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As of March 2o1o, 11.2

million unauthorized
immigrants were living in
the United States, virtually

unchanged from a year

earlier, according to new

estimates from the Pew

Hispanic Center, a proiect

ofthe Pew Research

Center. This stability in
goro follows a h^ro-year

decline from the peak of rz
million in zooTto u.t
million in roog that was

the first signiflcant
reversal in a Mo-decade
pattern ofgrowth.

The number of
unauthorized immigrants

in the nation's workforce, B million in March zo1o, also did not differ ftom the Pew Hispanic

Center estimate for zoo9. -\s with the population total, the number of unauthorized

immigrants in the labor force had decreased in zoo9, from its peak of 8.4 million in zoo7.

The number of childrenborn to at least one unauthorized-immigrant parent in aoog was

Bso,ooo, ps$c*tj"alb' {:l}qfiaru{} i.1$-{-w#$-jt yffiJ.:LieJ. An analysis of the year of entry of
rrnauthorized immigrant parents of babies born in zoog indicates that 6r% arrived before

zoo4, 3o% arrived from aoo4 to 2oo7, and 9% arrived from zoo8 to 2o1o.

According to the Pew Hispanic Center, unauthorized immigrants made tp 3,7Yo of the nation's
population and 5.2% of its labor fbrce in March roro. Births to unauthorized immigrant
parents accounted for B% of newborns from March poog to March ?o1o, according to the

center's estimates, which are based mainly on data from the government's Current Population

Survey.
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The decline in the population of unauthorized

immigrants from its peak in zooT appears due

mainlyto a decrease in the number from

Mexico, which went down to 6.5 million in
zoro from z million in zoo7. Mexicans remain

the largest group of unauthorized immigrants,

accounting for 58% ofthe total.

The decline in the population of unauthorized

immigrants since Poo/ has been especially

marked in some states that recently had

attracted large numbers of unauthorized

immigrants. The number has decreased in

Colorado, Florida, NewYork and Virginia. The

combined unauthorized immigrant population

of three contiguous Mountain West states-
Arizona, Nevada and Utah-also declined.
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The number of unauthorized immigrants may have declined in other states as well, but this
cannot be stated conclusively because the measured change was within the margin of error for
these estimates.

In contrast to the national trend, the number of rrnauthorized immigrants has grown in some

West South Central states. From zooT to zoto, there was a statistically significant increase in
the combined unauthorized immigrant population of lnuisiana, OHahoma and Texas. The

change was not statistically significant for these states individually, but it was for the combined

three states. Texas has the second largest number of unauthorized immigrants, trailing only
California.

Despite the recent decline and leveling off, the number of unauthorized immigrants living in
the United States has tripled since r9go, when it was g.S million. The size of this population

grewby a third since pooo, when was 8.4 million.

The estimates are produced using a multistage method that subtracts the legal foreign-born
population from the total adjusted foreign-born population, with the residual then used as the

source of information about unauthorized immigrants. The source of these data is the U.S.

Census Bureau's March Current Population Surveys.

tlrww. pewhispanic,org
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Because these estimates are derived ftom sample surveys, they are subiect to uncertainty from

sampling error, as well as other types of ertor. Each annual estimate of the unauthorized

population is actually the middle point of a range of possible values that could be the true

number. Additionally, the change from one year to the next has its own margin of error.

Because of the margin of error in these estimates, two numbers may look different but cannot

be said definitively to be different. For example, there is no statistically significant difference

between the estimate of the unauthorized population for aoog (rr.r million) and the estimate

for zoro (u.z million). Similarly, some state estimates for single years are based on small

samples; especially in less populous states, two single years should not be compared.

These ranges represent 9o% confidence intervals, meaning that there is a go% probability that

the range contains the true value.

Although the estimates presented here indicate trends in the size and composition of the

unauthorized-immigrant population, they are not designed to answer the question of why

these changes occurred. There are many possible factors. The deep recession that began in the

U.S. economy in late zooT officially ended in eoog, but recovery has been slow to take hold

and unemployment remains high. Immigration flows have tended to decrease in previous

periods of economic distress.

The period covered by this analysis also has been accompanied by changes in the level of
immigration enforcement and in enforcement sffategies, not only by the federal government

but also at state and local levels. Immigration also is subject to pressure by demographic and

economic conditions in sending countries. This analysis does not attempt to quantify the

relative impact of these forces on levels of unauthorized immigration.

www, Fewhl$p;lr"lif . 0rq
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This report estimates the size of the unauthorized immigrant population, as well as the

unauthorized immigrant labor force for the nation and each state in March zoro. For the

nation, it also describes this population by region or country of birth and arrival period, For

some of these variables, the report provides annual trends from eooo onward. Updating and

expanding on an earlier report about U.S.-born children of unauthorized immigrants, the

report provides estimates and trends for the status of children of rrnauthorized immigrants as

well as information about their parents' period of arrival and country of origin.

The Pew Hispanic Center estimates the unauthorized immigrant population using the

"residual method," a well-dweloped and widely accepted technique that is based on official

government data. Under this methodolory, a demographic estimate of the legal foreign-born

population-naturalized citizens, legal permanent residents, temporary legal residents and

refugees-is subtracted from the total foreign-born population. The remainder, or residual, is

the source of population estimates and characteristics of rrnauthorized immigrants.

These Pew Hispanic Center estimates use data mainlyfrom the Current Population Survey

(CPS), a monthly survey of about S5,ooo households conducted jointlybythe U.S. Bureau of
Labor Statistics and the Census Bureau. It is best known as the source for monthly

unemplognent statistics. Each March, the CPS sample size and questionnaire are expanded to
produce additional data on the foreign-born population and other topics. The Pew Hispanic

Center estimates make adjustments to the government data to compensate for undercounting

of some groups, and therefore its population totals differ somewhat ftom the ones the

government uses. Estimates for any given year are based on a March reference date.

