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The Hispanic Population in the United States: March 1989

INTRODUCTION

This report presents data on the demographic, social,
and economic characteristics of the Hispanic population
in the United States. The Bureau of the Census col-
lected this information in the March 1989 supplement to
the Current P spulation Survey (CPS). Data shown in this
report reflect new processing and tabulation proce-
dures. See appendix B for a brief discussion of these
new procedures.

This is the first report in the annual series of CPS
reports on the Hispanic population to present data for
Hispanic households on urban and rural residence,
tenure, availability of telephone, and income.

HIGHLIGHTS

* The Hispanic population, which totalled 20.1 million in
March 1989, continued to grow at a rapid pace, about
5 times as fast as the rate experienced by the
non-Hispanic population since 1980.

» Hispanic households were more likeiy to live in urbar:
areas than non-Hispanic households. In March 1989,
about 92 percent (+ 0.8)' of Hispanic households
were in urban areas, compared with 73 percent
(£ 0.4) of non-Hispanic households.

¢ Hispanic households were less likely to live in homes
they owned or were purchasing in 1989 than were
non-Hispanic households, 42 percent (== 1.4} and 66
percent (+ 0.4), respectively.

» According to the March 1989 CPS, Hispanic house-
holds were less likely to have a phone in their home
than were non-Hispanic households (82 percent
=+ 1.1 and 94 percent + 0.2, respectively).

* Hispanics tend to marry Hispanics. For example, in
March 1989, 85 percent (£ 1.3) of Hispanic hus-
bands in married-couple families were married to a
Hispanic wife, and 82 percent (£ 1.4) of Hispanic
wives in married couples had a Hispanic husband.

* Hispanic families were more likely to be poor than
non-Hispanic families. Based on 1988 income, 23.7
percent (+ 1.5) of Hispanic families fell below the
poverty level, compared with 9.4 percent (£ 0.3) of
non-Hisp. ¢ families.

The number in parenthesis is equal to 1.6 times the standard error
of the estimate. This giveu the 90-percent confidence interval when
added to and subtracted from the estimate. A complete discussion of
confidence intervals and standard errors is given in Appendix C,

POPULATION GROWTH AND COMPOSITION

NOTE: CPS estimates of the Hispanic origin population shown
in this report are inflated to national totals using weights
derived from independent post-census estimates. These post-
census estimates of the Hispanic_population were used to
eliminate fluctuations in the CPS estimates of the size of the
total Hispanic population resulting from sampiing variability. In
addition, the independent estimates provide a post-census
time series of data comparable with the 1980 census informa-
tion fc Hispanics. .

Independent estimates were developed only for the size of
the total Hispanic population and not for subgroups of the
Hispanic population because required information on births,
deaths, immigration, etc., for each of the individual Hispanic
subgroups is not available. Consequently, figures on the
number of persons in each of the Hispanic subgroups, as well
as the social and economic characteristics shown in this
'epctm, tiremain subject to sampling error and random annual

sctuations.

The Hispanic population continued to grow at a rapid
pace, about 5 times as fast as the rate experienced by
the non-Higpanic population.2 By March 1989, the His-
panic civilian noninstitutional population had reached
20.1 million, an increase of 39 percent over the April
1980 census figure. During the same period, the corre-
sponding non-Hispanic population grew by 8 percent.
Based on the March 1989 estimate, Hispanics now
constitute 8.2 percent of the U.S. total population (table
A). Immigration to the United States was an important
part of Hispanic population growth. It contributed about
one-half of the growth of the Hispanic population,
compared with 21 percent of the growth experienced by
the non-Hispanic population.

The Hispanic population was composed of persons
in the following origin subgroups:

12.6 miillion (£ 174,000) Mexican

2.3 miillion (% 116,000) Puerto Rican 3

1.1 million (z= 81,000) Cuban

2.5 miillion (&= 120,000) Central and South American
1.6 million (%= 97,000) Other Hispanic origin*

2The population universe in the March 1989 CPS is the civilian
noninstitutional population of the United States and members of the
Armed Forces in the United States living off post or with their families
on post, but excludes a'l other members of the Armed Forces.

3See Appendix B, “Changes in Processing Procerures and Research
on Data Fluctuations.”

“Unless otherwise noted, persons reporting “"Other Hispanic"
origin are those whose origins are from Spain, or they are Hispanic
persons identifying themselves generaly as Hispanic, Spanish, Spanish-
American, Hispano, Latino, etc.




