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Summary: According to 2001 Census data more than 900,000 children aged 0—17, 10 per cent of all
children in Italy, were born abroad or had at least one parent who was born abroad. One or both of the
parents of about 500,000 children in immigrant families were born in less developed countries.
Children now account for almost 23 per cent of the foreign population. In this report, we have
analysed household composition and wellbeing of children in immigrant families with 2001 Italian
Census data and 2006 survey data. Inclusion and other social issues are reviewed through the most
recent literature.

The following are among key findings of the study:

e The number of children in immigrant families has doubled in the last five years, and the range of
countries of origin among these families is perhaps the widest in Europe.

e The majority of children of immigrant origin grow up in complete families, though one-parent
households are rather common.

e Poverty rates tend to rise according to the number of children in a household. Immigrant families
tend to be larger.

e Immigrant families tend to experience overcrowding in housing. A substantial share of second-
generation immigrants owns their homes, though the homes tend to be smaller than the average
across the population.

e Only 25 per cent of young people aged 18 to 24 in immigrant families are still in school. The
share among native-born Italians is 40 per cent. Children in immigrant families tend to choose the
vocational or professional tracks in the education system.

e Immigrants are at a general disadvantage in the job market. Even parents from countries of origin
with older historical immigration flows to Italy tend to have less well qualified jobs.

e Economic activity rates among mothers in immigrant families are high. This is an effect of the
large share of women working in home care and domestic services. They often work part time.

e There are differences in education and labour force participation between young fathers and
mothers in immigrant families. These differences appear to be rooted in corresponding differences
in the countries of origin.

Keywords: immigrant child, immigrant family, demography, education, labour market,
discrimination, citizenship, health, poverty, deviant behaviour
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1. INTRODUCTION

Immigrants have arrived in Italy from a broad spectrum of countries. This diversity has meant
that there is generally less concentration and ghettoization among immigrant groups,
compared to other destination countries. However, this diversity has also required greater
diversity in the responses of Italian society, including through social services. Immigration
flows consist more and more of complete families and the number of children in immigrant
families is on the rise. Unitl now, little research has been conducted on these issue, despite
the extraordinarily rapid growth in immigration and in the number of foreign children in the
last decade. The aim of this report is therefore to draw a full statistical portrait of children in
immigrant families in Italy.

We first provide a brief perspective on recent immigration. We then sketch out the major
demographic characteristics of immigrant groups in Italy, especially children and families,
based on own elaboration on data of the latest census, in 2001 (see Table 1) and information
derived from a more recent ad hoc survey in 2006. We combine the two data sources to
examine the social and economic situation of children in immigrant families. Most of tables
have been created specifically for this paper and thus supply new and unique information on
children in immigrant families in Italy.We also highlight the current regulatory framework on
immigration and the naturalization process for immigrants and children of immigrant origin.
In the literature review, we analyse the most recent studies on the social environment in
which these children grow, including the education system, health care and the labour market.

Table 1: Basic Data on Children in Immigrant Families, Main Countries of Origin,
Italy, 21 October 2001, number and per cent of children

Family origin Number Age at last birthday, % _I_talian
04 59 10-14 15-17 citizens, %

In native-born families 8,715,285 25.8 27.1 29.0 18.1 —

In immigrant families (all countries) 927,211 332 289 250 12.9 71.2
Switzerland 119,370 350 315 234 102 99.3
Germany 104,714 333 297 248 122 97.7
France 63,048 258 293 296 153 96.5
Morocco 59,300 439 272 179 110 14.7
Albania 49,956 396 282 218 104 13.1
United Kingdom 28,682 302 301 267 131 95.9
Belgium 26,196 228 272 308 19.2 98.4
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 25,087 251 298 298 15.3 98.6
Romania 24,897 338 309 249 104 53.3
Brazil 22,628 235 283 319 163 92.1
United States of America 21,957 320 294 259 128 934
Tunisia 21,745 40.4 29.0 19.8 10.7 44.6
Argentina 21,165 227 265 310 1938 93.3
Canada 15,281 31.7 316 257 110 98.8
China 14,695 36.1 230 263 146 9.5
Poland 13,806 424 275 197 104 74.4
Philippines 13,298 344 318 231 107 29.4
Egypt 12,999 346 288 242 125 45.7
Peru 11,284 327 240 285 1438 46.6
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 10,743 185 25.0 325 24.0 97.2
India 10,499 324 277 253 146 36.6

Source: Own calculations based on2001 census data.
Note: The table shows countries of origin represented in Italy by at least 10,000 children in immigrant families.



2. RECENT PATTERNS IN IMMIGRATION

Until the beginning of the 1970s, Italy had been a country of emigration for more than a
century. Estimates suggest that 26 million Italians have helped populate the Americas and
Australia and sustained population growth in many European countries, including especially
Belgium, France and Germany (Golini and Amato 2001). Until the 1970s, the balance
between the emigrant and immigrant population was negative, meaning that there were more
net emigrants than immigrants (Figure 1).

Figure 1: International Migration Balance, Italy, 1955-2007
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Source: Istat (2007a).
Note: The figure shows the difference between the number of immigrants and emigrants per 1,000 residents. A
negative number indicates that there are more net emigrants than net immigrants.

Like the United Kingdom, Italy did not become a country of net immigration until the mid-
1970s, but, unlike the United Kingdom, Italy experienced only limited immigration before
the 1970s. Even in the 1990s, there was still substantial migration taking place from southern
Italy — the regions of Abruzzo, Apulia, Basilicata, Calabria, Campania, Molise, Sardinia and
Sicily — towards northern Italy or abroad.

This has now changed. Over the last 10 years, the native-born Italian population has
continued to shrink, mainly because the very low birth rates, but the number of resident
foreigners has been expanding rapidly. The number of labour immigrants has risen more
quickly in Italy and the United Kingdom than in any other countries of the Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD 2008). The early waves of immigration
from Albania and, more recently, Romania have now been replaced in Italy by flows from a
large range of countries. The number of foreigners in Italy in 1999 was a little more than 1
million (Table 2). By the end of 2008, the documented foreign population had reached about
3.7 million. The estimated 700,000 immigrant with irregular status resident in Italy add
substantially to the total of at least 4.4 million foreigners, representing 7.3 per cent of the
total population.



Table 2: Italian and Foreign Population, Italy, 1999-2008
millions and per cent

Number, millions Average annual variation, 1,000s

Population segment 1January 1January 30June 30June 1999- 2003- 2006- 1999-

1999 2003 2006 2008 2003 2006 2008 2008

Resident population, total 57.6 58.8 59.8 60.3 +300 +286  +250  +275
Italians 56.5 56.3 56.1 55.9 =50 =57 -100 =70

Foreigners 11 2.5 3.7 4.4 +350 +343  +350  +348
Share of foreigners, % 1.9 4.3 6.6 7.3 — — — —

Source: Billari and Dalla Zuanna (2008).
Note: The foreign population and foreigners consist of documented and estimated residents with irregular status
(and undocumented) in Italy who are not Italian citizens.

The pattern of immigration is also changing. In the past, low-skilled, low-wage and often
undocumented men — less frequently women — seeking work dominated the immigration
flows. Many were seasonal workers, and they normally arrived and stayed for brief periods
without their families. Now, immigration flows consist more and more of complete families.
This is an indication that the immigrants intend to settle permanently.

Another indication is the rise in the number of children in immigrant families, and the
children are coming from an enormous variety of countries. Many of the children who have
arrived in Italy since 1996 are from western Africa and Asia, particularly Bangladesh and
India. There have also been large flows of children from Albania, the Republic of Moldova
and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. Many of the countries are new in the
immigration flows to Italy.

3. SIZE AND ORIGIN OF THE POPULATION OF CHILDREN IN
IMMIGRANT FAMILIES

According to official data, in 2001, almost 700,000 households in Italy contained at least one
foreign citizen. They accounted for 1.9 per cent of all households. Two thirds of these
households were entirely foreign (Istat 2007b). According to estimates, for 2007, almost 4 per
cent of all Italian households now have at least one foreign member. This rapid increase has
been generated partly by the soaring number of family reunifications. At the same time, we
have also observed a rise in the number of individuals of immigrant origin forming families
in Italy.

There has been an annual average of 600,000 deaths and 850,000 additions in the population
of Italy in the last decade. The additions consist of 500,000 newborns who have at least one
Italian parent, 50,000 newborns who have two foreign parents and about 300,000 net
immigrants. Births to foreign parents are the most important component of the growth in the
number of foreign children in Italy and make up over 72 per cent of the total positive change.
Children who have come to Italy from abroad to join their families also represent part of the
increase. Births to mixed Italian and foreign couples have also risen, though these newborns,
by Italian law, having one Italian parent, are automatically entitled to Italian citizenship.

The high birth rate among foreigners - 21 live births per 1,000 relevant population - is an
indication that immigrant families are setting roots in Italy. It also represents a significant
contribution towards overall population growth in the country. The number of children born
to parents who were both foreign citizens was 56,765 in 2006. This represented an increase of



11 per cent over the corresponding number in 2005, which is greater than the corresponding
increase in foreigners as a share in the total population (Istat 2007b). It also represented over
10 per cent of all births in the country. The highest share is 17 per cent in Emilia-Romagna,
Lombardy and Veneto. There are also high concentrations in some provinces: 1 in 5 births in
Brescia (Lombardy) and Prato (Tuscany) and 1 in 4 births in Modena and Reggio Emilia
(both Emilia-Romagna) and in Treviso and Vicenza (both Veneto). This is in stark contrast to
the majority of the regions in southern Italy, where the share is only 1 or 2 per cent.

Figure 2: Age Structure of Resident Population by Gender and Citizenship, Italy, 1
January 2007
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Source: Billari and Dalla Zuanna (2008).
Note: The y-axis indicates age in years. The x-axis indicates per cent (thus, ‘1,0’ = 1.0%). Ages among men are
shown on the left-hand side of the figure. Ages among women are shown on the right-hand side.

In 2007, 15 per cent of births occurred to couples including at least one foreign parent.
Children now account for 22.7 per cent of the foreign population. This is 6 percentage points
higher than the share of children in the overall population. Foreign children represent 6.6 per
cent of all children in Italy. The number of foreign children is projected to reach 1 million by
around 2010 (Blangiardo and Molina 2006).

Immigrants are also modifying the mechanisms of population change and population
structure (Billari and Dalla Zuanna 2008). The resident foreign population in 2007 was
younger than the Italian population (Figure 2). It had an average age of 30 years, while the
Italian average was 14 years older.



The immigrant population played a role in the slight increase in fertility recorded in Italy
between 1996 and 2004. However, relevant measures of fertility suggest that the contribution
of immigrant families to the rise, 27 per cent, is not surprisingly large (see Castiglioni and
Dalla Zuanna 2009). These considerations do not exclude the possibility that, in some areas,
the contribution of fertility among immigrant families may have had greater significance.
Almost all the births among women in immigrant families took place in the centre and north
of the country; the number of women immigrants in the south was much smaller, and these
women tended to have rather low fertility rates because most of them were not yet well
established in their communities. Moreover, in some areas, the share of foreigners was
especially large. Some studies find that the importance of births among immigrant women is
growing in the population replacement rate in several cities (see, for example, Magherini and
Mencarini 2001, Regina et al. 2003 and Ferro 2005 on the case of Florence). Fertility rates
are highest among women in immigrant families from Egypt and Pakistan.

According to our calculations based onthe 2001 census data, more than 900,000 children
aged 0-17 as of their last birthday — 10 per cent of all children in Italy — were born abroad or
had at least one parent who was born abroad (Table 3). One or both of the parents of about
500,000 children in immigrant families were born in less developed countries. From the data,
it emerges a great range in the countries of origin. The most important countries in the less
developed country group, Albania and Morocco, count for less than 7 per cent of the total of
all countries and only 12 per cent of the total of all less developed countries.

In 2006, according to official statistics, the most important countries of origin of foreign
residents in Italy included Albania, China, Morocco, the Philippines, Romania and Ukraine,
which, together, accounted for almost 50 per cent of the total foreign population and the total
population of foreign children (Table 4).! Although foreigners were residing mainly in large
cities in the centre and north of the country, some smaller cities also contained large numbers
of immigrants. This is tied directly to the typical structure of industrial production in Italy,
where small factories are distributed across the country. In addition, immigrant
concentrations were also being driven by the demand for home care services and other
domestic services, in which there is a preponderance of foreign women, and the fact that the
cost of living is generally lower in smaller, more isolated communities.

! Children are minors in Italy until they reach their 18th birthday. For all practical purposes, minors are thus
equivalent to children 0-17 years of age as of the last birthday.



Table 3: Children according to Family Origin, Italy, 2001

number and per cent of children

Family origin % Number Family origin % Number

All children 9,642,496
In native-born families 8,715,285

[N
o
S| |

In immigrant families .0 927,211 In immigrant families (cont.)
Africa 16.3 151,119 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 1.6 15,234 Luxembourg 0.3 2,636
Eritrea 0.3 2,959 Netherlands 0.5 4,673
Ethiopia 0.4 3,890 Portugal 0.2 1810
Mauritius 0.2 2,301 Spain 0.9 8,081
Somalia 0.3 2,320 Sweden 0.3 2,452
Other Eastern Africa 0.4 3,764 Switzerland 12.9 119,370

Central Africa 0.5 4,845 United Kingdom 3.1 28,682

Northern Africa 11.6 107,975 EU-12° 5,5 51,212
Algeria 0.3 3,188 Bulgaria 04 3,787
Egypt 14 12,999 Czech Republic 0.3 2,745
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 1.2 10,743 Hungary 03 2341
Morocco 6.4 59,300 Poland 15 13,806
Tunisia 2.3 21,745 Romania 2.7 24,897

Southern Africa 0.2 2,280 Slovakia 0.1 1,157

Western Africa 2.2 20,785 Slovenia 0.3 2,479
Cote d'lvoire 0.3 2,814 Other EU-15, EU-12, EEA and Switzerland 0.3 2,664
Ghana 0.7 6,387 South Eastern Europe 9.9 92,123
Nigeria 0.6 5,247 Albania 5.4 49,956
Senegal 0.4 3,810 Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.7 6,090
Other Western Africa 0.3 2,527 Croatia 0.9 8,599

Asia 7.7 71,663 TFYR Macedonia® 1.0 9,212

Eastern Asia 1.8 16,268 Other South Eastern Europe 2.0 18,266
China 1.6 14,695 cls® 1.7 16,174
Japan 0.2 1,573 Western CIS 1.6 14,587

South Central Asia 3.0 28,233 Republic of Moldova 0.1 1,072
Bangladesh 0.4 3,410 Russian Federation 1.0 9,044
India 1.1 10,499 Ukraine 05 4,471
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 0.3 3,150 Other CIS 0.2 1,587
Pakistan 0.5 5,058 Other Europe 0.2 1,608
Sri Lanka 0.7 6,116 Latin America and Caribbean 12.6 117,180

South Eastern Asia 1.8 16,982 Caribbean 1.1 10,193
Philippines 1.4 13,298 Cuba 04 3,336
Thailand 0.2 1,982 Dominican Republic 0.7 6,857
Other South Eastern Asia 0.2 1,702 Central America and Mexico 04 3,676

Western Asia, Middle East 0.9 8,698 El Salvador 0.2 1,693
Israel 0.1 995 Mexico 0.2 1,983
Jordan 0.1 1,267 South America 10.8 100,368
Lebanon 0.2 1,662 Argentina 2.3 21,165
Syrian Arab Republic 0.1 1,171 Bolivia 01 1,178
Turkey 0.3 2,466 Brazil 2.4 22,628

East Other Western Asia, Middle 01 1,137 Chile 04 4112

Other Asia 0.2 1,482 Colombia 0.8 7,658

Europe 57.8 536,132 Ecuador 0.5 4,827

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland? 40.2 372,351 Peru 1.2 11,284
Austria 0.6 5,514 Uruguay 0.3 2,429
Belgium 2.8 26,196 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 2.7 25,087
Denmark 0.1 1,081 Other Latin America and Caribbean 0.3 2,943
Finland 0.1 1,044 Northern America 40 37,238
France 6.8 63,048 Canada 1.6 15,281
Germany 11.3 104,714 United States of America 2.4 21,957
Greece 0.3 3,050 Oceania 15 13,879

Source: Own calculations based on2001 census data.

Note: The countries of origin are reported separately if the number of children is at least 1,000, except Israel. If
results cannot be reported for a country because of confidentiality requirements, the small numbers, or another
reason, the results for that country are combined with the results for other, similar countries, and the combined
results are reported in the ‘other’ row for the relevant subregion, continent, or other country grouping.

a. EU-15 = member states of the European Union (EU) before 2004: Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland,
France, Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, Sweden and the United
Kingdom. EEA = European Economic Area, which, in our case here, refers to Iceland, Liechtenstein and
Norway.

b. EU-12 = New EU member states admitted between May 2004 and January 2007: Bulgaria, Cyprus, the Czech
Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Poland, Romania, Slovakia and Slovenia.

c. The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia.

d. CIS = Commonwealth of Independent States: Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia, Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan, Republic of Moldova, Russian Federation, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Ukraine and Uzbekistan.



Table 4: Foreign Residents, Total and Children, by Origin, Italy, 2006

1,000s, index and per cent

Index 2006, by . L .
Country of origin Number, 1,000s number (2001 = 100) Children, % Foreign citizenship, %
Total Children Total Children 2001 2006 Total  Children

Total 2,670.5 5875 200 207 21.3 22.0 100.0 100.0
Albania 348.8 116.8 202 244 27.6 335 13.1 19.9
Morocco 3195 101.5 177 192 29.4 31.8 12.0 17.3
Romania 297.6 53.5 397 434 16.5 18.0 11.1 9.1
China 127.8 35.6 273 246 30.8 27.8 4.8 6.1
Ukraine 107.1 10.4 1,239 820 14.6 9.7 4.0 1.8
Philippines 89.7 13.3 166 133 18.5 14.8 3.4 2.3
Tunisia 83.6 25.6 175 202 26.6 30.6 3.1 4.3
Serbia and Montenegro® 64.1 19.1 130 120 32.2 29.8 2.4 3.3
TFYR Macedonia 63.2 17.7 225 185 34.0 28.0 2.4 3.0
Ecuador 62.0 11.0 452 330 24.3 17.7 2.3 1.9
India 61.8 17.4 227 249 25.8 28.2 2.3 3.0
Poland 60.8 9.0 223 257 12.9 14.8 2.3 15
Peru 59.3 7.5 201 119 214 12.6 2.2 1.3
Egypt 58.9 10.6 215 140 27.7 18.1 2.2 1.8
Senegal 57.1 8.5 183 261 104 14.8 2.1 1.4
Other 809.2 130.1 157 170 14.8 16.1 30.3 22.1

Source: Barban et al. 2008.
Note: a.So identified in the data.

Nonetheless, the range of countries of origin was still wide. Apart from exceptions such as
immigrants from Tunisia in certain towns in Sicily or immigrants from China in Prato
(Tuscany) or Milan, there was generally a lack of ethnic and linguistic concentration. Thus,
the 10 countries of origin responsible for the most numerous immigration flows also
represented 10 different languages. In Rome, only seven foreign groups each accounted for
more than 3 per cent of the foreign population, and together they accounted for less than half
of this population.

The lack of ethnic and linguistic concentration among immigrants in Italy contrasts with the
situation in France, Germany and Spain. It will certainly affect efforts to include the children
in these flows in the education system. Teachers may have to make adjustments for a variety
of cultural issues and barriers to inclusion. However, the greater diversity in immigrant
origins may also offset tendencies towards ethnic segregation and cultural isolation. These
are often more difficult to overcome, the more concentration there is in immigrant origins.

The variety in nationalities has evolved quickly, occurring especially in the last few years.
This is a feature of immigration that is not observed elsewhere in Europe. It is also apparent
in the sample of children aged 11-14 interviewed during the First National Investigation on
Second-Generation Immigrants (“Itagen2”), which was carried out during the 2005/06 school
year (see Dalla Zuanna and Farina 2007, Rizzi 2007) (Table 5). A comparison of the results
of this survey and the census data shows a rapid and striking increase in the number of
children arriving from Asia and the former socialist countries of Eastern Europe.



Table 5: Children Aged 11-14 in Immigrant Families according to Family Origin, Italy, 2006

number and per cent of children

Region of origin % Total Region of origin % Total

In immigrant families 100.0 26,164 Inimmigrant families (cont.)
Eastern Africa 1.2 308 South Eastern Europe 22.6 5,924
Central Africa 0.3 87 CIS 5.3 1,382
Northern Africa 13.6 3,570 Caucasus 0.0 8
Southern Africa 0.0 6 Central Asia 0.1 28
Western Africa 4.5 1,175 Caribbean 1.1 288
Eastern Asia 8.9 2,324 Central America and Mexico 0.7 188
South Central Asia 8.8 2,296 South America 121 3,174
South Eastern Asia 3.9 1,022 Northern America 0.3 70
Western Asia, Middle East 0.6 149 Oceania (Melanesia) 0.0 10
EU-15 3.9 1,029 Other origins 0.6 150
EU-12 11.4 2,977

Source: Own calculations based on 2006 “Itagen2” survey data.
Note: For definitions of country groups, see the note to Table 3.

The majority of children and their parents from developing countries arrived in Italy during
the five years preceding the 2001 census (Table 6). The immigration patterns in these years
differed somewhat from the patterns in previous years. More than 60 per cent of the children
and their parents arriving from Bangladesh, Pakistan and Republic of Moldova who had
become settled in Italy by October 2001, when the census was conducted, had arrived in Italy
since 1996. In the case of many countries of origin in Eastern Europe, where the immigration
flows towards Italy had begun at the end of the cold war, in 1989-1991, more than 40 per
cent of the new arrivals had come during this recent period, in 1996-2001. The table is thus
remarkable in demonstrating how Italy was being transformed from a country of emigration
to a country of immigration. Among some other countries of origin, typically the protagonists
of the first flows of immigration, such as the Philippines and Tunisia, the share of recent
immigrants was smaller in the late 1990s relative to the 1980s and the early 1990s. The
smaller share of the recent immigration from some countries was a direct result of historical
events. For instance, the share in immigration from the Islamic Republic of Iran was large
during the 1980s following the revolution there in 1979, but is now one of the smallest flows.

The proportion of recently arrived immigrant families from advanced industrialized countries
of origin also became much smaller relative to the 1970s and the 1980s. The majority of these
children in families that had recently immigrated — about 40 per cent of all children in
immigrant families — were Italian citizens born to parents who were lItalian citizens and who
were returning to Italy after a period of residence abroad, especially in other European
countries, such as Belgium, France, Germany and Switzerland. Children in immigrant
families from the other European Union (EU) countries or North America share many
household characteristics and socioeconomic characteristics with children in native-born
Italian families.



Table 6: Children in Immigrant Families according to Recent Settlement, Italy, 2001

children as a per cent within each group

Child At least one Child At least one

: L arrived in parent in Italy : - arrived in parentin Italy

Family origin past five less than five Family origin past five less than five
years® years years? years
In immigrant families 13.8 16.3 In immigrant families (cont.)
Africa 19.3 26.9 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 4.1 7.0 Luxembourg 0.3 1.0
Eritrea 2.2 4.3 Netherlands 3.9 104
Ethiopia 2.3 4.2 Portugal 4.9 10.6
Mauritius 6.8 8.0 Spain 3.1 114
Somalia 7.9 9.9 Sweden 4.8 9.6
Other Eastern Africa 3.8 9.6 Switzerland 0.2 0.9

Central Africa 10.9 14.9 United Kingdom 1.6 45

Northern Africa 21.2 30.3 EU-12 22.1 28.0
Algeria 9.7 24.4 Bulgaria 18.6 18.7
Egypt 8.5 215 Czech Republic 3.7 14.1
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 11 1.6 Hungary 3.7 135
Morocco 35.5 40.6 Poland 8.5 19.8
Tunisia 8.1 223 Romania 355 39.3

Southern Africa 25 5.8 Slovakia 7.9 23.3

Western Africa 28.6 29.2 Slovenia 3.0 7.1
Cote d'lvoire 471 30.7 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 55 12.2
Ghana 27.1 24.6 South Eastern Europe 41.9 47.0
Nigeria 16.7 254 Albania 55.3 58.8
Senegal 27.1 355 Bosnia and Herzegovina 15.2 23.1
Other Western Africa 33.1 37.8 Croatia 6.2 10.8

Asia 275 29.7 TFYR Macedonia 494 52.8

Eastern Asia 37.1 30.1 Other South Eastern Europe 32.9 37.0
China 38.8 30.1 CIS 19.7 26.6
Japan 20.6 30.3 Western CIS 19.6 26.0

South Central Asia 35.2 415 Republic of Moldova 66.3 724
Bangladesh 61.3 62.9 Russian Federation 9.5 16.7
India 29.7 39.1 Ukraine 31.9 33.9

of Iran (Islamic Republic 44 94 Other CIS 19.9 31.6
Pakistan 63.5 64.1 Other Europe 1.2 4.3
Sri Lanka 274 31.7 Latin America and Caribbean 9.0 11.7

South Eastern Asia 144 144 Caribbean 25.3 27.3
Philippines 16.6 145 Cuba 41.9 49.4
Thailand 7.9 15.9 Dominican Republic 21.2 16.6

Asia Other South  Eastern 4.1 12.2 Central America and Mexico 8.1 12.3

Western Asia, Middle East 14.2 21.0 El Salvador 125 11.6
Israel 6.2 14.0 Mexico 3.9 13.0
Jordan 34 12.2 South America 7.8 10.2
Lebanon 24 12.3 Argentina 2.1 7.3
Syrian Arab Republic 10.3 18.9 Bolivia 104 14.2
Turkey 32.2 35.3 Brazil 4.6 9.0
Other Western Asia, 12.7 21.0 Chile 2.5 7.1

Middle East
Other Asia 15.6 23.8 Colombia 12.8 15.8
Europe 13.0 13.7 Ecuador 48.8 42.5
EU-15, EEA and 4.3 3.0 Peru 27.4 18.6
Switzerland
Austria 2.2 8.0 Uruguay 2.2 6.0
: 0.6 1.7 Venezuela (Bolivarian 0.8 2.7
Belgium Republic of)
8.6 16.3 Other Latin America and 35 8.2
Denmark Caribbean
Finland 4.9 11.3 Northern America 2.8 5.3
France 1.6 3.9 Canada 0.6 1.9
Germany 1.1 2.8 United States of America 4.3 7.7
Greece 3.6 6.7 Oceania 0.4 2.1

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.
Note: For definitions of country groups, see the note to Table 3, a. Children 5-17 at last birthday.




Tables 6 and 7 show the same measures regarding immigration, but the figures in Table 7 are
our elaboration from the “Itagen2” survey data®. A comparison of the tables reveals two
striking phenomena. First, there were relatively more children involved in immigration in the
five years up to 2006 than in the five years up to 2001. This was most likely a result of
immigrant family reunifications, which had become the most common way for immigrant
children to enter Italy.

Table 7: Children Aged 11-14 in Immigrant Families according to Recent Settlement,
Italy, 2006

children as a per cent within each group

Regi £ family Child arrived in parengin o Child arrived At S O
egion o ami ild arrived in parent in Ita ; ; P : ; arent in Ita
ori%in d past five years Fiess than fivey Region of family origin in pgesitrglve pIess than fivey

years y years
Eastern Africa 6.6 0.0 South Eastern Europe 35.8 8.2
Central Africa 37.2 7.7 CIS 68.4 8.8
Northern Africa 31.6 3.0 Caucasus 7.9 7.9
Southern Africa 0.0 0.0 Central Asia 40.1 24.1
Western Africa 38.0 2.0 Caribbean ) 70.2 0.4
Eastern Asia 60.6 8.3 central - America and 574 2.2
South Central Asia 53.5 5.6 South America_ 499 12.2
South Eastern Asia 33.5 1.9 Northern America 32.4 13.6
\é\g%?tern Asia, Middle 455 14.0 Oceania (Melanesia) 66.7 0.0
EU-15 21.3 3.3 Other origins 1.6 1.6
EU-12 59.0 15.2

Source: Own calculations based on 2006 “Itagen2” survey data.
Note: For definitions of country groups, see the notes to Table 3.

According to official data, the number of foreign children living in Italy was 353,500 in 2003,
and over 666,000 in 2007 (Table 8). This means that, within less than five years, the number
of foreign children had doubled, and, within ten years, it had quadrupled.

Table 8: Foreign Children, Italy, 2001-2007,

number and per cent

Year Number Change Share, %
Number % Among all foreigners Among all children, 0-17

2001 284,224 — — 21.3 29
2003 353,546 69,322 20.0 22.8 3.6
2004 412,432 58,886 16.7 20.7 4.2
2005 501,792 89,360 21.7 20.9 5.0
2006 587,513 85,721 17.1 22.0 5.9
2007 666,293 78,780 13.4 22.7 6.6

Source; Barban et al. 2008.

In 2006, the Italian National Institute of Statistics estimated the number of second-generation
immigrants at 400,000 (Istat 2006). The second generation refers to individuals born in Italy
who have at least one parent who has been born abroad; the term does not distinguish
between foreign and Italian citizens (see section 5.1 for a discussion of the related issues).
The definition of second generation and the measurement method used in the estimates of the
National Institute of Statistics were approximate: the number of foreign citizens born in Italy
was added to the number of foreigners living in Italy who had obtained lItalian citizenship.

Z See paragraph 5.1.2 for a description of the survey.
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Still, the total accounted for 13.5 per cent of all resident foreigners, but also for over 50 per
cent of the resident foreign population of children.

Table 9: Children in Immigrant Families by Immigrant Generation, Italy, 2001

per cent of children

Family origin Fi(?;nerg(telcoonnd Family origin Fir%fnerggcoonnd
In immigrant families 28.8  71.2 Inimmigrant families (cont.)
Africa 26.2 73.8 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 175 825 Luxembourg 115 88.5
Eritrea 6.8 93.2 Netherlands 20.2 79.8
Ethiopia 19.8 80.2 Portugal 19.1 80.9
Mauritius 136 864 Spain 21.6 78.4
Somalia 175 82.5 Sweden 21.0 79.0
Other Eastern Africa 26.0 740 Switzerland 154 84.6

Central Africa 20.2 79.8 United Kingdom 15.7 84.3

Northern Africa 27.7 72.3 EU-12 42.4 57.6
Algeria 146 855 Bulgaria 67.8 32.2
Egypt 19.7 803 Czech Republic 18.3 81.8
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 2.4 97.6 Hungary 19.1 80.9
Morocco 38.8 61.2 Poland 23.0 77.0
Tunisia 16.3 83.7 Romania 57.3 42.7

Southern Africa 19.1 80.9 Slovakia 19.9 80.1

Western Africa 27.1 72.9 Slovenia 21.7 78.3
Cote d'lvoire 41.7 58.4 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 28.7 71.3
Ghana 25.0 75.0 South Eastern Europe 51.4 48.6
Nigeria 157 843 Albania 55.4 44.6
Senegal 290 710 Bosnia and Herzegovina 445 55.5
Other Western Africa 37.1 62.9 Croatia 23.6 76.4

Asia 37.3 62.7 TFYR Macedonia 67.1 32.9

Eastern Asia 40.0 60.0 Other South Eastern Europe 47.7 52.3
China 40.7 59.3 CIS 65.7 34.3
Japan 33.8 66.2 Western CIS 66.9 33.1

South Central Asia 493  50.7 Republic of Moldova 63.3 36.7
Bangladesh 53.1  46.9 Russian Federation 66.5 335
India 620 38.1 Ukraine 68.4 31.6
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 9.7 90.3 Other CIS 55.5 44.5
Pakistan 648 352 Other Europe 44.0 56.0
Sri Lanka 33.1 66.9 Latin America and Caribbean 32.4 67.6

South Eastern Asia 20.8 79.2 Caribbean 36.8 63.2
Philippines 195 80.5 Cuba 32.9 67.1
Thailand 28.0 72.0 Dominican Republic 38.8 61.3
Other South Eastern Asia 22.7 77.3 Central America and Mexico 35.9 64.1

Western Asia, Middle East 25.7 74.3 El Salvador 345 65.5
Israel 25.7 74.3 Mexico 37.0 63.0
Jordan 12.1 87.9 South America 31.6 68.4
Lebanon 13.7 86.3 Argentina 19.1 80.9
Syrian Arab Republic 182 818 Bolivia 68.3 31.8
Turkey 42.9 57.1 Brazil 44.9 55.1
Other Western Asia, Middle East  29.2 70.8 Chile 384 61.6

Other Asia 375 62.6 Colombia 57.0 43.0

Europe 28.7 71.3 Ecuador 57.2 42.8

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 19.6 80.4 Peru 46.9 53.1
Austria 27.1 72.9 Uruguay 135 86.5
Belgium 9.4 90.6 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 9.3 90.7
Denmark 30.0 70.0 Other Latin America and Caribbean 41.0 59.0
Finland 24.6 75.4 Northern America 20.5 79.5
France 10.8 89.2 Canada 1.7 92.3
Germany 329 671 United States of America 29.5 70.5
Greece 16. 84.0 Oceania 6.1 93.9

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.
Note: For the definitions of first generation and second generation, see the accompanying text. For definitions of
country groups, see the note to Table 3.