Because of small sample size in many states and potentially large sampling variability, some

state estimates presented are based on multiyear averages. For the 34 states with fewer than

So cases of unauthorized immigrant horrseholds in the aoro sample survey, the estimates for
that year are an average of eoog and zoro. These states are Alabama, AJaska, Arkansas,

Delaware, Hawaii, Idaho, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentuclgr, Louisiana, Maine, Massachusetts,

Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New

Mexico, North Dakota, Ohio, OHahoma, Pennsylvania, Rtrode Island, South Carolina, South

Dakota, Tennessee, Utah, Vermont, West Virginia, Wisconsin and Wyoming. Estimates for
other states and for the District of Columbia are based soleJv on 2o1o data.

www. pnwhis;panic. org
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All sooz state estimates were derived by calculating the average share of the national

unauthorized immigrant population for eoo6-soo8 that was held by each state, then applying

that share to the eooT national total.

For more detail, see the Methodology appendix.

A Mote @w Terminffilo$y

"Foreign born" refers to an individual who is not a U.S. citizen at birth or, in other words, who

is born outside the U.S., Puerto Rico or other U.S. territories and whose parents are not U.S.

citizens. The terms "foreign born" and "immigrant" are rrsed interchangeably.

"U.S. born" refers to an individual who is a U.S. citizen at birth, including people born in the

United States, Puerto Rico or other U.S. territories, as well as those born elsewhere to parents

who are U.S. eitizens.

The "legal immigrant" population is defined as people granted legal permanent residence;

those granted asylum; people admitted as refugees; and people admitted under a set of specific

authorized temporary statrues for longer-term residence and work. This group includes

"naturalized citizens," legal immigrants who have become U.S. citizens through naturalization;

"legal permanent resident aliens," who have been granted permission to stay indefinitely in the

U.S. as permanent residents, asylees or refugees; and "legal temporarymigrants," who are

allowed to live and, in some cases, work in the U.S. for specific periods of time (usually longer

than one year).

"Unauthorized immigrarts" are all foreign-born non-citizens residing in the countrywho are

not "legal immigrants." These definitions reflect standard and customaly usage by the

Department of Homeland Security and academic researchers. The vast majority of
unauthorized immigrants entered the country without valid documents or arrived with valid

visas but stayed past their visa expiration date or otherwise violated the terms of their
admission. Some who entered as unauthorized immigrants or violated terms of admission have

obtained work authorization by applying for adjustment to legal permanent status or by

obtaining Temporary Protected Status (TPS). Data are very limited, but this "quasi-legal"

group could account for as much as ro% of the unauthorized population. Many could also

revert to unauthorized status.

"Chilfuen" are people under age rB who are not married. "Adults" are ages rB and older.

www, pewhisxtij rlid. fi rci
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"Children of unauthorized immigrants" or "children of unauthorized immigrant parents"

inciude both foreign-born and U.S.-born children who live with at least one unauthorized

immigrant parent.
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Latinos' growing impact on the nation. It does not take positions on policy issues. The Center
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The shrinkage of the unauthorized immigrant population from its 2oo7 peak apparently has

halted, at least temporarily. According to Pew Hispanic Center estimates, there were rr.2

million unauthorized immigrants living in the United States in March zoto, statistically

unchanged from the March eoog estimate of rr.r million.

Curnent ffistimates and Trends

The Pew Hispanic Center's March zoog

estimate had represented the first reversal in
the size of the r:nauthorized-immigrant
population in two decades. There were 3.5

million unauthorized immigrants living in the

United States in r99o, a number that grewto

8.+ million in zooo. The population leveled off
for two years and grew steadily from 2oo3 to

zao7lwhen it peaked at re million. From eooT

to 2oog, it shrankby B%.'

Unauthorized immigrants represented e8% of
the nation's foreign-born population of 4o.e
million in March zoto, according to the Pew

Hispanic Center estimates. The share is the

same as it was in eoog but a decline from
zooT's 3Lo/o.

The other components of the foreign-born
population are its z9 million legal immigrants:

r4.g million naturalized citizens, rz.4 million

Ymhle 2
ffiwtlnnates **f the tj.$. Unawtherlaed
Srwmn&gnant Popw&mft fr wrn, 2OOO-?S *ff

Year
frl Hffiilillii;r]

:(};t {}
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irllllllh$ffinil tilllll il

11,2
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10.4
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9.3
8,4

Rangc
I lir ffi#ll
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/11 1 - 1? l1\rrr+
(11.s - 12.s)
(10.8 - 11.8)
(10.6 - 11.6)

(9.9 - 10.8)
(9.2 - 10.2)
(9.0 - e.e)
(B,B - e,7)
(7.s - B,B)
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ciirlliijfitttt if!i.']f'/iri, liiolr:fidit i!ltJiciii:*$. lrtfi clt.]no+: iir];'rr tttit
p r+\' irJi.l i; yt"r I i :,: :i;t4 t i$t; i u3 | l\' 5 i{.1 r ! i i rril r i,

liourt+; !'4rr lJir:i!-"iifti{ {.lt}tl:flf esIintattii tjiirl{i1ii d11 r+ditirial
nrrr'l,IfiiiilliJlJ',,cppli.i,'tJ til Mirrrh iiilppirrrrttrlLLr l# tilt ilrrr.i;
p+i.]il 1;r 1.iilil tiu rvrj'/. $ef, l'1r1. 1 !il{io J+ij.l.

PEW RESEARCH CENTER

permanent residents and r.7 million legal temporary migrants. The number of naturalized

citizens grew significantly from r3.7 million in aooT; this increase is part of a longer-term

trend in which lyulflqrnruffa[$$-q]:-q-$lnositrs . The number of legal permanent

residents or legal temporary migrants showed no significant change.