Table A. Change in the Total and Hispanic Populations, by Type of Origin: April 1980 to March 1989
(For the United States. Numbers in thousands)

3

March 1989 CPS

1980 census’

(Civilian
noninstitutional
population)

Civilian
noninstitutional
population

Resident
population

Percent change,
1980-89

(civilian
noninstitutional
population)

Total poputation
Hispanic origin
Mexican
Puerto Rican

Other Hispanic?

Central and South Amencan

Other Hispanic .
Not of Hispanic origin

243,685
20,076
12,565

2,330
1,069
4,111
2,544
1,567
223,609

8.2

—

222,461
14,458
8,654
1,983
799
3,022
(NA)
(NA)
208,003

6.5

226,546
14,609
8,740
2,014
803
3,051
(NA)
(NA)
211,937

9.5
38.9
45.2
17.5
33.8
36.0

(X)

X)

7.5

Hispanic population as a percent of total population

6.4 (X

NA Not available.
X Not applicable.
' Data as of Apnil 1, 1980.

2 |In the 1980 census, the “Other Spanish” category included persons from Spain, the Spanish-speaking countnes of Central and South
America, and Hispanic persons who identified themselves generally as Latino, Spanish-American, Spanish, etc. In the CPS, the category “Central

and South American™ is listed as a separate ongin.

Table B. The Hispanic Population, by Type
of Origin: March 1982 to 1989

(Data are for the civilian noninstitutional population of the United
States. Numbers .~ thousands)

March 1989 March 1982

Ongin Esti- Esti-

mate | Percent mate| Percent

20,076 100.0| 15,364 100.0
12,565 626 9,642 62.8
2,330 11.6] 2,051 13.3

1,069 5.3 950 6.2

Total Hispanic population.
Mexican .
PuertoRican . .. .. .. ..
Cuban ... < coviven o
Central and Sout
Amencan
Other Hispanic .. . . . ...
Hispanic population as a

percent of total population X 8.2 x) 6.8

2,544 12.7
1,567 7.8

1,523 9.9
1,198 78

X Not applicable.

Geographic distribution. As of March 1989, 89 per-
cent of Hispanics lived in nine States (table C and figure
1). Three States alone—California, Texas, and New
York—were home to 65 percent of the Hispanic popu-
lation. Other States which contained sizeable propor-
tions of the Hispanic population were Florida with 8
percent; lllinois and Arizona, 4 percent each; New
Jersey and New Mexico, 3 percent each; and Colorado,
2 percent.5

5The differences between the proportion of Hispanics in the

following States are not statistically significant: llinois and Anzona,

Anzona and New Jersey, New Jersey and New Mexico, and New
© aco and Colorado.

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS
OF PERSONS

Age. In 1989, the median age of the Hispanic popula-
tion (25.9 years) was about 7 years lower than the
median age of the non-Hispanic population (33.2 years).
The median age varied substantially among the sub-
groups. The median age of the Cuban population was

Figure 1.

Geographic Distribution of the
Hispanic Population:

March 1989
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Table C. The Hispanic Population, for Selected States: March 1989

{Numbers in thousands)

Hispanic population

Percent of total Hispanic
population

Hispanic population as a
percent of the population
in each area

Estimate

Confidence
interval®

Percent

Confidence
interval®

Percent

Confidence
interval’

United States
Cahfomla

New Jersey
New Mexico
Colorado

20,076
6,762

X)

6,256 - 7,268
4,004 - 4,622
1,743 - 2,221
1,418 - 1,754
715 - 9985
605 - 845
543 - 733
493 - 605
322 - 520

X

31.3 - 36.1
19.9 - 23.1
8.7 - 111
7.0-88
3.6-5.0
29-43
2.7-3.7
23-3.1
1.6-26

8.2
243
258
11.2
12.7

7.5
20.8

8.4
36.7
13.0

)
23.0-25.6
23.9-27.7

9.9-126
11.3- 141
6.3-8.7
17.2-244
72-97
32.8 - 40.6
9.9 - 16.1

X Not applicable because number 1s controlled to an independent estimate and, thus, 1s not subject to sampling variability.

'90-percent level of confidence, or 1.6 standard error range.

41.4 years, or about 8 years older than that of non-
Hispanics. The Mexican and Puerto Rican populations
had the youngest median ages (23.6 years and 26.8
years, respectively).®

The youthfulness of the Hispanic population is further
substantiated by comparing selected age groups. For
example, about 35 percent of the Hispanic population
was under 18 years of age in March 1989, compared
with 25 percent of the population not of Hispanic origin.
About 5 percent of the Hispanic population was 65
years old and over, compared with 13 percent of the
non-Hispanic population (table 1).

