State & Local Tax Contributions of Young
Undocumented Immigrants

Institute on Taxation & Economic Policy
April 2017

Misha E. Hill
Meg Wiehe

About The Institute on Taxation & Economic Policy

The Institute on Taxation and Economic Policy (ITEP) is a non-profit, non-partisan 501 (c) 3 organization that
produces timely, accessible, and sound analyses on federal, state, and local tax policy issues. ITEP's research helps
inform policy makers, advocates, the media and general public about the fairness, adequacy, and sustainability of
existing tax structures and how proposed tax changes would impact revenues and taxpayers across the income

spectrum.

Acknowledgments

ITEP extends special thanks to David Dyssegaard Kallick at the Fiscal Policy Institute, Erica Williams at the Center
on Budget and Policy Priorities, Jeanne Batalova at the Migration Policy Institute, and Wesley Tharpe at the
Georgia Budget and Policy Institute for their guidance on this report.

THE INSTITUTE ON TAXATION AND ECONOMIC POLICY (ITEP)
1616 P. Street NW, Suite 200 ® Washington, DC20036 @ 202.299.1066 @ www.itep.org



Introduction What is DACA?

The Tru mpa dministration’s immi or ation p olicies have Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals provides temporary

= ] deferral from deportation and work authorization. Individuals
broken apart families and removed established members of ek - . ‘
must apply for DACA status through U.S. Citizenship and

communities. The administration’s dlsregard for the Immigration Services. Approved individuals maintain their

contributions of immigrants, regardless of their legal status, is status for two years and must apply to renew their eligibility.

of real concern for young immigrants whose parents brought Tl o DIACIA: eyl s

them to the United States as children. Many of those young  Bebetween T P
€ between the ages oI 1D and o

immigrants qualify for deferred deportation action and legal

work authorization under Deferred Action for Childhood v Have arrived in the U.S. prior to the age of 16
Arrivals (DACA), a 2012 executive order under President
Barack Obama. v Have continuously resided in the U.S. for at least five

years prior to their application for deferred action
While it remains unclear what actions, if any, President Trump
will take to amend DACA, the policy guidance the president v Beenrolled in an approved education course, have
has given to federal agencies has resulted in detentions and completed high school or its equivalency, or have been
honorably discharged from military service

deportations of individuals reportedly eligible for deferred
action. The ambiguity of the Trump Administration’s

v Not have been convicted of a felony, significant
statements and actions felatlng to the DACA program makes misdemeanor, three or more misdemeanors, or “otherwise

it essential that clear and accurate data about the DACA pose a threat to public safety or national security”

population is available. ' ‘
Note: See "“DACA at Four” and “DACA at the Two-Year Mark” from the

More than 1.3 million out of the 11 million undocumented Migration Policy Institute for more detailed information.

immigrants living in the United States are eligible for DACA.
As of September 2016, more than 852,000 individuals were enrolled in the program.' DACA offers eligible
teenagers and young adults who were brought to the United States as children outside of their control temporary

deferral from deportation and legal work authorization.”

DACA enrollment has helped young immigrants become more engaged in their communities. A national survey of
DACA enrollees in 2016 found that more than 40 percent of respondents secured thetir first job after enrollment in
DACA, and more than 60 percent landed a job with better pay. DACA enrollment also allowed 60 percent of
respondents to pursue educational opportunities that were previously unavailable to them. The young immigrants
enrolled in DACA work in diverse industries, including educational and health services, wholesale and retail trade,

and professional and business services.

The 1.3 million young immigrants eligible for deferred action contribute tax dollars to communities that help pay
for schools, public infrastructure, and other services. Their contributions could be increased by taking steps to
ensure that all individuals eligible for deferred action are enrolled, or even by offering a path to citizenship.
Conversely, stripping their temporary lawtul status or deporting them would decrease their tax contributions and
deprive our country of a dedicated and diverse generation.
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An ITEP report from March 2017 found the 11 million undocumented immigrants hving and working in the

United States contribute more than $11.74 billion in state and local taxes.® This report specifically examines the

state and local tax contributions of undocumented immigrants who are currently enrolled or immediately eligible

for DACA and the fiscal implications of various policy changes. The report includes information on the national

impact (Table 1) and provides a state-by-state breakdown (Appendix 1).