,].hesetreid5arecon5i$tent'rtithe5tilnate$frolYtti1e[leDartment0fH0nl*laidliecirity.whichU$ssa$ifilit|l}1ethod0lo-cly[Uta

dlfferent deta sourr-e, the Census #urr+u'g Afferican Conrmufiil;y Survey. The DHS estiffidLe$i al$o indicate that the Hn+ilthsrir6t,
ir$ffii[Jrant populatioft pftakf;d in ?007, f,t 11.f3 rnillion.

www, pewhispaniq. s11tr
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The decline in the size of the

unauthorized immigrant Tmfu*m ffi

population from its peakin Fore&grn*horrt Pspfi.$ffmfiion

2oo7 appears to be driven &*W B-ega$ ffi*mt**su ?S$'ffi

mainly by a decrease in the (populutioninmillions)

number of such immigrants share of Forels$
Fopulatior* Born

14.9 37o/o

LZ,4 3to/o

number of Mexican Legal tempofary migrants L.7 4o/o

unauthorized immigrants Naturalized citizens

from Mexico. In zoro, the t""1,1":"ttu"ent resident

had declined to 6.5 million. ]]l :. 
-,.flll-'- riic'r r1+"r iitiirr t+ i'tiiri dut t$ ri)ilfrtJ;ri{j'

l;iourcr::; Ftrrrrr i{iit0.tni( (:trtt{if +s1:iil}i}fi}:ir hir;td ofi auq{11{trll:{ti fi}f{it litipplftlen'i$ t$
til{,j Cil rf fl i rf Pt}i}il I'Jtiiln iiit rvtlrr . Sr:t Ht*.r}od;ft lil{ly.

Theunauthorizedpopulation pEWRE5EAR6HSENTER

from Mexico had grown

steadily from zoot, when it
was 4.8 million, to its peak level in zoo7.After that, there were no statistically significant

changes in the Mexican-born unauthorized population until aoto, when the number showed a

decline from three years earlier.

In a report last year, the Pew Hispanic Center concJuded that inflows of unauthorized

immigrants from Mexico had fallen off sharply, presaging the decline found in the zoro

estimates. According to the center'$ estimates, an average of t5o,ooo unauthorized

immigrants from Mexico arrived annually during the period from March soo7 to March 2oog,

which was ToYo below the annual average of 5oo,ooo during the first half of the decade.

In addition to reduced inflows, the other ways in which an unauthorized popululion sotrld

decline are via an increase in the number of migrants voluntarily leaving the country,

deportations, deaths or conversion to legal status. As the Pew Hispanic Center has previously

reported, although many Mexican migrants voluntarily return home each year, therql is rur

er.icie**qr'fll*t this numrll*lr h#r Slorur in re**ltt yt*lrs.

Ft#lnovals {q-tqril*:tiiti{rns'i }:avfl ilrr{}r'r thfiil clouhlerd over the past decade, reaching almost

4oo,ooo in fiscal 2oog. Mexicans have constituted the ma'iority of deportations for at least the

past decade. In eoog, more than 7o% of deportees were Mexican, according to the Department

of Homeiand Security.

lvww. pewhispanic. org
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Because this population is relativelyyomg, mortality is not likelyto be an impoftant factor. As

for conversion to legal status, that is more difficult now than in the lggos or earlier; the

number of all g_ielus

*rliustmer:1s ilr the last

three y*:ilrs i$

il$Ehfl!fl ecl from average

levels for aool-Poo6,

according to figures from

the Department of
Homeland Security's

Yearbook of Immi gration

Statistics.

By contrast to the decline

of Mexican unauthorized
immigrants, the total
estimated unauthorized
population from other
nations in latin America

was similar to what it was

in zoo7. The population

from nations outside l-atin
America in zoro also was

no different from its eooT

total. Estimating change in rrnauthorized immigration from these nations is difficult, because

the relatively small sample size makes for more volatility in year-to-year population changes.

Mexicans make up the majority of the unauthorized immigrant population, 58%, or 6.5

million. Other nations in Latin America account for z3o/" of unauthorized immigrants, or 2.6

million. Asia accounts for tt%, or about r.3 million, and Europe and Canada account for 4%, or

5oo,ooo. African countries and other nations represent about g%, or 4oo,ooo.
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I'ew l-lisflui:r'ti{ {leilrier

ffiirths mnd fihildrexr

Among births from March zooq to March

2o1o, B5o,ooo newborns had at least one

unauthorized parent, a ntrmber that
statistically is no different from the estimate of

34o,ooo publishedbythe Pew Hispanic Center

f'or zoo8-eoog.

These newborns represented 8% of all births
during this period, the same share as for the
previous year. Unauthorized immigrants

represent about 4% of the U.S. population but
are relatively young and have high birthrates,

which is why their newborns make up a higher

share of all births.

Among all hirths in the U.S. in zoog-2o1o,

T4Towereto U.S.-born parents andtTo/o to legal

immigrants.

Figune 4
Fanents* ffi&atus fwr ffifrrfftrs in ?ffi{$ffi

Legal
Immigrants

170k

l\ili.ririi tiirtnj:; tli:{:ljrriir"f i.1ilr'cir 110fiii -F'litftft l-l};ii Liit$etj !tir
tlilililliliclr'r rItill]r ilrJ+ i, I'trtrrni:irllilili rTlfiV rl.Jl. 'llirj tt: l[]{lcij
f]ft i. iJU${ l.1i !'ililndrtlJ.

lit)trr,tr lr'r l-lr$pirrli{ i:lriiltei *jtit,}riiii:t:j tliltjt}il {,}lr illJi:IIl{:i11i:{iiJ

fi'rr.Ir lili.rpi+r:'r*lrt! li titri i:trfrf,ill i'{l;:xildtj#n i";{.Jrvry. li{jili
It1{ith{iili-1lii{,1},.
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F*gwne 3
Wmrents' Fer*md of Arrfrwm$ fsr U.$-
ffifrrths to ffimmuthoriped
Xmxnrm$gnants $$"s ffiffiOP

ltiliiti.<.ii Lii{ilri ilii;uf: riltj f"lilrrh :li}{}ii-.$1arrh 2ilLil barr,tcl +tr

0{}pt1lii1.;ofi $r:r}+r ;+qr i. EstilTldt'i ir bilrli:irl ilfi lir41 lrlo$i
f+adrilti! irrfivtld p;lreftl. f41rfl+fi1:il{les Ina} noi; atli: i:t: i$ll+.',i
i;r.tiililriil oi t it*irLIirtl.

