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2USC Equity Research Institute (ERI)—formerly 
known as Center for the Study of Immigrant 
Integration—would like to thank everyone involved 
in creating the second annual State of Immigrants 
in L.A. County (SOILA) report. Creating this report 
through a pandemic that affected both our staff 
and the immigrant communities we aim to serve 
through this work was no easy feat. The goal, 
just as it was last year, was to create something 
useful for community-based organizations, 
local governments, and businesses in their 
immigrant integration efforts. This year, however, 
the report also had to acknowledge and honor 
the life-changing impacts the pandemic and its 
consequences have brought to each of our lives. To 
that end, we sought the knowledge and wisdom of 
a range of partners that provided critical data on 
how immigrant-serving institutions have quickly 
responded to the changing needs of immigrants 
across the county. 

The data, charts, tables, writing, and analysis 
throughout the report were prepared by Cynthia 
Moreno, Dalia Gonzalez, Emma Yudelevitch, Jeffer 
Giang, Sabrina Kim, Sarah Balcha and Manuel 
Pastor at ERI. Graduate research assistants Thai Le 
and Carolina Otero heavily contributed to chart-
creation, writing, and analysis. Manuel Pastor and 
Rhonda Ortiz at ERI provided invaluable leadership 
and direction on this report—a thank you goes to 
them. Efrain Escobedo and Rosie Arroyo from the 
California Community Foundation (CCF) provided 
feedback and support that fundamentally shaped 
this report. Sincere appreciations to Justin Scoggins 

(ERI) for his thoughtful and thorough data checks. 
Many thanks to Sabrina Kim (ERI) for doubling as 
data analyst and designer for SOILA and related 
presentations. A big thank you to Eunice Velarde 
Flores (ERI) and Jamie Flores (ERI) for their help with 
administration and finances. We also thank Gladys 
Malibiran (ERI), Lauren Perez (ERI), and Emma 
Yudelevitch (ER) for organizing communications, 
promotion, and release of this report. Finally, thank 
you to CCF, the James Irvine Foundation, and Bank 
of America for their support which made SOILA 
2021 possible. We would also like to extend deep 
appreciations to the members of the CCF Council on 
Immigrant Integration for commissioning this report 
and for their ever-insightful ideas and feedback 
along the way. Last, we extend a very special thank 
you to all the organizations that donated their time 
and expertise to round out our analysis during a 
time like no other. 
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3The land we now call Los Angeles County is located 
within the ancestral homelands of the Chumash, 
Tataviam, Serrano, Cahuilla, Juaneño, and Luiseño 
People and Tongva People. We pay our respects to 
the traditional caretakers of the land, the Tongva 
Nation, their ancestors, elders, and relations past, 
present, and forthcoming. Native people continue to 
reside in and around what we now call Los Angeles 
County—the county that is currently home to the 
largest population of Native people in the U.S.1 
While L.A. County and California state are home to 
many Indigenous groups, including people from 
Tribal Nations2 who were the original inhabitants 
of California, there are also many Native Americans 
from other regions of what we now call the U.S. 
(representing hundreds of non-Californian Tribes 
and Native Nations, many of whom were forced 
into California and Californian urban areas via U.S. 
policies and actions, such as the Indian Relocation 
Act), and Indigenous immigrants (including 
Canadian First Nations and Inuit, Mexican, Central 
and South American Indigenous peoples, and 
Pacific Islander nations and people), many of whom 
were also forced into California due to U.S. foreign 
policies and actions.

While this report provides data and narrative on 
immigrant, migrant, and refugee communities, we 
challenge the uplifting but inaccurate narrative that 
the state was “built by immigrants.” Instead, we 
encourage everyone to acknowledge that the land 
we reside on was taken by a settler-colonial society; 
one that exploited native, immigrant, migrant, 
and enslaved people – stealing labor, knowledge, 

and skills – to build what we now call L.A. County. 
Immigrant communities and U.S.-born Angelenos 
alike must grapple with what it means to live on 
stolen land, understand our role and responsibilities 
as guests3 on Native American homelands, and be 
committed to supporting the struggle for Native 
Nations’ sovereignty and self-determination.

We recognize this land acknowledgment is limited, 
and requires us to engage in an ongoing process of 
learning and accountability. For more information 
and resources on Native American/Indigenous 
organizing please visit the California Native Vote 
Project, the Los Angeles City/County Native 
American Commission, Sacred Places Institute for 
Indigenous Peoples, UCLA American Indian Studies 
Center, and United American Indian Involvement. 
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4To adequately capture how immigrant-serving 
institutions have been affected by the COVID-19 
pandemic and how they have responded to 
2020 uprisings against anti-Blackness and police 
brutality, we collected responses from various 
institutions in L.A. County. Below is a list of 
participants. We list organizational affiliations at 
time of interviews and for identification purposes 
only.

• Angelica Salas, Executive Director, Coalition for 
Humane Immigrant Rights (CHIRLA)

• Aquilina Soriano Versoza, Executive Director, 
Pilipino Worker Center (PWC) of Southern CA

• Bamby Salcedo, President/CEO, The 
TransLatin@ Coalition

• Carolina Sheinfeld, Immigrant Relations 
Coordinator, Los Angeles County Office of 
Education

• Chanchanit Martorell, Executive Director, Thai 
Community Development Center (Thai CDC)

• Daliah Setareh, Attorney, Legal Aid Foundation 
of Los Angeles (LAFLA)

• Lizette Escobedo, National Director of Civic 
Engagement & Martha E. González, CA Program 
Manager, NALEO Educational Fund 

• Salam Al-Marayati, President & Co-Founder, 
Muslim Public Affairs Council (MPAC)

• Shikha Bhatnagar, Executive Director, South 
Asian Network (SAN)

• Sonia Campos-Rivera, VP Policy & Public Affairs, 
UNITE-LA

• Terri Villa-McDowell, LA County Commission on 
Human Relations (LA vs Hate Program)

In addition to engaging with non-profit leaders, we 
created case studies for the Stop AAPI Hate effort 
to highlight the impacts of crimes against Asian 
Americans and Pacific Islanders—both immigrant 
and U.S. born. We also created a feature for the 
L.A. Justice Fund to highlight the importance 
of continued investment in providing legal 
representation to immigrants.

Interviewees
Overview
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5L.A. County has the honor of being the home to 
immigrants from all over the world who have 
created families, pursued careers, and contributed 
to our society in immeasurable ways. The second 
annual State of Immigrants in Los Angeles County 
(SOILA) report aims to measure that impact. 

As last year, this report details demographics 
and then documents how immigrants are faring 
economically, how they are connected to and 
engaging in civic life, and how L.A. County creates 
a welcoming environment. Unlike last year, the 
COVID-19 pandemic made clear not only how 
essential immigrants are to L.A. County, but also 
the disparities that exist in those communities, 
which have drastically affected our most vulnerable 
immigrants. SOILA 2021 examines some of those 
disparities: lack of health insurance coverage, 
essential workers in high-risk jobs, and the extent of 
the digital divide. 

To capture the costs of the pandemic—for 
immigrants and the organizations that serve 
them—the report features input from L.A. County 
immigrant-serving institutions. In order to continue 
our goal of addressing systemic racism and 
centering equity, surveys to organizations also 
asked how recent conversations and actions for 
racial justice have progressed among immigrant 
communities.

SOILA is a project of the Council on Immigrant 
Integration, a body that pushes for a society fully 

inclusive of immigrant communities. As such, the 
council’s continued hope is that SOILA represents 
both what immigrant communities currently look 
like and lifts up L.A. County’s hard work to integrate 
and answer to the needs of immigrants who call this 
area home. We hope this report can help move our 
County forward and push all of us to consider how 
improving outcomes for immigrants improves the 
lives of all residents in our collective recovery.

We collaborated with the USC Equity Research 
Institute (ERI) to challenge and provide nuance 
to common immigrant narratives by applying a 
racial justice lens; promoting the mutual interests 
of immigrant and native-born communities; 
and supporting interethnic, intersectoral, and 
cross-movement collaborations in this research. 
Their work is in line with California Community 
Foundation’s mission to promote a future where 
all Angelenos thrive; this includes immigrant 
community members for all that they bring to our 
region. With those values in mind, we are excited to 
produce SOILA 2021. Thank you for joining us in this 
effort.

Antonia Hernández President & Chief Executive 
Officer California Community Foundation

Foreword
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11As a nation, 2020 was marked by collective suffering 
related to the COVID-19 pandemic, its subsequent 
consequences including the death of hundreds 
of thousands of Americans, the uprisings against 
police brutality in light of the killing of George Floyd 
(and many more Black Americans) at the hands of 
police, and widespread systemic anti-Black racism. 
To review more broadly the unequal context of Los 
Angeles, particularly in the COVID-19 era and in 
relation to Black life in Los Angeles, please see the 
No Going Back report published in collaboration 
with the Committee for Greater LA and the UCLA 
Luskin School of Public Affairs in September 2020. 
In this second annual State of Immigrants in L.A. 
County (SOILA) report we highlight how immigrants 
are faring in Los Angeles County within this context. 

The area known as L.A. County is home to three 
tribes that predate California’s establishment: 
Tongva, Chumash, and Tataviam.4 L.A. City is home 
to 54,236 Native Americans; the second largest 
share of Native Americans in the country. L.A. 
County is home to the largest number of Native 
Americans/Alaskan Natives, or 140,764 people; 
more than any other county in the U.S. Today, 
L.A. County has a population of over 10 million 
people. Since the Immigration and Nationality 
Act of 1965, immigrants and their children have 
been deeply linked and formative to the county. 
Today, 35 percent of Angelenos are immigrants 
themselves and nearly 60 percent of children live 
in a household with at least one immigrant parent. 
Additionally, over 22 percent of children live with 

undocumented parents. Although immigration 
is generally associated with Asian-American and 
Latino communities, among Black residents in Los 
Angeles, 10 percent are immigrants and 9 percent 
are second generation (adult and young) children 
of immigrants. Immigrants were and are continuing 
to be impacted by the pandemic—undocumented 
immigrants especially, as they have consistently 
been excluded from receiving federal economic aid. 

During this time, what has been laid bare is 
the disproportionate impact of the pandemic 
on communities of color, including immigrant 
communities throughout L.A. County, in all aspects 
of life, yet especially their vulnerability in the 
labor market. Immigrants and people of color are 
disproportionately in the service, hospitality, sales, 
and retail sectors—sectors characterized with low, 
stagnant wages and few benefits. These sectors 
were economically vulnerable during the pandemic 
in that unlike white-collar work, pivoting to online 
or limited-contact work was restricted. In L.A. 
County, immigrants make up 63 percent of workers 
in construction trades and 50 percent of workers in 
food preparation and serving. 

This meant that such workers were both at higher 
risk of contracting COVID-19 and higher risk of 
losing employment. For instance, among workers in 
different racial/ethnic groups by nativity (i.e., U.S.-
born vs. immigrant) across the county, in general, 
a larger share of workers of color (regardless of 

Introduction

Setting the Context for 
Immigrant Integration 
in L.A. County
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12nativity) were in non-essential and essential, higher 
risk categories. The average share of workers in 
essential, higher risk categories among workers 
of color was 27 percent (a striking 38 percent for 
Native Hawaiian and Pacific Islander immigrants) 
compared to 17 percent for white workers. The 
large share of workers of color in essential work 
meant that they were at a high risk of contracting 
COVID-19. County (age-adjusted) cases and death 
rates related to COVID-19 have consistently been 
higher for Pacific Islanders and Latinos as well as for 
Black Angelenos.5

Even before the pandemic, immigrants were in a 
precarious position as income inequality and job 
polarization continues to increase. Median hourly 
earnings are lower for immigrants compared to 
their U.S. born counterparts, and immigration 
status also has an impact. Looking at housing for 
all Angelenos, 58 percent and nearly 36 percent of 
renters and homeowners respectively, are housing 
burdened, yet immigrants report higher rates of 
housing burden. Among the undocumented, these 
margins are the highest with 68 percent of renters 
and 51 percent of homeowners facing housing 
burden. Other factors such as recency of arrival also 
impact the economic mobility and wellbeing of 
immigrants—the longer-settled imigrants are, the 
better they fare.

Given the widespread interconnectedness of the 
economic market, and as the No Going Back report 

highlights, the pandemic and ensuing economic 
recession have exacerbated ongoing inequalities 
in all aspects of life: home, school, the workplace, 
neighborhoods and the greater community. 
Disparities in the digital divide exist across different 
statuses. Among undocumented Angelenos, 50 
percent are digitally divided and among LPRs, 37 
percent are digitally divided. By comparison, among 
naturalized citizens, 31 percent are digitally divided 
and among U.S.-born Angelenos, 29 percent are 
digitally divided. 

Understanding how a region’s immigrants are faring 
is critical to creating further inclusion in our county 
and our increasingly diverse state. In this year’s 
report, we continue to build on the framework 
from SOILA 2020 by making immigrant integration 
the focus. Immigrants are here to stay in the 
United States and particularly in L.A. County. Many 
Angelenos know how important and expansive L.A. 
immigrants are in our communities—not only for 
their large numbers, but inherently as people who 
choose to live their lives, follow their dreams, and 
provide for their families in L.A. County. Honoring 
them through humane immigrant integration 
policies and programs, as well as ensuring their 
recovery from this pandemic, not only benefits 
immigrants and U.S.-born Angelenos alike, but it is 
also the way forward for L.A. County and our nation 
in our collective reemergence.

SOILA can be used as a tool to guide dialogue 

Introduction

Setting the Context for 
Immigrant Integration 
in L.A. County
continued
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13about issues and opportunities facing immigrant 
communities. Immigrant integration can be difficult 
to assess as many people have different definitions 
of integration. We define immigrant integration as 
economic mobility for, civic engagement by, and 
warmth of welcome for immigrants. Immigrants can 
successfully integrate when:

 • Immigrants have the ability to fully engage and 
thrive in the economy by obtaining quality jobs 
and starting businesses. This type of economic 
mobility can be measured in two ways. First by 
assessing the current economic wellbeing of 
immigrants and then assessing their economic 
wellbeing over time. 

 • Immigrants are able to engage and participate 
in their communities. This includes evaluating 
the connectedness of immigrant communities 
to their governments and schools through civic 
engagement, and the ability of immigrants to 
exercise power over decisions that affect their 
lives. 

 • The receiving society welcomes immigrants. 
These criteria can be difficult to measure, 
but largely examines social and systemic 
opportunities, including programs and services 
accessible to immigrants. These criteria evaluate 
the warmth of welcome or the degree to which 
immigrants are included in society.

Integration is an intentional process. It takes into 
consideration the needs of immigrants, their 
families, and their communities when developing 
government policies at the city, regional, state, and 
federal level. Immigrant integration is a dynamic, 
reciprocal relationship where newcomers and their 
receiving society both benefit as they work together 
to build safe, thriving, and connected communities.

This definition is important because it is strong, 
clear, and intuitive. It provides a clear framework 
that is not only quantifiable, but as the framework 
for our second report, it is also aspirational. Our first 
report, SOILA 2020, provided a simple snapshot of 
the current immigrant population in L.A. County to 
serve as a baseline for subsequent reports. SOILA 
2021 provides an update on how immigrants are 
faring overall and covers new data points related to 
the impacts of COVID-19.

Introduction

SOILA and Immigrant 
Integration
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14The idea for this annual report came from the CCF 
Council on Immigrant Integration. This body was 
formed in 2009 to promote a multi-sector, forward-
looking immigrant rights agenda for L.A. County 
that builds a prosperous, civically vibrant, and 
welcoming L.A. County for all. The Council seeks to 
accomplish this by: 

 • Empowering immigrant, refugee, and asylum-
seeking communities in L.A. County; 

 • Promoting consistent civic engagement among 
immigrant, refugee, and asylum-seeking 
communities; 

 • Advancing a pro-immigrant narrative that lifts 
up racial equity for immigrant and refugee 
communities; 

 • Ensuring Council membership reflects diverse 
communities across sectors and their specific 
needs; and 

 • Serving as a model immigrant integration body 
for counties across the state and beyond. 

Defining the Region

For the purposes of this report and data analysis, 
the Los Angeles region is defined as L.A. County. 
Unless otherwise noted, all data presented in the 
report use this regional boundary. Information on 
data sources and methodology can be found in the 
"Data and Methods" section beginning on page 108.

Introduction

SOILA and the 
Council on Immigrant 
Integration
continued

Terms:

Undocumented Immigrant: The term 
‘undocumented immigrant’ refers to anyone 
residing in any given country without legal 
documentation. It includes people who en-
tered the U.S. without inspection and proper 
permission from the government, and those 
who entered with a legal visa that is no longer 
valid.

Lawful Permanent Resident (LPRs): 
A lawful permanent resident is a non-citizen 
who has been granted authorization to live 
and work in the United States on a permanent 
basis. Please note that for the purposes of 
certain calculations in this report lawful per-
manent resident may also include those with 
non-permanent temporary visas.
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Demographics
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16Last year, this report began the demographics section stating that immigrants are an 
essential part of our culture and region. This remains true for many of the same reasons, 
but also for some new reasons. Immigrant residents still make up 35 percent of the County’s 
total population of over 10 million. Nearly 20 percent of L.A. County’s population are 
Latino immigrants, about 10 percent identify as Asian American or Pacific Islander (AAPI) 
immigrants, about five percent identify as white immigrants, and about one percent are 
Black immigrants. 

Immigrant Angelenos are also long settled in L.A. County and have established families. Over 
1 million immigrants (or one third) in L.A. migrated over 30 years ago. And close to a fifth of 
people in the county are undocumented or live with someone who is. 

• 1 in 3 Angelenos are immigrants

• 70 percent of L.A. County’s undocumented community has lived 
here for over a decade

• 18 percent of Angelenos are either undocumented themselves or 
live with someone who is

Demographics

Who are our county's 
immigrants?
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Figure 2. Population by Race/Ethnicity, 2018Figure 1. Population by Status, 2018

Many who have lived in Los Angeles for an extended 
amount of time know how important and expansive 
immigrants are in our communities. However, with 
the ongoing impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic, 
there now exists even more urgency to understand 
who in our county could be most vulnerable to both 
sickness and a lack of support. Immigrants and their 
loved ones have suffered particular consequences of 
the pandemic6 and of the total 10 million residents 
in L.A. County, 3.5 million are immigrants. Of this 
immigrant Angeleno population, about half are 

naturalized citizens, about 28 percent are LPRs, and 
22 percent are undocumented. When looking at both 
the U.S.-born population and immigrants, nearly half 
of the total L.A. County population is Latino. Around 
20 percent of the county are Latino immigrants. The 
total AAPI population accounts for around 15 percent 
of the total population and about 10 percent of AAPIs 
are immigrants. Black residents make up 8 percent of 
the total population and Black immigrants comprise 
about one percent of the county’s population.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American 
Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey 
of Income and Program Participation. Note: See “Data and Methods” 
section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR 
population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community 
Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Data represent a 2014 through 2018 
average.

Demographics

L.A. County has a large 
and diverse immigrant 
population

U.S. Born
Naturalized Citizen
Lawful Permanent Resident
Undocumented

White, U.S.-born
White, Immigrant

Black, U.S.-born Native American
Black, Immigrant Mixed/other
Latino, U.S.-born
Latino, Immigrant
AAPI, U.S.-born
AAPI, Immigrant

65%

17%

10%

8%

22%

5%

7%

29%

19%

5%

10%
3%
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Figure 3. Immigration Status by Race/Ethnicity, 2018

When looking at immigration status, there continues 
to be racialized trends. Although AAPIs and Latinos 
make up the majority of immigrants across all 
status groups, the racial and ethnic proportions 
do differ depending on status. About 43 percent of 
naturalized citizens identify as Latino, 36 percent 
identify as AAPI, 18 percent identify as white, and 
around 2 percent identify as Black. For LPRs, a higher 
percentage (around 58 percent) are Latino followed 
by AAPIs who compose about 26 percent. White 
immigrants are the third largest group at 13 percent 
and Black immigrants make up about 2 percent of 
LPRs. Over 80 percent of undocumented Angelenos 

are Latino, 12 percent are AAPI, and about 3 percent 
are white. 

In addition to immigration status, gender and 
sexual orientation lenses are important in 
uplifting immigrant communities that tend to be 
underrepresented and further invisibilized in data. 
Across the U.S., there are nearly 1,275,000 lesbian, 
gay, bisexual, and transgender (LGBT) immigrant 
adults, 23 percent of whom are undocumented. 
Among LGBT undocumented adults, about 59,600 
live in California – the state with the largest share of 
LGBT adults.7 

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program 
Participation. Note: See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Note: Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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Over 80 percent of 
immigrants identify as 
Latino or AAPI
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As one of three organizations in L.A. County that is 
Trans-led, the TransLatin@ Coalition experienced 
severe challenges and opportunities in the face of 
the COVID-19 pandemic. Even as the world shut 
down around the organization—and as they lost 
funding—it kept its doors open and services flowing 
to answer to the needs of the Trans residents and 
immigrants they serve. This came in the form of 
continuing to offer basic services like hot meals, but 
also pivoted to fundraise for direct and immediate 
assistance for their members who were excluded 
from multiple relief funds.

Although the federal government provided cash 
assistance to many American families that was 
followed by California State creating funds for 
undocumented immigrants, many Trans members 
of the organization were unable to access 
these benefits. Many were already not formally 
employed—due largely to rampant discrimination 
in employment settings—or did not have the 
appropriate documents (such as proof of residence) 
to qualify for assistance. 

Moving Forward with Hope
The goal for the TransLatin@ Coalition—which 
operates nationwide with multiple chapters across 
the country—is to create a community where Trans 
people are healthy in mind, body, and spirit. That 
requires continuing to fight for the livelihood of 
Trans people and immigrants, as is depicted by 
the success of their #FreeKelly campaign. Kelly 
is a mid-20s transgender woman who had been 
in immigration detention for over 2.5 years as an 
asylum seeker.8 In large part due to the advocacy 
by the TransLatin@ Coalition and others, Kelly was 
finally released in July 2020. However, the fight 
for Kelly and other Trans immigrants in deplorable 
detention centers continues.9

Community organizations need commitment 
and investment from the private sector, as well 
as the local and federal government, in order 
to improve quality of life for Trans people and 
immigrants across the country. When it comes 
to immigration and detention policies, the 
organization is leading with cautious hope. 
Ideally, the TransLatin@ Coalition wants to see 
this presidential administration commit to an 
intentional investment in the lives of Trans people 
via a national Transgender Advisory Council that 
would support the administration into generating 
a fund that will allocate resources for Trans people 
across the nation.

Case Study #1

The TransLatin@ 
Coalition 

“I was hopeful that this [federal] 
administration was going to, in some 
ways, create some changes that 
needed to happen for our people to 
be at a better place…I think that 
there’s some changes that are going 
to happen. Maybe not as many as we 
want, but I know that some changes 
are going to happen. I want to push 
for that. I do not want people to think 
that just because we have this new 
administration that things are going 
to change completely.Some things 
will change but we need to keep on 
pushing.”

