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Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On June 24, 2022, in its ruling on Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization, the Supreme Court 
overturned Roe v. Wade and the constitutional right to obtain an abortion, threatening the reproductive rights 
and autonomy of women and childbearing persons in the United States. As a young and growing demographic 
in the United States, Latinas will be disproportionately impacted by this court ruling and its forthcoming 
consequences. Compared to non-Hispanic white women, a larger share of Latinas are of childbearing age 
(defined as ages 18 to 44). The Dobbs ruling has reopened the conversation surrounding reproductive health 
equity within the United States.1 Latinas need to be at the forefront of policy discussions about reproductive 
rights and justice.

Using data from the U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey, this data brief assesses how many 
cisgender Latinas in the United States will be impacted by the Dobbs decision. It also examines the share and 
growth of Latinas of childbearing age in states with restrictive abortion laws. 

The key findings from this study are: 

1. In 2019, more than half (about 58%) of adult Latinas in the United States were of childbearing age.

2. About 46% of Latinas and 60% of non-Hispanic white women of childbearing age live in states that 
restrict the reproductive rights of women. This amounts to over 5 million Latinas at risk of being 
impacted by restrictions.

3. In abortion-restrictive states, a greater share of Latina women are of childbearing age compared to 
non-Hispanic white women.

4. In abortion-restrictive states, the number of Latina women of childbearing age grew substantially 
from 2010 to 2019.

4

"Today, the Court … says that from the very moment of fertilization, 
a woman has no rights to speak of. A State can force her to bring a 

pregnancy to term, even at the steepest personal and familial costs."2  

"Whatever the exact scope of the coming laws, one result of today’s 
decision is certain: the curtailment of women’s rights, and of their 

status as free and equal citizens."3

-Justices Breyer, Sotomayor, and Kagan, dissenting opinion
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BACKGROUND

On June 24, 2022, in its ruling on Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization, the Supreme Court 
overturned Roe v. Wade and the constitutional right to obtain an abortion. This decision threatens the 
reproductive rights and autonomy of women and childbearing persons in the United States. As a young and 
growing demographic, Latinas will be disproportionately impacted by this court ruling and its forthcoming 
consequences.

Previous research indicates that women of color and younger women obtain abortions at higher rates than 
other women.4 Compared to non-Hispanic white women, Latinas are younger, have a lower socioeconomic 
status, have lower rates of health insurance coverage, and are less represented at policy decision-making 
tables.5 Before the Dobbs decision, Latinas already faced numerous barriers to accessing health care, and 
in the new reality of a post-Roe nation, protecting reproductive rights for Latinas will be an even greater 
challenge. Approximately 6.5 million Latinas ages 15 to 49 live in states with abortion restrictions and slightly 
less than half of those Latinas are economically insecure.6

The health and lives of women of color are at stake and under threat in many states across the nation. 
Reproductive rights issues post-Roe will be disproportionately harmful to Latinas given the younger age of 
Latinas, their growth, and dispersion in the United States7 compared with non-Hispanic white women. 

LATINAS AND THE ABORTION LANDSCAPE

In some states, the Supreme Court decision to overturn Roe activated or reinstated abortion bans and 
other abortion restrictions.8 These state-level restrictions include limitations on medical procedures, the 
criminalization of abortion, limitations for health care professionals and institutions to deliver reproductive care, 
restrictions on insurance coverage for reproductive care, and restrictions on funding as well as reimbursement 
related to abortion. 

The Dobbs decision has already shown to have harmful consequences on women of childbearing age, and 
these effects will likely continue to grow. These effects include increases in self-induced abortions, travel to 
other states to seek abortions, maternal mortality risk, and unwanted pregnancies.9 These effects are likely to 
have both short- and long-term, disproportionate and devastating impacts on people of color and low-income 
persons.10 For instance, having to travel to other states for care can have steep, negative economic shocks 
on low-income women and their families due to missed work and travel expenses. One study estimated the 
number of pregnancy-related deaths among different groups under a hypothetical abortion ban. It found that 
non-Hispanic Black persons would experience the highest rate of pregnancy-related deaths, followed by Latino 
persons.11 In addition, travel to neighboring states for care further strains health systems already struggling to 
serve patients in their own states. Indeed, women are already traveling to states, such as New Mexico, that 
have been identified as safer places for women to receive reproductive care.12 
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The Latina population in states with restrictive abortion policies is sizable and growing. Latinas account for 
large proportions of residents in the South and the Midwest, as well as in rural areas across the United States. 
From 2010 to 2017, the Latino population grew in most rural counties in the United States.13 Not only has the 
Latina population grown overall in recent decades, but it has also become more dispersed geographically.14 For 
instance, the states with the largest Latino populations are California, Texas, Arizona, and New Mexico.15 But 
other states not traditionally thought of as Latino population centers are now home to many Latinas.16 Many of 
the states where large numbers of Latinas reside are states where the overturn of Roe triggered abortion bans. 
Our research confirms previous findings that show Latinas are overrepresented among the younger population 
compared to other racial and ethnic groups.17

