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ABSTRACT
Using data from the Current Population Survey and the New Immigrant
Survey, this paper e.Ktmùnes the common perception that immigrants are
concentrated in high-risk jobs for which they receive tittle wage compensation. Compelled to native U.S. workers, non-Me.vican immigrants are not at
higher risk and have substantial values of statistical life. However. Mexican immigrants incur tnuch higher fatality risks than native U.S. workers
and do not receive wage compensation for these risks. Mexican immigrants who do not understand English fare especially poorly. The evidence
is consistent with Mexican immigrants facing different wage offer curves.

I. Introduction
The popular belief that immigrants are concentrated in dangerous
jobs is consistent with recent U.S. accident statistics. Although the evidence is
mixed, most recent studies suggest that immigrants face higher levels of job risks.'
The frequently expressed concems with the riskiness of jobs held by immigranl
workers may implicitly assume that labor markets are not functioning efficiently. In
the standard labor economics model of employment in hazardous jobs, the compensating differentials for risky jobs make these positions at least as attractive to workers

I, Orrcnius and Zavodny (2(K)9) examine the job risks that immigranLs currently face ^ d find that, compared 10 native U.S. workers, immigrants are in riskier jobs. The high job risks faced by Hispanic workers
in particular are Ihe subject of many receni studies, such as those by Richard.wn. Ruser, and Suarez (2003)
and by Loh and Richardson (2004), who find [hai Hispunics have a fatality risk thai has been on Ihe rise
and is higher ihan Ihat of the average worker. These patterns contrast with earlier analyses by Berger and
Gabriel (1991) and by Hamermesh (1998). who find thai immigrants in general faced somewhat lower
risks than native U.S. workers. Enchautegui (2008) explores the job quality for immigrant workers.
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as are safer alternatives. Workers who are most willing to bear risk will sort themselves into the higher risk jobs so that the market provides an efficient matching of
employer demands for labor with workers' preferences with respect to risk and
wages. While this standard analysis is an accurate characterization of the labor market for many immigrant groups, this paper shows that immigrants from Mexico
encounter large fatality risks without significant wage compensation.
Whether immigrant workers are disadvantaged in some way or are simply taking
part in a well-functioning labor market for risky jobs requires consideration of the
compensation received for these risks. Berger and Gabriel (1991 ) find that immigrant
workers have substantial values of statistical life, with point estimates greater than
the values for native U.S. workers. Leeth and Ruser (2003) estimate the compensating wage differentials that Hispanics received irrespective of immigrant status.
They find strong evidence that Hispanic males receive compensating wage differentials for fatality risks, suggesting that there is no apparent gap in the adequacy of
labor market performance.
These favorable results for market behavior do not necessarily imply that markets
are ftiily efficient or that some immigrant groups are not disadvantaged with respect
to the risks they face. To examine these concerns, we adopt a theoretical reference
point that is an extension of the standard labor market theory of compensating differentials. We hypothesize that there is a segmented labor market. Instead of selecting jobs from a common wage offer curve available to all workers, some immigrant groups face a different wage offer curve. In this model, immigrant workers
may select high-risk jobs from the options available to them, but they may not
receive the same level of compensation for these risks that is received by other
workers who face a different wage offer curve. Section II of the paper outlines the
theoretical framework that utiderlies our approach.
Section III examines the risk levels faced by immigrants using two data sets wiih
observations on individual workers to which we match fatal and nonfatal job injury
risk data. We use data from the Current Population Survey (CPS), which offers the
advantage of a large sample size, and from the New Immigrant Survey (NIS), which
provides more detail about the characteristics of immigrants than other data .sets.
Non-Mexican immigrants as a group are similar to native U.S. workers in terms of
the average job risks that they face, but Mexican immigrants are outliers. The difference between Mexican immigrants and other worker groups is especially pronounced for risks of fatal injury.
Levels of compensation for job risks differ among immigrant groups. The evidence presented in Section IV for the CPS and Section V for the NIS indicates that
immigrants as a collective group receive substantial compensating differentials for
fatality risks. However, that is not the case for Mexican immigrants, who on average
receive zero or very low levels of wage premiums for fatal injury risks. The coupling
of a fatality risk level that is higher than that of other worker groups with less total
wage compensation for these risks is consistent with a model of segmented labor
markets in which Mexican immigrants face a wage offer curve for fatality risks that
is lower and flatter than that faced by other workers. Tliese results are inconsistent
with the standard model of compensating wage differentials.
The NIS data make possible further exploration of the source of the difference
between Mexican immigrants and other immigrant groups. One possible explanation
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for the difference is that Mexican immigrants are assimilated less quickly due to
language barriers that adversely affect their labor market outcomes. A second possible explanation is the role of previous illegal worker status. Borjas and Katz (2007)
estimate that 68 percent of all undocumented workers in the United States are of
Mexican origin. Illegal workers may be more willing to take dangerous jobs because
they do not have labor market opportunities from employers that comply with the
law. The NIS data include information from which one can construct measures of
language proficiency and possible previous illegal status. The worker's understanding of English is the key determinant of whether workers from Mexico receive
statistically significant compensation for job fatality risks; previous illegal status does
not have a statistically significant effect.

II. Segmented Markets for Dangerous Jobs
To explore the possible effect of immigrant status on the observed
labor market equilibrium, we develop a framework for a segmented labor market in
which immigrants and native U.S. workers face different labor market offer curves,
may have different preferences, and generate different estimated market wage-risk
curves. This formulation is an extension of the noncompeting group analysis in
Viscusi and Hersch (2001) that they hypothesized and tested for smokers, and which
was used to examine racial differences in risk compensation in Viscusi (2003). A
key component of this model is that employers must be able to distinguish the
different labor market groups and offer different sets of job opportunities based on
one's group. Immigrants can be readily identified by employers, facilitating the provision of different wage offer curves based on itnmigrant status.
Our model begins with the components of the standard hedonic wage theory.
Consider the labor market for native U.S. workers. The outer envelope of the firms'
wage offer curves for jobs of different risk p is the highest available wage w for
any risk level p, and is given by w(p). Other available jobs offering lower wage
rates for the same risk level are dominated by these options. Because providing a
safer workplace is more costly to firms and imposes rising marginal costs,