Not surprisingly, the share of this second generation within immigrant families was larger in
regions in the centre and north of the country that have been welcoming immigrants for some
time already, including Emilia-Romagna, Lazio, Lombardy, Marche and Veneto. The highest
share was in Veneto, followed by Lombardy and Marche (all around 25 per cent).

A large portion of the people identified as second generation in Table 9, which is based on

our calculations based on the 2001 census data, represents children born to mixed couples,
that is, couples composed of one native-born parent and one foreign-born parent. In some
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immigrant groups, the share of children born in Italy to foreign-born couples is, in fact,
relatively small. This includes immigrant groups from Cuba, Thailand, the United States of
America and the EU. In other immigrant groups, the share of children born in Italy to foreign-
born couples accounts for over 50 per cent of the children. This includes immigrant groups
from China, Egypt, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Ghana, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Jordan, Lebanon,
Mauritius, Morocco, Nigeria, the Philippines, Poland and Somalia, as well as other countries
in eastern and western Africa.

Table 10: Citizenship of Children in Immigrant Families, Italy, 2001

per cent of children

Child Parents Child Parents
Only Only
Family origin Italian  Naturalized oneis Separate Family origin Italian  Naturalized oneis Separate
citizens Italians  anon- origins citizens Italians  anon- origins
citizen citizen
In immigrant families 71.2 51 17.2 63.4  In immigrant families (cont.)
Africa 38.0 17 12.8 36.4 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 75.7 6.2 18.2 67.1 Luxembourg 99.3 0.8 85 93.9
Eritrea 80.0 2.0 15.7 72.6 Netherlands 90.3 1.9 52.9 88.0
Ethiopia 92.0 12.6 13.6 74.0 Portugal 82.3 2.4 51.8 85.7
Mauritius 31.6 0.8 19.6 333 Spain 93.4 3.2 66.0 92.6
Somalia 65.5 2.6 16.4 62.1 Sweden 91.0 2.9 43.8 91.6
Other Eastern Africa 89.0 8.2 25.0 80.9 Switzerland 99.3 0.6 5.0 89.6

Central Africa 56.6 3.0 26.9 63.1 United Kingdom 95.9 2.0 28.9 92.2

Northern Africa 33.9 1.0 11.8 32.8 EU-12 66.8 15.8 326 55.8
Algeria 57.1 13 27.4 60.6 Bulgaria 73.6 41.6 17.9 33.1
Egypt 45.7 19 175 40.4 Czech Republic 92.4 3.9 59.3 95.8
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 97.2 0.2 6.1 94.7 Hungary 91.2 59 49.1 89.9
Morocco 147 1.2 8.4 145 Poland 74.4 7.7 48.1 775
Tunisia 44.6 0.7 18.0 43.9 Romania 53.3 20.3 21.8 34.8

Southern Africa 96.6 2.2 16.5 90.6 Slovakia 87.6 52 61.1 94.8

Western Africa 20.9 1.7 11.2 225 Slovenia 88.5 2.7 21.4 87.9
Cote d'lvoire 18.7 2.6 10.4 22.9 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 90.4 6.5 54.2 88.3
Ghana 8.0 0.8 2.8 9.0 South Eastern Europe 18.9 14 9.5 20.9
Nigeria 36.8 2.2 21.8 38.4 Albania 131 14 9.2 12.8
Senegal 18.2 14 121 17.7 Bosnia and Herzegovina 15.7 2.2 10.1 255
Other Western Africa 27.4 2.3 113 33.0 Croatia 70.5 24 20.5 73.0

Asia 32.2 6.1 133 25.7 TFYR Macedonia 4.3 0.4 2.6 9.8

Eastern Asia 15.2 11 8.6 134 Other South Eastern Europe 18.7 13 8.8 23.6
China 9.5 1.0 3.8 7.5 CIS 80.4 42.4 31.8 47.6
Japan 67.6 2.3 53.9 68.4 Western CIS 80.5 43.7 304 45.9

South Central Asia 26.5 113 7.1 13.7 Republic of Moldova 41.0 113 422 55.0
Bangladesh 4.0 0.7 2.1 3.6 Russian Federation 88.1 48.5 26.5 434
India 36.6 255 4.4 9.6 Ukraine 74.6 41.7 35.6 48.8
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 69.8 2.3 333 65.4 Other CIS 79.1 30.1 45.0 63.6
Pakistan 7.6 2.0 3.6 5.4 Other Europe 96.2 25 21.8 74.0
Sri Lanka 14.9 5.2 4.3 6.9 Latin America and Caribbean 84.4 14.3 26.7 71.6

South Eastern Asia 418 3.6 22.8 39.8 Caribbean 74.7 9.7 57.5 87.9
Philippines 29.4 17 16.1 29.7 Cuba 80.6 7.3 73.7 94.9
Thailand 91.7 9.1 55.4 90.8 Dominican Republic 71.8 10.8 48.3 83.9
Other South Eastern Asia 80.3 12.0 36.2 58.0 Central America and Mexico 78.0 15.3 374 66.3

Western Asia, Middle East 58.7 2.9 21.9 56.2 El Salvador 60.0 13.8 26.8 52.2
Israel 79.0 5.2 28.6 75.0 Mexico 93.3 16.6 46.2 778
Jordan 74.2 2.0 33.6 724 South America 85.4 14.5 23.2 70.2
Lebanon 69.8 42 25.1 63.9 Argentina 93.3 7.7 22.6 76.3
Syrian Arab Republic 54.2 39 212 49.1 Bolivia 80.4 44.0 143 345
Turkey 32.8 14 10.8 311 Brazil 92.1 275 311 63.1
Other Western Asia, Middle East 68.5 1.9 235 73.6 Chile 91.9 25.1 24.8 61.4

Other Asia 60.7 8.8 255 55.9 Colombia 824 355 314 545

Europe 80.5 4.0 16.6 71.8 Ecuador 37.6 7.7 25.4 43.3

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 97.5 1.3 15.3 87.5 Peru 46.6 12.0 21.7 40.6
Austria 93.8 2.9 48.9 89.2 Uruguay 92.3 4.0 24.0 81.3
Belgium 98.4 0.7 98 @8 o Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic  gq ¢ 26 148 940
Denmark 87.8 4.4 59.6 85.3 Other Latin America and Caribbean 92.8 23.0 34.7 70.9
Finland 90.7 2.6 68.3 92.0 Northern America 95.6 4.4 221 87.2
France 96.5 11 18.7 93.7 Canada 98.8 2.2 14.7 95.4
Germany 97.7 2.0 12.9 77.3 United States of America 93.4 6.0 27.6 81.2
Greece 91.4 15 39.0 90.4 Oceania 99.1 1.2 16.4 96.5

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.

Note: The data in the parents columns refer to children in two-parent families. ‘Separate origins’ may refer to
mixed Italian-foreign couples or foreign couples from separate countries of origin. For definitions of country
groups, see the note to Table 3.

To clarify the issue of citizenship, Table 10 based on our calculations based on 2001 census
data, indicates the share of citizens, including naturalized citizens, among children in
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immigrant families for each country of origin. It also shows the share of the parents who have
separate origins. In most cases, the parental couples with separate origins are of mixed
Italian-foreign nationality. Such mixed couples are particularly common among children in
immigrant families from the EU-15 and in the northern and southern American groups and
somewhat less common among immigrant groups from other European countries. Thus, the
shares among children in immigrant families from Brazil and Ecuador are high, while, among
children in immigrant families from Morocco, 14 per cent have been born to mixed parents.
Relatively low shares of children with parents of mixed nationality are also associated with
families from Albania, China, the Indian subcontinent and Romania.

It is clear from Table 10 that, in general, mixed-nationality parents are less common among
children in families of African or Asian origin and more common among parents in
immigrant families from more well developed countries. For many of the immigrating
parents in these latter cases, the relationship with the Italian partner represents the only solid
link to Italian society (Istat 2006). The high prevalence of homogamy among parents in
immigrant families from many other countries of origin, particularly Albania, China,
Morocco and the countries of the former Yugoslavia, reflects more accurately the traditional
pattern in immigration whereby the majority of individuals in immigrant families arrive in the
country of settlement through family reunification. Even among subsequent immigrant
generations, there is a strong trend towards homogamy through partnering or union formation
within the traditional immigrant group, which reduces the opportunity for the establishment
of mixed couples.

A closer analysis of differences by gender, age and country of origin gives us an idea of the
immigration and reproductive strategies among various immigrant groups. The age structure
is younger among children in immigrant families (Table 11). This is particularly true of
children in families from, for example, Bangladesh, Nigeria and Senegal. In 2001, children
aged 04 represented over half of all children in families from these countries. This pattern in
the age structure in these country groups is driven by at least four factors not immediately
visible in Table 11: higher fertility rates, low incidence of immigration for family
reunification, low rates of immigration among adolescents, and more recent immigration
flows to Italy.

Among children in families from South America, there is a larger share in the preadolescent
and adolescent age groups. Thus, in 2001, more than 40 per cent of the children in families
from Ecuador were above 10 years of age, but the corresponding share was only 21 per cent
among families from Nigeria. The preadolescent and adolescent age groups among the
immigrant population tend to encounter the most serious barriers to social inclusion and good
school performance.
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Table 11: Children by Age and Gender, Italy, 2001

per cent of children and number of boys per 100 girls

Age at last birthday, % Boys Age at last birthday, % Boys
Family origin per Family origin per
04 59 10-14 15-17 100 04 59 10-14 15-17 100
girls girls
In native-born families 258 27.1 290 181 1054
In immigrant families 332 289 250 129 105.7 Inimmigrant families (cont.)
Africa 39.1 275 210 124 107.3 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 284 282 276 159 105.1 Luxembourg 324 338 234 105 106.1
Eritrea 254 247 286 214 106.8 Netherlands 349 30.7 230 114 1013
Ethiopia 253 279 296 17.2 106.0 Portugal 299 284 266 151 106.6
Mauritius 384 317 209 9.0 1042 Spain 358 309 227 105 1073
Somalia 282 272 275 17.0 1055 Sweden 33.0 30.7 248 116 110.7
Other Eastern Africa 28.0 296 289 136 103.0 Switzerland 350 315 234 102 1041

Central Africa 30.0 275 270 155 100.5 United Kingdom 302 30.1 26.7 131 1055

Northern Africa 395 275 206 124 109.5 EU-12 36.0 302 230 108 1017
Algeria 428 261 206 10.6 105.5 Bulgaria 289 382 237 92 1103
Egypt 346 288 242 125 1116 Czech Republic 36.7 301 221 11.1 108.0
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 185 250 325 24.0 107.7 Hungary 405 323 177 95 1025
Morocco 439 272 179 110 1102 Poland 424 275 197 104 105.9
Tunisia 404 290 198 10.7 1076 Romania 338 309 249 104 972

Southern Africa 312 29.2 252 144 99.6 Slovakia 475 303 155 6.8 1026

Western Africa 476 265 166 9.2 100.6 Slovenia 236 247 298 219 104.0
Cote d'Ivoire 40.1 243 214 142 913 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 333 274 252 141 1035
Ghana 422 281 203 95 1011 South Eastern Europe 353 282 240 126 108.2
Nigeria 540 260 131 6.9 100.3 Albania 396 282 218 104 106.6
Senegal 558 263 109 7.0 1044 Bosnia and Herzegovina 331 26.0 274 135 1107
Other Western Africa 442 265 182 11.1 105.6 Croatia 238 246 293 224 1047

Asia 36.1 274 238 127 106.4 TFYR Macedonia 30.0 305 265 13.0 1184

Eastern Asia 36.2 23.6 259 142 1077 Other South Eastern Europe 324 292 251 133 1088
China 36.1 230 263 146 1076 CIS 386 295 240 80 1082
Japan 38.0 295 223 102 1095 Western CIS 39.2 301 230 7.7 109.9

South Central Asia 376 265 231 127 1050 Republic of Moldova 395 282 219 105 993
Bangladesh 50.1 243 175 8.0 1186 Russian Federation 353 320 249 79 1055
India 324 277 253 146 958 Ukraine 471 268 193 6.9 1223
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 27.1 308 298 124 1039 Other CIS 328 236 336 100 94.2
Pakistan 36.1 263 235 141 1225 Other Europe 305 31.0 252 133 109.1
Sri Lanka 465 236 188 11.2 101.6  Latin America and Caribbean 269 274 296 16.1 106.8

South Eastern Asia 344 318 230 109 1083 Caribbean 415 258 220 10.7 1029
Philippines 344 318 231 10.7 109.6 Cuba 641 185 131 43 104.2
Thailand 331 340 221 109 106.7 Dominican Republic 305 294 263 139 1023
Other South Eastern Asia 353 29.6 232 119 100.2 Central America and Mexico 311 268 275 146 1118

Western Asia, Middle East 339 285 241 135 1058 El Salvador 262 252 309 178 1176
Israel 333 279 257 131 1196 Mexico 353 283 246 119 107.0
Jordan 350 303 226 121 949 South America 253 275 305 16.7 107.2
Lebanon 398 29.7 209 9.6 1083 Argentina 227 265 31.0 198 106.6
Syrian Arab Republic 334 289 242 136 1095 Bolivia 217 262 357 163 1038
Turkey 316 28.0 248 157 1028 Brazil 235 283 319 163 1116
Other Western Asia, Middle East 30.2 259 27.3 16.7 106.7 Chile 220 235 343 202 1073

Other Asia 39.3 290 215 103 103.0 Colombia 253 284 302 161 1044

Europe 328 29.7 251 124 1049 Ecuador 332 258 267 144 103.1

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 315 30.1 257 127 1044 Peru 327 240 285 148 107.0
Austria 261 278 284 178 1045 Uruguay 240 301 295 16.4 1083
Belgium 28 212 308 192 1046 o Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic o) 595 595 153 1057
Denmark 39.7 299 196 108 104.0 Other Latin America and Caribbean  25.6 30.0 282 16.2 101.2
Finland 280 31.6 287 11.7 107.1  Northern America 318 303 258 121 106.0
France 258 293 296 153 104.0 Canada 317 316 257 11.0 108.6
Germany 333 297 248 122 1042 United States of America 320 294 259 128 1042
Greece 242 274 291 193 1111  Oceania 29.7 311 273 119 103.1

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.

Note: For definitions, see the note to Table 3.

It appears that there are no wide differences in the gender ratio — boys per 100 girls — among
children in immigrant families (Tables 11 and Table 12). There are notable exceptions,
however (aside from countries with smaller immigrant flows, among which the ratios
fluctuate much more from the average). Thus, there is a higher net prevalence of boys and
men over girls and women among immigrant groups from Bangladesh, Pakistan and Ukraine.
This outcome is not generated by prenatal gender selection; since the gender ratio at birth
among children born in Italy is regular among these groups. Indeed, the gender ratio at birth
among children born among these groups in 1999-2005 was 1.04 for Bangladesh (5,093
births), 1.03 for Pakistan (4,226 births) and 1.08 for Ukraine (1,281 births) (National Institute
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of Statistics data; personal communication of Dr Loghi). The result is caused by the greater
share of adolescent and adult men involved in immigration through family reunification or in
separate, current immigration flows.

Table 12: Gender Ratio among Children Aged 11-14, Italy, 2006

Boys per 100 girls

Region of origin Boys per 100 Region of origin Boys per 100
girls girls

All 109.8

In native-born families 101.4

In immigrant families In immigrant families (cont.)
Eastern Africa 232.3 South Eastern Europe 138.4
Central Africa 110.2 CIs 113.1
Northern Africa 127.0 Caucasus 8.5
Southern Africa 0.0 Central Asia 84.0
Western Africa 124.3 Caribbean 112.2
Eastern Asia 109.2 Central America and Mexico 1235
South Central Asia 145.4 South America 128.8
South Eastern Asia 107.3 Northern America 102.2
Western Asia, Middle East 106.5 Oceania (Melanesia) 50.0
EU-15 117.9 Other origins 148.5
EU-12 114.2

Source: Own calculations based on 2006 “Itagen2” survey data.
Note: For definitions, see the note to Table 3.

4, CURRENT NATURALIZATION AND CITIZENSHIP POLICY

There is little evidence to suggest that immigration into Italy will subside. Immigration flows
are expected to continue at the rapid pace of recent years. There are numerous push and pull
factors behind these flows. One of the most important push factors is demographical. The
young adult population is increasing by about 50 million annually in developing countries.
This is especially the case in sub-Saharan Africa, where such increases appear to increase
labour market imbalances (Mencarini 2006).

There are also important pull factors. The ageing population in Italy and the highly educated
young generation of native-born Italians will not be able to replace the older generation
retiring from the labour force. The demand for unskilled labour is high; much of
manufacturing production in Italy is labour intensive. Traditional sectors such as tourism,
crafts and home care and other domestic services will continue to require unskilled and
semiskilled labour in years to come. ltaly is an attractive destination for foreign immigrants
not only because of the job opportunities, but also because of the country’s role as a
crossroads in the Mediterranean and its long easily accessible coastlines. For many
immigrants, moreover, Italy represents a bridge into other EU countries.

Despite the pull factors (or perhaps because of them), Italian legislation introduced strict
criteria for family reunification in 2002 through the Law No. 189/2002, which was designed
to facilitate entry only for foreigners who had found employment in Italy. The law also
stipulated that annual immigrant quotas should be fixed for each country. Many difficulties
have been encountered in implementing the law. The admissions mechanisms appear too

15



complicated, and it is rare for a family or firm to be willing to hire a worker before the
worker has entered the country.

Many individual adult immigrant men continue to enter Italy as undocumented immigrants or
fail to leave when their tourist visas expire after a few months. There are an estimated
700,000 undocumented immigrants who are participating in the labour market without work
permits while waiting for the next government amnesty for undocumented immigrants.

Amnesty schemes were implemented most recently in 1991, 1995, 2002 and 2007. (The
related peaks in immigration are visible in Figure 1 elsewhere above.) After passage of the
Law No. 189/2002 and the amnesty in 2002, the debate eased over policy issues revolving
around foreigners living in Italy. Thus, notwithstanding the stringency of the law, the number
of residence permits issued for family reunification steadily increased from 14.2 per cent of
all documented entries in January 1992 to 29.8 per cent in January 2006 (lstat 2006).°

Residence permits for family reasons are issued predominantly to adolescent women or
women around the age of 30. This accounted for 77 per cent of all such permits, equal to
526,334 permits, in 2006 (Istat). Men receiving the permits are mainly in younger age groups
(15 to 20 years of age). These results suggest that family reunification mainly involves
adolescent children and younger wives, probably the wives of younger men.

Foreigners may become naturalized if they are able to demonstrate at least 10 years of
continuous documented residence or, more frequently, if they have married an Italian citizen.
Around 30,000 individuals were naturalized in 2005, almost 50 per cent more than the
number in 2004.

In Italy, entitlement to citizenship is based on ius sanguinis, that is, the right (ius) conferred
because of a blood relationship (sanguinis) to a citizen. To be entitled to citizenship by birth,
an individual must have at least one parent who is an Italian citizen. Children in immigrant
families (according to Law 5 February 1992, no. 91) may become lItalian citizens if they were
born in Italy and have been documented residents in the country without interruption until
their 18th birthday. Foreign children who have not been born in Italy must wait until their
18th birthday before they may apply for citizenship. Citizenship is not automatic in these
situations. Foreign children may also declare their desire to become Italian citizens within a
year of their 18th birthday. In any case, the Government may exercise discretion and
selectivity in granting citizenship (UNICEF and Caritas Italiana 2005).

Unaccompanied foreign children may obtain a residence permit upon their 18th birthday if
they are able to demonstrate that they have housing and are gainfully employed under
contract or are enrolled in school. In addition, they must certify that they have participated for
at least two years in a programme aimed at facilitating social inclusion and civil integration

® We are referring here to the permesso di soggiorno (literally, permit to stay), which is the residence permit
issued by the immigration authorities. Each region also has a residence authority and residence registration
requirements, and each comune (an administrative unit corresponding to township or municipality) has a
separate, obligatory residence register, the anagrafe (see elsewhere below).
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through an approved institution. They must also certify that the Commission for Foreign
Minors has issued a finding that a procedure for repatriation cannot be initiated in their case.

5. DATA ANALYSIS: HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION AND
CHILDREN WELLBEING

5.1  Definitions and methodological clarifications

5.1.1 Research issues

There is a trend in the socio-demographic research on immigrants and children to stress
differences among children by generation with respect to arrival in the country of settlement.
Thus, immigrants who have arrived in Italy as adults would be classified as the 1.0
generation, and those who have arrived at a young age would be classified as the 1.5
generation (Rumbaut 2002). Children born in Italy of two immigrant parents would be
children of the 2.0 generation, while the children born in Italy of mixed native and immigrant
parents would be the 2.5 generation. The 3.0 generation would represent the children born in
Italy of parents of immigrant origin born in Italy. Rumbaut (1997) has also proposed the use
of additional subcategories, including the 1.25 generation (children who have immigrated
between the ages of 13 and 17), the 1.5 generation (children who began primary education in
the country of origin, but completed it in the country of settlement) and the 1.75 generation
(children who immigrated before they had reached the age of compulsory schooling) (see
Ambrosini 2005).

The term second generation thus includes children with at least one parent who has been born
abroad (Ambrosini 2005). The use of such a general definition, capable of covering a variety
of diverse situations, offers the advantage of helping to avoid the overly homogeneous and
stereotypical images often connected with the terms immigrant and foreigner.

However, there are few statistical resources in Italy that are amenable to the distinctions
drawn in the sociological taxonomy based on immigrant generations, and there is an absence
of uncontested definitions. This absence reflects a general conceptual vagueness about
immigration. Moreover, because a child born in Italy and having at least one Italian parent is
entitled to Italian citizenship, the 2.5 generation, an important segment of the immigrant
population, according to the existing legislation, is not defined as immigrant. Indeed, the
terms immigrant and foreign are often conflated in Italy.

The definition chosen affects the statistical identification and counting of immigrants or
people “of foreign origin”. To define who the immigrant children are, a number of
interrelated factors should be considered: the place of birth, the age at arrival, the migratory
experience, the citizenship and the potential acquisition of it, the geographical origin and the
processes of socialization and formal education. The reference to the country of birth permits
to distinguish between native-born and foreign-born, the citizenship between nationals and
foreigners, the country of birth of parents between children with national or foreign
background, The information on whether they ever been international migrants defines
technically the immigrants, and, together with information on citizenship, permits to identify
the “returned citizens”. There are advantages and disanvatnages in each definition. Foreigners
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are an unstable group since the status can individually change over the life course, the
citizenship law can vary over time and there are problems with double-cizienship. The
“foreign born” group, identified by the country of origin, is @ more stable group because this
characteristic is unique and does not change over the life-.course, but includes also the
national born abroad and exclude the second generation (Bisogno 2008).

Of course, the scant evidence on immigration in Italy is driven by the difficulties in obtaining
appropriate data on foreign children and second-generation immigrants (Amnesty
International 2006). The data currently available are often not comparable and are usually
limited in scope. The data on residence permits cover young people aged 15 and above.
Residence registers and other records cover all children, but are not regularly cleared of
information that is outdated. The database of the Ministry of Education, Universities and
Research covers only foreign children enrolled in compulsory education. And so on.

Despite the significant number of foreign children in Italy and despite the substantial
literature on this topic worldwide, most research on second-generation immigrants in Italy
has been conducted only within limited areas of the country. Knowledge about the current
situation is fragmented (but see Giovannini 2004), the available research is mainly in Italian
and no major comparative efforts have been undertaken. At the same time, qualitative
research on second-generation immigrants exists, but, as noted by Ambrosini (2007), the
early efforts have focused primarily on inclusion in education, which is one of the areas in
which second-generation immigrants are most visible.

5.1.2 Our data

Here we have used the census as the basis of our original analysis and to develop new
indicators. The population census is the sole official and complete (non-sample) source that
gives detailed information about Italy’s foreign population. The census of 2001 was the 14th
Italian general population census and general housing census. The information it contains
refers to 21 October 2001. We have computed the related tables using the original census data
for all children and adolescents without any weighting scheme.*

The data reflect the demographic information recorded in household questionnaires that were
filled in by the “holder” of the household form, who is the individual to which the household
form is addressed according to the Italian population register (anagrafe). The questionnaires
solicited information on (1) each household member who was regularly residing in the
household even if the individual was absent on the day of the census, (2) each individual who
was living in the household temporarily even if the individual was absent on the day of the
census and (3) each individual who happened to be in the household on the day of the census.

For the first time, the entire questionnaire was provided in the 11 languages that are most
commonly spoken among the foreign population in Italy according to the data on residence
permits. Each municipality was responsible for organizing the field enumeration. Typically,
the municipalities sought the participation of associations of immigrants and other immigrant
organizations. Native-speaking enumerators were hired among these groups. The main aim of

* The data have been analysed by Letizia Mencarini, under the supervision of the National Institute of Statistics
at the ADELE Laboratory, Rome.
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this strategy was to ensure sensitivity to the foreign population (Gallo and Zindato 2003, Istat
2006). The structure of the 2001 census provided a means, at least theoretically, to
accommodate the enumeration of foreigners whether they were usually resident or not. The
distinction between short-term migrants and visitors was made only after the enumeration.
This was possible because there were also questions on the place of usual residence and the
duration of the stay in Italy (Gallo and Zindato 2003).

The information was otherwise the same as the information collected on any other individual
included in the census. Thus, there were questions about gender, age, marital status and
occupation.

Because of the significant number of adult foreigners who had acquired Italian citizenship
from 1991 to 2000 (about 75,000), there were also questions about the acquisition of Italian
citizenship and the country of former citizenship (or current dual citizenship).

In this report, a child is a person 0 to 17 years of age as of the last birthday. A child in an
immigrant family is a child living with at least one parent in the home who is foreign born.
Information about parents (fathers or mothers) is included only if the parents were living with
the child. The immigrant status of parents who do not live in the same dwelling is unknown.

If a child is foreign born, then his or her place of birth is the child’s country of origin. If the
child has been born in Italy, but the mother is foreign born, then the country of origin of the
child is the country of origin of the mother. If both the child and the mother have been born in
Italy, but the father in the household has not, then the country of origin of the child is the
country of origin of the father. Because this method of identifying immigrant and foreign
children is somewhat different from the method used in the census, our results, though based
on the census, are not fully comparable with those already published by the National Institute
of Statistics (Istat 2006).

Because patterns in immigration have been changing rapidly in Italy and because the census
data refer to 2001, we have recalculated the same indicators whenever possible from a
nationally representative ad hoc sample survey conducted in 2006. The criteria for selecting
data on children in immigrant families in the survey are the same as we describe for the
census. We have also calculated the related tables specifically for this report.

The sample survey we use, the “Itagen2” survey, was the first nationwide research study and
the first longitudinal study into second-generation immigrants in Italy (see Casacchia et al.
2008, Gilardoni 2008, Dalla Zuanna et al. 2009). “Itagen2” is a representative survey of
students aged 11-14 living in 48 provinces (Figure 3). Around 200 middle schools were
sampled in which the share of foreign students was, in the south of Italy, larger than 3 per
cent or, in the centre and north, larger than 10 per cent. The survey refers to the 2005/06
school year and covers around 8,500 foreign citizens and 12,000 Italian citizens. More than
half the students had at least one foreign parent. There were practically no refusals and few
non-responses.

The survey involved structured interviews and questionnaires among foreign students from
Albania (15 per cent), Morocco (11 per cent), China (10 per cent) and Romania (8 per cent).
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Of the sample, 20 per cent had been born in Italy, while 27 per cent had lived in Italy for up
to three years (Dalla Zuanna et al. 2009). In addition to the preliminary results on the entire
sample, partial results from an analysis of the regions of Emilia-Romagna, Lazio, Marche and
Veneto were presented at a conference in Padua, Italy on 3 March 2007 (see Comune di
Bologna 2006, Casacchia and Natale 2007, Fava 2007, Dalla Zuanna et al. 2007).

“Itagen2” was a collaborative effort among various universities, as well as the Fondazione
ISMU, in Milan. Although the researchers in each region worked separately, they used the
same sampling procedure and the same questionnaire to collect the data. Their aim was to
identify factors that facilitate the inclusion of foreign children by investigating a number of
key areas, including the family, educational performance, networks of relationships (ethnic,
family, friends) and aspirations and opinions on a variety of critical issues. The researchers
sought to highlight five dimensions that may potentially impede successful social inclusion:
limited knowledge of the local language spoken in the country of settlement, scarce or
inadequate social capital among immigrant families, economic difficulties, maladjustment
and frustration, and expectations that exceed reality (Dalla Zuanna et al. 2007).

Figure 3: The Provinces Sampled in the “Itagen2” Survey, Italy, 2006

Source: Dalla Zuanna et al. (2009).

Among the issues covered in the sample questionnaire, which was based on the most recent
theories and concepts, were autobiographies of immigration (of the child and the parents),
languages spoken, parental characteristics, school, leisure time, sports, household profile, the
extended family, the household dwelling, wealth, friendships, attitudes, norms, and
aspirations. The questionnaire was designed to take about 30 minutes to complete. It was
filled out by the students in class at school; hence, the low number of refusals and non-
responses. Because pupils are the basic statistical unit, parents with two or more children
were oversampled. Because the responses were provided by the children, all the variables in
the database have been filtered through the eyes of children. Data on income were not
collected directly.
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Addresses and telephone numbers were collected for a subsample of 4,000 individuals so as
to enable a follow-up through reinterviews. The aim of this longitudinal panel structure was
to collect information on school performance after the subsample group had completed
middle school. The study was not really about foreign individuals living in Italy. Rather, the
sample included children aged 11-14 (and their families) who were living in areas where
immigrants were a significant share of the population. Thus, it was as much about all the
people in the places were immigrant families live.