-Bamby Salcedo, 
President and CEO,

The TransLatin@ Coalition Source: Information collected from The TransLatin@ Coalition by the USC Equity Research Institute.
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portion of the foreign-born population, they do 
make up a sizable percentage of Black residents in 
L.A. County. Among all Black Angelenos (including 
those identifying as being of Hispanic or Latino 
ethnicity), about 10 percent are immigrants. An 
additional 9 percent of Black L.A. County residents 
are the U.S.-born (adult or young) children of 
immigrants. This equates to almost 1 in 5 Black 
Angelenos being either immigrants themselves or 
the second-generation U.S.-born descendant of 
immigrants.

When zooming out to the statewide population, 
the numbers change slightly but highlight a similar 
trend. Of all Californian Black residents, about 9 
percent are immigrants and another 10 percent are 
the second generation U.S born children of at least 
one immigrant parent.

Demographics

Almost one in five Black 
Angelenos are either 
immigrants themselves 
or the U.S.-born second 
generation children of 
immigrants 

Figure 4. Share of Black Residents Who Are Immigrants or Second-Generation U.S.-born Children of 
Immigrants, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of data from the 2014 through 2018 March Supplement of the Current Population Survey from IPUMS USA. Note: Data represent 
a 2014 through 2018 average. "Black" refers to all people identifying as Black alone or in combination with another race, including those who identify as Hispanic Black.
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the field—wholly due to the efforts of Indigenous 
migrants themselves. Comunidades Indigenas en 
Liderazgo, known as CIELO, is an Indigenous-led 
community organization in Los Angeles that not 
only provides crucial services to Indigenous migrant 
communities across the county, but also collects 
their own data. CIELO’s work fills a gaping hole in 
the ecosystem of immigrant-minded research and 
institutions.

Throughout the COVID-19 pandemic, the 
organization quickly turned to providing funds to 
support their communities’ needs, at a time when 
they were left out of federal efforts to aid those most 
affected by the crisis. While dispersing funds to 
Indigenous migrants across the county, CIELO also 

gathered data on their backgrounds.

Nearly three quarters of those served through 
CIELO's Undocu-Indigenous Fund identified as 
Zapotec, Indigenous peoples to current day Mexico. 
This was followed by 12 percent who identified 
as Mixe, Indigenous to current day Mexico, and 6 
percent who identified as Quiche, Indigenous to 
current day Guatemala.  CIELO’s data highlights 
that L.A. County is more diverse than many may 
realize and that Indigenous migrants, too, must 
be considered in our collective recovery of the 
pandemic. According to CIELO’s website, as of 
January 20, 2021 CIELO has provided $1,301,800 
dollars. For more, please visit CIELO’s website 
page on the fund: https://mycielo.org/undocu-
indigenous-fund/.

Demographics

Of those served 
through CIELO's 
Undocu-Indigenous 
Fund, 74 percent 
identify as 
Indigenous/Zapotec

Figure 5. People Served through CIELO’s Undocu-Indigenous Fund by Indigenous Community, May 2020

Source: Comunidades Indigenas en Liderazgo (https://mycielo.org/2020/05/23/undocumented-indigenous-fund-update-may-2020/)
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can provide insight into general demographic trends, 
these categories often gloss over distinctions within 
these groups. For instance, the Indigenous migrants 
just discussed are often lumped into the “Latino” 
category without consideration for their unique 
needs. 

Disaggregating data can shed light on these 
distinctions and help tailor policies to the unique 
needs of each community. Below we continue our 
goal of disaggregation by diving deeper into groups 
of AAPI, Latino, Black, and Middle Eastern North 
African (MENA) ancestry and identify both the number 
and percent of those in each ancestry category who 
are foreign born, along with the total population by 
ancestry. 

Among AAPI immigrants, the three largest sub-groups 
(respectively) are of Chinese ancestry, followed 
closely by Filipino and Korean ancestry. Among Latino 
immigrants, the top three sub-groups are of Mexican, 
Salvadoran, and Guatemalan ancestry. There are also 
significant numbers of Black immigrants, with the 
largest sub-groups being of Nigerian, Ethiopian or 
Eritrean, Belizean, and Jamaican ancestry. For Middle 
Eastern/North African immigrants, the top three 
sub-groups are of Armenian, Iranian, and Egyptian 
ancestry (the Census classifies Armenians as MENA 
although there is some disagreement as to how to 
classify this population; see the discussion in our Data 
and Methods section).

Demographics

L.A. immigrants have 
diverse ancestry
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Latino

Ancestry
Total 

Population
Immigrant
Population

Percent 
Immigrant

Mexican 3,027,441      1,126,835      37%

Salvadoran 355,440          217,244          61%

Guatemalan 228,138          140,502          62%

Honduran 42,591            27,726            65%

Peruvian 28,949            18,963            66%

Nicaraguan 29,815            18,373            62%

Colombian 20,588            12,683            62%

Cuban 27,954            11,582            41%

Ecuadorian 15,804            8,516              54%

Argentinean 9,620              4,869              51%

Chilean 5,714              3,368              59%

Costa Rican 6,328              2,782              44%

Bolivian 3,848              2,360              61%

All Other Latino 1,091,842      321,395          29%

Total 4,894,072      1,917,198      39%

Asian American or Pacific Islander (AAPI)

Ancestry
Total 

population
Immigrant
Population

Percent 
Immigrant

Chinese 388,806 275,432 71%

Filipino 278,790 190,067 68%

Korean 199,467 143,437 72%

Vietnamese 82,558 55,914 68%

Indian 77,733 54,979 71%

Taiwanese 46,915 33,893 72%

Japanese 91,122 33,350 37%

Cambodian 31,647 18,000 57%

Thai 21,499 16,241 76%

Pakistani 13,236 8,743 66%

Indonesian 8,293 6,657 80%

Bengali 6,614 4,951 75%

Sri Lankan 5,484 4,275 78%

Burmese 3,085 2,518 82%

Nepali 211,862 122,044 58%

Total 1,467,111 970,501 66%

Figure 6. Populations by Ancestry,  2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Data represent a 2014 through 
2018 average. Data presented in these charts is based on ancestry, see “Data and Methods” section for definition. Please note that classifications of Middle 
Eastern/North African categories are derived from the American Community Survey.

Demographics

L.A. immigrants have 
diverse ancestry

Black

Ancestry
Total 

Population
Immigrant 
Population

Percent 
Immigrant

Nigerian 10,813 6,576 61%

Ethiopian/Eritrean 9,054 5,957 66%

Belizean 9,434 5,176 55%

Jamaican 7,413 4,488 61%

All Other Black 757,671 32,013 4%

Total 794,385 54,210 7%

Middle Eastern/North African (MENA)

Ancestry
Total 

Population
Immigrant 
Population

Percent 
Immigrant

Armenian 178,993 129,430 72%

Iranian 73,509 54,764 74%

Egyptian 14,664 10,096 69%

Israeli 12,089 7,150 59%

Lebanese 14,426 6,923 48%

Arab 8,200 5,634 69%

Syrian 6,457 4,170 65%

Turkish 5,329 3,698 69%

All other MENA 22,232 13,460 61%

Total 335,899 235,325 70%
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The COVID-19 pandemic required many immigrant-
serving organizations to make adjustments in 
the way they provide services, resources, and 
opportunities to the communities they serve. 
This included taking the time and effort to 
implement virtual setups that worked for their 
staff and constituents. When that was not possible, 
organizations had to make changes. For example, 
the Muslim Public Affairs Council (MPAC) pivoted 
and postponed its Congressional Leadership 
Development Program (CLDP) to 2021. The CLDP 
is an internship program that places interns in 
congressional offices at the Capitol in Washington 
D.C. 

Reinvigorated Inclusion Efforts  
Similar to the reaction of other immigrant 
organizations in relation to the summer 2020 
protests, MPAC has spent time listening to 
community leaders and reflecting on how, as an 
organization, it can be more inclusive of Black 
Muslims and ensuring that they, and a more diverse 
group of Muslims, have a seat at the table. After the 
events and conversations over the summer, “MPAC 
is committed and determined to ensure that Black 
Muslims not only have a seat at the table, but that 
their voices and perspectives are learned from, 
included, and respected in all of our work toward 
the full rights, opportunities, and inclusion of 
American Muslims.”

Case Study #2

Muslim Public 
Affairs Council 
(MPAC)

“Education and empowerment are 
at the cornerstone of our work to 
amplify American Muslim voices in 
government, media and community 
- a critical part of that community is 
immigrants.“ 

- Salam Al-Marayati, 
President & Co-Founder, 

Muslim Public Affairs CouncilSource: Information collected from MPAC by the USC Equity Research Institute.
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Country Number
Percentage 

of Total
Mexico 133,166 21%
China 82,365 13%
Philippines 50,098 8%
El Salvador 47,782 7%
Guatemala 38,141 6%
Iran 29,849 5%
Korea 28,342 4%
India 26,550 4%
Armenia 16,034 2%
All Other Countries 196,175 30%

Country Number
Percentage 

of Total
Mexico 482,403 42%
El Salvador 95,004 8%
Philippines 69,856 6%
Korea 55,016 5%
Vietnam 43,308 4%
Guatemala 40,028 3%
Iran 34,730 3%
China 33,136 3%
Taiwan 28,003 2%
All Other Countries 278,814 24%

Figure 7. Top Birth Countries for those who 
Migrated More than 30 Years Ago, 2018

Figure 8. Top Birth Countries for those who 
Migrated Less than 10 Years Ago, 2018

Among immigrant Angelenos who arrived in the U.S. 
more than 30 years ago, about 482,000 came from 
Mexico. The three next largest groups are from El 
Salvador (95,000 people), the Philippines (70,000 
people), and Korea (55,000 people). Among those 
who arrived in the last 10 years, those emigrating 
from Mexico are still the largest group; however, 
they account for a much smaller share (21 percent) 
compared to those who arrived more than 30 years 
ago (42 percent).

Among more recent arrivals, the next three 
largest groups are from China, the Philippines, 
and El Salvador. Immigrant Angelenos from 
China increased to 13 percent among those who 
arrived in the last 10 years, compared with only 
3 percent among those who arrived more than 
30 years ago.

 Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.

Demographics

The composition 
of recently arrived 
immigrants is different 
than thirty years ago
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21 Diamond Bar 43.6%
22 South Gate 43.3%
23 Bell 43.3%
24 Bell Gardens 42.9%
25 South San Jose Hills 42.9%
26 South El Monte 42.0%
27 Florence-Graham 41.6%
28 San Marino 41.6%
29 Valinda 41.0%
30 East Los Angeles 40.9%
31 Hacienda Heights 40.9%
32 La Puente 40.8%
33 Hawaiian Gardens 40.0%
34 West Carson 39.5%
35 East Pasadena 38.6%
36 Lawndale 37.8%
37 Lynwood 37.8%
38 Los Angeles 37.3%
39 Montebello 37.2%
40 San Fernando 36.6%

Figure 9.  Percent Foreign Born by Census Tract and 
Supervisorial District, 2018

Over time, L.A. County has seen significant growth 
in its immigrant population. In the 1980s and 1990s, 
immigrants were still primarily concentrated near 
the dense urban areas of the City of Los Angeles. 
While higher numbers of immigrants still reside in 
those areas when compared to suburbs overall, 
in recent decades immigrant communities have 
dispersed throughout the county. As depicted here, 
the largest concentration of immigrants can be 

found in L.A County supervisorial district 1, though 
each district currently has a substantial share of 
immigrant residents.

Additionally, a closer look at the distribution of the 
immigrant population by city or unincorporated area 
reveals that immigrants comprise more than half of 
the population in places like Rosemead, Rowland 
Heights, Monterey Park, San Gabriel, and Glendale.  

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey 
summary file data and Supervisorial District boundaries from geohub.lacity.org. Note: Data 
represent a 2014 through 2018 average.

Demographics
Immigrants in 
L.A. County are 
geographically 
dispersed 

Figure 10. Top 40 Cities /Unincorporated Areas in L.A. 
County by Percent of Immigrants, 2018

City/Unincorporated Area Percent Immigrant
1 Rosemead 56.0%
2 Rowland Heights 55.0%
3 Monterey Park 55.0%
4 San Gabriel 54.8%
5 Glendale 53.6%
6 Walnut 50.1%
7 El Monte 49.9%
8 Walnut Park 49.8%
9 South San Gabriel 49.5%

10 Alhambra 49.3%
11 Arcadia 48.7%
12 Temple  48.6%
13 Artesia 46.5%
14 Huntington Park 46.3%
15 Lennox 46.1%
16 Maywood 45.5%
17 East San Gabriel 44.9%
18 Cerritos 43.9%
19 Cudahy 43.8%
20 Baldwin Park 43.6%

City/Unincorporated Area Percent Immigrant
1 Rosemead 56.0%
2 Rowland Heights 55.0%
3 Monterey Park 55.0%
4 San Gabriel 54.8%
5 Glendale 53.6%
6 Walnut 50.1%
7 El Monte 49.9%
8 Walnut Park 49.8%
9 South San Gabriel 49.5%

10 Alhambra 49.3%
11 Arcadia 48.7%
12 Temple  48.6%
13 Artesia 46.5%
14 Huntington Park 46.3%
15 Lennox 46.1%
16 Maywood 45.5%
17 East San Gabriel 44.9%
18 Cerritos 43.9%
19 Cudahy 43.8%
20 Baldwin Park 43.6%

 Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: 
Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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The Coalition for Humane Immigrant Rights 
(CHIRLA) has had to quickly meet the need of their 
members throughout the pandemic. Many of their 
members are essential workers meaning that they 
are in more susceptible environments to be infected 
with COVID-19. Immigrant women have been 
especially impacted, having left or lost their jobs to 
take care of children or extended family. Immigrant 
students have also had to change college plans to 
help their parents and families during this pandemic 
and economic crisis.

While CHIRLA has focused on how the pandemic 
has impacted their immigrant constituents, they 
also took into consideration how their staff have 
been affected. As an organization, CHIRLA has 
withstood losing employees to COVID-19. This is in 
addition to staff family members and close friends 
getting sick or passing from the deadly virus. Both 
of which exemplify the difficult environment in 
which immigrant-serving organizations have had to 
continue their important work.

Taking Action and Ensuring Solidarity
Given that under the first COVID-19 relief package 
the vast majority of undocumented immigrants 
were left out of receiving help, CHIRLA, alongside 
several immigrant organizations, rallied for and 
ultimately helped distribute $75 million that the 
state of California designated as part of its own 
relief package—the Disaster Relief Assistance for 
Immigrants (DRAI) went to more than 150,000 
undocumented Californians. 

In solidarity with the Black Lives Matter Los Angeles, 
CHIRLA helped with street mobilization efforts 
during the summer 2020 protests and in advocacy 
work locally. To tackle anti-Black racism and white 
supremacy that the immigration system upholds, 
CHIRLA has also partnered with Black Alliance for 
Just Immigration (BAJI) and supported the release 
of Black detainees in Adelanto detention center. In 
addition, CHIRLA has taken steps to further integrate 
anti-racism strategies and tools as part of its overall 
work. 

Case Study #3

Coalition 
for Humane 
Immigrant Rights 
(CHIRLA)

“Immigrant women are especially 
impacted given that they lost jobs 
and also have to stay home to take 
care of their children who are home 
from school.” 

- Angelica Salas, 
Executive Director, Coalition for 

Humane Immigrant Rights (CHIRLA)Source: Information collected from CHIRLA by the USC Equity Research Institute.
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Total: 1,172,781 

Total: 871,695 Total: 847,635 

Total: 686,033 

Figure 11. Immigrant Recency  of Arrival by Status, 
2018

Figure 12. Recency of Arrival for LPRs and 
Undocumented Immigrants, 2018

Many immigrants are long-settled residents of L.A. 
County. 70 percent of undocumented Angelenos 
have been in the U.S. for more than a decade, 
slightly higher than the share among LPRs. Of those 
who immigrated more than 30 years ago, about 77 
percent are naturalized citizens and 20 percent are 
LPRs. For those who arrived in the U.S. less than ten 
years ago, 17 percent are naturalized, nearly half 

are LPRs, and about 34 percent are undocumented. 
Recency of arrival is usually an important indicator 
as length of residency affects eligibility and the 
likelihood of naturalization. In recent months, it 
may also be an important indicator of established 
connections that could help in receiving both 
information and aid from the COVID-19 pandemic.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American 
Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of 
Income and Program Participation. Note: See “Data and Methods” section 
for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data 
represent a 2014 through 2018 average

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American 
Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of 
Income and Program Participation. Note: See “Data and Methods” section 
for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data 
represent a 2014 through 2018 average.

Demographics

Over two-thirds 
of undocumented 
residents have been 
in the U.S. longer 
than a decade

Undocumented More than 30 years

70 percent of 
undocumented 
Angelenos have 
been in the U.S. for 
more than a decade

Lawful Permanent Resident 21-30 years
Naturalized Citizen 11-20 years

6-10 years
5 years or less
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race and ethnicity, we find that the share of each 
racial and ethnic group that is the largest is, in 
fact, the share of immigrants that have lived in the 
country for more than 30 years. Of Pacific Islander 
immigrants in L.A. County, about 41 percent have 
lived in the U.S. for over 30 years. The same is true 
for 36 percent of Latino immigrants, 34 percent 
of Mixed Race/Other immigrants (we use “mixed-
race” as a shorthand from here onward—for 
more details please see page 109), 32 percent of 
white immigrants, 31 percent of Asian American 
immigrants, and 30 percent of non-Hispanic, non-
mixed-race Black immigrants.   

This exemplifies that each racial/ethnic group of 
immigrants in L.A. County have a sizeable portion of 
long-settled residents.

Demographics

Over 70 percent 
of Latino, Pacific 
Islander, Asian 
American, and Black 
immigrants have 
been in the U.S. 
longer than a decade

Figure 13. Immigrant Recency of Arrival by Race/Ethnicity, 2018

Source: UUSC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Data represent a 2014-2018 average. Note: The 
breakdown for Black immigrants here only includes those who identify as non-Hispanic Black. It also does not include those who identify as Mixed race. Data represent a 2014 
through 2018 average. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/recency-of-arrival#/?breakdown=3. 
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794,000 788,000 

256,000 

Undocumented Immigrants U.S. Citizens Living with
Undocumented Family Members

LPRs Living with Undocumented
Family Members

Immigration Status and Family Ripple Effects, Los Angeles County, 2014-2018

Figure 14. Immigration Status and Family Ripple Effects, 2018

Many Angelenos live in mixed-status households; or 
families with members having different immigration 
statuses. Many mixed-status families face barriers, 
such as fear of accessing public services and risk of 
deportation—both of which were likely presented 
as even more dangerous barriers to necessary 
health care in light of COVID-19. Many families often 
underutilize services that may be available to them 
and their children due to the fear of deportation. 

About 794,000 Angelenos are undocumented. A 
number which became particularly important during 
the first few phases of federal pandemic relief that

excluded undocumented immigrants nationwide. 
And as we know, what affects our undocumented 
communities affects many more people in their 
circles. In addition to undocumented Angelenos, 
there are 788,000 U.S. citizens living with 
undocumented family members and around 256,000 
LPRs who also live with an undocumented family 
member. That means that about 18 percent of 
Angelenos are either undocumented themselves 
or live with at least one family member who is 
undocumented.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. 
Note: Universe includes all households (no group quarters). See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 
2014 through 2018 average.

Demographics

Mixed-status 
families are 
common in the 
region—they 
include over 1.8 
million Angelenos18 percent of Angelenos 

are either undocumented 
themselves or live with a 
family member who is
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in L.A. County also requires looking into the extent 
of their reach within racial and ethnic groups in the 
region. Among Latinos in the county, 12 percent 
are undocumented, another 14 percent are U.S. 
citizens living with undocumented family members, 
4 percent are LPRs living with undocumented family 
members—totaling 30 percent of Latinos in the 
county who are undocumented or living in mixed-
status families. 

For Asian Americans in the region, 6 percent are 
undocumented, 3 percent are U.S. citizens living 
with undocumented family members, and another 
3 percent are LPRs living with undocumented 
family members. For Pacific Islanders in L.A. 
County, about one percent are undocumented 
and about one percent are U.S. citizens living with 
undocumented family members. For non-Hispanic, 
non-mixed-race Black residents in the county, 
undocumented residents and other residents living 
with undocumented family members account for 
just over 1 percent of the population. 

Demographics

About a third of 
Latinos and 12 
percent of Asian 
Americans in 
L.A. County are 
undocumented or 
live with someone 
who is

Source:USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Data represent a 2014-2018 average.Note: The breakdown 
for Black immigrants here only includes those who identify as non-Hispanic Black. It also does not include those who identify as Multiracial. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 
average. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/mixed-status-families#/?breakdown=2.

Figure 15. Residents by Race, Status, and Family Relationships, 2018
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are living with at least one undocumented parent. 
Of all Latino children, about 32 percent live with 
an undocumented parent. The same is true for 13 
percent of Asian American children, 3 percent of 
mixed-race children, 3 percent of white children, 2 
percent of Pacific Islander children, and 1 percent of 
Black children.

Demographics

Under a quarter 
of children in 
L.A. County live 
with at least one 
undocumented 
parent

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Data represent a 2014-2018 average. Data also available on 
the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/mixed-status-families#/?breakdown=5.

Figure 16. Percent of Children (under 18) Living with Undocumented Parent(s) by Race/Ethnicity, 2018
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Immigration rates in L.A. County began to stabilize 
following a period of growth in the immigrant 
population that lasted four decades. In 1970, the 
immigrant population stood at about 765,000. By 
2010 that number increased to over 3.4 million and 
has since remained about the same. The stabilization 
of the population is likely due in large part to shifts 
in the economy, including declining labor demand in 
the U.S. 

Since the inflow of immigrants has declined overall, 
many of the county’s immigrants are older. Looking 

at age and immigration status, children under 18 
comprise one third of U.S. born Angelenos but only 
6 percent of undocumented Angelenos, 5 percent of 
LPRs, and less than 2 percent of naturalized citizens. 
Over half of all immigrants across status groups are 
between 30 and 64 years of age. Naturalized citizens 
have the highest share of those 65 and older at over 
a quarter compared to just about 10 percent of the 
U.S.-born population—pointing to a large share 
of the naturalized immigrant population that is at 
greater risk of COVID-19 and also eligible for early 
vaccine phases.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community 
Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program 
Participation. Note: Numbers were rounded to the nearest thousand.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 
Survey of Income and Program Participation. Note: Universe includes all households (no group quarters). See “Data and Methods” 
section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.

Figure 17. L.A. County Immigrant Population, 1970 - 
2018

Demographics

A greater share of 
immigrants are in 
prime working age 
compared to the U.S.-
born population

Figure 18. Age by Status, 2018
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34This year, it became particularly important to 
turn our attention to health care services within 
immigrant communities. In the time of COVID-19, 
tests and vaccines do not always require health 
insurance coverage10—a great step toward 
equity—however, insurance remains important for 
those requiring the attention of a doctor or even 
hospitalization due to the illness. Because of this 
reason, we looked to health insurance coverage rates 
by immigration status.

About 7 percent of naturalized citizens in L.A. County 
lacked health insurance coverage. The percentage 
increases significantly for LPRs at about 22 percent 
and even more dramatically for undocumented 
Angelenos to over 40 percent. These rates are 

important to note as we look at COVID-19 cases 
below. 

