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This report examines how immigrants' have helped offset native-born population loss and
revitalized an aging workforce in 40-plus Midwestern metro areas between 2000 and 2015. Key
findings include:

Midwest Metro Areas Have Fifteen Years of Slow Growth

e Metro areas in the Midwest are aging and are growing much more slowly than the nation
as a whole. Midwest metro populations rose only 7 percent from 2000 to 2015 compared
to 14 percent for the nation.

Immigrant Populations Are Helping to Stem Losses

e Inthe 2000-2015 period, immigrant populations in Midwest metro areas rose by more
than one million persons or 34.5 percent.

e Growth among immigrants accounted for about 37 percent of all Midwestern metro
growth in the last fifteen years.

e Immigration is responsible for a majority of population growth in five metro areas,
including metro areas of Chicago, Rockford, and Akron.

e In numerous other metro areas, such as metro Cincinnati, Milwaukee, or Minneapolis,
immigration accounts for at least a quarter of population growth.

Natives in 35-44 Age Category in Striking Decline

e The number of native-born aged 35-44 fell by 1.4 million persons or 24 percent between
2000 and 2015.

e Anincrease of 313,000 immigrants aged 35-44 years during the same period has helped
to offset the extreme native population loss in that category.

Immigration Critical to a Vibrant Heartland Metropolis

The United States is engaged in a heated debate on the significance and meaning of
immigration. While many reputable researchers point out the substantial contributions that

' This report includes foreign-born persons of all immigration statuses. The US Census Bureau does not ask
survey respondents about their immigration status.



immigrants make to local economies, others (including the Trump administration) are building
policy proposals to dramatically lower immigration levels.

Amid this debate, the effect of immigration on the metropolitan areas of the Midwest deserves
special attention. The 12-state region—which includes lllinois, Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota, Ohio, and Wisconsin—is home to
dozens of metropolitan areas that have come to be increasingly defined by immigration and rely
on immigration as a source of population stability.

For many years, Midwestern states and their metro areas have experienced substantial out-
migration of residents to other parts of the country. This trend combines with an aging native-
born population to create “slow-growth” or even “no-growth” patterns that can be seen across
the region. If data demonstrates that immigration offsets or reverses some of these patterns,
policymakers should reconsider whether further cuts to immigration are in the best interest of the
region.

This report focuses on trends in 46 of the region’s metro areas and is a refresh of a similar study
published by the Chicago Council on Global Affairs in 2014. Metro areas are a useful barometer
by which to measure the impact of immigration because the economies of central cities and their
suburbs are tightly connected and because large immigrant communities are found in both
central cities and suburbs of metro areas. Also, the extent to which immigration matters to metro-
area economies heightens the importance of immigration as an issue and raises the stakes for
immigration reform.

Debates on immigration policy are often driven by events in coastal and border states, where
unique situations of labor markets and population change often capture the imagination of
national policymakers. But it is critical to recognize that immigration also has a specific and critical
meaning to the nation’s Heartland — and the Midwest’s dependence on immigration as a
demographic lifeline must be taken into account as the nation debates immigration policy.

Immigrants Bolster Midwestern Metros and Workforce

The last decade and a half has been an era of slow growth for metropolitan areas in the nation’s
Midwest. Between 2000 and 2015, a time when the nation as a whole saw its population rise by
14.2 percent, the number of persons living in 46 major metro areas of the Midwest rose by only
7.2 percent.

Figure 1: Change in Midwest Metro Populations: 2000-2015

Number Percent
2000 2015 change change

Metro areas 37,680,284 40,390,483 2,710,199 7.2

~

Native born 34,775,198 36,482,474 1,707,276 4.9%

Foreign born 2,905,086 3,908,009 1,002,923 34 5

Source: Rob Paral and Associates analysis of US Census Bureau and University of Minnesota IPUMS data
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https://www.thechicagocouncil.org/publication/growing-heartland-how-immigrants-offset-population-decline-and-aging-workforce-midwest

The slow growth — and in some places, outright population decline — taking place in Midwestern
metro areas is due to changes in the native-born population (i.e., persons born in the United
States). The number of native-born residents is falling in about one-third of Midwest metro areas,
while another third of the metro areas have growth rates that, while positive, amount to less than
7 percent since 2000.