dw/dp > 0 and i/ ^ w/dp- < 0.
Figure 1 illustrates the wage offer curve for native U.S. workers. Workers will
choose the highest available point of tangency with their constant expected utility
loci, which is the wage-risk combination along w{p) that best reflects their risk
preferences. In the standard hedonic labor market model, the empirically estimated
relationship between job risks and wages, or Wageip). is the estimated locus of the
set of observable wage-risk combinations. Thus, Wafjeip) captures the joint influence
of supply and demand and is the observed market equilibrium set of tradeoffs.
We hypothesize that immigrants face a less attractive market offer curve v.\{p).
shown as the lower curve in Figure I. Firms can assess whether a worker is an
immigrant based on the person's legally required documentation at the time of employment, visa status, and other characteristics. Workers who are not immigrants
will face the wage offer curve w{p). If immigrants differ from native U.S. workers
only in terms of their overall level of productivity, not their safety-related productivity, then the two curves will differ only by a constant b, as
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(1)

w,(p) = b + w{p).

We hypothesize that the differences go beyond a simple shift term and that «"¡(p)
is flatter Ihan w(p), or
(2)

dw¡ldp<dwldp

at any given ri.sk level p.
A flatter wage offer curve and a correspondingly lower wage-risk tradeoff rate
may be reflective of lower safety improvements for the firm from increasing the
underlying safety conditions for such jobs, making it less desirable to offer higher
wages to attract workers. Even if the underlying safety technologies are the same
for jobs employing immigrants, a flatter offer curve would arise if immigrants have
lower safety-related productivity and impose additional safety costs on the flrm at
higher underlying job risk levels p. To see how this result arises, consider the standard model of flrms' demand price for risk in which each firm will offer a wage
kK;us that satisfies two conditions: (i) wages are .set at a level so that profits are
equal to zero in competitive equilibrium, and (ii) workers are paid their marginal
products. If immigrant workers have a lower marginal product, whether it is because
of lower productivity or greater safely training costs, they will be paid lower wages
and face a lower wage offer curve from the firm.
The key feature of the firm's offer curve for our inquiry is its variation with the
level of Job risk p. Increases in the job risk level in Figure 1 enable firms to reduce
their safety-related expenditures, making it possible to offer greater wages and remain on the same isoprofit curve. However, if immigrant workers as a group impose
higher safety-related costs at greater intrinsic risk levels, then the wage offer must
be lower for it to keep the firm on the same isoprofit curve and compensate the

Wage

w(0}

PI

p2

Job Risk

Figure 1
Market Offer Curves for Immigrants and Native U.S. Workers
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worker based on the worker's marginal product, including the worker's safety-related
marginal product. The wage offer curve w,(p) in Figure 1 illustrates the flattening
of the wage offer curve as a function of the underlying riskiness of the job.
We hypothesize that immigrants do not face the same wage offer curve as do
native U.S. workers. Rather, they face a curve that is both lower and flatter than
that for native U.S. workers, as indicated by the lower curve in Figure 1. Let immigrant workers incur a risk/?2 that exceeds the risk/), faced by native U.S. workers,
where P2^P\-. as shown in Figure I. Even though immigrants face greater risk, the
difference in the wage offer curves may lead immigrants to receive less wage compensation for these risks than do native U.S. workers, or

(3)

w,(p2)-w,.{0)<w(p,)-w(0),

for some combinations of risks /7, and p2. If immigrants faced the same offer curves
as native U.S. workers or offer curves that only differ by a constant /), as in Equation
1. such a result could never (Kcur. The immigrant wage offers at pj and at a risk
of zero would be
(4)

H',(p2) =fc+ H-(p2),

and
(5)

M',(O) =fc+ w(O).

so that upon substitution Equation 3 is
(6)

w{p2)-

This result contradicts the assumption that wage offer curves are upward sloping
since P 2 > P h ^^^ the compensating differential is less.
The regression analysis focuses on a canonical log wage equation to explore the
heterogeneity of compensating differentials for risk based on immigrant status. The
log of hourly wage (Wage) is a linear function of a vector X of characteristics of
the worker (including immigrant status) and the worker's job, the fatality rate, the
interaction of fatality rate with immigrant status, and a random error tenn e, or
,7)

In Wage=^Q + X^y + ^jf^atalityRate ^^ ^ylmmigrant
+ ^Jtnmigrant X Fatality -\- e.

This specification permits a separate labor market equilibrium for immigrants that
differs in terms of the wage level and slope of the estimated wage-risk locus. We
also present results controlling for nonfatal work injuries and its interaction with
immigrant status, although we note that these estimates indicate difficulties in disentangling the compensation for different risks as well as the interaction effects.'

2. We also explored estimates using two difterenl measures of workers' conipensarion benefits—the state
benefil maximum for temporary tolal disability and the interaciion of this variable with the nonfalal work
injury rale. The coefficients had unexpected positive signs, perhaps because stales with generous benefits
have tnore favorable labor market condition.^. Inclusion of [be workers' compensation variable did not
affect the estimated coefñcient on fatality risk, which is the main matter of interest.
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The empirical analysis below provides three different sets of information pertaining to the respective character of the market for risky jobs for both itnmigrants and
non-immigrants. First, an immigrant indicator variable is included in the equation
to test whether the market equilibrium curve for immigrants differs from that for
native U.S. workers by a constant term or perhaps not at all. We find that the
immigrant indicator variable has a negative sign indicating lower wages, controlling
for risk and other determinants of wages. Second, we estimate the rates of tradeoff
between risk and wages for immigrants and for native U.S. workers and find that
immigrants have a lower rate of tradeoff. Such a result alone need not imply that
immigrants face flatter offer curves such as that shown in Figure 1, as immigrants
may simply have sorted themselves along the high risk, flatter part of the offer curve
for which the tradeoff rates are less. The third comparison of the total amount of
the compensating differential immigrants receive for the high-risk /»^ 'hat exceeds
the risk Pi for native U.S. workers is the definitive test. If, compared to a zero risk
level, immigrants receive less wage compensation for risk than do native U.S. workers, then one can conclude that the W/ip) is not only tower than w{p), but is also
natter, as shown in Figure 1. We find that this is the case for immigrants from
Mexico.