5ilLlrtfli P{-,\'i FiitDanit i-l+rl:{{r 1|litiiltatil."i hitiittJ or: ituilrrltirtlaiii
l"1ari:h $uIpieil':ntr li:) i:hdtr i..r.ttrtlnl lrttl:t;l+i:it:n i:iit.Hvey. Str:
l'4i,Ir+d0lrliry.
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The Pew Hispanic Center analysis also examined

year-of-arrival patterns for r:nauthorized

immigrant parents of babies born from March

soog to March 2o1o, to see how long the

parents had been in the United States before

their children were born. If year of arrival was

available for both parents, the analysis used the

most recently arrived parent.

According to the analysis, 9% of these

rrnauthorized immigrants who had babies in
zoog-polo had arrived in the U.S. in eoo8 or
later. An additional 3o% arrived from eoo4 to

?ee7t and the remaining 6r% arrived in the

United States before aoo4.

www^ pewhispanic,orq
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As with previolrs analyses, the Pew Hispantc

Center finds that among alJ children of
unauthorized immigrants*an estimated 5.5

million in eoto-a growing share was born in

the United States and therefore they are U.S.

citizens by birthright.

Among children of unauthorized immigrants,

an estimated 4.5 million are U.S.-born; 1

million are foreign-born and therefore

unauthorized. The number of unauthorized

children has declined from a peak of r.6 million
in eoo5. The number of U.S.-born children has

more than doubled from z.r million in zooo.'

The r4th Amendment to the U.S. C,onstitution,

adopted in 1868, grants an automatic right to

citizenship to anyone born in the United States.

In recent months, some prominent national

and state elected officials have urged that this
right be repealed at the national or state level,

on the gtounds that it attracts unauthorized

13

I.J *i".lrJtl'}*r i;ec i m Jr irJ r* iri: pop u ifi litJfi flfilti{)na! afirj $t;iii{i Trencjs, -}010
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Unmux&$q*nieed Inrm$gn"amft Parerltu
hy $tatuxw, ffiS00-2CILffi

(millions)

0

2005 2010

immigrants to the United States. A rratitlItwulq $iHyey-hti}e l'ew K*r$#ixlr dl-ftk$q{
found that registered voters are split (46o/oto 46%) about whether to amend the Constitution to

end birthright citizenship. A majority of Republican respondents (62%) favor amending the

Constitution, compared with about half of independents (+8%) and a minority of Democrats

(go7o).

Mexico is more dominant as a country of origin among unauthorized-immigrant parents than

it is among all unauthorized immigrants. Among children with at least one unauthorized

immigrant parent, To%ohave parents from Mexice, tlo/o from other Latin American countries,

7%fromAsia, z% from Europe and Canada, and 3% fromAfrica and other nations.

? tn;,J0$, tltere wsrr an eslitfi,rt{id 4 rnillion U.S.-b#rn chit{]rfln of $ilauthorizod irilffiifraftf, U$fr5 ilre cautioned thdt the
8stif11ate5iordenrngr.a;rtric*$flponent5ofc|rang'l,iic|tt}:;btrth5,maynotheenli|gly*.,l1!iif,t{i|t1tJjt|la|)|)arent
because of thd Foi:*fttially large samplirrg Brrtlr ir! veilr-t$-year differences.

2000

l.,iftttt {.litii{irf il ilFdr lrrii}i}li trtt{i+r i:;{!ti iii Hr{) ;rrr,l rroi:
ilt ;t fI I i;i il .

iiiflrrlt: Pgw fiitillijili.; (j,lfiitlr ttilfir;!til::; bai;{.i illr aUi;:Iiurlir;idl
fi;ri;ir llr.tpFrlt:ff:+r1lii tl) tlilil i:rii|tlfii PilF)illittrorr ijirr.rtly. iirtr',
l.iel lrilr:i0l+llf .
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State Smttlernemt Pattenmm

Analysis of state trends from zooT to zolo indicates that four states had a statistically

significant decline in their popuiations of r:nauthorized immigrants, and the combined

population of three other contiguous states in the Mountain West decreased. There was a

statistically significant increase in the combined population of three contiguous West South

Central states. No other states had statistically

significant change over this period.

The four individual states where the number of
unauthorized immigrants declined from March
goo7to March 2o1o were NewYork, Florida,

Virginia and Colorado. Additionally, the

combined unauthorized immigrant population

inArizona, Nwada and Utah also decreased

during that period, although the change was not
statistically signiflcant for any ofthose states

individually.

Florida had an estimated 8e5,ooo unauthorized

immigrants in eoto, a decline from r.o5 million
in zoo7. Nevertheless, Florida continued to rank

third among states in the size of its unauthorized
immigrant population. New York's estimated

unauthorized immigrant population in 2o1o,

625,000, declined from an estimated 8z5,ooo in
zoo7. New York ranked fourth in the size of its

unauthorized population in ao1o, as it did in
2007.

14

F#Br 1-l i#i;*l frii:. {]#t:lilr

Wmfu$e S
$tmtmw wfifrfs !-arge$t &.$$tffi e$fifr*mnized

Immigrautt Fmp**$ations, zff S.ffi

(thotnands)

ir$liffiated
F*pul;*fion Rafl$e

$$Hi$ffiilii 'lr Llll# Iffifiil#- iit tl"zoolii
California 2,550 (2,350 - 2,750)
Tex*lr 1,650 (1,450 - 1,850)
FlorirJa 825 (725 - 950)
Ileui Y$rk 625 (525 - 725)

[!e\"r Jersey 550 (425 - 650)
trflin+ir; 525 (425 - 625)
Genrqi* 425 (300 - 550)
Arizona 400 (?75 - 500)

Notth {"lernalincr 325 (240 - 425)
Marvl*nrl 275 (200 - 325)
Washinqton 230 (140 - 325)
vir{Jrnii} 210 (170 - 250)

l,'l#fi',: l{;tt{jti ftj!tri;rrii|l1l:i AitptOXtr't'lat-r:.9ilr.,':r r;{nilidi:isr.:ix
iirle rv;r I i] r{i1.|r tl +tii iili}t(iij pt;;l lalior:.