Any comparisons between the 2005/06 survey results and the results of the 2001 census must
be viewed with caution. The data gathering methods are different. The census covered
children 0 to 17 years of age. The survey covered 11- to 14-year-olds. Many of the responses
collected in the survey could not have been derived from the census. Still, if nothing else,
despite the different reference groups and methods, the two data sources demonstrate clearly
the rapidity and extent of the transformation of the phenomenon of immigration to Italy.

5.2  Family environment

5.2.1 Size and structure of the family

From official data, we know that certain foreign communities are characterized by a higher
incidence of children (Istat 2006). Some communities show a greater propensity to form
families in Italy (for example, Tunisians) or to rely on family reunification (for example,
Albanians). Communities that have become more settled in Italy do not necessarily have a
better standard of living than communities that are less well settled. For instance, families
with more children or with larger households in general often experience worse economic
conditions (Istat 2006).

From the Census and the survey, we have analysed the data derived from the household
roster, i.e. the presence or not of both parents and of at least one grandparent. The majority of
children in immigrant families tend to grow up with both parents, though one-parent
households are rather common. According to the 2001 census, father-only families are rare
among both Italians and foreigners. In most cases, the children in one-parent households live
with the mother. Mother-only families are common particularly among immigrant families
from El Salvador (13 per cent), Nigeria (14 per cent), Republic of Moldova and Somalia (15
per cent each), Eritrea (16 per cent), Dominican Republic (20 per cent) and Ecuador (21 per
cent) (Table 13).
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Table 13: Children according to Family Structure, Italy, 2001
a. Parents and grandparents in the home

per cent of children
r . Two  Mother Father Atleast one E . Two Mother Father At least one
Family origin parents _ only only  grandparent Family origin parents _ only only grandparent
In native-born families 92.0 6.8 12 51
In immigrant families 92.1 6.2 1.6 3.7 In immigrant families (cont.)
Africa 92.9 5.3 1.8 3.0 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 87.4 115 11 3.9 Luxembourg 93.3 5.8 1.0 4.4
Eritrea 83.1 16.0 0.8 54 Netherlands 91.3 7.3 14 2.6
Ethiopia 87.5 111 15 4.6 Portugal 914 7.8 0.8 25
Mauritius 93.7 5.6 0.7 1.3 Spain 92.3 6.5 13 3.7
Somalia 83.7 14.9 14 4.9 Sweden 90.9 7.6 15 2.6
Other Eastern Africa 89.1 9.9 11 31 Switzerland 94.0 47 14 2.9

Central Africa 84.4 139 1.8 2.5 United Kingdom 91.9 7.0 1.2 3.1

Northern Africa 94.7 35 18 3.2 EU-12 89.8 8.5 1.6 35
Algeria 90.7 7.2 2.1 2.2 Bulgaria 89.8 8.7 15 5.3
Egg/pt 96.0 2.4 1.7 1.8 Czech Republic 89.0 9.4 15 35
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 93.5 5.6 1.0 4.5 Hungary 89.9 8.9 1.2 3.1
Morocco 94.5 3.4 2.1 37 Poland 89.2 9.6 13 1.9
Tunisia 95.7 31 12 2.3 Romania 90.3 7.8 1.9 35

Southern Africa 91.7 7.1 12 39 Slovakia 90.7 8.1 1.2 2.0

Western Africa 89.7 8.1 2.2 11 Slovenia 89.4 8.6 1.9 11.0
Cote d'lvoire 87.7 9.0 33 1.1 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 90.1 85 15 3.2
Ghana 91.1 7.0 1.9 0.6 South Eastern Europe 93.0 4.5 2.5 59
Nigeria 85.2 135 13 1.7 Albania 93.1 4.2 2.7 5.7
Senegal 93.2 3.1 3.7 1.1 Bosnia and Herzegovina 91.1 6.0 2.9 3.9
Other Western Africa 92.2 6.1 17 11 Croatia 91.1 7.4 1.6 9.0

Asia 93.4 5.0 1.6 3.2 TFYR Macedonia 97.2 11 1.6 3.8

Eastern Asia 92.0 5.7 2.2 4.3 Other South Eastern Europe 92.2 5.0 2.8 6.9
China 92.1 5.5 24 4.6 CIS 87.8 11.0 11 45
Japan 91.6 7.9 0.5 18 Western CIS 88.0 10.9 11 45

South Central Asia 95.7 2.8 15 2.6 Republic of Moldova 83.6 14.9 15 3.8
Bangladesh 97.6 14 11 0.5 Russian Federation 89.0 9.9 11 45
India 95.8 31 11 37 Ukraine 87.0 119 11 47
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 94.9 3.2 19 2.6 Other CIS 86.6 12.5 0.8 4.7
Pakistan 97.1 0.9 2.0 14 Other Europe 85.8 9.8 4.4 7.1
Sri Lanka 94.0 4.3 1.8 2.9 Latin America and Caribbean 89.5 9.3 1.2 3.9

South Eastern Asia 90.5 8.1 14 33 Caribbean 83.2 15.6 1.2 51
Philippines 90.0 8.7 13 31 Cuba 91.7 7.1 1.2 47
Thailand 91.5 6.4 2.1 4.1 Dominican Republic 79.1 19.7 1.2 54
Other South Eastern Asia 93.0 5.4 17 41 Central America and Mexico 87.8 10.9 13 4.0

Western Asia, Middle East 94.4 4.3 13 3.0 El Salvador 85.6 13.4 1.0 4.1
Israel 915 6.8 17 2.7 Mexico 89.6 8.8 1.6 3.9
Jordan 96.2 2.7 11 1.7 South America 90.2 8.6 1.2 3.8
Lebanon 95.4 3.1 15 2.8 Argentina 93.5 55 11 4.4
Syrian Arab Republic 95.6 3.6 0.9 25 Bolivia 88.9 9.0 2.1 5.4
Turkey 95.0 3.9 11 4.4 Brazil 90.0 8.6 14 34
Other Western Asia, Middle East 90.8 75 1.8 2.6 Chile 90.3 8.2 15 42

Other Asia 90.7 7.6 1.8 2.4 Colombia 86.6 12.2 1.2 3.8

Europe 92.2 6.0 1.8 39 Ecuador 77.3 20.6 2.1 4.3

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 92.6 5.8 1.6 34 Peru 83.9 14.6 14 45
Austria 88.4 9.9 17 5.7 Uruguay 91.4 7.6 1.0 3.7
Belgium 94.5 4.5 1.0 2.9 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 93.9 5.2 0.9 3.1
Denmark 87.8 9.8 24 3.2 Other Latin America and Caribbean 90.2 9.1 0.8 3.7
Finland 92.8 5.8 13 1.6 Northern America 92.5 6.5 11 4.0
France 935 55 1.0 33 Canada 95.3 4.0 0.7 31
Germany 90.8 6.6 2.6 4.0 United States of America 90.5 8.2 13 47
Greece 90.5 8.1 1.4 7.9 Oceania 95.1 4.2 0.7 2.7
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b. Siblings in the home

per cent of children
R . Four ] . Four
Family origin None One Two Three or Family origin None One Two Three or
more more
Tn native-born families 361 478 133 21 06
In immigrant families 339 46.2 151 34 14 Inimmigrant families (cont.)
Africa . 289 403 210 7.1 2.7 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 388 431 134 3.0 1.7 Luxembourg 324 545 118 1.0 0.3
Eritrea, 441 432 108 07 1.3 Netherlands 294 510 148 38 10
Ethiopia 39.7 455 121 22 06 Portugal 39.1 424 158 22 06
Mauritius 469 410 107 09 05 Spain 379 470 115 24 12
Somalia 29.7 39.1 181 7.6 5.6 Sweden 334 505 133 23 0.7
Other Eastern Africa 346 444 158 39 13 Switzerland 309 531 138 18 04

Central Africa 316 393 199 68 24 United Kingdom 296 511 162 25 06

Northern Africa 271 399 220 78 31 EU-12 538 370 71 14 06
Algeria 356 404 179 46 15 Bulgaria . 653 312 32 03 00
Egbypt 234 440 241 65 2.1 Czech Republic 482 439 6.9 0.8 0.2
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 409 451 109 21 1.0 Hungary 479 411 96 11 03
Morocco 244 373 242 100 4.2 Poland | 489 408 8.1 1.7 0.6
Tunisia 285 421 211 6.1 2.2 Romania 56.7 341 69 15 0.8

Southern Africa 341 514 128 13 04 Slovakia 533 365 81 16 04

Western Africa 296 395 221 7.0 1.7 Slovenia 471 418 82 1.8 1.2
Cote d'lvoire 326 346 220 91 17 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 376 452 135 28 1.0
Ghana 26.0 426 236 67 12 South Eastern Europe 31.8 434 157 50 4.2
Nigeria 339 382 200 60 19 Albania . 356 483 137 21 04
Senegal i 29.2 38.6 233 6.5 2.4 Bosnia and Herzegovina 26.0 425 138 51 127
Other Western Africa 275 413 214 83 1.6 Croatia 484 385 82 2.3 2.6

Asia . 341 429 167 45 18 TFYR Macedonia 17.7 428 270 85 40

Eastern Asia 27.8 465 205 4.1 11 Other South Eastern Europe 224 330 198 122 126
China 26.2 467 217 42 12 CIS 580 359 52 06 02
Jaﬁan . 421 449 95 29 0.6 Western CIS 581 361 50 0.6 0.3

South Central Asia 331 406 170 63 3.0 Republic of Moldova 580 334 79 05 02
Bangladesh 327 399 201 63 1.0 Russian Federation 556 383 52 06 03
India . . 331 46.2 167 35 05 Ukraine 630 324 38 06 02
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 36.2 499 119 17 0.3 Other CIS 57.8 338 7.6 0.8 0.0
Pakistan 11.8 235 286 216 145 Other Europe . 422 437 113 20 08
Sri Lanka i 493 409 87 10 02 Latin America and Caribbean 39.1 453 130 21 06

South Eastern Asia 445 426 109 16 03 Caribbean 475 385 121 17 0.2
Philippines 446 423 112 15 04 Cuba . 647 312 40 02 00
Thailand i 488 411 83 14 04 Dominican Republic 39.1 420 161 24 03
Other South Eastern Asia 389 46.7 114 27 0.4 Central America and Mexico 416 432 121 22 0.9

Western Asia, Middle East 269 436 212 59 24 El Salvador 434 403 126 25 12
Israel 27.8 440 215 51 15 Mexico 400 457 116 2.0 0.7
Jordan 239 438 234 6.7 2.2 South America 381 46.1 132 21 0.6
Lebanon . 283 472 194 42 09 Argentina 352 469 148 25 06
%yrlan Arab Republic 244 407 240 63 46 Bolivia 455 412 89 38 06

urkey . . 264 423 213 71 28 Brazil 435 432 108 19 05
Other Western Asia, Middle East 30.7 435 17.7 5.4 2.7 Chile 423 439 116 15 0.6
Other Asia 448 439 94 14 05 Colombia 446 420 107 22 06
Europe , 346 479 137 26 12 Ecuador 40.3 396 170 27 04

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 315 510 145 23 06 Peru 46.3 413 100 17 07
Austria 342 464 150 33 11 Uruguay o , 323 505 136 19 17
Belgium 340 498 134 23 05 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republicof) 29.0 528 158 2.0 04
Denmark 31.1 499 17.7 0.9 0.5 Other Latin America and Caribbean 40.7 440 119 238 0.6
Finland 305 520 136 29 11 Northern America 304 518 146 26 07
France 322 511 140 20 07 Canada . 29.0 546 139 19 06
Germany 30.7 496 159 3.0 0.7 United States of America 313 498 151 3.0 0.7
Greece 433 452 99 15 01 Oceania 279 547 151 19 03

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.
Note: ‘One’ and so on refer to the number of siblings aged 0 to 17 in the home. For definitions of country
groups, see the note to Table 3.

Although the ages of the children are different, our calculations based on the “Itagen2”
survey data indicate that, by the 2005/06 school year, mother-only households may have
become more common among children in families from the EU-12, for example, Romania
(16 per cent) (Table 14). This family type is numerous among families from the
Commonwealth of Independent States, especially Republic of Moldova, the Russian
Federation and Ukraine (23 per cent). The figures are also high for families from Central
Africa (26 per cent), the Caribbean (36 per cent), Central America and Mexico (37 per cent)
and South America (21 per cent).

An important issue is whether these one-parent families are genuine. In many cases,
especially among immigrants from former socialist countries, one-parent families might be
simply a result of the delayed migration of remaining family members. For instance, many
women arrive in Italy to work in home care and other domestic services. Often, they come
alone with their children, and the husband follows later. In the meantime, the households are
classified as one-parent households. This is a new phenomenon in Italy.

Among both Italians and foreigners, the residence of extended families in the home,
measured by the presence of at least one grandparent, is rare. However, this result hides an
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important difference between children in native-born families and children in immigrant
families in Italy: the difference in the geographical proximity of near relatives. The “Itagen2”
survey found that 71 per cent of the children in native-born families who were interviewed
were living less than one kilometre from at least one close relative (grandparent, uncle, or
aunt), whereas the corresponding share among children in immigrant families was 40 per cent
(50 per cent in families of Latin American origin) (Barban et al. 2008). This characteristic
may be a source of disadvantage among children in immigrant families (Billari and Dalla
Zuanna 2008). In Italy, family members play a key role in providing support during times of
need, such as the need to assure care.

The Italian welfare system, in fact, is not comprehensive. Child benefits and other family
allowances available to parents with young children are not generous. Poverty statistics for
Italy show that, even among native-born families, poverty rates increase with the increase of
the number of children living in the households. Relative to children with no siblings,
children with one sibling show a 20 per cent greater risk of experiencing poverty; the risk is
about 33 per cent higher among children with two or more siblings (Billari and Dalla Zuanna
2008). Thus, the opportunities for upward social mobility are strongly linked to family size.
Because immigrant families are, on average, larger than native-born families, they more
generally face a higher poverty risk.

Table 14: Children Aged 11-14 according to Family Structure, Italy, 2006

children as a per cent within each group

Adults in the home Siblings 0-17 in the home
Region of origin Two Mother Father At least one None One Two Three Four or
parents only only grandparent more
In native-born families 93.9 4.3 11 11.7 141 541 223 59 3.6
In immigrant families
Eastern Africa 87.6 9.1 0.5 2.9 19.2 535 116 74 8.3
Central Africa 73.6 26.4 0.0 24 80 120 44 427 329
Northern Africa 81.2 6.2 4.1 4.7 39 192 276 193 300
Southern Africa 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 531 00 00 469
Western Africa 88.1 7.0 3.2 3.2 56 221 316 217 190
Eastern Asia 88.5 35 3.4 4.0 126 514 251 6.8 4.0
South Central Asia 87.8 4.4 3.7 4.7 6.2 321 279 16.2 17.7
South Eastern Asia 86.6 9.0 1.2 6.5 202 396 241 87 7.4
Western Asia, Middle East 92.7 1.1 4.9 0.0 40 287 218 291 164
EU-15 90.5 6.8 0.7 75 113 512 253 59 6.2
EU-12 79.2 15.6 1.6 6.2 359 388 128 7.0 55
South Eastern Europe 92.8 3.0 24 8.8 58 456 286 93 107
CIS 720 232 2.7 5.4 31.3 405 116 27 139
Caucasus 1000 0.0 0.0 0.0 921 7.9 00 0.0 0.0
Central Asia 67.9 321 0.0 14.2 00 673 327 0.0 0.0
Caribbean 548  36.2 6.0 16.0 78 169 383 144 226
Central America and Mexico  59.0 37.0 2.0 5.0 153 359 179 87 222
South America 739 208 2.2 6.0 151 371 253 102 123
Northern America 63.0 11.2 17.1 0.6 275 330 26.7 89 3.8
Oceania (Melanesia) 66.7 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0
Other origins 96.3 3.7 0.0 23.8 166 333 323 45 132

Source: Own calculations based on 2006 “Itagen2” survey data.
Note: For definitions, see the note to Table 3.

According to our analysis of Census and survey data (Tables 13 and 14), the share of children
with two or more siblings among children living in immigrant families is higher than the
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corresponding share observed among children in native-born families (according to the 2001
census, the respective shares are 20 and 16 per cent). The situation varies widely according to
country of origin: 27.9 per cent for Nigeria, 38.4 per cent for Morocco, 39.5 per cent for the
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and 64.7 per cent for Pakistan. Among families
from some countries of origin, the share is lower than it is among native-born families,
including the Philippines (13.1 per cent), Romania (9.2 per cent) and Republic of Moldova
(8.6 per cent). These differences are caused not only by differences in fertility rates, but also
by different strategies with respect to family reunification. The patterns are also linked to the
duration of residence in Italy.

The complete family composed of mother, father and children is the most prevalent family
structure among the foreign students interviewed during the “Itagen2” survey, irrespective of
country of origin or the duration of residence in Italy. Youth of North African origin reported
the largest share of complete families (about 70 per cent), followed by students of sub-
Saharan African and Eastern European origin. Asian students, independent of the length of
residence in Italy, are distinctive for the large share who live in extended families (30 per
cent of the cases) in which relatives other than the mother, father, and children are in the
household.

5.2.2 Educational attainment among parents

Compared with parents in native-born families, parents in immigrant families show both
lower and higher levels of educational attainment depending on country of origin (Tables 15
and 16, based, respectly, on our calculations based on 2001 Census data and of “Itagen2”
survey data). This may be driven by the differences in educational systems across countries
of origin, but it may also be driven by the fact that parents in immigrant families tend to be
younger.

The tables show that the least well educated parents tend to come from Africa, but that some
immigrant groups from Asia also have low educational attainment. Meanwhile, the
educational level among immigrant parents from the former socialist countries and from
South America is comparable with that of parents in native-born families.

25



Table 15: Children according to the Level of Education of the Fathers, Italy, 2001

a. Primary and secondary

per cent of children

Father completed

Father completed

Family origin Primary Secondary Family origin Primary  Secondary
No Yes Lower Upper No Yes Lower Upper
In native-born families 19 121 436 324
In immigrant families 45 9.8 41.0 32.8 Inimmigrant families (cont.)
Africa 125 141 338 285 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 28 80 336 388 Luxembourg 14 58 450 395
Eritrea 26 59 331 437 Netherlands 08 46 315 376
Ethiopia 12 6.0 343 431 Portugal 22 125 429 306
Mauritius 80 17.7 458 2338 Spain 13 46 331 402
Somalia 38 70 290 378 Sweden 03 36 283 441
Other Eastern Africa 0.7 6.1 28.0 409 Switzerland 11 75 508 344

Central Africa 34 103 291 358 United Kingdom 1.0 58 408 350

Northern Africa 150 159 343 255 EU-12 19 84 347 427
Algeria 6.2 98 367 319 Bulgaria 13 52 302 433
Egypt 38 44 181 46.2 Czech Republic 0.7 83 409 385
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 10 83 362 417 Hungary 12 69 379 370
Morocco 226 19.1 330 192 Poland 18 86 376 3938
Tunisia 88 189 461 217 Romania 24 89 318 46.1

Southern Africa 08 34 327 446 Slovakia 07 7.7 403 374

Western Africa 9.2 106 33.0 340 Slovenia 20 83 427 3438
Céote d'lvoire 91 85 29.6 403 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 11 7.7 299 370
Ghana 41 105 379 396 South Eastern Europe 8.7 103 411 324
Nigeria 26 63 257 406 Albania 53 95 423 349
Senegal 19.2 158 391 194 Bosnia and Herzegovina 169 8.7 317 36.2
Other Western Africa 194 134 289 236 Croatia 39 84 348 399

Asia 7.0 102 401 259 TFYR Macedonia 9.8 133 526 213

Eastern Asia 94 118 50.7 183 Other South Eastern Europe 171 123 38.0 26.3
China 10.3 129 545 168 CIS 11 68 318 385
Japan 08 12 145 332 Western CIS 10 6.7 316 386

South Central Asia 84 91 409 261 Republic of Moldova 33 7.6 404 322
Bangladesh 9.0 10.7 40.6 243 Russian Federation 0.7 6.7 289 389
India 89 104 426 243 Ukraine 13 6.7 351 395
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 19 19 87 366 Other CIS 12 69 337 373
Pakistan 123 10.7 504 185 Other Europe 1.0 87 379 354
Sri Lanka 74 85 468 314 Latin America and Caribbean 16 76 358 392

South Eastern Asia 45 9.6 417 299 Caribbean 28 116 447 33.6
Philippines 50 95 430 285 Cuba 0.7 52 398 426
Thailand 0.8 138 413 343 Dominican Republic 39 152 474 285
Other South Eastern Asia 48 53 318 354 Central America and Mexico 25 88 361 349

Western Asia, Middle East 33 125 185 30.6 El Salvador 45 132 465 280
Israel 05 24 139 340 Mexico 09 52 278 40.6
Jordan 13 15 81 36.0 South America 15 72 350 400
Lebanon 18 37 159 380 Argentina 13 6.8 36.2 402
Syrian Arab Republic 36 43 229 311 Bolivia 15 80 292 399
Turkey 6.5 359 257 201 Brazil 09 80 341 396
Other Western Asia, Middle East 3.0 4.1 17.8 331 Chile 10 7.0 348 393

Other Asia 28 46 188 323 Colombia 14 78 321 399

Europe 28 94 447 331 Ecuador 45 94 358 374

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 16 95 476 317 Peru 34 74 399 339
Austria 11 6.7 348 349 Uruguay 1.3 95 389 3638
Belgium 15 95 453 338 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republicof) 0.9 59 334 435
Denmark 07 41 255 387 Other Latin America and Caribbean 1.3 82 334 36.0
Finland 06 19 256 416 Northern America 08 55 335 39.0
France 13 91 454 334 Canada 08 54 408 416
Germany 27 141 521 243 United States of America 09 57 282 371
Greece 06 46 165 355 Oceania 08 6.0 430 39.8
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b. Post-secondary, non-tertiary and tertiary
per cent of children

Father completed

Father completed

. . Post- Tertiary . . Post- Tertiary
Family origin _— Family origin -
secondary, First  Second secondary,  First  Second
non-tertiary  stage stage non-tertiary  stage stage
In native-born families 0.3 0.6 9.1
In immigrant families 0.7 1.0 10.1  In immigrant families (cont.)
Africa 0.9 11 9.0 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 0.5 1.2 15.1 Luxembourg 0.2 1.0 71
Eritrea 0.4 1.3 13.1 Netherlands 1.2 2.3 22.0
Ethiopia 0.6 1.0 14.0 Portugal 0.9 0.7 10.3
Mauritius 0.4 0.5 3.8 Spain 1.0 1.2 18.6
Somalia 0.5 1.6 20.3 Sweden 0.6 1.8 21.3
Other Eastern Africa 0.7 1.7 21.9 Switzerland 0.4 0.6 5.1

Central Africa 1.2 21 18.1 United Kingdom 0.9 13 15.2

Northern Africa 0.8 1.0 7.5 EU-12 0.8 1.0 10.6
Algeria 1.7 1.6 12.1 Bulgaria 11 15 17.6
Egypt 1.6 1.8 241 Czech Republic 0.2 1.2 10.2
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 0.4 0.5 11.9 Hungary 0.9 1.9 14.2
Morocco 0.8 11 44 Poland 0.9 1.0 10.4
Tunisia 0.4 0.6 35 Romania 0.7 0.7 9.4

Southern Africa 0.8 1.7 15.9 Slovakia 0.3 1.7 12.0

Western Africa 14 15 10.2 Slovenia 0.9 1.6 9.8
Cote d'lvoire 11 1.6 9.9 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 1.2 1.6 215
Ghana 21 1.2 4.6 South Eastern Europe 0.8 0.8 59
Nigeria 1.6 2.2 211 Albania 1.0 0.9 6.1
Senegal 0.6 1.0 49 Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.5 0.5 5.5
Other Western Africa 11 1.8 11.9 Croatia 0.5 1.0 115

Asia 12 1.4 14.2 TFYR Macedonia 0.3 0.4 25

Eastern Asia 0.9 0.9 8.1 Other South Eastern Europe 0.7 0.7 4.8
China 0.7 0.6 4.4 CIS 1.0 13 19.7
Japan 3.7 3.6 431 Western CIS 0.9 1.2 19.9

South Central Asia 0.9 1.3 13.2 Republic of Moldova 15 1.9 13.2
Bangladesh 11 1.6 12.7 Russian Federation 0.9 1.2 22.7
India 0.7 1.2 12.0 Ukraine 0.7 1.0 15.7
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 2.2 29 45.7 Other CIS 1.6 1.6 17.7
Pakistan 0.8 1.2 6.2 Other Europe 11 0.8 15.2
Sri Lanka 0.8 0.5 4.6 Latin America and Caribbean 0.6 11 14.0

South Eastern Asia 1.2 1.8 11.3 Caribbean 0.6 0.6 6.2
Philippines 15 2.1 10.5 Cuba 1.0 1.3 9.3
Thailand 0.5 0.7 8.7 Dominican Republic 0.3 0.2 4.5
Other South Eastern Asia 0.5 1.6 20.6 Central America and Mexico 0.9 1.0 15.7

Western Asia, Middle East 1.3 1.8 31.9 El Salvador 0.3 0.4 7.1
Israel 14 2.2 45.6 Mexico 1.4 1.4 22.7
Jordan 0.3 4.0 48.8 South America 0.6 1.2 14.6
Lebanon 24 1.9 36.3 Argentina 0.5 1.3 13.7
Syrian Arab Republic 1.0 1.4 35.6 Bolivia 0.7 13 19.4
Turkey 0.5 0.7 10.7 Brazil 0.6 1.0 15.8
Other Western Asia, Middle East 3.0 17 375 Chile 0.9 11 15.9

Other Asia 6.1 4.2 31.2 Colombia 0.7 1.0 17.2

Europe 0.6 0.9 8.5 Ecuador 0.9 15 10.5

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 0.5 0.8 8.3 Peru 13 2.2 12.0
Austria 0.7 1.8 20.0 Uruguay 0.5 0.7 12.3
Belgium 0.4 0.8 8.7 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 0.4 1.0 14.9
Denmark 0.7 2.4 27.9 Other Latin America and Caribbean 0.3 1.2 19.7
Finland 11 1.2 27.9 Northern America 0.8 1.4 189
France 0.6 1.0 9.3 Canada 0.5 11 9.9
Germany 0.4 0.7 5.8 United States of America 11 1.6 255
Greece 1.0 1.9 40.0 Oceania 0.5 0.9 9.1

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.
Note: The denominator is children aged 0-17 living with fathers, irrespective of the presence or absence of

mothers. For definitions, see the note to Table 3.

The countries of origin of immigrant parents with particularly low educational attainment
include Morocco, where 42 per cent of fathers and 48 per cent of mothers have completed
only primary education or no education at all, Senegal, where the respective shares are 33 and
40 per cent, and Pakistan, where they are 23 and 44 per cent. Among other immigrant groups,
the corresponding shares among fathers are somewhat higher, but the averages among
mothers are lower. Examples include Bangladesh (where the shares are 20 per cent among
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fathers and 25 per cent among mothers), Bosnia and Herzegovina (24 and 30 per cent,
respectively), China (23 and 27 per cent), Cote d’lvoire (20 and 29 per cent), Ghana (14 and
24 per cent), India (19 and 24 per cent) and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia (23
and 30 per cent). These shares mirror the educational differences by gender in the countries

of origin.