III. Risk Levels by Immigrant Status
The main risk variables of interest are the job-related fatality rate
and the nonfatal lost workday rate. The fatality rate is the primary focus of the
analysis as it is the main building block of labor market estitnates of the value of
statistical life (VSL). The fatality risk variable is constructed by the authors using
data from the U.S. Census of Fatal Occupational Injuries (CFOl). These data provide
a comprehensive census of all work-related deaths. For a job fatality to be included
in the CFOI data, it must be verified using at least two different sources of information, including death certificates, workers' compensation records, accident reports
by the Occupational Safety and Health Administration, medical examiner or coroner
reports, and followup questionnaires. The average number of source documents used
for the CFOI verification of a job-related death is four (Loh and Richardson 2004).
The time period for the fatality risk measures used in this analysis is 2003-2005.
Beginning in 2003, the CFOI began classifying fatalities by the Standard Occupational Classification (SOC) 2000 codes and North American industry Classification
System (NAICS) 2002 codes. The data sets to which we match our fatality data are
for 2003, but to reduce the number of sparse or empty cells, we construct fatality
rates using the three-year period starting in 2003. To convert the number of fatalities
into a fatality rate, we construct denominators using 2003-2005 CPS data on employment using the eamings weight variable to account for sampling effects. The
CPS and NIS data sets record occupation and industry using Census codes, so we
use a crosswalk to achieve a matchup.
We calculate the fatality rate by two-digit industry (52 two-digit industries), immigrant status, and age (two age groups, 16-34 and 35-64).^ For comparison to the
3. Loh and Richardson (2004) find that fatality rates within occupations differ by immigrant status. The
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literature and as a check for robustness, we also present estimates with the fatality
rate calculated by two-digit industry, by both two-digit industry and immigrant
status, and by both two-digit industry and occupation (in nine occupational categories).*"
The nonfatal lost workday injury and illness rate is included in some of the analyses to control for other risky aspects of the job. We use the injury and illnesses
incidence rate per 100 workers for cases with days away from work for 2003.^ We
match these lost workday rates to individual workers by four-digit industry level. In
addition to the risk measures defined earlier, the key variables of interest are immigrant status, wages, and worker characteristics such as education, work history,
and demographic information.
The empirical analysis uses two different data sets for the same year to examine
risk levels and compensation immigrant workers receive for risk. The CPS data set
is a large sample that includes employment data for the U.S. work force, as well as
infonnation on immigrant status and country of origin. These data make it possible
to compare the labor market performance of immigrants with that of native U.S.
workers. We use data from the monthly CPS for the year 2003 for the workers in
the outgoing rotations, as earnings information is reported for these workers. We
also use data from the NIS, which is a sample of 8.573 new legal immigrants to the
United States who received permanent legal residence status in 2003.^' The NIS
provides detailed information on a wide range of worker and personal characteristics,
including information on English language proficiency and type of visa, as well as
measures that make it possible to construct proxies for whether the respondent was
an illegal immigrant at one time. Because the CPS has limited worker information,
it is possible that estimates of compensating differentials for risk suffer from omitted
variables bias. By comparing wage equation estimates derived from the CPS to those
from the NIS. which includes more detailed worker information, we have evidence
on the robustness of the findings. We therefore make similar sample restrictions
using both data sets.
The empirical analysis of the CPS and the NIS data is restricted to workers in
occupations that previously were characterized as blue-collar jobs, as the most serious job risks pertain to these occupations.^ Restriction to these occupations is

lirst study lo consiruct CFOI fataiity rales by age is Viscusi and Aldy (2007). That analysis also did not
take into accounl immigrant sialu.s and was consequently able lo include more age groups. Black and
Kniesner (2(K)3) e.tplore (he issue of measurement error for fataliiy risk rales.
4. As discu.ssed below, the sample is resiricled to workers who previously were referred to as blue-collar
workers. This categorization corresponds to our nine occupational groups. The ñrsi CFOI industry-occupaiion measures are used in Viscusi (2(X)4) and Kniesner. Viscusi. and Ziliak (2006). Their fatality rates
are construciL-d using the earlier CFOI indu.stiy and occupation coding.
5. Theseraiesarecalculaicdby Ihe Bureau of Labor Statistics, U.S. Departmentof Labor, and are available
ai http://www.bls.gov/iif/oshwcA)sh/os/ostbl35.'i.pdf.
6. The data and informaiion on the NIS are available at http://nis.princeion.edu.
7. Due to a change in occupational classifications over lime, there is no longer a tradiiional break poini
beiween blue-collar and white-collar jobs. The occupations we ctas.sify as blue-collar jobs are (i) healthcare
practitioner and technical wcupations, and healthcare support occupations: (ii) protective service occupations; (iii) food preparation and serving related occupations, (iv) building and grounds cleaning and maintenance occupations, (v) personal care and service occupations, (vi) farming, fishery, and forestry, and
con.stniction and extractioti occupations: (vii) installation, maintenance, and repair occupations; (viii) pro-
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common throughout the value of statistical life literature. We also restrict the sample
using both the CPS and NIS to those who are not self-employed because the monthly
CPS does not report earnings for self-employed workers. In addition, we restrict the
sample to those with hourly wages between $1.50 and $100 and age 18-64.
In the CPS, immigrants are identified as those who are foreign-bom, excluding
those bom abroad of American parent(s) and those born in Puerto Rico or other
U.S. outlying areas. The NIS is comprised entirely of immigrants. Specific country
of birth is identified in the CPS, and country of birth or region is identified in the
NIS. We group countries into broad categories, specifically Europe, Asia, Middle
East, North America, Central America, Caribbean, South America, North Africa,
other Africa, Oceania, and country not reported. We also .separately analyze immigrants from Mexico, stratifying Central America into Mexico and all other countries.
To calculate the value of statistical life, we start by estimating log wage equations.
Hourly wage is either reported directly (CPS and NIS) or is calculated as weekly
eamings divided by usual hours worked per week (CPS) or from information on
salary and time unit (NIS). We also include indicator variables for detailed race
(white, black, American Indian, Asian or Pacific Islander, or more than one race
reported), Hispanic ethnicity, sex, married, employed by the govemment, union
member or covered by union contract, full-time employment, whether paid on an
hourly basis, region of the United States, and indicator variables for occupation (nine
occupational categories). Using both data sets, we control for years of education.
Education is imputed in the CPS from highest educational attainment and years in
degree program. The NIS allows distinguishing education attained before migrating
to the United States from education attained in the United States, so we use these
two measures of education in the analysis.
The CPS does not have specific infomiation on work history. We approximate
experience by potential experience, defined as age —years of education completed—five. The NIS includes information on the date of first job in the United
States, and we approximate potential U.S. work experience by the difference between age and year of first job in United States. All remaining information used in
the NIS wage equation estimates is not available in the CPS. We include indicator
variables for visa type (employment, spouse, diversity, and all other visa types),
tenure with current employer and its square, whether a new arrival immigrant (who
acquired immigration documents abroad, in contrast to adjustee immigrants who
were residing in the United States when they attained permanent residence status),
and English language ability. English language proficiency is an indicator v a r i l l e
based on respondents' self-reports of whether they understand spoken English very
well or well.** Reported English language proficiency is 52 percent for immigrants
generally