Given the growth and wide geographic dispersal of the Latina population across the United States, and the 
health threats presented by the overturn of Roe, this research  augments our understanding of the extent to 
which Latinas are affected by this decision.  

METHODOLOGY

Though the number of Latinas has grown in general,18 this study highlights the growth specifically of 
childbearing-aged Latinas compared to their white counterparts. We estimate the number of Latinas in states 
with abortion bans by combining state-level data from the U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey 
with state-level policy data from the Guttmacher Institute. 

This report uses data from two sources: the U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey (ACS) and 
the Guttmacher Institute. From the ACS, we use the 2019 five-year estimates on race and ethnicity, age, and 
gender, available at the IPUMS website.19 The racial and ethnic groups of focus are Latinas and non-Hispanic 
white women. Latinas are those who identified as a person of Hispanic, Latino or Spanish origin. We do not 
disaggregate groups of women by U.S.-born status nor by citizenship status in this report. 

In addition, we use data on state abortion policies from the Guttmacher Institute.20 The Guttmacher Institute21  
defines abortion-restrictive states as those with at least one of the following: pre-Roe abortion ban; “trigger” 
abortion ban; near-total ban; six-week ban; eight-week ban; or state constitution bar on abortion protection. 
In addition, we consider a state abortion restrictive if it falls in one of the Guttmacher Institute’s top three 
most restrictive categories for state abortion policy. This approach yields 29 abortion-restrictive states as of 
November 2022. 

Next, we combine the demographic state-level data with the state policy data. We then compare the share 
of Latina adults of childbearing age, defined as ages 18 to 44, with the share of white women of childbearing 
age. In addition, we provide estimates of shares of childbearing women using an alternative definition that is 
inclusive of teen pregnancies (ages 13 to 17). Finally, we document the population change of Latinas from 2010 
to 2019 to examine the extent of the growth of this population in abortion-restrictive states. The following 
section presents figures that represent our key findings. Detailed state-by-state statistics are available in the 
Appendix. 

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years
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KEY FINDINGS

Our key findings include the following observations: 

1. Latinas are more likely to be of childbearing age than non-Hispanic white women.

In 2019, about 58% of adult Latinas in the United States were of childbearing age, compared to about 38% 
of white women. This nationwide snapshot tells us that Latinas are younger overall than their white women 
counterparts (see figure 1).

Figure 1. Shares of Latina and White Women of Childbearing Age in the United States 

Note: We define childbearing age as ages 18 to 44.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2019.

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years
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Note: We define childbearing age as ages 18 to 44.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2019.

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years

2. Almost half of all Latinas of childbearing age live in abortion-restrictive states that 
threaten the reproductive rights of women.

Figure 2 shows the share of Latina and white women of childbearing age in abortion restrictive states.  In 
2019, about 46% of Latinas ages 18 to 44 lived in abortion restrictive states as did 60% of white women of 
childbearing age. This amounts to over 5,183,000 Latinas at risk of being impacted by restrictions.

Figure 2. Shares of Latina and White Women of Childbearing Age who Live in Abortion-Restrictive States 
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3. The population of adult Latinas in abortion-restrictive states is younger than the
population of adult non-Hispanic white women in those states.

Figure 3 shows the shares of Latina and white women of childbearing age in abortion restrictive states. We 
find the population of adult Latinas in abortion-restrictive states is younger than the population of adult 
non-Hispanic white women in those states. Specifically, abortion-restrictive states have higher percentages 
of Latinas of childbearing age than they do non-Hispanic white women of childbearing age. For example, in 
Alabama, 67% of Latinas were of childbearing age compared to 38% of white women (see figure 3).