Table 16: Children according to the Level of Education of the Mothers, Italy, 2001

a. Primary and secondary

per cent of children

Mother completed

Mother completed

Family origin Primary Secondary Family origin Primary  Secondary
No Yes Lower Upper No Yes Lower Upper
In native-born families 23 128 39.0 355
In immigrant families 58 9.0 378 348 Inimmigrant families (cont.)
Africa 17.1 147 337 262 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 58 84 350 378 Luxembourg 13 65 386 436
Eritrea 69 90 347 386 Netherlands 12 28 245 468
Ethiopia 33 58 340 432 Portugal 38 151 471 222
Mauritius 10.1 187 459 220 Spain 13 41 313 374
Somalia 98 78 314 367 Sweden 03 17 227 511
Other Eastern Africa 24 46 319 419 Switzerland 10 58 475 390

Central Africa 10.2 140 327 306 United Kingdom 10 40 361 383

Northern Africa 200 16.0 332 234 EU-12 24 46 238 526
Algeria 68 104 351 338 Bulgaria 19 37 211 472
Egypt 47 72 243 430 Czech Republic 14 23 225 562
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 12 78 341 458 Hungary 09 28 196 532
Morocco 30.7 175 319 15.5 Poland 17 26 215 551
Tunisia 11.4 220 413 20.6 Romania 33 61 246 532

Southern Africa 12 25 262 513 Slovakia 09 18 207 539

Western Africa 138 141 368 281 Slovenia 23 85 399 358
Céote d'lvoire 157 139 395 261 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 17 38 251 401
Ghana 70 168 457 274 South Eastern Europe 111 108 402 301
Nigeria 65 73 330 389 Albania 59 90 419 348
Senegal 264 189 314 180 Bosnia and Herzegovina 212 91 318 298
Other Western Africa 259 143 272 242 Croatia 50 82 302 417

Asia 93 115 382 25.6 TFYR Macedonia 123 182 552 124

Eastern Asia 116 135 484 162 Other South Eastern Europe 243 140 355 206
China 127 149 532 145 CIS 16 45 212 383
Japan 11 08 45 325 Western CIS 16 45 212 386

South Central Asia 11.7 124 382 25.1 Republic of Moldova 23 50 326 349
Bangladesh 11.0 150 455 193 Russian Federation 13 44 189 382
India 114 126 385 241 Ukraine 20 47 231 402
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 16 25 137 450 Other CIS 19 41 216 363
Pakistan 243 196 377 127 Other Europe 22 70 340 391
Sri Lanka 74 101 465 302 Latin America and Caribbean 25 7.1 326 404

South Eastern Asia 55 80 398 295 Caribbean 65 92 417 315
Philippines 48 63 406 301 Cuba 31 41 355 406
Thailand 96 208 401 203 Dominican Republic 82 11.8 447 271
Other South Eastern Asia 58 67 329 350 Central America and Mexico 42 79 306 347

Western Asia, Middle East 61 131 198 353 El Salvador 75 128 439 285
Israel 07 15 128 473 Mexico 14 37 191 401
Jordan 22 42 162 384 South America 20 68 319 416
Lebanon 26 34 19.9 43.6 Argentina 13 68 316 43.6
Syrian Arab Republic 37 71 2712 361 Bolivia 22 75 279 419
Turkey 143 353 190 212 Brazil 23 89 328 379
Other Western Asia, Middle East 50 56 235 39.0 Chile 17 59 309 428

Other Asia 29 43 163 33.9 Colombia 24 80 287 390

Europe 33 79 407 36.4 Ecuador 40 75 314 404

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 15 78 442 35.6 Peru 38 63 372 364
Austria 10 43 31.0 42,9 Uruguay 15 65 367 41.0
Belgium 15 84 419  36.6 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republicof) 1.2 50 299 465
Denmark 09 31 194 446 Other Latin America and Caribbean 27 80 300 363
Finland 02 09 158 49.5 Northern America 10 48 274 428
France 12 73 412 37.2 Canada 07 43 343 470
Germany 26 122 495 282 United States of America 11 51 225 398
Greece 18 57 154 36.3 Oceania 0.8 42 408 430
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b. Post-secondary, non-tertiary and tertiary

per cent of children
Mother completed Mother completed
Family origin Post- Tertiary Family origin Post- Tertiary
secondary, First  Second secondary,  First  Second
non-tertiary  stage stage non-tertiary  stage stage
In native-born families 0.6 15 8.3
In immigrant families 13 1.9 9.4 Inimmigrant families (cont.)
Africa 0.9 11 6.3 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 11 2.0 9.9 Luxembourg 1.2 2.0 6.9
Eritrea 0.7 15 8.6 Netherlands 3.7 52 16.0
Ethiopia 0.9 1.6 111 Portugal 11 1.6 9.3
Mauritius 0.8 0.5 1.9 Spain 2.2 4.7 19.0
Somalia 11 1.7 11.6 Sweden 25 5.4 16.4
Other Eastern Africa 1.9 3.8 135 Switzerland 0.9 13 4.5

Central Africa 1.2 2.2 9.2 United Kingdom 2.3 2.2 16.2

Northern Africa 0.8 0.9 5.7 EU-12 21 2.2 12.2
Algeria 1.4 15 111 Bulgaria 2.2 33 20.8
Egypt 1.9 1.9 17.0 Czech Republic 2.3 2.7 12.5
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 0.6 1.6 8.9 Hungary 3.1 5.1 15.3
Morocco 0.6 0.6 3.2 Poland 35 2.7 12.9
Tunisia 0.5 0.8 34 Romania 14 14 10.1

Southern Africa 2.5 2.4 13.8 Slovakia 25 2.3 18.1

Western Africa 11 11 5.1 Slovenia 1.2 2.7 9.5
Cote d'lvoire 0.8 0.7 33 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 3.7 35 222
Ghana 0.8 0.5 1.8 South Eastern Europe 0.8 0.8 6.1
Nigeria 24 2.2 9.8 Albania 0.9 0.7 6.7
Senegal 0.6 0.9 4.0 Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.8 0.9 6.4
Other Western Africa 0.6 0.9 7.0 Croatia 11 2.2 11.6

Asia 1.6 2.3 115 TFYR Macedonia 0.1 0.3 15

Eastern Asia 13 1.2 7.8 Other South Eastern Europe 0.8 0.6 4.2
China 0.6 0.6 3.6 CIS 2.8 35 28.1
Japan 7.7 7.1 46.3 Western CIS 2.7 35 28.0

South Central Asia 13 15 9.8 Republic of Moldova 4.8 25 18.0
Bangladesh 0.9 0.7 7.7 Russian Federation 25 3.7 311
India 1.2 1.8 10.4 Ukraine 25 33 24.2
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 2.9 4.0 30.4 Other CIS 3.7 3.7 28.7
Pakistan 0.8 0.6 44 Other Europe 1.8 3.0 12.9
Sri Lanka 11 0.8 4.0 Latin America and Caribbean 14 3.0 13.0

South Eastern Asia 1.9 4.2 11.2 Caribbean 1.6 1.6 7.9
Philippines 21 4.9 11.2 Cuba 2.9 2.6 11.3
Thailand 1.2 1.2 6.8 Dominican Republic 0.9 11 6.3
Other South Eastern Asia 1.2 2.2 16.3 Central America and Mexico 2.2 2.2 18.1

Western Asia, Middle East 1.7 2.8 21.3 El Salvador 16 0.7 5.1
Israel 3.6 35 30.6 Mexico 2.7 35 29.4
Jordan 18 7.3 29.9 South America 13 3.0 133
Lebanon 21 3.4 24.9 Argentina 15 29 12.4
Syrian Arab Republic 1.8 1.6 22.6 Bolivia 1.8 4.1 14.7
Turkey 0.5 0.7 9.1 Brazil 1.0 29 14.3
Other Western Asia, Middle East 15 2.0 23.4 Chile 15 3.4 13.9

Other Asia 8.3 4.8 29.5 Colombia 1.6 3.6 16.7

Europe 13 1.8 8.6 Ecuador 1.9 35 11.2

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 1.3 19 7.7 Peru 17 4.4 10.2
Austria 2.0 3.9 14.9 Uruguay 15 2.0 10.8
Belgium 15 23 7.9 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 1.0 25 14.0
Denmark 45 6.4 21.1 Other Latin America and Caribbean 1.8 6.1 15.1
Finland 7.0 6.0 20.6 Northern America 1.7 3.0 19.4
France 15 2.5 9.1 Canada 1.2 2.2 10.4
Germany 0.9 1.3 5.4 United States of America 2.1 3.6 25.7
Greece 1.9 33 35.7 Oceania 13 2.0 8.0

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.
Note: The denominator is children aged 0-17 living with mothers, irrespective of the presence or absence of
fathers. For definitions, see the note to Table 3.

It is difficult to compare the educational levels reported by the 2001 census and those
reported in the “Itagen2” survey because the “Itagen2” survey collected responses from
children about their parents (Table 17). Thus, there are a large number of missing values
because the children were unable to answer the relevant questions. The analysis by Barban et
al. (2008) of these same data sources shows that, among parents in immigrant families,
educational attainment does not correlate well with job histories. This outcome, already well
known through studies in other countries, reflects the fact that immigrants from poor
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countries of origin are hired relatively more frequently for ‘3-D jobs’ (dirty, dangerous and
difficult) that are poorly paid. Even immigrants who have completed tertiary education are
found in these jobs. There is also a clear link between the educational attainment of parents
and the educational attainment of children. In general, higher education among parents is
associated with better outcomes among children in both education and social mobility.

Table 17: Children Aged 11-14 according to the Level of Education of the Parents,
Italy, 2006

a. Fathers
children as a per cent within each group

: . Some  Completed Completed upper Completed post- :
Region of origin primary  primary secondary secondary Tertiary Unknown

In native-born families 4.0 27.6 28.6 12.7 6.5 20.0
In immigrant families

Eastern Africa 2.4 9.6 16.0 17.2 36.4 18.4
Central Africa 0.0 4.8 28.7 34.1 3.6 28.7
Northern Africa 7.9 21.4 19.3 10.9 5.4 25.9
Southern Africa 0.0 0.0 53.1 0.0 0.0 46.9
Western Africa 41 8.7 17.1 15.6 9.6 41.7
Eastern Asia 55 17.9 19.7 4.4 2.7 42.9
South Central Asia 3.4 15.3 19.8 12.7 7.0 37.1
South Eastern Asia 2.6 7.3 22.3 19.2 7.5 40.3
Western Asia, Middle East 7.6 28.0 8.5 13.6 5.8 27.1
EU-15 5.2 29.1 27.6 12.7 4.9 19.8
EU-12 1.9 7.1 33.9 15.7 5.3 35.3
South Eastern Europe 4.5 21.9 31.7 11.7 4.2 25.4
CIS 5.6 9.5 20.2 19.1 15.6 29.3
Caucasus 7.9 0.0 92.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Central Asia 15.5 5.5 15.5 0.0 0.0 63.6
Caribbean 1.2 7.7 19.7 34.5 5.3 31.6
Central America and Mexico 9.6 9.9 24.1 12.6 12.8 31.0
South America 2.7 15.0 25.3 16.5 8.8 31.3
Northern America 0.7 7.3 11.2 53.9 15.9 11.0
Oceania (Melanesia) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 33.3
Other origins 2.6 27.4 34.7 10.3 10.0 12.6

b. Mothers
children as a per cent within each group

: . Some Completed Completed upper Completed post- :
Region of origin primary _primary secondary secondary Tertiary Unknown
In native-born families 0.3 3.2 28.0 29.9 14.1 5.6
In immigrant families
Eastern Africa 2.2 0.3 14.8 355 18.6 10.3
Central Africa 5.2 0.0 9.6 20.4 34.8 1.3
Northern Africa 141 7.8 19.8 20.0 10.8 3.9
Southern Africa 0.0 0.0 0.0 53.1 0.0 0.0
Western Africa 5.4 7.0 14.2 20.1 14.6 8.3
Eastern Asia 7.6 6.1 194 15.9 5.0 1.3
South Central Asia 5.3 4.6 15.6 24.5 9.7 45
South Eastern Asia 0.7 3.2 5.2 29.0 19.7 8.9
Western Asia, Middle East 26.8 5.2 19.5 13.9 7.0 2.4
EU-15 0.4 1.2 26.7 33.0 13.9 6.3
EU-12 0.4 1.4 6.3 34.4 18.3 5.8
South Eastern Europe 2.1 4.3 22.4 31.3 10.6 4.1
CIS 0.6 3.2 6.7 34.2 14.9 11.8
Caucasus 0.0 0.0 7.9 92.1 0.0 0.0
Central Asia 0.0 0.0 21.6 24.1 10.5 0.0
Caribbean 1.2 25 10.6 33.2 23.2 3.4
Central America and Mexico 2.1 6.1 11.6 22.9 7.5 9.8
South America 0.3 2.3 12.8 27.8 16.3 9.3
Northern America 0.0 0.0 2.0 11.8 38.8 28.7
Oceania (Melanesia) 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other origins 0.0 3.7 20.1 42.6 8.4 4.7
Source: Own calculations based on 2006 “Itagen2” survey data.

Note: For definitions, see the note to Table 3.
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5.2.3 Parental employment

In Italy, home care and other domestic services are a particularly common type of
employment among women in immigrant families. It has been estimated that over 1 million
individuals of immigrant origin were working in Italian homes in mid-2008 and that 350,000
of these individuals were undocumented (Barban et al. 2008). This phenomenon is driven by
the fact that care in Italy is typically provided for the sick and the elderly not through the
welfare system, but through the family. This feature of the immigrant job market
differentiates Italy from, for example, Germany and the United Kingdom. The majority of
caregivers and domestic workers in Italy are women aged 30 to 50 from Eastern Europe
(mainly Republic of Moldova, Romania, the Russian Federation and Ukraine), but also the
Philippines and some countries in South America. Many of the youngsters arriving in Italy
recently through family reunification are the children of such women. Some estimates put the
number of these arrivals at 50,000 a year since 2002.

Economic activity rates among the foreign adult population are typically higher than the rates
among native-born adults. This is so not only because the immigrant population is generally
younger, but also because employment is often the most important motivation for
immigration (Istat 2006). One should recall, however, that the results of the census may be
biased because activity status is self-reported. Compared with other data sources, such as
labour force surveys, the census tends to underestimate employment. The key difference is
that labour force surveys include information about employment even if this has involved
only a few hours during the week previous to the survey (Istat 2006). Moreover, the census is
an official survey, and people may not always be inclined to declare undocumented labour
activity. The data are therefore not easy to interpret.,

From our analysis of 2001 Census data, we have noticed that, as expected, fathers in
immigrant families tend to show a lower incidence of non-activity compared with fathers in
native-born families (13 and 15 per cent, respectively). They are also more likely to be
involved in part-time jobs relative to fathers in native-born families (over 4 per cent and less
than 3 per cent, respectively), although they show the same share (82 per cent) working full
time, that is, 36 or more hours a week (Tables 18 and 19).

The differences in full- and part-time employment across immigrant groups are nonetheless
important. Part-time jobs are particularly common in home care and other domestic services,
and these part-time jobs are dominated by immigrants from Ecuador, Peru and the
Philippines. Part-time jobs are less common among immigrants from Republic of Moldova
and Romania. Mothers in immigrant families work less (13 per cent part time and 27 per cent
full time) than mothers in native-born families (13 and 34 per cent, respectively). Among
women, the differences across immigrant groups are substantial. Thus, less than one quarter
of women in families from South Central Asia work. The share is especially small among
women in immigrant groups from Bangladesh and Pakistan, only about 10 per cent. The rate
of employment is also low among women in the groups from Morocco, the former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia and Turkey.
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The activity rates among women calculated through the 2001 census appear to be
underestimates, particularly the low shares for part-time work among women (Table 20).
(Note that the part-time shares in Table 18 are self-reported, while the corresponding shares
in Table 20 are based on our calculations.) Nonetheless, the results confirm, at least, that
mothers in immigrant families from only a few countries of origin have heavy work
schedules. This is especially true of women in the immigrant group from China: 12 per cent
of the mothers work more than 48 hours a week, while 13 per cent work between 41 and 48
hours relative to an average of 4 and 6 per cent, respectively, among other women.

Table 18: Children according to the Employment Status of the Parents, Italy, 2001

a. Fathers
per cent of children
. _ Not Part  Full . _ Not Part  Full
Family origin employed time time Family origin employed time time
In native-born families 151 29 821
In immigrant families 13.9 4.1  82.0 Inimmigrant families (cont.)
Africa 12.6 40 83.4  Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 14.3 58 79.9 Luxembourg 9.2 32 876
Eritrea 15.6 39 804 Netherlands 11.8 3.0 852
Ethiopia 14.7 31 822 Portugal 14.1 3.0 829
Mauritius 13.7 17.8 68.6 Spain 10.2 27 871
Somalia 17.1 42 787 Sweden 75 28 897
Other Eastern Africa 11.6 32 852 Switzerland 124 29 847

Central Africa 17.2 46 782 United Kingdom 12.6 36 838

Northern Africa 12.9 40 831 EU-12 13.7 39 824
Algeria 16.2 51 788 Bulgaria 9.6 28 877
Egypt 12.2 6.2 817 Czech Republic 14.0 35 825
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 115 22 863 Hungary 11.0 43 847
Morocco 12.4 38 838 Poland 16.5 45 79.0
Tunisia 15.1 40 809 Romania 12.8 39 833

Southern Africa 9.7 31 872 Slovakia 115 3.0 855

Western Africa 8.6 26 888 Slovenia 16.7 27 805
Céote d'lvoire 7.5 26 8938 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 135 24 841
Ghana 6.4 12 924 South Eastern Europe 15.4 3.7 809
Nigeria 114 38 848 Albania 12.3 42 835
Senegal 9.1 24 885 Bosnia and Herzegovina 20.7 3.7 756
Other Western Africa 9.4 38 8638 Croatia 18.7 24 788

Asia 10.4 9.6 80.0 TFYR Macedonia 8.8 29 883

Eastern Asia 12.7 78 794 Other South Eastern Europe 24.0 36 724
China 13.1 83 786 CIS 11.6 32 853
Japan 9.0 38 872 Western CIS 11.4 31 855

South Central Asia 7.6 71 853 Republic of Moldova 14.7 46 80.7
Bangladesh 6.8 79 853 Russian Federation 10.1 3.0 86.9
India 6.4 31 905 Ukraine 13.4 3.0 837
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 11.8 6.2 820 Other CIS 13.2 38 831
Pakistan 7.7 20 903 Other Europe 12.7 1.7 857
Sri Lanka 7.7 185 739 Latin America and Caribbean 129 39 832

South Eastern Asia 113 185 70.3 Caribbean 16.3 38 800
Philippines 11.0 229 66.1 Cuba 12.3 38 839
Thailand 15.4 30 816 Dominican Republic 18.5 3.7 778
Other South Eastern Asia 8.4 27 889 Central America and Mexico 12.5 45 83.0

Western Asia, Middle East 11.8 51 831 El Salvador 14.3 49 80.8
Israel 114 54 832 Mexico 11.1 41 848
Jordan 12.2 75 804 South America 12.6 39 835
Lebanon 8.5 46 86.9 Argentina 12.0 31 848
Syrian Arab Republic 11.7 73 811 Bolivia 11.2 45 843
Turkey 115 30 855 Brazil 12.3 29 8438
Other Western Asia, Middle East ~ 17.9 51 770 Chile 12.9 28 843

Other Asia 20.8 51 741 Colombia 12.7 32 842

Europe 15.1 34 815 Ecuador 16.5 9.8 738

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 15.4 33 813 Peru 13.2 88 78.0
Austria 10.6 29 865 Uruguay 12.5 3.7 838
Belgium 13.4 3.1 835 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 12.3 3.0 847
Denmark 10.8 26 86.7 Other Latin America and Caribbean 13.1 40 830
Finland 9.0 26 884 Northern America 13.6 3.6 829
France 12.2 28 850 Canada 10.4 31 865
Germany 23.3 42 725 United States of America 15.8 39 803
Greece 14.7 33 820 Oceania 10.4 29 86.7
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b. Mothers

per cent of children
. . Not Part  Full . - Not Part  Full
Family origin employed time time Family origin employed time time
In native-born families 53.1 13.0 339
In immigrant families 60.5 129 26.6 Inimmigrant families (cont.)
Africa 68.0 99 221  Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 48.4 175 34.0 Luxembourg 51.7 13.8 345
Eritrea 42.7 19.7 375 Netherlands 56.5 173 26.2
Ethiopia 41.9 16.3 419 Portugal 59.2 136 272
Mauritius 59.1 221 188 Spain 57.5 156 26.8
Somalia 55.5 142 30.3 Sweden 51.4 183 30.3
Other Eastern Africa 48.8 16.3 349 Switzerland 55.3 150 29.6

Central Africa 53.2 175 293 United Kingdom 55.9 150 29.1

Northern Africa 74.5 77 1738 EU-12 58.4 137 279
Algeria 67.8 111 212 Bulgaria 45.1 166 38.2
Egypt 73.7 78 185 Czech Republic 61.6 132 251
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 39.9 146 455 Hungary 65.5 122 224
Morocco 81.6 62 122 Poland 64.3 129 2238
Tunisia 73.9 7.7 185 Romania 56.7 13.7 296

Southern Africa 48.2 173 344 Slovakia 64.0 148 212

Western Africa 54.1 131 328 Slovenia 49.1 153 35.6
Céte d'lvoire 455 150 395 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 59.7 13.8 26.5
Ghana 44.8 148 404 South Eastern Europe 71.6 9.8 186
Nigeria 57.2 13.2  29.7 Albania 73.0 9.8 173
Senegal 66.3 93 245 Bosnia and Herzegovina 65.1 120 229
Other Western Africa 62.8 12.0 25.2 Croatia 53.1 145 323

Asia 58.8 143 26.9 TFYR Macedonia 83.1 54 114

Eastern Asia 50.8 92 399 Other South Eastern Europe 73.0 92 179
China 48.5 9.0 426 CIS 52.5 145 33.0
Japan 72.7 11.6 157 Western CIS 51.9 148 333

South Central Asia 73.1 87 182 Republic of Moldova 62.3 120 257
Bangladesh 88.6 3.9 7.6 Russian Federation 50.5 154 340
India 69.0 88 222 Ukraine 52.1 143 336
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 51.2 111 377 Other CIS 58.3 116 30.1
Pakistan 92.0 2.1 5.9 Other Europe 50.8 133 359
Sri Lanka 67.2 15.4 17.4  Latin America and Caribbean 52.6 159 315

South Eastern Asia 394 308 29.8 Caribbean 63.2 13.2 237
Philippines 323 365 31.2 Cuba 69.8 103 199
Thailand 73.6 85 17.9 Dominican Republic 60.0 146 255
Other South Eastern Asia 55.8 120 322 Central America and Mexico 54.0 178 283

Western Asia, Middle East 63.9 104 25.7 El Salvador 48.6 229 286
Israel 53.4 13.7 329 Mexico 58.6 134 28.0
Jordan 55.0 108 34.2 South America 51.5 16.1 323
Lebanon 59.3 115 29.2 Argentina 52.0 151 329
Syrian Arab Republic 69.6 99 205 Bolivia 455 21.7 329
Turkey 74.2 8.0 178 Brazil 54.6 142 313
Other Western Asia, Middle East ~ 61.3 111 276 Chile 53.0 154 316

Other Asia 63.9 10.2 25.8 Colombia 52.0 16.2 318

Europe 60.8 129 26.3 Ecuador 41.4 288 29.9

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 58.9 13.4 276 Peru 42.3 264 313
Austria 52.8 189 28.4 Uruguay 52.3 143 333
Belgium 57.1 121 30.8 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 54.3 11.8 34.0
Denmark 55.2 173 276 Other Latin America and Caribbean 52.6 140 334
Finland 60.3 149 249 Northern America 56.5 13.0 305
France 55.1 14.0 309 Canada 54.1 138 321
Germany 68.1 103 217 United States of America 58.3 124 293
Greece 47.8 120 403 Oceania 51.1 16.7 322

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.

Note: Part time = 1-35 hours a week. Full time = 36 or more hours a week. The denominator is children aged 0—
17 living with fathers (mothers), irrespective of the presence or absence of mothers (fathers). The results are
self-reported in the census. For definitions of country groups, see the note to Table 3.

The activity rates for men, that we calculated from 2001 census data, are more in line with
other data sources such as labour force surveys. The hours worked per week among fathers in
immigrant families and fathers in native-born families are similar (the first two rows in Table
20, panel a). The shares are rather stable across countries of origin. The only exceptions are
men in the immigrant groups from Mauritius, the Philippines and Sri Lanka. These groups are
more prevalent in home care and other domestic services in which part-time work is usual.
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Table 19: Children according to Employment Status of Either Parent in the Home,
Italy, 2001

per cent of children

Atleast  In two-parent families Atleast  In two-parent families
one one

Family origin parent One parent  Two parents Family origin parent One parent  Two parents
full time full time full time full time full time full time

In native-born families 83.3 86.3 29.0

In immigrant families 82.7 86.0 221 In immigrant families (cont.)

Africa 84.2 86.8 17.8 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 80.3 85.3 27.6 Luxembourg 88.2 91.3 30.6
Eritrea 79.7 86.4 30.2 Netherlands 84.6 88.7 22.1
Ethiopia 84.4 88.9 34.2 Portugal 81.8 85.7 23.7
Mauritius 70.7 73.0 13.6 Spain 86.7 90.2 23.1
Somalia 77.0 83.8 23.7 Sweden 88.5 92.8 26.7
Other Eastern Africa 84.3 89.6 304 Switzerland 85.8 88.4 25.8

Central Africa 77.8 83.7 21.8 United Kingdom 84.3 88.0 245

Northern Africa 84.2 86.0 14.2 EU-12 82.0 86.2 23.2
Algeria 78.9 82.9 16.4 Bulgaria 87.1 91.6 34.1
Egypt 83.7 84.9 14.9 Czech Republic 81.3 86.6 20.4
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 89.8 91.9 39.3 Hungary 83.3 88.2 17.8
Morocco 84.1 86.1 9.2 Poland 77.9 82.6 18.0
Tunisia 82.5 83.9 14.8 Romania 83.4 86.9 24.8

Southern Africa 87.0 91.3 30.6 Slovakia 83.4 88.4 17.7

Western Africa 88.5 92.4 28.1 Slovenia 81.8 86.8 29.9
Cote d'Ivoire 89.6 94.0 345 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 82.8 87.2 225
Ghana 92.8 95.6 36.0 South Eastern Europe 81.4 84.0 15.0
Nigeria 82.4 88.9 23.8 Albania 84.2 86.3 13.6
Senegal 89.9 915 20.8 Bosnia and Herzegovina 75.3 79.4 19.8
Other Western Africa 86.9 90.5 21.0 Croatia 80.8 85.0 26.4

Asia 82.6 84.9 21.4 TFYR Macedonia 88.9 89.8 9.9

Eastern Asia 84.1 86.2 324 Other South Eastern Europe 72.4 75.4 14.9
China 84.1 85.9 345 CIS 83.3 89.0 28.6
Japan 84.2 89.1 12.9 Western CIS 83.6 89.1 29.0

South Central Asia 86.7 88.1 14.8 Republic of Moldova 79.8 86.2 17.0
Bangladesh 85.4 86.0 6.4 Russian Federation 85.0 90.4 30.2
India 915 93.0 19.0 Ukraine 815 87.2 29.3
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 87.6 89.4 30.4 Other CIS 80.8 87.5 25.0
Pakistan 90.7 91.6 4.6 Other Europe 84.0 88.7 321
Sri Lanka 75.5 77.4 13.2 Latin America and Caribbean 83.1 87.8 26.2

South Eastern Asia 73.8 77.1 22.2 Caribbean 76.8 84.8 16.9
Philippines 70.9 73.9 22.4 Cuba 83.2 87.7 15.7
Thailand 80.1 85.0 15.1 Dominican Republic 73.7 83.1 17.6
Other South Eastern Asia 89.1 92.2 28.7 Central America and Mexico 81.4 86.8 233

Western Asia, Middle East 84.9 87.5 21.2 El Salvador 78.9 85.0 22.6
Israel 84.3 88.4 27.9 Mexico 83.5 88.4 23.9
Jordan 86.2 87.6 26.9 South America 83.8 88.1 27.1
Lebanon 88.8 90.7 25.3 Argentina 86.5 89.2 28.1
Syrian Arab Republic 83.4 85.4 15.8 Bolivia 84.2 89.0 27.8
Turkey 85.9 88.3 14.6 Brazil 84.1 88.7 26.8
Other Western Asia, Middle East 77.8 82.5 22.7 Chile 84.6 88.8 26.6

Other Asia 74.0 78.0 21.9 Colombia 81.6 88.2 27.4

Europe 82.0 85.3 221 Ecuador 72.5 80.6 19.8
EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 82.1 85.4 235 Peru 78.1 84.2 23.0
Austria 84.9 90.6 23.8 Uruguay 85.3 88.6 275
. 85.4 87.6 26.3 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic 86.4 89.0 29.3
Belgium of)
Denmark 84.5 90.5 235 Other Latin America and Caribbean 84.0 88.8 27.3
Finland 88.5 91.3 20.7 Northern America 83.7 87.1 25.9
France 86.0 88.8 26.6 Canada 88.1 90.1 28.1
Germany 73.1 77.1 17.3 United States of America 80.7 84.8 24.3
Greece 84.3 89.1 33.9 Oceania 88.0 90.2 28.4

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.
Note: Full time = 36 or more hours a week. For definitions, see the note to Table 3.

The “Itagen2” sample survey also includes questions about employment (Table 21). We find
differences with respect to the census. The differences between the two sources are less
apparent in the case of fathers. The “Itagen2” data indicate that most fathers in immigrant
families work, and, as with fathers in native-born families, they tend to work full time. The
differences between the two sources are more noticeable among mothers in immigrant
families from the former Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. According to the survey, around
80 per cent of the mothers in the immigrant group from the Commonwealth of Independent
States work. The corresponding share from the 2001 census is below 50 per cent (see Table

34



18). The survey shows that mothers in immigrant families from the EU-12 and from South
America work more than mothers in native-born families (over 80 per cent of the former are
working). This is in stark contrast to mothers in immigrant families from northern Africa and
Asia. This is not only because the latter have more children and are therefore more likely to
become housewives, but also because of similar differences in the countries of origin. For
instance, in the countries in which we observe sharp differences in employment by gender,
we also find important gender gaps in education.

Table 20: Children according to the Hours Worked by Fathers and Mothers, Italy, 2001

a. Fathers
per cent of children

Family origin

Hours per week

1-35 36-40 4148 >49

Family origin

Hours per week
1-35 36-4041-48 >49

In native-born families
In immigrant families
Africa
Eastern Africa
Eritrea
Ethiopia
Mauritius
Somalia
Other Eastern Africa
Central Africa
Northern Africa
Algeria
Egypt
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Morocco
Tunisia
Southern Africa
Western Africa
Céote d'lvoire
Ghana
Nigeria
Senegal
Other Western Africa
Asia
Eastern Asia
China
Japan
South Central Asia
Bangladesh
India
Iran (Islamic Republic of)
Pakistan
Sri Lanka
South Eastern Asia
Philippines
Thailand
Other South Eastern Asia
Western Asia, Middle East
Israel
Jordan
Lebanon
Syrian Arab Republic
Turkey
Other Western Asia, Middle East
Other Asia
Europe
EU-15, EEA and Switzerland
Austria
Belgium
Denmark
Finland
France
Germany
Greece

55.4
55.3
61.6
52.3
55.2
54.9
39.1
55.0
54.6
55.5
61.8
58.2
511
60.1
65.9
94 581
515
81 695
6.7 720
6.0 757
59.9
83 684
8.7 707
49.9
41.3
41.0
43.2
56.9
61.7
9.0 599
40.0
71 741
42.6
44.9
419
52.3
86 58.6
51.2
39.5
44.8
50.4
48.8
91 601
52.9
48.5
55.3
53.5
49.4
56.3
50.0
53.1
55.6
50.6
47.0

14.6
14.6
12.8
13.2
14.1
13.4
14.8
10.9
12.7
12.8
13.0
14.3
13.8
12.4
12.2
14.9
145
11.3
10.7
10.8
11.9
12.1
10.9
13.4
155
15.7
14.2
135
13.0
15.2
21.2
9.3
10.5
10.9
9.9
13.2
15.7
14.3
16.2
14.3
14.3
111
14.8
14.7
12.8
153
15.8
14.2
14.0
16.4
11.8
14.9
17.3
14.6

15.4
14.6
11.0
15.5
13.7
16.1

In immigrant families (cont.)
Europe (cont.)
Luxembourg
Netherlands
Portugal
Spain
Sweden
Switzerland
United Kingdom
EU-12
Bulgaria
Czech Republic
Hungary
Poland
Romania
Slovakia
Slovenia
Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12
South Eastern Europe
Albania
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Croatia
TFYR Macedonia
Other South Eastern Europe
CIS
Western CIS
Republic of Moldova
Russian Federation
Ukraine
Other CIS
Other Europe
Latin America and Caribbean
Caribbean
Cuba
Dominican Republic
Central America and Mexico
El Salvador
Mexico
South America
Argentina
Bolivia
Brazil
Chile
Colombia
Ecuador
Peru
Uruguay

Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
Other Latin America and Caribbean

Northern America

Canada

United States of America
Oceania

7.7 581
11.1
10.5
11.2
115

15.7
221
19.4
19.2
23.9
15.2
17.9
15.8

12.7
12.2
11.8
22.5
18.9
16.8
14.1
18.9
17.2
19.4
140 9.8
144 88

14.0
13.6
11.6

10.7
12.1
9.6 637
9.3 64.6
12.8
10.2
6.9 717
10.7

16.0
120 73
117

12.1
11.4
12.1
12.4

17.8
17.0
18.3
16.8
16.8
175
17.2
17.4

12.2
125
111
11.3
11.0
12.2
13.8
11.0

17.0
17.0
14.7
18.8

11.9
14.3
11.4

18.4
16.6
18.6
18.3
18.3
13.0
13.8
17.6

11.4
18.3
16.7
12.7
12.7
11.0
13.0
11.4

18.8
18.4
15.7

11.0 187
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b. Mothers

per cent of children
Family origin Hours per week Family origin Hours per week
1-35 36-40 41-48 >49 1-35 36-4041-48 >49
In native-born families 425 382 60 4.1
In immigrant families 44,0 354 65 4.4 Inimmigrant families (cont.)
Africa 414 405 51 3.0 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 476 361 46 3.1 Luxembourg 40.7 38.0 6.7 39
Eritrea 491 370 43 31 Netherlands 46.7 315 52 51
Ethiopia 422 407 42 36 Portugal 452 322 49 86
Mauritius 70.1 180 46 19 Spain 484 308 55 48
Somalia 452 364 46 35 Sweden 474 312 49 35
Other Eastern Africa 430 386 53 3.0 Switzerland 419 353 6.7 4.4

Central Africa 494 330 63 32 United Kingdom 471 309 6.7 49

Northern Africa 40.1 411 54 32 EU-12 450 353 64 43
Algeria 459 330 49 438 Bulgaria 46.0 354 6.4 35
Egypt 437 363 63 57 Czech Republic 457 305 6.6 6.7
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 356 502 42 27 Hungary 46.9 302 6.0 6.1
Morocco 414 374 53 23 Poland 474 323 6.1 45
Tunisia 396 420 63 36 Romania 441 371 66 40

Southern Africa 443 359 51 42 Slovakia 455 316 54 46

Western Africa 37.7 450 48 23 Slovenia 39.8 39.7 62 44
Cote d'lvoire 366 447 55 20 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 483 318 56 38
Ghana 347 518 39 15 South Eastern Europe 425 389 63 31
Nigeria 419 382 52 42 Albania 443 372 65 28
Senegal 356 422 53 21 Bosnia and Herzegovina 40.2 429 44 27
Other Western Africa 435 403 49 1.2 Croatia 404 411 6.1 4.2

Asia 477 314 79 65 TFYR Macedonia 359 449 56 23

Eastern Asia 330 364 127 119 Other South Eastern Europe 422 382 69 36
China 31.8 37.0 132 124 CIS 463 351 6.1 38
Japan 530 262 49 42 Western CIS 46.7 350 59 38

South Central Asia 47.0 349 64 41 Republic of Moldova 412 342 93 25
Bangladesh 452 309 55 65 Russian Federation 48.1 356 49 38
India 436 402 48 33 Ukraine 449 338 74 40
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 388 379 95 54 Other CIS 413 36.7 75 37
Pakistan 347 418 81 53 Other Europe 382 356 68 6.2
Sri Lanka 616 233 64 39 Latin America and Caribbean 475 341 6.0 44

South Eastern Asia 60.8 234 6.0 47 Caribbean 422 343 69 55
Philippines 640 209 58 47 Cuba 384 335 56 4.2
Thailand 390 370 78 64 Dominican Republic 436 345 74 59
Other South Eastern Asia 374 445 77 35 Central America and Mexico 51.3 316 4.0 37

Western Asia, Middle East 46.0 354 60 4.2 El Salvador 580 281 42 30
Israel 493 287 44 72 Mexico 442 354 38 45
Jordan 431 426 53 25 South America 48.0 341 59 43
Lebanon 478 326 59 56 Argentina 447 364 6.1 46
Syrian Arab Republic 50.7 31.7 71 28 Bolivia 58.0 320 22 27
Turkey 434 380 64 45 Brazil 458 36.1 56 46
Other Western Asia, Middle East 435 366 7.4 19 Chile 478 369 51 37

Other Asia 364 394 51 72 Colombia 489 333 55 40

Europe 430 354 68 44 Ecuador 59.1 25.1 52 41

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 426 348 70 47 Peru 56.8 273 50 37
Austria 469 290 52 80 Uruguay 427 350 6.7 65
Belgium 413 401 62 45 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 448 36.0 7.2 4.4
Denmark 459 319 76 51 Other Latin America and Caribbean 425 375 75 37
Finland 465 259 83 51 Northern America 459 333 65 45
France 43.0 370 66 4.2 Canada 446 355 6.6 4.0
Germany 405 332 85 54 United States of America 47.0 317 65 50
Greece 429 375 66 57 Oceania 455 350 6.1 39

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.
Note: Hours per week = hours worked during the week before the census. The rows do not sum because some
parents, though employed, had not worked that week. For definitions of country groups, see the note to Table 3.
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Table 21: Children according to Working Fathers or Mothers, Italy, 2006

children as a per cent within each group

Region of origin Father works Mother works

In native-born families 97.4 67.9

In immigrant families
Eastern Africa 95.8 79.0
Central Africa 75.5 84.4
Northern Africa 95.2 34.1
Southern Africa 100.0 53.1
Western Africa 97.0 67.1
Eastern Asia 92.4 80.2
South Central Asia 95.9 23.9
South Eastern Asia 96.9 84.9
Western Asia, Middle East 93.7 30.7
EU-15 94.5 68.9
EU-12 96.3 81.7
South Eastern Europe 96.3 58.9
CIS 97.3 80.2
Caucasus 100.0 92.1
Central Asia 100.0 79.6
Caribbean 95.9 74.5
Central America and Mexico 85.7 88.2
South America 96.3 83.3
Northern America 92.2 69.7
Oceania (Melanesia) 100.0 100.0
Other origins 96.1 58.6

Source: Own calculations based on 2006 “Itagen2” survey data.
Note: For definitions of country groups, see the note to Table 3.

