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Abstract

This study assesses the degree to which immigrant couples who landed in Canada with young children
from 2016 to 2019 received the Canada child benefit (CCB) in the year following landing. The study
shows that newly landed permanent resident couples with some employment income in the year following
landing were much more likely than other permanent resident couples to receive the CCB that year.
Newly landed couples without employment income but with a T1 income tax form filed by a spouse were
less likely to receive the CCB than their counterparts with employment income, but their CCB take-up
rate was markedly higher than that of couples with no T1 or T4 records. Compositional effects do not
explain these differences. The study also shows that if non-recipient families with no employment income
had received the CCB, their low-income rates would have fallen by 1 to 2 percentage points, from a
baseline rate of 61%.

Authors

Tahsin Mehdi, Ping Ching Winnie Chan, René Morissette and Rubab Arim are with the Social Analysis
and Modelling Division, Analytical Studies and Modelling Branch, at Statistics Canada. Ying Gai and
Jason Raymond are with the Strategic Research and Performance Division, Research and Innovation
Lab, Service, Innovation and Integration Branch, at the Canada Revenue Agency.

Acknowledgments

This study was funded by the Canada Revenue Agency. The authors would like to thank Li Xue, Feng
Hou, Adamou Yacouba Abdou, Pedro Lucas Chagas Mendonca and Christine Laporte from Statistics
Canada, and Libbie Wallace and Chris Brassard from the Canada Revenue Agency for their helpful and
constructive comments.

Statistics Canada 1 Economic and Social Reports
Catalogue no. 36-28-0001 Vol. 4, no.7, July 2024


https://doi.org/10.25318/36280001202400700004-eng

Research article To what extent do newcomers receive the Canada child benefit?
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Introduction

The Office of the Auditor General of Canada (2022) has called for an examination of the degree to which
Canada’s hard-to-reach populations receive the government benefits they are entitled to. Studying this
question is challenging for a variety of reasons. First, some individuals may not satisfy the residency
criterion for receiving specific benefits if they temporarily reside abroad during a given year." This might
be the case for highly skilled immigrants who have spells of residence outside the country (henceforth,
temporary international emigration) (Qiu, Hou and Crossman, 2021; Bérard-Chagnon et al., 2024).
Second, although take-up rates are commonly estimated using the population of tax filers—under the
rationale that tax-filing is a prerequisite for receiving most benefits—some individuals, such as newly
landed immigrants, may be entitled to specific benefits initially without having to file T1 income tax forms.
This might happen with the Canada child benefit (CCB).2 However, to continue receiving subsequent
entitlements, individuals must file their T1 tax forms.

This study tackles these two challenges for a specific population and a specific government benefit: it
assesses the degree to which newly landed permanent resident couples (married or common-law) with
children younger than 18 receive the CCB shortly after landing. The study aims to improve the
measurement of CCB take-up among this group in two ways.

It builds on the databases used by Mehdi et al. (2023)—the Longitudinal Immigration Database (IMDB)
and T1 personal master file (T1PMF)—to examine the tax-filing behaviour of newly landed immigrants
by adding monthly CCB files and the annual T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid into the analysis. As
will be shown below, integrating the CCB files yields a more precise measurement of the number of CCB
recipients among these couples than is feasible with the IMDB and T1 files.

The study addresses concerns regarding temporary international emigration by identifying couples where
at least one spouse received paid employment income in Canada in a given year, as measured by a
worker’s province of employment on T4 records. Along with their counterparts where at least one spouse
filed T1 income tax forms, these couples are presumably less likely than others to have resided abroad
temporarily in a given year. The study compares the take-up rates of the CCB for these groups with those
of other newly landed couples where neither spouse filed a T1 or appeared on the T4 files in the year
following landing.® These two strategies will help improve knowledge of CCB take-up for newly landed
immigrant families.

This study answers the following research questions:

1. What percentage of couples who landed in year t with children younger than 18 had at least one
spouse file a T1 income tax return or receive paid employment income (T4) in Canada in t+17?

2. What percentage of couples who landed in year t with children younger than 18 received the CCB
in t+17? How does this percentage vary

a. between couples appearing on the T1 or T4 files and other couples

1. Canada child benefit: www.canada.ca/en/revenue-agency/services/forms-publications/publications/t4 114/canada-child-
benefit.html.

2. Newly landed immigrants with children younger than 18 who fill form RC66SCH and whose income in the two years preceding
landing does not exceed certain thresholds will be entitled to the CCB, regardless of whether they filed T1 income tax returns
shortly after landing. However, income tax-filing becomes a prerequisite for subsequent CCB entitlements. In the case of
eligible couples, both spouses must file T1 income tax returns to receive subsequent payments. Among couples with children
younger than 18 who landed from 2016 to 2019, for around 2% of those who received the CCB in the year following landing,
neither spouse appeared on T1or T4 files in the landing year.

3. Abdulla and Laporte (2023) examine benefit take-up more broadly by combining the 2021 Census of Population with
T1 income tax returns. While the census offers a rich set of dimensions to analyze, it is not a population registry and,
therefore, might miss some recent immigrants (Bérard-Chagnon, Hallman and Caron, 2019). By contrast, the IMDB is a
population registry of immigrants.
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b. by landing characteristics, including immigration class of the principal applicant?

3. To what extent are group differences in CCB take-up rates driven by differences in tax-filing
behaviour and in paid worker status—In other words, by differences in the percentage of couples
where

a. at least one spouse filed a T1 income tax return and reported paid employment income
but no self-employment income, or appeared on the T4 file with paid employment income
in Canada in the year following landing

b. atleast one spouse filed a T1 income tax return and reported self-employment income in
the year following landing, regardless of whether they received paid employment income

c. atleastone spouse filed a T1 income tax return and did not report any employment income
in the year following landing

d. neither spouse filed T1 income tax returns or received paid employment income (T4) in
the year following landing?

4. To what extent could the CCB have reduced low-income rates for newly landed couples with
children younger than 18 who did not receive the CCB in the year following landing?

Data and samples

The study builds on the databases used by Mehdi et al. (2023)—the IMDB and T1PMF—to examine the
tax-filing behaviour of newly landed immigrants by adding monthly CCB files and the annual T4 Statement
of Remuneration Paid into the analysis. Integrating the CCB files yields a more precise measurement of
the number of CCB recipients among these couples than is feasible with the IMDB and T1 files.

The IMDB includes the annual Immigrant Landing File containing a record of all immigrants who landed
in Canada from 1980 onward (Evra and Prokopenko, 2022). The T1PMF is an annual dataset consisting
of the T1 individual income tax return records of Canadian tax filers who submitted their returns before
an assessment date. The T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid is an annual tax form issued to employees
by their employer. It identifies a worker’s province of employment and enumerates paid employment
income earned, as well as deductions such as pension and employment insurance contributions. The
CCB file is a monthly record of all CCB recipients and their children, available from March 2017 onward.
CCB payments are reassessed every July based on the information reported on the T1 income tax return
from the previous tax year.* Combining the T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid with the IMDB and
T1 files creates a more inclusive sample of potential CCB recipients residing in Canada because it
captures couples who did not file T1 income tax returns but still received paid employment income in
Canada, as indicated by a worker’s province of employment. Because an income registry (independent
of international emigration and tax-filing) before and after landing is not available, this study cannot
assess the degree to which the rates of non-receipt of the CCB for various groups reflect income levels
that are too high (ineligibility) or truly reflect non-receipt of the CCB by fully eligible families.

The study focuses exclusively on permanent resident couples, where both spouses were aged 25 to 64
at landing, who landed together from 2016 to 2019 with at least one child younger than 18 at the time
of landing. The sample excludes couples where at least one spouse held temporary resident status in
Canada prior to landing as a permanent resident.® Including this subgroup would introduce many
challenges to the analyses because some of them already received the CCB before becoming permanent

4. The CCB payment amount depends on family income, the number of children younger than 18, their ages and their disability
status.

5. While this study focuses on permanent residents, future research could separately analyze temporary residents who may
also be entitled to certain benefits.
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residents. Moreover, retroactive CCB payments could further complicate analyses. From 2016 to 2019,
over 200,000 immigrant couples landed in Canada; in 90% of cases, both spouses were aged 25 to 64
in the year of landing. Those aged 25 to 64 are more likely to be employed and therefore more likely to
be residing in Canada, which is a criterion for accessing many benefits. Of these over 200,000 immigrant
couples, more than half had a child younger than 18 at the time of landing, and in nearly 100% of those
cases, both spouses were aged 25 to 64 at the time of landing. In around one-third of these couples, at
least one spouse held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as a permanent resident. The
study selects the two-thirds of couples who had no prior history in Canada. These couples represent
about 30% of the over 200,000 couples who landed in Canada from 2016 to 2019.6 Henceforth, any
references to couples should be understood to mean permanent resident couples with no prior history in
Canada, where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 at landing and who had at least one child younger than
18 in the year of landing. This restriction excludes the Canadian Experience Class from analyses because
everyone admitted through that immigration class held temporary resident status to gain Canadian work
experience prior to landing as permanent residents. However, the Canadian Experience Class
represented less than 7% of all immigrant couples who landed from 2016 to 2019 with children younger
than 18.

CCB payments can be issued retroactively. As a result, it is possible that a newly landed family will not
receive its payment shortly after landing but will receive it at some point in the future. In fact, considering
the subgroup of couples where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 at landing and who landed from 2017
to 2019 with a child younger than 18 for at least 24 months following landing, around 60% received their
first CCB payment within the first 4 months of landing (Chart 1).

Chart 1
Distribution of first-time Canada child benefit payments over 24 months following landing among permanent resident couples where
both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing
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Notes: CCB = Canada child benefit. Couples where at least one spouse held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience
Class of immigration, which was introduced in 2009, was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as permanent residents. The

2016 landing cohort is not shown here since monthly CCB files became available from March 2017 onward.
Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2017 to 2019, and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to December 2021.

For some newly landed families, government transfers such as the CCB might be an important source of
income in the short term. Hence, one concern is whether eligible families receive the CCB in a timely
manner, if they receive it at all. To shed light on this issue, the study assesses whether couples who
landed in year t received the CCB in year t + 1.7

6. In approximately 85% of couples with children younger than 18 who landed from 2016 to 2019, at least one spouse filed a
T1 in the year of landing. Income information reported on the T1 was used to further refine the sample by excluding couples
whose family income exceeded certain thresholds, beyond which families are not entitled to the CCB. These exclusions
represented less than 1% of couples with children younger than 18.