Educational attainment. Although Hispanics are mak-
ing progress in terms of educational attainment, they lag
behind non-Hispanics. For example, 60 percent cf young
Hispanic adults (25-34 years old) reported they had
completed 4 years of high school or more, compared
with 89 percent of their non-Hispanic counterparts.
About 11 percent of young Hispanic adults reported that
they completed 4 years of college or more, compared
with about 26 nercent of non-Hispanic young adults. A
larger proport  : of young Hispanics had completed 4 or
more years of high school, than older Hispanics, those
35 years old and over, {60 percent and 45 percent,
respectively) (table 1).

Differences existed in the educational attainment
among Hispanic subgroups. For example, the propor-
tion of young adult Mexicans (25 to 34 years old) who
compieted 4 years of high school or more, 50 percent,
was lower than that for any of the other M panic
subgroups. The proportion of young adult persons of
Central and South American origin completing 4 years

*The difference between the median age of the total Hispanic
population and the Puerto Rican population 1s not statistically signifi-

10

of college or more (22 percent) was higher than that for
young adults of Mexican, Puerto Rican, or other His-
panic origin.

Differences were also evident when comparing the
educational attainment of young Hispanics to older
Hispanics for the subgroups. For each of the Hispanic
subgroups a smaller proportion of young Hispanics than
older Hispanics reportad completing less than 5 years
of school. Conversely, a larger proportion of young
Hispanics reported completing 4 years of high school or
more (table 1 and figure 2).

Figure 2.
Hispanics Who Completed 4 or More
Years of High School: March 1989

L 25 to 34 years old
BB 35 years old and over

Total Hispanic 60%
45%
i e
38%
Puerto Rican 76%
42%
Cuban 84%
58%
Central and Sguth| ] 70%
American 63%

77%

Other Hispanic
56%
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Unemployment.® Unemployment among Hispanics in
March 1982 was higher than for non-Hispanics. About
7.8 percent of Hispanic males 16 years old and over
were unemployed, compared with 5.5 percent of non-
Hispanic males. About 7.8 percent of Hispanic females
and 4.9 percent of non-Hispanic females were unem-
ployed. Among the subgroups, the unemployment rate
of Puerto Rican males was 12.1 percent, higher than
that for Cuban, Central and South American and other
Hispanic males. Among females, the unemployment
rate of Puerto Rican women (5 percent) was lower than
that for Mexican women, but was not statistically differ-
ent from that of women in the remaining subgroups’
(table 2).

Occupations.® The occupational distribution of employed
Hispanic men differed somewhat, in March 1989, from
that of non-Hispanic men. For example, Hispanic rnen
were more likely to be employed in operator, fabricator,
and laborer occupations than in any other occupation
group (29 percent). Non-Hispanic men, however, were
more likely to be employed in managerial and profes-
sional specialty occupations (28 percent) (table 2).

Women of both Hispan.c and non-Hispanic origin
were more likely to be employed in technical, sales, and
administrative support occupations than in any other
occupation group (38 percent and 45 percent, respec-
tively). Differences existed bet /een the occupation
distribution of employed Hispanic and non-Hispanic
women. For example, Hispanic women were more likely
than non-Hispanic women to be employed in service
occupations (24 percent versus 17 percent). However,
27 percent of non-Hispanic women were employed in
managenial and professional specialty occupations, com
pared with 15 percent of Hispanic origin women.

In general, persons employed in service occupations,
farraing, forestry, and fishing occupations; or as opera-
tors, fatiricators, and laborers have higher unemploy-
ment rates® and lower median earnings'® than persons
employed in the remaining occupation groups shown in
table 2. Data from the March 1989 CPS shows that
compared with non-Hispanics, a larger proportion of
Hispanics were in these lower paying occupations that
often provide less stable employment. For example, 54
percent of Hispanic men were employed in service

"The difterence between the unemployment rate of Puerto Rican
women and women not of Hispanic orngin 1s not statistically significant.

®Data on labor force status and occupation shown in this report are
restncted to data obtained from the March CPS and may not neces-
sanly rofiect characteristics observed when comparing other survey
months or annual average rates.

°Employment and Earnings 37 (1, January 1990), Department of
Labor, Bureau of Labnr Statistics, table 10, p. 172.