auction occupations, atid (ix) transportation and maicrial moving œcupaiions. from which we exclude
aircraft pilots and flight etigineers, and air traffic cotilR)llers and airTteld operations specialisU. tor consistency with earlier categorizations of bitie-cotlar j(As. We include indicator variables for these occupational
categories in ihe wage equations.
8. The CPS reports whether Spanish is the only language spoken by idl members of the household age
15 and older. Explorations using this variable did not indicate sigtiificant effects on wage premiums for
fatality ñsks.
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and 51 percent for Mexican immigrants, indicating little difference between Mexican
immigrants and other groups.
We also construct from the NIS indicators of whether the respondent was likely
to have spent some time as an illegal resident in the United States before achieving
permanent legal residence status. We define two indicators of possible prior illegal
status. TTie first, nairower measure, which we term Narrow Prior Illegal, identifies
those who had entered without inspection in a previous visit to the United States or
who had attained legal residence status through legalization. Based on the Narrow
Prior Illegal measure. 27 percent of Mexican immigrants, 20 percent of non-Mexican
immigrants, and 21 percent of all immigrants may have had some prior illegal status.
The broader measure, which we call Broad Prior Illegal, adds those whose visa
status in a previous visit to the United States is unknown.'' The Broad Prior Illegal
measure produces an estimate of 33 percent possible prior illegal status for the
sample generally, with a 62 percent rate for Mexican imniigrants and 24 percent for
non-Mexican imniigrants.
We first address whether immigrants are in fact concentrated in the more hazardous jobs and, if .so, whether the differences are more pronounced for the more serious
injuries. Table I presents descriptive statistics for the CPS sample of 61,437 workers
for the four different fatality rate measures, as well as for nonfatal lost workday
rates and wages. The data are presented for different groups based on immigrant
status and, if the worker is an immigrant, whether the worker emigrated from Mexico. Mexican immigrants are a large segment of the immigrant population, comprising 43 percent of all immigrants in the sample. Nationwide, Mexican immigrants
accounted for an average of 40 percent of all workplace fatalities to foreign-bom
workers from 1996-2001, with a percentage share that increased over that time
period. Loh and Richardson (2ÍK)4) calculate that Mexican-bom fatalities rose from
241 in 1996 to 422 in 2001. We distinguish Mexican immigrants as a category rather
than Hispanic immigrants generally because analysis based on Mexican origin indicates more pronounced labor market differences than does analysis of Hispanics
generally.
The average fatality rate per 100,000 workers varies depending on the fatality risk
measure and the sample. The average rate per 100,000 workers is 4.51 overall with
the exception of the industry-occupation measure, which is somewhat larger given
the sample restriction to largely blue-collar occupations. Immigrants as a group have
substantially higher fatality rates than all workers in tbe sample or than native U.S.
workers for the two measures that are based on immigrant-specific fatality rates, but
not otherwise. Because immigrants are not a homogeneous group, the fatality rates
differ within the immigrant sample. Based on the industry-immigrant status-age fatality rate, Mexican immigrants have a fatality rate of 5.97 as compared to 4.38 for
non-Mexican immigrants. For the four different fatality measures, Mexican immigrants have fatality rates that range from 36 percent to 46 percent higher than that
for non-Mexican immigrants. Mexican immigrants likewise have a fatality rate that

9. The definition we employ of previous illegal status does not capture all of Ibc ways that an immigranl
can be illegal. For example, someone who enters legally with a tourist visa but works (or pay during the
visit would bave an illegal status. See Jasso el al. (2008) for a complete characterization and analysis of
illegal status using data from the NIS-Pilot 1996.
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is greater than that of native U.S. workers. The pattems based on industry-immigrant
status-age yield higher fatality rates for all three immigrant groups than those implied
by overall industry averages alone, which have a fatality rate per IOO,{)(X) workers
of 4.52 for native U.S. workers. 4.56 for immigrants. 3.78 for non-Mexican immigrants, and 5.51 for Mexican immigrants. Accounting for the immigrant-specific
fatality rates produces a wider disparity between immigrants and native U.S. workers
than otherwise would be apparent based on the industry risk levels alone.
The lost workday rate for immigrants and native U.S. workers are quite similar.
Native U.S. workers have an annual lost workday rate per 100 workers of 1.85. as
compared to 1.83 for immigrants. Mexican immigrants work in industries with an
injury rate of 1.91. which is 3 percent greater than the native U.S. average. While
Mexican immigrants have riskier jobs both in terms of fatal and nonfatal risks, the
far greater relative disparity is with respect to risks of fatal injury.
Table 2 presents the comparable risk and wage statistics for the NIS data set.
These data also indicate the outlier status of Mexican immigrants as compared to
the immigrant population generally. For all immigrants in the NIS, the average
industry-immigrant status-age fatality rate is 4.50 per 100,000 workers, and the lo.st
workday rate per 100 workers is 1.79. Mexican immigrants have an average fatality
rate of 5.70. as compared to 4.15 for immigrants from countries other than Mexico.
This 37 percent difference is greater than the 8 percent spread for nonfatal lost
workday rates per KX) workers, which are 1.90 for Mexican immigrants and 1.76
for other immigrant groups. As with the CPS data, there is a high average fatality
risk disparity for the industries in which Mexican immigrants work and a higher
fatality rate than indicated by the average industry' fatality risk measure. The fatality
risk of Mexican imtiiigrants as compared to non-Mexican immigrants ranges from
37-40 percent higher for the two fatality risk variables that are conditional on immigrant status to a difference of 49-51 percent for the other two fatality risk variables.

