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• Well known paradox that some of the most disadvantaged groups of children

(about whom we might be particularly concerned) are systematically missing from,

or invisible within, social statistics on child poverty and multidimensional

disadvantage in the UK (=> “data exclusion”).

• Often based on household social surveys and some groups of children may not be

covered, identified or analysed because, for example:

➢ Not covered by sampling frame or sample is too small;

➢ Covered by sampling frame but relevant characteristics not recorded;

➢ Relevant characteristics recorded but not analysed for various reasons incl.

more complex data linkages / secure data access are required to proceed

with analysis

Background and motivation



Aims and objectives

Objective: to tackle “data exclusion” and to make progress in building up new

quantitative evidence on child income poverty and multidimensional

disadvantage for four exemplar groups: young carers, children from the Roma,

Gypsy and Traveller ethnic minority group, children from recent migrant

families, children at risk of abuse and neglect.

We have undertaken a feasibility of identifying each of these four groups

within UK-based social surveys and administrative datasets; identifying the

secondary data techniques that can be used to build up new evidence; and

undertaking in-depth work on outcomes to build up new evidence on child

income poverty and multidimensional disadvantage.



Tackling data exclusion through secondary 
data analysis – links with other projects 

Equality and Human Rights Commission: “Measurement Framework” initiative 
➢ Builds up data and evidence by protected characteristics and on specific at risk 

/ vulnerable groups as a basis for equality and human rights monitoring, incl. 
children – systematic disaggregation, intersectionalities, outcomes for key 
groups (e.g. EHRC 2010, 2015ab, 2016a, 2017, Alkire et al 2009, Candler et al 
2011, Holder et al 2011, Burchardt and Vizard 2011, Clery et al 2014, Vizard
and Speed 2014). 

Children’s Commissioner for England: “vulnerable children” initiative 
➢ Builds up data and evidence on “vulnerable children” as a basis for more 

informed policy decisions and interventions in children’s policy making (e.g. 
Children’s Commissioner 2017, Coram and Coram International 2017, Alma 
Economics 2017ab, Cordis Bright 2017ab and Aldaba 2017). 

Other initiatives
➢ Inequalities focus: Hills et al 2009, 2013, 2015, Race Disparities Audit (Cabinet 

Office 2017), ONS / McKnight (ongoing);
➢ Vulnerable groups focus: Bramley et al 2015, Rodgers et al (2015) and TÁRKI 

Social Research Institute’s work on vulnerable groups in Europe; FRA



Caveats 

There are many other important groups! 
➢ EHRC consulted on a list of groups of at risk / disadvantaged children 

that could be used with its Measurement Framework and more 
broadly for public policy purposes

➢ Children’s Commissioner for England has identified 32 groups 
(increasing number for next round of work) 

➢ Encourage further consultation and discussion around this as well as 
more general roll out of methodology 

Tackling “data exclusion” through secondary data analysis is only one 
strategy! 

➢ Data exclusion is often associated with underlying patterns of 
stigmatisation, discrimination and unequal social recognition 

➢ Some illegal / concealed activities underlying some of the ‘data 
exclusion’ 

➢ Our focus has been on existing data but sometimes new data and / or 
qualitative research will be required

➢ Tackling data exclusion through secondary data analysis methods is 
clearly one part of a bigger jigsaw 



Standard of living Educational outcomes Health Physical 

security

Young carers ✔ ✔ ✔ ✔

Children in recent 

migrant families

Low household income (FRS/ 

HBAI) 

Household economic activity,

housing quality

(2011 Census for E&W)

[Unaccompanied asylum 

seekers in CIN/CLA primary 

need = low income]

Parental educational status 

(<16s)

Own education status (16-

18) (2011 Census for E & W)

Limiting long-

standing illness or 

disability;

Subjective health 

(2011 Census for E & 

W)

[Bullying, 

personal

safety 

(USoc)]

Roma, Gypsy and 

Traveller children

Economic activity of household 

Housing quality (2011 Census

for England and Wales)

Parental educational status 

(<16s)

Own education status (16-

18) (2011 Census for 

England and Wales)

Limiting long-

standing illness or 

disability;

Subjective health 

(2011 Census for 

England and Wales)

Children at risk of 

abuse or neglect

✔ ✔ ✔ ✔

Groups by outcomes domain: data and measures



Multidimensional disadvantage: Roma, Gypsy and 
Traveller children in England and Wales: motivation & 

data exclusion
• Roma, Gypsy and Travellers (RGT) recognised in the UK and Europe as highly 

vulnerable and disadvantaged group. 

• Lack of robust data is cited as a barrier to effective policy development and 
evaluation of interventions for this group

• ‘Data deficit’: lack of political will, but also methodological challenges

– Temporary, mobile or no accommodation

– Small population sub-group

– Non-response: fear of persecution and experience of prejudice, low literacy, 
distrust of officials

– RGT ethnicity not recorded: not listed, or non-self-ascription 

• Existing quantitative evidence suggest high levels of deprivation

• Despite acknowledgement of RGT children experiencing disadvantages across 
multiple dimension, little evidence is available for the extent or nature of this 
multidimensionality  



• Data: a random sample of 10 per cent of households from the 2011 
Census for England and Wales, accessed through the Secure Research 
Service (ONS).

• Sample: children and young people aged 0 to 18 from Roma, Gypsy 
and Traveller ethnic groups vs all others (with breakdowns for 0-15 and 
16-18)

• Question “What is your ethnic group?” 
• Pre-coded “Gypsy or Irish Traveller” category listed as a subgroup within “White” 

category
• “Other – please write in”, includes Roma and other variations and combinations*

Multidimensional disadvantage: Roma, Gypsy and 
Traveller children in England and Wales: data

Advantages
• Large sample size
• Nationally representative
• Significant effort to access all 
• Official

Disadvantages

• Under-reporting RGT (due to 
reason described)

• It’s now 2018...



