-Parent Families ranged from a low

2 Maryland 12 15 lows 16 29  California 20 41 South Carolina 24 of 18 percentin Utah to 2 high of 48 percent
2 bah 12 15 Washington 16 28 Infiama 20 41 Temessee 24 in Mississippi.

5  Maska 13 18 Colorado 17 29 NewYork 20 41 Teras 24 % Berween 2000 and 2009, increases were seen
5  Massachusetts 13 13 Maine 17 32 Forifa 21 41 WestVirginia 24 across all racial and ethnic groups except

5 Kewlersey 13 18 Pennsylvania 17 32 Missouri 21 46 Mabama 25 Asian and Pacific Islander children. Two-thirds
S Horth Daketa 13 18 Rhode kstand 17 37 Montana 21 45 MewMexico 25 (67 Pf“‘_"‘)‘“‘“ﬁ‘"“‘"\{",‘d‘}‘“ d‘ﬂd’f“

5 Yermont 13 18 Wisconsin 17 3% Georgla 22 48 Kentucky 26 : ‘ : . : ] o0 Zﬁéz e G0 ;mmgamof'g?s;m e
5 Wyoming 13 B e 18 35 Ohie 22 &k 27 oS ; youth and slightly less than one-forth (24

N Hawaii 14 23 Xansas 18 35 Oklzhoma 22 50 Mississippi 31 - = : 3 percent) of non-Hispanic white children.

11 Minnesota 14 23 Nevada 18 38 Arizona 23 N.R. District of Columbiz 29

1 Virginia 14 26 llinois 19 38 Michigan 23 N.R. PuertoRico 57

MR Kol Ranked

Find more fo;maﬁo
datacenter.kidscount,brg/databook/2011
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Family Stories

- Percent of Children Single-Parent Families: 2009

CHARLES LEACH Il Attants, Georgia

A S @ young father trying to get a
foothold in the work world during a

= tough economy, Charles Leach IIl, 21, of
! . . Atlanta says subsidized child care has not
n ‘They give us a only eased his family's current financial

= . it i ing hi

. prlntout every day struggle, but it is also preparing his young

son for a lifetime of learning.

that lets us know “It keeps at least $600 in our pocket each

what he’s learning month. That's real important because |
now just started back working,” explains
So mommy and Leach, whose son attends the Early
daddy can teach Learning and Literacy Resource Center in
the same thing ] Atlanta free of charge, thanks to the Early

Head Start progrant and Georgia's subsi-
dized child care assistance program.

The Center also is helping 18-month-old

Sonny learn age-appropriate skills before

P 181026 M e M 33037 | EY] he starts kindergarten so that he is
prepared to succeed in school and beyond.
“The Center is like our family—we help
them, and they help us,” says Leach, who

participates in the Center's parent training

Rank State Rate Rank State Rate Rank State Rate Rank State Rate and activities, along with Sonny's mother

1 btah 18 12 Xamsas 30 25 Itinois 33 38 Tennessee 36 Jessika Campbell, 24, a bank teller,

2 Idaho 24 12 Newlersey 30 26 Maine 33 41 Arzona 37

3 New Hampshire 25 12 Vermont 30 29 Xentucky 34 41 Seorgia 37

3 Horth Dakota 25 2w 30 29 Maryland 34 43 Arkansas 38

5 Minnesota 26 12 Wisconsin 30 28 Michigan 34 43 ODelaware 38

5 Nebraska 26 18 Montana 31 32 Missouri 35 43 Flerida 38

5 Wyoming 26 19 Bragon 31 32 Nevada 35 46 Alabama 39

&  Colorade 28 19 Virginia 31 32 NewYork 35 47 South Carelina 40

8 South Dakata 28 22 California 32 32 Ohio 35 48 Kew Mexica 41

10 lowa 23 22 Indiana 32 32 gklahoma 35 49 Lowisiana 42

18 Massachuseits 23 22 P i 32 32 Texas 35 50 issippi 48

12 Maska 30 22 Wast Virginia 32 38 Horth Carolina 36 N.R. District of Colombia 61

12 Comnecticut 30 26 Hawail 33 38 Rhode Island 36 N.R. Puerte Rico 54

N, Rt Racked.