7. To extend the potential CCB eligibility period for the sample of newly landed couples, the study focuses on those who had a
child younger than 18 at least up to the end of July of the year following landing. This represents almost all cases.
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Chart 2 highlights the strength of using CCB files to precisely measure the number of couples who
received the CCB in a given year. It focuses on couples who landed in 2019 and compares the
percentage of couples where both spouses filed T1 income tax forms in 2020 with the percentage of
couples who received the CCB in 2021. For most dimensions considered, the percentage of couples who
received the CCB in 2021 exceeds the percentage of couples who filed income tax forms in 2020. Overall,
82% of these couples filed income tax forms in 2020 but 84% received the CCB in 2021. Hence, focusing
on tax-filing in the year following landing slightly underestimates the degree to which newly landed
couples receive the CCB in the following year. This is possibly because some of them filed their T1 forms
late or applied for the CCB but did not file T1 forms that year.
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Chart 2

Percentage of permanent resident couples who landed in 2019 where both spouses filed a T1 for
2020 and percentage who received the Canada child benefit in 2021, where both spouses were aged
25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 until at least July 2021
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These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanent resident couples came from 2016 to 2019. The destination province
reflects only the intended province of residence at landing. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination. Couples where at least
one spouse held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of
immigration, which was introduced in 2009, was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada
prior to landing as permanent residents. Some rates could not be shown because of low sample size.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2019; T1 personal master file, 2020; and Canada child benefit, January 2021 to
December 2021.
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Most newly landed couples file a T1 or receive paid employment
income in Canada in the year following landing

This study partitions newly landed couples into four groups defined by their tax-filing status and their
receipt of employment income in the year following landing: (1) couples where at least one spouse had
paid employment income on their T1 or T4 records but no self-employment income; (2) couples where at
least one spouse had self-employment income on their T1 tax records, regardless of whether they
received paid employment income; (3) couples where at least one spouse filed a T1 income tax form but
had no employment income; and (4) couples where neither spouse filed a T1 income tax form or had
T4 records. The first two groups are most likely to reside in Canada because at least one of the spouses
has an employment record, as indicated by their employment income reported on the T1 or T4. The third
group is likely to reside in Canada, given that people were registered in the income tax system shortly
after landing, but less so than the first two groups because the third group does not have a known
employment history in Canada. The fourth group is least likely to reside in Canada because people have
no income tax record or paid employment income in Canada.

The first three groups of couples represented 87% to 92% of couples who landed from 2016 to 2019 (i.e.,
at least one spouse filed a T1 or had a T4 record in the year following landing) (Table 1-1 and 1-1).
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Table 1-1
Distribution of permanent resident couples where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing, by income source
Landed in 2016 Landed in 2017
At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid

employment income in Canada (T4) in 2017 employment income in Canada (T4) in 2018

Neither spouse Neither spouse
filedaT1 or With paid filed aT1 or With paid
received paid employment received paid employment
employment income in Canada employment income in Canada
income in With T1 self-| (T1 or T4), but no| Without any income in With T1 self-| (T1 or T4), but no| Without any
Canada (T4) in employment| self-employment| employment Canada (T4) in employment| self-employment| employment
2017 income income income 2018 income income income
percent
Demographic characteristics at landing
Al 8.4 134 70.2 8.0 7.7 16.6 68.8 6.9
Number of children
One 115 15.1 65.1 8.2 9.9 17.4 66.0 6.8
Two 8.9 15.4 68.9 6.9 7.3 17.3 68.8 6.6
Three 4.7 10.6 77.2 7.5 4.6 15.8 73.9 5.7
Four X 7.0 82.5 8.7 X 9.4 77.2 11.2
Five or more X X 82.1 134 X X 78.6 X
Age group of youngest child
Younger than 6 8.6 133 71.7 6.4 7.9 17.1 70.1 49
6to 10 8.2 14.4 67.7 9.7 8.1 16.2 66.7 9.0
11to 17 7.4 124 65.7 14.6 5.7 14.7 65.4 14.2
Age group of principal applicant
25to 34 7.6 15.1 72.6 4.8 6.7 18.9 71.2 3.2
35 to 49 9.1 13.0 68.6 9.3 8.7 15.5 67.3 8.6
50 to 64 5.4 6.7 73.7 14.2 X 12.7 68.2 14.6
Education of principal applicant
High school or less X 7.0 82.4 9.8 X 13.0 77.5 8.6
Some postsecondary 4.3 14.1 73.0 8.5 3.6 16.3 72.8 7.3
Bachelor's degree 10.5 16.5 66.4 6.5 7.6 18.0 67.9 6.5
Graduate degree 14.7 15.7 61.9 7.7 134 17.2 63.1 6.3
Immigration class of principal applicant
Economic class 12.7 16.2 63.5 7.6 104 17.4 65.6 6.6
Federal Skilled Worker Program (FSWP) 17.7 17.6 61.0 3.8 15.9 18.6 63.1 2.3
Provincial programs 9.1 14.9 65.6 10.5 8.8 16.7 66.4 8.1
Economic classes other than FSWP and provincial programs X X 55.0 X X 323 62.3 X
Family class X X X X X X X X
Refugee X 8.2 82.8 8.7 X 14.3 77.4 7.9
Other X X X X X X X X

x suppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act
1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanent resident couples came from 2016 to 2019.

2. The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence at landing. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.
Notes: Couples where at least one spouse held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of immigration, which

was introduced in 2009, was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as permanent residents. To extend the potential Canada
child benefit eligibility period, the sample was restricted to couples who had a child younger than 18 until at least July of the year following landing. A couple was deemed to have received paid
employmentincome if at least one of the spouses appeared on the T1 or T4 files with paid employment income in Canada in the year following landing.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 personal master file and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017
to December 2020.
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Table 1-1
Distribution of permanent resident couples where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing, by income source (continued)
Landed in 2016 Landed in 2017
At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid
employment income in Canada (T4) in 2017 employment income in Canada (T4) in 2018
Neither spouse Neither spouse
fileda Tl or With paid fileda Tl or With paid
received paid employment received paid employment
employment income in Canada employment income in Canada
income in With T1 self-| (T1 or T4), but no| Without any income in  With T1 self-| (T1 or T4), but no| Without any
Canada (T4) in employment| self-employment| employment Canada (T4) in employment| self-employment| employment
2017 income income income 2018 income income income
percent
Official language skills of principal applicant
English only 116 15.6 66.2 6.7 10.1 17.4 66.4 6.1
French only 5.6 14.7 71.9 7.8 43 16.6 73.7 5.4
English and French 9.7 19.4 63.5 7.4 X 224 63.1 X
Neither English nor French 1.9 7.0 80.1 11.0 2.2 13.4 743 10.2
Source region of principal applicant1
India 12.7 19.4 66.6 X 9.8 203 69.2 X
Syria X 7.5 82.9 9.0 X 15.5 75.0 8.6
China 19.0 10.8 423 279 20.6 10.1 42.6 26.6
Nigeria X 16.2 76.2 X X 193 75.4 X
Pakistan 19.9 19.9 56.4 X 15.4 18.8 63.4 X
Philippines X 10.4 86.1 X X 10.1 87.5 X
Iraq X X 78.2 X X 9.8 833 X
Eritrea X 14.8 84.7 X X 17.4 81.0 X
Algeria X X 67.8 15.0 X X 749 X
Egypt 236 X 58.7 X X 19.7 60.8 X
Asia (excluding China, India, Iraq, Pakistan, Philippines and
Syria) 134 16.3 63.0 7.3 9.2 18.6 64.5 7.7
Africa (excluding Algeria, Egypt, Eritrea and Nigeria) X 10.2 80.0 5.7 X 13.0 78.6 5.0
Europe 9.1 26.4 59.1 54 8.2 26.4 61.6 X
North and South America X 14.8 67.5 103 X X 69.3 X
Oceania and other X X 78.1 X X X X X
Destination province or territory of principal applicantz
Newfoundland and Labrador X X 87.7 X X X X X
Prince Edward Island X X 59.9 25.8 X X 63.6 20.5
Nova Scotia X 9.6 78.2 X X 15.7 73.8 X
New Brunswick X X 67.8 17.6 X X 65.8 134
Quebec 7.8 14.4 63.1 14.7 6.5 16.8 65.2 115
Ontario 9.8 14.4 71.2 4.5 9.8 18.3 69.1 2.8
Manitoba 3.8 14.6 77.2 4.4 4.9 18.1 73.2 3.7
Saskatchewan 6.6 104 76.2 6.8 11.0 13.0 70.2 5.7
Alberta 8.5 12.2 75.0 43 X 17.0 721 X
British Columbia 12.7 13.8 67.4 6.1 7.6 16.9 729 X
Territories X X X X X X X X
x suppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act
1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanent resident couples came from 2016 to 2019.
2. The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence at landing. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.
Notes: Couples where at least one spouse held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landingas a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class ofimmigration, which was introduced in 2009, was
excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as permanent residents. To extend the potential Canada child benefit eligibility period, the sample was restricted to
couples who had a child younger than 18 until at least July of the year following landing. Acouple was deemed to have received paid employment income ifat least one of the spouses appeared on the T1 or T4 files with paid
employmentincome in Canada in the year following landing.
Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 personal master file and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to December 2020.
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Table 1-2
Distribution of permanent resident couples where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing, by income source
Landed in 2018 Landed in 2019
At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid
Neither spouse employment income in Canada (T4) in 2019 Neither spouse employment income in Canada (T4) in 2020
filed aT1 or With paid filedaT1 or With paid
received paid employment received paid employment
employment income in Canada employment income in Canada
income in With T1 self-| (T1 or T4), but no| Without any income in With T1 self-| (T1 or T4), but no| Without any
Canada (T4) in employment| self-employment| employment Canada(T4)in employment| self-employment| employment
2019 income income income 2020 income income income
percent
Demographic characteristics at landing
All 9.6 19.9 65.0 5.4 12.8 20.3 61.7 5.2
Number of children
One 12.0 20.0 63.5 4.4 15.7 211 59.0 4.2
Two 8.8 21.0 64.5 5.7 12.9 215 60.6 5.1
Three 5.8 20.3 67.7 6.1 5.7 18.5 68.8 7.0
Four X 15.7 73.6 X X 14.8 72.0 9.6
Five or more X X 77.8 14.2 X X 81.1 12.6
Age group of youngest child
Younger than 6 104 19.9 65.6 4.1 13.9 20.7 61.2 4.2
6 to 10 8.4 20.4 63.6 7.6 10.5 19.1 63.4 7.0
11to 17 6.0 18.8 63.7 115 8.7 19.6 61.6 10.1
Age group of principal applicant
25 to 34 9.9 21.7 65.8 2.6 135 234 60.7 24
35 to 49 9.7 19.1 64.4 6.8 12.6 18.5 62.1 6.8
50 to 64 X 13.4 66.5 14.5 X 12.8 66.3 13.3
Education of principal applicant
High school or less X 12.6 77.4 8.7 X 11.9 78.0 9.1
Some postsecondary X 22.8 68.7 6.2 X 20.9 70.8 5.3
Bachelor's degree 8.4 21.1 65.3 5.2 11.6 22.6 61.1 4.6
Graduate degree 14.8 20.6 60.3 4.3 18.6 20.7 56.0 4.6
Immigration class of principal applicant
Economic class 119 20.2 62.9 5.0 15.6 21.0 59.0 4.3
Federal Skilled Worker Program (FSWP) 16.9 20.3 60.8 2.0 20.7 20.6 56.1 2.6
Provincial programs 8.1 20.0 64.6 7.3 10.7 21.0 62.4 5.9
Economic classes other than FSWP and provincial programs X X X X X 36.8 40.0 X
Family class X X X X X X X X
Refugee X 19.1 73.2 6.8 X 17.1 72.7 9.0
Other X X X X X X X X

x suppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act

1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanent resident couples came from 2016 to 2019.