'°The median earnings of males and females employed in service
occupations; farming, forestry, and fishing occupations; or as opera-
tors, fabricators, and laborers are significantly lower (at the 90-percent
level of confidence) than the median earnings of those employed in
managenal and professional speciaity, technical, sales, and adminis-
e support; or precision production, craft, and repair occupations.

occupations; farming, forestry, and fishing occupations;
or as operators, fabricators, and laborers. On the other
hand, 33 percent of non-Hispanic men were employed
in these occupational groupings. Hispanic women also
were more likely to be employed in these occupation
groups than were non-Hispanic women (44 percent and
26 percent, respectively).

Earnings. In general, Hispanic civilians 15 years old and
over earned less than those not of Hispanic origin. For
example, the median earnings of Hispanic men, $13,600,
was lower than that of non-Hispanic men, $21,300. The
median earnings of Hispanic women, $9,200, was also
lower than that of non-Hispanic women, $11,200
(table 2).

The fact that Hispanics as a aroup earn less than
non-Hispanics is also substantiated by looking at the
earnings distribution for each group. About 35 percent
of Hispanic men 15 and over with earnings in 1988
earned less than $10,000, compared with 25 percent of
their non-Hispanic counterparts. Conversely, 22 percent
of Hispanic men earned $25,000 or more, compared
with 43 percent of non-Hispanic men. Moreover, 3
percent oi Hispanic men earned $50,000 or more,
compared with 10 percent of non-Hispanic men.

A similar pattern exists among women. About 54
percent of Hispanic women with earnings earned less
than $10,000 in 1988, compared with 45 percent of
non-Hispanic women. About 10 percent of Hispanic
women earned $25,000 or more, compared with about
15 percent of non-Hispanic women. Of both Hispanic
and non-Hispanic women, about 1 percent earned
$50,000 or more.'' Additional multivariate analysis would
allow us to measure how much of the overall disparity in
earnings between Hispani.s and non-Hispanics is related
tc the younger age structure, lower educational attain-
ment, and concentration in lower paying, less stable
occupations for Hispanics We are considering the
inclusion of this analysis in a forthcoming analytical
report.

Earnings varied by Hispanic subgroup. Among the
Hispanic men, Mexicans had the smallest proportion
who earned $25,000 or more in 1988 ‘18 percent), and
Cubans had the largest proportion (35 percent). The
proportions of Mexican and Central and South Ameri-
can women who earned $25,000 or more in 1988 were
not statistically different. However, the proportion of
Mexican women who earned $25,000 or more (8 per-
cent) was smaller than that for Puerto Rican, Cuban,
and Other Hispanic women, about 15 percent each.

Persons below poverty level. In 1988, 26.7 percent,
or 5.4 million persons of Hispanic origin were living in
poverty. In comparison, 11.8 percent or 26.4 million

""The difference beween the proportion of Hispanic and non-
Hispanic women who earned $50.000 or more s statistically signih-

cant. 1 1




persons not of Hispanic ongin were living in poverty.
About 1 of every 6, or 16.9 percent, of all persons living
in poverty in 1988 were Hispanic (table 2).

About half (49 percent) of the 5.4 million Hispanics
living in poverty were children under 18 years old, 47
percent were between t' > ages of 18 to 64, and 4
percent were 65 years old and over.'2 Hispanic children
represented 11 percent of all children in the United
States but reprasented 21 percent of all children living in
poverty in 1988.

CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS

This report is the first annual CPS report on the
Hispamic population to present data on the urban and
rural residence, tenure, availability of telephone, and
income of Hispanic households.

The Census Bureau defines a Hispanic household as
one in which the householder'?® 1s Hispanic. A house-
hold comprises the person or persons who occupy a
housing unit. Although a large majority of households
contain famiies, many do aot. Two major categories of
households are identiiied by the Census Bureau. family
and nonfamily. A family household requires the pres-
ence of at least two persons. the householder and one
or mot 2 additional family members related to the house-
holder through birth, adoption, or marriage. Family house-
holds can also contain persons who are not family
members. A nonfamily household comprises a house-
holder who either lives alone or exclusively with persons
who are not related to the householder.4

According to the March 1989 CPS, there were about
5.9 milion households in which the householder was
Hispanic. That number represented about 6 percent of
all U.S. households (table 3). Under alternative defini-
tions of Hispanic households, that number changes. For
example, there were 6.6 million households in which
either the householder or the spouse was Hispanic.
There were about 6.8 million households with at least
one Hispanic member age 14 and over.

Household compaosition. In this report, a Hispanic
household 1s defined as a household in which the
householder is Hispanic. The householder in about 56
percent of the 5.9 mill"on Hispanic households was of

'2The proportion of HispaniC persons under 18, and the proportion
of persons 18 1o 64 years old living below poverty are not statstically
different.