Find more informationat;
datacenterki
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“They give Us a printout every day that lets
us know what he’s fearning so mommy
and daddy can teach the same thing,” he
adds. “We didn't have [that] opportunity,
and he’s going to need that, It's very
important because in this economy. you
have to be educated to get a good job.”

A figh-quality learning complex attached
to a renavated elementary school, the
Center provides supports that parents,
caregivers, and children need for educa-
tion achievement. In addition to local,
state, and federal funds, the Center
receives private funding from such groups
as the United Way of Metropolitan Atlania,
the Joseph B. Whitehead Foundation,

and the Annie E. Casey Foundation.

While Sonny is at child care, his father
works full ime as a security guard. In
recent years, he has held several jobs, off
and on, while completing a job-readiness
course, a one-year intensive training pro-
gram, and a technology fraining program
offered through The Center for Working
Families, Inc., a private nonprofit agency
supported by Casey.

1 wauldn't have had half of the jobs I've
had if it wasn't for {the Center],” notes
Leach, who hopes to soon attend college
to earn a computer science degree.
Although, he adds, “it’s harder now
to find scholarships and grants.”

Sonny receives health care through

his mother's employer-spansored
insurance program, and Leach hopes to
get insurance through his job, which he
started in May. However, he was uninsured
and vnemployed when he was involved

in a traffic accident this year that totaled
his truck. Leach now faces medical bills
for treatment of back and eye injuries.

With buying food for Sonny a priority,

his parerts often depend on friends

and family for meals. They hope to soon
receive Supplemental Nutrition Assistance
Program benefits (formerly food stamps),
which will be a big help, says Leach.

“We have been struggling,” he says.
“We're trying to get over this hill so by
the time Sonny is two years old, he'll
know that we're comfortable.”

Restricting the child
care tax credit to low-
and moderate-income
families and redirecting
the savings to child care
subsidies for families
struggling to achieve
stability help both
generations get ahead.

KAC000103

MULTI-YEAR STATE TREND
DATA FOR OVERALL RANKS

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

The 2611 KIDS COUNT Data Book is AL 4B 48 48 48 43 48 47 48 47 48

the 22nd annual profile of child well-being

produced by the Annic E. Casey Foundation. AK 30 38 33 36 35 38 31 35 38 32

However, indicarors used in the Daza Books

have changed over time, making year-to-year AZ 4D 39 43 41 37 36 39 40 38 37

comparisons of state ranks problematic

This Appendix provides Overall Ranks for AR 45 45 45 44 45 45 45 47 48 41

2000 through 2009 for cach state, using a

istent set of indi namcly, those CA 20 22 18 17 18 19 22 20 19 18

used to derive the rank reported in the

2011 KIDS COUNT Data Book. This CO 22262227 2523282220125

Appendix is the best source of infc

1o see whether a particular statc improved €T 11 7 71133 4 4286

in ranking over the past fow years.

Note thar state ranks in 2009 are based DE 26 37 36 31 28 35 33 28 27 24

on dara from 2007 for 3 from

2008 for 2 measures, and from 2009 for the FL 35 33 35 35 33 32 35 36 35 3B

other § measures. In other words, data for

Infant Mortality Rate, Child Death Rate, GA A4 42 44 30 44 41 40 42 A2 &2

and Teen Death Rare lag 2 years behind,

while Low-Birthweight Babics and Teen Bich HI 14 21 2324 21 11 13 18 22 25

Rate lag 1 year behind the 2009
ID 252325 16 20 22 14 26 21 22

NOTE 2008 death data were not available in time

forinclusion in this report. 1L 292930 28 24 26 24 24 24 27
IN. 32 30 31 30 32 31 34 31 33 3
A 6 6 8 8957 86 B 8
KS 17 15 20 15 12 16 18 13 13 19
KY 37 35 39 42 42 40 41 41 40 &