2. The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence at landing. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.

Notes: Couples where at least one spouse held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of immigration, which was
introduced in 2009, was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as permanent residents. To extend the potential Canada child
benefit eligibility period, the sample was restricted to couples who had a child younger than 18 until atleast July of the year following landing. A couple was deemed to have received paid employment
income if at least one of the spouses appeared on the T1 or T4 files with paid employmentincome in Canada in the year following landing.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 personal master file and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to
December 2020.
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Table 1-2
Distribution of permanent resident couples where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing, by income source (continued)
Landed in 2018 Landed in 2019
At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid
employment income in Canada (T4) in 2019 employment income in Canada (T4) in 2020
Neither spouse Neither spouse
filed a T1 or With paid filed a T1 or With paid
received paid employment income received paid employment income
employment With T1 self{in Canada (T1 or T4),| Without any employment With T1 self{in Canada (T1 or T4),| Without any
income in Canada employment but no self-| employment income in Canada employment but no self-| employment
(T4) in 2019 income| employment income income (T4) in 2020 income| employment income income
percent
Official language skills of principal applicant
English only 11.4 21.3 63.3 3.9 15.3 21.6 59.0 4.1
French only X 15.9 73.8 8.0 X 14.3 76.6 7.3
English and French 8.2 21.4 64.5 5.9 11.2 22.2 60.8 5.8
Neither English nor French X 11.1 72.6 13.8 X 11.1 74.7 12.1
Source region of principal ap;:plicant1
India 13.7 20.3 64.9 1.1 19.0 19.8 59.5 1.7
Syria X 22.8 67.6 7.9 X 17.3 66.7 12.7
China 19.3 13.2 37.2 30.3 29.4 13.8 34.6 22.2
Nigeria 4.1 235 70.2 X 3.6 26.8 67.2 X
Pakistan 18.0 26.8 52.6 X 17.7 23.8 55.5 X
Philippines X 14.3 83.1 X X X 84.1 X
lraq X 16.0 79.1 X X 20.2 71.9 X
Eritrea X 16.3 80.9 X X 18.3 80.0 X
Algeria X 19.1 67.3 X X 20.3 66.2 X
Egypt 19.6 22.0 54.7 X 25.5 20.4 50.4 X
Asia (excluding China, India, Iraq, Pakistan, Philippines and Syria) 11.1 20.0 63.7 5.2 11.7 24.4 58.1 5.7
Africa (excluding Algeria, Egypt, Eritrea and Nigeria) X 16.9 75.7 4.1 4.7 16.2 73.6 5.4
Europe 10.9 26.6 59.9 X 13.5 29.7 54.7 X
North and South America X 16.8 67.4 X X 23.2 58.2 X
Oceania and other X X X X X X X X
Destination province or territory of principal appliz:anl:2
Newfoundland and Labrador X X X X X X X X
Prince Edward Island X X 62.2 X X X 60.0 X
Nova Scotia X 19.4 70.7 X 8.5 26.6 62.0 X
New Brunswick X 13.9 70.6 X 10.9 15.2 67.7 X
Quebec 5.9 19.1 63.9 11.1 9.3 18.1 60.9 11.8
Ontario 13.3 21.3 63.0 2.4 17.2 20.6 58.9 3.2
Manitoba 4.4 24.1 66.5 5.0 4.9 24.7 67.1 X
Saskatchewan 9.9 18.0 66.7 5.3 10.8 22.8 63.1 X
Alberta 7.2 18.2 71.1 X 7.2 19.9 69.0 3.9
British Columbia 12.4 19.2 65.3 X 16.9 18.1 60.7 X
Territories X X X X X X X X

xsuppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act
1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanent resident couples came from 2016 to 2019.
2. The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence atlanding. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.

Notes: Couples where atleast one spouse held temporaryresident status in Canada priorto landing as a permanentresident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of immigration,
which was introduced in 2009, was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporaryresident status in Canada priorto landing as permanentresidents. To extend the potential
Canada child benefiteligibility period, the sample was restricted to couples who had a child youngerthan 18 until atleastJuly of the year following landing. A couple was deemed to have
received paid employmentincome if atleastone of the spouses appeared on the T1 or T4 files with paid employmentincome in Canada in the year following landing.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 personal master file and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017
to December 2020.
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There is a strong correlation between couples’ propensity to file a T1 and their propensity to receive paid
employment income in Canada (results not presented on Table 1-1 and 1-2). For couples where at least
one spouse filed a T1 in the year following landing, more than three-quarters also had a spouse who
appeared on T4 records during that year. By contrast, for couples where neither spouse filed a T1 tax
form in the year following landing, less than 5% had a spouse who was included in T4 records during that
year.

For nearly all couples where the principal applicant was a refugee, at least one spouse filed a T1 or
received paid employment income in the year following landing (Table 1-1 and 1-2). Although refugee
couples were less likely than other couples to be found on T4 records in the year following landing,
refugee couples were more likely to have a spouse file a T1 than other immigration classes. For 79% to
84% of Federal Skilled Worker Program (FSWP) couples who landed from 2016 to 2019, at least one
spouse filed a T1 income tax return or received paid employment income in the year following landing.
These rates were lower than the rates observed for other immigration classes.

For almost all couples where the principal applicant had a high school education at most in the year of
landing, at least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid employment income in the year following landing.
Lower-educated couples were generally less likely to appear on T4 records than more highly educated
couples but were more likely to have a spouse file a T1 in the year following landing. Of couples where
the principal applicant had a graduate degree, 82% to 87% filed a T1 or received paid employment
income in the year following landing. These rates were lower than the rates for couples with less educated
principal applicants in the year of landing.

Differences in the percentage of couples where at least one spouse filed a T1 or had a T4 record could
be indicative of who is more likely to reside in Canada. For example, highly educated immigrants or highly
skilled workers could be inherently more mobile and prone to international emigration, while refugees—
a relatively immobile group—are probably more likely to reside in Canada, at least in the short term
(Bérard-Chagnon et al., 2024).

Newly landed couples who file a T1 or receive paid employment
income in Canada in the year following landing are more likely to
receive the Canada child benefit than other newly landed couples

In the year following landing, 79% to 85% of couples received the CCB, depending on the landing year
considered. However, these take-up rates mask considerable variation between different groups of
couples. Take-up rates of more than 90% were observed among those with some employment income
(who are the most likely to satisfy residency criteria for the CCB and who represent more than four-fifths
of all newly landed couples with children). Meanwhile, rates of about 70% were observed among the
group where a spouse filed a T1 but had no employment income, and rates of less than 10% were
observed among the group with no T1 or T4 presence (who are most likely to reside abroad temporarily
and who represent 8% to 13% of all couples, depending on the landing year considered) (Table 2).2

8. Considering couples who landed from 2016 to 2019 who did not file T1 tax forms or appear on T4 records in the year following
landing and did not receive the CCB, 47% did end up receiving the CCB eventually, after the first two years following landing.
For couples who did not receive the CCB but where at least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid employment income in
the year following landing, 62% eventually received the CCB.
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Table 2-1
Canada child benefit take-up rates of permanent resident couples where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing, by income source
Landed in 2016 Landed in 2017
Neither spouse At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid Neither spouse At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid
filed aT1 or employment income in Canada (T4) in 2017 filed aT1 or employment income in Canada (T4) in 2018
received paid With paid received paid With paid
employment With T1 employment Without employment With T1 employment Without
income in self-| income in Canada any income in self-| income in Canada any
Canada (T4) in employme| (T1 or T4), but no| employme Canada (T4) in employme| (T1 or T4), but no| employme
Total 2017 ntincome| self-employment| ntincome Total Total 2018 ntincome| self-employment| ntincome Total
percent
Demographic characteristics at landing
All 85.0 6.4 93.1 94.1 73.8 92.2 84.8 6.0 934 933 68.9 91.5
Number of children
One 78.8 6.8 915 91.0 59.9 88.2 80.4 53 91.7 90.9 58.2 88.6
Two 84.9 5.8 93.5 94.3 74.2 92.6 86.2 7.2 94.7 93.9 70.9 924
Three 91.9 6.3 96.9 96.7 88.6 96.1 91.1 5.6 95.6 96.3 79.8 95.2
Four 96.1 X 93.0 98.8 90.7 97.7 95.2 X 94.1 98.6 90.2 97.2
Five or more 98.7 X X 99.1 98.6 99.0 98.1 X X 98.8 X 98.8
Age group of youngest child
Younger than 6 86.3 6.3 94.4 94.9 81.1 93.8 86.0 6.0 94.9 93.8 74.2 92.9
6to 10 83.2 4.7 92.0 93.4 65.4 90.2 83.7 5.6 92.3 933 67.4 90.6
11to 17 80.2 10.8 87.0 90.3 64.3 85.8 80.4 7.3 85.8 90.0 60.0 84.8
Age group of principal applicant
25to 34 87.6 6.3 95.4 94.7 83.7 943 87.9 7.6 95.7 93.7 81.2 93.6
35to 49 83.3 6.2 91.8 93.7 70.7 91.1 83.0 5.0 92.1 93.2 65.3 90.4
50 to 64 87.2 11.5 89.2 94.9 75.2 91.6 84.4 X 87.5 91.1 733 87.9
Education of principal applicant
High school or less 97.5 X 95.5 98.9 93.0 98.0 95.6 X 954 97.0 92.7 96.4
Some postsecondary 88.5 7.4 94.1 94.3 70.1 921 90.7 9.8 934 96.9 63.7 93.8
Bachelor's degree 83.0 7.0 93.6 93.7 69.4 91.9 84.3 5.3 93.5 93.1 60.1 90.9
Graduate degree 74.1 5.2 91.2 88.5 54.7 86.0 76.9 6.3 923 89.2 61.8 87.8
Immigration class of principal applicant
Economic class 77.6 5.9 91.6 90.6 59.7 88.1 80.0 5.8 92.1 91.0 56.3 88.7
Federal Skilled Worker Program (FSWP) 721 5.1 91.7 87.5 46.2 86.5 715 3.7 89.4 84.3 46.2 84.4
Provincial programs 81.8 7.1 91.8 92.8 63.7 89.3 82.7 6.9 93.2 93.2 57.4 90.0
Economic classes other than FSWP and provincial
programs 72.1 X X 85.7 X 81.5 80.8 X 88.9 82.7 X 83.8
Family class X X X X X X 75.0 X X X X 78.0
Refugee 99.0 X 99.1 99.3 96.8 99.1 98.3 X 98.4 98.6 97.4 98.5
Other X X X X X X X X X X X X

xsuppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act

1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanentresident couples came from 2016 to 2019.