Along with the slow or even negative growth patterns of the native born, this group is also aging.
Baby Boomers — persons born between the years 1946 and 1964 — are now between 54 and 72
years of age. With each passing year, this large population moves into higher age brackets.
Younger persons born after the Baby Boom represent a smaller cohort, and as they enter their
30s and 40s, the number of persons in those age brackets is contracting. In the year 2000, there
were 5.7 million native-born persons in Midwest metro areas between the ages of 35 and 44. By
2015, the number of native-born aged 35-44 had fallen by 1.4 million persons, or 24 percent.?

Figure 2: Change in Midwest Metro Populations: 2000-2015
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Age 65+ 63.9%
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Source: Rob Paral and Associates analysis of US Census Bureau and University of Minnesota IPUMS data.
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2 The drop-off among persons in their prime working years is a national phenomenon. Between 2000 and
2015, the number of persons aged 35-44 in the United States fell by 4.3 million persons.



In metropolitan areas across the Midwest, immigration has helped to offset population aging and
decline. Immigration has proved extremely important for several reasons. The number of
immigrants admitted to the United States each year is large, approaching a million persons per
year. These immigrants tend to be young adults, and they usually immigrate to metropolitan
areas as opposed to rural parts of the country.

Immigrants are a significant and growing portion of Midwestern metro areas. Foreign-born
persons were 7.8 percent of Midwestern metro areas in 2000, but by 2015 their share of the
population rose to 9.7 percent. Growth among immigrants accounted for about 37 percent of all
Midwestern metro growth in the last fifteen years.

Growing Immigrant Populations Found Outside Traditional Gateway Cities

The foreign-born represent at least one in every 20 residents (at least 5 percent of the metro
population) in 29 of the 46 metro areas analyzed for this report. Areas with the highest
percentage of foreign born include traditional immigrant gateways such as metro Chicago (18.1
percent foreign born), Minneapolis (11.9 percent), and Detroit (10.7 percent). But many metro areas
less known for their immigrant populations now have sizable foreign-born populations, including
Rockford (9.5 percent foreign born), lowa City (9.3 percent), and Bloomington, Indiana (8.3
percent).

The immigrant portion of the population rose in nearly all of the 46 metro areas studied. The gain
in percentage points was greatest in Champaign-Urbana, which rose from 8.1 percent foreign
born in 2000 to 12.9 percent in 2015, Minneapolis (7.7 to 11.9 percent), and Rockford (6.2 to 9.5
percent).

(See figure 3 on next page)