SOrlf {jf r i}rj!! litji!}dni{r l.riflt{+r HSt:il1eiE1i iJtlstij oil iili,jirir:lttl
f'1ari:fi l:1.ri:)lli+rlldfrtii l{,r ih{:,{l;Lrrf+nl llilFrji;ti*n llrrvtv. liri:*l
fol{'il.n#d+ l{.}i !.
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There were an estimated alo,ooo unauthorized immigrants living in Virginia in zo1o, a

decline from 3a5,ooo in 2oo7. In Colorado, an estimated rSo,ooo unauthorized immigrants

lived in the state in eoto, compared with e4o,ooo in zoo7.

In the Mountain West, the combined unauthorized immigrant population of Arizona, Nevada

and Utah declined to an estimated Too,ooo from an estimated 85o,ooo in zoo7.

www 
" 
pewf ilsFi]nrr.srq
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Counter to the national trend, the combined unauthorized immigrant population grew in some

West South Central states. In soo7, Louisiana, Oklahoma and Texas had a combined r.55

million unauthorized immigrants living within their borders. In 2o1o, that number had grown

to r.B million. Texas, with an unauthorized immigrant population of r.65 million, ranks second

only to California in the size of this group.

California has by far the largest unauthorized-

immigrant population (z.SS million). It also is

among the states where unauthorized

immigrants constitute the largest shares of the

overall populations. In addition to California
(6.8%), other top states are Nevada (Z.s%) and

Texas (6.2%).

Unauthorized immigrants are concentrated in a

relatively small number of states. The dozen

states with the largest unauthorized numbers

acconnt for more than three-quarters (ZZilA) of
this population. Nearly a quarter (zS%) lives in
California. Nonetheless. unauthorized

immigrants live in every state, and several of
their top destinations, including Georgia and

North Carolina, housed relatively few

unauthorized immigrants two decades ago.

Mexicans account for half or more of the

unauthorized population in all but zp states and

Washington, D.C. In seven states, theymake up

8o% or more of the unauthorized immigrant
population. At the national level, SBTo of
unauthorized immigrants are Mexicans.

Ymtu$w S

States w$$tr$ fumrsest Share of
{"$mmuthorized Kmrmigrants in t$"nw

Fwpulation/ Affi&ffi
(tho$and:s)

Total Unauthorized
Population Fopiltittifln Share

u;$iTt Nffiffiillll lrr ,rrflr tlbllli rffifi#--#,b

Nevad# 2,655 190
California 37,2L 2,550
Texas 74,85 1,650
N*w lersey 8,743 550

7.2o/o

6,Bo/o

6.7o/o
6,2o/o

6,Oo/o

4,60/o

25 4.5o/o

825 4.5o/o

400
275

Arif,fina 6,559
Metryl*nd 5,702
Di$t!'!{l
of {-olurrrhiir 600
finrid;r 18,49

Georgia 9,722
New Mexics 1,997
Oregon 3,854
Iltinois 12,84

425
85

160
52s

4.4o/o
4,30/o
4.3o/o
4.1o/o

i!ili,J; ij:li1iitl'r0flztd 'it$tiiltittti-i ittti ril!Jl1tj{jd. l"4rri:tlrltaueii iJrrj
{:r)i1l|}*l:ftil ifi}irr !iilfoUFdeil ri+ta. 1r: ;in o,tr;icr v{::ri;jtil o'; Ifiil
!;a*lr:. " iiifi tr';rt fi i il# iu rn hifl " wiir s ift{:orr+{tli/ iii :-"rl+{i
"\td..;h tt:iltfi;]. "

tiiltilcfi: Pelrt liisliilrtit {l;*riief t:ritilrlaier f.rasetl cl: rirui}ttl(ii1ir}{i
f'l*rrir ?CJ.il $ufrplflrflrir:ii i{} tirB {.urrefii filpi"ili;liiot; Su:'vt\j
$+t 14rlhotjiliogv.
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Among the five state$ with the largest unauthorized populations, Mexicans constitute less than

half the stock in three of them-NewYork, New Jersey and Florida.

Because of small sample size in many states and potentially large sampling variability, some

state estimates presented here are based on multiyear averages. For the 84 states with fewer

than 5o cases of rurauthorized immigrant households in the eoro sample survey, the estimates

www. pewhisparric. qrrci
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for that year are an average of zoog and zoro. These states are Alabama, Alaska, Arkansas,

Delaware, Hawaii,Idaho,Indiana,Iowa, Kansas, Kentuclqy, Louisiana, Maine, Massachusetts,

Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New

Mexico, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, South

Dakota, Tennessee, Utah, Vermont, West Virginia, Wisconsin and Wyoming. Estimates for

other states and for the District of Columbia are based solely on eoro data.

All zooz state estimates were derived by calculating the average share of the national

unauthorized immigrant population for eoo6-aoo8 that was held by each state, then applytng

that share to the zooz national total.

wwui. perwhispBnlf, .oFl
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\Morkmrs

There were B million unauthorized immigrants

in the worldorce in March zoto, down slightly

from eoo7, when there were 8.4 million. They

represent 5.2% of the worldorce, similar to

their propottion for the past half-decade, when

they represented 5% to 5.5% of workers.

State patterns differ widely, but generally

states with large numbers or shares of
unauthorized immigrants also have relatively

large numbers or shares in the worldorce.

States with the largest share of unauthorized

immigrants in the worldorce include Nevada

(ro%), California (9.7o/o),Texas (g%) and New

Jersey (8.6%). Because unauthorized

immigrants are more likelythan the overall

population to be of working age, their share in
a state's worldorce is substantially higher than

their share of a state's population.

Table S
{,$mmu**hmm"ffmed Immigramts *rx {,$.S.

Civilian $-ahmr Fffince, AOOO-?S$.S
(million^s)

Estimated Labor
Year Force

fr,ill llffiffiift ,i:, , ': t

?*Jfl 8.0

?f.]t!g 7.8
2008 B,?
?t]*7 8.4
?rl#* 7.8
2t]*s 7.4

2004 6.8
2003 6.5
2002 6.4
2001 6.3
;0fis s.s

Share of
Labor Force

i,.r,frirlri l lllffiffiL i

5-Zn/o

5,1olo
5,3olo
5.5olo
5.2o/o
5,Qo/o

4,60/o
4.40/o
4,40/o
4,30/o
3, B0/o

[i{]l:ft; Ifla lrjtlilii ijrrtillilvfi{1 dnd ilneirpioyeli;i $i:iri{f r:i.