Figure 3. Shares of Latina and White Women Who Are of Childbearing Age in Abortion-Restrictive States 

Note: We define childbearing age as ages 18 to 44. Percentages shown are  the childbearing-age share out of all adult women in the state, for each group.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2019.

4. The number of Latina women in abortion-restrictive states grew substantially
between 2010 and 2019.

The Latina population increased across the United States over the past decade. Figure 4 shows the total 
population of Latinas of childbearing age by state in 2010 and 2019. Figure 5 shows the same numbers, but 
only for Latinas in abortion-restrictive states. Together, these figures show that three states—California, Texas, 
and Florida—are home to the majority of Latinas of childbearing age. The latter two (Texas and Florida) are 
abortion-restrictive states. 

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years
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Figure 4. Number of Latina Women of Childbearing Age, 2010 and 2019 

Note: We define childbearing age as ages 18 to 44.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2010 and 2019.

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years
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Figure 5. Number of Latinas Ages 18-44 in Abortion-Restrictive States, 2010 to 2019 

Note: We define childbearing age as ages 18 to 44.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2010 and 2019.

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years
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Note: We define childbearing age as ages 18 to 44. 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2010 and 2019. Abortion policy categories are based on the Guttmacher Institute’s 
Interactive Map. Restrictive includes states categorized as restrictive, very restrictive, and most restrictive; while protective includes states categorized as 
protective, very protective, and most protective. 

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years

Figure 6 maps states by three abortion policy category and growth of Latinas of reproductive age between 
2010 to 2019. We find that the states where the population of Latinas of childbearing age grew the fastest are 
also abortion-restrictive states. In Texas, the abortion-restrictive state with the most childbearing-age Latinas, 
the population grew by 21% from 2010 to 2019. Another abortion-restrictive state, North Dakota, saw the 
highest growth rate with the population of childbearing-age Latinas growing by 136%.

Figure 6. States by Abortion Policy Category and Growth of Latinas of Reproductive Age from 2010 to 2019 

https://states.guttmacher.org/policies/abortion-policies
https://states.guttmacher.org/policies/abortion-policies
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5. When the childbearing-age population includes teenagers, the shares of Latinas in 
abortion-restrictive states who are of childbearing age are still greater than those of 
their white counterparts.  

Expanding the age range to include teenagers (ages 13 to 17) in the definition of childbearing age does not 
change the results presented above. Figure 7 shows the percentage of Latinas and non-Hispanic white women 
of childbearing age when defined this way. Notably, in North Dakota, the percentage of Latinas of childbearing 
age is almost 80%. 
 
Figure 7. Shares of Latina and White Women Who Are of Childbearing Age (ages 13 to 44) in Abortion-Restrictive States 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

           Note: We define childbearing age as 13 to 44 (including possible teenage pregnancies). Percentages shown are the shares of women in this age range out of all 
women ages 13 and older in the state, for each group. 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2019.

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years
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POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS 

Our research indicates that Latinas are expected to be particularly impacted by this Supreme Court decision 
in Dobbs due to the population’s size and age composition. Although we did not examine the content or 
magnitude of abortion policies, given the significant shares of Latinas living in abortion-restrictive states and 
their relative youth, it is appropriate to conclude that Latinas are likely to be disproportionately and negatively 
impacted by any abortion-restrictive policies enacted in the United States.

Policymakers can take several steps to safeguard Latinas in their states from the harmful effects of the 
decision. Our recommendations include: (1) enshrining the right to abortion in state constitutions; (2) fully 
adopting and implementing a federal Medicaid expansion; (3) providing increased funding for community-
based clinics and state hospitals; (4) prohibiting the false and misleading advertisement of reproductive health 
services; and (5) promoting affirming care for transgender and non-binary individuals. These incremental steps 
should all be in service of a broader vision of codifying abortion rights through federal law,

 1. Enshrine the Right to an Abortion in State Constitutions  

State-level ballot initiatives are a promising avenue for protecting and expanding abortion rights across the 
country, including by enshrining the right in state constitutions. In the 2022 midterm elections, voters in several 
states that would have implemented an abortion ban—Kentucky, Michigan, Kansas, and Montana—chose 
instead to protect abortion rights.22 The number of Latinas of childbearing age in these states experienced 
sizable growth in the last decade. Further, states have also successfully enshrined abortion rights in their state 
constitutions. For example, in 2019, Kansas’ state Supreme Court ruled that the state constitution protects 
the right to an abortion, and in 2022 voters rejected an amendment to ban the procedure.23 These efforts can 
minimize the harm Dobbs has on Latinas and other women at large. However, other states, such as Alabama, 
have constitutions that directly threaten abortion rights. 