2011 KIDS COUNT Data Boak | State Profties of Child Well-Being



2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2067 2008 2009

2000 2001

2002 2003 2004 2005 2005 2007 2008 2009

LA 49 43 49 49 49 49 49 49 48 43 OH 27 28 25 28 26 28 30 28 29 29
ME 5 8157 1N 151612141 OK 41 40 40 38 40 42 43 44 44 43
MD 31 192721 232419252523 OR 2320 11 18 15 717 19 18 18
MA 8 3 3 6105 35 5 3 PA 1817 21 25 16 21 23 23 23 20
Ml 2827 242562727 27 273030- RI 1518 14 20 312021151717
MN 2 2 23 41 221273 SC 47 44 46 45 47 4B 46 45 45 45
MS 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 50 SD 46 11 17 19 1430 25 21 26 21
MO 34 34 32 33 30 34 32 33 31 34 TN 42 47 47 43 4§ 43 42 46 41 39
MT 21 32 29 34 34 29 29 30 32 33 TX 35 35 37 37 39 37 37 34 34 35
NE 1013 1212 8 10 8 11 § g UT 4 4 8 86 45 3 4 7
NV 33 31 34 32 35 33 36 39 35 40 VI 3 96 2 2 6108 3 4
NH 1T 1T 11121111 VA 19 16 16 13 19 14 15 16 16 14
NI 3 5 5 47 96569875 WA 131213 4171311141113
NM 45 43 47 45 48 47 48 43 46 46 WV 38 41 38 47 38 44 44 38 43 44
NY 242519222218 20171515 WI 12 14 12 10 131212 10 10 12
NC 43 45 41 40 41 39 38 37 37 38 WY 33 24 28 23 28 25 %632 28 28
ND 7 1045 3 87 71210

The Annie E, Casey Foundation | accl.arg

“My income is needed
to cover all the house-
hold expenses. Without
these services, | can't
afford [my sons’]
medical expenses.”

Family Stories

JENNY CHIU Los Angeles, California

w ith the cansequences of California's
budget crisis biting into her salary
and bumping up her health insurance
payments, Jenny Chiu, 47, a single parent
in Los Angeles County, is more thankful
than ever that her two sons have affordable
comprehensive public health insurance.

Matthew, 14, is covered by the Healthy
Families Program, California’s low-cost
health insurance for children who do not
qualify for the state’s no-cost Medi-Cal,
which Chiu's other son Milton, 11, is
enrolled in because of his severe autism.

“My income is needed to cover all the
household expenses. Without these
services, | can't afford their medical
expenses,” says Chi, manager of an
adult day care center that has laid off
about half of its staff and reduced the
remaining staff's work hours in the
wake of decreased state funding.

2011 KIDS COUNT Data Book | State Profifes of Child Well-Being
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Chiu's health insurance comes from her
employer—although she’s recently had
1o pay a larger share—but her children
aren't covered. She is relieved that

her sons, especially Mitton, have access
to quality health care.

As a result of autism, Milton faces
developmental chailenges, including
difficulty with communication and
social interactions. He also suffers
with gastraintestinal problems. Early
intervention and special therapy have
helped Milton get the most out of life.

As a toddler, he was often in the
hospital. “Without Medi-Cal, | would
have been under 2 mountain of debt,”
says Chiu, who contributes to the cost
of Milton's care, including paying for
some medication that is not covered.

Although the public health insurance s

a2 huge help, the Chiu family is still living

carefully on 2 tight budget. She worries
about her family's financial future.

The Anpic E. Casey Foundation | accl.org

“My work is not stable due to the state
budget cuts. My company is considering
closing the business in the coming two
months,” she notes.

If Chiu loses her job, Unemployment
Insurance and some savings will

help, but they're not enough, she
adds. “1 don't know what will happen.
1 hope | can find another job, but
now in California, it's not easy.”

Ensuring access fo
affordable health care
benefits by streamlining
enrollment and eligibil-
ity procedures will allow
more children to receive
the care they need

and help more families
avaid financial crisis.

KAC000107

DEFINITIONS AND DATA SOURGES

Child Death Rate {deaths per 100,000 chil-
dren ages 1-14) is the number of deaths

to children between ages 1 and 14, from

2ll causes, per 100,000 children in this age
range. The data are reported by the place

of residence, not the place where the death
occurred. sources: Death Statistics: ULS.
Centers for Discase Control and Prevention,
National Center for Health Seadstes.
Population Statistics: U.S. Census Burcau.

Infant Mortality Rate (deaths per 1,000 five
births) is the number of deaths occurring
to infants under 1 year of age per 1,000 live
births. The data are reported by the place
of residence, not the place where the death
occurred. source: U.S. Centers for Discase
Control and Prevention, National Center
for Health Statistics.