5.2.4 Family socioeconomic status: housing

If there is more than one individual per room, not counting bathrooms, porches, balconies,
foyers, halls, or half-rooms, then the individuals in a household are living in overcrowded
conditions. The measure is constructed by simply counting the number of individuals living
in a household and dividing by the number of rooms in the dwelling.

Relative to children in native-born families, children in immigrant families experience more
difficult housing conditions (Table 22, based on our calculations based on 2001 Census data).
Earlier studies based on census data have shown that, although housing conditions among
immigrant families are more stable and less problematic than housing conditions among the
total foreign population, including individuals not in families, children in immigrant families
are living in homes that are generally smaller and in which more people are residing (Istat
2006). Compared with 43.4 per cent of the children in native-born families, 56.8 per cent of
the children in immigrant families live in overcrowded dwellings. The share of
homeownership is 48.8 per cent for children in immigrant families and 66.7 per cent for
children in native-born families. Nevertheless, it has to be underlined that homeownership is
relatively more common in Italy than elsewhere in the developed world.

Some immigrant groups fare much less well in housing. Housing conditions are poor among
many children in immigrant families from Africa, especially Ghana, Morocco and Senegal,
Asia, including Bangladesh and Sri Lanka, and Eastern Europe, particularly Albania, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. In all these cases, less
than one fifth own their own homes, and overcrowding is rife. Overcrowding affects 80 per
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cent of children in families from Morocco, Pakistan and Senegal. Some of these country
differences may be explained by other factors besides poverty. For instance, there appears to
be relevant differences in housing preferences.

Table 22: Children according to Family Homeownership and Housing, Italy, 2001

per cent of children

Family origin Own Crowded Family origin Own Crowded
In native-born families 66.7 434
In immigrant families 48.8  56.8 Inimmigrant families (cont.)

Africa 29.2 752 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 496 56.5 Luxembourg 65.3 44.8
Eritrea 50.2 543 Netherlands 60.4 40.8
Ethiopia 59.5  50.0 Portugal 49.8 53.4
Mauritius 21.7 736 Spain 60.0 47.8
Somalia 432  63.6 Sweden 60.8 39.5
Other Eastern Africa 59.9  50.2 Switzerland 65.1 46.7

Central Africa 344 670 United Kingdom 63.0 46.7

Northern Africa 274 787 EU-12 45.7 48.1
Algeria 329 677 Bulgaria 56.1 36.1
Egypt 347 796 Czech Republic 57.7 414
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 69.7 503 Hungary 56.6 43.2
Morocco 183 843 Poland 443 50.7
Tunisia 26.0 78.6 Romania 40.2 49.6

Southern Africa 62.7 44.6 Slovakia 51.0 45.7

Western Africa 189 757 Slovenia 66.2 49.8
Cote d'lvoire 21.9 775 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 62.0 43.7
Ghana 110 776 South Eastern Europe 18.4 73.5
Nigeria 258  69.0 Albania 14.0 79.5
Senegal 176 815 Bosnia and Herzegovina 16.8 60.4
Other Western Africa 22.8 74.4 Croatia 53.6 52.1

Asia 33.9 66.6 TFYR Macedonia 10.8 80.9

Eastern Asia 298 646 Other South Eastern Europe 18.3 68.0
China 275 675 CIS 60.0 34.2
Japan 51.2 37.8 Western CIS 60.5 339

South Central Asia 326 695 Republic of Moldova 30.0 52.6
Bangladesh 198 795 Russian Federation 66.7 30.8
India 39.3 58.8 Ukraine 55.1 35.8
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 521 516 Other CIS 55.6 36.6
Pakistan 334 896 Other Europe 66.2 40.7
Sri Lanka 174 752 Latin America and Caribbean 56.3 50.9

South Eastern Asia 338 674 Caribbean 45.8 54.7
Philippines 265 725 Cuba 51.6 46.2
Thailand 59.8 457 Dominican Republic 429 58.9
Other South Eastern Asia 60.3 52.6 Central America and Mexico 53.1 54.5

Western Asia, Middle East 442 62.6 El Salvador 41.2 65.9
Israel 56.5 50.0 Mexico 63.3 44.8
Jordan 46.7  66.9 South America 57.4 50.5
Lebanon 472  56.9 Argentina 57.6 54.4
Syrian Arab Republic 515 64.2 Bolivia 66.6 41.4
Turkey 32.0 71.2 Brazil 63.0 41.4
Other Western Asia, Middle East  44.9 56.6 Chile 61.4 43.2

Other Asia 46.4 46.2 Colombia 58.4 43.1

Europe 53.1 52.9 Ecuador 28.7 67.4

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 62.3 49.4 Peru 39.1 64.1
Austria 67.2 40.6 Uruguay 57.2 56.0
Belgium 66.6  46.0 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)  64.5 49.3
Denmark 56.2  38.9 Other Latin America and Caribbean 58.9 45.8
Finland 60.4 43.0 Northern America 63.2 42.2
France 62.7 48.6 Canada 67.8 43.9
Germany 57.7  56.3 United States of America 60.1 40.9
Greece 62.7 40.5 Oceania 68.7 45.7

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.
Note: The table shows, for each category, the share of children in families that own their own homes and in
families living in overcrowded housing. For definitions of country groups, see the note to Table 3.
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Families of Asian origin appear to prefer to own their own homes, but also to live together
with more people. Thus, they do well in indicators of homeownership, but poorly in
indicators of overcrowding. The observed country differences also depend on the duration of
residence in Italy. The first years following immigration tend to be the most difficult, and
economic conditions usually improve thereafter. It also appears that many immigrants
purchase their first homes soon after their arrival, but are able to afford only smaller homes.

These conjectures are confirmed from analysis of the “Itagen2” survey data. Although
housing strategies vary considerably by country of origin, a key tradeoff appears to exist
among ensuring ownership of housing, maintaining close contact with relatives and living in
a large home (see Dalla Zuanna et al. 2009).

A comparison of Tables 22 and 23 shows some of the most important changes in housing
among immigrant groups between 2001 and 2006. Immigrants from Albania and Asia
represent the two extremes. If we consider the behaviour of immigrants who have been in
Italy for at least 10 years, immigrant families from Albania exhibit the lowest rate of
homeownership (33 per cent), but are also least likely to live in overcrowded conditions
(below 6 per cent). Immigrant families from Asia, on the other hand, show a strong
preference for homeownership (46 per cent), even if this means accepting overcrowded living
conditions (21 per cent). In a sense, the situation is more critical among immigrant families
from Morocco and Tunisia, among which the prevalence of homeownership is low, while the
prevalence of overcrowding is high (17 and 30 per cent, respectively).

Table 23: Homeownership and Overcrowding in the Families of Children Aged 11-14,
Italy, 2006

children as a per cent within each group

. - Homeownershi Overcrowd . - Homeownershi Overcrowde
Region of origin D ed housing Region of origin D d housing
In native-born families 78.5 10.6 _ ) N
In immigrant families zgont |)mm|grant families
Eastern Africa 55.2 9.9 South Eastern Europe 25.4 35.2
Central Africa 40.3 40.1 CIS 46.8 19.8
Northern Africa 33.8 46.2 Caucasus 92.1 0.0
Southern Africa 100.0 0.0 Central Asia 24.1 10.5
Western Africa 43.2 37.9 Caribbean ) 43.4 21.0
Eastern Asia 29.0 B2, eCXenga' America and 544 36.7
South Central Asia 45.8 43.1 South America 46.0 33.9
South Eastern Asia} 36.2 54.0 Northern America 61.5 8.2

£ vestern Asia Middle 466 570  Oceania (Melanesia) 0.0 100.0
EU-15 59.9 10.6 Other origins 76.9 26.1
EU-12 33.9 25.9

Source: Own calculations based on 2006 “Itagen2” survey data.
Note: For definitions of country groups, see the note to Table 3.

The housing situation is rather particular in Italy. Since the 1970s, there has been a strong
trend towards homeownership, including among families with young children. Even among
newly married couples, it is much less common to move into rental housing (Barban et al.
2008). Moreover, native-born Italians tend to change homes infrequently. This is partly
caused by the elevated fixed transaction costs associated with buying or selling a home. Also,
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the expansion in homeownership has been accompanied by an increasingly marginal role for
public residential housing construction. The portion of national revenue invested in public
housing in Italy is among the lowest in Europe. Between 2000 and 2006, the average level of
investment was 0.6 per cent of gross domestic product. This compares with the EU average
of 1.0 per cent and the 3.0 per cent in the Netherlands, Sweden and the United Kingdom.

The average native-born family is living in larger and more comfortable homes in Italy today
compared with the situation 50 years ago not only because of improved economic conditions,
but also because the average family is now smaller. Nonetheless, the situation has changed
somewhat more recently. After a general decline during the early 1990s, home prices began
rising substantially. The combination of rising home prices and, especially, rising average
rents and low mortgage rates encouraged an ever greater number of families to purchase
homes.

This economically favourable housing market seems to have been accessible to immigrant
families as well. In 2006, 16.3 per cent of all transactions in the housing market were carried
out by immigrants. Nonetheless, the housing market among immigrant families is
characterized by relatively lower quality, as well as lower prices compared to the market as a
whole. For most immigrants, buying a home requires a mortgage. Between 2004 and 2006,
the average share of the purchase price covered by a mortgage rose from 70 to 86 per cent.

Immigrant families are often larger than native-born families. Yet, the homes they purchase
tend to be smaller. The average surface area of homes bought in 2006 was 55 square metres
(about 592 square feet), down from 58 square metres in 2005. In 2008, the average size of
homes bought by immigrant families has been estimated at around 52 square metres. Home
purchases among immigrants have also gradually become more concentrated in areas where
housing prices are lower, including more rural provinces and smaller towns near major cities.
The nature of the evolving housing market may partly explain the relative dispersion of
immigrant families in Italy. Although immigrants make up a sizeable share of the population
in some neighbourhoods and comuni (towns and municipalities), there is little evidence for
the existence of ethnic ghettos (Barban et al. 2008).

53 Youth and the labour market

When adolescents are approaching their 14th birthday and are about to complete eight years
of compulsory schooling, they (or their parents) must make a decision about the direction
they wish to take in secondary school. Although every student who has completed five years
of secondary school and obtained a diploma is eligible to attend university or other
institutions of higher education, the choice of secondary school has a great influence on the
educational path. It also has a substantial impact on the age at which the young individuals
enter the job market.

Data of the Ministry of Education, Universities and Research show that enrolment rates
among adolescents in immigrant families tend to be higher in the technical and vocational
schools that prepare for the lower entry level in the labour market. In northern Italy in 2007,
20 per cent of young adults who were enrolled in vocational schools were living in families in
which both parents were foreign citizens. The nationwide “Itagen2” survey in 2005/06 found
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that students in immigrant families are two times more likely to attend technical or vocational
schools and only half as likely to attend the academic track, the licei, in secondary school.
The split is especially clear among immigrant young people who have arrived recently: 60
per cent of those who had arrived in the previous three years had enrolled in technical or
vocational schools. The split persists among the second generation, but it is narrower.

This outcome is not necessarily driven by performance in middle school. Even if they obtain
good grades, youth in immigrant families tend to choose the shorter courses in technical
schools relative to native-born Italian adolescents with comparable grades. The 2001 census
data confirm this tendency (though the census data may produce a downward bias in
economic activity rates). Among young people aged 15 to 17 in immigrant families, 74.6 per
cent were still attending school, which is 11 per cent below the share among their native-born
peers (Table 24). The gap is even wider in the 18-24 age group: 26 per cent of youth in
immigrant families are still in education; the corresponding rate among native-born Italians is
41 per cent.

Since the 2001 census, university enrolment rates have risen substantially. This conforms to
the aims of the Bologna process that was launched in 1999.° We do not know yet whether
youth in immigrant families are participating in this trend. However, we do note that no youth
in the individual country-of-origin groups matched the enrolment rates among native-born
Italians. Indeed, enrolment rates among youth in some immigrant groups were quite low.
Thus, among young adults aged 18-24, only 7 to 13 per cent in the immigrant groups from
Albania, Bangladesh, Morocco, Nigeria, Republic of Moldova, Romania and the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia are still enrolled in some form of education. An important
reason for these low numbers is the fact that the majority of these youth are not children in
immigrant families; rather, they are labour immigrants without families.

According to country of origin, the shares of youth who are not working and not in school
appear large. The share is 35.9 per cent among 18- to 24-years-olds in immigrant groups, but
only 28.1 per cent among native-born Italians (Table 24). These substantial shares reflect
partly the high rates of unemployment in this age group and partly the significant proportion
of short-term and insecure work contracts available on the job market to this group.

> The Bologna Declaration of June 1999 set in motion a series of reforms in European education — the Bologna
process — aimed at making higher education more compatible and comparable, as well as more competitive and
attractive for Europeans and for students and scholars from other continents. To be achieved by 2010, the three
priorities of the Bologna process are the introduction of the three-cycle system (bachelors, masters and doctorate
degree programmes), quality control and standardized criteria for educational qualifications.
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Table 24: Young People Aged 15-24 in School and Work, Italy, 2001

a. Ages 15 to 17

per cent
) - n Not in school _ N In Not in school
Family origin school Working No_t Family origin school Working No.t
working working
In native-born families 85.6 3.8 10.6
In immigrant families 74.6 7.0 18.4 In immigrant families (cont.)
Africa 65.3 113 234 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 84.5 3.6 119 Luxembourg 84.8 5.1 10.1
Eritrea 85.4 2.3 12.4 Netherlands 89.3 0.6 10.1
Ethiopia 78.0 5.3 16.7 Portugal 78.6 5.7 15.7
Mauritius 84.9 2.8 12.3 Spain 89.7 2.8 75
Somalia 77.4 45 18.1 Sweden 93.2 4.1 2.7
Other Eastern Africa 93.8 29 3.3 Switzerland 85.6 3.2 11.2

Central Africa 86.0 24 11.6 United Kingdom 87.7 2.7 9.6

Northern Africa 61.8 12.2 26.0 EU-12 81.0 49 14.0
Algeria 74.4 2.3 23.3 Bulgaria 85.4 24 12.2
Egypt 80.8 45 147 Czech Republic 90.5 6.0 3.6
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 82.5 4.8 12.7 Hungary 89.7 1.7 8.6
Morocco 60.5 131 26.5 Poland 90.6 2.6 6.8
Tunisia 63.3 8.7 28.0 Romania 76.3 6.2 175

Southern Africa 96.2 0.8 3.0 Slovakia 81.6 7.9 10.5

Western Africa 66.1 13.0 21.0 Slovenia 88.3 17 10.0
Cote d'lvoire 59.3 12.7 28.0 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 88.8 0.8 10.5
Ghana 75.4 8.6 16.1 South Eastern Europe 56.7 13.3 30.0
Nigeria 69.9 119 18.2 Albania 55.7 14.9 29.4
Senegal 52.1 26.8 211 Bosnia and Herzegovina 77.1 5.8 171
Other Western Africa 67.2 9.5 232 Croatia 83.9 4.6 115

Asia 727 75 19.8 TFYR Macedonia 44.6 17.1 38.3

Eastern Asia 735 5.9 20.6 Other South Eastern Europe 52.4 11.0 36.6
China 729 6.0 21.1 CIS 87.7 33 9.0
Japan 98.2 0.0 1.8 Western CIS 86.6 3.6 9.8

South Central Asia 68.8 9.6 21.7 Republic of Moldova 69.5 10.2 20.3
Bangladesh 62.4 125 251 Russian Federation 93.9 2.1 4.1
India 72.8 10.6 16.7 Ukraine 77.8 43 17.9
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 93.7 1.6 4.8 Other CIS 94.6 12 4.2
Pakistan 61.3 9.8 28.9 Other Europe 84.8 3.3 12.0
Sri Lanka 68.7 6.1 252 Latin America and Caribbean 88.0 34 8.7

South Eastern Asia 79.2 4.4 16.4 Caribbean 72.2 8.2 19.6
Philippines 78.1 4.4 17.6 Cuba 78.2 45 17.3
Thailand 85.6 4.1 10.3 Dominican Republic 713 8.7 20.0
Other South Eastern Asia 90.0 5.0 5.0 Central America and Mexico 88.8 2.6 8.5

Western Asia, Middle East 76.3 8.8 15.0 El Salvador 83.1 44 12.6
Israel 89.7 2.6 7.7 Mexico 95.5 0.6 3.8
Jordan 96.3 0.0 3.7 South America 89.7 2.8 75
Lebanon 95.1 0.0 4.9 Argentina 84.6 5.2 10.3
Syrian Arab Republic 88.9 2.8 8.3 Bolivia 93.0 2.6 4.5
Turkey 60.8 15.3 24.0 Brazil 92.2 21 5.8
Other Western Asia, Middle East 94.9 2.1 3.1 Chile 92.0 2.1 5.9

Other Asia 98.6 0.0 14 Colombia 91.1 22 6.7

Europe 729 7.0 20.0 Ecuador 83.2 5.0 118

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 80.4 3.8 159 Peru 92.7 19 54
Austria 91.2 4.2 4.6 Uruguay 89.4 4.7 59
Belgium 79.8 4.8 15.3 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 85.4 24 12.2
Denmark 94.4 1.9 3.7 Other Latin America and Caribbean 91.3 3.2 55
Finland 100.0 0.0 0.0 Northern America 89.6 17 8.7
France 84.7 3.7 11.6 Canada 85.9 31 111
Germany 74.9 4.2 20.9 United States of America 90.5 1.4 8.1
Greece 97.6 0.0 2.4 Oceania 83.0 2.7 144
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b. Ages 18 to 24

per cent
) - n Not in school _ N In Not in school
Family origin school Working No_t Family origin school Working No_t
working working
In native-born families 41.0 30.9 28.1
In immigrant families 25.8 383 35.9 In immigrant families (cont.)
Africa 15.0 43.6 414 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 348 35.9 29.4 Luxembourg 29.5 36.5 34.1
Eritrea 321 40.7 27.3 Netherlands 38.1 29.1 327
Ethiopia 30.2 40.1 29.7 Portugal 29.9 46.1 24.0
Mauritius 235 35.8 40.8 Spain 36.6 43.2 20.1
Somalia 32.0 39.7 28.3 Sweden 48.1 26.5 254
Other Eastern Africa 49.3 27.1 23.6 Switzerland 37.3 30.6 321

Central Africa 452 31.0 239 United Kingdom 40.3 29.4 30.4

Northern Africa 114 43.6 45.0 EU-12 17.3 484 343
Algeria 17.9 22.6 59.5 Bulgaria 325 37.8 29.8
Egypt 13.7 37.6 48.7 Czech Republic 25.1 37.7 37.3
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 42.1 233 34.6 Hungary 29.2 30.0 40.8
Morocco 11.0 46.0 43.0 Poland 25.0 344 40.5
Tunisia 9.6 349 55.5 Romania 12.2 55.2 32.6

Southern Africa 39.8 35.9 24.3 Slovakia 16.1 421 418

Western Africa 14.6 50.5 349 Slovenia 41.7 36.7 21.7
Cote d'lvoire 18.7 46.5 348 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 411 235 354
Ghana 16.2 59.6 24.1 South Eastern Europe 13.8 51.1 35.1
Nigeria 13.1 46.4 405 Albania 12.7 52.3 35.0
Senegal 10.0 59.6 30.4 Bosnia and Herzegovina 221 46.4 315
Other Western Africa 19.8 35.6 447 Croatia 37.2 38.6 242

Asia 23.6 46.9 29.5 TFYR Macedonia 7.4 56.4 36.2

Eastern Asia 23.8 48.8 27.4 Other South Eastern Europe 13.8 47.0 39.2
China 22.0 50.0 28.0 CIS 25.8 35.1 39.1
Japan 74.8 14.4 10.9 Western CIS 25.0 354 39.5

South Central Asia 17.7 485 338 Republic of Moldova 10.5 44.0 45.6
Bangladesh 6.0 54.0 40.0 Russian Federation 35.0 33.0 320
India 26.2 434 30.5 Ukraine 19.9 333 46.8
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 62.2 216 16.2 Other CIS 30.9 327 36.4
Pakistan 10.4 55.3 34.3 Other Europe 445 322 233
Sri Lanka 15.5 50.1 34.4 Latin America and Caribbean 374 323 30.3

South Eastern Asia 25.7 50.9 234 Caribbean 12.7 36.4 50.9
Philippines 223 55.3 224 Cuba 6.0 304 63.5
Thailand 24.4 31.2 444 Dominican Republic 19.3 424 38.3
Other South Eastern Asia 47.1 38.7 14.3 Central America and Mexico 42.6 323 25.1

Western Asia, Middle East 40.3 31.1 28.5 El Salvador 355 37.8 26.7
Israel 73.4 13.8 12.8 Mexico 56.8 21.4 21.8
Jordan 31.0 24.6 444 South America 41.0 31.8 27.2
Lebanon 57.6 16.0 26.4 Argentina 36.0 37.8 26.2
Syrian Arab Republic 37.6 20.8 41.6 Bolivia 51.4 31.3 17.3
Turkey 218 48.2 30.1 Brazil 43.6 25.9 30.5
Other Western Asia, Middle East 58.6 18.1 23.4 Chile 475 24.7 27.8

Other Asia 65.1 19.0 15.9 Colombia 46.0 25.3 28.7

Europe 25.7 37.6 36.7 Ecuador 27.0 45.8 27.2

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 334 28.6 38.0 Peru 43.6 37.0 19.4
Austria 50.7 31.4 17.9 Uruguay 322 42.2 25.6
Belgium 305 285 40.9 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 429 24.1 33.0
Denmark 50.6 30.0 19.4 Other Latin America and Caribbean 50.7 27.3 22.0
Finland 54.3 31.0 14.7 Northern America 40.8 24.2 35.0
France 35.8 31.3 33.0 Canada 36.5 29.6 339
Germany 28.2 27.3 445 United States of America 42.8 21.7 35.6
Greece 89.0 4.6 6.4 Oceania 353 28.9 35.8

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.

Note: Young adults who are both working and in school are counted only among those in school. For definitions

of country groups, see the note to Table 3.

While there was no appreciable gender difference in the shares of native-born Italians in the
18-24 age group who said they were not working and were not in school (27.7 per cent of
young men and 28.6 per cent of young women), the gender differences among youth in
immigrant groups were significant (Tables 25 and 26). Among 18- to 24-year-olds, 25.4 per
cent of the young men in immigrant groups reported that they were not working and were not
in school; the share was 45.2 per cent among the young women. The differences were larger
among those immigrant groups among whom we have observed large shares of first-
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generation women who are housewives or not otherwise participating in the labour force.
Bangladesh (79 per cent), Morocco (64 per cent) and Pakistan (72 per cent) drive the results.

Table 25: Young Men Aged 15-24 in School and Work, Italy, 2001
a. Ages 15 to 17

per cent
Not in school Not in school
. - In —— . - In —————————
Family origin school Working No.t Family origin school Working No.t
working working
In native-born families 83.8 5.2 11.0
In immigrant families 72.0 9.6 18.4 In immigrant families (cont.)
Africa 63.5 14.8 21.7 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 81.8 4.9 134 Luxembourg 81.0 71 11.9
Eritrea 84.9 0.0 15.2 Netherlands 89.8 11 9.1
Ethiopia 75.0 8.9 16.1 Portugal 80.7 3.2 16.1
Mauritius 785 3.1 185 Spain 88.9 46 6.5
Somalia 78.7 5.6 15.7 Sweden 90.0 6.7 33
Other Eastern Africa 90.7 4.7 4.7 Switzerland 84.6 4.1 113

Central Africa 85.3 4.2 10.5 United Kingdom 86.1 4.1 9.8

Northern Africa 61.0 15.6 23.4 EU-12 77.6 72 15.2
Algeria 78.3 2.2 19.6 Bulgaria 81.6 4.0 145
Egypt 76.0 6.3 17.7 Czech Republic 83.7 11.6 47
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 87.1 3.2 9.7 Hungary 90.3 3.2 6.5
Morocco 60.0 16.5 235 Poland 90.3 33 6.4
Tunisia 58.3 12.8 29.0 Romania 713 9.3 19.5

Southern Africa 924 15 6.1 Slovakia 75.0 10.0 15.0

Western Africa 62.9 17.7 19.4 Slovenia 85.5 3.6 10.9
Cote d'lvoire 57.9 16.9 25.3 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 88.5 0.0 115
Ghana 76.0 111 12.9 South Eastern Europe 51.7 17.9 30.4
Nigeria 67.0 18.9 14.2 Albania 47.6 20.3 321
Senegal 454 33.3 21.3 Bosnia and Herzegovina 75.5 8.7 15.8
Other Western Africa 63.1 115 255 Croatia 83.3 53 114

Asia 70.1 9.9 20.0 TFYR Macedonia 485 20.5 31.0

Eastern Asia 726 6.7 20.7 Other South Eastern Europe 51.8 13.9 343
China 72.0 6.8 21.2 CIS 84.6 5.4 10.0
Japan 100.0 0.0 0.0 Western CIS 82.6 6.1 113

South Central Asia 64.9 135 216 Republic of Moldova 62.9 145 226
Bangladesh 59.6 15.0 254 Russian Federation 93.0 31 3.9
India 63.8 16.4 19.8 Ukraine 725 7.8 19.7
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 90.6 31 6.3 Other CIS 96.2 13 25
Pakistan 65.0 132 219 Other Europe 83.0 43 12.8
Sri Lanka 68.2 7.6 242 Latin America and Caribbean 87.6 43 8.1

South Eastern Asia 76.1 5.4 18.6 Caribbean 71.9 115 16.7
Philippines 747 5.6 19.7 Cuba 81.4 85 10.2
Thailand 84.4 2.2 133 Dominican Republic 70.5 11.9 17.6
Other South Eastern Asia 92.9 71 0.0 Central America and Mexico 88.0 2.7 9.3

Western Asia, Middle East 76.1 114 125 El Salvador 82.0 4.0 14.0
Israel 88.9 5.6 5.6 Mexico 95.2 12 36
Jordan 100.0 0.0 0.0 South America 89.1 3.6 73
Lebanon 95.8 0.0 42 Argentina 83.1 6.1 10.8
Syrian Arab Republic 94.1 0.0 59 Bolivia 94.5 4.1 14
Turkey 60.9 18.5 20.5 Brazil 91.5 2.8 5.8
Other Western Asia, Middle East 96.1 3.9 0.0 Chile 90.9 3.8 53

Other Asia 97.1 0.0 2.9 Colombia 92.1 29 5.1

Europe 69.5 9.8 20.7 Ecuador 815 55 13.0

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 79.4 4.9 15.6 Peru 925 2.0 55
Austria 89.5 6.0 45 Uruguay 90.2 9.8 0.0
Belgium 77.0 7.0 16.0 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 84.8 4.1 111
Denmark 93.6 3.2 3.2 Other Latin America and Caribbean 91.0 3.6 54
Finland 100.0 0.0 0.0 Northern America 89.6 2.3 8.1
France 84.4 5.0 10.7 Canada 84.4 33 12.2
Germany 74.2 5.4 204 United States of America 91.2 2.0 6.9
Greece 97.7 0.0 2.3 Oceania 84.9 4.7 10.5
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b. Ages 18 to 24

per cent
Not in school Not in school
Family origin In T Net Family origin In T Not |
school Working . school Working .
working working
In native-born families 36.9 35.3 271.7
In immigrant families 24.0 50.6 25.4  In immigrant families (cont.)
Africa 15.2 63.1 21.7 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 38.6 37.2 24.2 Luxembourg 26.4 416 320
Eritrea 36.3 395 24.2 Netherlands 37.0 325 30.5
Ethiopia 35.6 37.8 26.6 Portugal 25.4 54.1 20.5
Mauritius 26.7 46.6 26.7 Spain 47.3 374 15.4
Somalia 35.1 345 30.4 Sweden 525 23.2 24.2
Other Eastern Africa 50.4 324 17.3 Switzerland 32.8 36.1 31.2

Central Africa 43.8 36.2 20.1 United Kingdom 39.6 318 28.6

Northern Africa 12.1 65.7 22.2 EU-12 17.4 65.5 17.1
Algeria 26.4 454 28.2 Bulgaria 30.9 49.8 19.3
Egypt 14.4 67.9 17.7 Czech Republic 385 422 19.3
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 46.5 24.4 29.1 Hungary 374 374 253
Morocco 113 66.2 225 Poland 36.9 425 20.6
Tunisia 116 66.6 21.8 Romania 11.0 73.0 16.0

Southern Africa 39.8 39.0 21.2 Slovakia 23.8 57.1 19.1

Western Africa 14.3 67.4 18.3 Slovenia 39.0 429 18.2
Cote d'lvoire 20.7 61.2 18.2 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 49.0 26.5 245
Ghana 13.0 71.2 15.8 South Eastern Europe 115 722 16.3
Nigeria 17.2 61.6 21.3 Albania 10.0 75.6 14.4
Senegal 8.9 735 17.6 Bosnia and Herzegovina 229 57.1 20.1
Other Western Africa 24.6 54.6 20.8 Croatia 35.0 485 16.5

Asia 218 60.0 18.2 TFYR Macedonia 7.2 78.4 145

Eastern Asia 224 55.2 225 Other South Eastern Europe 12.7 62.0 253
China 21.0 56.2 22.8 CIS 385 39.9 21.7
Japan 70.5 19.2 10.3 Western CIS 37.1 40.3 22.6

South Central Asia 14.1 69.6 16.3 Republic of Moldova 115 62.6 259
Bangladesh 6.9 76.4 16.7 Russian Federation 54.7 27.3 18.0
India 18.6 69.4 12.1 Ukraine 27.6 448 27.6
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 55.4 26.3 18.3 Other CIS 47.8 36.7 15.6
Pakistan 9.5 75.0 15.5 Other Europe 37.8 40.3 21.9
Sri Lanka 14.6 63.4 22.0 Latin America and Caribbean 39.3 374 233

South Eastern Asia 28.6 52.2 19.2 Caribbean 19.0 54.8 26.2
Philippines 235 55.2 21.4 Cuba 12.6 54.0 333
Thailand 422 41.0 16.9 Dominican Republic 19.8 54.9 25.2
Other South Eastern Asia 51.3 404 8.3 Central America and Mexico 44.3 36.2 19.5

Western Asia, Middle East 43.6 41.2 15.2 El Salvador 35.0 43.1 21.9
Israel 74.1 12.0 13.9 Mexico 63.7 21.8 145
Jordan 426 41.0 16.4 South America 40.3 36.3 234
Lebanon 64.8 19.9 15.3 Argentina 30.9 43.6 255
Syrian Arab Republic 53.7 354 11.0 Bolivia 49.3 34.9 15.8
Turkey 213 63.6 15.1 Brazil 46.2 30.1 23.7
Other Western Asia, Middle East 63.1 19.3 17.6 Chile 447 28.8 26.5

Other Asia 61.2 255 133 Colombia 453 31.2 235

Europe 23.2 49.3 275 Ecuador 28.3 51.9 19.8

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 30.3 34.0 35.7 Peru 44.8 38.4 16.8
Austria 545 30.3 15.2 Uruguay 315 44.8 23.8
Belgium 29.3 348 35.9 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 404 30.3 29.3
Denmark 40.2 45.1 14.6 Other Latin America and Caribbean 494 31.3 19.3
Finland 65.5 24.1 10.3 Northern America 36.4 30.2 335
France 345 36.4 29.2 Canada 321 36.6 313
Germany 24.7 33.7 41.6 United States of America 38.4 27.1 345
Greece 91.4 3.9 4.7 Oceania 32.0 34.7 33.3

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.
Note: Young adults who are both working and in school are counted only among those in school. For definitions
of country groups, see the note to Table 3.