IV. immigrant Status and Compensating Differentials:
Regression Evidence from the CPS
Table 3 presents estimates of the key risk and immigrant status variables based on CPS data. The first columti in Table 3 includes no immigrant-related
variables and serves as a basis of compari.son with the existing VSL literature. The
second and third columns provide evidence on the difference between immigrants
and nonimmigrants. Column 2 controls for immigrant status and its interaction with
the fatality rate. Column 3 also includes the corresponding lost workday rate variables. Robust standard errors are reported in parentheses and the robust and clustered
(at the level of the fatality risk measure's construction) standard errors are reported
in brackets. Our discussion focuses on significance levels based on robust standard
errors, as the coefficients based on the clustered standard errors are often not statistically significant for the CPS results.
Workers in general receive a statistically significant compensating differential for
fatality risks. Immigrants overall receive lower pay than native U.S. employees.
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Table 2
Risk lavéis and Wages for New Imtnigrant Survey Sample Groups'
Mean (Standard Deviation)

Variable

All
Immigrants

Mexican
Immigrants

NonMexican
Immigrants

Industry — immigrant status - age

4.50
(5.69)

5.70
(6.19)

4.15
(5.49)

Industry

3.95
(4.53)

5.34
(5.39)

3.54
(4.16)

Industry - immigrant status

4.52
(5.17)

5.81
(5.64)

4.14
(4.96)

Industry — occupation

5.00
(6.64)

6.70
(7.47)

4.51
(6.29)

Lost workday rate''

1.79
(0.81)

1.90
(0.74)

1.76
(0.82)

Wage

9.74
(4.67)

10.11
(4.45)

9.64
(4.72)

Number of observations

1.951

339

1,612

Fatality rate*'

a. Data are drawn from the New Immigrant Survey 2003.
b. Fatality rates are per 100.000 workers. Fatality rates are constructed by the authors using fatality data
from the Bureau of Labor Statistics. Census of Fatal Occupational Injuries, 2003-200Í. and Current Population Survey employment data. 2003-2005.
c. t^st workday injury and illness rates are per 100 workers and are reported in "Incidence Rates of
Nonfatal (Xcupational Injuries by Industry and Case Types. 2003." Btireau of Labor Statistics, U.S. Depimtnent of Labor.

controlling for other wage determinants. The immigrant interaction term with the
fatality rate is negative and statistically significant, implying that immigrants receive
lower compensation for fatality risks. The different slope and vertical intercept for
immigrants are consistent with the labor market segmentation hypothesis. There is
also significant positive compensation for lost workday risks, which does not differ
significantly by immigrant status.
The VSL for a log wage equation without interactions is calculated using the
following standard equation.
(8)

VSL = 02 X Wage X 2000X 100,000,

assuming 2000 hours is a full-time work year. If the average wage rate for immigrants is denoted by Wage¡. then their estimated V5Z., is
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Table 3
l^fî Hourly Wage Regressions for Current Population Survey with Immigrant
Interactions"
(1)

(2)

Ü.0025
(0.0005)**
[0.0017]

0.0036
(0.0005)**
[0.0021]*

0.0028
(0.0005)**
10.0023]

Fatality rate X immigrant

-0.0032
(0.0009)**
[0.0029]

-0.0035
(0.0010)**
[0.0032]

Immigrant

-0.0739
(0.0081)**
[0.0138]**

-0.0862
(0.0131)*
[0.0234]**

Fatality rate

(3)

Lost workday rate

0.0103
(0.0031)**
[0.0121]

Lost workday rate X immigrant

0.0078
(0.0070)
[0.0 Î 48]

^-squared

0.34

0.34

0.34

y Number of observations = 61.437. Robust standard eirors in parentheses; clustered standard errors in
brackets, where clustering is by industry-immigrant status-age. •/><O.1Ü. * * / J < 0 . Í ) 5 . Additional variables
included in all wage regressions but coefficients noi reported are: potential work experience, potential work
experience squared, years of education, and indicator variables for sex. married, race, Hispanic ethnicity.
full-time employment, paid hourly rate, union or employee association, govemnteni employer, occupation,
metropolitan location, and region of the United States. Column .1 also includes a lost workday rate missing
value indicator.

(9)

VSL, =

; X 2000 X I 00,000.

The estimated VSL varies across the labor market. The VSL implied by the reference equation reported in Column 1 in Table 3 is $6.8 million ($2(K}3). which is
comparable to other VSL estimates in the literature. Based on the point estimates
reported in Column 2, the VSL for native U.S. workers is $10.2 million. The imtnigrant interaction is almost fully offsetting, yielding a VSL for immigrants of $0.9
million. The VSL estimates for native U.S. workers are .somewhat higher than the
median VSL estimate in the literature but are similar to the findings using the CFOI
fatality risk variable in conjunction wiih CPS data.'"