S+tjf{dr: [.]etn ft:Sil]fifiirj {;1'jtl.{jr eliiiirrli;iorr Lra$oLl oii aLtiJrtrefittd
lularch SiJ.pr)!i;i:'il+rriri tt) lhii {:lilrf#rlt Frdriillatioil !irrrvev, S+ti
lvrl.iihr)(iol0!ly.

PEW RESEARCH CENTER

California also has the largest number of people in the labor force who are unauthorized

immigrants (r.8S million), followedbyTexas (r.r million), Florida (6oo,ooo) and NewYork
(4so,ooo.).

www^ [.rf whispafi ic.0rg
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Appmndix A; Additional FigL$.re$ and Tables

Ymh$w &*
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Y'mhf;e AZ
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t.tnilrithoilzerj Iilltt'rifJr*r{lt Poiltrlat.iorr; I{irli#rt*i i+11{i St:ate Trerrds, 2{J.1.ll

Table AS * Hstimates CIf Unauthorfiffi€d Immigrant Fopulation by Stater
Selected Vears 199ffi tax 2O1O

(thousands)
20,072010

Lstiflli]fed Rnfigr frfitimated
PoDtrlntr#rt - t]ftfllilf liqll

ffi$rntal i' iliaoo' irl#$ 0"; ncfrtd$
Alabama 120 (75 - 160) 1r0
Ala$ka <10 <10 <10
Arizona 400 (275 - 500) 500

i:-nlifornia 2,550 (2,350 - 2,750) 2,750
Coloratlo 180 (r40 - 230) 24o
Connecticut 120 (90 - 150) rr0

Distrirt oi Coiumhi+r 25 (20 - 35) 30
Florida 825 (725 - 950) r,050
Georgir: 4?5 (300 - 550) 475

ldaho 35 (20 - 45) 35
Illindi$ 52s (425 - 6?5) s00
Indiafta 110 (70 - 160) 100

Ra rr!]r

ffil###rti'il*soo
(55 - 160)

<10
(400 - s7s)

*.. {+q.; 70)
(2,600 - 2,900)

(210 - 275)
(90 - 140)

-. ,""(?"s,*;""10) """"... .

(2s * 3s)
(950 - 1,150)
(4oo - 575)
(2s-40) " *"
(2s - 40)

(425 - 5s0)
(80 - 130)
(40 - 7s)

?oo5
ftstimatecl
ill)pillatiorl
' ilillilr#fiil

60
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450

4q
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2.40
6f,
25,.
tt
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._et"
JU
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f,f,* "" - 
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50
t5
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190
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475
OJ
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".slq
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1s0
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_ _"_ .. rt.. . .
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,.*... " 39
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J1)
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"_"..*"__"t:..." ..""
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r10
85

". 20
45
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fU

1,100
ci5
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150
160
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5U
<10
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Fstimate.J
FloilrJli]l!iln

, . i;Cili#,S
5

<5
90

q

1,500
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5
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240

J5

. 5.
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5
r5

". *.._ J s
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f
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.. 4I0
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?E /EE . OE\
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[]ew i"Ji$ilfrtrlt: i,t:nter

Table &4,- Numben mnd Share for Labor Force and Tota$

Popn*$m&ion of [Jmmwthorized ffmrnigrants, fon States' 2@I"S
(thoumnds)

Labor Eotee
Unauth$fir**

Total lffinliqr?*iltii
Estlmate Share

l#Hffi,ffiff.., tll liffilood.lliffil2,263 es

Ponulation
L J iliJritir$rizerJ

Total lrilrttqrant:l
Esti'||ate

ffi.E,esci itiid firlrll
4.695

lrtr$,t ll'.Hjl
Alaba nlir
AlasKa
i\nzon a

, Ajqir.l:l"sas
Calilbrrtia
Colorirdo
Cflnnectlcut
Llelawa re

<10
230

20
600
5/)

612 30

4,70/o
< 1.5olo

7.4o/o

l,9olo
I.7o/o
4.64/o
4.54/o
4.54/o
6,10lo
6.6o/o
7.0o/o i

+,6oto i

2.8o/o
l. o-/o

690

?,"895-
31 ,ZLl
4 044
3,497

._qs"3
600

18,492
9,722
I aq?

L,atY
l2,a4L
6,382

,,,,"" *?r?9.F
2,750
4,276
4,462

. l,30l
5,707
6,658
I,873

," 5r228
2,877
tr on?

975
1,7F8
2,655
1,316
4,743
1 do7

79,474
9,387

634
11,493
3,646
3,8s4

t2,439
1,034
4,514

802
6,262

.-2a",,8tF
2,4L2

618
7,808

... . .6.7-4.8.
1,806
5,600

J+t

Shere

i+.12,9b
2.5o/o
1Lo/o

6.0olo
1,81/-g

6.8o/o
J. O -/o

3,40/o
3r 0:/-o.