Undocumented seniors in particular are at higher 
risk of contracting COVID-19. Despite this, they 
have been avidly excluded from affordable health 
care options. In 2020, the expansion of Medi-Cal 
coverage to undocumented seniors failed to be 
instated in Governor Newsom’s budget proposal. 
Estimates show that across the state, 29,000 
undocumented seniors would be eligible for Medi-
Cal coverage.11 Expanding access to healthcare for all 
undocumented immigrants is critical in improving 
the health and wellbeing of all, especially under a 
public health crisis. 

Demographics

Almost a quarter 
of LPRs and over 
40 percent of 
undocumented 
immigrants in L.A. 
County lack health 
insurance

Figure 19. Share of Population without Health Insurance by Status, 2018 

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program 
Participation. Note: Universe includes all households (no group quarters). See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. 
Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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35Though COVID-19 data is not currently available by 
immigration status, the racial breakdown of COVID-19 
cases and deaths in L.A. County highlights alarming 
disparities. As of May 25, 2021, the case rates for 
Pacific Islanders were highest at 21,287 per 100,000 
residents. Latino cases were at a rate of 13,174 
followed by Native American residents at a rate of 
8,932; and Black residents at a rate of 5,695.

Death rates have, fortunately, not been as high. 
However, higher rates still exist for death rates of 
people of color in L.A. County. Death rates for Latino 
and Pacific Islander Angelenos were over 350 per 
100,000 residents. This is followed by Black residents 
at a rate of 207; Native American residents at a rate of 

188; and Asian-American residents at a rate of 160.

Throughout 2020 and into 2021, research has 
examined the disproportionate impacts of COVID-19 
based on race/ethnicity. Numbers for Native Hawaiian 
and Pacific Islanders have consistently been the 
highest in the county— which local public health 
leaders partly attribute to preexisting conditions 
and multi-generational households.12 In July of 
2020, Pacific Islanders in L.A. County were dying at 
four times the rate of white residents.13 In December 
2020, Latinos were nearly three times as likely to be 
hospitalized when compared to white residents. For 
Black residents, they were about twice as likely to be 
hospitalized from contracting the virus.14 

Source: Los Angeles Department of Public Health, LA County COVID-19 Surveillance Dashboard. Notes: Excludes Long Beach and Pasadena. Adjusted rates are per 100,000 population and is adjusted for age. Numbers reflect data 
through 05/25/2021

Figure 20. Adjusted Rate per 100,000 of COVID-19 Cases by 
Race/Ethnicity, May 25 2021

Demographics

Communities of 
color have suffered 
the highest rates of 
COVID-19 deaths in 
L.A. County

Figure 21. Adjusted Rate per 100,000 of COVID-19 Deaths by 
Race/Ethnicity, May 25 2021
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Economic 
Mobility

"California Dining Lockdown", by Russ 
Allison Loar, licensed under CC BY-NC-
ND 2.0
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37Immigrants are such a large part of L.A. County and it is imperative that they engage 
and thrive in the economy, particularly as we continue to navigate and recover from 
the COVID-19 pandemic. Workers and the economy are tied together and L.A. County 
cannot have an economic recovery without caring for the essential workers that have 
helped the rest of us weather through the pandemic. A county where immigrants are able 
to integrate economically is one where immigrants can access living wages, employment 
opportunities, and resources to start businesses and generate economic activity. Economic 
mobility is measured in two ways: through an economic snapshot and over time. The 
economic snapshot assesses the economic wellbeing of immigrants right now, while the 
economic trajectory measures the economic welfare of immigrants over the last four 
decades. Additionally, some of the data in the economic snapshot can illustrate how some 
immigrants are faring amidst the COVID-19 pandemic. The data shows that immigrant 
Angelenos comprise about 42 percent of the workforce in L.A. County, concentrated in 
different industries. Nevertheless, about one in five immigrant workers, including 36 percent 
of working undocumented Angelenos, experience working poverty. In addition, many have 
measurably lower wages despite having similar education levels.

Economic 
Mobility

How are immigrants 
faring economically?

• While some immigrants are experiencing job loss, others are 
working in essential, higher risk occupations

• Immigrants, in particular, undocumented immigrants, were hit hard 
by the COVID-19 pandemic, many without access to federal relief  

• Immigrant women have been disproportionately impacted by the 
pandemic

• Immigrant Angelenos significantly contribute to taxes and spending 
power 

• Immigrants are major contributors to entrepreneurship and small 
businesses
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economic snapshot, assessing the current economic 
wellbeing of immigrants. Later in this section, we 
assess the economic wellbeing of immigrants over 
the last four decades. 

Although immigrant Angelenos comprise over one 
third (35 percent) of the total population, they 
compose about 42 percent of all workers 16 years or 
older.15 COVID-19 has impacted all workers, with its 
harshest impact on people of color and immigrant 
workers. “Essential” is defined by federal and state 
governments as “must-open” enterprises (such 
as health care, agriculture, logistics, and grocery 
stores) and “high-risk” is defined as having to work 
in close proximity with others. Nearly 40 percent of 
Pacific Islander immigrants fall into the essential and 

high-risk positions. The same is true for just under 
30 percent of Asian immigrants, Latino immigrants, 
Black U.S.-born workers, and Latino U.S.-born 
workers. By comparison, only 17 percent of white 
workers are in essential, higher risk work. Equally 
important is the overrepresentation of U.S.-born 
Pacific Islander, U.S.-born and immigrant Latinos, 
U.S.-born African Americans, and Native American 
and Alaska Natives in what is considered “non-
essential” but higher risk work in sectors such as 
hospitality and retail. These sectors experienced 
sharp initial lay-offs but also start-stop rebounds 
at the onset of the pandemic.16 This duality means 
that immigrant workers and workers of color have 
been more likely to be stressed by unemployment 
but also more likely to be showing up for dangerous 
employment. 

Economic 
Mobility

Immigrants are working 
in essential and high-
risk occupations but 
also in non-essential 
and close proximity 
work 

Figure 22. Workers by Race/Ethnicity/Nativity, Employment in Essential Occupations and Occupational 
COVID-19 Risk, 2018 

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of data from the 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and O*NET. Note: Universe includes employed 
civilian noninstitutional population age 16 or older in occupations with valid data for the O*NET physical proximity score. Essential occupations were identified based on an 
assessment of information from federal and state sources. Higher-risk occupations are defined as having an O*NET physical proximity score of greater than 3.25. Data represent a 
2014 through 2018 average.
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39Another group that was disproportionately impacted 
by the pandemic were part-time workers. When 
looking at Angeleno workers by nativity and gender 
we see that only 28 percent of U.S.-born men and 22 
percent of immigrant men are part-time workers. By 
comparison, 37 percent of immigrant women and 38 
percent of U.S.-born women were part-time workers, 
meaning a larger share of women are bearing the 
economic impacts of part-time work.  

Part-time workers were one group already 
experiencing economic stress that was only 
exacerbated by the pandemic. Prior to the pandemic, 
part-time workers were more likely to experience 
financial hardship and less likely to receive benefits 
like paid leave and health care. Between February 
and May of 2020, the unemployment rate for part-
time workers across the U.S. increased from about 4 
percent to nearly 20 percent; this was a much higher 
rate than that of full-time workers.17

Immigrant women have also been 
disproportionately impacted by the pandemic. 
Unemployment trends during the pandemic reveal 
that while unemployment rates have fluctuated 
since the onset of the pandemic, at the national 
level immigrant women faced among the highest 
rates of unemployment as compared to other 
groups.18 In addition, the labor force participation 
rate of immigrant women between January 2020 
and September 2020 decreased.19 The decrease 
in labor force participation for some immigrant 
women may be attributed in part to their dual roles 
as mothers and workers, as many experienced 
challenges working and caring for children at home, 
as schools turned to remote learning. This reduced 
employment among women impacts their families 
as it can translate into lower incomes, higher poverty 
rates, and a generation of social assistance needs.20 

Economic 
Mobility

Immigrant women have 
been disproportionately 
impacted by the 
pandemic

Figure 23. Worker Status by Gender and Nativity, 2018

Source:  USC Equity Research Institute Analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Universe includes the civilian noninstitutionalized 
population ages 25 to 64 who worked during the year prior to the survey. Data reflects a 2014-2018 average.  
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Figure 24. Workers by Industry and Status, 2018

While immigrants have a presence in all major 
industries, never comprising less than 20 percent 
of the sectoral workforce shown below, they are 
concentrated in certain areas of the economy. 
Immigrants make up over 35 percent of workers in 
industries like professional services, retail trade, 
education and health, and finance, insurance, and 
real estate.

Immigrants comprise 45 percent of the workers in 
transportation and warehousing. Over half of the 
workers in manufacturing, construction, agriculture, 
and wholesale trade are immigrants. 

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. 
Note: Universe includes the employed civilian non-institutional population age 16 or older. See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR 
population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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41Immigrants also have a major presence in a 
variety of occupations. Many of these occupations 
are essential, meaning workers were forced to 
continue to work, risking exposure to COVID-19. For 
example, almost 80 percent of workers in building 
grounds cleaning and maintenance are immigrants. 
Approximately 66 percent of those employed in 
farming, fishing, and forestry are immigrants. 
Additionally, immigrants employed as healthcare 
practitioners and technical and healthcare support 
comprised about 41 percent and 54 percent of 
workers, respectively. 

For others working in hard-hit industries like food 
service, the closure of restaurants and bars means 
no income, and for undocumented workers there 
are no safety net options, as they are excluded 
from unemployment benefits.21 Across the county, 
immigrants comprised over 50 percent of workers 
employed in food preparation and serving, of which 
22 percent were undocumented.

Economic 
Mobility

Immigrants are 
working in essential 
occupations, risking 
exposure to COVID-19

Figure 25. Selected Occupation Categories by Immigration Status, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. 
Note: Universe includes the employed civilian non-institutional population age 16 or older. See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR 
population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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42Additionally,  looking at general occupations with 
a gender lens illustrates a better picture of which 
immigrants are concentrated in certain occupations. 
For example, immigrant men comprise the largest 
share of workers in production (43 percent) and 
transportation and material moving (41 percent). By 
comparison, immigrant women compose the largest 
share of workers in healthcare support (about 44 
percent) and building and grounds cleaning and 
maintenance (39 percent). 

Amidst the pandemic, as many industries shifted 
to automation, remote work, and less travel, 
economists foresee changes in how and where 
people work, in addition to the millions of jobs 
that are unlikely to return after the pandemic.22 
Understanding the occupations that immigrant 
men and women are employed in will be critical 
in addressing disparities that arise with these 
permanent shifts in the workforce to ensure an 
inclusive economic recovery. Economic 

Mobility

Immigrant women 
comprise the largest 
share of workers in 
healthcare support

Figure 26. Selected General Occupation Categories by Nativity and Gender, 2018
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Case Study #4

Pilipino 
Workers Center 
of Southern 
California (PWC)

Working through Grief 
The early days of the pandemic were especially 
difficult for organizations like the Pilipino Workers 
Center of Southern California (PWC). While trying 
to adapt to new circumstances, there was loss and 
grief to navigate—both within the organization and 
among the community they serve—something that 
was echoed by many organizations featured in this 
report. This was occurring as PWC was trying to 
help immigrant workers, especially undocumented 
workers, who were exposed to the virus and had no 
place to safely isolate due to crowded housing. PWC 
members had to move to hotels or into cars to keep 
from spreading the virus further. Housing quickly 
became an emergency that required donations and 
philanthropy support due to red tape around federal 
resources. 

As one of the organizations serving undocumented 
immigrants, the challenges brought by the pandemic 
also allowed the organization to connect with more 
people. An opportunity that emerged was finally 
being able to access more resources for direct 
cash assistance. However, there have been no 
dedicated funds for infrastructure work, so while 
their programs have grown, overall capacity and 
infrastructure has not, which is something that 
County support could remedy.

Worker rights through a pandemic    
The workers that PWC serves—many of whom 
are immigrant women in domestic and long-term 
care work—had to make the difficult decision to 
voluntarily stop working to protect themselves from 
the virus or continue working. Outside of this, many 
workers still lost jobs and were unable to access 
unemployment. Others who remained employed in 
long-term care facilities started working around the 
clock, unable to leave for fear of bringing in the virus.  

Workers’ rights during this time of crisis have 
largely been set to the side. Some who remained 
employed did not always receive the proper personal 
protective equipment (until PWC stepped in to 
demand it) and wage theft cases dropped as workers 
became fearful of losing their jobs. However, one 
win came in late 2020 when PWC, alongside many 
organizations, won the right for workers to organize 
public health councils to address pandemic health-
related issues without retaliation.23 The councils are 
currently allowed in restaurants, food and apparel 
manufacturing sites, and warehousing and storage.24 
Yet opportunities for change still exist in regards to 
language access (especially for vaccine information), 
undoing the changes made to immigration programs 
under the Trump administration, a pathway to  
citizenship for domestic and long-term care workers, 
and more investment in workforce development and 
access among immigrant communities. 

“Workers really bore the brunt of 
all these issues. I am worried about 
how coming out of the pandemic will 
affect long-term standards. Even 
enforcement agencies say, ‘it’s a crisis 
period’, so employers are getting a bit 
of a pass at the moment and we need 
to build back better.” 

- Aquilina Soriano Versoza, 
Executive Director, Pilipino Workers 
Center of Southern California (PWC)

Source: Information collected from PWC by the USC Equity Research Institute.
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44In L.A. County, hourly workers are still earning 
less than $15. This is especially true for immigrant 
Angelenos. Among full-time workers making less 
than $15 an hour, over 60 percent are immigrants. 
By comparison, among full-time workers making 
at least $15 an hour, over 60 percent are U.S. born. 
Additionally, when disaggregating by status, we see 
that among those making less than $15 an hour, 
nearly a quarter are undocumented, 20 percent are 
naturalized citizens, and about 17 percent are LPRs. 
In a high-cost region like L.A. County, making under 
$15 and even $15, is not a living wage, especially 
during a pandemic.25

Economic 
Mobility

Nearly a quarter 
of undocumented 
immigrants are making 
less than $15 an hour

Figure 27. Full-time Worker Wages by Status, 2018 

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation 
Note: Universe includes full-time civilian noninstitutionalized wage and salary workers ages 25-64. Values were then adjusted for inflation to reflect 2018 dollars. Data represent a 
2014 through 2018 average.
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45Median hourly wages for immigrant workers are 
about $7 less than U.S.-born workers. Among 
immigrants, those who are naturalized U.S. citizens 
make the highest median hourly wage at about $22 
compared with LPR Angelenos who make about $15 
and undocumented Angelenos who make $12. As 
stated earlier, these wages are much too low for an 
area like L.A. County and should be addressed in 
our collective recovery from the pandemic and its 
economic impacts. Economic 

Mobility

Undocumented 
immigrants make the 
lowest median hourly 
wage at median of $12 
per hour

Figure 28. Median Hourly Wage by Nativity and Immigration Status, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. 
Note: Universe includes civilian noninstitutional full-time wage and salary workers ages 25 through 64. See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates of the 
undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average. Values are in 2018 dollars.
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and nativity, we see that large disparities exist. For 
example, white U.S.-born Angelenos and white 
immigrant Angelenos have the highest wages at 
$33 and $31, respectively. Among some groups, 
U.S.-born Angelenos have much higher wages than 
immigrant Angelenos.

For example, among Latinos, U.S.-born Angelenos 
make $19 compared with $14 for immigrant 
Angelenos. Among Asian Americans, U.S.-born 
Angelenos make $29 compared to $25 for immigrant 
Angelenos. However, this is not the case for Black 
Angelenos, for whom immigrant Angelenos make 
$24 compared with $22 for U.S.-born Angelenos.

Economic 
Mobility

Wage disparities exist 
among different groups 
of immigrants

Figure 29. Median Hourly Wage by Race and Nativity, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Data represent a 2014-2018 average. Note: Universe 
includes civilian noninstitutional full-time wage and salary workers ages 25 through 64. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/
indicators/median-hourly-wage#/?breakdown=3.
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47When looking at median hourly wages over time, 
it is clear that wages have remained relatively 
stagnant for immigrants and even decreased for 
U.S.-born workers. In 2000, the median hourly wage 
for immigrants was $17. By 2018, the median hourly 
wage was only $18. Over the same period median 
wages for U.S.-born workers actually declined by $3, 
from $28 to $25, closing the wage gap by nativity by 
$5 (from $11 to $7). 

An analysis by the Los Angeles Economic 
Development Corporation (LAEDC) on economic 
growth in L.A. County, reveals that between 2000 
and 2018, there has been little growth in household 
income and, at the same time, home prices have far 
outpaced household incomes.26 With stagnant and 
declining wages, as well as the rising cost of living, it 
is no surprise then that many Angeleno families are 
experiencing economic stress.

Economic 
Mobility

Wages for immigrants 
have remained stagnant 
over time 

Figure 30. Median Hourly Wage Trend by Nativity, 2000-2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of microdata from IPUMS USA 2000 5% sample, 2010 and 2018 5-year American Community Survey samples. Data for 2000 are based on a survey that year but 
reflect income from the prior year, while data for 2010 and 2018 represent five-year averages (e.g. 2014-2018). Note: Universe includes civilian noninstitutional full-time wage and salary workers ages 25 
through 64. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/median-hourly-wage#/?breakdown=1.
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often have higher median household incomes than 
their immigrant counterparts. These disparities are 
consistent even when disaggregated by race with the 
exception of Black immigrant households who have 
a higher median income than their Black U.S.-born 
counterparts.

For example, Black immigrant households make 
$57,400, whereas Black U.S.-born households 
make $44,400. Among AAPI’s, U.S.-born headed 
households make about $92,200 whereas immigrant 
households make $70,000. Among Latinos, U.S.-
born households make $63,900 whereas immigrant 
households make $46,000. The economic stress 
caused by the pandemic will have long-term 
devastating effects for people of color and immigrant 
households, some whom were excluded from federal 
relief.  

Figure 31. Median Household Income by Race/Ethnicity and Nativity, 2018
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Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Universe includes all 
households (no group quarters). Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average. Values are in 2018 dollars.
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Figure 32. Median Household Income for AAPI Immigrants, 2018    
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When aggregated, AAPI immigrants have the highest 
median household income. However, aggregation 
can create an incomplete picture of income for 
AAPI immigrants. For example, households headed 
by Indian immigrants have a median income of 
$107,900 and Filipino immigrant households have 
a median income of $90,800. In contrast, Bengali, 
Cambodian, Korean, and Pakistani immigrant 
households each have a median household income 

of less than $55,000. While household size may 
influence these numbers, the economic stress 
recently caused by the pandemic has still likely 
furthered the income disparities illustrated here.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Universe includes all 
households (no group quarters). Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average. Values are in 2018 dollars.
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Case Study #5

Los Angeles 
County Office 
of Education 
(LACOE)

Attending to the need of students
Like many organizations throughout the pandemic, 
the Los Angeles County Office of Education (LACOE) 
had to adapt quickly. LACOE moved quickly to 
support local educational agencies in securing the 
technology that students needed and to provide 
online collaborative spaces for educators, through 
which best practices were shared and new models 
of engagement developed. As an office that 
supports students and educators, the effects of 
the pandemic on access to education have been 
numerous. According to their 2020 data, L.A. County 
is home to 1.4 million students—over 258,000 of 
which are English learners.27 

Rising to the Challenge: Districts Innovating to 
Address Equity across Los Angeles County, a report 
led by the Greater LA Education Foundation in 
collaboration with LACOE, details four forward-
looking practices critical to mitigating the 
consequences of the pandemic: supporting 
continuity of instruction, mitigating learning loss, 
monitoring and supporting social-emotional well-
being, and advancing equity (providing additional 
supports for special populations).28

Required support from leadership
When considering the ways that organizations like 
LACOE have had to move quickly with only existing 
resources or limited new resources, opportunities 
emerged in relation to how countywide leadership 
supports their efforts. For LACOE, that support has 
come in the form of continued communication 
with those who have power over policy, service 
provision, and research that are relevant to the 
needs of students, parents, and educational 
institutions.

One specific example includes increased 
consideration of how to make programming and 
resources available to refugees and asylees—both in 
planning and execution.

“In my opinion, COVID has given 
us an opportunity to strengthen 
LACOE’s leading role and to continue 
to support districts in having the 
necessary resources they need to 
have families thrive.” 

- Carolina Sheinfeld, 
Immigrant Relations Coordinator, LA 

County Office of Education (LACOE)Source: Information collected from LACOE by the USC Equity Research Institute.
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Figure 33. Educational Attainment by Nativity and Immigration Status, 2018

Disparities in educational attainment by immigration 
status also exist and are connected to a variety 
of factors: recency of arrival, status concerns, 
language barriers, income, and more. The U.S.-born 
population reaches higher levels of educational 
attainment than the immigrant population, though 
there are some exceptions when disaggregating by 
race/ethnicity. 

When disaggregated by immigration status, the 
educational disparities among different groups 
of immigrants appear wider. About 33 percent of 
naturalized citizens, nearly a quarter (24 percent) 
of LPRs, and about 10 percent of undocumented 
Angelenos have a Bachelors (BA) degree or higher.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. 
Note: Universe includes all persons ages 25 through 64. See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 2014 
through 2018 average.
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status also exist between immigrants of different 
racial/ethnic groups, which is revealed when we 
disaggregate the data. Asian American, white, and 
mixed-race communities have higher levels of 
educational attainment than other groups, followed 
by Black immigrants.

Only about 7 percent of Latino immigrants and 
16 percent of Pacific Islander immigrants have a 
Bachelors (BA) degree or higher.
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Educational attainment 
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Figure 34. Educational Attainment among Immigrants by Race/Ethnicity, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of  2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Data represent a 2014-2018 average. Note: Universe is all 
people ages 25-64. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/educational-attainment#/?breakdown=3. 
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Figure 35. Educational Attainment for Immigrants of AAPI Ancestry, 2018

When aggregated, AAPI immigrants have some of 
the highest educational attainment rates. However, 
aggregation can often hide disparities, particularly 
the lower levels of education among Southeast 
Asians and Pacific Islanders. For example, 82 percent 
of Indian and 67 percent of Taiwanese immigrant 
Angelenos have a BA degree or higher. However, that 
number drops to 15 percent for Pacific Islander and 

Cambodian immigrants, 28 percent of Vietnamese 
immigrants, and 39 percent of Sri Lankan immigrant 
Angelenos. The variation within the AAPI community 
drives home the fact that certain communities face 
unique barriers and may need distinct resources.  

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of  2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Data represent a 2014-2018 average. Note: Universe is all people 
ages 25-64. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/educational-attainment#/?breakdown=4. 
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Figure 36. Median Hourly Wage by Status and Educational Attainment, 2018
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Education plays an important role in lifting the 
wages of immigrants. Wages do increase for 
immigrants of all statuses as education increases; 
however, wage inequalities persist. On average, 
naturalized citizens with a BA or higher make an 
hourly rate of about $34, equal to their U.S.-born 
counterparts, while undocumented and LPR 
Angelenos with a BA or higher make between $9 and 
$5 less, respectively.