Overall Rank for cach state was obtained in
the following manner. First, we converted the
2609 (or 2007/2008, depending on the indica-
tor) state numerical values for cach of the 10
key indicators into standard scores. We then
summed those standard scores to create a
total standard score for cach of the 50 states.
Finally, we ranked the states on the basis of
their total standard score in sequential order
from highest/best (1) to lowestiworst (50).
Standard scores were derived by subtract-

ing the mean score from the observed score
and dividing the amount by the standard

KAC000108



deviation for thar distribution of scores. All
measures were given the same weight in cal-
culating the total standard score.

Percent Change Over Time Analysis was com-
puted by comparing che 2009 (or 2007/2008,
depending on the indicator) data for 8 key
indicators with the data for 2000. To caleu-
late percent change, we subtracted the valye
for 2000 from the valuc for 2007/2008/2009
and then divided chat quantity by the value
for 2000. The results are multiplicd by 100
for readability. The percent change was cal-
culated on rounded data, and the “percent
.change” figure has been rounded to the near-
est whole number. The 2009 estimates for
the Percent of Children Living in Families
“Wherc No Parent Has Full-Time, Year-Round
Employment and the Percent of Teens Not
Autending School and Not Working (ages
16-19) should not be compared to estimates
prior 1o 2008 because of substantial changes
made to the 2008 American Communiry
Survey (ACS) questions on labor force partici-
pation and number of weeks worked.

Percent Low-Birthweight Babies is the per-
centage of live births weighing less than
2.500 grams (5.5 pounds). The data reflect
the mother’s place of residence, not the place
where the birth occurred. source: U.S. Centers
for Discase Control and Prevention, National
Center for Health Statistics.

Percent of Children Affected by Foreclosure
Since 2007 is an estimate of the percentage
of children under age 18 living in 2 housc-
hold thar entered foreclosure in 2007, 2008, or
2009. Children living in rental units are not
included in this analysis. sources: Mortgage
Bankers Association, National Deli qt
Survey; and U.S. Census Burcau, American
Community Survey.

Percent of Children in Poverty (income below
$21,756 for a family of two adults and two
children in 2009) is the percentage of chil-
dren under age 18 who live in familics with
incomes below 100 percent of the U.S. poverty
threshold, as defined by the U.S. Office of
Management and Budget. The federal poverty
definition consists of a serics of thresholds
based on family size and composition and

is updated every year to account for inflation.
In calendar year 2009, 2 family of two

adults and two children fell in the “povery”
category if their annual income fell bejow
$21,756. Poverty status is not determined for
people living in group quarters, such as mili-
tary barracks, prisons, and other institational
quarters, ar for unrclated individuals under
age 15 (such as foster children). The data are
based on income received in the 12 months
prior to the survey. savrce: U.S. Census
Burcau, American Communiy Survey.

Percent of Chiidren in Single-Parent Families
is the percentage of children under age 18
who live with their own single parent,

cither in a family or subfamily. In this def-
nition, single-parent families may include
cohabiting couples and do not include children
living with married stepparents. souree: U.S,
Census Burcau, American Community Survey.

Percent of Children Living in Families

Where No Parent Has Full-Time, Year-Round
Employment is the share of all children under
age 18 living in families where no parent has
regular, full-time employment. For children
living in single-parent families, this means
thar the resident parent did not work at lease
35 hours per week, at least 50 weeks in the
12 months prior to the survey. For children
living in married-couple families, this means
that neither parent worked at least 35 hours
per week, at least 50 weeks in the 12 months

KAC000109

prior to the survey. Children living with
ncither parent also were listed 2s not having
sccure parental employment because those
children are likely to be cconomically vul-
nerable. The 2009 estimate for this measure
should not be compared to estimates prior to
2008 because of substantial changes made to
the 2008 American Community Survey ques-
dons on labor force participation and number
of weeks worked. sounce: U.S. Census Bureau,
American Community Survey.

Percent of Children With at Least One

U d Parent is the p tage of chil-
dren under age 18 living in families where
at least one parent does not have a job, has
actively looked for work in the past 4 weeks,
and is currently available for work. Parents
who are not working because they are not

in the labor force are not considered unem-
ployed. This analysis is bascd on children
under age 18 who live with at Jeast one parent
and arc not currently married. For children
living in single-parent families, this means
that the resident parent is unemployed. For
children living in married-couple families,
this means that cither one or both parents
are unemployed. sounce: ULS. Census Bureau,
Current Population Survey.