 2. Expand Federal Medicaid

While most states have adopted a Medicaid expansion under the Affordable Care Act, several states have not, 
and we highly encourage them to do so.24 As of December 2022, 40 states (including D.C.) have implemented 
Medicaid expansions, and 11 have not. All 11 states without Medicaid expansions are also states with abortion 
restrictions. In addition, states can expand Medicaid for undocumented persons, as California has done, 
to promote equitable access to health care.25 These expansions can ensure that Latinas receive access to 
adequate medical attention and maternal and child health care. Although some women in abortion-restrictive 
states may have the resources to travel to neighboring states where abortions are legal, low-income women 
and women with fewer resources will be unable to do so.26 Access to basic health care will be critical for low-
income women in states with even the most minimally restrictive abortion laws to ensure adequate care.  
 
 
 
 
 
 

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years
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 3. Increase Funding for Community-Based Clinics and State Hospitals

States and other institutions should prioritize providing funding for local efforts to build reproductive health 
care capacity. Financial resources for this can come from various existing sources. For example, states can 
leverage funds from the American Rescue Plan for this purpose. Notably, the Health Resources and Services 
Administration awarded $225 million in training grants to train more than 13,000 community health workers 
across the United States.27 These resources may be leveraged to train providers in reproductive equity and to 
increase the primary care physician workforce in medically and linguistically underserved areas. These efforts 
are significant for Latinas, who have lower insurance rates across the United States. Additionally, ensuring 
providers have culturally, and linguistically relevant training about reproductive health will be crucial to promote 
Latinas’ reproductive healthcare access. 

Public and private funding should focus on states where Latinas and other women may travel to obtain care 
from abortion-restrictive states. However, resources should also be increased to medical and non-medical 
health workers in abortion-restrictive states because they can provide women with information and other 
resources regarding their reproductive rights in the state. 

 4. Prohibit False and Misleading Advertisements for Reproductive Health Services

Policymakers should also prioritize reducing misinformation and disinformation related to reproductive health 
services. Misinformation and disinformation on this topic are rampant on social media platforms and search 
engines.28 False advertisements can further harm and keep childbearing-age persons from having autonomy 
over their decisions and their bodies. Some members of Congress have put forward legislation on this issue, 
which should be amplified and supported.29 Health care providers and activists need policy support in their 
efforts to prohibit false and misleading medical advice from crisis pregnancy service centers for women 
seeking care for pregnancies, including options for unwanted pregnancies. To fully promote the reproductive 
rights of Latinas, accurate multilingual abortion information must be available on platforms where Latinas get 
their news and information.30

 5. Protect Transgender and Non-Binary Persons’ Reproductive Rights

Improving the reproductive health care experiences of LGBTQ+ and transgender persons is key to achieving 
Latinx reproductive justice. LGBTQ+ and transgender Latinx persons may experience barriers to care and have 
more negative experiences with health care providers in general compared with cisgender Latinas.31 Examples 
of progressive state legislation on this issue include California’s SB 107 (Protecting Transgender Youth and 
Their Families) and SB 923 (TGI Inclusive Care Act), both passed and signed into law in 2022. SB 107 will 
protect transgender youth who are facing anti-LGBTQ+ state policies. Meanwhile, SB 923 will take several 
steps to improve health care access for the LGBTQ+ community, such as creating network directories of 
gender-affirming health providers.32

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years
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CONCLUSION

This report describes several important trends, shedding light on the potential impacts of the Dobbs decision. 
We find that a higher proportion of Latinas are of childbearing age compared with white women. Latinas are 
younger overall than white women, and this relative youth is constant across states that protect the right to 
an abortion, as well as states that restrict abortion access. Our results are consistent with previous research 
about the sizable impact the Dobbs ruling may have on Latinas.33 We build on this important work by comparing 
the shares of Latinas and non-Hispanic white women who are of childbearing age. 