2.The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence atlanding. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.

Notes: Couples where atleast one spouse held temporaryresident status in Canada priorto landing as a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of immigration, which was introduced in
2009, was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporaryresident status in Canada priorto landing as permanent residents. To extend the potential Canada child benefiteligibility period, the
sample was restricted to couples who had a child younger than 18 until at leastJuly of the year following landing. A couple was deemed to have received paid employmentincome if atleast one of the spouses
appeared on the T1 or T4 files with paid employmentincome in Canada in the year following landing.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 personal masterfile and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to December 2020.
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To what extent do newcomers receive the Canada child benefit?
Insights from newly landed immigrants with paid employment income in Canada

Table 2-1

Canada child benefit take-up rates of permanent resident couples where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing, by income source (continued)

Landed in 2016

Landed in 2017

Neither spouse
filed aT1 or

At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid

Neither spouse

filed aT1 or

At least

one spouse filed a T1 or received paid

employment income in Canada (T4) in 2017 employment income in Canada (T4) in 2018
received paid With paid received paid With paid
employment With T1 employment Without employment With T1 employment Without
income in self-| income in Canada any income in self-| income in Canada any
Canada (T4) in employme| (T1 or T4), but no| employme Canada (T4) in employme| (T1 or T4), but no| employme
Total 2017 ntincome| self-employment| ntincome Total Total 2018 ntincome| self-employment| ntincome Total
percent
Official language skills of principal applicant
English only 79.6 5.0 92.0 91.7 59.3 89.3 80.7 5.2 92.5 91.2 57.2 89.1
French only 91.3 20.0 98.1 95.7 88.6 95.5 92.3 15.9 96.7 95.7 924 95.7
English and French 86.0 12.7 94.3 94.4 88.3 93.9 89.1 X 97.3 96.2 X 94.5
Neither English nor French 95.2 5.7 945 98.3 88.1 96.9 93.7 58 94.1 97.7 829 95.6
Source region of principal :.-Jpplicant1
India 78.8 6.2 924 89.4 X 89.3 82.5 6.9 93.3 90.5 X 90.7
Syria 98.8 X 99.3 99.4 97.1 99.2 97.5 X 98.2 98.6 96.7 98.4
China 56.1 1.1 73.2 79.2 52.0 69.0 54.6 1.7 73.6 79.4 48.8 68.4
Nigeria 88.0 X 90.5 93.9 X 92.6 92.6 X 96.0 97.0 X 95.7
Pakistan 70.5 7.1 89.1 87.5 X 86.3 75.1 5.5 93.3 87.3 X 87.8
Philippines 95.7 X 100.0 98.7 X 98.6 97.1 X 97.0 99.3 X 98.8
Iraq 94.6 X X 98.5 X 97.2 97.8 X 98.0 99.3 X 98.4
Eritrea 97.9 X 96.9 98.4 X 97.9 98.0 X 98.7 98.0 X 98.0
Algeria 90.7 X X 97.1 98.1 97.5 96.8 X X 98.3 X 98.7
Egypt 64.1 1.1 X 84.3 X 83.6 77.3 X 93.4 93.1 X 91.9
Asia (excluding China, India, Iraq, Pakistan,
Philippines and Syria) 78.8 6.6 949 91.1 69.9 90.1 82.2 85 93.4 90.7 72.9 89.7
Africa (excluding Algeria, Egypt, Eritrea and Nigeria) 92.2 X 95.9 96.1 89.7 95.7 925 X 94.2 95.8 94.9 95.5
Europe 83.0 13.9 94.0 89.8 70.3 89.9 84.4 14.3 93.1 90.5 X 90.7
North and South America 88.8 X 98.6 95.2 90.2 95.2 87.5 X X 90.5 X 90.9
Oceania and other 79.5 X X 89.5 X 89.1 86.1 X X X X 92.3
Destination province or territory of principal applicantZ
Newfoundland and Labrador 91.2 X X 94.0 X 94.5 X X X X X X
Prince Edward Island 77.0 X X 90.7 61.4 81.8 77.9 X X 91.8 55.6 83.0
Nova Scotia 87.0 X 94.7 95.9 X 94.1 87.3 X 94.7 95.9 X 94.6
New Brunswick 80.0 X X 92.7 60.0 86.0 78.6 X X 93.8 49.2 86.4
Quebec 85.6 9.8 929 95.1 77.8 92.0 86.8 6.2 94.6 95.0 74.1 92.4
Ontario 83.8 5.7 93.7 93.1 74.5 92.3 82.2 4.5 93.0 90.8 69.1 90.5
Manitoba 92.8 5.8 96.6 96.7 86.3 96.3 92.0 17.6 96.7 97.0 69.6 95.9
Saskatchewan 85.1 6.4 91.9 924 69.1 90.6 79.3 5.1 91.9 90.8 52.1 88.4
Alberta 86.4 4.3 94.8 94.6 81.5 94.0 88.1 X 89.5 94.0 X 92.9
British Columbia 79.3 5.8 87.3 93.3 59.0 89.9 82.2 2.0 92.0 89.1 X 88.8
Territories X X X X X X X X X X X X

X suppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act

1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanent resident couples came from 2016 to 2019.

2. The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence at landing. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.
Notes: Couples where at least one spouse held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of immigration, which was introduced in
2009, was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as permanent residents. To extend the potential Canada child benefit eligibility period, the
sample was restricted to couples who had a child younger than 18 until at leastJuly of the year following landing. A couple was deemed to have received paid employmentincome if at least one of the spouses
appeared on the T1 or T4 files with paid employmentincome in Canada in the year following landing.
Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 personal master file and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to December 2020.
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Table 2-2
Canada child benefit take-up rates of permanent resident couples where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing, by income source
Landed in 2018 Landed in 2019
Neither spouse At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid Neither spouse At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid
filedaTl or employment income in Canada (T4) in 2019 filed aT1 or employment income in Canada (T4) in 2020
received paid With paid received paid With paid
employment employment employment employment
income in With Tl self-| income in Canada| Without any income in With T1 self-| income in Canada| Without any
Canada (T4) in employment| (T1 or T4), but no| employment Canada (T4) in employment| (T1 or T4), but no| employment
Total 2019 income| self-employment income Total Total 2020 income| self-employment income Total
percent
Demographic characteristics at landing
All 82.1 4.8 93.6 91.5 65.0 90.4 78.7 24 93.8 90.1 71.8 89.8
Number of children
One 77.4 4.6 91.3 88.4 54.1 87.3 73.6 2.7 92.9 86.5 61.3 86.9
Two 83.9 43 95.0 92.8 65.6 91.6 78.9 1.7 93.7 90.7 71.0 90.3
Three 89.8 3.7 97.1 96.3 76.3 95.2 904 1.9 98.0 96.4 83.1 95.7
Four 95.5 X 97.7 98.0 X 97.4 929 X 94.4 97.0 93.1 96.2
Five or more 95.2 X X 97.3 86.8 95.9 97.7 X X 99.7 90.9 98.6
Age group of youngest child
Younger than 6 82.0 4.6 94.1 91.4 68.4 90.9 774 1.7 93.8 89.5 70.4 89.6
6to 10 83.3 6.0 93.1 92.7 64.2 90.4 82.1 4.4 93.7 92.0 77.0 91.2
11to 17 80.5 5.2 89.6 89.5 55.5 85.4 81.3 5.4 94.0 90.2 67.4 88.5
Age group of principal applicant
25to 34 82.9 5.2 94.1 91.5 68.8 91.5 77.8 2.5 94.4 88.6 66.5 89.6
35to 49 81.4 4.1 93.2 91.4 63.9 89.7 79.0 23 93.5 90.9 724 90.0
50 to 64 84.1 X 91.7 92.6 64.8 88.2 83.8 X 88.0 93.2 77.9 90.3
Education of principal applicant
High school or less 95.5 X 96.0 97.4 88.2 96.4 96.4 X 98.0 97.8 90.9 97.2
Some postsecondary 91.6 X 95.9 96.4 54.7 93.7 92.2 X 95.5 95.9 77.8 94.9
Bachelor's degree 83.2 5.7 943 91.5 58.9 90.3 80.6 2.5 94.1 91.0 73.9 90.9
Graduate degree 75.1 3.8 91.9 87.9 60.0 87.5 69.9 2.1 92.6 85.0 58.7 85.5
Immigration class of principal applicant
Economic class 78.3 4.1 92.5 89.6 55.5 88.3 74.2 2.2 92.9 87.6 61.0 87.6
Federal Skilled Worker Program (FSWP) 71.2 2.7 90.6 84.6 46.4 85.1 66.2 1.4 91.6 81.7 42.4 83.0
Provincial programs 83.7 6.4 94.0 93.2 57.6 90.6 82.3 3.8 94.5 929 69.3 91.7
Economic classes other than FSWP and
provincial programs 72.5 X X X X 80.5 69.7 X 86.0 82.3 X 80.6
Family class X X X X X X 65.2 X X X X 73.7
Refugee 97.1 X 98.0 98.0 92.5 97.6 97.3 X 98.9 98.6 94.8 98.3
Other X X X X X X 914 X X X X 914

xsuppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act

1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanentresident couples came from 2016 to 2019.

2. The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence at landing. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.