Key Findings

The 1.3 million young undocumented immigrants enrolled or immediately eligible for DACA contribute
an estimated $2 billion a year in state and local taxes.* This includes personal income, property, and sales

and excise taxes.

DACA-eligible individuals pay on average 8.9 percent of their income in state and local taxes. Their
effective tax rate is higher than the average rate paid by the top 1% of taxpayers in state and local taxes of just
54 percent and is on par with the average rate paid of 9.4 percent paid by the middle 20 percent of

taxpayers.®

Continuing DACA and ensuring all who are eligible for the program are enrolled would increase
estimated state and local revenue by $425 million, bringing the total contribution to $2.4S billion, and

increasing the effective tax rate for those enrolled to 9 percent.

Replacing DACA with a path to citizenship could provide nearly $505 million in additional state and

local taxes, increasing total contributions to at least $2.53 billion a year.

Repealing the temporary legal status and work authorizations permitted by DACA would reduce
estimated state and local revenues by nearly $800 million, and drop the total contributions to just over
$1.2 billion annually.

Every state benefits from the economic contributions of the young immigrants eligible for DACA (see
Appendices 1 and 2). For example, the 379,000 young immigrants living in California are contributing
more than $534 million to the golden state while the 2,000 immigrants in our nation’s capital contribute
$2.7 million to the District. Likewise, every state stands to lose considerable revenue if we do not maintain

the protections and opportunities DACA has allowed.
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How federal policy changes in the treatment of young immigrants affect state and
local revenues

Questions have frequently been raised about the taxes paid by undocumented immigrants. Everyone living and
working in the U.S. contributes to state and local taxes, regardless of their immigration status. We all pay sales and
excise taxes when we purchase goods and services such as clothing or gasoline. We all pay property taxes either

directly for our homes or indirectly as renters.

As ITEP’s March report demonstrated, about half of undocumented immigrants file income tax returns. They do
this using Individual Taxpayer Identification Numbers (ITINs) in the absence of having valid Social Security
numbers. Because DACA provides young immigrants with work authorization, recipients are subject to the same
state and local personal income tax laws as all lawfully present workers. DACA recipients do have (temporary)

Social Security numbers.

The tax revenues generated by DACA recipients are further boosted by the fact that DACA status boosts
employment rates and wages. A national survey of DACA recipients found that employment rates increased by 36
percentage points after enrollment, from 51 percent of respondents employed to 87 percent.® Evidence also shows
that relief from deportation and temporary work permits through programs like DACA also boosts undocumented
immigrants’ wages by at least 8.5 percent. When given the opportunity to work legally and a reprieve from
deportation DACA recipients are able to work more, earn more wages, and are less likely to be victims of wage theft

from unscrupulous employers.

Table 1: U.S. Total of State and Local Tax Contributions of DACA-eligible individuals

Current and potential contributions of individuals currently receiving or eligible for DACA status
Currently  Currently eligible but

Total DACA-eligible  Change from Current

iving DACA t receivi

rec(e;;nzljgo 0 n(; 4;e2f;:;r(;;|g population (1.3 million) Contribution
Current Taxes $1,603,068,000 $423,765,000 $2,026,833,000 -
Taxes if All Eligibl
SELATNG $1,603,068,000 $849,546,000 $2,452,614,000 +$425,781,000
Receiving
If granted citizenship  $1,654,779,000 $876,951,000 $2,531,730,000 +$504,897,000
If DACA protectionslost  $805,751,000 $423,765,000 $1,229,516,000 ($797.317,000)

Based on this evidence, we assume that 87 percent of the 852,000 young immigrants currently enrolled in DACA
are employed, and that they are earning, on average, 8.5 percent more than the estimated 452,900 young people
eligible for but not receiving DACA. The higher earnings, higher employment rate, and higher tax compliance rate
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of individuals enrolled in DACA leads to their increased tax contributions and higher eftective tax rate compared to
those eligible for but not receiving DACA. The total contributions of individuals currently receiving or eligible for
DACA status is just over $2 billion in state and local taxes annually. If all eligible individuals were enrolled in
DACA, those state and local tax contributions would increase by more the $425 million due to higher earnings,

higher employment rate, and 100 percent tax compliance for all DACA eligible immigrants (see Table 1).