The findings we present in this brief are politically relevant. The 2022 U.S. midterm election results indicated 
a majority of voters support reproductive justice; this was even true in abortion-restrictive states such as 
Kentucky, Michigan, and Montana.34 Importantly, polls indicate that a majority of Latinos want abortion to 
remain legal.35 Abortion rights may be an important and emerging factor impacting the calculus of Latino voters’ 
political decisions. State and lower federal courts will be at the frontlines of these new legal developments in 
the wake of the Dobbs decision and the 2022 midterm elections.

Latinas are not a monolith and exist as layered, intersectional individuals, thus it is important that future 
research consider the breadth of abortion access experiences Latinas face throughout the United States. 
It should examine how the Dobbs decision impacts different groups of Latinas, including those who are 
uninsured, undocumented, low-income, and/or living in rural areas. In addition, future research should explore 
how post-Roe abortion restrictions impact transgender and non-binary experiences in abortion-restrictive 
states. Unfortunately, information on transgender and non-binary identify is not collected in the American 
Community Survey’s current questionnaire. In addition, future research should consider how the pandemic 
impacted abortion access pre- and post-Roe. Researchers may also wish to analyze the age composition of 
women in distinct racial and ethnic groups to see which groups are disproportionately impacted. 

The Dobbs decision has the potential to disproportionately impact Latinas more than non-Hispanic white 
women. The decision has made it clear that abortion access is a Latina issue that activists and policymakers 
should bring to the forefront of national and state-level policy discussions.

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years
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APPENDIX

Table A1. Evaluating Abortion-Restrictive and Abortion-Protective States

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

State

State Classification via Guttmacher Institute’s Interactive Map  
(as of November 9, 2022): 

1.Most restrictive 
2.Very restrictive 
3.Restrictive 
4.Some restrictions/protections 
5.Protective 
6.Very protective 
7.Most protective

Is this state on the 
Guttmacher Institute’s list of 

26 states likely and/or certain 
to ban abortion?  

(Yes=1, No=0)

Alabama Most Restrictive 1

Alaska Protective 0

Arizona Very Restrictive 1

Arkansas Most Restrictive 1

California Very Protective 0

Colorado Protective 0

Connecticut Some Restrictions/Protections 0

Delaware Some Restrictions/Protections 0

District of 
Columbia Protective 0

Florida Restrictive 1

Georgia Very Restrictive 1

Hawaii Some Restrictions/Protections 0

Idaho Most Restrictive 1

Illinois Protective 0

Indiana Restrictive 1

Iowa Restrictive 1

Kansas Restrictive 0

Kentucky Most Restrictive 1

Louisiana Most Restrictive 1

Maine Protective 0

Maryland Protective 0

Massachusetts Protective 0

Michigan Some Restrictions/Protections 1

Minnesota Some Restrictions/Protections 0

Mississippi Most Restrictive 1

Missouri Most Restrictive 1

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years
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APPENDIX

Table A1. Evaluating Abortion-Restrictive and Abortion-Protective States

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

State

State Classification via Guttmacher Institute’s Interactive Map  
(as of November 9, 2022): 

1.Most restrictive 
2.Very restrictive 
3.Restrictive 
4.Some restrictions/protections 
5.Protective 
6.Very protective 
7.Most protective

Is this state on the 
Guttmacher Institute’s list of 

26 states likely and/or certain 
to ban abortion?  

(Yes=1, No=0)

Montana Some Restrictions/Protections 1

Nebraska Restrictive 1

Nevada Some Restrictions/Protections 0

New Hampshire Some Restrictions/Protections 0

New Jersey Protective 0

New Mexico Protective 0

New York Protective 0

North Carolina Restrictive 0

North Dakota Restrictive 1

Ohio Restrictive 1

Oklahoma Most Restrictive 1

Oregon Most Protective 0

Pennsylvania Restrictive 0

Rhode Island Some Restrictions/Protections 0

South Carolina Restrictive 1

South Dakota Most Restrictive 1

Tennessee Most Restrictive 1

Texas Most Restrictive 1

Utah Restrictive 1

Vermont Very Protective 0

Virginia Some Restrictions/Protections 0

Washington Protective 0

West Virginia Most Restrictive 1

Wisconsin Restrictive 1

Wyoming Some Restrictions/Protections 1

Differential Rights: How Abortion Bans Impact Latinas in Their Childbearing Years
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APPENDIX

Table A2. State-Level Data on Shares of Latinas and White Women Who Are of Childbearing Age (18-44) in the United States

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2019.