4.50k
4.54/o
4.4o/o
3.Lo/q
2,20/o
4.lo/o
1.8%

_" ,,1H"1:
2'4o/o
1.8o/o
L.4o/o

....."1.0,50/9
4.64/o
2.4o/o
l.5olo
L,60/o-* 
1.5-t;
0.9olo

<0,50/o
2.4o/o"' )lw
L,7"/o
6.2o/o
+.1.'h
3'2o/"
3,50/o

< 0.5 0/o

"*".. o'91/q
2,00/o
4,30/o
1,30/o
3,00/o*" l.i'h
<!o/o
2.7o/o
6..70k
3,8o/o

< 0.5olo
7.74/o

.l.,!ilt
<0.5olo

1,80/o
< 1.5olo

.. 11305 ,*0
18,811 r,850
2,664 120

358
3,116

360
4,082

<10
160

rz0
<10
400

"... sl
?,550

180
120
25
1A

825
425
40
35

5?5
110
f5-:h5
80
65

*._alq*
ttJ
160
150
8F
45
Jf,

<10
45

190
15

f,f,u

.Fs
o45
325
<10

..""1.09.*
75

160
lou
30
Jf,

<10
140

1/650
110
<10
210
13"0"
<10
100
<10

DistricL of flolumbia
F!#flida
fit'or.qia
l{awaii

1,853 85
434 20
JJY

9,064
4,777

Idaho
I llinois
India na
Io*,4 ""**",
Ka nsas
Kentucky
Lou isia na
r"'lg!lq"
Maryland
Md ssachu setts
Michioan
M"ifi.ngfgtg. ..
Missi$$ippi
Missouri
Montana

3.Zn/o

764
A'r1A
3,168

375

<10
r90

3,509 130
4,885 100

._],P_!L__,,.. 60
t,223
3,057

fIJ

70 2.3o/o

L,4L7
2,08 1

2,068
67F..""

3,100

45 3,3olo
f,f Lo-to
40 Z.Oa/o

Nevada 1,367 140 10.0o/o i

New f lampshir* 754 10 l.6qlo I

New lersdy 4,679 400 8,6qo i

New York 9,742 450 4,7% 
|

North Cdroliila 4,658 250 5.4Yo I

North Dakota 375 <10 <0.5ol. i

Oklahonra 1,798 $5 - 3:0t;-i
0regon ?,Q24 ffO 5,3olo]
Penn$ylvania 6,264 f f0 L,7o/o i

SoLrth Dakota 443 <10 <1.5olo l'feilrlessee 3,020 95 3.1olo i

Texas 111291* |f 100 s,-O.-"/f i
1 ?qo 7\

35 7 9a/o I

40 1.30/o i

<10 <7"/o;

< 1olo i-" 6.iqT
3.7vo 

i
7-Oo/o I

z.rvo i

5,4o/o t

<0.5olo 
i

3.94/o I

S.Lo/o i
<0.5olo i

Llt+ft
vf:rmont
Virgin ia

*..*Washirlgtor1,..
West Virqiflia
Wiscon$ift
WyOrninc

_3,F?3, . l.e"g

769 <10
? nq?

292
65 ?,0% i<10 <1.5olo !

N$t+'ii.'.1t]{..|ftrr{:(t8s'i;int.i;i:t$i1'l{:lidtjhfl]|1ft'npl0yeii']ttJlJ|1tin]j+y{:l{j
{i}fi ) l}L' lrii f ri)rr I t, rl f i}rr ll tl+il {ld ti1.
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Appendix B: MethodoloEr

&J mawtf'to nfr sed $rwmi g rants -ffiwenwlew

The data presented in this report on unauthorized and legal immigrants were developedwith

essentially the same methods used for previous reports (Passei and Cohn 2o1o, 2oo9, zoo8).

The state-level estimates for uoro and eooT are based on a variant of previous methods (e.9.,

Passel and Cohn zoto, Pew Hispanic Center zoo6). The national and state estimates use a

multistage estimation process, principally using March Supplements to the Current Population

Survey (CPS). The CPS is a monthly swr/ey of about 55,ooo households conductedbythe

Census Bureau for the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics; the sample is expanded to about 8o,ooo

households for the March supplement.

The first stage in the estimation process uses CP$ data as a ba^sis for estimating the number of

legal and unauthorized immigrants included in the surv€y and the total number in the country

r:sing a residual estimation methodology. This method compares an estimate of the number of
immigrants residing legally in the country with the total number in the CPS; the difference is

assumed to be the number of unauthorized immigrants in the CPS. The legal resident

immigrant population is estimated by applying demographic methods to counts of legal

admissions covering the period from r98o to the present, which are obtained from the

Department of Homeland Security's Office of Immigration Statistics and its predecessor at the

Immigration and Naturalization Service. The initial estimates here are calculated separately

for age-gender groups in six states (California, Texas, Florida, NewYork, Illinois and New

Jersey) and thebalance of the country; within these areas, the estimates are further subdivided

into immigrant populations from 35 countries or groups of countries by period of arrival in the

United States. Variants of the residual method have been widely used and are generally

accepted as the best current estimates. For more details, see Passel and Cohn eoro, eooS; and

Passel zoo7.

Then, having estimated the number of legal and unauthorized immigrants in the March CPS

Supplements, we assign individual foreign-born respondents in the survey a specific status

(one option being unauthorized immigrant) based on the individual's demographic, social,

economic, geographic and family characteristics. The data and methods for the overall process

were developed initially at the Urban Institute by Passel and Clark (especially rggS) and were

extended by work of Passel, Van Hook and Bean (zoo4) and by subsequent work at the Per,v

Hispanic Center.

www^ pf !shi$f i]ftic,#rrJ
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The final step adjusts the estimates of legal and unauthorized immigrants cor:nted in the

surve,y for omissions. The basic information on coverage is drawn principally from

comparisons with Mexican data, U.S. mortality data and specialized surveys conducted at the

time of the pooo ftnsus (Bean et al. rgg8; Capps et al. eooe; Marcelli and Ong 2oo2). These

adjustments increase the estimate of the legal foreign-born population, generally by r-3% and

the unauthorized immigrant population by ro*r5%. The individual suweyweights are adjusted

to account for immigrants missing from the survey. These augmented files serve as a basis for

the detailed tabulations of the family, social, economic and geographic characteristics

presented here and in previous reports.

AII estimates shown for aooo-zoog are identical to those in Passel and Cohn soro and Passel

and Taylor zoro. The estimates for eooo-eoo8 use specially dweloped surveyweights forthe
CPS to ensure consistency across the years in the underlying population figures. (See Passel

and Cohn poro for a detailed discussion of the need for these weights and about their

development.)

ffitmtm*fi ewe$ ffi mft E mrsmft es

State-level estimates should be treated with some caution because they are based on much

smaller samples than the national estimates. Estimates from single years can be extremely

volatile, so measurement of trend*q over time can be unreliable. To provide interpretable

trends, previous estimates have relied on mrrltiyear averates and regression methods (Passel

and Cohn po1o, 2oog; Pew Hispanic Center zoo6).