Figure 3: Immigrants in Midwest Metro Areas: 2000-2015

Foreign born  Foreign born  Foreign born,  Foreign born,

Total 2000 Total 2015 2000 2015 percent, 2000 percent, 2015
Midwest metro areas 37,680,284 40,390,483 2,905,086 3,908,009 7.8% 9.7%
Akron, OH 692,912 704,634 21,356 37,884 3.1% 5.4%
Ann Arbor, Ml 321,575 358,039 32,068 43,936 10.3% 12.3%
Bloomington, IL 152,616 173,828 5,352 9,302 3.5% 5.4%
Bloomington, IN 122,388 144,444 6,635 12,015 5.4% 8.3%
Canton-Massillon, OH 408,072 402,706 6,777 8,500 1.7% 2.1%
Cedar Rapids, IA 188,914 220,052 4,591 8,341 2.4% 3.8%
Champaign-Urbana, IL 181,422 208,363 14,721 26,912 8.1% 12.9%
Chicago-Naperville-Elgin, IL-IN-WI 8,952,713 9,397,330 1,463,254 1,703,432 16.3% 18.1%
Cincinnati, OH 1,552,982 1,654,195 45,970 82,781 3.0% 5.0%
Cleveland-Elyria, OH 2,152,065 2,060,912 12,113 118,335 5.2% 5.7%
Columbia, MO 136,063 175,096 6,570 12,404 4.8% 7.1%
Columbus, OH 1,575,240 1,920,935 73.430 152,466 4.7% 7.9%
Dayton, OH 707,055 696,360 19,557 33,623 2.8% 4.8%
Decatur, IL 114,926 107,245 1,417 1,994 1.2% 1.9%
Detroit-Warren-Dearborn, MI 4,163,859 4,031,529 338,566 431,968 8.1% 10.7%
Elkhart-Goshen, IN 182,252 203,601 15,606 15,467 8.6% 7.6%
Fort Wayne, IN 329,329 368,939 14,234 23,719 4.3% 6.4%
Grand Rapids-Wyoming, M| 813,472 916,174 50,277 73,022 6.2% 8.0%
Indianapolis-Carmel-Anderson, IN 1,431,402 1,709,190 49,480 m,627 3.5% 6.5%
lowa City, IA 108,518 143,981 6,653 13,358 6.1% 9.3%
Jackson, MI 160,391 159,422 2,862 2,522 1.8% 1.6%
Janesville-Beloit, WI 151,640 161,189 5,109 5.448 3.4% 3.4%
Joplin, MO 155,401 177,378 3,706 4,867 2.4% 2.7%
Kankakee, IL 104,042 111,521 4,010 6,175 3.9% 5.5%
Kansas City, MO-KS 1,811,254 2,223,305 80,754 129,559 4.5% 5.8%
La Crosse-Onalaska, WI-MN 105,700 18,507 1,771 4,605 1.7% 3.9%
Lansing-East Lansing, M| 445,925 472,205 19,645 29,848 4.4% 6.3%
Lincoln, NE 246,945 306,502 13,583 24,569 5.5% 8.0%
Mansfield, OH 130,084 121,727 2,055 1,498 1.6% 1.2%
Michigan City-La Porte, IN 112,244 110,774 3,499 2,989 314% 2.7%
Milwaukee-Waukesha-West Allis, WI 1,499,015 1,575,929 78,041 14,189 5.2% 7.2%
Minneapolis-St. Paul-Bloomington, MN-WI 2,627,735 3,012,677 202,695 359,541 7.7% 11.9%
Monroe, Ml 144,696 149,419 2,541 2,963 1.8% 2.0%
Muncie, IN 119,028 116,910 1,707 1,685 1.4% 1.4%
Muskegon, Ml 170,635 173,208 4,084 3,439 2.4% 2.0%
Niles-Benton Harbor, MI 163,682 154,552 8,522 1,126 5.2% 7-2%
Racine, WI 185,041 195,084 6,519 5,480 3.5% 2.8%
Rockford, IL 319,846 340,529 19,757 32,370 6.2% 9.5%
St. Louis, MO-IL 2,675,343 2,941,872 81,389 129,559 3.0% 4.4%
Saginaw, Ml 208,759 193,614 4,696 5,983 2.2% 31%
Sheboygan, WI 111,021 115,119 4,097 7,446 3.7% 6.5%
South Bend-Mishawaka, IN-MI 266,264 269,056 1,273 16,205 4.2% 6.0%
Springfield, MO 327,829 408,644 5,110 14,704 1.6% 3.6%
Wausau, WI 127,099 136,088 4,576 7,400 3.6% 5.4%
Wichita, KS 543,518 612,392 33,269 50,221 6.1% 8.2%
Youngstown, OH 479,372 435,307 10,289 7,055 2.1% 1.6%

Source: Rob Paral and Associates analysis of US Census Bureau and University of Minnesota IPUMS data.
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Immigration plays an especially important role in metro areas with declining native populations.
Fourteen Midwest metro areas had fewer native-born residents in 2015 than in 2000. Examples
include metro Akron, which lost more than 4,800 native-born persons; metro Cleveland, which
lost more than 97,000 natives; and metro Muncie, which lost more than 2,000 natives.

In other areas, immigration helps offset slow growth of native-born populations. Slow-growing

metros include Janesville (native-born growth of 6.3 percent), Racine (6.2 percent), and Lansing-
East Lansing (3.8 percent).