YThe term householder relers to the person (or one of the
persons) in whe.se name the housing unit 1s owned or rented (main-
taned), or if there 1S no such person, any adult member, excluding
roomers, boarders, or paid employees

‘“Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Current Pop-
ulation Reports, Senes P-20, No. 432, Households, Families, Marital

. Status and Living Arrangements’ March 1988 (Advance Report).

Mexican origin. In about 14 percent of Hispanic house-
holds, the householder was Puerto Rican, 13 percent
Central and South American, 7 percent Cuban, and 10
percent other Hispanic (table 3).'5

Hispanic households were more likely to contain
families than were non-Hispanic households. In March
1989, 82 percent of Hispanic households were family
households, compared with 70 percent of non-Hispanic
households. Conversely, 30 percent of non-Hispanic
households were maintained by a person living alone or
with nonrelatives only, compared to 18 percent of
Hispanic households (table 3).

Urban and rural residence. Hispanic households were
more likely to live in urban areas in 1989 than were
non-Hispanic households. About 92 percent of Hispanic
households were in urban areas, about 7 parcent were
nonfarm households in rural areas, and about 1 percent
were on farms in rural areas. However, 73 percent of
non-Hispanic households were in urban areas, 25 per-
cent were in rural nonfarm areas, and about 2 percent
were in rural farm areas (table 3).

Tenure. In March 1989, Hispanic louseholds were less
likely to own or be purchasing their home than were
non-Hispanic households. About 42 percent of Hispanic
households were owners and 58 percent were renting,
compared with 66 percent of non-Hispanic households
who were owners and 35 percent renting. Among the
Hispanic subgroups, Puerto Ricans and Central and
South Americans were least likely to own or be purchas-
ing their homes (24 percent and 31 percent, respec-
tively) (table 3 and figure 3).

“The difference between the proportion of households with
householders of Puerto Rican and Centrat and South Amencan origin
1S not statistically significant.

Figure 3.
Householders Who Own or Are
Purchasing Their Homes: March 1989
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Availability of telephone. Hispanic households were
less likely to have a phone in their home than were
non-Hispanic households. About 82 percent of Hispanic
households had a phone, compared with 94 percent of
non-Hispanic households.'® Among the Hispanic sub-
groups, Cubans had the highest proportion of house-
holds with telephones (table 3 and figure 4).

Figure 4.
Households With Telephones:
March 1989

Total Hispanic frs st Aoa i B i et ) 82%
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Household income. Hispanic households tend to have
lower incomes than non-Hispanic households. In 1988,
the median money income of Hispanic households was
$20,400, compared with $27,800 for non-Hispanic house-
holds. Among the Hispanic subgroups, Pueito Ricans
had the lowest median household income (table 3).

The dispanty in househo!d income between the His-
panic and non-Hispanic populations is further substan-
tiated by the income distribution for each group. For
example, about 24 percent of Hispanic hcuseholds had
incomes below $10,000 in 1988, compared with 17
percent of non-Hispanic households. Conversely, about
22 percent of non-Hispanic households and 11 percent
of Hispanic households had incomes of $50,000 or
more in 1988. About 41 percent of Hispanic households
had incomes of $25,000 or more (table 3).

CHARACTERISTICS OF FAMILIES

Family composition. In March 1989, there were 65.8
million families in the United States, of which about 7
percent were Hispanic and 93 percent were non-Hispanic.
About 79 percent of all families were maintained by
married couples, 17 percent by female householders

'*it may be of interest to persons mnvoived with telephone inter-
viewing that 97 percent of Hispanic households and 98 percent of
non-Hispanic householas with a telephone in the household or
avai{ahle to the househoid reported that a telephone interview for the

Y Population Survey would be acceptable.

with no spouse present, and 4 percent by male house-
holders with no spouse present. The composition, size,
income, and poverty status of Hispanic families differ
from non-Hispanic famiies.

About 70 percent of Hispanic families were main-
tained by married couples, compared with about 80
percent of non-Hispanic families. Among the subgroups,
the Mexican- and Cuban-origin populations had the
largest proportion of families maintained by married
couples (74 percent and 77 percent, respectively).’?
About, 57 peivent of Puerto Rican families were main-
tained by a married-couple, and 40 percent were main-
tained by a woman with no husband present (table 4).

