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The UNICEF Index of Child Inequality

 How unequal are
Canada’s children and
youth?

* How does inequality
affect their well-being?

| « What could narrow the
Falrness fOI" Chlldren gaps and ralse Chlld

A league table of inequality in child
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1 Netherlands
2 Norway

3 Iceland

4 Finland

5 Sweden

6 Germany

7 Luxembourg
8 Switzerland
9 Belgium

10 Ireland

11 Denmark

12 Slovenia

13 France

14 Czech Republic
15 Portugal

16 United Kingdom
18 Austria

19 Spain

20 Hungary

21 Poland

22 Italy

23 Estonia

23 Slovakia

25 Greece

26 United States
27 Lithuania

238 Latvia

29 Romania

The following countries do not
appear in the Composite Index
because data is not available:
Republic of Korea, Chile, New
Zealand, Japan, Cyprus, Mexico
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Measuring the gaps

Bottom-end inequality
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Inequality across dimensions

League Table 5 Awverage rank across all dimensions of inequality
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Income inequality
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In Canada, the poorest children have family incomes 53 per cent lower than the
average child.

League Table 1 Inequality in income

Helatlve

1 Norway 37.00 -
2 lceland 37.76 Bl 6.4
3 Finland 38.34 ] a7
4 Denmark 39.54 ] 48
B Czech Republic 39.62 - 6.3
6 Switzerland 39.64 - 7
7 United Kingdom 39.94 _ 9.3
8 Netherlands a0.64 ] 57
9 Luxembourg 41.21 ] 13
10 Ireland 41.49 ] 6.9
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12 Germany 43.11 ] 7.2
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League Table 2 Inequality in education h

Count Achievement | Share of children below proficiency
v gap level 2 in all three subjems

L} u | |

Education inequality 7 &
2 Romania 1.77 24.0

3 Estonia 1.69 3.2

4 Latvia 1.19 8.3

b Croatia 0.88 11.7

6 Poland 0.79 W)

7 Lithuania 0.67 12.1

8 Denmark 0.66 9.3

Ireland 0.62 6.8
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In Canada, the children at the bottom have an educational achievement gap 0.3 points
lower than the average child.
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Health inequality

RANK
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In Canada, the health score for children at the bottom of the distribution is 29 per
cent lower than children at the middle.

League Table 3 Inequality in health

Count Relative One or more health complaints
Y health gap every day

Austria 23.64
Germany 24.76
Switzerland 24.95
Norway 25.16
Denmark 25.50
Finland 25.89
Portugal 26.39
Netherlands 26.74
Czech Republic 26.84
Spain 27.31
Greece 27.37
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17.7
19.6
16.3
14.9
17.6
15.0
17.7
19.9
253
239
279
25.7
238
28.2
238
18.7
233
222
214
21.0
238
19.1
30.7
226
23.0
30.6
21.8
30.5
241
30.7
226
31.2
274
53.3
29.7




Inequality in life satisfaction:
children’s sense of well-being

League Table 4 Inequality in life satisfaction

Country Ralauyeiies Life satisfaction at 4 or lower out of 10
satisfaction gap

1 Netherlands 24.03
2 Australia 24.34 - a5
RANK —F—1—
a Greece 25.72 ] a5
5 Romania 26.06 ] 48
2 5 / 3 5 B Latvia 26.09 I 6.4
7 Switzerland 26.32 ] 54
8 Norway 26.35 ] a5
9 Austria 26.90 ] 52
10 Estonia 26.95 I 53
11 Finland 27.01 I 57
o LIFE SATISFACTION 12 Slovenia 2721 . 56
13 reland 2738 6.9
: ; o e
= ‘ * |20 United Kingdom 2842 | 7.4
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In Canada, the life satisfaction rating of children at the bottom is 29 per cent lower |27 | Lithuania 2944 | 5.4
than the rating of children in the middle. [28 | Fance 286 85
31 lsreel  z001 7.7
32 Luxembowg 3004 82
38 Poland oz 10.0
34 CzechRepublic 3150 8.6
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How much of an influence
does poverty have?
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Life satisfaction gradient

RANK

26/34

Figure 24 Socio-economic status and life satisfaction
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| achievement

lona

tatus and educat

Educational achievement gradient
RANK
4/39

Figure 27 Soc
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Boys and girls are differently
unequal
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Boys have greater educational
disadvantage

@ 1b-year-old boys

fare worse than girls in
RANK maths, reading and science
9/39
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Girls are more likely to fall behind In
health

Q Girls are far more likely

to fall behind in health
RANK and the gap has been increasing
28/34
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Progress is slow and mixed

0O00H8000

INCOME EDUCATIONAL HEALTH PHYSICAL HEALTHY UNHEALTHY LIFE
INEQUALITY ACHIEVEMENT SYMPTOMS ACTIVITY EATING EATING SATISFACTION
INEQUALITY  INEQUALITY  INEQUALITY  INEQUALITY  INEQUALITY  INEQUALITY
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Wider gaps/lower overall child well-
being

Figure 30 Bottom-end inequality and child well-being outcomes

Child well-being outcomes

Higher inequality Lower inequality

Inequality in child well-being

R-squared=0.80

Countries with wider “bottom-end” inequality in child well-being
also tend to have lower levels of overall child well-being.
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Wider income inequality/lower child
Wel | - b el n g Figure 31 Income inequality and child well-being outcomes

Higher child well-being

Child well-being outcomes (z-scores)

Lower child well-being

Higher inequality Lower inequality

Gini coefficient

Countries with greater overall income equality tend to have
smaller gaps in child well-being

and rank higher in overall child well-being.
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Competitive childhoods
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Narrowing the gaps
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Ways to get unstuck S T
1. Address broad income/social inequality, top to bottom

 Improve the incomes of families with children with progressive
and accessible child-focused benefits

 Investin children’s services including child development — early
and progressively

«  Limit broad income inequality

2. Address inequalities in child well-being in all policies
and services

« Measure the gaps as well as averages (e.g., in targets,
surveillance, delivery)

Seek progressive universalism — the bottom isn’t always the
Income-poor
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