(See figure 4 on next page)



Figure 4: Change in Population in Midwestern Metro Areas: 2000-2015

Percent change, Percent change,
Metro area Native born Foreign born native born foreign born
All Midwest metro areas 1,707,276 1,002,923 4.9% 34.5%
Akron, OH -4,806 16,528 -0.7% 77.4%
Ann Arbor, Ml 25,496 10,968 8.8% 33.3%
Bloomington, IL 17,262 3,950 1.7% 73.8%
Bloomington, IN 16,676 5,380 14.4% 81.1%
Canton-Massillon, OH —7,089 1,723 —1.8% 25.4%
Cedar Rapids, IA 27,388 3,750 14.9% 81.7%
Champaign-Urbana, IL 14,750 12,191 8.8% 82.8%
Chicago-Naperville-Elgin, IL-IN-WI 204,439 240,178 2.7% 16.4%
Cincinnati, OH 64,402 36,811 4.3% 80.1%
Cleveland-Elyria, OH -97,375 6,222 -4.8% 5.5%
Columbia, MO 33,199 5,834 25.6% 88.8%
Columbus, OH 266,659 79,036 17.8% 107.6%
Dayton, OH -24,761 14,066 -3.6% 71.9%
Decatur, IL -8,258 577 -7.3% 40.7%
Detroit-Warren-Dearborn, Ml —225,732 93,402 -5.9% 27.6%
Elkhart-Goshen, IN 21,488 —139 12.9% —0.9%
Fort Wayne, IN 30,125 9,485 9.6% 66.6%
Grand Rapids-Wyoming, Ml 79,957 22,745 10.5% 45.2%
Indianapolis-Carmel-Anderson, IN 215,641 62,147 15.6% 125.6%
lowa City, IA 28,758 6,705 28.2% 100.8%
Jackson, Ml -629 —340 -0.4% —11.9%
Janesville-Beloit, WI 9,210 339 6.3% 6.6%
Joplin, MO 20,816 1,161 13.7% 31.3%
Kankakee, IL 5.314 2,165 5.3% 54.0%
Kansas City, MO-KS 357.769 54,282 20.7% 67.2%
La Crosse-Onalaska, WI-MN 9,973 2,834 9.6% 160.0%
Lansing-East Lansing, MI 16,077 10,203 3.8% 51.9%
Lincoln, NE 48,571 10,986 20.8% 80.9%
Mansfield, OH -7,800 -557 —6.1% —27.1%
Michigan City-La Porte, IN -960 -510 -0.9% —14.6%
Milwaukee-Waukesha-West Allis, WI 40,766 36,148 2.9% 46.3%
Minneapolis-St. Paul-Bloomington, MN-WI 228,096 156,846 9.4% 77.4%
Monroe, MI 4,301 422 3.0% 16.6%
Muncie, IN —2,096 -22 -1.8% -1.3%
Muskegon, Ml 3,218 -645 1.9% —-15.8%
Niles-Benton Harbor, MI -1,734 2,604 -7.6% 30.6%
Racine, WI 11,082 —-1,039 6.2% -15.9%
Rockford, IL 8,070 12,613 2.7% 63.8%
St. Louis, MO-IL 218,359 48,170 8.4% 59.2%
Saginaw, M| -16,432 1,287 -8.1% 27.4%
Sheboygan, WI 749 3,349 0.7% 81.7%
South Bend-Mishawaka, IN-MI —2,140 4,932 -0.8% 43.8%
Springfield, MO 71,221 9,594 22.1% 187.7%
Wausau, WI 6,165 2,824 5.0% 61.7%
Wichita, KS 51,922 16,952 10.2% 51.0%
Youngstown, OH -40,831 -3,234 -8.7% -31.4%

Source: Rob Paral and Associates analysis of US Census Bureau and University of Minnesota IPUMS data.
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Immigration Drives Metro Growth

As seen in the table below, there are several ways in which growth and decline of native and
immigrant populations interact to drive population change.