The estimates presented here for states in poro are based on tabulations of the augmented

March aolo CPS file where the sample sizes exceed 5o unauthorized immigrant households

(unweighted). There are t6 states and the District of Columbia where the single-year estimates

are rrsed for eoro: Arizona, California, Colorado, Connecticut, District of Columbia, Florida,

Georgia,Illinois, Maryland, Nwada, NewJersey, NewYork, North Carolina, Oregon, Texas,

Virginia and Washington. These states had more than 8r% of the nation's estimated

unauthorized immigrants in soto. For the 84 states with fewer than 5o unauthorized

immigrant househoJds, the estimates shown for eoro are an average of zoog and uoro CPS-

based estimates. These states are Alabama, Alaska, Arkansas, Delaware, Hawaii, Idaho,

Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentuclgr, Louisiana, Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota,

Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New Mexico, North Dakota, Ohio,

OHahoma, Pennsylvania, Rtrode Island, South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Utah,

Vermont, West Virginia, Wisconsin andWyoming. For these same states, the worldorce

estimates in zoro also are based on zoog-go1o averages. The total number of unauthorized

www,Ffrwhi$ps,r jc.0rg

Case 5:11-cv-02484-SLB   Document 110-1    Filed 08/15/11   Page 28 of 33



27

i.Jnaliltflorlzed IffirT1i{tf;}nt ['*t:ulntiorr; l\dili#rlft1 *tul 5it;rit{r Trends, ?0.1i}

immigrants does not differ significantly for these two years and the distribution across states is

more similar for eoog and zoro than fcrr any pair of years between aooo and zoro. The very

high degree of similarity suggests that averaging to reduce sampling variability does not distort

the trend analysis.

The state estimates for zooT are derived by averaging the distributions of unauthorized

immigrants across states. These average percentages were then applied to the national total for

zooT of ra.o million unauthorized immigrants to derive the state estimates. The use of three

years of data reduces substantially the margin of error of the resulting estimates. The

distributions across states are quite similar for these years. The dissimilarity index for the

zoo6-zoo7 pair is smaller than all others except the aoog-zoro pair noted above. The index

for eooT*zoo8 is the fifth smallest, behind zoog-solo, uoo6*zoo7, 2ooo-zoor and eoor-
aooz. Margins of error for the state-level estimates are derived with replicate weights

developed by the Census Bureau for the March Current Population Surveys of zoo5-zoro (U.S.

Census Bursau, zoro).

ffimmmd*mE ef ffistEmmHmm

All stateJevel estimates for unauthorized immigrant populations are presented as rorrnded

numbers to avoid the appearance of unwarranted precision in the estimates. No estimates

smaller than ro,ooo are shown. Estimates in the range of ro,ooo-too,ooo are rounded to the

nearest S,ooo; estimates in the range of too,ooo-p5o,ooo to the nearest lo,oool estimates

smaller than r million to the nearest 25,ooo; and estimates larger than that to the nearest

So,ooo. The same rorrnding conventions are applied to all state-level estimates of
unauthorized immigrant populations and labor force for zooo and later and, more generally,

to most of the data presented on unauthorized immigrants.

urww. pflr/Jhispanlc.ofg
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Appendix ff: Maps

Ftap ffi5"; Fopu$mtdmm by $ta&e

Unauthoriued Immigrant
by $tate, ZG10

Fopulatisn

illilnfilr

lfl''o"111r,'

Dtstrffit ot
Coluffibla

U,5. Totsl
11.2 million

l".65 mil{ion " 2.55 million

4SBr00S - 825,000
140r0s0 - 325,000
55t000 - 120,000
<45,000

www. pewnrsptsnrc, or"E

Case 5:11-cv-02484-SLB   Document 110-1    Filed 08/15/11   Page 30 of 33



\\'\;

29

{..inar.rthoriz+cJ ln'}!"r}iqr*Jrtr FnDuiationr l\fifisfi8; aJ'}d Statrjir Trendg,, 1il1*

Map C2: Sharm sf State FoPu$mftion

Unauthorined Immigrant Share of Fopulation
by State, 3010

S 69o * 7-"2V8

*flii1. e.e+ro * 4:6%

itisryft*3.6-$/b

il i:s+_; : i"i%
< 1-6V+

ffiffi

:ili:iii

iiil'

i#fi

'ril;

Dlstrict of
Columbi6

U"S" Average
3.7qtu

www, pewhispanic, nrgl

Case 5:11-cv-02484-SLB   Document 110-1    Filed 08/15/11   Page 31 of 33



.5 I

30

PeF Hi$pfr 11if, {:i}}lter

Map CS* Share Mexicaot

lilexisans as Share of Unauthorl ed Immigrants
hy State, ZCIj"0

,,: 

-,:

i'li':. ' Pistrict of:'i Columbia

U,5. AvdrFge
5Aq'b

ffi
ffi
Hil

'lrEHl;,

Slo/o - 95o/d

60s.6 - 760/o

42#/o - 57Pk

Z4Vs - 3Bo/u

< l8o/o

www. pewhispanic.orq

Case 5:11-cv-02484-SLB   Document 110-1    Filed 08/15/11   Page 32 of 33



\'tt

31

lJ nalf hrJ t'ired i fi]fl'] i g rtl fi t. Ftoil ti lfr llon

$r$mp ffi4* Fenawmt mf f-ahmr Fwn'ce

U nauthsrined f mwrigra ffits
by $tate, 2010

fifrt.rnnal anij Si.ltt{i Tt'e*liii, 2fi1{i

as Share of Labor Fsrce

Dt$trlct of
Columbia

1l.$. Average
8.1'l/d

-gls

@

w
ffir

'' il ir

8.60/o - 10.0%

6.1![o ' 7.4o/o

+.iol" - s.g'r*
Zah'3.9o/o
< L.7E/tt

'ith

www. pewhispantc. firfj

Case 5:11-cv-02484-SLB   Document 110-1    Filed 08/15/11   Page 33 of 33