To alarge degree, Hispanics tend to marry Hispanics.
Hispanic women, however, tend to marmy non-Hispanics
to a greater extent than do Hispanic men. For example,
85 percent of Hispanic husbands in married-couple
families were married to a Hisparic wife, and 82 percent
of Hispanic wives in married cuuples had a Hispanic
husband (table D). Among the Hispanic subgroups, 86
percent of Mexican men were married to a Mexican
woman and 82 percent of Mexican women were married
to a Mexican man.'® The propostions are lower in other
groups.

When Hispanics marny outside their specific sub-
group, they are more likely to marry a non-Hispanic than
a member of any other specific Hispanic subgroup. For
example, among Puerto Rican husbands, 72 percent
were married to another Puerto Rican, 16 percent were
married to a non-Hispanic, 5 percent were married to a
Central and South American, 3 percent were married to
a Cuban, 2 percent to an Other Hispanic, and 1 percent
to a Mexican.'®

Family size. Despite proportionately fewer mamied-couple
families, Hispanic families were larger on the average
than non-Hispanic families. About 50 percent of His-
panic families had four or more members, compared
with 34 percent of non-Hispanic families. Among the
subgroups, Mexican families had the highest proportion
of large families (55 percent). About 1 of every 6
Mexican families had 6 or more members. The propor-
tion of Cuban families with four or more members (34

""The difference between the proportion of Mexican and Cuban
families mantaned by married coup!les 1s not statistically significant.
Nor 1s the difference between the proportion of Cuban and non-
Hispanic families maintained by married couples.

*The difference between the proportion of Hispanic husbands
mamed to a Hispanic wife and Mexican husbands married to a
Mexican wife 1s not statistically significant. Nor is the difference
between the proportion of Hispanic wives marmied to a Hispanic
husband and Mexican wives married to a Mexican husband.

*The differences were not significant between the proportion of
Puerto Rican men married to Cuban women and the proportions
mamed to Central and South American, Other Hispanic, and Mexican
women. Nor were the differences between the proportion of Puerto
Rican men married to Other Hisparic women and the proportions
mamed to Mexican womeg 36 Central and South American women.
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(For the United States. Numbers in thousands)

Table D. Married-Coupie Households, by Origin of Hushand and Wife: March 1989

KC

Origin of wife
Hispanic subgroups
Origin of husband
Central
Total Total Puerto and South Other Not
population| Hispanic Mexican Rican Cuban| American| Hispanic Hispanic
Total, allpersons........ ...... 52,100 3,556 2,170 346 248 508 284 48,544
Total. Hispanicongmn.. . ... ....... 3.398 2,897 1,829 289 n 390 178 502
Mexican..... .... ... .i.... 2,083 1.826 1,789 2 8 22 4 257
PuertoRican... . ...... 362 303 5 261 12 19 7 58
Cuban... ........ 247 211 3 7 184 16 1 36
Central and South Amencan 436 385 25 15 3 334 9 52
Other Hispanic ongin 271 173 7 4 4 - 157 98
Not of Hispanic ongin ... .. 48,701 659 342 56 37 118 106 48,042
PERCENT BY ORIGIN OF WIFE

Total, all persons 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Total, Hispanic ongin 6.5 81.5 843 83.5 85.1 76.8 62.7 1.0
Mexcan..... ... 4.0 51.3 82.4 0.7 33 4.3 1.4 0.5
Puerto Rican. . 0.7 85 0.2 754 47 3.7 2.6 0.1
Cuban............. 0.5 59 0.1 2.1 743 341 0.3 0.1
Central anc South Amencan 0.8 10.8 1.1 4.2 1.3 65.7 3.0 0.1
Other Hispanic ongin 0.5 49 0.3 1.2 1.5 . 55.4 0.2
Not of Hispamc origin.. . . 935 18.5 158 16.3 150 23.2 373 99.0

PERCENT BY ORIGIN OF HUSBANC
Total, all persons .. . 100.0 6.8 4.2 0.7 05 1.0 0.5 93.2
Total. Hispanic origin 100.0 35.3 53.8 8.5 6.2 11.5 5.2 14.8
Mexican..... . 100.0 87.7 85.9 0.1 0.4 1.1 0.2 12.3
Puerto Rican..... 100.0 83.7 1.4 721 3.2 5.2 2.0 16.1
Cuban..... ..... ..... 100.0 85.4 10 3.0 74.7 6.4 0.4 14.6
Central and South Amencan 100.0 88.3 5.7 33 0.7 76.4 2.0 11.9
Other Hispanic origi. . . . . 100.0 63.8 2.6 1.6 1.4 . 58.1 36.3
Not of Hispanicongin. ............. 100.0 1.4 0.7 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 98.6

- Represents zero or rounds to zero.

percent) was smaller than the proportion of Mexican,
Puerto Rican, and Central and South American families
with four or more members (table 4).