Wage disparities among those with similar levels 
of educational attainment may highlight the 
need to focus on addressing the barriers to the 
recognition of credentials and licenses acquired in 
another country. This is particularly important as 
we emerge from the pandemic, as the state and L.A. 
County experienced an urgent need for healthcare 
workers.29 In California, over a quarter (27 percent) 
of immigrants with undergraduate health-related 
degrees are either working in low-skilled jobs or are 
out of work.30 In addition, there is a need to focus on 
discrimination in the job market based on race as 
well as immigration status.
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Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program 
Participation. Note: Universe includes civilian non-institutional full-time wage and salary workers ages 25 through 64. See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates 
of the undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average. Values are in 2018 dollars.
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Figure 37. Median Hourly Wage by Educational Attainment, Nativity, and Gender, 2018

Although education of ten leads to increased wages, 
the gender wage gap persists for immigrant women. 
Women, regardless of educational attainment and 
nativity, make less than their male counterparts. 
Among those with a BA or higher, immigrant women 
make about $1 less per hour than U.S.-born women, 
$4 less per hour than immigrant men, and $8 less per 
hour than U.S.-born men.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Universe includes civilian non-institutional full-
time wage and salary workers ages 25 through 64. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average. Values are in 2018 dollars.

Economic 
Mobility

Wage disparities exist 
for immigrant women 
even with higher 
levels of educational 
attainment

U.S.-born male
U.S.-born female
Foreign-born male
Foreign-born female

$15

$19

$24

$39

$13

$16

$20

$31

$13
$15

$21

$35

$10
$13

$19

$31

 Less than a
HS Diploma

 HS Diploma,
no College

 More than HS diploma,
less than BA

 BA Degree
or higher



State of Immigrants in 
Los Angeles County 2021

56

Case Study #6

UNITE-LA

Educational Consequences of the 
Pandemic
The COVID-19 pandemic has dramatically altered the 
education landscape, widening systemic education 
gaps, and emphasizing the longstanding inequities 
for low-income communities and communities of 
color, including the mixed-status student population. 
UNITE-LA is seeing more young people than ever 
re-evaluate college enrollment; a particular concern 
for low-income, under-resourced, and mixed-
status youth who are already at a disadvantage in 
navigating college admissions processes. 

Without critical knowledge of the true cost of college 
tuition, availability of financial aid, student support 
services, enrollment processes, and the long-term 
economic benefits of postsecondary education, 
thousands of qualified L.A. high school seniors in 
low-income households forgo college. This increases 
their likelihood of sustained poverty. UNITE-LA 
understands that successfully applying for financial 
aid continues to be a critical initial step for low-
income and first-generation college students, but 
one that remains elusive for L.A.’s students.

During this time, UNITE-LA has also helped activate 
the business community in supporting federal 
legislative vehicles that support pathways to 
citizenship, which would help parents of immigrant 
youth/mixed status families have a pathway to 
citizenship and allow them to contribute to our 
economy and keep families united. 

Closing Inequities in College Access for 
Young Angelenos  
As such, UNITE-LA works to support youth out of 
school, young adults in college, transfer students, 
special populations (including justice-involved 
and dual-status youth), undocumented students, 
and historically harder to reach families. Through 
programs like Cash for College (CFC), UNITE-LA 
provides access to higher education and financial 
support. 

With this year’s in-person programming disrupted by 
COVID-19, UNITE-LA made a swift pivot to reimagine 
CFC by investing in online platforms that expanded 
the ability to complement in-person CFC conventions 
with year-round, in/out of school programming 
through virtual workshops, presentations by college 
access experts, and resources on applying for 
financial aid remotely. This platform allows them to 
scale events and activities to provide greater impact, 
support, excitement, and consistent engagement for 
partner schools as well as organizations. These new 
resources will fill existing knowledge gaps, while also 
covering broader college access topics—particularly 
key inflection points that ensure students not only 
matriculate, but graduate.  

“Leveraging our role as a trusted 
business – in education partnerships 
and intermediary expert in bridging 
gaps – UNITE-LA seeks to strengthen 
and diversify the local talent pipeline 
to support pathways to high-
growth, high-wage careers. Our 
programming, policy, and systems 
change efforts are designed to reach 
individuals disproportionately 
affected by racial, educational, 
socio-economic, and other social/
cultural barriers and structures, 
including COVID-19. This is especially 
true for low-income, young people 
of color and communities lacking 
ready access to healthcare, higher 
education and living wage careers.”

- Sonia Campos-Rivera, 
VP Policy & Public Affairs, UNITE LA Source: Information collected from UNITE-LA by the USC Equity Research Institute.
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Figure 38. Percent below 200% of the Federal Poverty Level 
by Nativity and Immigration Status, 2018

Prior to the pandemic, immigrant Angelenos were 
already experiencing economic stress. Economic 
insecurity, defined as having a family income below 
200 percent of the federal poverty level, captures 
those who are above the poverty line but still do not 
have enough money to cover basic needs like food, 
shelter, transportation costs, and child care. Overall, 
all Angelenos have a high rate of economic insecurity 
at 37 percent. However, undocumented and LPR 
Angelenos have higher levels of economic insecurity 
at 63 percent of undocumented Angelenos and 48 
percent of LPR Angelenos. 

While immigrants overall tend to experience higher 
rates of economic insecurity, disparities persist 
across race/ethnicity. Among Latinos, over half 

of immigrants experience economic insecurity 
as compared to 46 percent of their U.S.-born 
counterparts. Among AAPI’s, about one third 
of immigrants experience economic insecurity 
as compared to 23 percent of their U.S.-born 
counterparts. Additionally, people of color tend to 
experience higher rates of economic insecurity as 
compared to white U.S.-born Angelenos. 

Navigating the COVID-19 pandemic while 
experiencing poverty or loss of income may have 
more rapidly intensified poverty among already 
economically insecure communities, as they faced 
paying for rent, buying groceries, and other basic 
necessities amidst an economic market shutdown.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. Note: Universe includes all persons not in group quarters. See “Data 
and Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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Another way to examine and understand poverty 
is to look at “working poverty” rates, which means 
workers that are both working full-time and still 
have a family income below 200 percent of the 
federal poverty level. Over one third (36 percent) of 
undocumented workers fall in this category—a rate 
that is nearly three times the working poverty rate 
of the overall population and five times the rate of 
U.S.-born workers. Around 21 percent of LPR and 12 
percent of naturalized workers experience working 
poverty.

When examining working poverty by race/
ethnicity and nativity, we see that immigrant 
workers of color experience working poverty at 
higher rates than their U.S.-born counterparts. 
For example, over a quarter (28 percent) 
of Latino immigrants, 10 percent of Black 
immigrants, and 9 percent of AAPI immigrants 
experience economic insecurity, as compared to 
4 percent of white U.S.-born workers.
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Figure 40. Working Poverty Rate by Nativity and Immigration 
Status, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2016 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. Note: Universe includes the civilian non-institutional population 
ages 25-64 not living in group quarters who worked at all during the year prior to the survey. See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.

Figure 41. Working Poverty Rate by Race/Ethnicity and Nativity, 2018
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COVID-19 and requires special attention are seniors, 
in particular those experiencing economic stress. 
When looking at the share of seniors living below 
150% of the poverty line by status and race/ethnicity, 
we see that Latino and Asian American immigrants 
experience disproportionately higher rates of 
economic insecurity, particularly those who are 
naturalized citizens.

During a pandemic, low-income seniors are more 
likely to experience food insecurity which can 
exacerbate health risks.31 In addition, seniors who 
may be living alone can be at a higher risk to to bear 
the physical, psychological, and economic impacts 
of the pandemic without support, as living alone 
can create a lack of access to resources and social 
supports.

Figure 42. Percent of Adults 65 Years and Older Living Below 150% of the Federal Poverty Line by 
Immigration Status and Race/Ethnicity, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2016 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. Note: Universe includes adults age 65 or older. See “Data and 
Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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of income on housing costs, reduces a person’s 
ability to pay for vital needs, like healthcare and 
childcare, making it difficult for families to prepare 
for emergencies, let alone thrive. It is no surprise 
then that due to the rising cost of housing in L.A. 
County and stagnant wages, more than half of all 
Angeleno renters experience rent burden. About 
62 percent of immigrant Angeleno renters face rent 
burden. When disaggregated by status, we find 
that nearly 70 percent of undocumented renters 
experience rent burden.

The severity of rent burden by race/ethnicity and 
nativity further reveals disparities. Severe housing 
burden is defined as spending more than 50 percent 

of income on housing costs.

White immigrants, Black U.S.-born Angelenos, and 
Latino immigrants experience the highest rates of 
severe rent burden, at 42 percent, 37 percent, and 34 
percent, respectively. 

Prior to the pandemic, a study surveying renters 
throughout Central and South Los Angeles revealed 
that a majority of renters were cutting back on basic 
necessities like food, transportation, and clothing; 
changes that had become semi-permanent as 
opposed to only temporary.32 The economic stress 
caused by the pandemic has likely only placed 
families further at risk of not being able to afford 
housing costs and other necessities. 

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata 
from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. Note: Universe includes 
renter-occupied households with cash rent (excludes group quarters). Rent burden is defined as 
spending more than 30 percent of income on rent and utilities. See “Data and Methods” section for 
details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 
average.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS 
USA. Note: Universe includes renter-occupied households with cash rent (excludes group quarters). Data represent 
a 2014 through 2018 average.
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Like renters, homeowners also experience housing 
burden. About 41 percent of immigrant homeowners 
face homeowner burden. When disaggregating by 
status, we find that about half of undocumented 
Angelenos experience homeowner burden, followed 
by 47 percent of LPRs, and 39 percent of Naturalized 
citizens.  

When looking at homeowner burden by race/
ethnicity and nativity we find that Latino immigrant 
Angelenos, Black U.S.-born and immigrant 
Angelenos, white immigrants, and Native American 
and Alaskan Natives have the highest rates of 
homeowner burden (at about 40 percent and over 

for all groups). In addition, about one in five Black 
U.S.-born Angelenos, Latino immigrants, and white 
immigrants are experiencing severe rent burden. The 
same is true for 18 percent of mixed race immigrants 
and Asian-American immigrants.

With additional economic stress from the pandemic, 
it is likely that more Angelenos are experiencing 
housing burden now. A survey of L.A. County 
residents in fall 2020 revealed that one in three L.A. 
County residents expressed concern over losing their 
home.33 In addition, about 20 percent of L.A. County 
residents reported they were unlikely to afford an 
on-time housing payment in the next 6 months. 

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata 
from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. Note: Universe includes 
owner-occupied households with selected monthly owner costs (excludes group quarters). See “Data and 
Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 
2014 through 2018 average.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS 
USA. Note: Universe includes owner-occupied households with selected monthly owner costs (excludes group 
quarters). Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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Figure 45. Homeowner Burden by Nativity and  Status, 
2018

Figure 46. Homeowner Burden by Race/Ethnicity and Nativity, 2018
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insecurity, they are nevertheless contributing 
to our federal, state, and local taxes, as well as 
accumulating high spending power. Angeleno 
immigrants contributed $10.4 billion in state and 
local taxes, $21.9 billion in federal taxes, and $80.2 
billion in spending power. Despite their economic 
contributions, many immigrants have been forced 
to weather through the pandemic without access to 
federal relief. Economic 

Trajectory

Immigrant 
Angelenos 
significantly 
contribute to taxes 
and spending power

Figure 47. Immigrants’ State and Local Tax Contributions, Federal Tax Contributions, and Spending 
Power by Billions, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of  IPUMS USA, University of Minnesota, www.ipums.org, 2018 American Community Survey 5-year sample; Congressional Budget Office (CBO), 
https://www.cbo.gov/publication/55413, The Distribution of Household Income, 2016, released July 2019; Institute on Taxation and Economic Policy (ITEP), https://itep.sfo2.digitaloceanspaces.
com/whopays-ITEP-2018.pdf. Note: Universe is all tax filing units. Spending power is defined as income minus taxes. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://
immigrantdataca.org/indicators/economic-contributions#/. 
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federal taxes paid by all immigrant Angelenos, 
we see that a majority of taxes paid are income 
(43 percent) and payroll taxes (43 percent). The 
breakdown of taxes paid by undocumented 
Angelenos reveals that 65 percent of taxes paid are 
payroll taxes. The revenue coming from payroll 
taxes is used to fund social insurance programs like 
Social Security and Medicare.34 While undocumented 
Angelenos are contributing their tax dollars to social 
programs, they are nevertheless ineligible to receive 
certain forms of aid and in other cases, discouraged 
from doing so due to fears associated with public 

charge. As of March 2021, the public charge rule 
has been removed; however, its impacts will have 
long-lasting effects for immigrant communities. 
Additionally, several states have recently sought 
to reinstate the public charge rule showing that its 
threat comes around periodically.35 Public charge, 
a factor used to determine whether an immigrant 
is likely to become primarily dependent on the 
government for economic support, is considered 
when immigrants are applying for LPR status, 
deterring many from applying to programs even 
when they are eligible.36

Economic 
Trajectory

A majority of the 
taxes paid by 
undocumented 
Angelenos are 
payroll taxes 

Figure 48. Federal Tax Contributions by Status and Type of Tax, Nativity, and Status, 2018 

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of IPUMS USA, University of Minnesota, www.ipums.org, 2018 American Community Survey 5-year sample; Congressional Budget Office (CBO), https://www.
cbo.gov/publication/55413, The Distribution of Household Income, 2016, released July 2019; Institute on Taxation and Economic Policy (ITEP), https://itep.sfo2.digitaloceanspaces.com/whopays-ITEP-2018.
pdf. Note: Universe is all tax filing units. Spending power is defined as income minus taxes. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/economic-
contributions#/?breakdown=2.  
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Figure 49. Self-employment Rate by Race/Ethnicity and Nativity, 2018

As noted previously, the immigrant population 
constitutes about 42 percent of the workforce in L.A. 
County. Immigrants are also major contributors to 
entrepreneurship and small business. One measure 
of entrepreneurship is the rate of self-employment. 
Around 16 percent of immigrant workers are 
self-employed compared to 11 percent of U.S.-
born workers. Across race/ethnicity, we find that 
immigrants have a higher rate of self-employment. 
For example, the rate of self-employment for Latino 
immigrants is significantly higher than their U.S.-
born counterparts– nearly three times as high.

While increased rates of self-employment among 
immigrants can be the result of exclusion from 
certain parts of the labor market, it nonetheless 
generates economic opportunity, creates jobs, and 
increases family incomes. Yet amidst the pandemic, 
small businesses were disproportionately impacted 
as many were forced to close. Between March 2020 
and August 2020, at least 15,000 small businesses 
across L.A. County reported permanent or temporary 
closures.37

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Universe includes the employed civilian 
population age 16 or older. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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Figure 50. Immigrant Median Household Income by Recency of 
Arrival, 2018

Figure 51. Median Household Income by Status, 2018

On average, long-settled immigrants have higher 
median household incomes than immigrants who 
have arrived recently. For example, Angelenos 
who immigrated more than 30 years ago have a 
median household income of about $60,600, while 
Angelenos who immigrated 10 years ago or less have 
a median household income of about $43,100. 

The disparities in median household income also 
appear when disaggregating by status. Households 
headed by a naturalized citizen make around 
$10,000 less than households headed by someone 
who is U.S. born. For households headed by an 

undocumented Angeleno, the disparities are wider, 
as their median household income is almost half 
of their U.S.-born counterparts. This is due in part 
to differences in economic opportunity associated 
with different statuses such as access to business 
capital, differences in education, and employment 
discrimination. Investing in immigrant communities 
across different statuses is important in addressing 
these inequities and improving economic 
opportunity for all, especially as we recover from the 
COVID-19 pandemic.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS 
USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. Note: Universe includes all households (no group 
quarters). See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data 
represent a 2014 through 2018 average. Values are in 2018 dollars.
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Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS 
USA. Note: Universe includes all households (no group quarters). Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average. Values 
are in 2018 dollars. 
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Case Study #7

South Asian 
Network

Organizational Challenges, Solutions, and 
Successes
Because of the nature of services that immigrant 
organizations provide, the pandemic has 
complicated access to services and outreach to 
immigrant populations. Besides technological 
challenges, relying on technology for 
communication, as a larger share of people have 
remained at home, has made it difficult to share 
information (at times sensitive information) 
privately especially for individuals living in 
multigenerational households and for those that 
have lived through traumatic experiences such as 
domestic violence survivors. 

This has been a struggle for the South Asian Network 
(SAN) that, in addition to its other programs focused 
on  healthcare access and civic engagement, 
provides case management support to survivors 
of domestic violence and sexual assault. Moreover, 
the organization has also faced barriers in reaching 
out to community members as it generally does 
this through in-person cultural and religious events. 
At the same time, the number of people assisted 
through their economic hardship assistance 
programs has increased by nearly 50 percent or over 
750 people, highlighting the economic needs of 
immigrant families. 

Continued Issues for Older Adults
In addition to the economic impacts immigrants are 
facing, SAN has noted the particular vulnerability of 
seniors during the pandemic. The spread and effects 
of COVID-19, in particular seniors' vulnerability 
to COVID-19, led to their social isolation, as it was 
recommended that older adults avoid social contact 
and for some that meant not working outside their 
homes. And yet, older adults were susceptible to 
secondary effects like loneliness.38

“LA needs to build processes and 
systems and human capital, primarily 
within local and county government, 
that are more representative and 
responsive to the diversity of this 
region. The recent COVID crisis 
highlighted what so many of us 
already know – that our governments 
are ill-equipped to respond effectively 
and equitably to all residents of the 
greater Los Angeles area.” 

- Shikha Bhatnagar, 
Executive Director, 

South Asian NetworkSource: Information collected from the South Asian Network by the USC Equity Research Institute. 
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Figure 52. Percent of Households Living Below 200% of the Federal Poverty Level by Recency of Arrival, 
2018

This next section highlights the economic trajectory 
of immigrants by measuring their economic welfare 
over the last four decades. 

Many longer-settled immigrants have higher incomes 
than more recent arrivals. Over half of households 
headed by an immigrant Angeleno who arrived 
between 11 and 20 years ago, experience economic 
insecurity. The rate of household-level economic 
insecurity drops to 36 percent among households 
headed by someone who arrived more than 30 years 
ago. This is still 10 percentage points higher than 
households headed by a U.S.-born Angeleno. 

It is also important to highlight the reduced level 
of economic insecurity for Angelenos who arrived 
more recently (ten years ago or less). While this may 
be surprising, this is because Angelenos with LPR 
status are more recently arrived than undocumented 
Angelenos (as seen earlier in the demographics 
section); and immigration status impacts economic 
security. Nevertheless, disparities in levels of 
economic security exist between immigrants and the 
U.S.-born population.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Universe includes all households (no group quarters). 
Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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Figure 53. Rent Burden by Recency of 
Arrival, 2018 

Figure 54. Homeowner Burden by Recency of 
Arrival, 2018

In recent years, renting and homeownership costs 
have increased, driving up the burden for more 
recently arrived groups of L.A. residents. The 
percentage of renter households experiencing 
rent burden is lower for households headed by 
immigrants arriving more than 30 years ago. 
However, this rate is still about 6 percentage points 
higher than for households headed by U.S.-born 
individuals. Immigrant Angelenos who arrived 
between 11 and 20 years ago experience the highest 
rent burden rate at 66 percent.

Owner-occupied households headed by immigrant 
Angelenos who arrived more than 30 years ago, 
experience the lowest rate of homeowner burden 
among immigrants at 38 percent, but this is still 6 
percentage points higher than the rate for U.S.-born 
households. Immigrant Angeleno homeowners who 
arrived 30 years ago or less experience similarly high 
levels of homeowner burden at around 45 percent. 
Although housing burden decreases for longer-
settled immigrants, amidst a pandemic, housing 
support is needed for all.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community 
Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Universe includes renter-occupied households 
with cash rent (excludes group quarters). Rent burden is defined as spending more than 
30 percent of income on rent and utilities. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey 
microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Universe includes owner-occupied households with 
selected monthly owner costs. Homeowner burden is defined as spending more than 30 
percent of income on selected monthly owner costs. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 
average.
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Figure 55. Homeownership by Recency of 
Arrival, 2018

Figure 56. Homeownership by Status, 2018

Long-settled immigrants are more likely to be 
homeowners. Nearly 60 percent of immigrant 
Angeleno householders who migrated more than 
30 years ago are homeowners, while only about 16 
percent of those who migrated 10 years ago or less 
are homeowners. The homeownership rate does 
increase over time as a quarter of those arriving 
between 11 and 20 years ago own homes, and about 
40 percent of those arriving between 21 and 30 years 
ago are homeowners. These homeownership rates 
illustrate the sinking roots of Angeleno immigrants 
and how they have formed families and community 
in L.A. County over time.

With rising housing costs, homeownership is 
out of reach for many immigrants. Naturalized 
householders, many of whom have been in the U.S. 
for a longer period of time (a minimum of five years 
in order to apply for citizenship), have the highest 
percentage of homeownership at 56 percent. This is 
higher than that of the U.S.-born population who is 
about 48 percent homeowners. Last, 26 percent of 
LPRs and 13 percent of undocumented Angelenos 
are homeowners.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community 
Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Universe includes all occupied households 
(excludes group quarters). Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community 
Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program 
Participation. Note: Universe includes all occupied households (no group quarters) 
and adjusted for age. See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates of the 
undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.

Economic 
Trajectory

Homeownership 
rates are highest 
among naturalized 
Angelenos



State of Immigrants in 
Los Angeles County 2021

70

Case Study #8

Thai Community 
Development 
Center (CDC)

Immigrant-serving Institutions as 
Lifelines 
When the COVID-19 pandemic reached the City of 
Los Angeles, the Thai Community Development 
Center (Thai CDC) created rapid response and 
emergency relief programs to assist its immigrant 
constituents. Something that quickly emerged as 
a need among immigrant communities hit hard by 
the health and economic impacts of the COVID-19 
pandemic. 

The Thai CDC CARES (COVID Aid, Relief and 
Emergency Services) program does what the federal 
CARES Act fails to do. Providing employment, 
housing, utilities, small business, food and health 
related resources, and support to community 
members, Thai CDC is a reliable safety net for 
their members. The Thai CDC CARES program 
is particularly important for disproportionately 
vulnerable members who get little to no assistance 
from the federal CARES Act passed by the Trump 
administration. 

In addition, Thai CDC opened two hotline numbers, 
hosted COVID Relief Days for the distribution of 
meals, food vouchers, PPEs and cash assistance as 
well as provided COVID-19 testing and vaccinations 
for their constituents. All the while, Thai CDC 
continued to provide regular, pre-pandemic services 
such as operating a famers’ market and affordable 
housing projects, and providing social and legal 
services, small business counseling, and access 
to healthcare. Thai CDC models the resilience and 
importance of immigrant-serving organizations. Not 
only do immigrant-serving non-profits understand 
the needs of the communities they serve, but they 
also understand best how to fulfill those needs. 

“Increased economic hardships for 
immigrants will only exacerbate the 
growing economic, social, and racial 
disparities of this country leading 
to the creation of a permanent 
underclass.  The struggle for 
immigrant rights and representation 
is the same struggle for racial equity 
making the merger of both struggles 
not only possible but necessary.”

 - Chanchanit Martorell, 
Executive Director, Thai CDC

Source: Information collected from Thai CDC by the USC Equity Research Institute. 
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Civic 
Engagement

Why is civic engagement 
among immigrants 
important during the 
COVID-19 pandemic? 