45



Table 26: Young Women Aged 15-24 in School and Work, Italy, 2001

a. Ages 15 to 17

per cent
Not in school Not in school
. . In @ ——— . . In
Family origin school Working Not Family origin school Working Not
working working
In native-born families 87.5 2.3 10.3
In immigrant families 775 4.2 18.3  In immigrant families (cont.)
Africa 67.6 6.8 255 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 86.8 2.6 10.6 Luxembourg 89.2 2.7 8.1
Eritrea 85.7 3.6 10.7 Netherlands 88.8 0.0 113
Ethiopia 80.3 2.6 17.1 Portugal 76.9 7.7 15.4
Mauritius 95.1 24 24 Spain 90.6 0.9 85
Somalia 76.1 34 20.5 Sweden 95.4 2.3 23
Other Eastern Africa 96.0 1.6 24 Switzerland 86.6 2.3 111

Central Africa 86.6 11 12.4 United Kingdom 89.2 14 9.4

Northern Africa 63.0 77 29.4 EU-12 84.3 2.7 13.0
Algeria 70.0 25 275 Bulgaria 89.6 0.7 9.6
Egypt 88.0 17 10.3 Czech Republic 97.6 0.0 2.4
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 78.1 6.3 15.6 Hungary 88.9 0.0 111
Morocco 61.0 8.4 30.6 Poland 90.9 1.9 7.2
Tunisia 69.5 3.8 26.8 Romania 80.7 35 15.9

Southern Africa 100.0 0.0 0.0 Slovakia 88.9 5.6 5.6

Western Africa 69.7 75 228 Slovenia 90.8 0.0 9.2
Cote d'lvoire 60.5 9.3 30.2 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 89.0 14 9.6
Ghana 747 6.0 19.3 South Eastern Europe 63.1 7.4 29.5
Nigeria 723 6.2 215 Albania 67.0 7.2 25.8
Senegal 68.0 115 205 Bosnia and Herzegovina 78.6 29 185
Other Western Africa 75.0 6.0 19.1 Croatia 84.4 3.9 117

Asia 755 49 19.6 TFYR Macedonia 39.3 12.4 48.3

Eastern Asia 74.5 5.1 20.4 Other South Eastern Europe 52.9 7.9 39.1
China 73.8 5.2 21.0 CIS 90.3 1.6 8.1
Japan 96.8 0.0 3.2 Western CIS 89.9 16 85

South Central Asia 73.0 5.3 217 Republic of Moldova 76.8 5.4 17.9
Bangladesh 68.9 6.7 24.4 Russian Federation 94.5 14 4.2
India 80.0 5.9 14.1 Ukraine 83.2 0.7 16.1
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 96.8 0.0 3.2 Other CIS 93.0 1.2 5.8
Pakistan 55.3 44 40.4 Other Europe 86.7 2.2 111
Sri Lanka 69.2 4.7 26.1 Latin America and Caribbean 88.4 24 9.3

South Eastern Asia 82.3 34 14.3 Caribbean 725 5.4 221
Philippines 815 31 154 Cuba 75.7 14 23.0
Thailand 86.5 5.8 7.7 Dominican Republic 72.0 6.1 21.9
Other South Eastern Asia 88.5 3.9 7.7 Central America and Mexico 89.8 25 7.6

Western Asia, Middle East 76.4 6.2 17.4 El Salvador 84.3 4.8 10.8
Israel 90.5 0.0 9.5 Mexico 96.0 0.0 4.1
Jordan 93.8 0.0 6.3 South America 90.3 2.0 7.8
Lebanon 94.6 0.0 5.4 Argentina 86.1 4.1 9.8
Syrian Arab Republic 84.2 53 10.5 Bolivia 91.6 1.2 7.2
Turkey 60.6 11.7 271.7 Brazil 93.0 13 57
Other Western Asia, Middle East 935 0.0 6.5 Chile 93.1 0.4 6.6

Other Asia 100.0 0.0 0.0 Colombia 90.3 1.7 8.0

Europe 76.6 4.0 19.4 Ecuador 85.1 44 10.4

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 81.3 2.6 16.1 Peru 92.8 1.8 54
Austria 93.0 23 47 Uruguay 88.6 0.0 114
Belgium 82.6 2.8 14.7 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 86.0 0.8 13.2
Denmark 95.7 0.0 44 Other Latin America and Caribbean 91.6 2.8 5.6
Finland 100.0 0.0 0.0 Northern America 89.6 12 9.2
France 85.1 25 124 Canada 87.6 2.8 9.7
Germany 75.6 3.0 21.4 United States of America 90.0 0.9 9.1
Greece 97.4 0.0 2.6 Oceania 81.4 1.0 17.6
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b. Ages 18 to 24

per cent
Not in school Not in school
X . In . . In
Family origin school Working N Family origin school Working N
working working
In native-born families 45.2 26.2 28.6
In immigrant families 274 274 452 In immigrant families (cont.)
Africa 14.8 25.9 59.3 Europe (cont.)

Eastern Africa 324 35.0 32.6 Luxembourg 323 318 35.9
Eritrea 29.6 41.3 29.1 Netherlands 39.2 26.0 34.8
Ethiopia 26.4 41.7 31.9 Portugal 34.1 38.6 27.3
Mauritius 21.7 30.1 48.2 Spain 31.2 46.2 226
Somalia 304 425 27.2 Sweden 45.8 28.1 26.0
Other Eastern Africa 485 233 28.2 Switzerland 41.8 251 331

Central Africa 46.1 27.4 26.5 United Kingdom 40.9 27.1 320

Northern Africa 10.8 220 67.2 EU-12 17.2 384 444
Algeria 13.0 9.5 775 Bulgaria 33.6 29.3 37.1
Egypt 131 7.8 79.1 Czech Republic 21.4 36.4 422
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 37.0 219 411 Hungary 26.5 21.7 458
Morocco 10.7 255 63.8 Poland 20.8 31.6 47.6
Tunisia 8.1 10.9 81.0 Romania 13.2 424 444

Southern Africa 39.8 32.6 27.6 Slovakia 14.2 38.6 47.2

Western Africa 14.9 36.9 48.1 Slovenia 437 320 243
Cote d'lvoire 17.7 39.2 431 Other EU-15, etc. and EU-12 38.2 224 39.5
Ghana 20.1 45.7 34.2 South Eastern Europe 16.5 27.3 56.2
Nigeria 116 41.0 47.4 Albania 15.8 26.3 58.0
Senegal 12.4 27.1 60.5 Bosnia and Herzegovina 215 36.7 41.8
Other Western Africa 17.1 251 57.8 Croatia 39.0 30.5 30.5

Asia 255 333 41.2 TFYR Macedonia 7.7 243 68.0

Eastern Asia 25.2 426 323 Other South Eastern Europe 15.1 29.1 55.8
China 229 439 332 CIS 224 338 43.8
Japan 774 113 11.3 Western CIS 218 34.1 441

South Central Asia 22.0 23.2 54.8 Republic of Moldova 10.2 38.6 51.2
Bangladesh 45 16.1 79.4 Russian Federation 295 346 359
India 333 19.1 47.6 Ukraine 18.0 30.5 51.6
Iran (Islamic Republic of) 69.9 16.3 13.9 Other CIS 26.6 317 41.7
Pakistan 12.3 15.3 724 Other Europe 50.8 24.6 24.6
Sri Lanka 16.4 37.9 45.8 Latin America and Caribbean 36.0 28.8 35.2

South Eastern Asia 23.7 50.0 26.3 Caribbean 11.2 32.0 56.8
Philippines 214 55.4 23.2 Cuba 5.7 29.3 65.0
Thailand 18.7 28.0 53.3 Dominican Republic 19.1 36.0 45.0
Other South Eastern Asia 434 37.3 19.4 Central America and Mexico 414 29.6 29.0

Western Asia, Middle East 36.4 19.3 44.3 El Salvador 35.9 33.9 30.3
Israel 727 155 11.8 Mexico 52.2 21.2 26.6
Jordan 20.0 9.2 70.8 South America 416 28.1 30.3
Lebanon 48.6 11.3 40.1 Argentina 41.0 323 26.7
Syrian Arab Republic 24.0 8.3 67.7 Bolivia 52.9 28.6 185
Turkey 224 285 49.1 Brazil 41.6 225 359
Other Western Asia, Middle East 52.3 16.4 31.3 Chile 50.1 20.8 29.1

Other Asia 67.6 14.8 17.6 Colombia 46.5 21.0 325

Europe 279 27.0 45.1 Ecuador 26.1 41.7 322

EU-15, EEA and Switzerland 36.2 235 40.3 Peru 427 359 214
Austria 475 323 20.1 Uruguay 328 40.1 27.1
Belgium 31.6 231 454 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 453 18.4 36.3
Denmark 61.5 141 244 Other Latin America and Caribbean 51.8 23.7 245
Finland 50.6 333 16.1 Northern America 446 19.0 36.4
France 36.9 27.0 36.1 Canada 40.5 234 36.1
Germany 31.6 21.0 474 United States of America 46.5 17.0 36.5
Greece 86.5 5.4 8.2 Oceania 38.3 23.6 38.1

Source: Own calculations based on 2001 census data.

Note: Young adults who are both working and in school are counted only among those in school. For
definitions, see the note to Table 3.

47




6. LITERATURE REVIEW: INCLUSION AND OTHER SOCIAL
ISSUES

6.1  Educational attainment among children

The share of children in immigrant families is growing in the education system. According to
data on the 2006/07 school year, 5.6 per cent of the students are foreigners (Caritas-Migrantes
2007). Milan and Rome show the highest absolute numbers of foreign students (48,000 and
40,000, respectively). The largest shares are in elementary school and in middle school
(scuole medie inferiori). The share is only slightly above 3 per cent in secondary school
(scuole medie superiori). Four in five foreign students in secondary education are in the
vocational and technical tracks.®

6.1.1 Education as a means of inclusion: enrolments among foreign students

Together with the family, school plays an essential role in the socialization of the second
generation in immigrant families both as an institution dedicated to the social promotion of
each individual and as a place in which social skills are developed (or where exclusion
mechanisms are produced). While some scholars have focused on straightforward
quantitative reconstructions of the territorial distribution of foreign children, others have
concentrated on more specific issues such as scholastic achievement, dropouts, socialization
and interpersonal relationships. Research at the national level remains relatively scarce,
however. The research at the local level is primarily descriptive and is generally carried out
by educational administrative entities or local associations.

Among the most interesting statistical studies of foreign students is a national survey on
students of non-Italian citizenship in public and non-public schools (MIUR, various). Carried
out annually by the Ministry of Education, Universities and Research since 1998, the survey
provides a socio-demographic profile of the foreign student body and information on the
distribution of foreign students across the country. According to the most recent report
(MIUR 2008a), 574,133 foreign students were enrolled in public and private schools in the
2007/08 school year.” This represented 6.4 per cent of the total school population, and the
number is 9.6 times the corresponding number during the 1996/97 academic year, when the
immigration phenomenon seemed to be temporary and primarily associated with labour
immigration. The increase over the 2006/07 school year was 14.5 per cent. The foreign
students come from 191 countries. The largest shares are accounted for by Romania (16.2 per
cent), Albania (14.8 per cent), Morocco (13.3 per cent) and China (4.8 per cent). Students
from countries with Islamic traditions make up about a third. In elementary schools and
middle schools, foreign students represent 7.7 and 7.3 per cent of the total, respectively,
whereas the share is only 4.3 per cent among secondary schools. The share is higher in
vocational schools (8.7 per cent) and in specialized technical schools (4.8 per cent) and lower

® Elementary school corresponds to level 1 of the International Standard Classification System of Education
Levels. Middle school corresponds to level 2. Secondary school corresponds to level 3. The vocational and
technical tracks correspond to levels 3B and 3C.

"By law, all foreign students of school age, even if they are not covered by a residence permit, must be enrolled
in the education system. Education registers and databases for immigration control are not cross-checked.
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— less than 2 per cent — in the licei (Ilyceums).® There were 12,342 Roma registered at Italian
schools in 2006/07, mostly in elementary schools. Only 1.5 per cent of the Roma were
registered in secondary schools. This represents an increase of 4.3 per cent over the previous
year, however.

The trend towards significant concentrations of foreigners in specific kinds of schools and in
specific locations is, according to the Ministry of Education, Universities and Research, one
of the most critical issues facing the education system and must be addressed to avoid the
emergence of segregation. Several research projects conducted in Genoa, Milan and Turin
have found high concentrations of foreign students in these key cities, as well as in particular
types of institutions and classes (Queirolo Palmas 2003, Fondazione ISMU 2002, Citta di
Torino 2003). Trends such as these have the potential to create educational ghettos or
promote segregation (Queirolo Palmas 2003, Citta di Torino 2003).

6.1.2 Dropouts and delayed school completion

Empirical analyses of school dropouts among foreign children are scarce. The annual
investigations conducted by the Ministry of Education, Universities and Research do not
provide data according to nationality. They do show, however, that the number of dropouts
has declined considerably over the last 10 years, above all in elementary schools. The great
majority of the students who abandon elementary school are Roma. The number of dropouts
in middle school is small. In secondary schools, mainly in the vocational institutes, the
dropout rate was 1.6 per cent in 2006/07 (MIUR 2008b). Nonetheless, in 2006, around 21 per
cent of young foreign adults aged 18 to 24 were not enrolled in school and had completed
only compulsory education.’” The EU average was 15 per cent. Recent data indicate that
foreign students tend to repeat grades more often (MIUR 2008a). Almost 50 per cent are
behind in the educational path (52 per cent in middle schools and nearly 72 per cent in
secondary schools).

The numbers vary widely depending on the type of institution and location. For example,
based on research conducted by the Fondazione ISMU in Lombardy during the 1999/2000
academic year, 20 per cent of foreign students were behind in elementary school, 44 per cent
in middle school and 41.7 per cent in secondary school (Mazzi 2000). Research in 95 per cent
of the schools in the province of Arezzo (Tuscany) shows much higher levels that are similar
to national rates: 31 per cent in elementary school, 66 per cent in middle school and 77 per
cent in secondary school (Luatti et al. 2003).

Although opinions are diverse, a number of scholars find a close link between falling behind
in school and the placement of the minor at a certain grade level at the moment of enrolment
(Fravega and Queirolo Palmas 2003). According to Italian legislation, children should be

® Most secondary schools are public. Access is free, and there are no required entry tests. Students are 14 to 19
years of age. There are several types of secondary schools. The licei are secondary schools with an emphasis on
the humanities or sciences. They are five-year schools and are considered a preparation for university. There are
also fine arts licei and foreign language licei. Specialized technical and vocational schools teach practical
subjects. Students attend for three to five years depending on the training or apprenticeship programme. After
graduation, students are ready to enter the labour force.

® Compulsory education in 2006 covered eight years in elementary and middle school, to age 14. A 2007 reform
extended it to age 16.
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assigned to a specific class based upon their age. However, each institution has the option of
placing the child at a different level in light of the educational system in the country of origin,
the skills the child has already acquired and the level of schooling completed. The results of
the study in Arezzo reveal that more than half of the immigrant students were not placed at a
grade level corresponding to their age (Luatti et al. 2003). The study suggests that the
placement of foreign students at a grade level that is lower by a year with respect to the grade
of the age group of the students may ultimately prove helpful in long-term educational
success. However, placing the student two or more years behind often has negative
consequences (Favaro 2003). Meanwhile, a study conducted in the province of Teramo
(Abruzzo) found that the most prevalent criterion used for grade placement was the age of the
child (Vardanega 2003).

6.1.3 Educational outcomes

In the 2003/04 school year, the Ministry of Education, Universities and Research launched a
project aimed at analysing the educational performance of foreign students. The related
studies include a comparison of the rates at which foreign and native-born students advance
through the grades according to location and the various levels of schooling. The studies also
involve an in-depth examination of a statistically significant number of secondary schools
and a comparison with data on other European countries.

The project highlights the poorer performance of foreign students. The gap between
foreigners and native-born Italians in advancement from one grade to the next have widened
steadily from elementary school through secondary school. In elementary school in the
2006/07 school year, for example, the rate of advancement was 96.4 per cent among foreign
students compared with 99.9 per cent among native-born Italians. In middle school, the share
fell to 90.5 per cent compared with 97.3 per cent among the native born, and it fell to 72 per
cent in secondary school compared with 86.4 per cent among the native born (MIUR 2008c).

The issue of school performance is central in the “Itagen2” survey. Two years after the
original “Itagen2” interviews, more than 1,800 students were reinterviewed by phone. For
more than 1,400 of these students, scores on final examinations in secondary school are also
available. As expected, the survey provided evidence suggesting that foreign students do not
perform well at school. It found that the gap tends to persist between native-born Italian
children and the second generation in immigrant families. Students in families in which the
parents are well educated are five times more likely to obtain high grades than students
whose parents have limited education. Students without parents or other adults in the
household who can help them with homework are especially vulnerable (Barban et al. 2008).

The in-depth analysis of educational paths among students was the main goal of the research
study Una scuola in comune (‘A school in . . .” and a play on a word that may mean
‘common’ or ‘comune’ in Italian). The study was carried out during the 1998/99 school year
on a sample of approximately 1,000 students — half of whom were foreigners — in the third
year in middle schools in Arezzo, Bari, Bologna, Brescia, Genoa, Modena, Padua, Ravenna
and Turin (see Giovannini and Queirolo Palmas 2002, Giovannini 2001, Fisher and Fisher
2002, Queirolo Palmas 2006). According to the study, the educational experience of the
foreign students was subject to more disruptions relative to their native-born classmates
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because of the frequency with which the former change residence and because of delays in
schooling according to age in 60 per cent of the cases examined in the study. The study found
that foreigners most often show poor or medium-poor school performance. In addition,
overall educational achievement among foreigners and native-born Italians was directly
related to the socioeconomic position of the families. However, 14.3 per cent of foreign
students in families with higher socioeconomic status showed poor educational achievement.
The corresponding share among similar native-born students was only 1.7 per cent.

The study also examined educational achievement as the result of several types of factors,
including structural factors (sex, age, socioeconomic status, citizenship, geographical
mobility and scholastic mobility), relationships (with teachers and classmates and through the
support of the school) and attitudes (about the function of schools, values in life, commitment
to studying, and future expectations). A multiple regression analysis in which educational
success was the dependent variable revealed that relationship and attitude variables carry
considerable weight such that scholastic achievement may be determined by feelings of well-
being or malaise (revealed through analysis of the relationships with classmates and
teachers), level of self-confidence or insecurity (reflected in the choices made between school
and work and future expectations of employment), expectations about one’s own future and
structural variables such as age, socioeconomic status and linguistic ability.

Additional studies that have investigated educational inclusion and scholastic success among
children in immigrant families include Besozzi (2004), Besozzi and Tiana (2004), Colombo
(2004), Lonardi and Laboratorio per l'educazione interculturale (2005), Osservatorio
Economico della Provincia di Treviso (2003), Osservatorio Scolastico Provinciale di Pisa
(2005), Rinaldi and Schiavoni (2004), Santelli Beccegato (2005), Tué (2003) and Zurla
(2004).

6.1.4 Post-compulsory education, secondary education

According to the “Itagen2” survey, foreign students tend to choose professional and
vocational schools, which are the more rapid, easier routes through secondary school (Dalla
Zuanna et al. 2009). This is confirmed by government data on education (MIUR 2008a).

According to the research project Una scuola in comune (see above), 78.9 per cent of foreign
students (compared with 89.2 per cent of native-born Italians) declared that they wanted to
continue their studies, while 11.2 per cent preferred to look for work, and 9.9 per cent were
undecided (Giovannini and Queirolo Palmas 2002). Key factors involved in the choice made
by the foreign students included household socioeconomic status, educational attainment in
the family, family immigration history and gender. An analysis of data on enrolments in
various types of secondary schools revealed that foreign students had more modest academic
goals: 31.3 per cent were enrolled in vocational institutes or vocational courses, 26.3 per cent
in licei (the secondary schools that prepare students for university), and 20.5 per cent in
technical schools, compared, respectively, with 22.6, 40.6 and 25.9 per cent among native-
born Italians.

Cologna and Breveglieri (2003) found that a significant number of foreign students in Milan
also have jobs (43 per cent). This is the case especially among immigrant families from China
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and the Philippines. Among the students in immigrant families from China, 26 per cent said
they would exit the education system after middle school so that they could work full time
(compared with 2—4 per cent among students in other immigrant groups). Among students in
immigrant families from Egypt, 70 per cent said they wanted to continue on to university,
while 39 per cent of the students in immigrant families from Eritrea said they wanted to finish
secondary school.

Queirolo Palmas (2006) has explored the influence of cultural capital, socioeconomic status,
educational achievement, age, prior educational experience, gender and place of birth on
educational choices such as whether to work or study after middle school and whether to
complete secondary school. He finds that the choice about secondary school is strongly
influenced by family socioeconomic status: 67 per cent of the students in families in the
middle class or above choose to go to licei, while 76 per cent of youth in blue-collar families
choose a technical or vocational school. Relative to native-born Italians of similar
socioeconomic background, foreign students are significantly underrepresented among
students choosing to attend licei and considerably overrepresented among students choosing
vocational schools. Queirolo Palmas (2006) suggests that this outcome may be generated
mainly because of the experience of the parents in immigrant families. Many of these parents,
even those who may have degrees from universities in their countries of origin, succeed only
in obtaining low-level positions on the Italian labour market and therefore do not have
confidence in the advantages of greater commitment to education.

6.1.5 Socialization and peer relationships among children of school age

The quality of interpersonal relationships at school has a fundamental influence on
educational performance in that “it defines the sense of well-being felt on the part of the
individual in the school environment” (Besozzi 2002: 79). The school emerges as a place
where children in immigrant families are able to build positive relationships.

The research project “Una scuola in comune” that was carried out in nine cities found that
relationships among classmates were considered positive by 92.5 per cent of native-born
Italians and 80.8 per cent of children in immigrant families (Giovannini and Queirolo Palmas
2002; see elsewhere above). Among the foreign interviewees, 5.9 per cent said they had
“some relational difficulty”, while 1.7 per cent felt that they “did not fit in at all” (Besozzi
2002). Similarly, relationships among classmates were considered positive among foreign
interviewees in the project in Modena and in elementary schools in Rome (Giovannini 2001,
Pinelli et al. 2003). In the project study conducted in Teramo (Abruzzo), 37.5 per cent of the
foreign students said they had invited classmates to their homes and had received like
invitations from classmates (Vardanega 2003). In Milan, Cologna and Breveglieri (2003)
found that 68 per cent of foreign youth had spent time at the homes of native-born Italian
friends. A prevalence of friendships among children from the same country did not emerge in
Milan expect among children in immigrant families from China. Even among these children,
however, only 6.8 per cent said they did not have even one Italian friend.

In general, the project found variation according to country of origin. For example, while

adolescents in the families of Coptic Christians from Egypt and in immigrant families from
Peru were more likely to interact with their native-born Italian classmates, adolescents in
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families from China, Eritrea, Ethiopia and the Philippines tended to cultivate relationships
among adolescents within the same immigrant group or in other immigrant groups.

The project study in Milan found that preadolescents in immigrant families and in native-
born Italian families spent most of their free time at home, usually watching television, using
computers, or playing video games. However, children in immigrant families helped more
with household chores (Cologna and Breveglieri 2003, Giovannini and Queirolo Palmas
2002). Children in immigrant families spent significant non-structured free time in the streets
and in courtyards, piazzas, parks, fast food restaurants and video arcades.

A questionnaire survey conducted in the province of Trento (Trentino—Alto Adige) during the
2005/06 school year relied on network analysis to examine the interpersonal relationships that
develop within classrooms that include children in immigrant families (Martini 2007). The
goal was to reconstruct the characteristics of class members who are marginalized by fellow
classmates or have no ties of friendship with classmates, as well as the characteristics of the
most popular students. The students in the sample were members of 74 randomly selected
classes in the first three years in eight secondary schools. The survey involved 1,317 students
aged 14-17. Among the 278 students in immigrant families included in the sample (21.1 per
cent of the total), most were in families from Albania (13.2 per cent), the former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia (11.7 per cent), or Morocco (10.6 per cent). In addition, 28.5 per cent
of these students had been born in Italy or had immigrated, with their families, before
reaching school age.

Nine in ten native-born Italians said they spent time in friendship networks consisting only of
native-born Italians. About a quarter of the students in immigrant families said they spent
time in networks composed solely of friends in families from their countries of origin. The
friendship networks of the majority of these students (47.6 per cent) were mixed.

The researchers relied on an index to measure the friendship network activity and popularity
of each student. The index was constructed on the basis of questionnaire responses about
specific friendship ties among students. The network analysis found that gender was a
significant factor influencing marginalization and popularity. Thus, boys in immigrant
families were 22 times more at risk of isolation than girls in immigrant families. Citizenship
and socioeconomic status were also factors. Adolescents in immigrant families of higher
socioeconomic status were less at risk of exclusion than adolescents in immigrant families of
lower status. Students who had been born in Italy or who had arrived as infants were more
successful in forming networks with classmates than were students who had arrived when
they were of school age.

Relationships were likewise central in a recent survey among middle school students (aged
11-14) in Tuscany (Recchi et al. 2008). The survey explored the relationships developed by
native-born Italians and children in immigrant families inside and outside school, including
individual friendships and contacts, informal groups and networks, and more formally
structured associations such as religious groups and sports clubs. The researchers paid
particular attention to household dynamics, that is, family structure, family cultural capital,
socioeconomic status, immigration history (if any) and educational performance. The data
were gathered during class through structured questionnaires distributed among 473 students

53



in 22 classes in 12 middle schools. Among the children in immigrant families, 24.4 per cent
had arrived in Italy between 5 and 9 years of age, while almost 20 per cent had been born in
Italy. The main countries of origin were Albania (19.2 per cent of these students), China
(14.9 per cent) and Romania (9.3 per cent). Only 37 per cent were living in homes owned by
their families, while 58 per cent were living in families that were rented. Among the native-
born Italian children, 83 per cent were living in families that owned their own home.

The study found that the social networks of second-generation children are narrow. The
analysis of friendship networks showed that second-generation children often do not
participate in mixed groups of native-born Italians and children in immigrant families and
that they are rarely at the centre of networks. Many of the children in immigrant families are
isolated. Except among children in families from other EU countries, the study found that
lower average school performance among the children in immigrant families is a factor in this
outcome.

The nationwide “Itagen2” survey among 11- to 14-year-olds found that almost all students in
immigrant families have at least one native-born Italian friend, but that the incidence and size
of extracurricular friendship networks depend on the age of the children and the number of
years they have been living in Italy (Barban et al. 2008). Most of the children — 88 per cent
among the foreign students and 95 per cent among the Italian citizens — believe that
schoolmates should also be friends. There is little difference in responses on this issue
between Italians, foreigners who arrived in Italy at preschool age, and foreigners born in
Italy. However, there is a difference between these groups and foreign students who have
arrived more recently.