U). In particular, the VSL estimates reported in Viscusi (2004). Tables 3 and 4. Panel A for a CPS log
wage ajuaüon for blue-collar tnales including the multi-year a v e r s e fatality risk but excluding the nonfatal
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The results reported in Column 3 of Table 3 indicate that immigrants receive no
net compensation for fatality risk, but they do receive cotnpensation for nonfatal
risk. The point estimates of the VSL are $7.95 million for native U.S. workers and
a negative VSL for immigrants. Overall, workers receive positive compensation for
lost workday injuries that does not vary significantly by immigrant status. The estimates of the implied values per lost workday injury are $29,231 for native U.S.
workers and $41,232 for immigrants."
To explore the sensitivity of the results to the fatality risk measure. Table 4 reports
the estimates of Equation 7 (corresponding to Column 2 of Table 3) for all four
fatality risk measures. The results are quite similar irrespective of the fatality risk
variable used. The estimated VSL for native U.S. workers ranges from $8.80 million
to $10.22 million, while the estimated VSL for immigrants is smaller and sometimes
negative. Because of the similarity of the results and the greater specificity of the
industry-immigrant status-age variable, the remaining estimates are based on this
tatality rate.
To allow for structural differences by immigrant status. Table 5 reports equations
estimated separately for native U.S. workers and imniigrants. The first set of results
that do not include the lost workday rate indicate a larger fatality risk premium for
native U.S. workers, implying a VSL for native U.S. workers of $8.80 million and
$5.24 million for immigrants. The second pair ot equations including the lost workday rate continues to indicate statistically significant compensation for fatality risks
for native U.S. workers, but not for immigrants. Although native U.S. workers and
immigrants have wage equations that differ by more than an intercept and a risk
interaction term, the general result that immigrants receive lower fatality risk compensation than native U.S. workers holds.'"
The estimates in Table 6 examine differences in compensation based on the immigrant's country of origin. We repon results for the interaction specification of the
model because it is not feasible to obtain reliable estimates using separate equations
for each immigrant group. Column I of Table 6 includes 11 separate fatality rate
interaction terms for different regions of origin as well as intercepts for each region.
The two interaction terms that are statistically significant at the 5 percent level are

risk variable are $U),3 million using industry-iKcupation CFOI risks and $13.6 million using industry level
CFOI risks. Estimates using the CFOI industry-occupation risk coupled with the Panel Sludy of Income
Dynamics reported in Kniesncr, Vi.scuf-i, and Ziiiak (2006) are higher. The median VSL in the meta analysis
by Viscusi and Aldy (2(K)3) is a value of $7.5 million. All of ibese estimates are converted to $2003 using
the CPI-U. Leetb and Ruser (2(H)3) obtain slalistically significant but lower VSL estimaies for Hispanic
males using fatality risks by occupation, gender, and race. As discussed in Viscusi (2(KM), occupationbased measures involve more measuremenl error than indu.stry-based risk measures.
11. Restricting the sample to observations for which ibe losl workday rate variable is available yields
similar resulis. Tbe pertinent coefficients (robust standard errors) for (he specification reported in Column
3 in Table 3 are O.(KWO ((MXH)6) for the falality rate. -0.0037 (0.0010) for the fatality rate inieraction
with immigranl. 0.0074 (O.(X)32) for the iosi workday raie, and 0.0157 (0.0076) for the lost workday rate
inieraction with immigrant. The sample size is reduced from 61.4.17 lo 57.195.
12. The F test for the equalily of the coefficients for immigrants and native U.S. workers Indicates that
there are statistically significant differences for coefficients other than ihe intercept and the risk variables.
For equations including both the fatality risk and the lost workday risk variables and the immigranl intercept
and interactions, the pertinent F value for tbe equality of the other coefficients by immigrant status is F(27.
6t377) = 13.27. which indicates a statistically significant difference at the usual significance levels.
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Table 5
Log Hourly Wage Regressions for Current Population Survey Stratifying by
Immigrant Status'^

Fatality rate

Native U.S.

Immigrants

Native U.S.

Immigrants

0.0031
(0.0005)**
[0.0021]

0.0023
(0.0009)*
[0.0015]

0.0023
(0.0006)**
[0.0022J

0.0010
(0.0010)
[0.0016]

0.0094
(0.0032)**
[0.01161

0.0241
(0.0077)**
[0.0132]*

Lost workday rate

/?-squared

0.35

0.23

0.35

0.23

VSL ($ millions)

8.80

5.24

6.52

2.28

26,677

54.900

Lost workday injury {$)

a. Number o( observations = 50,673 for native U.S. regressions and 10.764 for immigrants regressions.
Rohtisi standard errors in parentheses; clustt-red standard errors in brackets, where clustering is by industryimmigrani statu.s-age. * p<O.lO. •* /7<0.O5. Addiiional variables included in all wage regressions but
coefficients not reported are: potential work experience, potential work experience squared, years of education, and indicator variables for sex, married, race, Hispanic ethnicity, full-time employment, paid hourly
rate, union or employee ass<K;iation, govemment employer, occupation, metropolitan location, and region
of the United States. The final two columns also include a lost workday rate missing value indicator.

for immigrants from Africa, who on balance receive no compensating differential
for fatality risks, and for Mexican immigrants. Immigrants from Africa comprise
only 2 percent of the sample, so the subsequent empirical analysis focuses on the
differential fatality risk compensation for Mexican immigrants. For all other immigrant groups, there is no evidence of any statistically significant difference in the
compensation for fatality risks relative to native U.S. workers. Based on these estimates, the average naiive U.S. worker in the sample has a VSL of $7.95 million.
The fatality rate interaction with Mexico is larger than the fatality rate coefficient,
indicating that there is no net fatality rate compensation for Mexican immigrants.
The final three columns of Table 6 report different equations that focus more
narrowly on the fatality risk interaction with Mexico. The second column in Table
6 reports this equation including the lost workday rate and its interaction with Mexico. Mexican immigrants receive negative net compensation for fatality risks and no
additional wage premium for nonfatal itijury risks above that received by other
workers. Column 3 in Table 6 excludes the lost workday rate but adds an additional
fatality risk interaction tenu for non-Mexican immigrants. This interaction term is
not statistically significant. The fatality risk coefficient for Mexican immigrants is
almost a complete offset of the main fatality risk coefficient. The final specification
in Table 6 excludes the insignificant non-Mexican immigrant interaction and finds
that on balance Mexican immigrants receive no net positive compensation for fatality
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Table 6
Log Hourly Wage Regressions for Current Population Survey with Region of
Origin Interactions"
(1)
Fatality rate

0.0028
(0.0005)**
10.0023]