Notes: Couples where atleastone spouse held temporaryresidentstatus in Canada priorto landing as a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of immigration, which was introduced in 2009, was
excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada priorto landing as permanent residents. To extend the potential Canada child benefit eligibility period, the sample was restricted
to couples who had a child younger than 18 until atleastJuly of the year following landing. A couple was deemed to have received paid employmentincome if atleast one of the spouses appeared on the T1 or T4 files with
paid employmentincome in Canada in the year following landing.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 personal master file and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to December 2020.
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Table 2-2
Canada child benefit take-up rates of permanent resident couples where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing, by income source (continued)
Landed in 2018 Landed in 2019
Neither spouse At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid Neither spouse At least one spouse filed a T1 or received paid
filedaTl or employment income in Canada (T4) in 2019 filed aTl or employment income in Canada (T4) in 2020
received paid With paid received paid With paid
employment employment employment employment
income in With T1 self-| income in Canada| Without any income in With T1 self-| income in Canada| Without any
Canada (T4) in employment| (T1 or T4), but no| employment Canada (T4) in employment| (T1 or T4), but no| employment
Total 2019 income| self-employment income Total Total 2020 income| self-employment income Total
percent
Official language skills of principal applicant
English only 79.4 4.6 93.6 89.7 53.1 89.0 74.6 2.1 93.2 87.4 62.9 87.7
French only 95.6 X 96.8 97.8 95.2 97.4 95.6 X 100.0 97.3 91.7 97.3
English and French 86.3 4.1 94.0 94.6 81.0 93.6 834 3.6 95.0 94.3 78.9 93.5
Neither English nor French 90.1 X 90.6 96.3 714 921 93.8 X 96.6 97.5 84.0 95.7
Source region of principal applicant1
India 76.1 4.5 93.1 86.5 37.7 87.5 68.4 2.5 90.9 82.6 46.7 83.9
Syria 96.1 X 98.4 97.5 94.7 97.5 95.3 X 98.7 98.4 97.0 98.3
China 55.1 13 81.8 78.1 49.6 68.0 51.3 1.0 84.6 76.3 58.3 72.2
Nigeria 923 10.7 98.5 96.4 X 95.8 924 3.9 98.2 95.9 X 95.6
Pakistan 73.0 4.1 93.4 88.0 X 88.2 724 1.2 95.1 86.3 X 87.7
Philippines 94.7 X 94.7 96.8 X 96.2 93.4 X X 97.9 X 97.4
Iraq 97.5 X 96.6 98.2 X 97.7 96.4 X 98.9 98.4 X 97.9
Eritrea 97.7 X 95.4 99.1 X 97.7 99.3 X 98.6 99.4 X 99.3
Algeria 95.5 X 100.0 98.5 X 98.9 93.0 X 98.1 98.2 X 97.3
Egypt 71.1 24 89.1 89.5 X 87.8 64.2 0.0 94.8 82.6 X 86.1
Asia (excluding China, India, Iraq, Pakistan,
Philippines and Syria) 82.1 2.3 94.8 92.3 77.8 92.0 80.3 2.0 94.4 91.6 66.0 90.7
Africa (excluding Algeria, Egypt, Eritrea and Nigeria) 90.5 X 93.3 94.3 80.3 93.5 91.1 2.2 95.9 96.3 84.1 95.5
Europe 80.1 11.1 85.7 90.9 X 88.6 73.9 5.9 89.3 82.2 X 84.4
North and South America 81.0 X 87.0 89.9 X 88.5 74.9 X 86.9 86.9 X 85.7
Oceania and other 58.6 X X X X 71.4 73.8 X X X X 925
Destination province or territory of principal applicantz
Newfoundland and Labrador X X X X X X 94.2 X X X X 94.2
Prince Edward Island 73.9 X X 82.1 X 77.3 77.0 X X 91.9 X 85.8
Nova Scotia 86.2 X 97.0 93.7 X 925 84.7 3.9 94.4 91.7 X 92.2
New Brunswick 83.5 X 90.8 95.4 X 91.3 78.8 34 98.8 89.4 X 88.0
Quebec 87.9 6.3 95.4 95.9 72.2 93.0 85.6 3.1 96.3 95.6 823 94.0
Ontario 76.8 34 92.5 87.7 58.1 88.1 71.5 1.9 92.0 85.5 58.1 86.0
Manitoba 91.1 16.7 96.7 96.6 58.0 94.6 914 7.8 95.7 96.5 X 95.7
Saskatchewan 81.5 5.5 92.3 92.0 55.1 89.9 82.8 4.6 93.8 923 X 92.2
Alberta 85.7 5.2 91.8 93.0 X 91.9 86.9 2.2 96.1 93.6 78.0 93.5
British Columbia 77.7 5.9 923 87.4 X 87.9 71.2 0.5 91.9 85.9 X 85.5
Territories X X X X X X X X X X X X

xsuppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act

1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanentresident couples came from 2016 to 2019.

2. The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence at landing. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.

Notes: Couples where atleastone spouse held temporaryresident status in Canada priorto landing as a permanentresident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of immigration, which was introduced in 2009, was
excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as permanent residents. To extend the potential Canada child benefiteligibility period, the sample was restricted
to couples who had a child youngerthan 18 until at leastJuly of the year following landing. A couple was deemed to have received paid employmentincome if atleastone of the spouses appeared on the T1 or T4 files with
paid employmentincome in Canada in the year following landing.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 personal master file and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to December 2020.
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Considering the couples who are most likely to reside in Canada (i.e., the groups with some employment
income), CCB take-up rates were highest for refugees and lowest for FSWP couples among the top three
immigration classes (provincial programs, FSWP and refugees) (Chart 3).° Nearly all couples where the
principal applicant was a refugee received the CCB in the year following landing, while the take-up rate
was 82% to 92% for couples where the principal applicant was from the FSWP and about 93% for couples
where the principal applicant was admitted through a provincial program. The relatively higher take-up
rates for refugees might also be explained by a greater propensity to use settlement services (Statistics
Canada, 2022). But as mentioned earlier, this could also be related to greater mobility among highly
skilled workers, who are more prone to international emigration, compared with refugees, who are less
likely to move abroad shortly after landing.

Another way to disaggregate data is to compare couples with paid employment income (i.e., who have
T4 records) with other couples. Couples with paid employment income in Canada are probably more
likely to reside in Canada than other couples because the former group has a known employment history
in Canada. Of all couples considered in this study, 62% to 70% received paid employment income in the
year following landing. CCB take-up rates in the year following landing ranged from 93% to 95% for
couples with paid employment income, while these rates ranged from 48% to 68% for other couples who
did not receive paid employment income in Canada (Table 3).

9. The family class and economic classes other than the FSWP and provincial programs had lower take-up rates than FSWP
couples, but those classes did not represent a sizable segment of couples.
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Table 3
Canada child benefit take-up rates of permanent resident couples in the year following landing where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing, by receipt of
paid employment income (T4) in Canada

Landed in 2016 Landed in 2017 Landed in 2018 Landed in 2019
At least one At least one At least one At least one
Neither spouse spouse Neither spouse spouse Neither spouse spouse Neither spouse spouse
appeared on appeared on appeared on appeared on appeared on appeared on appeared on appeared on
the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in
Total 2017 2017 Total 2018 2018 Total 2019 2019 Total 2020 2020
percent
Demographic characteristics at landing
All 85.0 67.6 95.2 84.8 61.4 94.6 82.1 53.5 93.0 78.7 47.6 92.7
Number of children
One 78.8 47.8 93.1 80.4 453 92.8 80.4 36.8 90.5 77.4 31.6 90.2
Two 84.9 62.0 96.0 86.2 61.9 95.8 86.2 53.9 94.8 83.9 441 93.9
Three 91.9 84.0 97.5 91.1 78.7 96.7 91.1 73.8 97.3 89.8 74.8 98.2
Four 96.1 94.0 98.7 95.2 91.7 98.0 95.2 91.1 98.7 95.5 87.5 97.3
Five or more 98.7 98.9 98.3 98.1 97.7 99.1 98.1 94.6 96.3 95.2 96.9 99.3
Age group of youngest child
Younger than 6 86.3 69.9 95.6 86.0 61.6 95.0 86.0 51.4 929 82.0 43.1 92.2
6 to 10 83.2 62.3 95.2 83.7 60.6 94.7 83.7 56.3 94.2 833 55.9 94.5
11to 17 80.2 64.1 91.7 80.4 61.9 92.1 80.4 61.1 91.4 80.5 62.3 92.3
Age group of principal applicant
2510 34 87.6 69.5 95.4 879 61.7 94.9 87.9 43.8 93.0 82.9 34.7 92.2
35 to 49 833 65.4 95.0 83.0 58.9 94.6 83.0 55.4 93.1 81.4 51.6 93.2
50 to 64 87.2 79.9 95.6 84.4 76.7 92.9 84.4 76.4 92.6 84.1 75.9 93.2
Education of principal applicant
High school or less 97.5 96.7 98.3 95.6 933 97.0 95.6 93.4 96.9 95.5 95.5 97.1
Some postsecondary 88.5 73.0 95.4 90.7 65.0 97.8 90.7 69.0 97.4 91.6 76.7 96.3
Bachelor's degree 83.0 52.7 95.6 84.3 54.1 94.7 84.3 52.2 93.4 83.2 440 94.0
Graduate degree 74.1 38.9 92.3 76.9 42.0 92.0 76.9 33.6 90.7 75.1 26.6 90.0
Immigration class of principal applicant
Economic class 77.6 42.7 93.6 80.0 43.2 93.5 80.0 36.2 92.0 78.3 28.8 91.7
Federal Skilled Worker Program (FSWP) 72.1 28.8 91.6 715 25.0 88.1 71.5 21.9 88.2 71.2 16.4 88.0
Provincial programs 81.8 529 95.2 82.7 48.5 95.4 82.7 47.7 94.8 83.7 43.2 95.1
Economic classes other than FSWP and provincial
programs 72.1 43.1 92.7 80.8 X 86.6 80.8 X 83.6 72.5 47.1 88.2
Family class X X X 75.0 X X 75.0 X X X X X
Refugee 99.0 99.0 99.1 98.3 97.9 98.5 98.3 95.4 98.1 97.1 95.5 98.7
Other X X X X X X X X X X X X

x suppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act

1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanent resident couples came from 2016 to 2019.

2. The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence at landing. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.