The survey found that the nature of friendship networks also varies according to country of
origin and citizenship. Children in immigrant families from Albania and from Eastern Europe
tend to form solid relationships with their native-born Italian peers, whereas children in
families from Morocco and most Asian countries — possibly because of the language barrier —
form networks that are more strongly tied to their own countries of origin. For instance,
among children who have been born in Italy to families from China or who have arrived in
Italy by age 10, less than a third meet their schoolmates frequently outside school, compared
with the 70 per cent average among foreign children.

According to the survey, although young foreigners tend to be less self-confident and more
vulnerable than their Italian classmates, the desires and expectations of all the children are
similar. The similarity in aspirations increases and the lack of self-confidence decreases if the
children have had time to become familiar with Italian society and if they have the tools and
skills to understand Italian society. Birth in Italy and the number of years lived in Italy carry
more weight in this outcome than birth to parents who are foreign citizens or birth to parents
who are Italian citizens.

The few studies on networks of exclusive relationships among immigrant groups are
generally qualitative. They may be divided into two types based on whether the networks are
(1) the outcome of conscious decisions by children and youth in immigrant families to
recover elements of their cultures of origin or (2) the result of a lack of choice because of
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social exclusion or because of isolation within marginal or deviant subcultures or social
behaviours.

The studies by Cologna and Breveglieri (2003) and Andall (2003) may be included among
the first type. The former emphasize the tendency among students in immigrant families from
China to spend much of their free time with others in the same immigrant group. These
students even tend to favour imported Chinese products. The study also found that, among
children in families from the Philippines, the religious dimension plays a significant role in
network formation.

Andall (2003) conducted interviews with 27 residents of Milan between the ages of 13 and 22
who had parents from Africa (5 in families from Cape Verde, 3 from Egypt, 14 from Eritrea,
1 from Ethiopia and 4 from Sierra Leone). She underlines the importance among the young
people in families from Ethiopia of gathering in the Centro Sociale di Leoncavallo, a social
activity centre in Milan. The young people consider the centre conducive to the construction
of a strong group identity.

An example of the second type of research on exclusive networks among immigrant groups is
an ethnographic study conducted by Quadrelli (2003). Quadrelli spent time among a group of
30 youth between 16 and 22 years of age in immigrant families from Albania. The group
members regularly met in Zona Expo, an event centre and gathering place in the old port in
Genoa. Quadrelli suggests that these youth met regularly at Zona Expo because of a shared
feeling of social exclusion. He observes that this friendship community is necessary, but that
it is also negative. It has been constructed because of the isolation forced upon the youth by
the society of settlement rather than because of a desire to reaffirm or defend a separate
cultural identity.

Another example of this line of research is the study by Braccini (2000), who explores
alternative types of associations that lead to new subcultures. Braccini uses participant
observation and focus group interviews to learn about a group of approximately 60 youth
who are known in the media as the ragazzi del Flaminio (youth of Flaminio). The group was
formed in the 1990s and consists mostly of 15- to 25-year-olds in families of African origin,
especially from Eritrea, Ethiopia and Somalia. The group regularly meets in Piazzale
Flaminio near the centre of Rome. These youth have been marginalized and experience
feelings of malaise within society. Braccini’s objective is to reconstruct the organization and
history of the group and to analyse the effects exerted on the members by the image of the
group presented in the media, especially newspapers. The study explores the various factors
that influence the process of the construction and development of identity among the group
and the images of African youth propagated in Italian society. Braccini also analyses the role
of music in uniting the members of the group. Music allows group members to establish a
link between their cultures of origin in Africa and the society of settlement and to create a
new subculture.
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6.2 Children and health

Because this sort of information is not collected from birth centres, statistical data on the
health conditions of newborns in immigrant families must be based on various research
efforts. It was regularly argued during the 1990s that there was a clear gap in health outcomes
between newborns in immigrant families and newborns in native Italian families. However,
UNICEF and Caritas Italiana (2005) report that the gap has been shrinking in recent years.
For example, studies among 33 birth centres in 25 cities indicate that the stillbirth rate
(measured as late foetal deaths) is 3.7 per 1,000 births among non-EU immigrant families and
2.7 among native-born Italian families. Small differences also exist in early and late neonatal
mortality (up to one month) and post-neonatal mortality (up to one year).

Other recent studies find that the major factors in health risks among newborns and children
in immigrant families are linked to the poor economic conditions among the families and the
disadvantages associated with the lack of social inclusion (for example, see Mazzetti 2002).
Thus, among immigrant families in Lombardy, only 41 per cent of the children regularly visit
paediatricians. The corresponding share falls to 5.6 per cent among the children of
undocumented immigrants. This low level of basic preventive health care has the unfortunate
effect of increasing the number of visits to emergency services among these families
(Gusmeroli et al. 2005).

6.3  Socialization and identity

6.3.1 ldentity formation

There is little good research on the construction of identity among youth in immigrant
families. A significant exception is the study conducted by Secchiaroli and Mancini (2002) in
several cities, mostly in northern Italy. The authors use a structured questionnaire to explore
the ways in which preadolescents and adolescents in immigrant families define their
identities. They also investigate feelings of well-being and malaise among youth in school.
Their results suggest that the preadolescents tend to define themselves in terms of a sense of
belonging within an immigrant group or a geographical location, although the descriptions
they provide of their identity within these groups do not always correspond to the countries of
origin of their families. Moreover, among the preadolescents, the need to reinforce an ethnic
or immigrant identity does not seem to be accompanied by any sense of superiority with
respect to groups in which the youth are not a part. However, the preadolescents appear
nonetheless to value Italian identity and are more liable to consider themselves similar to
native-born Italians rather than individuals in other immigrant groups. They often say, for
instance, that they are also Italian, or European, or citizens of the world. In light of such
observations, Mancini (2001) hypothesizes that some of these preadolescents develop an
alternate biculturalism derived from the subordinate position assigned by others to their
immigrant groups. They appear to prefer to respond to the challenges and stresses involved in
the construction of identity by assimilating themselves within the local culture or by
identifying with a more general category, such as Europe or a religion, that is sufficiently
broad to include their immigrant group and the native majority in the country of settlement.

56



Di Maria and Lo Coco (2002) used quantitative and qualitative methodologies to examine the
development of precursors in the construction of ethnic identities among children in
immigrant families in Sicily. The precursors included ethnic categorization, ethnic
identification, ethnic constancy, knowledge and familiarity with the practices of one’s
ethnicity, ethnic preferences, and attitudes towards one’s own group and towards others. The
researchers worked with 39 children in families from Tunisia and 32 native-born Italian
children. The children were 6 to 10 years of age. The results suggest that all the children felt a
sense of belonging to a particular ethnic group. They had also assimilated certain
characteristics that defined them as true members of the group. They were fully aware of
being of Tunisian or Italian origin and realized that this origin was a stable characteristic that
would define them over time. They also possessed a solid knowledge-base concerning the
traditions and customs of their group. In addition, the study found that the children generally
displayed a preference for other members of their own group. This was demonstrated through
the choice of playmates and the use of positive descriptors for these playmates.

From a sociological perspective, Bosisio et al. (2005) conducted a study on identity formation
among second-generation youth. They highlighted the many group associations of these
youth and analysed the ability of the youth to manage diverse cultural points of reference
routinely. The project consisted of 61 in-depth interviews and five focus groups among
secondary school students in the Milan metropolitan area. The authors tested the hypothesis
that second-generation youth are different from their parents because they have more frequent
contact with a wider variety of social models and that they are different from their classmates
because they have the experience of membership in an immigrant group. The authors propose
six different types of self-identification among these youth: ethnic identification (within a
network), isolation (marginalized), mimicry (an ability to camouflage nationality),
transnational identification (partaking in identity at more than one level), double membership
(favouring elements of connection), and cosmopolitanism. The adoption of each identity
strategy is influenced by factors such as the existence of networks, cultural and social capital,
socioeconomic status, individual experiences and discrimination in the new social context.

Rossitti (2006) uses a semi-structured questionnaire among 100 non-Italian students in
technical and vocational schools in Rome in 2003/04. Three fourths of the students had been
in Italy for less than 10 years. The survey investigated the language spoken most frequently,
future prospects, inclusion in the local social environment, perceived racism and inclusion in
the school environment. The results suggest that dual cultural membership is considered a
resource rather than an impediment in the fulfilment of the goals of the young interviewees.
The three factors that most influenced the ability of foreign students to become included were
the age at which they arrived in Italy, their membership within a stable family group capable
of guaranteeing a network of support and solidarity, and the cultural capital of parents.

6.3.2 The language spoken at home

The important role played by the family in transmitting the cultural inheritance of countries
of origin and the differences in this across immigrant groups have emerged in various studies.
For example, Giacalone (2002) and Cologna and Breveglieri (2003) emphasize the concern
shown among families of Egyptian and Moroccan origin to teach the language and religion of
their countries of origin to their children. Similarly, a research project supported by the region
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of Emilia-Romagna in 1997 found that, among immigrant families from Egypt, Ghana,
Morocco and Senegal, linguistic competence in the language of origin was fostered among
children by maintaining the use of this language at home (Giovannini and Morgagni 2000).
Moreover, the children were also encouraged to master an additional non-Italian foreign
language, often English or French.

6.3.3 Intergenerational relationships and social mobility: the issue of two cultures

The intergenerational transition from the first generation to the second generation in the
immigrant population, as observed by Demarie and Molina (2004), is often characterized by
cognitive, behavioural and social discontinuities that augment the risk of deviance and social
conflict. These emergent problems are important because they directly affect the process of
social cohesion.

Children of immigrants are usually socialized within the life styles and cultural models of the
society of settlement. They tend to reject the assimilation strategies that their parents have
used, which most commonly result in a sort of social inclusion at a subordinate level.*® The
dissonance between the socioeconomic exclusion experienced by immigrants, manifest
particularly in the difficulty of entering the labour force, and the expectations associated with
the immigration experience can easily create malaise and frustration, which may become
more apparent in the second generation.

In the delicate phase during which an adolescent matures into an adult, children of the second
generation in immigrant families not only face the typical challenges of adolescence, but
must also negotiate and reconcile two, quite different cultures, a task requiring much complex
reflection. The reconciliation frequently takes place within the family, which thus becomes
the locus of encounter, discussion and clash over the culture of origin and the new cultural
context in which the family has settled.

As already state in the paragraph 4, an additional issue central to the discontinuity among the
second generation is the acquisition of citizenship in the country of settlement. Acquiring
Italian citizenship is not automatic. For the second generation, it usually becomes possible
only after the individual has reached the age of majority (18 years of age). Certainly,
citizenship carries significant implications not only in terms of the enjoyment of full civil and
political rights, but also for important processes related to the construction of identity.

The family context cannot be ignored in discussions of the process of inclusion experienced
by second-generation immigrants. Education within immigrant families is marked by
ambivalence about the maintenance of the traditional cultural values of the country of origin
and the desire to achieve socioeconomic stability in the country of settlement. There is
tension between the desire of parents to exercise a measure of control over the choices made

19 This refers to the subordinate socioeconomic position of immigrants who often accept employment that is not
paid well, is tiring and is generally refused by native-born workers. It is similar to the position of marginalized
segments in the native-born population. Jobs with these characteristics are more usual in Italy in seasonal work,
industrial production and home care for the elderly and the physically disabled. For a relevant analysis, see
Ambrosini (2004).
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by their children and the obvious comparisons with a society that emphasizes values such as
freedom and emancipation, gender equality and personal independence (Ambrosini 2005).

Among the values immigrant families associate with good education, Besozzi (2003)
describes the importance of transmitting the culture of origin to reinforce the identity of the
children. There is apparently a tendency among parents in immigrant families to view the
relational model of native-born Italian parents and children negatively and to worry that their
own offspring will adopt this behaviour. This preoccupation often emerges in parental
demands that children respect parental authority (Tognetti Bordogna 2000, Fondazione
Silvano Andolfi 2003, Giovannini and Morgagni 2000, Giacalone 2002, Besozzi 2003).

The recognition by parents in immigrant families of the value of education and the desire of
the parents to invest in the educational paths of their children emerge in the literature. A
project in Emilia-Romagna demonstrates that immigrant parents who arrive in Italy with a
high level of education, irrespective of their place of origin, envision that their children will
pursue their studies to the university level. They consider advanced levels of education as a
means for their children to obtain better jobs and as a way to maintain their prestige before
kin left behind in the country of origin (Giovannini 2000). Based on their research in Milan,
Cologna and Breveglieri (2003) underline that, in immigrant communities in which many
children typically begin working at a young age, such as groups from China, Peru and the
Philippines, education is still highly valued even if the necessity of contributing to household
financial well-being forces these children to abandon their studies. Giacalone (2002) found
similar results among parents in immigrant families from Morocco. During interviews, these
parents emphasized the importance of school and described the possession of a diploma as a
key factor in social mobility.

6.4 Youth and deviant behaviour

Recent data show that the number of cases involving children in immigrant families reported
to the criminal justice system has been growing in the last decade, reaching more than 10,000
cases in 2002, which is about one fourth of all cases involving children in immigrant and
native-born families (UNICEF and Caritas Italiana 2005). The relative share of cases
involving children in immigrant families is even greater among under-14-year-olds. The rate
of recidivism is also high, meaning that individual children may be involved in several cases.
The data show that there is a high proportion of Roma among the children in immigrant
families who exhibit deviant behaviour.

Surveys in ltaly on the complex relationship between immigration and deviance have
generally focused primarily on unaccompanied children, especially youth and victims. Little
attention has been paid to the second generation and the structural vulnerability and exposure
to deviant and criminal phenomena among the second generation (Melossi et al. 2007).

Recent research on unaccompanied children, especially those whom criminal organizations
victimize or corrupt and the increasing number who are trafficked, is centred on two areas:
(1) studies focusing on reconstructing the experiences of individuals and developing
statistical and analytical typologies (Giovannetti 2000, Oltrelab and Comune di Modena
2003, Osservatorio Provincia di Arezzo 2002, Melossi and Giovannetti 2002, Marzin 2001)
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and (2) studies focusing on interventions to reduce deviance and criminality or focusing on
specific issues, particularly problems among children in immigrant families (Butticci 2003,
Campani et al. 2002, Ambrosini and Boccagni 2002, Belluati 2002, SSI and IPRS 2001).

Giovannetti (2000) collected 16 life histories of unaccompanied 13- to 19-year-olds in
Bologna and Modena in the region of Emilia-Romagna. She found that these youth had
immigrated for different reasons. Some were escaping dangerous situations or social unrest;
others were motivated by the possibility of finding employment, hoped to experience new life
styles, or were following friends or relatives who had since gone elsewhere.

Oltrelab and the Comune di Modena (2003) conducted in-depth qualitative interviews with
social workers and with 26 foreign children residing in a shelter for unaccompanied youth in
Modena. The results suggest that the immigration experiences of youth from Albania are
quite different from the experiences of youth from Morocco. The latter tended to have lower
levels of educational attainment and to leave their country of origin earlier. The young
Moroccans frequently had relatives or friends in Italy, and their decision to immigrate had
been generally supported by their families, whereas the families of the youth from Albania
had often been opposed initially to the plan to immigrate. The principal motive pushing these
youth to immigrate was the need to earn money and to find better education and training or to
find employment.

Economic motivations are also frequently cited in a study by Marzin (2001), who focuses on
the services available and accessible to foreign children in Turin. Unlike the study described
above, Marzin finds that almost all the families of Albanian youth had supported the choice
to immigrate and often went into debt to help the children. The immigration experience of
children from Morocco varied depending on the part of Morocco from which they had come.

Other studies have attempted to explore deviant behaviour among unaccompanied foreign
children, including among victims of trafficking. Melossi and Giovannetti (2002) analysed
life histories gathered through interviews with 70 foreign children in penal institutions and in
shelters for unaccompanied immigrant youth. The children were mainly from Albania and
Morocco. Many of the children had similar backgrounds, and almost all had survived
dangerous clandestine sea voyages to reach Italy. The final outcome of the immigration
experience greatly depended, however, on the specific situations and opportunities the young
immigrants encountered, often by chance, upon arrival in Italy.

Renton (2002) addresses the trafficking of children from Albania to Italy for sexual
exploitation. The children were brought to Italy between 1995 and 2000. The study involved
interviews with girl victims of trafficking, teachers, social workers, police, local government
officials and representatives of non-governmental organizations. The analysis includes a
profile of the victims, the majority of whom grew up in rural areas and have little education.
It reconstructs the social context in which the phenomenon of trafficking occurred; the
recruitment techniques employed, especially abduction; factors that facilitated the
recruitment, and the routes to Italy. It also assesses assisted repatriation projects.

The exploitation of foreign children for labour or sex was investigated in a research project
conducted by the Fondazione Internazionale Lelio Basso (2001) in Naples, Rome and Turin.
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To document the unfavourable conditions faced by foreign children, some of which reduce
the children practically to slavery, the project undertook interviews with 45 key informants
who were working with children. The study found that, particularly in Turin, a significant
number of foreign children were working as street vendors, which is often an excuse for
begging, and, to a lesser degree, were involved in thievery, prostitution and drug-dealing
(Lostia and Tagliacozzo 2001). In Naples, unaccompanied Moroccan children between the
ages of 10 and 16 could often be found selling packets of tissues on the street and cleaning
the windshields of cars stopped at intersections (De Filippo et al. 2001). However, in these
contexts, it is sometimes difficult to determine whether the children are acting independently
or willingly to subsist. In Rome, the study found that the choice to immigrate was often a
family decision, and the young immigrants were providing for the welfare of the family as if
they had been adults (Carchedi and Castellani 2001).

Carchedi et al. (2003) investigated the differences between the trafficking and the smuggling
of people. They paid special attention to the dangers faced by children through the
development of relationships resembling indentured service or even slavery that affect
particularly younger or otherwise weaker foreign children, especially young girls.

Not only unaccompanied children are at risk of becoming involved in these precarious
relationships, but also youth of immigrant origin who have friendship networks and family.
Such youth are more likely to practice deviant behaviour if they are unable to earn the
incomes necessary to sustain life styles similar to the life styles among native-born Italian
youth (Melossi and Giovannetti 2002).

Queirolo Palmas and Torre (2005) discuss the results of an empirical study conducted in 2004
among Yyouth in families from Latin America in the metropolitan area of Genoa (see also
Queirolo Palmas 2004). The study endeavours to reconstruct the daily lives of these youth
through interviews with them and with other key informants, including social workers and
educators. The study analyses 72 in-depth interviews, informal conversations, and
approximately 200 hours of participant observation in a variety of contexts, such as
nightclubs, soccer fields, piazzas, bars, schools, churches and shopping centres. Two thirds of
the youth interviewed were 15 to 17 years of age; most were living in mother-only families
from Ecuador. The authors find that, for many of the youth, immigration is accompanied by a
sense of disorientation and a loss of points of reference in the traditional culture. Among the
youth, gathering in and taking over places open to the public serve as a means of affirming
identity and establishing a sense of belonging to a community.

The authors also criticize local media for stigmatizing these youth as a source of trouble and
disorder. They accuse the media of contributing, through regular attention, to the allure of
membership in the gangs among this population group. Moreover, the attention tends to link
in the public mind the phenomenon of the gangs and all youth in immigrant families.

The Ministry of Education, Universities and Research has been supporting a research project
on culture, rights and socialization among young children and adolescents. A related study
has examined the links between certain types of socialization and the incidence of deviant
and criminal behaviour among youth in Bologna (Emilia-Romagna), particularly youth in
immigrant families (for example, see Melossi et al. 2007). The study was based on the
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hypothesis that barriers to social inclusion encourage second-generation youth in immigrant
families to seek alternative forms of socialization. The sample consisted of 335 students —
177 boys and 158 girls — in 19 classes in the last year of middle school (eighth grade, 13- and
14-year-olds). The study found no significant correlation between the index of foreignness
used in the study and self-reported deviant behaviour. However, as the index of foreignness
rose for an individual, the measure of the socioeconomic position of the immigrant family
tended to decline. The study also found links between deviant behaviour and other variables,
such as gender (male), sense of well-being (low) and family ties (weak), among the
immigrant group and among native-born Italians. The results demonstrate that the
behavioural choices of adolescents are associated with conditions at home, especially the
amount of control exercised by parents and the trust, confidence and esteem children feel
towards their parents.

6.5  Significance and function of the religious dimension

In the sociological literature in Italy, religion is not the subject of inquiry in many ad hoc
research projects, but its significance emerges in broader analyses of living conditions among
youth in immigrant families. Cologna and Breveglieri (2003), for example, find that mosques
and other centres among young Muslims, religious communities among Coptic Christians and
youth in families from Eritrea, and Catholic churches among youth in families from Peru and
the Philippines are important meeting points and sites of socialization.

A study by the Roman Catholic Diocese of Milan examined the participation of children in
immigrant families from countries outside Europe in activities organized by priests in over
300 parishes and the attitudes of parishioners towards these children (Caritas Ambrosiana
2000). The results reveal that there was a prevalence of boys among the children in
immigrant families who attend religious functions and activities, as well as a concentration of
youth 6 to 13 years of age. The children involved in the study had mostly been born in Italy,
and most had attended the same parish for at least four years. Most of the immigrant families
were from Albania, Latin America (especially Peru), or North Africa, while few families
were from China or the Philippines. In fact, 64.7 per cent declared that they were Catholic,
while 22.3 per cent described themselves as Muslims, 4.7 per cent as other Christian and 8.4
per cent as other non-Christian. Belonging to a non-Catholic family did not seem to deter
youth from attending mass. By the same token, socialization and participation in various
activities (especially sports) did not seem to be conditioned by religion or religious
differences.

A study on the social inclusion of second-generation youth in immigrant families in Emilia-
Romagna also explored the religious dimension (Barbagli and Schmoll 2007). The study was
conducted among 3,801 middle school students (1,086 of whom were native-born Italians).
The preliminary results highlight the enormous differences in religious practice among
students depending on the countries of origin of their families. Children in immigrant families
from Albania, Republic of Moldova, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and
Ukraine are fairly similar to native-born Italian children with regard to the frequency with
which they pray, while children in immigrant families from Ecuador, Ghana, Morocco,
Nigeria, Pakistan, Romania, Tunisia and Turkey pray much more frequently. Children in
families from China and the former Serbia and Montenegro are more secularized relative to
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native-born Italians. The study found no evidence of reactive religiosity, that is, the positive
influence of economic marginalization on religious practice. However, the data showed that,
among families from India, Morocco, Romania and, to a lesser degree, Albania, children
tended to pray more regularly, the longer the families had been in Italy. This contrasts with
the study’s finding that students who said they speak Italian with their brothers and sisters
also tended to pray less frequently than others.

7. CONCLUSIONS

A transformation has been occurring in immigration to Italy. The number of children in
immigrant families is increasing, and the children and families are arriving from an enormous
variety of countries and backgrounds. Many of the families from the EU and North America
are headed by Italian citizens who are returning to Italy after a period as emigrants. Most of
the children are therefore also Italian citizens. Among immigrant families from other
countries of origin, the picture is different. Many of the children who have arrived in Italy
since 1996 have come from western Africa and Asia, particularly Bangladesh and India.
There have also been large flows of immigrants from Albania, the Republic of Moldova,
Romania and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. Many of the countries are new in
the immigration flows to Italy.

The key findings of the our original analysis of data derived from the 2001 Census and the
2006 “Itagen2” survey are the following:

e The majority of children of immigrant origin grow up in complete families, though
one-parent households are rather common.

e Poverty rates tend to rise according to the number of children in a household.
Immigrant families tend to be larger.

e Immigrant families tend to experience overcrowding in housing. A substantial share
of second-generation immigrants owns their own homes, though the homes tend to be
smaller than the average across the population.

e Only 25 per cent of young people aged 18 to 24 in immigrant families are still in
school. The share among native-born Italians is 40 per cent. Children in immigrant
families tend to choose the vocational or professional tracks in the education system.

e Immigrants are at a general disadvantage in the job market. Even parents from
countries of origin with older historical immigration flows to Italy tend to have less
well qualified jobs.

e Economic activity rates among mothers in immigrant families are high. This is an
effect of the large share of women working in home care and domestic services. They
often work part time.

e There are differences in education and labour force participation between young
fathers and mothers in immigrant families. These differences appear to be rooted in
corresponding differences in the countries of origin.

The challenges of immigration to Italian society are substantial. However, there has been
little research into immigration issues. There have been no exhaustive studies on children in
immigrant families. Little is known about the health of these children or the extent of their
social inclusion. The scant data available have been gathered mainly through small-scale
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studies at the local level in a few places. Policy responses seem ad hoc, and they do not
appear well coordinated and do not reflect any overall vision or direction.

The research community and policymakers must address the challenges more directly. There
IS a substantial demand for more information and analysis on children on immigrant family in
Italy. We have examined the limited research available: it appears that children in immigrant
families face disadvantages not only during the first years after the arrival of the families in
Italy, but also among the second generation, the children born in Italy to at least one parent
born elsewhere. The share of the children of this generation among all children in immigrant
families is large.

One important concern about immigration revolves around the ability of the welfare state to
accommodate the new arrivals. The Italian welfare system is not comprehensive. Family
members play a key role in providing support during times of need. This is bad news for
immigrant families not only because they tend to have more children (and more
overcrowding in the household), but because they are less able to rely on extended family or
other support networks.

64



References

Ambrosini, M. (2004), ‘Il futuro in mezzo a noi: Le seconde generazioni scaturite
dall’immigrazione nella societa italiana dei prossimi anni’, pp. 1-53 in M.
Ambrosini and S. Molina (eds), Seconde generazioni: Un’introduzione al futuro
dell’immigrazione in Italia, Turin: Edizioni Fondazione Giovanni Agnelli.

Ambrosini, M. (2005), Sociologia delle migrazioni, Bologna: Il Mulino.

Ambrosini, M. (2007), ‘Italiani col trattino: Figli dell’immigrazione in cerca di identitad’,
paper presented at the conference, ‘Seconde Generazioni in Italia: Presente e futuro
dei processi di integrazione dei figli di immigrati’, Comune di Bologna and
Fondazione del Monte, Bologna, 3 May.

Ambrosini, M. and P. Boccagni (2002), ‘L’immigrazione in Trentino, Rapporto 2002’,
Provincia Autonoma di Trento, Trento, Italy.

Ambrosini, M. and C. Cominelli (eds) (2004), Educare al futuro: Il contributo dei luoghi
educativi extrascolastici nel territorio lombardo, Milan: Fondazione ISMU.
Ambrosini, M. and S. Molina (eds) (2004), Seconde generazioni: Un’introduzione al futuro
dell’immigrazione in Italia, Turin: Edizioni Fondazione Giovanni Agnelli.

Amnesty International (2006), Invisibili: Minori migranti detenuti all'arrivo in Italia, Turin:
Ega Editore.

ANCI (Associazione Nazionale Comuni Italiani) (2004), Minori stranieri non accompagnati:
Ur’indagine territoriale, Rome: Dipartimento Immigrazione e Politiche Sociali,
ANCI.

Andall, J. M. (2000), Gender, Migration and Domestic Service: The Politics of Black Women
in Italy, Interdisciplinary Research Series in Ethnic, Gender and Class Relations,
Aldershot, United Kingdom: Ashgate.

Andall, J. M. (2002), ‘Second Generation Attitude? African-Italians in Milan’, Journal of
Ethnic and Migration Studies, vol. 28, no. 3, pp. 389-407.

Andall, J. M. (2003), ‘Italiani o stranieri? La seconda generazione in Italia’, in A. Colombo
and G. Sciortino (eds), Un immigrazione normale, Bologna: Il Mulino.

Angelini, L. and D. Bertani (eds) (2005), L'adolescenza nell'epoca della globalizzazione,
Milan: Unicopli.

Baracani, N. (1994), ‘La seconda generazione nella migrazione cinese in Toscana: Scuola e
integrazione sociale’, in G. Campani, F. Carchedi and A. Tassinari (eds),
L’immigrazione silenziosa: Le comunita cinesi in Italia, Turin: Edizioni Fondazione
Giovanni Agnelli.

Barbagli, M. (2002), Immigrazione e reati in Italia, 2nd edition, Bologna: Il Mulino.

Barbagli M. (ed.) (2007), Primo Rapporto sugli immigrati in Italia, Rome: Ministero
dell’Interno.

Barbagli, M. and C. Schmoll (2007), ‘Sara religiosa la seconda generazione? Una ricerca
esplorativa sulle pratiche religiose dei figli di immigrati’, paper presented at the
conference, ‘Seconde Generazioni in Italia: Presente e futuro dei processi di
integrazione dei figli di immigrati’, Comune di Bologna and Fondazione del Monte,
Bologna, 3 May.

Barban, N., G. Dalla Zuanna and M. Lorniali (2008), ‘The Residential Choices of Foreign
Families Living in Italy’, Working Paper, no. 6, Department of Statistical Sciences,
University of Padua, Padua, Italy.

65



Bedogni, S. (2004), Minori stranieri tra disagio e integrazione nell [ltalia multietnica: Uno
sguardo antropologico, Turin: L’Harmattan.

Belluati, M. (ed.) (2002), ‘Vivere tra due culture: Percorsi di integrazione dei minori stranieri
a Torino’, Quaderni dell’Osservatorio giovanile, Comune di Torino, Turin.

Bertozzi, R. (2005), Le politiche sociali per i minori stranieri non accompagnati: Pratiche e
modelli locali in Italia, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Besozzi, E. (2001), ‘La scuola’, in Fondazione ISMU, Sesto rapporto sulle migrazioni 2000,
Milan: Franco Angeli.

Besozzi, E. (2002), ‘L’esperienza scolastica: Mobilita, riuscita e significati dell’istruzione’, in
G. Giovannini and L. Queirolo Palmas (eds), Una scuola in comune: Esperienze
scolastiche in contesti multietnici italiani, Turin: Edizioni Fondazione Giovanni
Agnelli.

Besozzi, E. (2003), Gli sguardi nella scuola, la scuola negli sguardi: Modelli educativi e
sistemi di attese a confronto, Trento, Italy: Provincia Autonoma di Trento and
Universita Cattolica di Milano.

Besozzi, E. (ed.) (2004), | progetti di educazione interculturale in Lombardia: Dal
monitoraggio alle buone pratiche, Milan: Osservatorio regionale per I’integrazione e
la multiculturalita, Fondazione ISMU.

Besozzi, E. and G. Giovannini (2002), ‘Alunni italiani e stranieri in una scuola comune:
Investimento in istruzione, integrazione e riuscita scolastica’, paper presented at the
conference, ‘La scuola dell’incontro: Immigrazione e percorsi scolastici in Italia e in
Europa’, Turin, 14 March.

Besozzi, E. and M. T. Tiana (eds) (2004), Insieme a scuola 3: La presenza degli alunni
stranieri in Lombardia, Milan: Osservatorio regionale per I’integrazione e la
multiculturalita, Fondazione ISMU.

Billari, F. C. and G. Dalla Zuanna (2008), La rivoluzione nella culla: Il declino che non c’é,
Milan: Egea.

Bisogno E. (2008), “Quali dati ufficiali sull’immigrazione straniera in Italia: molte sfide,
alcune priorita”, paper presented at Statistical Conference, Istat, Rome, December
2008.

Blangiardo, G. C. and S. Molina (eds) (2006), ‘Immigrazione e presenza straniera’, in
Fondazione Giovanni Agnelli and Gruppo di Coordinamento per la Demografia SIS
(eds), Generazioni, famiglie, migrazioni: Pensando all’ltalia di domani, Turin:
Edizioni Fondazione Giovanni Agnelli.