Family income.The income of Hispanic families in
1988, on average, was less than that of non-Hispanic
families. For example, the median money income of
Hispanic families was $21,800, compared with $33,100
for families not of Hispanic origin. Furthermore, the
income distribution for Hispanic and non-Hispanic fam-
ilies showed that about 20 percent of Hisnanic families
had incomes of less than $10,000 in 1988, compared
with about 10 percent of non-Hispanic families.

Family income varied substantially by Hispanic sub-
group. Although the median family incomes of Puerto

14

Rican and Mexican families were not statistically differ-
i, the median family income of Puerto Rican families
was lower than that of the remaining Hispanic sub-
groups. Moreover, the Puerto Rican origin population
had the largest proportion of families with income below
$10,000 (29 percent). However, the Cuban population
had the largest proportion of families with income of
$50,000 or more, 25 percent (table 4).

Family poverty. Hispanic families are more likely to be
poor than non-Hispanic families. Based on 1988 income,
23.7 percent of Hispanic families fell below the poverty
level, compared with 9.4 percent of non-Hispanic fami-
lies. Among the subgroups, Puerto Ricans were most
likely to be poor (30.8 percent) (table 4).
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Table 1. Selected Social Characteristics of All Persons and Hispanic Persons, by Type of Origin:

March 1989

(For the United States. Numbers in thousands)

Characteristic

Total population Total Hispanic origin Not of Hispanic origin Mexican origin
One One One One
) standard standard standard standard
Estimate error Estimate emor Estimate error Estimate emor

20to24years ..... .......... .. .
25to29years ................... .
30to34years..... ...............
35to39years.............. .....
40toddyears................. ...
45to49years.............
50toS4years............
S55to59years...... .....
60to64years...........
65to69years...... ...
70to74years .........
75to79years..... ..
8Cto84dyears...........

85 years andover.. ....

16 yearsandover................ .
18 years andover............ ..
21yearsandover......... ...... .

55 years andover. .. . . e
65 years andover.. ...... .......
75 years andover. ...... . ......

Median age (years) .. ..
SEX

MARITAL STATUS

Total, 15 years andover .. ..... .
Percent ..... ....... . .

Widowed ....................... .
Divorced ................. ........

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

Total, 25 y2ars and over ...... .
Percent completed—
Less than 5 years of school .........
4 years of high school or more. .. ..
4 years of college ormore..........

Total,25t034 years.......... ...
Percent completed—
Less than 5 years of school ........
4 years of high school or more. .. ....
4 years of college ormore..........

Total, 35 years and over ..........
Percent completed—
Less than 5 years vf school .... ...
4 years of high school or more. ... ..
4 years of college or more..........

243,685
100.0
7.6

7.5

20.8
12.0
4.7

325

100.0
48.6
51.4

190,052
100.0
264
58.7
72

77

154,155

2.5
76.9
211

43,239
1.0

86.6
24.2

110,916
31

731
19.9

)
)
X)
X
)
)
X
)
)
)
)
X)
X
)
)
)
)
)
X)
*)

)
X)
)

)
X
*)

*)

X)
*)

X)
x)
0.26
0.29
0.15
0.16

)

0.07
0.18
0.17

)

0.08
0.27
0.34

X)
0.09

0.22
0.20

14,057
100.0
314
58.0
4.1
6.6

10,438

12.2
50.9
9.9

3,968
6.1

59.9
10.9

6,470

159
45.3

X)
X)
x)
x)
X)
)
X)
X)
X)
X)
X)
X
X
X
X
X)
X)
X)
X)
*x)

)
)
x

X
(X)
x)

*x)

)
)
*)

X)
(X)
1.31
1.40
0.56
0.70

*)

0.56
0.86
051

(X)
0.67

137
0.87

X
0.80

1.09
0.63

223,609
100.0
7.4

7.2

6.7

21.6
12,5
48

33.2

100.0
485
515

175,995
1000
260
58.7

7.5

78

143,718

1.8
788
219

39,272
0.5

89.2
255

104,446
23

748
20.6

X)
x)
X
X
X
(X)
X)
X)
X)
X
X)
X)
X)
x)
X
X
X)
X)
X
*x)

x)
X)
X)

X)
X)
*x)

x)

X)
X)
x)

X
X
0.27
030
0.16
0.16

(X)
0.06
0.18

(X)

0.06
0.26
0.36

X)