Granting DACA eligible immigrants a path to citizenship would provide an even larger wage boost. A 2013 analysis
by the Congressional Budget Office estimated a 12 percent wage boost for undocumented citizens who were
granted a path to citizenship.” State and local revenues would net an additional $505 million if the 1.3 million

young people currently eligible for or receiving DACA were granted a path to citizenship (see Table 1).

In contrast, failing to maintain work authorizations and deportation relief of DACA would hurt state and local
coffers. If the 852,000 young immigrants currently enrolled lost the protections of DACA, it would reduce their
state and local tax contributions by nearly $800 million (see Table 1).

Just as every state benefits from the tax contributions of young undocumented immigrants every state has much
more to lose if we remove the protections and work authorization granted to these young immigrants who were
brought to the United States as children and have always considered it home. If the Trump administration fails to
protect this population from deportation, the nation risks forcing them back into the shadows and losing the

economic and societal contributions these engaged young people are making in their communities.

Methodology

ITEP estimates the state and local tax contributions of DACA-eligible immigrants under different policy options
through the methodology detailed below.

1. Estimated DACA- eligible and enrolled population in each state

e The number of young immigrants in each state immediately eligible for DACA comes from the Migration
Policy Institute.* MPI estimated just under 1.3 million young immigrants nationwide are immediately
eligible for DACA. MPI's estimates are limited to 41 states and the District of Columbia. To calculate the
eligible population in the nine missing states, ITEP used the enrollee data (see below) for each state to

estimate a total eligible population (see Appendix 2).

e The number of people currently enrolled in DACA nationally (852,000) and in each state comes from the
United States Citizenship and Immigration Services’. (see Appendix 2).

2. Taxpaying units and employment status

e This analysis treats each DACA-eligible immigrant who is working as a single taxpaying unit.
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e The employment rate of immigrants depends on legal status. A 2016 national survey of 1,308 DACA
recipients found that 87 percent of respondents were employed, compared to only S1 percent before
gaining lawful status. The assumed employment rate of DACA-eligible immigrants with legal status, either
those participating in the program or granted a pathway to citizenship, is 87 percent. The assumed
employment rate of DACA-eligible immigrants who are not enrolled in the program is 51 percent."’
Additionally, to calculate the impact on tax contributions it DACA protections are removed, S1 percent was
applied to the total DACA-eligible population.

e Here’s how the national numbers break down (see Appendix 2 for state numbers):

Workforce Estimated

Population Participation%  Workers
Eligible DACA Population 1,304,900
Enrolled DACA Population 852,000 87% 740,400
Eligible, but unenrolled DACA Population 452,900 51% 232,300
Eligible, but no DACA protections 51% 669,400

3. Income

e Immigrant wages change depending on legal status. Undocumented workers earn $22,029 a year on
average and granting DACA status increases wages by 8.5 percent, according to a 2014 report by the
Center for American Progress'". Putting immigrants on a path to citizenship would carry a larger effect,
since it grants rights and protections associated with permanent residence. The Congressional Budget
Office estimates a path to citizenship would boost wages by 12 percent'”. The average wages applied to the
estimated DACA working population in this analysis are:

0 $23,901 for the DACA-eligible population working and enrolled in the program.
0 $22,029 for the DACA-eligible population working, but not enrolled in the program.
0 $24,673 for the DACA-eligible population working and granted a pathway to citizenship.

4. Estimated effective tax rates (taxes as share of income) for sales, income, and property taxes paid by DACA-
eligible population in each state™

ITEP’s microsimulation computer modelis a sophisticated program that applies the state and local tax laws in each
state (including sales, excise, income, and property tax laws) to a statistically valid database of tax returns to generate

estimates of the eftective tax rates paid by taxpayers at various income levels under state and local tax law in place as
of December 31,2014. In January of 2015, ITEP released the Sth edition of Who Pays? which estimates the eftect of
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the state and local tax laws as of January 2015 on taxpayers at 2012 income levels. This report applies eftective tax
rates calculated in the 2015 Who Pays? report to the DACA eligible population.

The following assumptions were made to calculate the sales and excise, income, and property taxes of the

undocumented immigration population:

.

Sales and excise taxes: Sales and excise taxes are collected by retailers every time a purchase is made on a
taxable good or service. It is reasonable to assume that DACA eligible immigrants pay sales and excise taxes at
similar rates to U.S. citizens and legal immigrants with similar incomes thus the estimated rates in ITEP’s Who

Pays? for each state were applied to the various estimated DACA-eligible population incomes.