Civic engagement is a key way immigrants are woven into the fabric of our civil and 
electoral society. In the context of the COVID-19 pandemic, civic engagement is also a 
critical means by which immigrant communities receive imperative public health and safety 
information and services. Due to the fact that local governments rarely collect and release 
data on immigrant participation in civic programs, our analysis focuses on language skills, 
naturalization, and digital connectedness. These indicators have real implications on the 
well-being of immigrants in Los Angeles, from access to COVID-19 related information in their 
native language to receiving financial relief to being able to connect online while staying safe 
inside. Although strides have been made to integrate our county’s immigrant population, 
there is still a great deal that needs to be done civically to connect immigrants and equitably 
recover from the COVID-19 pandemic.

• About 30 percent of households with an immigrant as the head of 
the household are linguistically isolated

• A vast majority of the ETN population identify as Latino or Asian 
American

• L.A. County has a naturalization rate of 70 percent

• 50 percent of undocumented immigrants are digitally disconnected
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Figure 57. Linguistically Isolated Households by Nativity and Status, 2018 

A linguistically isolated household is defined as one 
in which no member age 14 or older speaks English 
at least "very well." We use this as a measurement 
of civic engagement because of the potential barrier 
language can play in civic participation and general 
connectedness with civic institutions. Almost 30 
percent of households with an immigrant as the 
head of household are linguistically isolated. When 
disaggregated by status, we see that linguistic 
isolation rises to 31 percent for households headed 
by an LPR, and 40 percent for households headed 

by someone who is undocumented. Households 
headed by a naturalized citizen have a lower rate of 
linguistic isolation at 25 percent.

Efforts and services to promote English learning and 
multilingual outreach and services are needed for 
immigrants of all statuses. However, the data reveals 
that concerted efforts may be needed to reach 
the undocumented community, specifically, given 
the proportion of households that are currently 
linguistically isolated.

Source: Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program 
Participation. Note: Universe includes all households. See “Data and Methods” section for details on estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 2014 
through 2018 average.
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Figure 58. Linguistically Isolated Immigrant Households by Race/Ethnicity, 2018

When we disaggregate this data by race/ethnicity, 
we find that 33 percent of Asian American immigrant 
households are linguistically isolated. This is 
followed by 29 percent of Latino, 24 percent of white, 
19 percent of mixed-race, and 7 percent of Black 
immigrant households. 

That 24 percent of white immigrant households are 
linguistically isolated may seem surprising but the 
county is home to nearly 500,000 white immigrants 
including over a quarter of immigrants that are 

Middle Eastern and North African (MENA). A large 
share of white immigrants are Armenian and Iranian. 
Among these groups, their language isolation is 41 
percent and 30 percent, respectively, which may 
give context to the linguistic isolation experienced 
by white immigrants. Although a smaller share 
overall in terms of population, 47 percent of 
Ukrainian immigrant households are linguistically 
isolated; the highest among white immigrant ethnic 
groups. A large share of Russian (35 percent), Arab 
(30 percent), and Egyptian (30 percent) immigrant 
households also experience linguistic isolation.39

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of  2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Data represent a 2014-2018 average. Note: Universe is 
all households. A household is considered to be linguistically isolated when no member age 14 years or older speaks only English or speaks English at least “very well.” Data also 
available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/linguistic-isolation#/?breakdown=3.
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contribute to delayed communication as well as 
miscommunication, leading to real consequences 
for the health and safety of immigrant communities. 
Language barriers for immigrant residents were 
existent pre-pandemic—particularly for Indigenous 
migrants who are often unable to access trained 
interpreters and translators even in the best of times. 
For the overall wellbeing of immigrants and their 
families, civic leaders must meet the language access 
needs of those who currently are, and historically 
have been, isolated – for an equitable recovery. 

English speaking proficiency is also a challenge for 
children—which has likely been a greater obstacle in 

light of the requirements of remote learning during 
the pandemic. Among immigrant children ages 5 
through 17, 35 percent have limited English speaking 
ability compared with only 7 percent for U.S.-born 
children.40 However, given most children under 18 
with at least one immigrant parent in the household 
are U.S. born, it is not surprising to find that most 
children with limited English speaking ability are 
also U.S. born. 36,900 children with limited English 
speaking ability are immigrants, and about 112,500 
are U.S. born. Combined, these two figures give us 
an idea of the potential number of English-speaking 
children who require English Language Learner 
services. The County’s improvement on providing 
these services will be one step to ensuring all 
students thrive.

Civic 
Engagement

U.S.-born children 
make up the majority 
of linguistically isolated 
childrenFigure 59. Limited English Speaking Children by Nativity, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Note: Universe includes all children ages 5 through 17. 
Limited English speaking ability is defined as speaking English less than “very well.” Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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Case Study #9

Legal Aid 
Foundation of Los 
Angeles (LAFLA)

Providing Linguistically Inclusive Services 
to Vulnerable Immigrants
Legal Aid Foundation of Los Angeles (LAFLA) seeks 
to achieve equal justice for people (citizens and 
immigrants) living in poverty across Greater Los 
Angeles through direct representation, systems 
change, and community education. LAFLA 
emphasizes the critical need for language access in 
a place like L.A. County where over half of residents 
speak a language other than English at home.41 

LAFLA provides trauma-informed, linguistically 
inclusive services to immigrants, including foreign 
national victims of domestic violence, victims of 
crime, victims of human trafficking, and victims of 
state-sponsored torture abroad. Serving clients from 
many ethnic and racial backgrounds from around the 
world, LAFLA is aware of the additional challenges 
that race poses for clients of color who may also be 
experiencing poverty, eviction, domestic violence, 
labor and sexual exploitation, crime victimization, 
and language access challenges.

The pandemic has exacerbated the gaps in access 
to justice for LAFLA’s diverse clients who have faced 
an increased vulnerability to labor exploitation, 
human trafficking, and domestic violence. Many 
clients are essential workers and have contracted 
COVID-19, becoming vulnerable to increased poverty 
and exploitation by employers, landlords, as well as 
predators. Moreover, for many clients whose English 
may not be their dominant language, the lack of 

language access and resources has affected their 
ability to navigate pandemic-related relief. Clients 
with limited access to technology and low literacy 
rates have faced additional barriers, as many sources 
are online and in English, effectively excluding many 
from access. Consequently, many resorted to paying 
deceitful notaries and brokers to help them apply 
for critical benefits, only to be forced to pay fees 
each time their accounts were accessed or to obtain 
information. 

Language justice is key in addressing racial 
inequities. Although there are legal mandates 
and protections against discrimination based on 
national origin and ethnic group identification, 
they are not enforced, leaving linguistically 
marginalized communities, especially those who 
do not speak Spanish, without access to critical 
services and benefits. To address this, LAFLA began 
supporting clients by launching domestic violence 
and immigration intake hotlines providing services 
in various languages, as well as assisting clients in 
accessing benefits by teaching clients how to create 
and manage their email accounts. 

LAFLA’s approach to facing discrimination, inequity 
and violence is providing culturally and linguistic 
appropriate services to those who are vulnerable 
and who have been victimized and to create safety, 
resources, and investment for our communities to be 
safe and to heal.

“The fight for racial justice includes 
and is deeply intertwined with 
the struggle for language justice. 
Language discrimination implicates 
racial injustice, as those who are 
linguistically marginalized are 
largely from communities of color, 
including Black immigrants and 
Indigenous people. The complexities 
of these multiple layers of identities 
and oppression must be further 
explored in different contexts. The 
emerging language justice movement 
seeks to guarantee the full exercise 
of fundamental language rights 
for individuals and communities, 
fostering the belief that equitable 
multilingual spaces are essential for 
building strong movements for racial 
and social justice. Language justice 
as a key component, among many, is 
addressing racial inequity.” 

 - Joann Lee, 
Attorney, LAFLASource: Information collected from Daliah Setareh, Senior Attorney, at the LAFLA by the USC Equity Research Institute. 
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a result of the COVID-19 pandemic. One that is 
particularly concerning for our elder residents is 
the rate at which they tend to live alone. As stated 
previously, living alone is a risk factor for many 
reasons. Seniors need the most support because 
they are particularly vulnerable to the pandemic: 
statewide, they are 11 percent of the positive cases 
but 74 percent of the fatalities.42

About 20 percent of naturalized citizens over the age 
of 65 live alone. This is true for 14 percent of LPRs 
and 13 percent of undocumented Angelenos of the 
same age range.

When we break down the entire L.A. County 
population—both immigrants and U.S. born—by 
race, more Black seniors (36 percent) are living alone 
(without family members and not in assisted living) 
than any other group in L.A. County.43 This emerged 
as such an important issue that Los Angeles City 
Councilmember Harris-Dawson led the charge in 
creating a meal program to support seniors and 
small businesses in South L.A.44

Civic 
Engagement

About 20 percent of 
naturalized citizens 
who are 65 or older live 
aloneFigure 60. Seniors Living Alone by Immigration Status, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. 
Note: Universe includes seniors age 65 or older. Living alone is defined as living without family members and not in assisted living. See “Data and Methods” section for details on 
estimates of the undocumented and LPR population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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Figure 61. Naturalization Rate for Eligible-to-Naturalize Adults by Race, 2018

Another metric of civic engagement is naturalization. 
The accomplishment of naturalization often brings 
with it increased wages, better employment 
opportunities, enhanced security, and greater civic 
engagement. Immigrants who naturalize can also 
vote on policies that affect them at local, state, and 
national levels. During the COVID-19 pandemic and 
resulting economic downturn, naturalization is one 
of only a few avenues to access social and financial 
safety nets such as federal stimulus checks.

To determine the rate of naturalization, we divided 
the number of immigrants who were naturalized 
by the total number of people who might have 

naturalized over the years—that is those who 
did naturalize and those who were eligible to 
naturalize but had not taken that step. By calculating 
naturalization rates in this way, we find that 70 
percent of the eligible population was naturalized in 
2018. 

However, there are sharp racial differences in 
naturalization rates: white, Asian American, and 
Black immigrant groups have the highest rates of 
naturalization—at around 80 percent for each group. 
Pacific Islanders have a naturalization rate of about 
64 percent, while Latinos have around a 59 percent 
naturalization rate. 

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of  2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Data represent a 2014-2018 average. Note: The 
naturalization rate is calculated as the ratio of naturalized adults to the sum of naturalized and eligible-to-naturalize adults. Eligible-to-naturalize adults are those noncitizen 
adults who are estimated to be eligible to naturalize but have not yet done so. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/
indicators/naturalization#/. 

Civic 
Engagement

Naturalization rates 
are highest among 
white, Asian American, 
and Black eligible-to-
naturalize immigrants
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immigration status allows us to better tailor 
naturalization and outreach efforts. In L.A. County, 
there are about 765,000 immigrant adults eligible 
to naturalize who have not yet done so. A large 
proportion of these adults are Latino (about 69 
percent) and Asian American (about 20 percent). 

Civic 
Engagement

Most people who are 
eligible to naturalize 
identify as Latino or 
AAPI

Figure 62. Eligible-to-Naturalize Adults by Race, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of  2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA. Data represent a 2014-2018 average. Note: Eligible-to-
naturalize adults are those noncitizen adults who are estimated to be eligible to naturalize but have not yet done so. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, 
https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/naturalization#/?breakdown=2.
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immigrant communities in L.A. County yield, we 
looked at the number and proportion of immigrants 
in each county supervisorial district. Each of the five 
districts in the county has a significant number of 
immigrant residents—over 500,000 in each area. Put 
another way, at least 1 in every 3 residents, or more, 
in each district is an immigrant. This rises to about 41 
percent for District 1. 

The Board of Supervisors yields great power over 
L.A. County. They oversee the government and 
budget allocations for over 10 million people in one 
of the wealthiest counties in the nation. The Board 
also holds executive, legislative, and quasijudicial 
(acting as an appeals board for zoning exceptions of 
the Regional Planning Commission) capacities.45

Naturalized citizen immigrants have the power 
to determine local County policy via their voting 
power. Their needs—and the needs of their LPR and 
undocumented loved ones and community—hold 
great weight. The County’s most recent move to 
advocate for immigrants came in fall of 2020 when 
the Board approved prohibiting the use of County 
resources to hold people in ICE custody without 
a judicial warrant—especially given the awful 
and dangerous conditions that have emerged in 
detention facilities since the COVID-19 pandemic 
began.46

Civic 
Engagement

Immigrants make up a 
significant proportion 
of residents in each 
county supervisorial 
district—30 percent or 
more in each Figure 63. Total and Immigrant Population by County Supervisorial District, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of the 2018 American Community Survey 5-year summary file. Note: Data reflect a 2014-2018 average.

District
Total 
Population

Immigrant 
Population

Percent 
immigrant

1 2,018,400   829,800      41%
2 2,034,400   725,600      36%
3 2,031,500   712,000      35%
4 2,000,700   573,200      29%
5 2,013,100   616,300      31%
L.A. County 10,098,100 3,457,000   34%
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engagement is tracking the digital divide. This 
issue, though relevant pre-pandemic, has been 
exacerbated and brought to the forefront of inequity 
issues because of the pandemic and ‘Safer At Home’ 
orders. In this report, we define the digital divide as 
having reliable access to a computer and high-speed 
internet at home. Families who do not have access 
to a computer or high-speed broadband are not able 
to adapt seamlessly to working and schooling from 
home. Immigrant families in particular are being hit 
the hardest. 

When disaggregated by status, we see that the digital 
divide is about 37 percent for LPRs and increases 
to 50 percent for undocumented Angelenos. 
Naturalized immigrants are more digitally connected 
at 31 percent.  

At a time where most, if not all, information 
is available via the internet, having access to 
technology and a reliable broadband is necessary for 
immigrants of all statuses. However, the data reveals 
that more coordinated efforts are needed to close 
the digital divide for the undocumented community 
who are disproportionately impacted.

Civic 
Engagement

Approximately half 
of undocumented 
Angelenos do not have 
access to a computer or 
high-speed internet

Figure 64. Percent of Individuals Digitally Divided by Immigration Status, 2018

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS USA and the 2014 Survey of Income and Program Participation. 
Note: Universe includes all people in households (no group quarters). Digitally divided is defined as lacking high-speed internet or a computer at home. See “Data and Methods” 
section for details on estimates of the undocumented population. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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impact on immigrant students and students who 
are members of an immigrant household. We define 
an immigrant household here as having at least 
one immigrant parent. Approximately 34 percent of 
students in immigrant households are not digitally 
connected, compared to 26 percent of students in 
non-immigrant parent households. 

Emerging research reveals the challenges that 
persist for immigrant parents of school-age-children 
in California. As students were sent home for remote 

instruction, some parents had to moderate access 
to remote instruction and serve as supplemental 
educators. Immigrant parents are likely to face 
challenges in taking on these roles due to lower 
levels of educational attainment, limited English 
proficiency, employment in essential sectors, 
and the digital divide. Given the important role 
that parents play in their children’s educational 
trajectory, a two-generational lens in assessing the 
needs of immigrant families is critical so that parents 
are equipped with the necessary skills to better 
support their children.47

Civic 
Engagement

Approximately 34 
percent of students 
in immigrant-headed 
households are not 
digitally connected

Figure 65. Percent of Digitally Disconnected K-12 Students by Immigrant Household Type, 2018 

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS. Note: Universe includes children under 18 years old enrolled in 
school, grades K-12. Digitally divided is defined as lacking high-speed internet or a computer at home. Data represent a 2014 through 2018 average.
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Non-Immigrant Parent Household Immigrant Parent Household

K-12 Students in Los Angeles County Digitally Connected by Immigrant 
Household Type, 2014 - 2018
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households do not have access to a computer at 
home. This number decreases to about 13 percent 
for students in non-immigrant parent households. 
When looking at internet access, immigrant 
households were more likely to have no internet 
access (about 15 percent) or no high-speed internet 
access at home (about 15 percent). The lack of 
access to computers and high-speed, reliable 
internet has the potential to greatly affect the 
educational trajectory of immigrant students. 

Figure 66. Percent of K-12 Students Without Computer Access by 
Immigrant Household Type, 2018

Figure 67. Percent of K-12 Students by Internet Access and 
Immigrant Household Type, 2018

Civic 
Engagement

About 19 percent of 
students in immigrant 
households do not have 
access to a computer 
and about 30 percent 
do not have high-speed 
internet

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis of 2018 5-year American Community Survey microdata from IPUMS. Note: Universe includes children under 18 years old enrolled in school, grades K-12. Data represent a 2014 
through 2018 average.
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Case Study #10

NALEO

Dealing with the Digital Divide
NALEO Educational Fund’s strategic focus at 
the beginning of 2020 was the 2020 census, 
naturalization assistance for its Latino constituent 
base, and mobilizing for the federal, state, and 
local elections. During the onset of the global 
COVID-19 pandemic, NALEO Educational Fund 
adapted their plans of hosting in-person, large-
scale civic engagement events to a virtual outreach 
and remote service model. A major barrier faced 
with this transition to online was the lack of digital 
connectedness among their constituents. The 
digital divide made connecting with ‘hard-to-
reach’ community members even harder. NALEO 
Educational Fund found that community members 
who had limited to no access to broadband, 
particularly those in rural and low-income 
communities, were prevented from accessing 
resources and services. Additionally, technological 
literacy proved to be a prerequisite to engaging with 
an online model.

Connecting digitally with immigrant communities 
proves to be important more than ever. NALEO 
Educational Fund has noted that health, housing, 
economic, and other inequities that have been 
exacerbated by the pandemic, have had a 
disproportionate impact on their constituent 
base. Furthermore, holding conversations, both 
internally and externally, on racial justice, the role 
of anti-Blackness in Latino communities, and the 
importance of Afro-Latino inclusivity are imperative 
following the racial uprisings of the summer. 

“The philanthropic community should 
address racial inequality as the root 
of institutional racism and exclusion, 
from exclusionary practices and 
quotes in the immigration system to 
language access at the polls.”      

- Lizette Escobedo, 
National Director of Civic 

Engagement & Martha E. González, 
CA Program Manager, 

NALEO Educational Fund
Source: Information collected from NALEO by the USC Equity Research Institute. 
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available to immigrants that may serve as measures of welcome and respect. In practice, 
measuring warmth of welcome can be very difficult because of the diversity of approaches 
and lack of uniform data collection (see "Data and Methods" on pg. 107). Additionally, the 
lingering anti-immigrant climate that exists across the nation makes it more difficult for 
immigrants to feel safe and welcome. This fact has contributed to a number of racial/ethnic 
motivated hate crimes that remain on the rise. This is especially true in the time of COVID-19 
for our Asian American and Pacific Islander communities, both immigrant and U.S. born, who 
have experienced heightened attacks in the last years.  

Of course, the nation has just elected a new president with big plans in favor of immigrants 
across the nation, but only time—and meaningful policy—will tell if the new administration 
keeps its promises to immigrant communities. Immigrant-serving organizations throughout 
the county have not only continued their incredible work, but have also been called to 
answer pandemic-related needs that no one in our ecosystem has had to navigate before. 
Additionally, representation for deportation cases in L.A. County has increased over the last 
two decades—something that has proven to be critical in the outcomes of such cases. 

Warmth of 
Welcome

Are we creating a 
welcoming environment 
for immigrants?

• Almost 50 percent of reported hate crimes in L.A. County were 
motivated by bias toward a victim's race/ethnicity or national origin

• Deportation proceedings initiated in L.A. County dramatically 
increased between 2018 to 2019 — from 15,425 to 23,593

• Legal representation has a dramatic impact on case outcomes—77 
percent of non-represented deportation cases initiated between 
2001-2019 were given a removal order while only 18 percent of 
represented cases received the same outcome

• ESL enrollment for children and adults in L.A. County has declined



State of Immigrants in 
Los Angeles County 2021

87

Figure 68. Hate Crimes by Motivation, 2019 Figure 69. Total Number of Reported Hate Crimes, 
2012-2019

In 2019, there were 524 reported hate crimes in 
L.A. County—a number which has been on a steady 
incline since 2016. Almost half of all hate crimes 
committed in 2019 were motivated by bias toward 
the victim’s race/ethnicity or national origin. This 
was followed by hate crimes motivated by bias 
toward a victim’s sexual orientation and bias towards 
a victim's religion—both at 19 percent. A total of 48 
crimes used anti-immigrant language. From 2018-
2019, the percent change in incidents against Asian 
Americans increased by 32 percent and crimes 
against Middle Easterners increased by 143 percent. 
Crimes with evidence of white supremacy ideology 

also increased by 38 percent in 2019.48 Crimes 
against Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders have 
increased in recent years, largely due to pandemic-
related misinformation.

It is important to note, the vast majority of such 
crimes go unreported, in part due to the victim’s own 
fear of retaliation or vulnerable identity, such as lack 
of citizenship status. Additionally, even though hate 
crimes may omit anti-immigrant language, they may 
still be motivated by anti-immigrant sentiment and 
may thus be classified as “racial/ethnic hate crimes.”

Source: 2019 Hate Crime Report from the Los Angeles County Commission on Human 
Relations, available at: https://hrc.lacounty.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2019-
Hate-Crime-Report.pdf

Source: 2019 Hate Crime Report from the Los Angeles County Commission on Human 
Relations, available at: https://hrc.lacounty.gov/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/2019-
Hate-Crime-Report.pdf

Warmth of 
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Hate crimes have 
slightly increased over 
the past six years
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Case Study #11

Stop AAPI Hate

Documenting Crimes   
Heightened incidents of discrimination against 
Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders across the 
country have emerged throughout the time of the 
COVID-19 pandemic. As a result, Asian American 
and Pacific Islander organizations came together 
to create the Stop AAPI Hate reporting center. As 
of March 19, 2020, Stop AAPI Hate has aggregated 
thousands of these incidents to provide data to the 
public and, especially, to leaders across the country. 

In a June 2020 press statement, they called “on 
all government leaders, corporations, schools 
and policymakers to include safeguards and 
policies against bias and discrimination as critical 
elements of their COVID-19 response in order to 
mitigate further incidents of anti-Asian American 
discrimination”.49

Impacts on Angeleno Asian Americans 
and Pacific Islanders
The attacks experienced by AAPIs during the 
pandemic impacts all of the AAPI community—
regardless of where they were born and their 
immigration status. The data made available does 
not specify immigration status, however, these 
incidents are largely driven by xenophobic ideas of 
what AAPIs are and goes in line with a long history 
of “othering” AAPIs in their communities. What 
becomes important in the context of this report 
during the time of COVID-19 is that any support 
created for AAPIs cannot differ based on whether 
they are U.S. born or immigrants.

The data on L.A. County as of October 2020 shows 
that there were 245 hate incidents reported to 
Stop AAPI Hate from March to October 2020. Out 
of those reported incidents, 76 percent—186 of the 
reports—included verbal harassment and out of a 
vast share of individuals who reported crimes, 90 
percent believed they were targeted due to their 
race or ethnicity. About 40 percent occurred in 
businesses followed by 24 percent on a public street 
or sidewalk. 