Percent of Teens Not Attending School and
Not Working (ages 16-19) is the percentage
of teenagers berween ages 16 and 19 who arc
not enzolled in school {full or part time) and
nat cmployed (full or part time). This mea-
sure is sometimes referred to as “Idle Teens™
or “Disconnccted Youth.” The 2009 cstimatc
for this measure should not be compared to
estimates prior to 2008 because of substan-
tia] changes made to the 2008 American
Community Survey questions on labor force
participation and number of weeks worked.
source: U.S. Census Bureau, American
Community Survey.

Percent of Teens Not in School and Not High
School Graduates (ages 16~19) is the percent-
age of teenagers between ages 16 and 19 who
are not cnrolled in school and are not high
school graduates. Those who have 2 GED
or equivalent arc included as high school

in this mea; The used
here is defined as a “status dropour” rate.
Inclusion of the group quarters population
to the American Community Survey (ACS)
in 2006 could have a noticeable impact on
the universc population for this age group.
Therefore, the 2009 ACS estimate might not
be fully comparable to estimates prior to
2006. source: U.S. Census Burcau, American
Community Survey.

Teen Birth Rate {births per 1,000 females
ages 15-19) is the number of births to
teenagers between ages 15 and 19 per

1,000 females in this age group. Data
refleet the mother's place of residence,
rather than the place of the birth. sources:
Birth Statistics: U.S. Centers for Discase
Control and Prevention, Narional Center
for Health Sratistics. Population Statistics:
U.S. Census Bureau.

Teen Death Rate {deaths per 100,000 teens
ages 15~19)} is the number of deaths from
all causes to teens berween ages 15 and 19,
per 100,000 teens in this age group. The data
are reported by the place of residence, not
the place where the death occurred. sounces:
Death Staristics: U.S. Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, National Center
for Health Statistics. Population Staristics:
U.S. Census Burean.
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Family Stories

“Even though the
services are great,

1 want my kids to
be in a position
where they don't
have to take advan-
tage of them.”

KAC000111

MARY KELLEY Battimare, Maryland

n 2008, the recession threatened to

derail the ambitious plans of Mary
Kelley and her two teenage children,
when Kelley lost her part-fime job and
was unemployed for mare than a year.

But thanks in part to assistance from
several programs—including Unemploy-
ment Insurance, Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program benefits (SNAP,
formerly food stamps), and the Earned
Iricome Tax Credit (EITC}—Kelley is now
working her way through callege, and her
family's plans are back on track.

#1f | did not have access to those services,
it would have been much more difficult.
We would be out on the streets or living
with a family member,” says Kelley, 37, of
Baltimore. “| am working hard for my kids.
These services really helped to further the
positive things | want to do for them.”

KAC000112



Today, Kelley is working again and finish-
ing her bachelor's degree. She plans

to teach at an elementary school, while
participating next year in a teaching
program for Baltimore residents. Her son
Ezekiel, 18, has a scholarship to Berea
College in Kentucky and plans to go on
to law school. Her daughter Anna, 15,
aspires to be a nurse.

“I am constantly getting them not only to
dream, but to figure out a plan. If | keep
instilling that, they are eventually going to
move forward,” explains Kelley, who works
full time as a liaison for a psychiatric
rehabilitation program, a job she started
part time in January 2010,

“Especially with all the advances in
technology happening, we need to have
our future generations prepared—for the
success and development of our country,
They need to be healthy and weli educated
and to finish school. And, their parents
have to be in a place where they can
make those things happen.”

A stay-at-home mother until her 2004
divorce, Kelley planned to work part time
while pursuing a coliege degree to prepare
for a family-supporting career. “I was kind
of starting my life all over,” she says. But
several years later, she was laid off from

a job as a mortgage company telemarketer,
“"because folks weren't buying homes.”

Child support and student loans weren't
enaugh. “It was really rough on the family,”
says Kelley. The benefits helped the family
through a scary, uncertain time.