Immigration is completely responsible for population growth in both the Akron and South Bend-
Mishawaka areas, where the native-born population fell between 2000 and 2015 but the arrival
of immigrants more than made up for the loss of the native born. Immigration was mostly
responsible for growth in the Chicago, Rockford, and Sheboygan metro areas, where the foreign-
born were behind at least half of metro growth. And immigration is part of growth — though not
the majority of the growth — in most of the other Midwestern metro areas. The share of growth
represented by immigration ranges from 3.6 percent in Janesville to 45.3 percent in Champaign-
Urbana.

(See figure 5 on next page)



Figure 5: Role of Immigration in Midwest Metro Area Population Change: 2000-2015

Total number change

Percent change due to immigration

Metro areas with population gain

Population gain completely attributable to immigration

Akron, OH 1,722 100%
South Bend-Mishawaka, IN-MI 2,792 100%
Population gain mostly attributable to immigration

Chicago-Naperville-Elgin, IL-IN-WI 444,617 54.0%
Rockford, IL 20,683 61.0%
Sheboygan, WI 4,098 81.7%
Population gain partially attributable to immigration

Ann Arbor, MI 36,464 301%
Bloomington, IL 21,212 18.6%
Bloomington, IN 22,056 24.4%
Cedar Rapids, IA 31138 12.0%
Champaign-Urbana, IL 26,941 45.3%
Cincinnati, OH 101,213 36.4%
Columbia, MO 39,033 14.9%
Columbus, OH 345,695 22.9%
Fort Wayne, IN 39,610 23.9%
Grand Rapids-Wyoming, Ml 102,702 2214%
Indianapolis-Carmel-Anderson, IN 277788 22.4%
lowa City, IA 35,463 18.9%
Janesville-Beloit, WI 9,549 3.6%
Joplin, MO 21,977 5.3%
Kankakee, IL 7479 28.9%
Kansas City, MO-KS 412,051 13.2%
La Crosse-Onalaska, WI-MN 12,807 221%
Lansing-East Lansing, MI 26,280 38.8%
Lincoln, NE 59,5657 18.4%
Milwaukee-Waukesha-West Allis, WI 76,914 47.0%
Minneapolis-St. Paul-Bloomington, MN-WI 384,942 40.7%
Monroe, Ml 4,723 8.9%
St. Louis, MO-IL 266,529 181%
Springfield, MO 80,815 1.9%
Wausau, WI 8,989 31.4%
Wichita, KS 68,874 24.6%
Metro areas with population loss

Population loss only partially offset by immigration

Canton-Massillon, OH (5,366) n/a
Cleveland-Elyria, OH (91153) n/a
Dayton, OH (10,695) n/a
Decatur, IL (7,681) n/a
Detroit-Warren-Dearborn, M| (132,330) n/a
Niles-Benton Harbor, MI (9130) n/a
Saginaw, M| (15,145) n/a
Population loss only partially offset by immigration

Jackson, Ml (969) n/a
Mansfield, OH (8,357) n/a
Michigan City-La Porte, IN (1,470) n/a
Muncie, IN (2,118) n/a
Youngstown, OH (44,065) n/a

Note: Elkhart, IN; Muskegon, MI; and Racine, WI, metro areas had growth in native born but decline in foreign born.

Source: Rob Paral and Associates analysis of US Census Bureau and University of Minnesota IPUMS data.
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Immigration Slows Working-Age Native Decline

The native-born cohort aged 35-44 years — the prime working-age population — has dropped in
all 46 Midwest metro areas since the year 2000. In half (22 of 46 metros) the decline in this
group has exceeded 30 percent. At the same time, the number of immigrants in this age category
rose, in some instances by more than 100 percent. The foreign-born now play a critical role in
offsetting regional workforce gaps created by an aging native-born population.