Source: Stop AAPI Hate. Los Angeles County Report, March 20, 2020 - October 28, 2020. http://www.
asianpacificpolicyandplanningcouncil.org/wp-content/uploads/Los-Angeles-3.20-11.30-SAH-report-FINAL.pdf
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has often fluctuated. However, that number has 
consistently and dramatically declined after 
2016. Although in recent years the number of 
refugees admitted into the U.S. has been reduced 
significantly, California remains as one of the states 
receiving the largest number of refugees.50 Since 
fiscal year 2002, California has resettled the most 
refugees, about 108,600 individuals.51

Between 2002 and 2019, a large number of refugees 
have arrived in California from countries like 
Iran, Iraq, Ukraine, and Laos. About 36 percent of 
Southeast Asian Americans in the U.S. (Vietnamese, 
Laotian, Cambodian, and Hmong) live in California.52 
Between 2017-2019, Sacramento, Los Angeles, and 
San Diego counties were the top destinations for 
refugee arrivals in California.

For generations, refugees have settled here with their 
families, making important social and economic 
contributions to their communities. It is important to 
recognize the many different ways that people come 
to California—and to L.A. County, specifically—to 
ensure they have access to the resources they need.

The Migrant Protection Protocols (MPP)53 have 
recently forced certain asylum seekers to remain in 
Mexico as they request asylum, and ultimately until 
their case is decided, creating additional barriers and 
dangers for individuals seeking safety.54 Prior to this 
policy, asylum seekers were able to remain in the 
U.S. as their cases were processed. 

Warmth of 
Welcome

The number of 
refugee arrivals in L.A. 
County has declined 
significantly 

Figure 70. Number of Refugee Arrivals by Year, 2002-2019

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis using Refugee Processing Center, U.S. Department of State Bureau of Population, Refugees, and Migration, Interactive Reporting, 
https://www.wrapsnet.org/admissions-and-arrivals/. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal CIDP, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/refugee-
arrivals#/. Note that counts by geography are based on the initial destination city and do not take into consideration subsequent migration within the U.S. 
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deportation—perpetuates a culture of fear and 
distrust among immigrants everywhere in the 
nation. Although L.A. County may be perceived as 
a safe place for immigrants, deportations happen 
here, too. And they create irreparable damage when 
separating immigrant families and communities. 
As the pandemic began, and as the governor of 
California and mayor of L.A. issued social distancing 
orders, immigration officials continued their 
arrests throughout the L.A. area, “with masks at the 
ready.”55 Continued distrust and fear of deportation 

can impede families from engaging with local law 
enforcement or other agencies when help is needed, 
creating ripple effects by compromising the safety 
and well-being of all communities—something that 
was particularly important throughout 2020. 

In recent years, the total number of deportation 
cases initiated has increased significantly. In 2015, 
there were a total of 9,758 deportation cases 
initiated across the county. By 2019, that number 
rose to 23,593. Warmth of 

Welcome

In 2019, over 23,000 
deportation cases 
were initiated in L.A. 
County

Figure 71. Total Deportation Cases by Year, 2001-2019  

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis using Transactional Records Access Clearinghouse, Syracuse University, trac.syr.edu, State and County Details on Deportation 
Proceedings in Immigration Court, https://trac.syr.edu/phptools/immigration/nta/. Data also available on CIDP, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/court-deportation-
proceedings#/. 
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target of immigration officials. Between 2001-2019, 
there were a total of 96,254 deportation cases 
initiated for immigrants from Mexico in L.A. County. 
In that same time period, there were 53,823 cases 
initiated for immigrants from El Salvador; 39,608 for 
immigrants from Guatemala; 21,235 for immigrants 
from China; 16,404 for immigrants from Honduras, 
and 7,929 for immigrants from Armenia.

Zooming out to national level data, it is important 
for our equity considerations to remember that 
although Black immigrants compose only 5 percent 
of the undocumented population in the U.S., they 
composed nearly 11 percent of all immigrants in 
removal proceedings between 2003 and 2015.56

Warmth of 
Welcome

Deportations 
disproportionately 
target different 
immigrant groups 

Figure 72. Total Deportation Cases by Nationality Current Filing Status, 2001-2019

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis using Transactional Records Access Clearinghouse, Syracuse University, trac.syr.edu, State and County Details on Deportation 
Proceedings in Immigration Court, https://trac.syr.edu/phptools/immigration/nta/. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/
indicators/court-deportation-proceedings#/?breakdown=2. 

Nationality Cases
Mexico 96,254           
El Salvador 53,823           
Guatemala 39,608           
China 21,235           
Honduras 16,404           
Armenia 7,929              
Philippines 4,196              
Indonesia 2,341              
Iran 2,268              
Russia 2,140              
Nicaragua 1,906              
South Korea 1,886              
India 1,822              
Peru 1,074              
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is not always an indicator of warmth of welcome, 
given that deportation orders are issued by federal 
actors. However, having local legal representation 
available to immigrants could largely improve 
the level of support they experience, as well as 
improve the outcome of their case. Since 2001, 
representation in deportation proceedings has 
increased in L.A. County. From 2016-2019, about 73 

percent of cases initiated during this time period had 
legal representation. While legal representation has 
increased over time, the demand for legal services 
far outweighs the supply. Among deportation cases 
initiated between 2001-2019, 42 percent were 
issued a removal order as of July 2020. Another 22 
percent were still pending, 12 percent were granted 
relief, and 8 percent were granted termination of 
proceedings.

Warmth of 
Welcome

Between 2001 and 
2019, 42 percent of 
deportation cases 
were given removal 
orders

Figure 73. Deportation Cases by Representation, 
2001-2019

Figure 74. Deportation Cases by Outcome, 2001-
2019

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis using Transactional Records Access 
Clearinghouse, Syracuse University, trac.syr.edu, State and County Details on 
Deportation Proceedings in Immigration Court, https://trac.syr.edu/phptools/
immigration/nta/. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://
immigrantdataca.org/indicators/court-deportation-proceedings#/?breakdown=4.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis using Transactional Records Access Clearinghouse, 
Syracuse University, trac.syr.edu, State and County Details on Deportation Proceedings in Immigration 
Court, https://trac.syr.edu/phptools/immigration/nta/. Data also available on the California Immigrant 
Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/court-deportation-proceedings#/?breakdown=3.
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given removal orders in L.A. County point to the 
fact that legal representation must continue to 
be a priority for the county. Legal representation 
becomes important both in considering how our 
immigrant residents may emotionally benefit from 
the empowerment and knowledge that legal support 
could supply,57 but also in considering how it affects 
their case outcome. Among deportation cases that 
did not have legal representation between 2001-
2019, over three fourths—77 percent—were issued a 
removal order. That percentage shrinks to less than 
one fifth—18 percent—for those cases that had legal 
representation.

Representation is an issue beyond L.A. County 
lines, as well. Immigrants seeking asylum at the 
border under MPP also face barriers in accessing 
representation. An analysis of data from the 
Executive Office for Immigration Review (EOIR) 
shows that less than 5 percent of individuals under 
MPP had a lawyer: through the end of December 
2019, out of 59,241 asylum seekers that were 
involved in court proceedings, only 2,765 had legal 
representation.58

Warmth of 
Welcome

Immigrants with legal 
representation receive 
far less removal 
orders—18 percent—
as compared to those 
without—77 percent

Figure 75. Deportation Cases by Representation and Outcome, 2001-2019

Source:  USC Equity Research Institute analysis using Transactional Records Access Clearinghouse, Syracuse University, trac.syr.edu, State and County Details on Deportation 
Proceedings in Immigration Court, https://trac.syr.edu/phptools/immigration/nta/. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/
indicators/court-deportation-proceedings#/?breakdown=5.
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Case Study #12

Los Angeles 
Justice Fund 
(LAJF)

Providing Legal Representation to the 
Most Vulnerable Immigrant Angelenos 
Established in 2017, the Los Angeles Justice Fund 
(LAJF) is a public-private partnership with L.A. 
County, L.A. City, the Weingart Foundation, and the 
California Community Foundation (CCF), created 
to provide legal representation to immigrant 
Angelenos in response to the harmful policy 
priorities enacted under the Trump administration. 
Created as a two-year pilot in 2017, the Fund has 
been extended until June 2021. Although the 
future of the Fund remains uncertain (currently 
in consideration) and although the Biden 
administration has pledged to restore humanity to 
the immigration system, immigration enforcement 
still exists and deportations continue.

The goal of the Fund is to protect Angeleno families 
from the impacts of deportation by providing 
access to legal counsel, as legally represented 
immigrants are likely to fare better at every stage 
of the court process. However, a study examining 
outcomes of cases from the Executive Office of 
Immigration Review (EOIR) between 2012 and 2015, 
revealed that in the Los Angeles area, 68 percent 
of detained immigrants and 26 percent of non-
detained immigrants were not legally represented.59 
Moreover, detained and released immigrants 
throughout the Los Angeles area who had access 
to legal representation succeeded more than five 
times as often than those that were not represented. 
By comparison, individuals that were not detained 

and represented, succeeded more than four times 
as often than those that were not represented. LAJF 
has played a critical role in ensuring that some of 
the most vulnerable immigrants are able to navigate 
a complex court system with adequate support 
and resources, protecting families from separation, 
and strengthening a removal defense pipeline 
in L.A. County. While the program was designed 
to assist some of the most vulnerable immigrant 
populations, a limitation of the program design was 
that the requirements to access the Fund excluded 
certain immigrants due to criminal convictions and 
residency requirements. 

Understanding the impact of a Fund like LAJF and 
the ways in which it can be strengthened is critical 
for a county where one third of the population 
are immigrants, nearly half of the workforce is 
immigrant, and where 60 percent of children 
have at least one immigrant parent.60 While not 
every immigrant will utilize legal services, it 
is nevertheless critical to create a community 
safety net for those who do (refer to text box for 
a breakdown of the LAJF budget as a share of 
L.A. County’s public investments). Additionally, 
LAJF, a key part of achieving a more impactful and 
equitable future, is just one part of the broader 
commitment to immigrant integration. LAJF can 
be strengthened and expanded to respond to 
changes that emerge at the federal level, including 
affirmative immigration relief, to continue to protect 
and maintain the wellbeing of all of Los Angeles.

The LAJF budget represented a total 
public investment of .69 cents for 
every L.A. County immigrant during 
each year of LAJF’s pilot phase. 
The County has made significant 
investments for Angelenos by 
spending $21.90 for public defender 
services, $12.91 for public health, 
and $9.94 for affordable housing 
per resident. Although not every 
Angeleno will utilize these services, 
L.A County makes these commitments 
to maintain a safety net for its 
vulnerable residents. 

Source: Proposal for the Los Angeles 
Immigrant Community Legal 
Defense Program, December 2020, 
GCIR. 

Source: Los Angeles Justice Fund: Safeguarding the Safety Net for L.A. City and County’s Immigrant 
Communities, February 2021, USC Equity Research Institute. 
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courses can be an indicator of whether or not we are 
creating a welcoming environment for immigrants 
overtime, particularly as immigrants experience 
linguistic isolation, as illustrated by previous charts. 
It allows us to assess whether demand for English 
language services are being met and where there 
may be opportunities to provide more resources. 
While ESL enrollment has fluctuated over the years, 
ranging between 68,127 to 102,193 enrolled adults, 
enrollment decreased in the 2019-2020 school 

year. While there was a slight upward trend, the 
data below suggests there is still significant unmet 
demand. 

English speaking proficiency is also a challenge for 
children. Over the years English Learner  enrollment 
has declined. In the 2014-2015 school year, nearly 
350,000 K-12 students were enrolled as English 
Learners. During the 2020-2021 school year that 
number decreased to about 235,000 K-12 students 
enrolled as English Learners.

Figure 76. Adult Enrollment in ESL Classes, 2014-2015 
through 2019-2020

Figure 77. English Learner Enrollment by Grade (K-12), 2014-2015 through 
2020-2021

Source: California Department of Education Data Reporting Office, Enrollment by English Language Acquisition Status (ELAS) 
and Grade, 2014-15 through 2018-19 school years, Los Angeles County. Data accessed on October 10, 2019. Available at: https://
dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/. 

Warmth of 
Welcome

English language 
services are critical in 
addressing linguistic 
isolation

Source: CASAS Data Portal, adult enrollment in English as a Second Language (ESL) courses, Los 
Angeles County, 2014-15 through 2017-18 school years. Data accessed on April 22, 2021. Available at: 
https://www2.casas.org/dataPortal/index.cfm?fuseaction=dataPortal.fedTable4.
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Figure 78. Immigrant Serving Organizations per 100,000 Non-Citizen Immigrants by County, 2018

The capacity to provide social supports to 
immigrants, and particularly to those who have 
not yet obtained U.S. citizenship, is one indicator 
of warmth of welcome. L.A. County has by far 
the largest immigrant and non-citizen immigrant 
populations across all counties in California. 
However, coverage in terms of immigrant-serving 
organizations is less robust when compared to other 
counties. For L.A. County, there are around five 
immigrant-serving organizations per 100,000 non-
citizen immigrant individuals as compared to 34 in 
San Francisco County and 28 in Merced County.

Source: USC Equity Research Institute analysis using Guidestar, Research Fundamentals PLUS Data Set of 501(c)(3) Public Charities; U.S. Census Bureau, 2018 
American Community Survey 5-year Summary File. Data also available on the California Immigrant Data Portal, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/
accessibility-of-services#/.
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Case Study #13

L.A. County 
Commission on 
Human Relations: 
L.A. vs Hate 
Program 

Answering to Continued and Increased 
Incidents of Hate
In light of the 2020 summer uprisings against 
police brutality and anti-Black systemic racism, 
L.A. vs Hate Program along with 211-LA, Taskforce 
and L.A. County of Office of Education, launched 
ExploreJustice.org. The aim of Explore Justice 
is to make available information on justice 
and equity including on racial, gender, and 
cultural bias to parents, students, teachers and 
administrators, and the community more broadly 
to continue conversations on systemic racism and 
discrimination. The rise of Explore Justice and 
similar resources and campaigns are significant to 
combat racial-hate violence even among immigrant 
communities. According to data gathered by 211 
and L.A. vs Hate, individuals of color are the largest 
target of hate crimes yet are also the largest share of 
perpetrators--highlighting the widespread reach of 
racism in our society. 

The L.A. vs Hate program also recognized the 
increase in hate crimes against Asian American and 
Pacific Islander (AAPI) since the start of the COVID-19 
pandemic. Former President Trump consistently 
used xenophobic language by referring to the virus 
as the “Chinese virus” to deflect responsibility and 
blame on the shortcoming of his administration to 
the pandemic response and relied on racist tropes 
to distract (see Case Study 11 above for more). 

Concerning these events and COVID-19 relief 
more generally, organizers such as the L.A. vs Hate 
Program recognized a gap in the availability of 
Asian language forms to connect monolingual Asian 
speakers to the appropriate community services for 
COVID-19 relief and other concerns.

In relation to how L.A. can prepare 
for new policy opportunities under a 
new federal administration, the LA vs 
Hate program details that we must 
“ensure that restorative practices 
are offered as a matter of course for 
immigrant youth because there is so 
much unaddressed trauma, bullying, 
bias and stress related to COVID.” 

-Terri Villa-McDowell L.A. County 
Commission on Human Relations/

LA vs Hate Program Source: Information collected from the L.A. County Commission on Human Relations/LA vs Hate 
Program by USC Equity Research Institute.
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color and condition the state of immigrants in 
L.A. County. Organizations that work in service of 
immigrant communities know this far too well, with 
their just-in-time experiences working to address 
the economic, social, and health effects of the crisis. 
The data in this report is important but the data will 
have to catch up to these pressing realities. What 
we know in this moment is that in order to reach 
our goals of creating a society where immigrants 
from all backgrounds can thrive and where they, 
too, can recover from all that 2020 brought, we must 
intentionally and consistently promote integration 
and inclusion in all sectors, at all levels, and in all 
recovery efforts. 

To accomplish this, our second annual SOILA 
report included analysis on how the data presented 
has likely been affected by the pandemic and its 
consequences. Given how critical immigrants are to 
our communities, we were called to examine access 
to health care, to reliable computers and high-speed 
broadband, and to the numbers of immigrants 
working in high-risk or essential jobs for the sake of 
our society. 

This was our attempt to take a dive into the topics 
that COVID-19 has highlighted as important. Even 
yet, this year’s work does not capture the full extent 
of how immigrants are faring both in light of the 

pandemic and in general. This report lacks data on 
the experiences of children of immigrants, trans and 
queer immigrants, as well as data on immigrants 
with disabilities—both physical and mental. 
Additionally, this report was only able to scratch 
the surface on Black and Indigenous immigrant 
experiences. There are further issues to explore 
and data that will undoubtedly change in the years 
to come, but we are hopeful that SOILA 2021 both 
represents continuity with our previous report and 
starts the ongoing conversation of how L.A. County 
immigrant communities endured one of the most 
difficult periods of our generation. 

As we said last year, L.A. County is where we break 
bread, work alongside, and build families with 
immigrant Angelenos. We empower ourselves 
when we create a safe, welcoming environment, 
community, and government that centers equity for 
all. That work becomes more important now as we 
keep an eye on an equitable recovery for all.

With equity and full inclusion in mind, we encourage 
L.A. County institutions, organizations, elected 
leaders, and constituents to consider the following 
recommendations in our movement toward 
immigrant integration and inclusion in the wake of 
COVID-19. 

Moving Forward

Conclusion
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1001. Address anti-Blackness and center 
racial justice in all immigrant integration 
efforts 
The white supremacist systems that detain 
immigrants in horrific conditions and exclude 
them from all areas of life are the same ones that 
marginalize Black and brown communities within 
our cities. Because of this, immigrant and racial 
issues are intertwined and should be considered 
simultaneously. This has and continues to be 
especially pertinent for immigrants of color, 
like Black and Asian-American immigrants (and 
their loved ones). Thus, the work of immigrant 
integration requires that we challenge anti-
Blackness and center racial justice in our efforts, 
especially in the wake of ongoing police brutality 
and heightened hate crimes. Hate crimes that target 
people based on race often include anti-immigrant 
language and vice versa. Many in the immigrant 
rights field understand that the full integration of 
immigrants cannot happen without addressing 
racial inequities that have been exacerbated by 
the pandemic. However, County leadership has a 
responsibility to take on these efforts and commit 
to bringing along immigrant communities into the 
larger fight for racial equity.

Immigrant-serving organizations interviewed this 
year identified that this effort could include mass 
education efforts within immigrant communities on 
the manifestation of racism and colorism in different 

racial/ethnic contexts, as well as understanding 
policing as a tool of white supremacy. It may also 
look like intentional efforts to invest in Black 
and Indigenous led organizations, as well as 
centering the experiences of Black and Indigenous 
immigrants in existing and forthcoming immigrant-
related work and advocacy. As we said last year, 
challenging racism—especially anti-Black racism—is 
immigrants' business.

2. Tailor resources and services to 
immigrant communities in a linguistically 
and culturally appropriate manner 
Our efforts to address racial justice are intertwined 
with language justice. As presented in this report, 
a significant number of immigrant households can 
be considered linguistically isolated. Additionally, 
for Indigenous migrants in the county, lacking 
access to skilled interpreters directly cuts their 
ability to engage in their communities and receive 
the support they require. Ensuring that immigrant 
families have adequate and timely information 
is critical, particularly during a global crisis like 
the COVID-19 pandemic. At a time when vaccines 
are being disseminated, it is possible that lacking 
in-language information is a barrier for some 
immigrants who are weary about the safety of 
the vaccines due, in large part, to misinformation 
campaigns, as well as the general mistrust 
communities have of government entities and 
public benefits.61 The County must invest in and 

Moving Forward
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outreach, education, benefits, and services for our 
diverse AAPI, Black, Indigenous, MENA, and Latino 
immigrant communities. This includes hiring and 
compensating qualified interpreters and translators. 
Importantly, this requires working in partnership 
with immigrant-serving organizations—instead 
of unknown vendors—who are already effectively 
providing these services.

3. Provide intentional and ongoing 
physical, as well as mental health support 
to immigrants, as we continue to weather 
and soon emerge from the COVID-19 
pandemic 
Across the nation, immigrants have been 
disproportionately impacted by the COVID-19 
illness.62 A combination of fear of catching the virus, 
prolonged loneliness from social distancing, and 
stress from the economic downturn—coupled with 
existing fears of accessing aid due to public charge 
and the threat of deportation—have only further 
impacted the mental health of immigrants. While 
the data on these experiences is still emerging, we 
need to expand our capacity to address both the 
physical and mental health needs of our community 
members. This also includes addressing the ongoing 
and fundamental needs required for good health: 
adequate shelter, nutritious food, medication for all 
types of needs, economic security throughout our 
recovery, and more. Some support is already out 

there; local organizations, government agencies, 
and beyond have taken the time to create resource 
lists on their websites. However, consistent 
messaging and outreach from County leadership 
and their community organization allies, who have 
already built trust with immigrant communities, 
is necessary. The County must reduce the barriers 
at the local level that create fear and doubt for 
immigrants, preventing them from accessing crucial 
services that promote good health.

4. Ensure COVID-19 vaccines are widely 
accessible in immigrant and POC 
communities
Throughout the pandemic, countless reports have 
measured the disproportionate impacts of COVID-19 
based on nativity and race/ethnicity. Native 
Hawaiian and Pacific Islanders have experienced the 
highest COVID-19 death rates—something that local 
public health leaders partly attribute to pre-existing 
conditions and multi-generational households.63 In 
July of 2020, Pacific Islanders in L.A. County were 
dying at four times the rate of white residents.64 An 
article from December of 2020, detailed that Latinos 
were nearly three times as likely to be hospitalized 
from contracting the virus, when compared to white 
residents, and Black residents were about twice as 
likely to be hospitalized.65 A recent study analyzing 
death certificate data from California, revealed that 
COVID-19 death rates were higher among the Black 
and Latino population. Additionally, working-age, 
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foreign-born Latinos had a higher COVID-19 death 
rate than their Latino, U.S.-born counterparts.66 
Despite this fact, Black and Latino Angelenos 
received COVID-19 vaccines at significantly lower 
rates when compared to the rest of the county.67 By 
May 19, 2021, Latinos comprised about 26 percent 
of those in L.A. County who have received at least 
one dose of the vaccine, Black residents comprised 
4 percent, and Native Hawaiian and Pacific 
Islanders comprised only 0.5 percent.68 Knowing 
that immigrants make up significant proportions of 
Pacific Islander, Black, and Latino communities—
and that they experience higher rates of poverty—
we know that vulnerable immigrants are largely 
being excluded from dedicated vaccine efforts in 
L.A. County. Further, immigrants—especially older 
immigrants—may not have access to a computer, be 
familiar with vaccine rollout processes or scheduling 
websites, and may have difficulty navigating these 
online platforms that are confusing for all. County-
administered vaccination efforts need to correct 
this by going into typically hard-to-reach immigrant 
and people of color (POC) communities, not only 
with vaccinations, but also with in-language 
information.69  

5. Provide rent relief, cash assistance, and 
food security for immigrants and other 
marginalized communities for a collective 
recovery from COVID-19
As we move forward, L.A. County’s collective 

recovery from COVID-19 must center the most 
marginalized communities. Prior to the pandemic, 
housing was already burdensome and the economic 
divide wide, especially for undocumented and LPR 
Angelenos. Immigrants are in need of continued 
support as a result of the expansive impacts of the 
pandemic. Any form of relief should never depend 
on documentation; throughout the pandemic 
we have seen the important role state and local 
governments play in securing relief for immigrants 
excluded from federal aid. Given that the County’s 
temporary eviction moratorium is set to expire on 
June 30, 2021, L.A. County should implement rent 
forgiveness for any rent debt accrued during the 
pandemic. In addition, the County should  make 
concerted efforts to ensure that it provides wage 
replacement/cash assistance, expanded services, 
and food security and that these programs reach all 
immigrants in need of relief, particularly those who 
have been excluded from federal relief.  