State
Percent (%) Latina Women of Childbearing Age 

(Latinas aged 18-44 / Latinas 18+)

Percent (%) White Women of 
Childbearing Age (White women 
aged 18-44 / White women 18+)

Alabama 67% 38%

Alaska 67% 44%

Arizona 60% 34%

Arkansas 67% 39%

California 58% 36%

Colorado 60% 42%

Connecticut 59% 34%

Delaware 64% 34%

District of Columbia 65% 68%

Florida 49% 31%

Georgia 66% 40%

Hawaii 64% 39%

Idaho 65% 42%

Illinois 61% 38%

Indiana 65% 40%

Iowa 68% 40%

Kansas 65% 40%

Kentucky 68% 40%

Louisiana 59% 41%

Maine 61% 35%

Maryland 62% 37%

Massachusetts 61% 38%

Michigan 63% 38%

Minnesota 69% 39%

Mississippi 67% 39%

Missouri 63% 40%
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APPENDIX

Table A2. State-Level Data on Shares of Latinas and White Women Who Are of Childbearing Age (18-44) in the United States 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2019.

State
Percent (%) Latina Women of Childbearing Age 

(Latinas aged 18-44 / Latinas 18+)

Percent (%) White Women of 
Childbearing Age (White women 
aged 18-44 / White women 18+)

Montana 62% 39%

Nebraska 68% 41%

Nevada 61% 36%

New Hampshire 66% 37%

New Jersey 55% 34%

New Mexico 51% 31%

New York 53% 38%

North Carolina 67% 38%

North Dakota 77% 44%

Ohio 62% 39%

Oklahoma 67% 39%

Oregon 67% 39%

Pennsylvania 63% 37%

Rhode Island 61% 36%

South Carolina 65% 38%

South Dakota 69% 40%

Tennessee 68% 40%

Texas 58% 40%

Utah 66% 52%

Vermont 63% 38%

Virginia 63% 39%

Washington 67% 39%

West Virginia 65% 38%

Wisconsin 68% 38%

Wyoming 60% 42%
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APPENDIX

Table A3. State-Level Data on Latina Women of Childbearing Age (18-44) in the United States:
2010, 2019, and Percent Growth

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2010 and 2019.

State
Total women 18-44 years old 

2010
Total women in 18-44 years old 

2019

Percent (%) Growth of Latina 
women 18-44 years old from 

2010-2019

Alabama 32,102 38,494 20%

Alaska 7,885 10,438 32%

Arizona 356,792 435,097 22%

Arkansas 32,544 42,402 30%

California 2,721,989 3,023,920 11%

Colorado 192,922 235,384 22%

Connecticut 94,719 116,193 23%

Delaware 14,144 17,023 20%

District of Columbia 12,539 17,171 37%

Florida 789,057 988,930 25%

Georgia 160,225 188,795 18%

Hawaii 22,525 28,549 27%

Idaho 31,049 41,237 33%

Illinois 396,375 427,305 8%

Indiana 68,654 87,758 28%

Iowa 25,886 36,528 41%

Kansas 52,895 65,176 23%

Kentucky 22,236 29,829 34%

Louisiana 32,838 42,835 30%

Maine 3,281 4,362 33%

Maryland 93,307 115,566 24%

Massachusetts 129,994 170,750 31%

Michigan 81,095 98,593 22%

Minnesota 46,806 59,735 28%

Mississippi 13,213 16,406 24%
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APPENDIX

Table A3. State-Level Data on Latina Women of Childbearing Age (18-44) in the United States:
2010, 2019, and Percent Growth

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2010 and 2019.