Notes: Couples where at least one spouse held temporaryresident status in Canada priorto landing as a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of immigration, which was introduced in 2009,
was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporaryresident status in Canada priorto landing as permanentresidents. To extend the potential Canada child benefiteligibility period, the sample was
restricted to couples who had a child younger than 18 until at least July of the year following landing. A couple was deemed to have received paid employmentincome if atleast one of the spouses appeared on the T4 file
with paid employmentincome in Canada in the year following landing.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to December 2020.
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Table 3
Canada child benefit take-up rates of permanent resident couples in the year following landing where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing, by receipt of
paid employment income (T4) in Canada (continued)

Landed in 2016 Landed in 2017 Landed in 2018 Landed in 2019
At least one At least one At least one At least one
Neither spouse spouse Neither spouse spouse Neither spouse spouse Neither spouse spouse
appeared on appeared on appeared on appeared on appeared on appeared on appeared on appeared on
the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in the T4 file in
Total 2017 2017 Total 2018 2018 Total 2019 2019 Total 2020 2020
percent
Official language skills of principal applicant
English only 79.6 47.2 94.1 80.7 46.0 93.4 80.7 40.8 92.0 79.4 34.2 91.3
French only 91.3 77.0 96.8 92.3 78.2 96.4 92.3 86.9 97.8 95.6 83.7 98.1
English and French 86.0 64.1 96.2 89.1 67.6 98.7 89.1 58.1 95.8 86.3 475 96.3
Neither English nor French 95.2 93.0 97.8 93.7 87.7 97.9 93.7 84.9 95.8 90.1 91.6 96.9
Source region of principal applit:ant1
India 78.8 243 91.7 82.5 25.5 92.0 82.5 18.5 89.3 76.1 13.6 87.1
Syria 98.8 98.2 99.4 97.5 95.9 98.9 97.5 94.2 98.0 96.1 93.2 99.3
China 56.1 39.0 84.0 54.6 35.1 85.1 54.6 37.9 84.2 55.1 33.6 82.2
Nigeria 88.0 50.0 95.4 92.6 46.4 98.1 92.6 47.5 98.2 92.3 41.8 98.4
Pakistan 70.5 37.7 92.9 75.1 39.6 93.0 75.1 32.4 93.0 73.0 35.4 93.5
Philippines 95.7 X 98.9 97.1 X 99.2 97.1 X 96.5 94.7 X 98.1
Iraq 94.6 88.3 98.7 97.8 94.6 99.4 97.8 96.0 98.3 97.5 94.3 98.0
Eritrea 97.9 X 98.2 98.0 98.1 97.9 98.0 X 98.6 97.7 X 99.2
Algeria 90.7 79.4 98.1 96.8 92.0 98.7 96.8 80.9 99.7 95.5 73.0 98.5
Egypt 64.1 33.5 92.6 773 46.2 96.4 773 37.8 94.3 711 32.6 92.5
Asia (excluding China, India, Iraq, Pakistan,
Philippines and Syria) 78.8 51.4 96.0 82.2 59.8 94.6 82.2 54.0 95.1 82.1 49.2 95.9
Africa (excluding Algeria, Egypt, Eritrea and Nigeria) 92.2 76.3 97.2 92.5 80.5 95.7 92.5 72.6 94.6 90.5 71.4 96.9
Europe 83.0 58.1 91.7 84.4 58.2 92.5 84.4 46.7 90.1 80.1 39.3 86.5
North and South America 88.8 69.4 96.1 87.5 75.8 92.1 87.5 56.5 89.8 81.0 37.7 90.3
Oceania and other 79.5 X 88.9 86.1 X 92.2 86.1 X X 58.6 X X
Destination province or territory of principal applicant2
Newfoundland and Labrador 91.2 X X X X X X X X X X X
Prince Edward Island 77.0 61.0 90.3 77.9 51.7 94.7 779 56.3 85.3 73.9 55.7 92.6
Nova Scotia 87.0 70.3 96.1 87.3 55.8 95.8 87.3 40.2 95.6 86.2 54.7 93.5
New Brunswick 80.0 67.3 93.9 78.6 50.6 95.9 78.6 48.8 95.7 83.5 40.9 94.2
Quebec 85.6 68.1 96.8 86.8 65.7 96.9 86.8 67.7 97.2 87.9 62.7 97.5
Ontario 83.8 68.4 93.8 82.2 60.1 92.0 82.2 44.2 89.9 76.8 37.9 89.0
Manitoba 92.8 71.6 98.1 92.0 66.5 97.3 92.0 62.4 96.9 91.1 67.3 97.0
Saskatchewan 85.1 67.9 93.6 79.3 41.8 93.2 79.3 44.7 93.5 81.5 46.4 94.5
Alberta 86.4 71.1 95.3 88.1 77.3 93.0 88.1 66.7 93.3 85.7 61.2 95.7
British Columbia 79.3 53.5 93.1 82.2 58.0 89.9 82.2 45.3 89.0 77.7 39.5 88.6
Territories X X X X X X X X X X X X

xsuppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act

1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanent resident couples came from 2016 to 2019.

2. The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence atlanding. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.

Notes: Couples where atleastone spouse held temporaryresident status in Canada priorto landing as a permanentresident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of immigration, which was introduced in 2009,
was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporaryresident status in Canada priorto landing as permanentresidents. To extend the potential Canada child benefiteligibility period, the sample was
restricted to couples who had a child youngerthan 18 until atleastJuly of the year following landing. A couple was deemed to have received paid employmentincome if atleast one of the spouses appeared on the T4 file
with paid employmentincome in Canada in the year following landing.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to December 2020.
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Most of the differences in Canada child benefit take-up rates
persist after controlling for landing characteristics

Multivariate analysis is needed to ascertain whether the observed differences from the descriptive
analysis remain robust when controlling for other landing characteristics. Logistic regressions were used
to model CCB take-up status in the year following landing (1 if the couple received the CCB in the year
following landing and 0 otherwise) as a function of tax-filing status and receipt of employment income in
the year following landing; the number of children in the family; the age group of the youngest child; and
the age group of the principal applicant, along with their education at landing, official language skills,
country of citizenship and destination province (territories were excluded because of low sample size).
For each covariate, a baseline model was estimated without incorporating any of the remaining
covariates. The average partial effects from these baseline models were then compared with those of
the model incorporating the other covariates.

All else being equal, filing T1 tax forms or having a T4 record was the strongest predictor of CCB take-
up (Chart 4). Descriptive evidence indicated that couples where a spouse filed a T1 or received
employment income were substantially more likely to receive the CCB in the year following landing. This
result holds after controlling for the set of landing characteristics mentioned above. All else being equal,
there remains a 55 to 86 percentage point gap in CCB take-up rates between couples with a T1 or
T4 record and couples without these records (Table 4). Couples with a T1 tax record but no employment
income were 55 to 62 percentage points more likely to receive the CCB in the year following landing,
compared with couples with no T1 or T4 records.

10. The average partial effects multiplied by 100 indicate the percentage point difference in the CCB take-up rate relative to a
reference group.
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Table 4
Average partial effects of Canada child benefit take-up rates in the year following landing among permanent resident couples where both spouses were
aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing

Landed in 2016 Landed in 2017 Landed in 2018 Landed in 2019
Baseline Controls Baseline Controls Baseline Controls Baseline Controls
average partial effects

At least one spouse appeared on the T1 or T4 files in the year following

landing
No (reference group)
Appeared on the T1file with self-employment income 0.867 *** 0.694 *** 0.874 **x* 0.747 *** 0.888 *** 0.814 **x* 0.914 *** 0.856 ***
Appeared on the T1 or T4 files with paid employmentincome 0.877 *** 0.681 *** 0.872 *** 0.735 *** 0.866 *** 0.787 *** 0.876 *** 0.806 ***
Appeared on the Tl file without anyemploymentincome 0.668 *** 0.552 **x* 0.621 *** 0.586 *** 0.595 *** 0.572 **x* 0.693 *** 0.621 ***

Number of children
One (reference group)
Two 0.061 *** 0.005 0.058 *** 0.011 * 0.065 *** 0.017 *** 0.052 *** -0.002

Three 0.132 *** 0.008 0.106 ***  -0.001 0.125 *** 0.023 ** 0.168 *** 0.023 **

Four 0.175 ***  -0.006 0.151 *** 0.022 0.180 *** 0.053 *** 0.190 *** 0.013

Five or more 0.202 *** 0.019 0.177 *** 0.035 0.179 *** 0.008 0.243 *** 0.063 ***
Age group of youngest child

Youngerthan 6 0.062 *** 0.030 *** 0.057 *** 0.022 * 0.014 0.023 * -0.040 ***  -0.002

6 to 10 0.031 ** 0.015 * 0.034 ** 0.018 * 0.028 * 0.031 ** 0.007 0.017 t

11 to 17 (reference group)

Age group of principal applicant
25 to 34 (reference group)
35to 49 -0.044 *** -0.016 *** -0.051 *** -0.025 *** -0.016 * -0.034 *** 0.011 + -0.037 ***

50 to 64 -0.004 -0.047 ** -0.040 ** -0.089 *** 0.012 -0.070 *** 0.056 *** -0.110 ***
Education of principal applicant

High school orless 0.145 *** -0.018 0.112 *** -0.015 0.123 **x* 0.025 * 0.159 *** 0.000

Some postsecondary 0.054 ***  -0.011 0.064 *** 0.021 ** 0.084 *** 0.011 0.116 *** 0.008

Bachelor's degree (reference group)

Graduate degree -0.088 *** -0.019 *** -0.073 *** 0.000 -0.081 *** -0.002 -0.106 *** -0.016 ***

...hotapplicable

*** significantly different from reference category (p < 0.001)

** significantly different from reference category (p < 0.01)

* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05)

tsignificantly different from reference category (p < 0.10)

1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanentresident couples came from
2016 to 2019.

2.The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence atlanding. The actual destination maydiffer from the intended destination.
Notes: Couples where atleast one spouse held temporaryresident status in Canada priorto landing as a permanentresident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class
of immigration, which was introduced in 2009, was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporaryresident status in Canada priorto landing as
permanentresidents. To extend the potential Canada child benefit (CCB) eligibility period, the sample was restricted to couples who had a child younger than 18 until atleast
July of the year following landing. The territories were excluded because of low sample size. The average partial effects multiplied by 100 indicate the difference in
percentage points in the CCB take-up rate after controlling for the selected landing characteristics presented in this table. A positive average partial effectindicates thatthe
particular group was more likelyto receive the CCB in the year following landing relative to the reference group. The baseline models do not control for the other covariates.
Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 personal master file and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child
benefit, March 2017 to December 2020.
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Table 4
Average partial effects of Canada child benefit take-up rates in the year following landing among permanent resident couples where both spouses were aged 25
to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing (continued)

Landed in 2016 Landed in 2017 Landed in 2018 Landed in 2019
Baseline Controls Baseline Controls Baseline Controls Baseline Controls
average partial effects

Immigration class of principal applicant

Federal Skilled Worker Program (FSWP) -0.097 *** 0.007 -0.112 *** -0.035 * -0.125 *** -0.046 *** -0.162 *** -0.045 ***
Provincial programs (reference group)
Economic classes other than FSWP and provincial programs -0.085 * -0.002 -0.019 -0.025 -0.112 * -0.020 -0.126 *** -0.010
Family class -0.080 0.050 -0.077 0.018 -0.080 0.046 -0.172 ** -0.027
Refugee 0.172 *** 0.149 *** 0.156 *** 0.124 *** 0.133 *** 0.097 *** 0.149 *** 0.085 ***