Inclusive relief also requires small business 
promotion that includes firms owned by Black, 
Indigenous, and immigrant business owners, as well 
as the informal industry, like day laborers and street 
vendors. Recovery efforts must consider the existing 
social, economic, and political climate in both the 
creation and implementation of programs tailored 
to immigrants. After all, prioritizing the wellbeing 
of immigrant communities, results in a more united 
and better off Los Angeles. 



State of Immigrants in 
Los Angeles County 2021

103

Moving Forward

Ten Lessons for our 
Immigrant Future
continued

6. Protect Angeleno immigrants from 
deportation and support those in 
deportation proceedings
In the face of slow-moving federal policy, 
local governments have the opportunity and 
responsibility to provide a sense of safety and 
support for immigrant communities. After all, 
deportations have ripple effects that extend 
beyond just the individual who is at direct risk of 
deportation. Deportations impact families, friends, 
neighbors, employers, and employees. Research 
shows that family separation creates long-term 
developmental impacts for children and families, 
including psychological, social, and health problems 
that extend beyond reunification.70 Additionally, 
one economic indicator measuring the impact of 
deportations can be the loss of household income. 
Across the County, among households with an 
undocumented wage earner, half of the aggregate 
household income comes from the undocumented 
wage earner, meaning if an undocumented wage 
earner is deported, a family can be plunged further 
into poverty.71

One step that philanthropy along with L.A. City and 
County have taken in shielding families from the 
impacts of deportation is the implementation of 
the L.A. Justice Fund detailed earlier. Additionally, 
the County Board of Supervisors approved a 
motion prohibiting the use of County resources in 
immigration arrests without a warrant to do so. We 

know that Black immigrants and other immigrants 
of color are often targeted for arrests, which is why 
it is crucial that work against deportation be linked 
up with broader efforts to reduce criminalization 
of Black and Brown communities. In addition, 
multiyear funding to expand and strengthen 
efforts such as the L.A. Justice Fund should be 
implemented with revised eligibility and residency 
requirements that are inclusive of all immigrants, 
regardless of record. Bold policy efforts that build 
on the Board of Supervisors actions must continue 
throughout L.A. County and set an example for the 
state and the country.

7. Protect worker rights and promote 
robust business and labor engagement in 
the efforts for immigrant integration
We continue to assert that immigrant integration is 
everyone’s business—but it is especially business’ 
business. Immigrants comprise a significant share 
of workers in different sectors of our county’s 
economy. Many of our industries would not be 
as robust if not for our immigrant communities. 
This has been made all the more clear in the 
way immigrants have shown up for essential 
work, helping the rest of us weather through the 
pandemic. It is long past time for businesses to 
become more engaged in promoting immigrant 
integration, immigration reform, and state-level 
immigrant support but the need is especially acute 
in the coming year. Workers that have been deemed 
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essential should not be treated as if their lives were 
dispensable; a path to legalization and decent 
wages should be prioritized.

The business sector can also step up to the plate 
when it comes to combatting hate or bias incidents 
at the workplace or among staff members, and 
can also promote immigrant entrepreneurship by 
stepping up purchases from select small businesses. 
The County can assist by supporting immigrant 
entrepreneurs via microgrants, training, and other 
forms of support similar to California’s recent Social 
Entrepreneurs for Economic Development (SEED) 
grant.72 Labor has worked to protect workers’ rights 
to health and safety during the pandemic and will 
need to work against any effort to constrain hard-
won workers’ rights that may be at risk due to the 
ongoing state of crisis.73

Additionally, there are creative ways the business 
sector can engage in immigrant integration efforts. 
For example, UNITE-LA, formerly part of the Los 
Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce, has turned 
their attention to the educational impacts that the 
pandemic has created for young people. As UNITE-
LA sees it, more young people are re-thinking their 
plans to go to college during this time. Business 
sectors—alongside educational institutions—must 
continue to encourage this option if we are ever 
going to be able to close generational wealth gaps. 
Given that financial aid education continues to 

be a critical initial step for low-income and first-
generation college students, UNITE-LA has pivoted 
to provide this resource virtually. 

8. Continue to lead on immigrant 
integration through flexible and 
transparent funding for the region
Immigrant integration is everyone’s business, 
particularly in L.A. County where immigrants 
compose one third of the population. L.A. County 
has been a leader in immigrant integration, not 
just for the Golden State, but also for the rest of 
the nation. L.A. County has the opportunity to take 
the necessary steps to emerge out of the COVID-19 
pandemic in a unified way, prioritizing efforts that 
cater to the communities that have been most 
impacted. In addition, the County also has the 
opportunity to create a united front to continue 
immigrant integration efforts, but to also prepare for 
any changes that emerge at the federal level, such 
as immigration reform. 

While the County should continue to invest in 
immigrant Angelenos, through funds like the L.A. 
Justice Fund, and in all the ways recommended 
on this list, the County must also consider how 
to engage immigrants in the budget process and 
allocations. As it stands, the budget allocation 
process is difficult to understand and to engage 
with because these conversations happen 
behind closed doors. The process requires more 
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transparency, both with immigrant Angelenos and 
the organizations that work in service to them. 
Only when the County creates this type of trust and 
relationship will its programs fully respond to the 
various needs of immigrants in the county. A multi-
million dollar investment from the County—with 
community input—for broader, flexible, easily-
accessible funding for the region would exemplify 
our commitment to tangibly supporting immigrants 
in both policy and budget allocations in a way that 
is not constantly reactive to our changing context.

9. Invest in extensive and diverse data 
collection 
With the drastic impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic, 
we anticipate that some data points presented 
here are likely to change in the coming years. Data 
surrounding employment, housing, and even 
education during the pandemic is emerging and can 
look very different as a result of the shifts Angelenos 
have endured. Thus, up-to-date and accurate data 
on immigrant communities will become even more 
crucial to understand the immediate and lasting 
impacts of the pandemic. Last year, we proposed 
more data on health access, service utilization, and 
social climate—all of which continue to significantly 
increase in importance. To that list, we add data 
related to assessing the impacts of the digital 
divide and the mental health consequences of 
prolonged social distancing and isolation. This data 
is necessary to assess where immigrants stand in a 

society re-emerging from a pandemic, allowing the 
County to better identify emerging needs and where 
to allocate time and resources. 

In addition, it is critical to collect data on 
immigrant communities that have historically 
been invisibilized, such as Black immigrants, 
Indigenous migrants, immigrants with disabilities, 
and trans and queer immigrants. Collecting data 
on unrepresented immigrant communities will 
ensure that the resources allocated to immigrant 
communities are tailored to support each diverse 
group adequately. Working in partnership with 
community-based organizations who are already 
doing this work is key. 

10. Partner with community-based 
organizations to collectively build and 
strengthen the immigrant services 
infrastructure, as well as advocate for 
changes at the state and federal level
Both the state of California and L.A. County have 
made efforts to address the needs of immigrants 
in response to the pandemic—and in the face of 
the federal government sometimes making it 
difficult to include all Angelenos. What has received 
the most attention are efforts like relief funds for 
the undocumented and protections from federal 
immigration enforcement. Programs like the 
state relief fund have relied on community-based 
organizations for dissemination given that they are 
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trusted messengers to immigrant communities. 
Thus, the County can make a concerted effort 
to work in partnership with community-based 
organizations to collectively create and strengthen 
the infrastructure necessary to support immigrants. 
Doing so will allow us to arrive at a place where L.A. 
County can offer critical wrap-around services to its 
immigrant communities.

This is especially important in light of circumstances 
that necessitate timely responses, such as a global 
pandemic, the possibility of pathways to citizenship 
for undocumented immigrants, and ever-
changing migration flows. For example, the Biden 
administration has proposed legislation that would 
create a pathway to citizenship for the 11 million 
undocumented immigrants.74 While this legislation 
may take time, L.A. County can do the work now 
to prepare for any changes that may emerge at the 
federal level. 

Additionally, L.A. County has to prepare for 
changing migration flows such as the increase in 
the number of unaccompanied children at the 
border.75 In April of this year, it was announced 
that the Pomona Fairplex and the Long Beach 
Convention Center would temporarily house 
unaccompanied children.76 Providing support in an 
emergency is appropriate but continuing to detain 
children is not, and as such, organizations have 
voiced the need to expedite family reunification 
so that these temporary facilities do not become 

permanent, along with other demands.77 To ensure 
that L.A. County responds rapidly and adequately 
in situations such as this one, the County must have 
the infrastructure in place for an effective, collective, 
and coordinated approach. 

While we stress the importance of preparing for 
rapid response efforts, it is also equally as important 
to continue supporting the existing work on 
matters like naturalization and civic engagement. 
For example, immigrant-serving organizations 
know that registering voters and facilitating civic 
engagement among immigrants strengthens the 
voice and power of immigrants; as such, a multi-
sectoral campaign effort would remind eligible 
immigrants that they can apply in time to naturalize 
and vote in the 2022 midterm elections. In addition 
to this, strengthening L.A. County’s infrastructure 
can help community-based organizations hold 
a united front to support efforts like those of the 
NALEO Educational Fund who are advocating for 
a reinvigorated U.S. Citizenship and Immigration 
Services (USCIS) that provides quality service to 
immigrants, reverts to the previous fee schedule, 
and reduces the naturalization backlog. 

It is the responsibility of L.A. leaders to work 
alongside community-based organizations to better 
advance immigrant integration efforts. L.A. County 
must begin a coordinated effort now, to continue 
ongoing efforts but also to prepare for future 
changes that require a rapid response.
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108Unless otherwise noted, all of the data and analyses 
presented in this report are the product of the USC 
Equity Research Institute, and reflect L.A. County. 
While all of the specific data sources used and 
relevant notes are included beneath each figure 
in the report, some of the more complex analyses 
require further explanation. In the following pages, 
we provide more detail on those analyses, and 
provide definitions of some key terms used in the 
report. Data and 
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Unless otherwise noted, the categorization of 
people by race/ethnicity and nativity is based on 
individual responses to various census surveys. All 
people included in our analysis were first assigned 
to one of six mutually exclusive racial/ethnic 
categories, depending on their response to two 
separate questions on race and Hispanic origin as 
follows: 

• “white” is used to refer to all people who identify 
as white alone and do not identify as being of 
Hispanic origin. 

• “Black” and “African American” are used to refer 
to all people who identify as Black or African 
American alone and do not identify as being of 
Hispanic origin. 

• “Latino” refers to all people who identify as 
being of Hispanic origin, regardless of racial 
identification. 

• “Asian or Pacific Islander,” “Asian American/ 
Pacific Islander,” and “AAPI” are used to refer 
to all people who identify as Asian American 
or Pacific Islander alone and do not identify as 
being of Hispanic origin. 

• In cases where “Pacific Islanders” are 
disaggregated, “Pacific Islanders” refers to 
anyone identifying as Native Hawaiian or Pacific 
Islander alone and do not identify as being of 
Hispanic origin.

• “Native American” and “Native American and 
Alaska Native” are used to refer to all people who 
identify as Native American or Alaskan Native 
alone and do not identify as being of Hispanic 
origin.

• “Mixed/other” and “other or mixed race” are 
used to refer to all people who identify with a 
single racial category not included above, or 
identify with multiple racial categories, and 
do not identify as being of Hispanic origin. 
Throughout the report we use “mixed race” 
or “mixed-race” as a shorthand to refer to 
individuals in the Mixed/other racial category. 

• “People of color (POC)” is used to refer to all 
people who do not identify as non-Hispanic 
white. 

• Nativity: The term “U.S.-born” refers to all people 
who identify as being born in the United States 
(including U.S. territories and outlying areas), 
or born abroad to American parents. The terms 
“immigrant” and "foreign-born" refer to people 
who identify as being born abroad, outside of the 
United States, to non-American parents.

Immigration Status 
The term "naturalized citizen" refers to immigrants 
who have become U.S. citizens through the process 
of naturalization, while "non-citizen" refers to 
immigrants who have not. "Lawful permanent 
resident" (or "LPR") refers to non-citizen immigrants 
who have lawful permanent resident status in the 
U.S. and those with temporary visas, while the 
term "undocumented" refers to those who do not.
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Given the diversity of ethnic origin and large 
presence of immigrants, particularly among 
the Latino, Asian American, and Pacific Islander 
populations, we sometimes present data for more 
specific racial/ethnic subcategories within these 
groups. In order to maintain consistency with the 
broad racial/ethnic categories and to enable the 
examination of second-and-higher generation 
immigrants, these more detailed categories 
(referred to as “ancestry”) are drawn from the 
first response to the census question on ancestry, 
recorded in the Integrated Public Use Microdata 
Series (IPUMS) USA variable “ANCESTR1.” For 
example, while country-of-origin information 
could have been used to identify Filipinos among 
the Asian American population or Salvadorans 
among the Latino population, it could only do 
so for immigrants, leaving only the broad “Asian 
American” and “Latino” racial/ethnic categories for 
the U.S.-born population. While this methodological 
choice makes little difference in the numbers 
of immigrants by origin we report—i.e., the vast 
majority of immigrants from El Salvador mark 
“Salvadoran” for their ancestry—it is an important 
point of clarification and allows us to calculate, 
for example, the percentage of immigrants among 
people with Salvadoran ancestry. To define the 
Middle East/North African (MENA) broad ancestral 
group, which is confined to people who identify 

racially as white, we included all ancestries 
classified under “North African and Southwest Asia” 
in the IPUMS documentation for the ANCESTR1 
variable. While there are a small number (about 
1,000 after survey weights are applied or 50 
actual unweighted observations) of people in the 
underlying survey data that are of Middle East/North 
African ancestry and identify racially as Black, they 
are not included in the Middle East/North African 
table. This is done both because the sample is too 
small to accurately identify the immigrant share 
of the population and to avoid double counting 
as they are already included in the table for Black 
immigrants. Finally, we should note that while some 
Armenians may consider themselves European 
rather than Middle Eastern, we included them in the 
MENA group based on their categorization in the 
ANCESTR1 variable. 

Other Selected Terms and Notes 
• The term “full-time” workers refers to all persons 

in the IPUMS USA microdata who reported 
working at least 50 weeks per year and usually 
worked at least 35 hours per week during the 
year prior to the survey. 

• The term "eligible-to-naturalize" refers to 
LPR adults age 18 or older who are eligible to 
naturalize and gain U.S. citizenship.
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Although a variety of data sources were used, 
much of our analysis is based on the 2018 5-year 
American Community Survey (ACS) microdata 
from the Integrated Public Use Microdata Series 
(IPUMS USA). The sample includes data for the years 
2014 through 2018 pooled together, with survey 
weights derived to reflect a five-year average that is 
representative of the overall population. Each year 
of the sample covers about one percent of the total 
U.S. population. The five-year sample was used 
to improve statistical reliability. Compared with 
the more commonly used census “summary files,” 
which include a limited set of summary tabulations 
of population and housing characteristics, use of the 
microdata allows for the flexibility to create more 
illuminating metrics of immigrant integration, and 
provide a more nuanced view of immigrant groups 
defined by age, race/ ethnicity, and ancestry.

A Note on Sample Size 
While the IPUMS microdata allow for the 
tabulation of detailed population characteristics, 
it is important to keep in mind that because such 
tabulations are based on samples, they are subject 
to a margin of error and should be regarded as 
estimates—particularly in smaller geographies 
and for smaller demographic subgroups. In effort 
to avoid reporting highly unreliable estimates, 
we do not report any estimates that are based 
on a universe of fewer than 100 individual survey 
respondents.

Geography of the IPUMS Microdata 
A key limitation of the IPUMS microdata is 
geographic detail. The lowest level of geography 
associated with the individuals included in the 
samples used in this report is known as the Public 
Use Microdata Area (PUMA). PUMAs are generally 
drawn to contain a population of at least 100,000, 
and vary greatly in geographic size from being fairly 
small in densely populated urban areas, to very 
large in rural areas, often with one or more counties 
contained in a single PUMA. 

While the geography of the IPUMS microdata 
generally poses a challenge for the creation of 
regional summary measures, this was not the case 
for L.A. County, as the geography of the county 
could be assembled perfectly by combining PUMAs.
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Populations 
Throughout the report we present estimates that 
stem from a dataset created by ERI using the 
2018 5-year American Community Survey (ACS) 
microdata from IPUMS USA, covering the years 2014 
through 2018, and the 2014 Survey of Income and 
Program Participation (SIPP) from the U.S. Census 
Bureau. We chose the five-year ACS microdata 
sample because it contains a wide variety of 
individual and household characteristics and the 
sample size is large enough to make reasonably 
accurate estimates for sub-state geographies. 
One critical shortcoming of this dataset for our 
purposes, however, is that while it identifies non-
citizen immigrants, it does not identify which 
non-citizens are documented and which are not. 
In order to overcome this challenge, we generated 
estimates of which non-citizens in the sample were 
undocumented, and assumed the remainder had 
lawful status, labelling them LPRs. Our estimation 
was based on a statistical model developed 
using the 2014 SIPP that was applied to the ACS 
microdata. For those interested in the details of 
our methodology, please refer to the document 
at: https://dornsife.usc.edu/assets/sites/731/docs/
Methodology_Final_updated_ETN_2017.pdf. For the 
current research, we applied the same methodology 
to the more recent aforementioned datasets. 

With identifiers in place for who was an LPR among 
non-citizens in the ACS microdata, we applied some 
basic conditions to determine which of them were 
likely to be eligible-to-naturalize adults. We included 
all individuals at least 18 years old who had been in 
the United States for at least five years prior to the 
survey or three years if married to a U.S. citizen.

Hate Crimes  
Page 87 of the report presents data on reported 
hate crimes in L.A. County. The data presented 
were sourced from the 2019 hate crimes report 
produced by the Los Angeles County Human 
Relations Commission. The report provides a 
statistical snapshot of reported hate crimes in 2019, 
as well as hate crime counts for the previous several 
years. The Los Angeles County Human Relations 
Commission receives reports from the sheriff and 
city police agencies, educational institutions, and 
community-based organizations.
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Integral to immigrant integration, warmth of 
welcome describes how immigrants are received 
and treated by their new community, society at 
large, and by the government.78 Schwartz and 
colleagues (2014) find that in a positive and warm 
context of reception, immigrants feel welcomed 
and have better access to resources that aid upward 
mobility, employment, and the development of 
supportive and positive social relationships.79 
In contrast, immigrants in a negative and cold 
context of reception face more difficulties finding 
employment and establishing healthy social ties 
due to discrimination and a lack of resources which 
then can hinder integration.80 In such contexts, 
immigrants are also often the target of exclusionary 
policies that deliberately thwart their political, 
social, and economic integration into communities 
and society. Despite broad definitions and 
implications, the complexity of warmth of welcome 
makes it difficult to standardize an approach that 
measures the concept. 

For the purposes of this report, we aim to provide 
a snapshot of L.A. County’s warmth of welcome by 
focusing on select indicators related to immigration. 
These include the unfortunate nature of hate crimes 
in the county, as well as the number of deportation 
cases in the last two decades. We also included 
data on the outcomes of deportation proceedings 
with legal representation as a hopefully positive 
indicator of how L.A. County is doing in providing 
legal counsel to immigrants and the largely positive 
impacts they have on these cases. Data and 
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The number of immigration court deportation 
cases by year in which they were initially filed and 
nationality of the defendant, and the composition 
of cases by legal representation and outcome as of 
July 2020.

Data source(s) include: Transactional Records 
Access Clearinghouse, Syracuse University, trac.
syr.edu, State and County Details on Deportation 
Proceedings in Immigration Court, https://trac.syr.
edu/phptools/immigration/nta/.

The universe here included all deportation 
proceedings initiated by the Department of 
Homeland Security and its predecessor, the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, for 
immigrants residing in California.

The source data is based on analyses done by 
the Transactional Records Access Clearinghouse 
(TRAC) at Syracuse University of court records 
obtained from the Executive Office for Immigration 
Review (EOIR) using the Freedom of Information 
Act. Data for the California Immigrant Data Portal 
was collected from publicly accessible data made 
available through the online TRAC data tool. The 
number and percentage of deportation proceedings 
for immigrants residing in California were calculated 
by representation, outcome, immigrant county 
of residence and country of origin for each year 
and geography. Many countries of origin were 

aggregated into broader regional categories. See the 
methodology page for other relevant notes, https://
immigrantdataca.org/about/methodology.

Notes: 

• Detailed information about the source data can 
be found here: https://trac.syr.edu/phptools/
immigration/nta/about_data.html.

• No data available prior to 2001.

• Data not only available for counties and 
statewide.

• The years reflected in the data are based on 
the fiscal year in which the deportation case 
was initiated, not when the case outcome was 
decided.

• Data measured by outcome are based on current 
filing status when the data was downloaded 
from Syracuse University’s Transactional Records 
Access Clearinghouse website (currently July 
2020). 

• Geography is based on the immigrant’s 
residential address recorded in court records.

• Totals may differ due to rounding errors in 
the source data caused by how the data was 
crosswalked between zip codes and counties 
using an immigrant’s residential address.
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Page 96 of the report presents an analysis of the 
number of immigrant-serving organizations per 
100,000 non-citizen immigrant residents. To create 
this measure, we used data on all non-profits in 
California from Guidestar for fiscal year 2016 (the 
Research Fundamentals PLUS Data Set of 501(c)(3) 
Public Charities dataset). We initially selected all 
organizations with the terms "IMMIG" or "REFUGEE" 
in their name or mission statement, or that had the 
National Taxonomy of Exempt Entities (NTEE) code 
P84 for ethnic/immigrant centers. Because P84 code 
also includes organizations that are not accurately 
characterized as immigrant-serving organizations 
(e.g. organization focused on the Native American 
population), we examined the list of organizations 
and dropped those for which immigrant services 
did not seem to be a particular focus. To be sure 
we were not missing organizations that use the 
term "migrant" instead of "immigrant" in the data 
collected by GuideStar, we did another key word 
search, among organizations not already included 
in our list, for those with the term "MIGR" their 
name or mission statements. Many of those found 
were not immigrant serving (for example, there 
were several organizations focused on migratory 
birds) but a handful were and we added them to 
the list. Finally, to exclude organizations focused 
on international work (e.g. religion-based missions 
organizations), we dropped all organizations 
reporting foreign activities. In the end, we identified 
179 "immigrant-serving" organizations across 
the state based on this approach. However, one 
major shortcoming of Guidestar data is that it only 

includes one record (with one location/address) 
for each organization even if it has multiple offices 
in different locations. To account for this, we 
conducted internet searches on each organization 
and tabulated the number of different locations 
along with their respective addresses. We then 
geocoded all the addresses, did a spatial join 
with each of the portal geographies using an R 
package and summed location/address count. 
Finally, we matched in data from the 2018 ACS 
5-year summary file on the number of non-citizen 
immigrants to calculate the number of distinct 
locations of immigrant-serving organizations per 
100,000 non-citizen immigrants. We then set the 
measure to missing for geographies with fewer than 
1,000 non-citizen immigrants; in such geographies, 
even having one immigrant serving organization 
resulted in a very high rate per 100,000 non-citizen 
immigrants, due to the small denominator, making 
for inconsistent geographic comparisons.