Income tax: Eligible immigrants enrolled in DACA are required to pay personal income taxes using a
temporary social security number. Thus, this study assumes the 740,400 DACA-enrolled workers are fully
complying with state personal income taxes. 100 percent compliance is also assumed under the path to
citizenship policy option. Personal income tax effective rates in each state were applied accordingly.

Various studies have estimated between 50 and 75 percent of undocumented immigrants currently pay
personal income taxes predominantly using Individual Tax Identification (ITIN) numbers or with false social
security numbers.'* This analysis assumes a 50 percent compliance rate for DACA-eligible immigrants who are
not enrolled and applies 50 percent compliance if DACA protections are lost. Personal income tax effective

rates in each state were applied to SO percent of the estimated income.

Enrolled DACA recipients are eligible to receive the federal Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC) and the state
versions of the credit as well, however state EITC benefits were not included in this study for two reasons: 1) all
DACA-eligible workers are treated as single taxpaying units and 2) the average income of the enrolled DACA
population is above the EITC income eligibility amounts for single workers. The impact of state EITCs was
also left out of the other policy options given that DACA-eligible immigrants not enrolled in the program are
ineligible for the credit.

Property tax: The first step in calculating property taxes was to identify the share of DACA-eligible immigrants
who are homeowners or renters in each state. This analysis used state-by-state data from the Migration Policy
Institute to estimate homeownership rates for undocumented immigrants in each state. The model assumes
that for renters, half of the cost of the property tax paid initially by owners of rental properties is passed through

to renters.
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Appendix 1: State and Local Tax Contributions of DACA-eligible individuals

Current and potential contributions of those currently receiving or eligible for DACA status

State CurrentStateand ﬁg‘:::::;ax Taxes f Al lgibe CE""ag“igleei;:' : ﬁ’l“:‘t’:ve Taxesif Allligible  ChangeifAll ﬁe:’t‘;"‘,’z ] TaNeSifDAC E'::&i;:n'i‘:: : ﬁ"e‘“:‘t’:‘,e
Local Taxes Rate Receiving Receiving Tax Rate Granted Citizenship Granted Citizenship Rate2 Protections Lost Lost Tax Rate3
Alabama $13,220,000 9.0% $17,605,000 +$4,385000  9.4% $18,172,000 +$4,952,000 9.4% $8,376,000 -$4,844,000 8.2%
Alaska™ $966,000 4.0% $1,659,000 +$693,000 4.0% $1,712,000 +$746,000 4.0% $903,000 -$63,000 4.0%
Arizona $61,357,000 9.0% $65,837,000 +54480,000  9.1% $67,961,000 +$6,604,000 9.1% $33,274,000 -$26,083,000  8.4%
Arkansas $15,894,000 11.1% $18,821,000 +$2,927,000  11.3% $19,428,000 +$3,534,000 11.3% $9,336,000 -$6,558,000 103%
California $534,124,000 8.2% $652,389,000  +$718265000  8.3% $673,433,000 +$139,309,000  8.3% $334,630,000  -$799,494000  7.8%
Colorado $33,977,000 7.8% $37,631,000 +$3,654000  7.9% $38,845,000 +$4,868,000 7.9% $17,479,000 -$16,498,000 6.7%
Connecticut $17,639,000 10.0% $23,269,000 +$5,630,000  10.2% $24,019,000 +$6,380,000 10.2% $12,144,000 -$5,495,000 9.8%
Delaware $2,434,000 5.0% $3,377,000 +$943,000 5.4% $3,486,000 +$1,052,000 5.4% $1,410,000 -$1,024,000 4.2%
District of Columbia® 4, 702,000 8.7% $3,910,000 +$1,208000  9.4% $4,036,000 +$1,334,000 9.4% $1,756,000 -$946,000 7.8%
Florida $100,239,000 8.5% $127,799,000  +527,560,000  8.5% $131,922,000 +$31,683,000  8.5% $69,534,000 -$30,705000  8.5%
Georgia $71,705,000 9.0% $90,911,000 +519,206,000 9.3% $93,844,000 +522,139,000 9.3% $43,172,000 -$28,533,000 8.1%
Hawaii $3,223,000 11.2% $4,978,000 +$1,755000  12.0% $5,138,000 +$1,915,000 12.0% $2,353,000 -$870,000 10.4%
Idaho $6,026,000 7.9% $6,578,000 +5552,000 7.9% $6,791,000 +$765,000 7.9% $3,288,000 -$2,738,000 7.3%
Illinois $131,028,000 11.0% | $159,279,000  +$28251,000  11.3% $164,417,000 +$33,389000  11.3% $76,260,000 -$54,768,000 9.9%
Indiana $23,288,000 10.4% $23,784,000 +5496,000 10.4% $24,552,000 +$1,264,000 10.4% $10,755,000 -$12,533,000 8.7%
lowa $6,807,000 9.2% $7,806,000 +$999,000 9.4% $8,058,000 +$1,251,000 9.4% $3,594,000 -$3,213,000 8.0%
Kansas $14,592,000 9.2% $15,361,000 +$769,000 9.2% $15,856,000 +$1,264,000 9.2% $7,699,000 -$6,893,000 8.5%
Kentucky $9,093,000 9.1% $12,116,000 +$3,023,000 9.7% $12,507,000 +$3,414,000 9.7% $5,182,000 -$3,911,000 7.6%
Louisiana $7,459,000 9.5% $10,221,000 +$2,762,000  9.8% $10,551,000 +$3,092,000 9.8% $5,061,000 -$2,398,000 9.0%
Maine* $256,000 7.7% $330,000 +$74,000 8.0% $341,000 +$85,000 8.0% $160,000 -$96,000 7.1%
Maryland $40,801,000 10.8% $56,926,000 +$16,125000  11.4% $58,762,000 +$17,961,000  11.4% $26,907,000 -$13,894000  9.9%
Massachusetts $24,261,000 8.1% $34,426,000 +$10,165,000  8.7% $35,537,000 +$11,276,000  8.7% $15,052,000 -$9,209,000 7.0%
Michigan $15,938,000 8.9% $18,952,000 +$3,014000  9.1% $19,563,000 +$3,625,000 9.1% $8,666,000 -$7,272,000 7.7%