State
Total women 18-44 years old 

2010
Total women in 18-44 years old 

2019

Percent (%) Growth of Latina 
women 18-44 years old from 

2010-2019

Missouri 39,464 48,669 23%

Montana 4,970 7,849 58%

Nebraska 29,843 39,565 33%

Nevada 135,933 169,894 25%

New Hampshire 7,067 10,680 51%

New Jersey 306,408 341,134 11%

New Mexico 169,529 185,836 10%

New York 689,016 724,927 5%

North Carolina 149,120 183,823 23%

North Dakota 2,613 6,156 136%

Ohio 63,896 83,797 31%

Oklahoma 58,606 77,451 32%

Oregon 83,078 107,136 29%

Pennsylvania 133,983 187,339 40%

Rhode Island 27,426 33,414 22%

South Carolina 41,255 52,880 28%

South Dakota 3,454 5,786 68%

Tennessee 53,697 67,841 26%

Texas 1,766,636 2,131,180 21%

Utah 65,218 85,390 31%

Vermont 2,044 2,863 40%

Virginia 125,951 159,097 26%

Washington 137,913 185,363 34%

West Virginia 4,279 5,888 38%

Wisconsin 59,587 77,059 29%

Wyoming 8,648 10,415 20%
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Table A4. State-Level Data on Teenage Latinas and White Women in the United States, 2019

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2019.

State
White Women Ages 13-17 / 
White Women Ages 13-44

Latinas Ages 13-17 / 
Latinas Ages 13-44

White Women Ages 13-17 Latinas Ages 13-17

Alabama 15.67% 19.39% 93,172 9,257

Alaska 13.54% 13.28% 11,279 1,599

Arizona 14.43% 18.77% 91,981 100,569

Arkansas 15.58% 22.50% 62,804 12,311

California 12.97% 17.48% 328,142 640,339

Colorado 13.33% 18.47% 98,961 53,313

Connecticut 16.16% 16.86% 66,064 23,563

Delaware 14.76% 19.46% 15,183 4,112

DC 2.71% 10.38% 2,106 1,989

Florida 14.28% 15.15% 250,984 176,586

Georgia 15.68% 19.63% 163,390 46,099

Hawaii 7.64% 17.80% 3,900 6,181

Idaho 17.54% 21.44% 47,469 11,257

Illinois 14.72% 18.87% 212,462 99,385

Indiana 15.81% 20.90% 159,760 23,192

Iowa 15.72% 20.38% 78,901 9,349

Kansas 15.80% 20.29% 65,542 16,592

Kentucky 15.39% 18.45% 110,953 6,749

Louisiana 14.95% 14.47% 78,081 7,247

Maine 14.92% 19.58% 32,170 1,062

Maryland 15.00% 16.98% 82,881 23,636

Massachusetts 13.89% 16.10% 128,388 32,770

Michigan 15.93% 19.49% 216,821 23,861

Minnesota 15.39% 19.07% 126,385 14,078

Mississippi 16.34% 20.01% 51,248 4,104

Missouri 15.54% 19.82% 142,419 12,031
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Table A4. State-Level Data on Teenage Latinas and White Women in the United States, 2019

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey, 5-year estimates, 2019.

State
White Women Ages 13-17 / 
White Women Ages 13-44

Latinas Ages 13-17 / 
Latinas Ages 13-44

White Women Ages 13-17 Latinas Ages 13-17

Montana 15.55% 18.13% 25,535 1,738

Nebraska 15.62% 20.26% 44,895 10,054

Nevada 13.39% 18.68% 32,504 39,023

New Hampshire 15.38% 15.05% 33,874 1,892

New Jersey 16.78% 16.38% 140,375 66,814

New Mexico 13.55% 18.15% 16,226 41,210

New York 14.10% 15.09% 284,210 128,864

North Carolina 14.69% 19.58% 176,570 44,761

North Dakota 13.90% 13.37% 17,237 950

Ohio 15.91% 19.09% 273,348 19,776

Oklahoma 14.75% 20.53% 71,162 20,011

Oregon 13.45% 19.34% 77,849 25,686

Pennsylvania 15.07% 17.37% 263,420 39,385

Rhode Island 13.05% 17.42% 18,050 7,050

South Carolina 14.52% 19.38% 84,668 12,709

South Dakota 15.75% 21.17% 20,373 1,554

Tennessee 15.13% 18.94% 142,504 15,854

Texas 14.70% 18.61% 326,956 487,399

Utah 16.93% 19.69% 90,822 20,936

Vermont 14.35% 17.73% 15,059 617

Virginia 14.27% 16.44% 139,521 31,311

Washington 13.53% 19.05% 126,770 43,625

West Virginia 15.00% 17.33% 45,131 1,234

Wisconsin 15.19% 19.41% 129,422 18,565

Wyoming 15.24% 18.87% 13,875 2,423
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