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How has the Great Recession affected
tertility in Southern California? And
what comes next?



Birth Trends in Southern California

Changes in fertility rates

Who are the mothers?



Changes in fertility rates



Total Fertility Rate in the United States
1970-2013
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‘ of babies born per woman through her lifetime. It is
the sum of all age-specific fertility rates in a given
year.
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Source: Martin, JA, et al. (2015) Births: Final data for 2013. National Vital Statistics Reports



Total Fertility Rate: U.S., CA and LA County
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Number of Births by County, 1970-2020
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Who are the mothers?



Births by age in California
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Births in 2013 by age groups: U.S., CA, LA County
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Changes in marriage and fertility

* Not only are fewer women having babies,
but significantly fewer of those babies are
to married mothers

« Age at first marriage continues to rise;
during and post Recession marriage and
childbearing delayed

* Births on the rise to unmarried women
than married in most SCAG Counties,
although some rise in presence of /7~
unmarried partner




Marital Status of Mothers by County
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Total Fertility Rate in California, by Race/Ethnicity,
2000-2023

2.8
=« Asian

2.6

o4 L% /\\/\ —#Black

\/" —Q—Hispanic
*—o—o—o+——9o—0o o

——Paclslander

—e—\White

Source: CA

OF Historical and Projected Births, 2014



Births by race/ethnicity 2013
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Change in Percent Share of Births 2007-13
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Percent distribution of births by nativity of mother
Los Angeles County, 2005-2013
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Educational attainment of mothers
Los Angeles County 2005-13
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Poverty Status of mothers
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Conclusions

Births to native born women now
outnumber births to immigrants

Latina births have been most affected by
the recession

Births to married women have declined,
but births to women with partners have
gone up

What does this all mean?
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