Notes:

• Guidestar data augmented to include one 
observation per location (rather than per 
organization).

• Non-citizen immigrants chosen as the 
denominator as this population is more likely to 
use immigrant services provided by non-profit 
organizations.

• No data reported for geographies with fewer 
than 1,000 non-citizen immigrants.
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Our analysis of essential workers and risks relies 
on demographic data from the 2018 5-year ACS 
microdata from IPUMS USA and physical proximity 
scores from the Occupational Information Network 
or O*NET which we accessed through Burning Glass 
Technologies. 

We define essential occupations by starting with 
an Essential Critical Infrastructure Workers list 
provided by the federal standards.81 This list was 
pared down further to “frontline workers” using 
separate state definitions of essential workers. 
Ultimately, 211 occupations and their corresponding 
SOC codes were used to define essential workers.

O*NET provides physical proximity scores of 
occupations which helps us to determine risk 
associated with close physical contact and disease 
exposure like COVID-19. Based on the distribution 
of physical proximity scores, we define higher risk 
occupations as jobs with a physical proximity score 
greater than 3.25.

To properly match data on essential worker 
status and risk, and because ACS data on SOC 
occupations are slightly less granular, we group 
some occupation categories as measured by the 
SOC codes to better align with the ACS categories, 
and took an employment-weighted average to 
derive the physical proximity score for the grouped 
occupations.

Data and 
Methods

Essential Workers and 
Risk



State of Immigrants in 
Los Angeles County 2021

1171 Los Angeles City/County Native American Indian 
Commission, “Tribal Governments,” Government, accessed 
December 9, 2019, http://www.lanaic.org/resources/tribal-
governments/.

2 Timara Lotah Link, Native People of This Place, n.d., n.d., 
https://kcet-brightspot.s3.amazonaws.com/legacy/
sites/kl/files/thumbnails/image/native-california-map-
800px-9-15-16.jpg.

3 Charles Sepulveda, “Our Sacred Waters: Theorizing 
Kuuyam as a Decolonial Possibility,” Decolonization: 
Indigeneity, Education & Society 7, no. 1 (2018): 40–58.

4 Los Angeles City/County Native American Indian 
Commission, “Tribal Governments.”

5 Los Angeles County Department of Public Health, 
“LA County COVID-19 Surveillance Dashboard,” 2020, 
http://dashboard.publichealth.lacounty.gov/covid19_
surveillance_dashboard/.

6 LJ Dawson, “Without a Pandemic Safety Net, Immigrants 
Living in U.S. Illegally Fall Through the Cracks,” Kaiser 
Health News, March 9, 2021, https://khn.org/news/article/
undocumented-immigrants-pandemic-relief/.

7 Shoshana K. Goldberg and Kerith J. Conron, “LGBT 
Adult Immigrants in the United States” (UCLA School 
of Law Williams Institute, February 2021), https://
williamsinstitute.law.ucla.edu/wp-content/uploads/Adult-
LGBT-Immigrants-Feb-2021.pdf.

8 TransLatin@ Coalition, FREE KELLY NOW, 2020, https://
www.facebook.com/watch/?v=1345599398970994.

9 TransLatin@ Coalition, “After 1,051 Days in Detention, 
Kelly Was Released from Aurora Detention Center Earlier 
This Morning!,” TransLatin@ Coalition (blog), July 14, 2020, 
https://www.translatinacoalition.org/blog/2020/7/14/after-
1051-days-in-detention-kelly-was-released-from-aurora-
detention-center-earlier-this-morning.

10 Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services, “Biden 
Administration Strengthens Requirements That Plans 

and Issuers Cover COVID-19 Diagnostic Testing Without 
Cost Sharing and Ensures Providers Are Reimbursed 
for Administering COVID-19 Vaccines to Uninsured,” 
Government, February 26, 2021, https://www.cms.
gov/newsroom/press-releases/biden-administration-
strengthens-requirements-plans-and-issuers-cover-covid-
19-diagnostic-testing.

11 Monica Davalos, Scott Graves, and Adriana Ramos-
Yamamoto, “California Leaders Must Expand 
Comprehensive Medi-Cal Coverage to Undocumented 
Seniors” (California Budget and Policy Center, April 2021), 
https://calbudgetcenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/
IB-FP-Medical-Undocumented-Seniors-21.pdf.

12 County of Los Angeles Public Health, “Native Hawaiian/
Pacific Islanders & COVID-19,” 2020, 19, http://publichealth.
lacounty.gov/media/Coronavirus/docs/people/Factsheet-
NHPI.pdf.

13 Josie Huang, “Pacific Islander Death Rate From Covid Still 
The Worst In LA County (Though Not As High As Originally 
Thought),” LAist, July 16, 2020, https://laist.com/news/
pacific-islander-native-hawaiian-california-los-angeles-
covid-19-coronavirus.

14 Rong-Gong Lin II, Andrew J. Campa, and Luke Money, “In 
Alarming Shift, Latinos Getting Coronavirus at More than 
Double Rate of Whites in L.A. County,” Los Angeles Times, 
December 8, 2020, https://www.latimes.com/california/
story/2020-12-08/latinos-getting-covid-19-double-rate-
whites-la.

15 “USC Equity Research Institute Analysis of Data from the 
2018 5-Year American Community Survey Microdata from 
IPUMS USA. Note: The Universe Includes Employed Civilian 
Noninstitutionalized Population Age 16 or Older.,” n.d.

16 Thomas J. Hedin, Geoffrey Schnorr, and Till von Wachter, 
“California Unemployment Insurance Claims During the 
COVID-19 Pandemic,” Labor (Los Angeles, CA: California 
Policy Lab, August 6, 2020), https://www.capolicylab.org/
california-unemployment-insurance-claims-during-the-
covid-19-pandemic/#int-Aug-6.

Endnotes



State of Immigrants in 
Los Angeles County 2021

11817   Kate Bahn and Carmen Cumming Sanchez, “How 
the Coronavirus Recession Is Impacting Part-Time 
U.S. Workers,” Research Center, June 5, 2020, https://
equitablegrowth.org/how-the-coronavirus-recession-is-
impacting-part-time-u-s-workers/.

18 Migration Policy Institute, “U.S. Unemployment Trends 
by Nativity, Gender, Industry, & More, Before and 
During Pandemic,” Research Center, 2021, https://www.
migrationpolicy.org/programs/migration-data-hub/us-
unemployment-trends-during-pandemic.

19 Julia Gelatt, Jeanne Batalova, and Randy Capps, “An Early 
Readout on the Economic Effects of the COVID-19 Crisis: 
Immigrant Women Have the Highest Unemployment” 
(Migration Policy Institute, November 2020), https://www.
migrationpolicy.org/sites/default/files/publications/COVID-
19-Unemployment-Women-FS-FINAL.pdf.

20 Gelatt, Batalova, and Capps.

21 Jean Trinh, “The Pandemic Hit Undocumented Restaurant 
Workers Hard. These Bartenders Swooped in to Feed 
Them.,” The Washington Post, February 10, 2021, https://
www.washingtonpost.com/road-to-recovery/2021/02/10/
undocumented-restaurant-workers-pandemic/; Abha 
Bhattarai and Laura Riley, “‘Shocked, Disheartened, 
Devastated’: Restaurant and Hotel Workers Reel as Layoffs 
Soar Again,” The Washington Post, January 13, 2021, 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2021/01/13/
restaurant-hospitality-unemployment/.

22 Heather Long, “Millions of Jobs Probably Aren’t Coming 
Back. Even after the Pandemic Ends,” The Washington Post, 
February 17, 2021.

23 Coalition for Pubic Health Councils in LA, 
“#CouncilsNotCOVID,” #CouncilsNotCOVID, accessed April 
21, 2021, https://publichealthcouncils.org.

24 Leila Miller, “L.A. County Approves Program for Workers to 
Form Public Health Councils to Curb Coronavirus Spread,” 
Los Angeles Times, November 10, 2020, https://www.
latimes.com/california/story/2020-11-10/la-me-la-county-
public-health-councils.

25 USC Dornsife: Equity Research Institute, Committee for a 
Greater L.A., and UCLA Lusking School of Public Affairs, 
“No Going Back: Policies for an Equitable and Inclusive Los 
Angeles” (Los Angeles County, September 2020), https://
dornsife.usc.edu/assets/sites/1411/docs/USC_ERI_no-
going-back_policy_report.pdf.

26 Shannon Sedgwick, “2020 LAEDC Economic Forecast,” 
https://laedc.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Shannon-
Sedgwick-SLIDES-LAEDC-2020-Forecast.pdf.

27 Los Angeles County Office of Education, “About-LACOE,” 
Los Angeles County Office of Education, n.d., https://www.
lacoe.edu/About-LACOE.

28 Kristina Romero, “Rising to the Challenge: Districts 
Innovating to Address Equity Across Los Angeles County” 
(The Greater LA Education Foundation, n.d.), https://
www.greaterlaedfund.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/
GLA-rising-to-the-challenge-031921-Single.pdf?utm_
source=Email%20Outreach.

29 Soumya Karlamangla, “Thousands of L.A. Healthcare 
Workers Sickened by Coronavirus, Worsening Crisis in 
Hospitals,” The Los Angeles Times, January 6, 2021, https://
www.latimes.com/california/story/2021-01-06/covid-19-
surge-infecting-la-healthcare-workers-in-huge-numbers.

30 Jeanne Batalova, Michael Fix, and Sarah Pierce, “Brain 
Waste among U.S. Immigrants with Health Degrees: A 
Multi-State Profile” (Migration Policy Institute, July 2020), 
https://www.migrationpolicy.org/sites/default/files/
publications/MPI-HealthCare-Brainwaste-by-State_Final.
pdf.

31 Annelies Goger, “For Millions of Low-Income Seniors, 
Coronavirus Is a Food-Security Issue,” Research Center, 
March 16, 2020, https://www.brookings.edu/blog/the-
avenue/2020/03/16/for-millions-of-low-income-seniors-
coronavirus-is-a-food-security-issue/.

32 Jovanna Rosen et al., “How Do Renters Cope With 
Unaffordability?” (USC Sol Price Center for Social 
Innovation, 2020), https://socialinnovation.usc.edu/
wp-content/uploads/2020/12/USC-PRICE_Rent-

Endnotes
continued



State of Immigrants in 
Los Angeles County 2021

119BurdenReport_12.14.pdf.

33 USC Dornsife Center for Economic and Social Research, 
“LABarometer the Affordability & Prosperity Report,” 
February 17, 2021, https://cesr.usc.edu/sites/default/files/
Affordability_Wave1_Report.pdf.

34 Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, “Policy Basics: 
Federal Payroll Taxes,” April 17, 2020, https://www.cbpp.
org/research/federal-tax/federal-payroll-taxes.

35 American Immigration Lawyers Association, “Public Charge 
Changes at USCIS, DOJ, and DOS,” April 25, 2021, https://
www.aila.org/advo-media/issues/all/public-charge-
changes-at-uscis-doj-and-dos.

36 Holly Straut-Eppsteiner, “Documenting through Service 
Provider Accounts Harm Caused by the Department 
of Homeland Security’s Public Charge Rule” (National 
Immigration Law Center, February 2020), https://www.nilc.
org/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/dhs-public-charge-rule-
harm-documented-2020-02.pdf.

37 Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation, 
“Pathways for Economic Resiliency: Los Angeles 
County 2021 - 2026,” 2021, https://wdacs.lacounty.
gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/Pathways-for-
Economic-Resiliency-Executive-Summary-copy.pdf?utm_
content=&utm_medium=email&utm_name=&utm_
source=govdelivery&utm_term=.

38 Rachel Harrison, “How to Combat Loneliness in Older 
Adults During COVID-19,” June 8, 2020, https://www.nyu.
edu/about/news-publications/news/2020/june/loneliness-
in-older-adults-covid-19.html.

39 USC Equity Research Institute, “Linguistic Isolation Los 
Angeles County,” Data and Tools, California Immigrant 
Data Portal, 2020, https://immigrantdataca.org/indicators/
linguistic-isolation#/?breakdown=4.

40 USC Equity Research Institute, “USC Equity Research 
Institute Analysis of Data from the 2018 5-Year American 
Community Survey Microdata from IPUMS USA, Burning 
Glass Technologies and O*NET” (USC Equity Research 

Institute, 2020).

41 United States Census Bureau, “QuickFacts Los Angeles 
County, California,” Government, n.d., https://www.census.
gov/quickfacts/fact/table/losangelescountycalifornia/
POP815219#POP815219.

42 California for All, “Tracking COVID-19 in California,” 
accessed May 3, 2021, https://covid19.ca.gov/state-
dashboard/.

43 USC Equity Research Institute, “Equity Research Institute 
Analysis of 2018 ACS Integrated Public Use Microdata Series 
(IPUMS)” (USC Equity Research Institute, August 2020).

44 Sentinel News Services, “Councilmember Harris-Dawson 
Launches Meal Program to Support South L.A. Seniors 
and Small Businesses During COVID-19,” LA Sentinel, April 
2, 2020, https://lasentinel.net/councilmember-harris-
dawson-launches-meal-program-to-support-south-l-a-
seniors-and-small-businesses-during-covid-19.html.

45 County of Los Angeles, “Responsibilities of the Board of 
Supervisors,” accessed March 15, 2021, http://file.lacounty.
gov/SDSInter/lac/1031549_BoardResponsibilities.pdf.

46 Los Angeles County Supervisor Hilda L. Solis, “LA County 
to End Transfers to ICE without a Judicial Warrant,” 
Government, September 1, 2020, https://hildalsolis.org/la-
county-to-end-transfers-to-ice-without-a-judicial-warrant/.

47 Jacob Hofstetter and Margie Mchugh, “California’s 
Immigrant and U.S.-Born Parents of Young and Elementary-
School-Age Children” (Migration Policy Institute, April 
2021), https://www.migrationpolicy.org/sites/default/files/
publications/mpi_nciip_parents-children-0-4-and-5-10-
ca-2021_final.pdf.

48 Los Angeles County Commission on Human Relations, 
“2019 Hate Crime Report,” Government, 2020.

49 Chinese for Affirmative Action, Asian Pacific Policy 
& Planning Council, and Stop AAPI Hate, “Anti-Asian 
Incidents Across U.S. Near 1,900 over 8-Week Period,” June 
9, 2020, http://www.asianpacificpolicyandplanningcouncil.
org/wp-content/uploads/Press_Release_6_9_20.pdf.

Endnotes
continued



State of Immigrants in 
Los Angeles County 2021

12050 Kira Monin, Jeanne Batalova, and Tianjian Lai, “Refugees 
and Asylees in the United States,” Migration Information 
Source, May 13, 2021, https://www.migrationpolicy.org/
article/refugees-and-asylees-united-states-2021.

51 Jens Manuel Krogstad, “Key Facts about Refugees to 
the U.S.,” Research Center, Pew Research Center (blog), 
October 7, 2019, https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-
tank/2019/10/07/key-facts-about-refugees-to-the-u-s/.

52 Southeast Asia Resource Action Center and Asian 
Americans Advancing Justice - Los Angeles, “Southeast 
Asian American Journeys,” 2020, https://www.searac.org/
wp-content/uploads/2020/02/SEARAC_NationalSnapshot_
PrinterFriendly.pdf.

53 As of January 2021, the Biden Administration initiated a 
process to unwind Migrant Protection Protocols (MPP). 
Nevertheless many immigrants remain in limbo as they are 
ineligible for the initial phases of the process to unwind 
MPP. See, https://www.aila.org/advo-media/issues/all/
port-courts. Additionally, many immigrants that were 
not under MPP have spent months at the border with no 
clarity on the asylum process. See, https://www.reuters.
com/article/us-usa-immigration-asylum/as-biden-winds-
down-mexico-program-many-migrants-on-u-s-border-
left-in-limbo-idUSKBN2B419F. Prior to this policy, asylum 
seekers were able to remain in the U.S. as their cases were 
processed, https://www.americanimmigrationcouncil.org/
research/policies-affecting-asylum-seekers-border.

54 Judy Perry Martinez, “Fighting for Due Process in 
Immigration Courts,” Human Rights Magazine, April 8, 2020, 
https://perma.cc/2NXW-H6LD.

55 Brittny Mejia, “With Masks at the Ready, ICE Agents Make 
Arrests amid California Coronavirus Lockdown,” Los 
Angeles Times, March 17, 2020, https://www.latimes.com/
california/story/2020-03-17/for-ice-agents-its-business-as-
unusual-day-after-sweeping-coronavirus-order.

56 Juliana Morgan-Trostle, Kexin Zheng, and Carl Lipscombe, 
“The State of Black Immigrants” (New York City, NY: 
Black Alliance for Just Immigration (BAJI) and New York 

University (NYU) Law Immigrant Rights Clinic, 2016), http://
www.stateofblackimmigrants.com/.

57 Karen Berberich et al., “Advancing Universal 
Representation,” Research Center, Vera Institute of Justice 
(blog), December 2018, https://www.vera.org/advancing-
universal-representation-toolkit/the-case-for-universal-
representation-1.

58 American Immigration Council, “Policies Affecting Asylum 
Seekers at the Border,” January 29, 2020, https://www.
americanimmigrationcouncil.org/research/policies-
affecting-asylum-seekers-border.

59 The California Coalition for Universal Representation, 
“California’s Due Process Crisis: Access to Legal Counsel 
for Detained Immigrants,” June 2016, https://www.nilc.
org/wp-content/uploads/2016/06/access-to-counsel-Calif-
coalition-report-2016-06.pdf.

60 “USC Equity Research Institute Analysis of 2018 5-year 
American Community Survey Microdata from IPUMS USA. 
Data Represent a 2014 through 2018 Average.,” n.d.

61 Eugene Garcia, Suman Naishadham, and Anita Snow, 
“Language Barriers, Wariness Make Vaccinating Immigrants 
Hard,” Los Angeles Times, January 22, 2021, https://www.
latimes.com/world-nation/story/2021-01-22/language-
barriers-wariness-make-vaccinating-immigrants-hard.

62 Eva Clark et al., “Disproportionate Impact of the COVID-19 
Pandemic on Immigrant Communities in the United 
States,” PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases 14, no. 7 (July 13, 
2020), https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0008484.

63 County of Los Angeles Public Health, “Native Hawaiian/
Pacific Islanders & COVID-19,” 19.

64 Huang, “Pacific Islander Death Rate From Covid Still The 
Worst In LA County (Though Not As High As Originally 
Thought).”

65 Lin II, Campa, and Money, “In Alarming Shift, Latinos 
Getting Coronavirus at More than Double Rate of Whites in 
L.A. County.”

Endnotes
continued



State of Immigrants in 
Los Angeles County 2021

12166 Erika Garcia et al., “COVID-19 Mortality in California Based 
on Death Certificates: Disproportionate Impacts across 
Racial/Ethnic Groups and Nativity” 58 (March 18, 2021): 
69–75.

67 Jaclyn Cosgrove et al., “Black and Latino Residents in 
L.A. County Lag behind in Getting COVID-19 Vaccine,” Los 
Angeles Times, February 20, 2021, https://www.latimes.
com/california/story/2021-02-19/blacks-latinos-covid-19-
vaccine-rate-la-counnty.

68 California for All, “Vaccination Progress Data,” accessed 
May 3, 2021, https://covid19.ca.gov/vaccination-progress-
data/.

69 Garcia, Naishadham, and Snow, “Language Barriers, 
Wariness Make Vaccinating Immigrants Hard.”

70 Johayra Bouza et al., “The Science Is Clear: Separating 
Families Has Long-Term Damaging Psychological 
and Health Consequences for Children, Families, and 
Communities” (Society for Research in Child Development, 
June 20, 2018), https://www.srcd.org/sites/default/files/
resources/FINAL_The%20Science%20is%20Clear_0.pdf.

71 “USC Equity Research Institute Analysis of 2018 5-year 
American Community Survey Microdata from IPUMS USA. 
Data Represent a 2014 through 2018 Average.”

72 “Grants | Employment Training Panel,” accessed April 20, 
2021, https://etp.ca.gov/grants/.

73 National Immigration Law Center, National Employment 
Law Project, and OSH Law Project, “FAQ: Immigrant 
Workers’ Rights and COVID-19,” National Immigration Law 
Center (blog), April 10, 2020, 19, https://www.nilc.org/
issues/workersrights/faq-immigrant-workers-rights-and-
covid-19/.

74 David Pekoske, “Fact Sheet: President Biden Sends 
Immigration Bill to Congress as Part of His Commitment to 
Modernize Our Immigration System” (U.S. Department of 
Homeland Security, January 20, 2021), https://cdn.vox-cdn.
com/uploads/chorus_asset/file/22246670/Fact_Sheet__
America_s_Citizenship_Act_of_2021.pdf.

75 Mark Greenberg, “Hampered by the Pandemic: 
Unaccompanied Child Arrivals Increase as Earlier 
Preparedeness Shortfalls Limit the Response,” Research 
Center, March 2021, https://www.migrationpolicy.org/
news/unaccompanied-child-arrivals-earlier-preparedness-
shortfalls#.YHY0pehKg2w.

76 City News Service, “Pomona Fairplex to House 
Unaccompanied Minors Arriving at the U.S.-Mexico Border,” 
Los Angeles Times, April 9, 2021, https://www.latimes.
com/california/story/2021-04-09/pomona-fairplex-house-
unaccompanied-minors.

77 Long Beach Forward, “Response to Long Beach’s 
Temporary Facility for Unaccompanied Migrant Children,” 
Organization, April 6, 2021, https://www.lbforward.org/
post/community-statement-and-demands-in-response-to-
long-beach-s-temporary-facility-for-unaccompanied-mig.

78 Kim Ebert and Sarah M. Ovink, “Anti-Immigrant Ordinances 
and Discrimination in New and Established Destinations,” 
American Behavioral Scientist 58, no. 13 (2014): 1784–1804, 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764214537267.

79 Seth J. Schwartz et al., “Perceived Context of Reception 
among Recent Hispanic Immigrants: Conceptualization, 
Instrument Development, and Preliminary Validation,” 
Cultur Divers Ethnic Minor Psychol 20, no. 1 (2014): 1–15, 
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0033391.

80 David A. Cort, “Spurred to Action or Retreat? The Effects 
of Reception Contexts on Naturalization Decisions in Los 
Angeles,” The International Migration Review 46, no. 2 
(2012): 483–516.

81 Cybersecurity & Infrastructure Security Agency, “Identifying 
Critical Infrastructure During COVID-19,” Government, 
accessed March 16, 2021, https://www.cisa.gov/identifying-
critical-infrastructure-during-covid-19.

Endnotes
continued



State of Immigrants in 
Los Angeles County 2021

122

EQUITY RESEARCH INSTITUTE
UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
DORNSIFE COLLEGE OF LETTERS, ARTS AND SCIENCES

1149 South Hill Street, Suite H-340
Los Angeles, CA 90015
Phone: (213) 740-3643
Email: eri@dornsife.usc.edu 
Website: http://dornsife.usc.edu/eri

State of
Immigrants
in LA County

2021