Official language skills of principal applicant
English only (reference group)
French only 0.121 *** 0.052 *** 0.116 *** 0.041 *** 0.162 *** 0.062 *** 0.210 *** 0.054 ***

English and French 0.067 *** 0.045 *** 0.084 *** 0.043 *** 0.069 *** 0.036 *** 0.087 *** 0.039 ***
Neither English nor French 0.160 *** 0.006 0.130 *** 0.019 * 0.107 *** -0.036 * 0.191 *** -0.010
Source region of principal applin:ant1
India -0.043 ** 0.016 + -0.019 0.020 + -0.040 * 0.012 -0.055 ** 0.023
Syria 0.156 *** 0.024 0.131 *** -0.003 0.159 *** -0.006 0.213 *** 0.048 *
China -0.270 *** -0.053 *** -0.298 *** -0.102 *** -0.249 *** -0.084 *** -0.227 *** -0.051 **
Nigeria 0.049 ** 0.037 ** 0.081 *** 0.060 *** 0.122 *** 0.073 *** 0.185 *** 0.102 ***
Pakistan -0.123 *** 0.008 -0.094 *** 0.010 -0.070 ** 0.014 -0.026 0.030 t+
Philippines 0.126 *** 0.077 *** 0.127 *** 0.082 *** 0.147 *** 0.057 *** 0.195 *** 0.092 ***
Iraq 0.118 *** -0.014 0.134 *** 0.031 0.173 **x* 0.017 0.224 *** 0.054 *
Eritrea 0.148 *** -0.093 + 0.134 *** -0.049 0.176 *** -0.030 0.253 *** 0.087 **
Algeria 0.076 *** 0.052 *** 0.124 *** 0.065 *** 0.154 **x* 0.077 *** 0.191 *** 0.093 ***
Egypt -0.202 *** -0.038 * -0.096 *** -0.005 -0.096 *** -0.019 -0.100 ** -0.009
Asia (excluding China, India, Iraq, Pakistan, Philippines and Syria -0.041 ** 0.016 + -0.022 0.012 0.020 0.017 0.064 ** 0.036 *
Africa (excluding Algeria, Egypt, Eritrea and Nigeria) 0.089 *** 0.014 0.077 *** 0.007 0.102 *** -0.012 0.169 *** 0.048 **
Europe (reference group)
North and South America 0.054 ** 0.038 *** 0.030 0.002 0.009 0.004 0.010 0.024
Oceania and other -0.081 -0.057 0.023 0.033 -0.221 *** -0.196 *** -0.004 -0.016
Destination province of principal applicant2

Newfoundland and Labrador 0.073 + -0.079 0.129 *** -0.016 0.188 *** 0.014 0.230 *** 0.004
Prince Edward Island -0.067 ** 0.051 *** -0.040 0.078 *** -0.027 0.041 ** 0.056 t 0.064 ***
Nova Scotia 0.032 * 0.041 ** 0.054 ** 0.051 ** 0.096 *** 0.034 ** 0.134 *** 0.036 **
New Brunswick -0.038 * 0.021 -0.033 0.051 *** 0.066 *** 0.038 ** 0.074 *** 0.016
Quebec
Ontario (reference group) 0.020 ** 0.022 + 0.049 *** 0.049 *** 0.112 *** 0.044 *** 0.143 *** 0.039 ***
Manitoba 0.090 *** 0.058 *** 0.101 *** 0.080 *** 0.144 **x* 0.063 *** 0.201 *** 0.064 ***
Saskatchewan 0.013 0.038 ** -0.027 * 0.054 *** 0.048 *** 0.043 *** 0.115 *** 0.052 ***
Alberta 0.024 * 0.000 0.061 *** 0.001 0.088 *** 0.004 0.155 *** 0.018 +
British Columbia -0.048 *** -0.001 0.001 0.007 0.008 0.008 -0.002 -0.002

..notapplicable

*** significantly different from reference category (p < 0.001)

** significantly different from reference category (p < 0.01)

* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05)

t significantly different from reference category (p < 0.10)

1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanentresident couples came from 2016 to
2019.

2.The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence atlanding. The actual destination maydiffer from the intended destination.
Notes: Couples where atleastone spouse held temporaryresidentstatus in Canada priorto landing as a permanentresident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of
immigration, which was introduced in 2009, was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada priorto landing as permanent
residents. To extend the potential Canada child benefit (CCB) eligibility period, the sample was restricted to couples who had a child youngerthan 18 until atleastJuly of the year
following landing. The territories were excluded because of low sample size. The average partial effects multiplied by 100 indicate the difference in percentage points in the CCB
take-up rate after controlling for the selected landing characteristics presented in this table. A positive average partial effectindicates thatthe particular group was more likely to
receive the CCB in the year following landing relative to the reference group. The baseline models do not control for the other covariates.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 personal master file and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit,
March 2017 to December 2020.
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All else being equal, refugee couples were 9 to 15 percentage points more likely to receive the CCB in
the year following landing, compared with couples from provincial programs. Except for couples who
landed in 2016, the CCB take-up rate was 4 to 5 percentage points lower for FSWP couples, compared
with couples from provincial programs.

The baseline and controlled average partial effects for all the covariates considered are reported in
Table 4.
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Chart 3

Canada child benefit take-up rates in 2020 of permanent resident couples who landed in 2019,
where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18 at landing, by tax-filing
and paid employment status and selected landing characteristics
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@ At least one spouse filed a T1 and received paid employment but no self-employment income, or appeared on the T4 with paid employment income in 2020
@ At least one spouse filed a T1 but did not receive any employment income in 2020

@ Neither spouse filed a T1 or received paid employment income in Canada (T4) in 2020

Notes: FSWP = Federal Skilled Worker Program. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on
the top 10 countries from which most permanent resident couples came from 2016 to 2019. The destination province reflects only the intended
province of residence at landing. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination. Couples where at least one spouse held
temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of immigration,
which was introduced in 2009, was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing
as permanent residents. To extend the potential Canada child benefit eligibility period, the sample was restricted to couples who had a child
younger than 18 until at least July 2020. Some rates could not be shown because of low sample size.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2019; T1 personal master file and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid, 2020;
and Canada child benefit, January 2020 to December 2020.
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Chart 4

Baseline and predicted Canada child benefit take-up rates in the year following landing among
permanent resident couples where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a child younger than 18
at landing, by tax-filing and paid employment status of the couple in the year following landing and
immigration class of the principal applicant
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Notes: PP = provincial program; FSWP = Federal Skilled Worker Program. The baseline probabilities are the Canada child benefit (CCB) take-up
rates without controlling for any landing characteristics. The predicted probabilities are the CCB take-up rates based on a logistic regression model
controlling for the number of children; the age of the youngest child; and the age group of the principal applicant, along with their education,
official language skills, country of citizenship and destination province. In addition, it controls for the immigration class of the principal applicant
and the tax-filing status and paid employment income receipt status of the couple. The horizontal lines overlaid on the bars indicate the 95%
confidence interval. The results from the full models are reported in Table 3. Couples where at least one spouse held temporary resident status in
Canada prior to landing as a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class of immigration, which was introduced in 2009, was
excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as permanent residents. To extend
the potential Canada child benefit eligibility period, the sample was restricted to couples who had a child younger than 18 until at least July of the
year following landing. The territories were excluded because of low sample size.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 personal master file and T4 Statement of Remuneration Paid,
2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to December 2020.
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Missing out on the Canada child benefit may put some newly
landed couples at risk of low income

By helping eligible families with the cost of raising children younger than 18, the CCB can play a role in
reducing low income. The extent to which it can reduce low income for newly landed couples is difficult
to measure because their income prior to landing is not observed. However, low-income rates can still
be estimated for a subset of couples where both spouses can be found on T1 records (around three-
quarters of the baseline sample). Low income in this study is measured using after-tax family income.
For this purpose, the T1 Family File (T1FF), a database similar to the T1PMF but that includes information
on tax filers’ census family, is incorporated into the analysis. A family is classified as being in low income
if its size-adjusted after-tax family income falls below the low-income line, defined in this study as one-
half of the median size-adjusted after-tax family income of the Canadian population."’

Considering the subset of couples who did not receive the CCB in the year following landing and had
employment income in the T1 or T4 (i.e., those most likely to reside in Canada shortly after landing) for
whom T1 records can be found for both spouses on the T1FF, the study shows that the low-income rates
of these couples would have fallen slightly if they had received the CCB (Table 5). The reduction in low-
income rates was generally uniform across landing characteristics. For the subset of couples who filed
T1 tax forms but had no employment income, low-income rates would have fallen to a greater extent. For
example, the low-income rate in 2020 for couples who landed in 2019 would have fallen from 61%
(without the CCB) to 59% (with the CCB) in 2020." Note that the analysis did not account for other
benefits these newly landed couples might have missed out on.

11. After-tax family income is adjusted by dividing it by the square root of family size. Low income is usually measured at the
individual level but using after-tax household income (adjusted for household size). Household information is not available
from tax data. The household is a broader concept than the census family (which is what is available from the T1FF), so low-
income rates presented in this study might be overestimated to a certain extent. For example, if a newly landed family
temporarily lives with a relative already residing in Canada, they will appear as separate census families on the tax data,
even though they would be considered one household. The relative’s income would not be counted as part of the newly
landed census family’s income, but it would be counted as part of the household income (unobserved on tax data). The low-
income lines for census families were estimated as $21,100 in 2017, $21,800 in 2018, $22,400 in 2019 and $23,900 in 2020,
in nominal dollars. The national low-income rates for census families were around 22% from 2017 to 2019 and 18% in 2020.