Africa X fatality rate

-0.0300
(0.0085)**
[0.00461**

Asia/Oceania X fatality rate

-0.0033
(0.0027)
1O.(X)32]

Caribbean X fatality rate

-0.0012
(0.0033)

Mexico X fatality rate

- 0.0038
(O.OOl 1)**
[0.0035]

(2)

(3)

(4)

0.0025
(0.0005)**
[0.0020]

0.0036
(0.0005)**
10.00211

0.0034
(0.0005)**
[0.0018]*

- 0.0038
(0.0011 )**
[0.0033]

- 0.0044
(0.0010)**
[0.0033]

- 0.0040
(0.0009)**
[0.0028]

-0.0015
(0.0012)
[0.0025]

Non-Mexico X fatality rate

Other Central America x
fatality rate

- 0.0024
(0.0024)
[0.0034]

Europe X fatality rate

-0.0042
(0.0036)
[0.0045]

Middle East X fatality rate

-0.0040
(0.0106)
[0,0095]

North America X fatality
rate

0.0087
(0.0097)
[0.0100]

South America X fatality
rate

0.0027
(0.0039)
fO.0044]

Country not reported X
fatality rate

0.0012
(0.0056)
[0.0066]
(continued)
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Table 6 (continued)
(I)
Lost workday rate

O.OIOI
(0.0031)**
[0.0122]

Lost workday rate X
immigrant

0.0070
(0.0069)
[0.0146]

Lost workday rate X
Mexico
Ä-squared

(2)

(4)

0.0115
(0.0030)**
[0.Ü110]

0.0009
(0.0071)
[0.0111]
0.34

0,34

0.34

0.34

a. Nutnber of observations = 61,437. Robust standard errors in parentheses; clustered standard errors in
brackets, where clustering is by industry-immigrant status-age. * p<O.\(i, * * p < 0 . 0 5 . Additional variables
included in all wage regressions but coefficients not reported are: potential work experience, potential work
experience squared, years of education, and indicator variables for sex. married, race. Hispanic ethnicity.
immigrant, full-time employment, paid hourly rate, union or employee ass<KÍation. government employer,
occupation, metropolitan l<K-ation. region of the United States, and a series of region of origin variables
for Africa. Asiii/Oceania. Caribbean. Mexico, Other Central Atnerica, Europe, Middle East. North America,
South America, and Country not reported. Columns I and 2 also include a lost workday rate missing value
indicator.

risks.'^ Because Mexican workers receive lower total fatality risk compensation than
native U.S. workers and non-Mexican immigrants despite facing greater risks, we
can reject the hypothesis that their wage offer curve is the same as that for other
workers or that the offer curve for Mexican immigrants differs by only an intercept
term.

V. Immigrant Status and Compensating Differentials:
Regression Evidence from the NIS
The NTS data set provides additional detail on immigrant characteristics that makes it possible to explore whether the differences in wage premiums
for fatality risks are due to omitted variables. In particular, we examine English
language proficiency and prior illegal residence status.

13. The estimates are almost identical for the different fatality rate measures. The fatality rate coefficients
for the specification that corresponds to Column 4 of Table 6 range from 0.0031 to 0.0033 for the other
fatality risk measures, and the negative and significant Mexican immigrant interactions imply point estimates of the VSL tbat are negative in all but one instance. For the one positive value, the VSL is $0.21
million.
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Table 7
Log Hourly Wage Regressions for New Immigrant Survey with Mexico
Interactions"

0)
Fatality rate

0.0048
(0,0021)**
10.00231**

(2)
0.0037
(0.002 n *
[0.00201*

Mexico X fatality rate

(3)
0.0072
(0.0023)**
[0.00231**
-0.0092
(0,0031)**
[0.00421**

Lost workday rate

0.0279
(0.0127)**
[0.0139]

0.0063
(0,0021)**
[0,00191**
- 0.0095
(0,0036)**
[0.00431**
0.0253
(0.0129)*
[0.01331*

Mexico X lost workday rate

/Î-squared

(4)

0.0036
(0.0173)
[0.01851
0.37

0.37

0.37

0.37

a. Number of observations = 1.951. Robusi standard errors in parentheses; clustered standard errors in
brackets, where clustering is by induslry-immigrani status-age, */3<O.IO, * * / ) < 0 . 0 5 . Additional variables
included in al! wage regressions but coefficieiiis not reported are; age. age squared, years of education
before United Stales, years of education in United Stales, potential U.S. work experience, potential U.S,
work experience sqtjared. tenure with current employer, tenure wilb current employer squared, and indicator
variables for sex. married, race. Hispanic ethnicity, region of origin, understands English very well or well,
visu type, new arrival, full-time employmeni. paid hourly rale, union conlracl, government employer,
occupation, region of ibe United States, and time period. Column.s 2 and 4 also include a losi workday
rate missing value indicator.