Appendix 1: State and Local Tax Contributions of DACA-eligible individuals

Current and potential contributions of those currently receiving or eligible for DACA status

CurrentStateand "™ | TaxesifAllEligible  TOM9eTAll  New o esifAllEligible  changeifall . " | TaxesifpAca  ChangeifDACA - New

State Local T Effective Tax Receivi Eligible are Effective Granted Citi hio Granted Citizenshi Effective Tax Protections Lost Protectionsare  Effective
ocal faxes Rate ecelving Receiving TaxRate | ~rantedtitizenship P Rate2 rotections Los Lost Tax Rate3

Minnesota $15,439,000 8.7% $18,766,000 +$3,327,000 9.0% $19,372,000 +$3,933,000 9.0% $8,550,000 -$6,889,000 7.6%
Mississippi $4,169,000 8.4% $5,442,000 +$1273.000  8.7% $5,618,000 +$1,449,000 8.7% $2,593,000 -$1.576,000 7.6%
Missouri $8,430,000 8.1% $10,513,000 +$2,083,000 8.4% $10,852,000 +$2,422,000 8.4% $4,916,000 -$3,514,000 7.2%
Montana* $101,000 53% $112,000 +$11,000 5.4% $116,000 +$15,000 5.4% $50,000 -$51,000 4.4%
Nebraska $7,693,000 9.6% $8,013,000 +$320,000 9.6% $8,272,000 +$579,000 9.6% $3,905,000 -$3,788,000 8.6%
Nevada $17,488,000 5.6% $18,595,000 +$1,107,000 5.6% $19,195,000 +$1,707,000 5.6% $10,117,000 -$7.371,000 5.6%
New Hampshire* $812,000 7.6% $946,000 +$134,000 7.6% $976,000 +$164,000 7.6% $512,000 -$300,000 7.5%
New Jersey $65,968,000 7.9% $90,221,000 +$24,253,000 8.2% $93,131,000 +$27,163,000 8.2% $44,911,000 -$21,057,000 7.5%
New Mexico $18,848,000 10.3% $21,646,000 +$2.798,000 10.4% $22,345,000 +$3,497,000 10.4% $11,288,000 -$7.560,000 10.0%
New York $140,035,000 10.7% $174,199,000 +5$34,164,000 11.0% $179,818,000 +$39,783,000 11.0% $84,137,000 -$55,898,000 9.8%
North Carolina $63,618,000 8.6% $75,296,000 +$11,678,000 8.8% $77,725,000 +$14,107,000 8.8% $34,532,000 -$29,086,000 7.5%
North Dakota $286,000 8.6% $360,000 +$74,000 8.7% $371,000 +585,000 8.7% $190,000 -$96,000 8.4%
Ohio $14,103,000 9.4% $18,397,000 +$4,294,000 9.8% $18,991,000 +$4,888,000 9.8% $8,586,000 -$5,517,000 8.4%
Oklahoma $17,411,000 9.5% $20,064,000 +$2.653,000 9.7% $20,711,000 +$3,300,000 9.7% $9,950,000 -$7.461,000 8.8%
Oregon $20,021,000 7.1% $22,898,000 +$2,877,000 7.3% $23,637,000 +$3,616,000 7.3% $8,995,000 -$11,026,000 5.3%
Pennsylvania $20,765,000 8.9% $30,086,000 +$9,321,000 9.7% $31,056,000 +$10,291,000 9.7% $13,239,000 -$7.526,000 7.8%