(See figure 6 on next page)



Figure 6: Population Change amongst 35-44 year olds in Midwest Metro Areas: 2000-2015

Native born 35-44, Foreign born 35-44, Native born 35-44, Foreign Born 35-44,

Metro area number change number change percent change percent change
Total Midwest metro areas -1,370,860 313,465 —-24.2% 55.4%
Akron, OH -33,487 2,807 -31.1% 70.6%
Ann Arbor, Ml -10,776 2,584 —24.5% 42.8%
Bloomington, IL —2,444 1,134 -11.3% 102.3%
Bloomington, IN -2,146 447 —14.4% 54.4%
Canton-Massillon, OH —-20,289 1] -31.6% 10.8%
Cedar Rapids, IA -2,087 775 —74% 67.0%
Champaign-Urbana, IL —4,472 2,131 —19.6% 106.3%
Chicago-Naperville-Elgin, IL-IN-WI —302,593 90,843 —25.5% 30.2%
Cincinnati, OH -55,487 5,618 -22.6% 58.0%
Cleveland-Elyria, OH -105,174 697 -31.7% 3.9%
Columbia, MO -2,265 1,812 -12.0% 102.1%
Columbus, OH —24,033 22,001 -9.7% 140.0%
Dayton, OH —33,176 2,300 —-31.7% 55.3%
Decatur, IL —4,780 -137 —27.4% —41.4%
Detroit-Warren-Dearborn, MI -223,326 27,508 -35.0% 43.0%
Elkhart-Goshen, IN —4,869 3,695 —19.0% 147.2%
Fort Wayne, IN -9,970 1,474 -19.9% 50.4%
Grand Rapids-Wyoming, Ml -30,833 6,681 -24.8% 80.8%
Indianapolis-Carmel-Anderson, IN —34,848 22,086 —14.8% 217.0%
lowa City, IA 796 1,927 5.8% 165.5%
Jackson, Ml —-7,030 -221 -26.7% —47.0%
Janesville-Beloit, WI -5,328 1,063 —-22.0% 132.9%
Joplin, MO -1,16 8n -5.1% 110.9%
Kankakee, IL -3.815 863 —24.3% 179.0%
Kansas City, MO-KS -15,590 17,848 —5.4% 15.4%
La Crosse-Onalaska, WI-MN -2,797 457 —19.2% 150.8%
Lansing-East Lansing, Ml —-15,404 476 -24.1% 13.1%
Lincoln, NE -5,034 2,988 —13.7% 163.8%
Mansfield, OH -5,672 -217 -28.1% -77.0%
Michigan City-La Porte, IN -4,809 -70 —27.3% -9.7%
Milwaukee-Waukesha-West Allis, WI -62,385 1,175 —26.6% 89.0%
Minneapolis-St. Paul-Bloomington, MN-WI —129,873 50,923 —-29.8% 143.6%
Monroe, Ml -6,431 -80 -26.6% —-25.2%
Muncie, IN -4,204 —135 —25.9% —46.9%
Muskegon, MI -8,556 47 -30.9% 8.1%
Niles-Benton Harbor, Ml -9,423 2,484 —-38.8% 193.3%
Racine, WI -9,924 29 —31.8% 2.4%
Rockford, IL —14,324 4,227 —29.3% 108.7%
Saginaw, Ml —-10,166 254 -32.6% 29.7%
St. Louis, MO-IL ~77.694 1,825 -18.2% 72.7%
Sheboygan, WI ~7,260 580 -38.1% 67.0%
South Bend-Mishawaka, IN-MI -10,499 1,048 —27.2% 42.3%
Springfield, MO —1,81 2,021 -3.8% 206.2%
Wausau, WI —4,394 1,744 —22.6% 253.9%
Wichita, KS —20,142 6,379 -24.2% 106.5%
Youngstown, OH -20,920 -348 -29.5% -23.5%

Source: Rob Paral and Associates analysis of US Census Bureau and University of Minnesota IPUMS data.
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Building Policies to Support the Demographic Lifeline

Fairly or not, much of the national debate on immigration revolves around the question of
whether immigrants compete with native workers. But in Midwest metro areas a different concern
exists that too often falls outside of the national debate. Large areas of the Midwest region are
experiencing outright population decline. This means that local employers and the economies in
which they function have fewer workers to contribute to production and fewer earners to
consume goods and services. As the national debate on immigration moves ahead, Midwestern
policymakers and leaders need to be aware that immigration is a demographic lifeline for the
region.