Table 7 presents selected coefficients for four different wage equations for the
NIS sample. Because all respondents to the N!S are immigrants, native U.S. workers
arc no longer the basis of comparison. Immigrants as a group receive significant
wage compensation for risk, with the estimates in Column 1 implying a VSL of
$9,35 million. Adding the lost workday rate in the second column of Table 7 reduces
Ihe fatality risk coefficient and implies a VSL of $7.21 million coupled with an
implicit value of lost workday injuries of $54,349.
A regression using the NIS data with region of origin interactions patterned after
those in the first column of Table 6 indicated that Mexican immigrants are again
the chief outliers, so we estimate log wage equations for the NIS including an
interaction of the risk variables with Mexico. The results in the third column of
Table 7 indicate a large negative interaction term with Mexico, as Mexican immigrants receive no net wage compensation for fatahty risks, while non-Mexican immigrants have a VSL of $13.88 million.
The final column in Table 7 includes an interaction with Mexico of both the
fatality rate and the lost workday rate. Immigrants in general receive positive risk
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premia for both fatal risks and nonfatal job injury risks. But Mexican immigrants
receive no net fatahty risk compensation. Mexican immigrants do not receive additional compensation for lost workday risks over that received by other immigrants.
The consistent absence of compensation for fatal job risks for Mexican immigrants
leads us to reject the hypothesis that Mexican immigrants face the same wage offer
curve for fatality risks a,s do other immigrants.
To explore the possible reasons that workers from Mexico fare so poorly with
respect to fatality risk compensation, we examine two possible causes: the individual's understanding of the English language and whether the immigrant, who is now
a legal immigrant, was at one time an illegal immigrant to the United States. Table
8 reports regressions with each of these variables included separately and as an
interaction with the fatality rate and with tbe fatality rate interacted with Mexico.
Workers who understand English may face a different set of job opportunities
than those who do not, which many observers have suggested may have led the
latter to take high-risk jobs that offer low pay.''* In addition, language barriers potentially could put these workers at greater risk on the job so that their safety-related
productivity is less. All estimates reported in this paper control for understanding
English and consistently show thai those who understand English well or very well
have higher wages. Based on the first column of results in Table 8. the fatality risk
premium for workers overall does not differ significantly with the worker's English
language proficiency, so one's understanding of English does not affect the compensating differentials received by non-Mexican immigrants. However, workers
from Mexico who have better English language proficiency receive a higher wage
premium for fatality risks. While workers from Mexico who do not understand
English receive no premium for fatality risks and appear to be paid less for such
jobs, workers from Mexico who understand English receive compensation implying
a VSL of $3.44 million using the average wage rate for workers from Mexico who
understand English. The VSL is reduced by inclusion of the negative but statistically
insignificant interaction of the fatality rate with whether the individual understands
English. The pronounced compensation gap for workers from Mexico who do not
understand English is consistent with the job safety literature, which has highlighted
the role of language barriers.
We also consider whether prior illegal status may account for a lower risk premium. Illegal immigrants may have revealed themselves to be greater risk takers
through their illegal entry, and they may also face a different wage offer curve than
legal immigrants. The estimates in the final two columns of Table 8 also include in
tbe basic wage equations each of these prior illegal status variables as weil as the
interaction of each of them with the fatality rate and with the fatality rate interacted
with Mexico. Neither of these prior illegal status interactions is ever statistically
significant when interacted with the fatality risk variable. The Narrow Prior Illegal

14. Loh and Richardson (20()4), p. 42, oiler Ihe following observation: "Low educational attaintnent. lack
of English proficiency, and other factors contribute to employmeni of tiiany Ibreign-tnim workers in lower
paying, higher risk jobs." Lazear (2007) emphasizes the role of language problems for workers from
Mexico, and McManits, Gould, and Welch (198?) document ihe lahor market role of English language
Hucncy more generally. The role of langtjage proficiency affects immigran! workers' risk levels, as docuniented by Oirenius and Zavodny {2(X)9).
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Table 8
Log Hourly Wage Regressions for New Immigrant Survey with Language and
Illegal Status Interactions^
Interaction Variable
Understand
English
Fatality rate

0.0085
(0.0039)**
[0.00391**

Broad Prior
Illegal

0.0069
(0.0022)**
[0.0021]**

0.0072
(0.0024)**
[0.0022]**

0.0014

0.0014

(0.0040)
[0.0044]

(0.0061)
[0.0061]

(O.(H)53)
[0.0054]

-0.0168
(0.0043)**
[0.0058]**

-0.0089
(0.0034)**
[0.0030]**

-0.0110
(0.0034)**
[0.0023]**

Fatality rate X Mexico X
interaction variable

0.0120
(0.0059)**
[0.0057]**

0.0069
(0.0073)
] 0.0072]

0.0028
(0.0062)
[0.0062]

Interaction variable

0.0860
(0.0244)**
[0.0310]**

0.0786
(0.0333)**
[0.0456]*

0.0327
(0.0352)
[0.0475]

Fatality rate X interaction
variable

Fatality rate X Mexico

-0.0022

Narrow Prior
Illegal

0.37

/f-squared

0.38

0.37

a. Number of observations = 1,951. Robust standard errors in parentheses; clustered standard enors in
brackets, where clustering is by industry-im migrant siatus-age. * p < 0.10, * ' p < IJ.Ü5. Additional variables
included in alt wage regressions but coefficients not reported are: age, age squared, years o( education
before United States, years of education in United States, piitential U.S. work experience, potential U.S.
work experience squared, tenure with current employer, tenure with current employer squared, and indicators for sex, married, race. Hispanic ethnicity, region of origin, visa type, new arrival, full-time employment, paid hourly rate, union contract, govemment employer, occupaiion. region of the United States, and
time period. Columns 2 and 3 also include an indicator for understands English very well or well.

variable does have an independent positive effect on wages. Understanding the English language is more influential in detennining a worker's wage-risk tradeoff than
one's prior illegal status.

VI. Conclusion
The widespread impression that immigrants differ from native U.S.
workers with respect to the riskiness of their jobs is overly simplistic. As a group,
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immigrants do not incur fatal or nonfatal job risks that are much different than those
of native U.S. workers, and they are compensated lor these risks. The notable exception is Mexican immigrants. While the nonfatal risks of their jobs are just a bit
higher than those faced by other groups, the fatality risks arc substantially greater.
Job risks that workers incur necessarily differ across the U.S. economy, so the
existence of such differences in risk levels is not in itself inconsistent with a world
of appropriately functioning compensating differentials for risk. Unfortunately, Mexican workers do not fare well with respect to their levels of compensation for fatality
risks. Mexican workers generally receive no statistically significant wage premiums
for fatality risks, or they receive significantly less risk compensation than do other
groups who face lower levels of risk. These results are consistent with a generalized
model of hedonic labor market equilibrium in which Mexican immigrants face wage
offer curves that are both lower and flatter than those facing other groups.
The existence of this type of labor market segmentation raises a new set of issues
as to why this particular immigrant group faces labor market opportunities that differ
in this manner. The key determinant of these differences among Mexican immigrants
is not the immigrant's previous illegal status, but rather is whether the Mexican
immigrant is proficient in understanding the English language. Understanding English may be consequential either because it affects the set of jobs that are available
or because knowledge of English is related to safety-related productivity, such as
one's ability to profit from safety training and risk information that may be provided
only in English. It also may be that employers infer that Mexican workers with a
poor understanding of English have illegal status irrespective of whether they have
appropriate documentation.
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