Bosisio, R., E. Colombo, L. Leonini and P. Rebughini (2005), Stranieri e Italiani: Una
ricerca tra gli adolescenti figli di immigrati nelle scuole superiori, Rome: Donzelli
Editore.

Braccini, B. (2000), Giovani di origine africana: Integrazione socio-culturale delle seconde
generazioni in Italia, Turin: L’Harmattan.

Butticci, A. (2003), La realta dei minori stranieri non accompagnati nella provincia di
Venezia: Attori locali ed interventi realizzati, COSES Document, no. 456, Venice:
Consorzio per la Ricerca e la Formazione and Osservatorio Studi sull’Immigrazione
della Provincia di Venezia.

Cacciavillani, G. and E. Leonardi (eds) (2007), Una generazione in movimento; Gli
adolescenti e i giovani immigrati, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Campani, G., Z. Lapov and F. Carchedi (2002), Le esperienze ignorate: Giovani migranti tra
accoglienza, indifferenza, ostilita, Milan: Franco Angeli.

66


http://www.francoangeli.it/ricerca/risultati_autori.asp?codiceAutore=51168

Campani, G. and O. Salimbeni (2006), La fortezza e i ragazzini: La situazione dei minori
stranieri in Europa, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Carchedi, F. and A. Castellani (2001), ‘Le forme di sfruttamento paraschiavistico dei minori
stranieri’, in Fondazione Internazionale Lelio Basso, ‘Il lavoro servile e le forme di
sfruttamento paraschiavistico’, Working Paper, no. 19, Commissione per le politiche
di integrazione degli immigrati, Dipartimento per gli Affari Sociali, Presidenza del
Consiglio dei Ministri, Rome.

Carchedi, F., G. Mottura and E. Pugliese (eds) (2003), Il lavoro servile e le nuove schiavitu,
Milan: Franco Angeli.

Caritas Ambrosiana (2000), Costruire spazi di incontro: Comunita cristiana e minori
stranieri, Milan: Centro Ambrosiano.

Caritas-Migrantes (2006), Immigrazione: Dossier statistico, 2006, Rome: IDOS Centro Studi
e Ricerche, Caritas Italiana.

Caritas-Migrantes (2007), Immigrazione: Dossier statistico, 2007, Rome: IDOS Centro Studi
e Ricerche, Caritas Italiana.

Casacchia, O. and L. Natale (2007), ‘L’inserimento scolastico dei figli di immigrati:
Un’indagine nel Lazio’, paper presented at the conference, ‘Nuovi italiani crescono:
Prima indagine nazionale sulle seconde generazioni’, Centro servizi volontariato
della Provincia di Padova and University of Padua, Padua, Italy, 3 March.

Casacchia, O., L. Natale, A. Paterno and L. Terzera (eds) (2008), Studiare insieme, crescere
insieme? Un’indagine sulle seconde generazioni in dieci regioni italiane, Milan:
Franco Angeli.

Castiglioni, M. and G. Dalla Zuanna (2009), ‘Marital and Reproductive Behavior in Italy
after 1995: Bridging the Gap with Western Europe?’, European Journal of
Population, vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 1-26.

Ceccagno, A. (2004), Giovani migranti cinesi: La seconda generazione a Prato, Milan:
Franco Angeli.

Centro Internazionale di ricerche e studi sociologici penali e penitenziari (1999), Minori
stranieri e giustizia: Verso un approccio interculturale, Turin: Giappichelli.

Chinosi, L. (2003), Sguardi di mamme: Mfodalita di crescita dell’infanzia straniera, Milan:
Franco Angeli.

Chiodi, F. M. and M. Benadusi (eds) (2006), Seconde generazioni e localita: Giovani volti
della migrazione cinese, marocchina e rumena in Italia, Rome: Edizioni Fondazione
Labos.

Citta di Torino (2003), Osservatorio Interistituzionale sugli stranieri in Provincia di Torino,
Report 2002, Turin: Citta di Torino.

Codini, E. (2002), Diversi e eguali: Immigrazione extracomunitaria e principio giuridico di
uguaglianza, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Cologna, D. and L. Breveglieri (eds) (2003), [ figli dell’'immigrazione: Ricerca
sull’integrazione dei giovani immigrati a Milano, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Colombo, M. (2004), Relazioni interetniche fuori e dentro la scuola: | progetti del Comune
di Brescia per l'integrazione degli alunni stranieri e nomadi, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Colombo, A. and G. Sciortino (eds) (2008), Stranieri in Italia: Trent’anni dopo, Bologna: Il
Mulino.

Comune di Bologna (2006), Rapporto sulla ricerca: L’integrazione scolastica delle seconde
generazioni di stranieri nelle scuole secondarie di primo grado della Regione
Emilia Romagna, Osservatorio sulle Differenze, Assessorato scuola, formazione e

67



Politiche  delle  differenze, Comune di  Bologna, Bologna, Iltaly,
<http://www.comune.bologna.it/politichedelledifferenze/dettagliodifferenzeNews.ph
p?newsitemID=92&channellID=11>

Comune di Milano (2003), [ figli dell’immigrazione: Ricerca sull’integrazione dei giovani
immigrati a Milano, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Comune di Padova (2003), Storie di vita; Alunni stranieri in classe: Percorso autobiografico
e fotografico nella scuola, Padua: Comune di Padova.

Cooperativa Sociale Dedalo (2004), Piccoli viaggiatori: Minori immigrati a Napoli tra
esclusione e pratiche di inclusione, Napoli: Cooperativa Sociale Dedalo.

Dalla Zuanna, G. and R. Facchinato (2007), ‘Fra nuove e vecchie disuguaglianze: Alcuni
risultati di un’indagine nazionale sui figli degli stranieri e degli italiani’, paper
presented at the conference, ‘Seconde Generazioni in Italia: Presente e futuro dei
processi di integrazione dei figli di immigrati’, Comune di Bologna and Fondazione
del Monte, Bologna, 3 May.

Dalla Zuanna, G. and P. Farina (2007), ‘Le seconde generazioni di immigrati in Italia tra
integrazione ed esclusione sociale’, paper presented at the conference, ‘Nuovi
italiani crescono: Prima indagine nazionale sulle seconde generazioni’, Centro
servizi volontariato della Provincia di Padova and University of Padua, Padua, Italy,
3 March.

Dalla Zuanna, G., P. Farina and N. Barban (2007), ‘I figli degli stranieri e degli italiani: Un
incontro fra i sogni e la realta (presentazione della ricerca)’, paper presented at the
conference, ‘Nuovi italiani crescono: Prima indagine nazionale sulle seconde
generazioni’, Centro servizi volontariato della Provincia di Padova and University of
Padua, Padua, Italy, 3 March; also in Osservatorio Regionale sull’Immigrazione
(2006), Immigrazione Straniera in Veneto: Dati demografici, dinamiche del lavoro,
inserimento sociale; Rapporto 2006, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Dalla Zuanna, G., P. Farina and S. Strozza (2009), Nuovi italiani: | giovani immigrati
cambieranno il nostro paese?, Bologna: Il Mulino.

De Bernardis, A. (ed.) (2005), Educare altrove, Milan: Franco Angeli.

De Filippo, E., N. Hamdani and A. Morniroli (2001), ‘Il lavoro servile e le forme di
sfruttamento paraschiavistico: Il caso di Napoli’, in Fondazione Internazionale Lelio
Basso, ‘Il lavoro servile e le forme di sfruttamento paraschiavistico’, Working
Paper, no. 19, Commissione per le politiche di integrazione degli immigrati,
Dipartimento per gli Affari Sociali, Presidenza del Consiglio dei Ministri, Rome.

Demarie, M. (2005), ‘L’integrazione delle seconde generazioni: Uno sguardo al futuro
italiano’, paper presented at the conference, ’Figli di stranieri o figli di nessuno? I
minori immigrati protagonisti dell’Europa di oggi e di domani’, Loreto, Italy, 2631
July.

Demarie, M. and S. Molina (2004), “Le seconde generazioni: Spunti per il dibattito italiano”,
pp. iIx—xxiii in M. Ambrosini and S. Molina (eds), Seconde generazioni:
Un’introduzione al futuro dell’immigrazione in Italia, Turin: Edizioni Fondazione
Giovanni Agnelli.

D’Ignazi, P. (2008), Ragazzi immigrati: L'esperienza scolastica degli adolescenti attraverso
I'intervista biografica, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Di Maria, F. and A. Lo Coco (2002), Psicologia della solidarieta: Condividere nelle societa
multiculturali, Milan: Franco Angeli.

68



European Commission (2004), L integrazione scolastica dei bambini immigrati in Europa,
Brussels: Eurydice, Directorate-General for Education and Culture, European
Commission.

Fava, T. (2007), ‘L’inserimento scolastico degli immigrati di seconda generazione nelle
Marche’, paper presented at the conference, ‘Nuovi italiani crescono: Prima
indagine nazionale sulle seconde generazioni’, Centro servizi volontariato della
Provincia di Padova and University of Padua, Padua, Italy, 3 March.

Favaro, G. (2000), ‘Bambini e ragazzi stranieri in oratorio: Riflessioni a partire da una
ricerca’, pp. 63-90 in Caritas Ambrosiana and Fondazione oratori milanesi,
Costruire spazi di incontro: Comunita cristiana e minori stranieri, Milan: Centro
Ambrosiano.

Favaro, G. (2003), ‘Una scuola in movimento’, in L. Luatti, Unita e Cooperazione per lo
Sviluppo dei Popolo and Osservatorio Sociale Osservatorio Provincia di Arezzo, ‘La
scuola plurale: Multiculturalita e educazione interculturale nelle scuole della
provincia di Arezzo’, Universita degli Studi di Siena in Arezzo, Arezzo, ltaly.

Favaro, G. and M. Napoli (eds) (2002), Come un pesce fuor d’acqua: Il disagio nascosto dei
bambini e dei ragazzi immigrati, Milan: Guerini.

Favaro, G. and M. Napoli (2004), Ragazze e ragazzi nella migrazione: Adolescenti stranieri;
identita, racconti, progetti, Milan: Guerini.

Ferro, 1. (2005), ‘Le dinamiche naturali e migratorie nell’area fiorentina’, paper presented at
the workshop, ‘Demografia e sviluppo della citta: La popolazione a Firenze’,
Comune di Firenze, Florence, 1 December.

Fischer, L. and M. G. Fischer (2002), Scuola e societa multietnica: Modelli teorici di
immigrazione e studenti immigrati a Torino e Genova, Turin: Edizioni Fondazione
Giovanni Agnelli.

Fitzinger, O. and M. Traversi (eds) (2006), L ‘accoglienza degli alunni stranieri e delle loro
famiglie in Italia e Europa, Rome: Carocci.

Fondazione Internazionale Lelio Basso (2001), ‘Il lavoro servile e le forme di sfruttamento
paraschiavistico’, Working Paper, no. 19, Commissione per le politiche di
integrazione degli immigrati, Dipartimento per gli Affari Sociali, Presidenza del
Consiglio dei Ministri, Rome.

Fondazione ISMU (Iniziative e studi sulla multietnicita) (2000), ‘Insieme a scuola: Alunni
stranieri e attivita interculturali nelle scuole della Lombardia; Seconda indagine’,
Quaderni ISMU, no. 2.

Fondazione ISMU (Iniziative e studi sulla multietnicita) (2002), Osservatorio Regionale per
'integrazione e la multietnicita, Report 2001, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Fondazione ISMU (Iniziative e studi sulla multietnicita) (2007), Dodicesimo rapporto sulle
migrazioni 2006, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Fondazione ISMU (Iniziative e studi sulla multietnicita) (various years), Rapporto sulle
migrazion, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Fondazione Silvano Andolfi (2001), La qualita della vita delle famiglie immigrate in Italia,
Milan: Franco Angeli.

Fondazione Silvano Andolfi (2003), La qualita della vita delle famiglie immigrate, Milan:
Franco Angeli.

Fravega, E. and L. Queirolo Palmas (eds) (2003), Classi meticce: Giovani, studenti e
insegnanti nelle scuole delle migrazioni, Rome: Carocci.

69



Gallo, G. and D. Zindato (2003), ‘Foreign citizens in Italy: Peculiarities, problems and
proposal of analysis of 2001 Census data’, paper presented at the conference,
‘Giornate di studio sulla popolazione’, Societa Italiana di Statistica and Gruppo di
Coordinamento per la Demografia, Bari, Italy, 27-29 January.

Giacalone, F. (ed.) (2002), Marocchini tra due culture: Un'indagine etnografica
sull’'immigrazione, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Gilardoni, G. (2008), Somiglianze e differenze: L'integrazione delle nuove generazioni nella
societa multietnica, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Giovannetti, M. (2000), ‘Minori stranieri in movimento: Percorsi e pratiche tra integrazione e
devianza’, Quaderni Citta Sicure, vol. 2, no. 21, pp. 297-408, Regione Emilia-
Romagna, Modena, Italy.

Giovannetti, M. (2008), Minori stranieri non accompagnati, Secondo Rapporto Anci-2007,
Rome: Dipartimento Immigrazione e Politiche Sociali, Associazione Nazionale
Comuni Italiani.

Giovannetti, M. and C. Orlandi (eds) (2006), Primo rapporto ANCI sui minori stranieri non
accompagnati, Rome: Dipartimento Immigrazione e Politiche Sociali, Associazione
Nazionale Comuni ltaliani.

Giovannini, G. (2000), Figli che nascono, figli che crescono, in G. Giovannini and E.
Morgagni (eds), A partire dai figli . . . da Senegal, Marocco, Ghana, Egitto, Albania

. all’Emilia Romagna: Strutture, relazioni e bisogni educativi delle famiglie
immigrate, Regione Emilia Romagna, Centri per le famiglie di Ravenna, Reggio
Emilia and Lugo (CD-ROM).

Giovannini, G. (ed.) (2001), Ragazzi insieme a scuola: Una ricerca sui percorsi di
socializzazione di studenti stranieri e italiani nelle scuole medie di Modena, Faenza,
Italy: Homeless Book.

Giovannini, G. (ed.) (2004), La condizione dei minori stranieri in Italia, Rome: Ministry of
Education, Universities and Research and Fondazione ISMU.

Giovannini, G. and E. Morgagni (eds) (2000), A partire dai figli . . . da Senegal, Marocco,
Ghana, Egitto, Albania . . . all’Emilia Romagna: Strutture, relazioni e bisogni
educativi delle famiglie immigrate, Regione Emilia Romagna, Centri per le famiglie
di Ravenna, Reggio Emilia, Lugo (CD-ROM).

Giovannini, G. and L. Queirolo Palmas (eds) (2002), Una scuola in comune: Esperienze
scolastiche in contesti multietnici italiani, Turin: Edizioni Fondazione Giovanni
Agnelli.

Glen, C. (2004), ‘I figli degli immigrati a scuola: Lezioni per 1’Italia delle esperienze di altri
paesi’, pp. 169-183 in M. Ambrosini and S. Molina (eds), Seconde generazioni:
Un’introduzione al futuro dell immigrazione in Italia, Turin: Edizioni Fondazione
Giovanni Agnelli.

Golini, A. and F. Amato (2001), ‘Uno sguardo ad un secolo e mezzo di emigrazione italiana’,
pp. 45-75 in P. Bevilacqua, A. De Clementi and E. Franzina (eds), Storia
dell’emigrazione italiana, Rome: Donzelli Editore.

Gusmeroli, A., L. Ortensi and N. Pasini (eds) (2005), La domanda di salute degli immigrati,
Rapporto 2004, Milan: Fondazione ISMU.

Istat (National Institute of Statistics) (2006), ‘Gli stranieri in Italia: Analisi dei dati censuari’,
Istat, Rome.

Istat (National Institute of Statistics) (2007a), Rapporto annuale sulla situazione del Paese
nel 2007, Rome: Istat.

70



Istat (National Institute of Statistics) (2007b), ‘La popolazione straniera residente in Italia al
1° gennaio 2007°, Statistiche in Breve, 9 October, Istat, Rome.

Lagomarsino, F. (2002), ‘Lavoro minorile e immigrazione: Il caso dei minori marocchini a
Genova’, Studi Emigrazione, vol. 39, no. 148, pp. 880-906.

Lagomarsino, F. (2003), Fra strada e scuola: un gruppo di minori marocchini, in Fravega E.,
Queirolo Palmas L. (eds.), Classi meticce: Giovani, studenti e insegnanti nelle
scuole delle migrazioni, Rome: Carocci.

Lonardi, N. and Laboratorio per I'educazione interculturale (2005), ‘Alunni stranieri: percorsi
e orientamenti scolastici’, Istituto Pedagogico, Provincia Autonoma di Bolzano,
Bolzano, Italy.

Lostia, A. and C. Tagliacozzo (2001), ‘Immigrazione e condizioni paraschiavistiche: Il caso
di Torino’, in Fondazione Internazionale Lelio Basso, ‘Il lavoro servile e le forme di
sfruttamento paraschiavistico’, Working Paper, no. 19, Commissione per le politiche
di integrazione degli immigrati, Dipartimento per gli Affari Sociali, Presidenza del
Consiglio dei Ministri, Rome.

Luatti, L., Unita e Cooperazione per lo Sviluppo dei Popolo and Osservatorio Sociale
Provincia di Arezzo (2003), ‘La scuola plurale: Multiculturalita e educazione
interculturale nelle scuole della provincia di Arezzo’, Universita degli Studi di Siena
in Arezzo, Arezzo, Italy.

Macioti, M. I. and E. Pugliese (2003), L esperienza migratoria: Immigrati e rifugiati in
Italia, Rome: Editori Laterza.

Magherini, C. and L. Mencarini (2001), ‘La fecondita a Firenze, 1981-2000: Un’analisi dei
dati anagrafici’, paper presented at the workshop, ‘La bassa fecondita italiana fra
costrizioni economiche e cambio di valori’, University of Florence, 8—9 November.

Mancini, T. (2001), ‘Le apparenze etnico-culturali e I’identita’, in G. Giovannini (ed.),
Ragazzi insieme a scuola: Una ricerca sui percorsi di socializzazione di studenti
stranieri e italiani nelle scuole medie di Modena, Faenza, Italy: Homeless Book.

Marazzi, A. and G. Valtolina (eds) (2006), Appartenenze multiple: L’esperienza
dell’immigrazione nelle nuove generazioni, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Martini, E. (2007), ‘Le seconde generazioni nella rete: Un approccio di network allo studio
delle relazioni sociali tra 1 banchi di scuola’, paper presented at the conference,
‘Seconde Generazioni in Italia: Presente e futuro dei processi di integrazione dei
figli di immigrati’, Comune di Bologna and Fondazione del Monte, Bologna, 3 May.

Marzin, L. (2001), ‘I minori stranieri e le strutture di accoglienza a Torino’, in A. Milanesi
and L. Luatti (eds), Tra memoria e progetto: Bambini e famiglie tra due culture,
Centro di documentazione, Citta di Arezzo, Arezzo, ltaly.

Mazzetti, M. (2002), Bambini in cammino: Il dialogo transculturale in pediatria, Rome:
Carocci.

Mazzi, D. (2000), ‘I risultati dell’indagine’, Quaderni ISMU, no. 2, Fondazione ISMU,
Milan.

Melossi, D., A. De Giorgi and E. Massa (2007), ‘Minori stranieri tra conflitto normativo ¢
devianza: La seconda generazione si confessa?’, paper presented at the conference,
‘Seconde Generazioni in Italia: Presente e futuro dei processi di integrazione dei
figli di immigrati’, Comune di Bologna and Fondazione del Monte, Bologna, 3 May.

Melossi, D. and M. Giovannetti (2002), | nuovi sciuscia: Minori stranieri in Italia, Rome:
Donzelli.

71



Mencarini, L. (2006), ‘Il surplus demografico dell’Africa Occidentale e Saheliana, dal Golfo
di Guinea al Corno d’Africa: Un fattore di spinta per le emigrazioni internazionali?’
(‘The Demography of Sahelian Africa: A Push Factor for International Migration?”),
Background Paper, no. 7, International Colloquium, ‘Migration and Development in
Africa: Scenarios and Proposals’, Society for International Development—Centro
Studi di Politica Internazionale, Rome, 7-8 July.

MIUR (Ministry of Education, Universities and Research) (2001), Le trasformazioni della
scuola nella societa multiculturale, Rome: Servizio Statistico, Direzione Generale
per gli Studi e la Programmazione e per i Sistemi Informativi, MIUR.

MIUR (Ministry of Education, Universities and Research) (2002), Indagine campionaria
sulla dispersione scolastica nelle scuole statali elementari, medie e secondarie
superiori, anno scolastico 2001-2002, Rome, <http://www.istruzione.it/
pubblicazioni>

MIUR (Ministry of Education, Universities and Research) (2005), Rapporto sull’integrazione
degli alunni stranieri Rome: Dipartimento per ’istruzione, Direzione generale per lo
studente, Ufficio per I’integrazione degli alunni stranieri, MIUR.

MIUR (Ministry of Education, Universities and Research) (2005), Indagine sugli esiti degli
alunni  con cittadinanza non Italiana, anno scolastico 2003-2004,
<http://www.pubblica.istruzione.it/mpi/pubblicazioni/2005/esiti_stranieri.shtml>

MIUR (Ministry of Education, Universities and Research) (2006), La scuola statale: Sintesi
dei dati, anno scolastico 2005-2006, <http://www.istruzione.it>

MIUR (Ministry of Education, Universities and Research) (2008a), ‘Gli alunni stranieri nel
sistema scolastico italiano, A. S. 2007/08’, Rome, Servizio Statistico, Direzione
Generale per gli Studi e la Programmazione e per i Sistemi Informativi, MIUR,
<http://www.pubblica.istruzione.it/dg_studieprogrammazione/notiziario_stranieri_0
708.pdf>

MIUR (Ministry of Education, Universities and Research) (2008b), ‘La dispersione
scolastica: Indicatori di base; Anno scolastico 2006/07°, MIUR, Rome,
<http://www.pubblica.istruzione.it/mpi/pubblicazioni/2008/allegati/dispersione_200
7.pdf>

MIUR (Ministry of Education, Universities and Research) (2008c), Alunni con cittadinanza
non italiana: Scuole statali e non statali; Anno scolastico 2006-2007, Rome: MIUR,
<http://www.pubblica.istruzione.it/mpi/pubblicazioni/2008/allegati/alunni_n_ita_08.
pdf>

MIUR (Ministry of Education, Universities and Research) (various years), Alunni con
cittadinanza non italiana: Scuole statali e non statali, Rome: Servizio Statistico,
Direzione Generale per gli Studi e la Programmazione e per i Sistemi Informativi,
MIUR.

Moro, M. R. (2005), Bambini di qui venuti da altrove: Saggio di transcultura, Milan: Franco
Angeli.

OECD (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development) (2008), International
Migration Outlook, SOPEMI 2008, Paris: OECD.

Oltrelab and Comune di Modena (2003), ‘La prospettiva di tornare a casa: Ricerca-azione
sulla realta dei minori immigrati non accompagnati nel Comune di Modena’,
Oltrelab and Assessorato Politiche sociali, Comune di Modena, Modena, Italy.

72



Osservatorio Economico della Provincia di Treviso (2003), L’integrazione degli alunni
extracomunitari nelle scuole medie della Provincia di Treviso, Treviso, Italy:
Osservatorio Economico della Provincia di Treviso.

Osservatorio Provincia di Arezzo (2002), ‘I minori stranieri nella provincia di Arezzo’,
Report, no. 4/2002, Arezzo, ltaly.

Osservatorio Scolastico Provinciale di Pisa (2005), ‘Alunni con cittadinanza non italiana
nelle scuole pisane: Presenze, esiti e ritardi’, Assessorato alla Pubblica Istruzione e
allo Sport, Provincia di Pisa, Pisa.

Pagani, C. and F. Robustelli (2005), Marek a scuola: Gli insegnanti e I'inserimento degli
alunni stranieri nella scuola italiana, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Paone, G. and A. Teselli (2000), Lavoro e lavori minorili: L’inchiesta CGIL in Italia, Rome,
Ediesse.

Paterno, A. and L. Terzera (2008), ‘Foto di classe in giro per I’Italia’, pp. 199-216 in O.
Casacchia, L. Natale, A. Paterno and L. Terzera (eds), Studiare insieme, crescere
insieme? Un’indagine sulle seconde generazioni in dieci regioni italiane, Milan:
Franco Angeli.

Pinelli, P., M. C. Ranuzzi, D. Coppola and L. De Carli (2003), Interculturalita e integrazione
nella scuola elementare: Il punto di vista del bambino straniero, Rome:
Volontariato Internazionale per lo Sviluppo and Ministry of Education, Universities
and Research.

Pollini, G. and G. Scida (2002), Sociologia delle migrazioni e della societa multietnica,
Milan: Franco Angeli.

Quaderelli, E. (2003), ‘Consumi ed esclusione sociale: Un’indagine etnografica’, in E. Fravega
and L. Queirolo Palmas (eds), Classi meticce: Giovani, studenti e insegnanti nelle
scuole delle migrazioni, Rome: Carocci.

Queirolo Palmas, L. (2002), ‘Etnicamente diversi? Alunni di origine straniera e scelte
scolastiche’, Studi di sociologia, vol. 40, no. 2.

Queirolo Palmas, L. (2003), ‘Lo spazio del meticciato fra tensioni educative e azioni
possibili’, in E. Fravega and L. Queirolo Palmas (eds), Classi meticce: Giovani,
studenti, insegnanti nelle scuole delle migrazioni, Rome: Carocci.

Queirolo Palmas, L. (ed.) (2004), ‘Alla scoperta dell’Europa: Nuove migrazioni dall’America
Latina’, Studi Emigrazione, no. 154, pp. 243-492, Centro Studi Emigrazione, Rome.

Queirolo Palmas, L. (2006), Prove di seconde generazioni: Giovani di origine immigrata tra
scuole e spazi urbani, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Queirolo Palmas, L. and A. Torre (eds) (2005), Il fantasma delle bande, Genoa: Fratelli Frilli
Editori.

Recchi, E., F. Baldoni and L. Mencarini (eds) (2008), Un mondo in classe: Multietnicita e
socialita nelle scuole medie toscane, Quaderni, no. 41 (November), Centro Servizi
Volontariato Toscana, Florence.

Regina, F., S. Salvini and D. Vignoli (2003), ‘La popolazione a Firenze: Il profilo
demografico della citta’, Ufficio Comunale di Statistica, Comune di Firenze,
Florence.

Regione Autonoma Valle d’Aosta (2004), Studenti non italiani, Aosta, Italy: Assessorato
Istruzione e Cultura, Ufficio promozione del successo scolastico, Regione
Autonoma Valle d’Aosta.

73



Renton, Daniel (2002), ‘Bambine in vendita: Un’indagine sul traffico dei minori
dall’Albania’, ed. by Sisto Capra, Collana Mimesis, Save the Children Italia, Rome;
Associazione Culturale Mimesis, Milan.

Rinaldi, G. and R. Schiavoni (2004), ‘Andiamo a scuola assieme? L’inserimento scolastico
degli alunni di origine straniera’, Percorsi didattici, Editrice Impressioni Grafiche,
Acqui Terme, Alessandria, Italy.

Rizzi, E. (2007), ‘I figli degli immigrati tra ethnic embeddedness ed integrazione’, paper
presented at the conference, ‘Nuovi italiani crescono: Prima indagine nazionale sulle
seconde generazioni’, Centro servizi volontariato della Provincia di Padova and
University of Padua, Padua, Italy, 3 March.

Rossitti, C. (2006), ‘Seconde generazioni: Differenze culturali in alcune scuole di Roma’,
Studi emigrazione, vol. 43, no. 164, pp. 987-998.

Rumbaut, R. G. (1997), ‘Assimilation and Its Discontents: Between Rhetoric and Reality’,
International Migration Review, vol. 31, no. 4, pp. 923-960.

Rumbaut, R. G. (2002), ‘Severed or Sustained Attachments? Language, ldentity and
Imagined Communities in the Post-Immigrant Generation’, pp. 43-95 in Peggy
Levitt and Mary Waters (eds), The Changing Face of Home, New York: Russell
Sage Foundation.

Santelli Beccegato, L. (ed.) (2005), Bravi da scoprire: Alunni di diverse nazionalita e
successo scolastico, Bari, Italy: Levante Editori.

Secchiaroli, G. (2001), ‘Pensando al futuro: L’immagine di Sé tra desideri e aspettative’, in
G. Giovannini (ed.), Ragazzi insieme a scuola: Una ricerca sui percorsi di
socializzazione di studenti stranieri e italiani nelle scuole medie di Modena, Faenza,
Italy: Homeless Book.

Secchiaroli, G. and T. Mancini (2002), ‘I percorsi di ridefinizione del sé’, in G. Giovannini
and L. Queirolo Palmas (eds), Una scuola in comune: Esperienze scolastiche in
contesti multietnici italiani, Turin: Edizioni Fondazione Giovanni Agnelli.

Silva, C. and G. Campani (eds) (2004), Crescere errando: Minori immigrati non
accompagnati, Milan: Franco Angeli.

Simoni, M. and G. Zucca (eds) (2007), Famiglie migranti: Primo rapporto nazionale sui
processi d’integrazione sociale delle famiglie immigrate in Italia, Atmosfere sociali,
Milan: Franco Angeli.

SSI (Servizio Sociale Internazionale, Sezione Italiana) and IPRS (Istituto Psicoanalitico per le
Ricerche Sociali) (2001), ‘I minori albanesi non accompagnati: Una ricerca
coordinata fra Italia e Albania’, Centrocopie Verbano, Rome.

Terra Abrami, V. (2006), Le migrazioni internazionali nelle statistiche italiane, Rome:
National Institute of Statistics.

Tognetti Bordogna, M. (ed.) (2000), Le famiglie dell’immigrazione; Iricongiungimenti
familiari: Delineare politiche attive, Milan: Istituto transculturale per la salute—
Fondazione Cecchini Pace.

Tué, P. (2003), La dispersione scolastica: Un’indagine sui percorsi formativi irregolari nelle
scuole medie superiori in provincia di Milano, Milan: Franco Angeli.

UNICEF and Caritas Italiana (2005), Uscire dall’invisibilita: Bambini e adolescenti di
origine straniera in Italia, Rome: UNICEF Italian National Committee.

Vardanega, A. (ed.) (2003), Stranieri a scuola: Educazione interculturale ed integrazione
scolastica nella provincia di Teramo, Milan: Franco Angeli.

74



Zago, M. (ed.) (2002), I colori del futuro: Presenza ed integrazione dei minori stranieri nella
provincia di Gorizia, Gorizia, Italy: Provincia di Gorizia.

Zanfrini, L. and M. M. B. Asis (2006), Orgoglio e pregiudizio: Una ricerca tra Filippine e
Italia sulla transizione all’eta attiva dei figli di emigrati e dei figli di immigrati,
Milan: Franco Angeli.

Zincone, G. (2000a), ‘Cittadinanza e processi migratori: Tesi sulle trasformazioni e i
conflitti’, Diritto, immigrazione e cittadinanza, no. 4, pp. 44-56.

Zincone, G. (ed.) (2000b), Primo rapporto sull’integrazione degli immigrati in Italia,
Bologna: Il Mulino.

Zincone, G. (ed.) (2001), Secondo rapporto sull’integrazione degli immigrati in ltalia,
Bologna: Il Mulino.

Zurla, P. (ed.) (2004), Volti della dispersione scolastica e formativa: Un'indagine in
provincia di Forli-Cesena, Milan: Franco Angeli.

75