Rhode Island $3,842,000 8.2% $5,300,000 +$1,458,000 8.5% $5,471,000 +$1,629,000 8.5% $2,602,000 -$1,240,000 7.7%
South Carolina $11,768,000 6.5% $13,835,000 +$2067,000  6.7% $14,281,000 +$2.513,000 6.7% $6,802,000 -$4.966,000 6.0%
South Dakota* $585,000 8.1% $672,000 +$87,000 8.1% $693,000 +$108,000 8.1% $365,000 -$220,000 8.1%
Tennessee $21,266,000 8.7% $25,228,000 +$3,962,000 8.7% $26,042,000 +$4,776,000 8.7% $13,723,000 -$7.543,000 8.7%
Texas $313,095,000 9.5% $347,623,000 +$34,528,000 9.5% $358,837,000 +$45,742,000 9.5% $189,137,000 -$123,958,000 9.5%
Utah $18,807,000 8.4% $19,372,000 +$565,000 8.5% $19,997,000 +$1,190,000 8.5% $8,981,000 -$9,826,000 7.2%
Vermont* $140,000 8.6% $185,000 +$45 000 8.9% $191,000 +$51,000 8.9% $92,000 -$48,000 8.2%




Appendix 1: State and Local Tax Contributions of DACA-eligible individuals

Current and potential contributions of those currently receiving or eligible for DACA status

CurrentStateand "™ | TaxesifAllEligible  TOM9eTAll  New o esifAllEligible  changeifall . " | TaxesifpAca  ChangeifDACA - New
State Local T Effective Tax Receivi Eligible are Effective Granted Citi hio Granted Citizenshi Effective Tax Protections Lost Protectionsare  Effective
ocal 1axes Rate ecelving Receiving TaxRate | ~rantedtitizenship P Rate2 rotections Los Lost Tax Rate3
Virginia $34,726,000 7.4% $50,323,000 +$15,597,000 8.1% $51,946,000 +$17,220,000 8.1% $22,019,000 -$12,707,000 6.5%
Washington $51,272,000 10.5% $59,072,000 +$7,800,000 10.5% $60,978,000 +59,706,000 10.5% $32,140,000 -$19,132,000 10.5%
West Virginia* $283,000 8.0% $342,000 +$59,000 8.2% $353,000 +$70,000 8.2% $161,000 -$122,000 7.1%
i i 7 7 70 7 7 + 7 ’ .070 7 7 + 7 7 .070 7 7 20, 2 83%
Wisconsin $17,825,000 9.4% $19,926,000 $2.101,000 9.6% $20,569,000 $2.744,000 9.6% $9,365,000 $8,460,000
ing* $949,000 5.3% $1,217,000 +$268,000 5.3% $1,256,000 +$307,000 5.3% $662,000 -$287,000 5.3%
Wyoming

$1,229,516,000

-$797,256,000 8.3%

$2,026,772,000

$2,452,614,000

+5425,842,000

9.0%

$2,531,730,000

+$504,958,000



Appendix 2: DACA Eligible Population Estimates

Estimat.ed Estimated Estimat.ed Share of Est. Estimat.ed Estimated Estimat.ed Share of Est.
STATE Population ~p . lation _ Population  Undocumented STATE Population o - lation Enrolleq _ POPulation  Undocumented