Unemployment Insurance was “extremely
helpful,” she says, enabling her to pay rent,
“keep things on—lights, heat, water—and
keep food on the table." SNAP benefits
and public health insurance (the Maryland
Children's Health Program for her kids.,
Medicaid for Kelley) also were key.

This plus the EITC also helped her set
aside savings to give her son, “some
maney as he's going on his journey,” says
Kelley, who alse is saving to buy a house.

“Even though the services are great, | want
my kids to be in a position where they
don't have to take advantage of them,”
she notes. “My goal is for them to finish
school, work, be able to do what they want
to do, be independent, and give back to
the community.”

Preserving and expand-
ing the EITC will
continue to lift millions
of families above the
poverty line and help
them not only to make
ends meet, but also

o build savings and
stabilize assets for a
more secure future.
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2011 KIDS COUNT Data Book

PRIMARY CONTACTS FOR
STATE KIDS COUNT PROJECTS

The Annic E. Cascy Foundation provides
funding and rechnical assistance for a
national network of KIDS COUNT projects
in every statc, the District of Columbia, the
U.S. Virgin Islands, and the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico. These projects, listed on
the following pages, measure and report
on the status of children at the state and local
levels. They use the data to inform public
debates and encourage public action to
improve the lives of children.

The state KIDS COUNT projects publish
a range of data-driven materials—state dara
books, special reports, issuc bricfs, and fact
sheets—char help policymakers and ditizens
identify the needs of children and familics
and develop appropriate responses to address
these necds. Much of the local-level daca
collected by the state KIDS COUNT grantees

is available at d Tid. ore.

8

For more information about the network of

swate KIDS COUNT grantees, including mailing
addresses, please visit www.kidscount.org.

State Profiles of Child Well-Being
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Alabama Linda Tilly
VOICES for Alabama’s Children Executive Director
www.alavoices.org (334) 213-2410 ext. 106
hilly@alavoices.org
Alaska Virgene Hanna
KIDS COUNT Alaska Project Director
kidscountalaska.edu (307) 786-5431
anvh@uaa.alaska.cdn
Arizona Joshua Ochler
Children’s Action Alliance Research Associate
www.azchildren.org {602) 266-0707 ext. 204
jochler@azchildren.org
Arkansas Kim Reeve Delong
Askansas Advocates for Children & Families Senior Palicy Anabyst
www.aradvocates.org (501) 371-9678 ext. 105

kreeve@aradvocates.org

California Jessica Mindnich

Children Now Associate Director. Research

www.childrennow.org (510) 763-2444 ext. 115
jmindnich@childrennow.org

Colorado Lisa Piscopo

Colorado Children's Campaign Vice President of Rescarch

www.coloradokids.org {303) 6204571
lisa@coloradokids.org

Connecticut Jude Carroll

Connecticut Association for Humarn Services

www.cahs.org

Director, CT KIDS COUNT Projecs
(860) 9512212 ext. 240
jearroll@cahs.org,

The Annic €, Cascy Foundation | aecl.org
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District of Columbia HyeSook Chung