12. CCB take-up rates were examined across the income distribution using the adjusted after-tax family incomes of couples with
employment income. The take-up rates were close to or over 95% for the bottom three-quarters of the distribution, using
income thresholds based on the full T1FF population for 2017, 2018, 2019 and 2020.
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Table 5
Low-income rates of permanent resident couples with employment income in Canada in the year following landing where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a
child younger than 18 at landing

Landed in 2016 Landed in 2017 Landed in 2018 Landed in 2019
Hypothetical low- Hypothetical low- Hypothetical low- Hypothetical low-
income rate in income rate in income rate in income rate in
2017 if all couples 2018 if all couples 2019 if all couples 2020 if all couples
received the received the received the received the
Actual low- Canada child Actual low- Canada child  Actual low- Canada child Actual low- Canada child
income rate benefit they were income rate benefit they were income rate benefit they were income rate benefit they were
in 2017 entitled to in 2018 entitled to in 2019 entitled to in 2020 entitled to
percent
Demographic characteristics at landing
All 41.7 41.1 36.7 36.0 29.8 29.3 24.1 23.4
Number of children
One 34.0 333 32.7 321 23.8 23.2 18.7 18.0
Two 41.5 40.8 36.6 35.9 31.2 30.7 25.4 24.6
Three 54.8 54.2 449 44.0 41.4 41.0 33.2 32.6
Four 58.2 57.7 51.1 49.8 44.9 44.5 39.2 38.6
Five or more 36.6 36.6 40.0 39.6 40.5 40.5 32.0 32.0
Age group of youngest child
Youngerthan 6 41.0 40.6 34.7 34.0 27.5 27.0 221 21.5
6 to 10 42.2 41.4 39.5 38.9 33.6 333 27.2 26.4
11 to 17 46.0 45.1 44.0 42.7 41.3 40.2 33.8 33.2
Age group of principal applicant
25 to 34 38.5 379 30.5 30.0 22.9 22.5 18.9 18.3
35 to 49 42.4 41.8 38.9 38.2 33.4 32.9 26.7 26.0
50 to 64 57.1 56.4 59.5 58.4 54.3 53.2 43.0 42.6
Education of principal applicant
High school orless 59.8 59.4 52.1 51.3 49.7 49.2 46.1 45.2
Some postsecondary 42.2 41.7 349 34.7 38.2 37.3 28.1 27.5
Bachelor's degree 329 32.2 33.0 324 27.5 27.0 20.9 20.4
Graduate degree 31.3 30.7 31.1 30.2 22.7 221 18.1 17.3
Immigration class of principal applicant
Economicclass 30.3 29.5 29.7 28.9 22.8 223 17.7 17.0
Federal Skilled Worker Program (FSWP) 22.8 22.0 22.2 21.4 13.9 13.4 12.2 115
Provincial programs 35.5 34.7 32.0 31.3 28.8 28.2 22.1 21.4
Economic classes otherthan FSWP and provincial programs 35.6 32.7 25.0 22.0 35.6 32.2 30.2 27.4
Familyclass X X X X X X X X
Refugee 59.0 58.7 53.1 525 521 51.7 45.8 45.3
Other X X X X X X 33.3 31.4

x suppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act
1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanent resident couples came from 2016 to 2019.

2.The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory of residence at landing. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.

Notes: Couples where at least one spouse held temporary resident status in Canada priorto landingas a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class ofimmigration, which was introduced in 2009,
was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landingas permanent residents. To extend the potential Canada child benefit eligibility period, the sample was
restricted to couples who had a child younger than 18 until at least July of the year following landing. The sample includes only couples were both spouses could be found on the T1 Family File. Afamily is classified as having
low income ifits after-tax family income adjusted for family size falls below the low-income line, which is one-half of the median adjusted after-tax familyincome amongall families in Canada. Income was adjusted by
dividing the after-tax family income of each individual by the square root of their census family size. Low income is usually measured for households (not available from most tax data) rather than census families. For this
reason, the rates presented here will be overestimated to a certain extent. The household is a broader concept than the census family. This means thatifa newly landed family temporarily moves in with some relatives
already livingin Canada in the year following landing, they will appear as separate census families according to tax data but they would be considered as one household (unobserved in tax data). Low income is also usually
measured at the individual level and not the family level. But here the interestis on the extent to which the Canada child benefit can reduce low income among newly landed couples.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 Family File, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to December 2020.
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Table 5
Low-income rates of permanent resident couples with employment income in Canada in the year following landing where both spouses were aged 25 to 64 and had a
child younger than 18 at landing (continued)

Landed in 2016 Landed in 2017 Landed in 2018 Landed in 2019
Hypothetical low- Hypothetical low- Hypothetical low- Hypothetical low-
income rate in income rate in income rate in income rate in
2017 if all couples 2018 if all couples 2019 if all couples 2020 if all couples
received the received the received the received the
Actual low- Canada child Actual low- Canada child Actual low- Canada child Actual low- Canada child
income rate benefit they were income rate benefit they were income rate benefit they were income rate benefit they were
in 2017 entitled to in 2018 entitled to in 2019 entitled to in 2020 entitled to
percent
Official language skills of principal applicant
English only 31.4 30.7 29.7 29.0 24.7 24.2 19.5 18.8
French only 44.6 43.9 42.4 41.7 40.3 39.5 28.5 28.0
English and French 41.0 40.3 43.9 42.8 32.8 32.1 25.0 24.1
Neither English nor French 62.3 62.0 53.1 52.4 55.1 54.6 49.9 49.5
Source region of principal :-1pp|icant1
India 18.5 17.9 17.9 17.3 15.5 15.2 10.1 9.6
Syria 61.8 61.6 61.2 61.0 63.4 63.3 53.6 53.3
China 50.6 49.4 52.6 50.2 50.8 49.2 44.4 42.3
Nigeria 19.6 19.3 13.8 13.4 13.9 13.6 12.9 12.1
Pakistan 38.9 37.5 42.0 40.8 32.4 31.1 27.7 26.9
Philippines 9.1 8.8 7.8 7.5 11.4 11.2 6.3 6.1
lraq 53.3 53.3 48.3 47.2 51.8 51.6 51.1 51.1
Eritrea 39.8 38.3 33.8 32.6 27.5 26.4 30.1 28.3
Algeria 57.7 57.7 51.1 51.1 40.7 40.1 30.3 29.8
Egypt 50.2 48.5 46.7 45.3 39.1 38.4 31.1 30.2
Asia (excluding China, India, Iraq, Pakistan, Philippines and Syria) 44.2 43.2 48.5 48.0 36.5 35.9 30.2 29.5
Africa (excluding Algeria, Egypt, Eritrea and Nigeria) 43.5 42.8 39.8 38.8 31.6 30.6 28.7 27.6
Europe 23.2 21.9 28.5 28.0 18.8 18.0 12.8 12.6
North and South America 34.4 34.1 35.1 33.9 29.1 28.8 16.8 16.3
Oceania and other 34.0 34.0 38.6 38.6 X X 53.3 53.3
Destination province or territory of principal a;:vplicant2
Newfoundland and Labrador 74.0 74.0 X X X X X X
Prince Edward Island 53.3 53.3 49.7 49.2 53.2 51.4 48.0 48.0
Nova Scotia 44.6 44.4 28.9 28.9 24.8 24.1 21.7 21.5
New Brunswick 62.8 62.1 31.8 315 24.4 24.4 23.7 22.2
Quebec 45.9 45.1 44.1 43.4 41.8 41.1 31.6 30.9
Ontario 40.5 39.8 35.0 34.4 24.0 235 20.6 20.1
Manitoba 321 31.9 28.8 28.2 31.9 31.4 21.8 21.4
Saskatchewan 37.5 37.0 28.6 27.6 25.4 25.2 26.0 25.3
Alberta 37.1 36.4 32.4 31.5 26.9 26.3 22.7 21.5
British Columbia 46.0 45.4 38.7 37.6 26.2 25.6 22.4 21.4
Territories X X X X X X X X

X suppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act

1. Source region was derived from the country of citizenship variable. These regions are based on the top 10 countries from which most permanent resident couples came from 2016 to 2019.

2.The destination province or territory reflects only the intended province or territory ofresidence at landing. The actual destination may differ from the intended destination.

Notes: Couples where at least one spouse held temporary resident status in Canada prior tolandingas a permanent resident were excluded. The Canadian Experience Class ofimmigration, which was introduced in 2009,
was excluded since almost every couple in that category held temporary resident status in Canada prior to landing as permanent residents. To extend the potential Canada child benefit eligibility period, the sample was
restricted to couples who had a child younger than 18 until at leastJuly ofthe year following landing. The sample includes only couples were both spouses could be found on the T1 Family File. Afamily is classified as having
low income ifits after-tax family income adjusted for family size falls below the low-income line, which is one-halfofthe median adjusted after-tax familyincome amongall families in Canada. Income was adjusted by
dividing the after-tax family income of each individual by the square root of their census family size. Low income is usually measured for households (not available from most tax data) rather than census families. For this
reason, the rates presented here will be overestimated to a certain extent. The household is a broader concept than the census family. This means thatifa newlylanded family temporarily moves in with some relatives
already livingin Canada in the year following landing, they will appear as separate census families according to tax data but they would be considered as one household (unobserved in tax data). Low income is also usually
measured at the individual level and not the family level. But here the interestis on the extent to which the Canada child benefit can reduce low income amongnewly landed couples.

Sources: Statistics Canada, Longitudinal Immigration Database, 2016 to 2019; T1 Family File, 2017 to 2020; and Canada child benefit, March 2017 to December 2020.
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Concluding remarks

This study offers insights into CCB take-up for permanent resident couples with no prior history in
Canada, where both spouses are aged 25 to 64 and have a child younger than 18 at landing. The study
focuses on couples who landed from 2016 to 2019 and combines an immigrant landing registry with T1
and T4 tax forms, as well as monthly CCB files, thereby allowing for a comprehensive measurement of
CCB take-up.

A key takeaway from this study is that filing T1 tax forms or having a T4 record is the strongest predictor
of CCB receipt. In most newly landed couples with children younger than 18, a spouse filed a T1 or
received paid employment income in the year following landing. Results indicate that newly landed
couples where at least one spouse had employment income in the year following landing were
significantly more likely than other couples to receive the CCB that year. Couples where a spouse filed a
T1 but had no employment income were less likely to receive the CCB than those with employment
income, but their take-up rate was still markedly higher than that of couples with no T1 or T4 record.
Compositional differences do not explain this difference in take-up rates. This might indicate that the
relatively lower take-up rate for couples with no T1 or T4 record could be attributable to temporary
international emigration. Because many benefits—including the CCB—have a residency criterion,
focusing on the subgroup that is present in the tax system (i.e., T1 or T4) can minimize concerns
regarding international emigration.

Certain subgroups of immigrants, such as refugees, had a relatively higher propensity to file T1 tax forms
and receive the CCB. This could be because refugees are more likely to remain in Canada shortly after
landing—thus satisfying the residency criterion for the CCB—while other groups, like highly skilled
workers, who have a relatively lower presence on T1 or T4 records and lower CCB take-up rates, likely
have greater mobility to work abroad temporarily.

The CCB can play a role in low-income reduction for newly landed couples who may not have adequate
financial resources shortly after landing. The extent to which the CCB can alleviate low income depends
on couples’ income sources. One limitation was that this study could not assess the degree to which the
rates of non-receipt of the CCB for various groups reflect income levels that are too high (ineligibility) or
truly reflect non-receipt of the CCB by fully eligible families. This is because an income registry
(independent of international emigration and tax-filing) before and after landing is not available; however,
the study sheds light on groups more likely to satisfy the CCB residency criterion. Building a profile of
immigrants more likely to reside in Canada shortly after landing and examining differences in take-up
within this group, as was done in this study, may help inform outreach efforts.
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