Immediately _ , Eligible for DACA Immigrant Immediately _ ) Eligible for DACA  Immigrant

Eligible for DACA' Enrolled in DACA butnot Enrolled  Population’ Eligible for DACA' in DACA butnot Enrolled  Population’
Alabama 9,000 4,720 4,280 13% Montana* 100 80 20 10%
Alaska* 2,000 170 1,830 29% Nebraska 4,000 3,690 310 11%
Arizona 35,000 30,180 4,820 14% Nevada 16,000 13,910 2,090 12%
Arkansas 8,000 5,530 2,470 14% New Hampshire* 600 420 190 1%
California 379,000 237,940 141,060 13% New Jersey 53,000 24,630 28,370 11%
Colorado 23,000 18,830 4,170 14% New Mexico 10,000 7,300 2,700 15%
Connecticut 11,000 5,430 5,570 10% New York 76,000 47,170 28,830 9%
Delaware 3,000 1,560 1,440 13% North Carolina 41,000 29,260 11,750 12%
Dist. of Col.* 2,000 880 1,120 7% North Dakota 200 110 90 7%
Florida 72,000 37,940 34,060 12% Ohio 9,000 5,060 3,940 11%
Georgia 47,000 28,090 18,910 12% Oklahoma 10,000 7,380 2,620 12%
Hawaii 2,000 660 1,340 10% Oregon 15,000 11,900 3,100 13%
Idaho 4,000 3,330 670 12% Pennsylvania 15,000 6,700 8,300 11%
lllinois 68,000 44,860 23,140 13% Rhode Island 3,000 1,380 1,620 10%
Indiana 11,000 10,580 420 12% South Carolina 10,000 7,060 2,940 10%
lowa 4,000 3,050 950 11% South Dakota* 400 290 110 8%
Kansas 8,000 7,200 800 13% Tennessee 14,000 9,180 4,820 12%
Kentucky 6,000 3,380 2,620 13% Texas 177,000 138,440 38,560 12%
Louisiana 5,000 2,320 2,680 8% Utah 11,000 10,400 600 14%
Maine* 200 110 90 4% Vermont* 100 50 50 3%
Maryland 24,000 11,110 12,890 9% Virginia 30,000 13,470 16,530 11%
Massachusetts 19,000 9,030 9,970 11% Washington 27,000 19,180 7,820 12%
Michigan 10,000 7,070 2,930 10% West Virginia* 200 140 70 3%
Minnesota 10,000 6,740 3,260 12% Wisconsin 10,000 8,010 1,990 14%
Mississippi 3,000 1,660 1,340 12% Wyoming* 1,000 690 310 17%
Missouri 6,000 3,770 2,230 11% All States 1,304,800 852,000 452,900 12%

* DACA eligible population in these states was estimated using data on enrolled DACA participants as of September 2016. Nationwide roughly 66 percent of immigraﬁts immediately eligible DACA are enrolled thus the assumption was made that the actual participants in those states represent 66 percent of the eligible population

(rounding was used).

" Batalova, Jeanne, et al. “DACA at the Two-Year Mark: A National and State Profile of Youth Eligible and Applying for Deferred Action.” Migration Policy Institute, Aug. 2014, http://www.migrationpolicy.org/research/daca-two-year-mark-national-and-state-profile-youth-eligible-and-applying-deferred-action

2Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals Process (Through Fiscal Year 2016, 4th Qtr).” United States Citizenship and Immigration Services(USCIS). Available at:
https://www.uscis.gov/sites/default/files/USCIS/Resources/Reports%20and%20Studies/Immigration%20Forms%20Data/All%20Form%20Types/DACA/daca_performancedata_fy2016_qtr4.pdf

’ Migration Policy Institute (MPI) DACA estimates divided by MPI undocumented immigrant population estimates (Migration Policy Institute (MPI) analysis of U.S. Census Bureau data from the 2010-2014 ACS pooled, and the 2008 Survey of Income and Program Participation (SIPP) by Colin Hammar and James Bachmeier of

Temple University and Jennifer Van Hook of Pennsylvania State University, Population Research Institute.)
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