DC Action for Children Executive Director

www.dckids.org (202) 234-9404
hehung@dckids.org

Delaware Janice Badow

University of Delaware Policy Analyst

www.dekidscount.org {302) 831-3462
jls@udel.edu

Florida Susan Weitzel

Florida KIDS COUNT Director

www.foridalidscount.org (813) 974-7411
weitzel@usfedu

Georgia Taifa Buder

Georgia Family Connection Partnership, Ine. Director, Policy and Communications

weewgafcp.org : (404) 527-7394 ext. 136
uifa@gafep.org

Hawaii Tvette Rodriguez Stera

University of Hawaii Center on the Family Hawaii KIDS COUNT Director

www.ohfamilyhawaii.cdo {808) 956-3844
istern@hawaii.edu

daho Lauren Necochea

Mountzin States Group KIDS COUNT Directar

www.idahokidscount.org (208) 336-5533 ext. 246
Inecochea@minsratesgroup.org

ilinois Melissa Meighen

Voices for Iiinois Children KIDS COUNT Project Direcsar

wrwvoicesékids.org (312) 516-5551
mmcighen@voicasdlids.org

Indiana Sarzh Patterson

Indiana Youth Institute Program Manager, Dasa

www.iylorg (317) 396-2715
sparterson@iyi.org

2011 KIDS COUNT Data Boak | State Prefiles of Child Well-Being
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fowa Michael Crawford
Child & Family Policy Center Senior Associaze
wrwrw.clpciowa.org (515) 280-9027
memwford@cfpciowa.org
Kansas Suzanne Wikle
Kansas Action for Children Director of Policy and Research
www.kac.org (785) 232-0550
suzanne@kac.org
Kentucky Amy Swann
Kentucky Youth Advocates, Inc. KIDS COUNT Coordinator
www.kyyouth.org (502) 895-8167 ext. 115
aswann@kyyouth.org
Louisiana Teresa Falgoust
Agenda for Children KIDS COUNT Coordinator
www.:gcndafnrdﬁldrm.org (504) 586-8509 ext. 117
thalgoust@agendaforchildren.org
Maine Claire Betkowitz
Maine Children’s Alliance Research Coordinaror
www.mekids.org (207) 623-1868 ext. 206
cberk@mekids.org
Maryland Al Passarella
Advocates for Children & Youth Research and Policy Associaze
www.acy.org (410) 5479200 ext. 3012
apassarella@acy.org
Massachusetts Benita Danzing
Massachusetrs Citizens for Children Research Director
www.masskids.org (617) 742-8555 ext. 5
benita@masskids.org
Michigan Jane Zehnder-Merrel]
Michigan League for Hurman Services KIDS COUNT Project Direcior
www.milhs.org (517) 4875436
janezm@milhs.org
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Minnesota Kara Arzamendia

Children’s Defense Fand—Minnesora Research Director

srrw.cdfmn.org (651) 855-1184
arzamendia@cdf.mn.org

Mississippi Linda Southward

Social Science Research Center MS KIDS COUNT Direcior

‘www.ssrc.msstate.cdn {662) 325-0851
linda southward @ssrc mastate.edu

Missouri Jeremy LaFaver

Parmnership for Children Director of Public Policy

huep:/ipforg (816) 531-9200
lafaver@pfe.org

Montana Thale Dillon

Bureau of Business & Economic Research Direczor

www.montanakidscount.org (406) 243-2780
thale.dillon@business.umt.edu

Nebraska Mclissa Breazile

Voices for Children in Nebraska Research Coordinator

www.yoicesforchildrencom {402) 5973100
mbreazile@voicesforchildren.com

Nevada Rennae Daneshvary

Center for Business and Economic Rescarch Director of Nevada KIDS COUNT

http:/ikidscountaniv.edn (702} 895-3540
rennac.daneshvary@unlv.edu

New Hampshire Ellen Fincberg

Children’s Alliance of New Hampshire Executive Director

wovw.childrennh.org (603) 2252264
cfincherg@childrennh.org

New lJersey Cedilia Zalkind

Advocates for Children of New Jersey Executive Director

werw.acaj.org (973) 643-3876

czalkind@acnj.org
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New Mexico Christine Hollis

New Mexico Voices for Children KIDS COUNT Director

WWW.AMVOICEs.org (505) 244-9505 ext. 34
chollis@nmvoices.org

New York Mary DeMasi

New York State Council on Children & Families NYS KIDS COUNTIKWIC Director

www.ccf.state.ny.us (518) 473-3652
mary.demasi@ccf.state.ny.us

North Carolina Laila Bell

Action for Children North Carolina Director of Research ¢ Daza

www.nechild.org {919) 834-6623 ext. 225
Jaila@nechild.org

North Dakota Polly Fassinger

North Dakota State University Program Direcor

www.ndkidscount.org (701) 231-5931
fassinge@cord.edn

Ohio Renuka Mayadev

Children’s Defense Fand Ohio Executive Director

www.childrensdefense.org (614) 221-2244
rmayadev@cdfohio.org

Oklahoma Erin Lamey

Oklzhoma Institute for Child Advocacy Research Director/KIDS COUNT Coardinasor

Www.oica0rg (405) 236-5437 ext. 102
elamey@oica.org

Oregon Regan Gray

Children First for Oregon
www.cffo.org

Policy Director
(503) 236-9754 ext. 102

regan@cffo.org
Pennsylvania Sandy Moore
Pennsylvania Partnerships for Children KIDS COUNT Director
www.papartnerships.org (717) 2365680 exc. 214