Methodology

The purpose of this report is to demonstrate the critical role that immigration plays in maintaining
population levels in Midwestern metro areas. The analysis required the development of data on
native-born and foreign-born persons by age for each metropolitan area in the Midwest of at
least 100,000 population, within constraints imposed by the type of data available from the US
Census Bureau.

The only source of data on nativity and age for the year 2000 are the Public Use Microdata
Samples of the 2000 Census, which are reported for geographic units called Public Use
Microdata Areas (PUMAs). Unfortunately, the boundaries of PUMAs of year 2000 do not match
those of PUMASs reported by the 2015 American Community Survey.

However, IPUMS.org, created by the University of Minnesota, has combined and matched PUMAs
of both years 2000 and 2017 so that they share boundaries.® The university provides this data for
a geographic unit they describe as Consistent PUMAs (CPUMASs). These CPUMASs allow us to
provide consistent comparisons of data from 2000 to 2017. A limitation, however, is that some
CPUMA boundaries do not match a metro area’s actual boundaries. For this report we included
metro areas where the population in CPUMASs was at least 80 percent of the current population
of the metro area. This allowed data to be generated for 44 metro areas. In 29 of these areas, the
CPUMA:s included all of the metro area population; that is, the CPUMA boundaries perfectly
match the metro area boundaries.

The metro areas of St. Louis and Kansas City could not be modeled with CPUMA data because of
mismatching boundaries between CPUMAs and the formal metro area definition. Because St.
Louis and Kansas City metro areas are large and important metro areas, we developed special
calculations for their nativity and age characteristics. In these areas we used control totals of
native-born and foreign-born populations for the year 2000. We also created proxy age
distributions using 2000 PUMAs entirely within the current boundaries of those metro areas. For
metro St. Louis and metro Kansas City in year 2015, we used published ACS tables by county to
construct the nativity and age information. Including metro St. Louis and Kansas City in our list of
metro areas leads to a total of 46 metro areas available for analysis.

This report includes foreign-born persons of all immigration statuses. The US Census Bureau
does not ask survey respondents about their immigration status.

3 Steven Ruggles, Katie Genadek, Ronald Goeken, Josiah Grover, and Matthew Sobek. Integrated Public
Use Microdata Series: Version 6.0 [Machine-readable database]. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota,
2015.



About the Author

Rob Paral is a nonresident fellow on global cities at the Chicago Council on Global Affairs. His
specialties include immigrant, Latino and Asian populations, community needs for health and
human service programs, and Midwestern demographic change.

As principal of Rob Paral and Associates, Paral has assisted more than 100 different human
service, advocacy, and philanthropic organizations in understanding the communities they are
trying to serve. He works with large-scale data and geographic information systems technology
to develop both national and highly localized portraits of human needs and contributions among
low-income and immigrant populations.

Paral was the senior research associate of the Washington, DC, office of the National Association
of Latino Elected and Appointed Officials, and was research director of the Latino Institute of
Chicago. He has been a fellow or adjunct of the Institute for Latino Studies at Notre Dame
University, DePaul University Sociology Department, and the American Immigration Council in
Washington, DC. He writes about Chicago demography on the Chicago Data Guy blog.

About the Chicago Council on Global Affairs

The Chicago Council on Global Affairs is an independent, nonpartisan organization that provides
insight — and influences the public discourse — on critical global issues. We convene leading
global voices and conduct independent research to bring clarity and offer solutions to challenges
and opportunities across the globe. Ranked No. 1 Think Tank to Watch worldwide, the Council on
Global Affairs is committed to engaging the public and raising global awareness of issues that
transcend borders and transform how people, business and governments engage the world.
Learn more at thechicagocouncil.org and follow @ChicagoCouncil.



http://www.robparal.com/
http://robparal.blogspot.com/
https://www.thechicagocouncil.org/press-release/chicago-council-global-affairs-ranked-no-1-think-tank-watch
https://www.thechicagocouncil.org/
https://twitter.com/ChicagoCouncil