Multidimensional disadvantage: Roma, Gypsy and 
Traveller children in England and Wales: findings
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Multidimensional disadvantage: Roma, Gypsy and 
Traveller children in England and Wales: findings
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Multidimensional disadvantage: Roma, Gypsy and 
Traveller children in England and Wales: findings

• Multivariate analysis (not shown here) using generalised ordered 
(partially ordered) logistic regression models shows that RGT 
children are at higher risk of being deprived in more compared to 
fewer dimensions (compared to all other children), controlling 
demographic characteristic.

• So the deprivation among RGT children cannot be explained away 
by population composition or by type of accommodation.  

• We also find that no one dimension can fully explain the extent of 
multiple deprivation, so it is genuinely multi-dimensional, but lack 
of educational opportunities and attainment of RGT children helps 
to explain a large part of it.



Multidimensional disadvantage: Roma, Gypsy and 
Traveller children in England and Wales: Implications

• RGT integration strategies in England and Wales and they 
have also resonance in other context across the EU. RGT 
children must be priority from a child rights perspective but 
also the equality and human rights perspective. 

• Implications for data deficit on RGT children: data availability 
– no excuse!



Publications

Burchardt, T., Obolenskaya, P., Vizard, P. and Battaglini, M. 
(submitted for initial review), Tackling the data deficit: an 
analysis of multidimensional disadvantage among 
Roma, Gypsy and Traveller children using Census data, 
Journal of European Social Policy. 

Burchardt, T, Obolenskaya, P., Vizard, P. and Battaglini, M 
(2018), Experience of multiple disadvantage among 
Roma, Gypsy and Traveller children in England and 
Wales. CASE paper N208: 
http://sticerd.lse.ac.uk/dps/case/cp/casepaper208.pdf

http://sticerd.lse.ac.uk/dps/case/cp/casepaper208.pdf


Child poverty among recent migrant families 
in the UK: motivation

• UN Convention on the Rights of the Child – states that there 
should be adequate standard of living, financial assistance and 
other benefits to all children regardless of their citizenship

• But many children in recent migrant families in the UK are 
entitled to limited or no support 
– undocumented
– asylum seekers
– non-EEA

• Others are entitled to support but face high risks of poverty
– EEA
– naturalised UK citizens

• Diverse groups, including some high-skilled migrants
• Immediate and long-term impact of poverty on child’s well-

being and outcomes 



Child poverty among recent migrant families in 
the UK: Data exclusion

• Unaccompanied asylum seekers

• Undocumented/irregular migrants

➢ Need other approaches

• Children in migrant families 
– Born overseas or in the UK to recently-arrived parents 

– EEA

– Non-EEA

➢ Household survey data analysis



Child poverty among recent migrant families in the 
UK: Data and definitions

• Family Resources Survey (FRS) and Households Below Average Income 
(HBAI), safe room access

• Pooled data: 2013/14 to 2015/16; dependent children aged 0-19, N = 
31,788

• Poverty and deprivation outcome based on the household income

Children whose parent(s) were born outside the UK and arrived in the last 

10 years, sub-dividing into EEA country of birth, and non-EEA country. With 

this definition, 8% of children are recent migrant families:

o children born overseas and children born in the UK to recently 
arrived parents

o children of parents without UK nationality and children whose 
parents have acquired UK nationality

o children who have been here up to 10 years



Children in recent migrant families: findings

† Includes small numbers of ‘missing’
Authors’ analysis of DWP (2016). FRS, 2005/06-2015/16 and HBAI, 1994/95-2015/16: Safe Room Access. UK Data Service. SN: 7196

Dependent children aged 0-19, by parental country of birth & length of stay in the UK, 
three years pooled data to 2015/16, UK

UK-born/long-term 
resident family

EEA recent 
migrant family

Non-EEA recent 
migrant family

All

All 91.7 2.1 6.1 100
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Child poverty rates by family migrant status
Percent of children in poverty, by six measures of poverty, three 

years of pooled data to 2015/16

Authors’ analysis of DWP (2016). FRS, 2005/06-2015/16 and HBAI, 1994/95-2015/16: Safe Room Access. UK Data Service. SN: 7196
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Children in recent migrant families: Summary of 
findings & implications 

• Much wider gap between AHC and BHC for children in recent migrant 
families than for non-migrants because high proportions in private 
renting

• Similar risk and protective factors for migrant and non-migrant families 
but parental education and family status matter even more to migrant 
families

• FRS is a useful source for analysing the poverty and deprivation risks 
experienced by children in recent migrant families

• Definitions are complex and overlapping: country of origin, length of 
time in the UK and citizenship are all relevant

• Using our definition, nearly half of all children in recent migrant non-
EEA families are at risk of relative AHC poverty, and 45% of EEA



Overall conclusions

• Feasible to include the four groups of children considered in 
this project in on-going monitoring of not only child poverty 
but also multidimensional disadvantage

• Secondary data techniques (data pooling/matching) can be 
used to tackle different types of ‘data exclusion’

• Priorities for future research: trends, using other data (e.g. 
Understanding Society for migrant children work; possibly 
Census linked to National Pupil Database for RGT). 



http://sticerd.lse.ac.uk/case/_new/research/equality/

multidimensional_child_poverty/default.asp

Further information

http://sticerd.lse.ac.uk/case/_new/research/equality/multidimensional_child_poverty/default.asp


Thank you

P.Obolenskaya@lse.ac.uk