smoore@papartnceships.org
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Puerto Rico Nayda Rivera-Hernandez
National Council of La Raza Senior Research Analyst
www.nclr.org (787) 963-0156
nrivera@nelrotg
Rhode Istand Cachy Walsh
Rhode Island KIDS COUNT Deputy Director
www.rikidscount.org (401) 351-9400
bwalsh@rikidscount.org
South Carolina Baron Holmes
South Carolina Budget & Control Board KIDS COUNT Praject Director
www.sckidscount.org (803) 8989928
baron bolmes@ors.sc.org
South Dakota Carole Cochran
South Dakota KIDS COUNT Project Project Dirertor, Soush Dakota KIDS COUNT
www.sdkidseount.org {605) 677-6432
sdkidscount@usd.cdu
Tenoessee Pam Brown

Tenuessee Commission on Children & Youth
wwwaennessee.govitecy!

Direcsor, KIDS COUNT Project
(615) 5321571
pam.Jbrown@tn.gov

Texas
Center for Pablic Policy Priorities

Frances Deviney
Teeas KIDS COUNT Director/Sr. Research Asociate

www.cppp.org/kidscount.php (512) 320-0222 oxx. 106
i deviney@cppp.org

U.S. Virgin Islands Dee Baecher-Brown

CFVY, Inc. Presidens

www.clvinet (340) 774-6031
dbrown@cfviner

Utah Terry Haven

Voices for Utzh Children KIDS COUNT Director

www.utahchildren.org {801) 364-1182
terryh@utzhchildeen.org
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Vermont Nicole Mace
Voices for Vermont's Children Research Coordinator
icesfe hildren.arg (802) 229-6377

nicolem@voicesforvekids.org

Virginia Hayley Cleary

Voices for Virginia's Children KIDS COUNT Dirzctor

www.vakids.org {804) 649-0184 ext, 22
hayley@vakids.org

Washington Paola Maranan

Children's Alliance Execusive Director

betp:/Ichildrensalliance.org (206) 324-0340 exx. 16
pacla@childrensalliance.org

West Virginia Margie Hale

‘West Virginia KIDS COUNT Fund Executive Director

wwwwvkidscountfund.org (304) 345-2101
margichale@wvkidscountfund.arg

Wisconsin M. Martha Cranley

‘Wisconsin Council on Children & Families KIDS COUNT Coordinator

www.wecf.org (608) 284-0580 ext. 321

meranley@wecf.org

Wyoming
‘Wyoming Children’s Action Alliance
swrwwykids.com

Marc Homer
KIDS COUNT Director
(307) 4604454
mhomer@wykids.org

The Annie E. Casey Foundation aeclorg

ABOUT THE ANNIE E. CASEY

FOUNDATION AND KIDS COUNT

The Annie E. Cascy Foundation is a private
charitable otganization dedicated to helping
build better funures for disadvantaged chil-
dren in the United States. It was established,
in 1948 by Jim Cascy, one of the found-

ers of UPS, and his siblings, who named the
Foundation in honor of their mother. The
primary mission of the Foundation is to fos-
ter public policies, human-service reforms,
and community supports that morc effec-
tively meet the needs of today’s vulnerable
children and familics. In pursuit of this goal,
the Foundation makes grants that help states,
dities, and communities fashion more innova-
tive, cost-cffective responses 1o these needs.

Find more information at:

KIDS COUNT, a project of the Annie E.
Casey Foundation, is a national and state-by-
state effort to track the status of children in
the United States. By providing policymakers
and citizens with benchmarks of child well-
being, KIDS COUNT secks to enrich local,
state, and narional discussions concerning
ways to secure better futures for all children.
At the national Jevel, the principal activities of
the initiative are the publication of the anmual
KIDS COUNT Dasa Book and the mainte- ~
nance of the KIDS COUNT Data Center,
which use the best available data to measure
the educational, sacial, economic, and physi-
cal well-being of children. The Foundarion
also funds a nationwide nerwork of starc-level
KIDS COUNT projects that provide 2 more
detailed, community-by-community picture
of the condition of children.
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Visit the KIDS COUNT Data
Center for multiple tools to
custemize and share information.
Ranking, mapping, and graphing
tools allow customization of data
that can be shared and updated
through social media and other
web-based applications.

Find more information at:
datacenterkidscount.org
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