0.08
0.22
0.21

236

100.0
51.0
49.0

8,321
100.0
31.3
598
35
54

5,931

16.1
42.7

2,347

8.6
49.8
6.1

3,585
21.0

380
6.2

109
)
0.46

)
0.71

m

)
1.70
1.80

0.83

103

0.84
1.13
0.55

73

1.02
1.81
0.87

86

1.20
1.42
0.71
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Table 1. Selected Social Characteristics of All Persons and Hispanic Persons. by Type of Origin: March

1989—Continued
(For the United States. Numbers in thousands)
Central and South
Puerto Rican origin Cuban origin American origin Other Hispanic origin
Charactenstic One One One One
standard standard standard . standard
Estimate error Estimate error| Estimate error Estimate error
AGE
1 | 2,330 72 1,069 51 2,544 75 1,567 61
Percent ceoieee ceiiiiain aias 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 x)
UnderSyears..... . ... «ieceen 111 1.04 4.5 1.01 9.1 0.91 8.9 1.15
510 9YRArS. cuvviiaaaa.  au cennn 9.9 0.99 4.1 0.97 7.2 0.82 8.1 1.10
10t014years . coveeee ou oas 8.8 0.94 4.7 1.03 5.8 0.74 €.9 1.02
15t019years.... . ci. ciiaenn 8.2 0.91 5.9 1.15 8.6 0.89 6.1 0.96
20t024years . .cuu. wer b aiaan 8.3 0.91 6.8 1.23 10.8 0.98 7.7 1.07
25to29years.... .. - 10.5 1.01 8.4 1.35 12.6 1.05 12.8 1.34
30to34years..... e e ae eea 8.9 0.94 6.1 1.17 13.3 1.07 9.8 1.20
35t039years........ . . 7.2 0.85 741 1.25 9.1 0.91 6.9 1.02
40 to 44 years... . 6.5 0.81 8.3 1.34 6.0 0.75 5.3 0.90
45t0o49years.... .. 4.9 0.71 5.9 1.15 5.2 0.70 5.7 0.93
50to54years.... ...... .. 3.6 0.61 8.5 1.36 3.9 0.61 4.5 0.83
55t059years ......... . . 46 0.69 6.5 1.20 2.5 0.49 4.3 0.82
60tob4years.... .. ...... 2.8 0.54 60 1.16 2.6 0.50 35 0.74
65to69years. . .... ..... 2.1 0.47 6.2 1.18 1.8 0.42 3.7 0.76
70to74years .. ..ol 1.0 0.33 3.7 0.92 0.6 0.24 21 0.58
75to79years . ... ... 0.9 0.31 4.3 0.99 0.6 0.24 1.8 0.54
8l toBdyears .. .......e. e C.4 0.21 2.1 0.70 0 0.10 1.2 0.44
85 yearsandover... ........ ... c.3 0.18 0.7 0.41 0z 0.14 0.8 0.36
16 years and over ... 68.8 1.53 85.5 1.72 76.6 1.34 74.6 1.756
18 years and over. . . 65.4 1.57 82.7 1.84 73.6 1.39 72.2 1.80
21 years and ove: .. ... . 60.2 1.62 80.0 1.95 68.2 1.47 67.9 1.88
55 yearsandover...... ..... ... 12.1 1.08 29.5 222 8.4 0.88 17.4 1.53
65 years and over...... 4.7 n.70 17.0 183 3.3 0.56 9.6 1.19
75 years and over ... . 1. .41 741 1.25 0.9 0.30 38 0.77
Median age (years) .......... 26.8 0.75 41.4 1.41 28.4 0.59 29.8 0.87
SEX
Percent 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X)
Male...ooov caer v v et i 47.9 1.65 48.0 2.43 50.0 1.58 48.9 2.01
Female...... «oo . eit eiieaan 52.1 1.65 52.0 2.43 50.0 1.58 51.1 2.01
MARITAL STATUS
Total, 15 years and over .... ..... 1,22 62 927 47 1,980 67 1,192 53
Percent ....civiiiiiiiiiiaia.n 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X)
Nevermarred........ .......... 34.6 3.94 248 4.76 33.6 3.56 28.4 4.38
Mamed. .. coiiiiies ciiiiiiiiiaaan 52.5 4.14 58.0 5.44 57.1 3.73 54.9 483
Widowed .........0 civee oo an 4.7 175 7.2 2.85 2.6 1.20 7.2 2.51
Divorced .. .iiie hiiiiiiie wanae 8.1 2.26 10.0 3.30 6.6 1.87 9.5 2.85
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT
Total, 25 years and over .......... 1,252 55 790 44 1,488 59 977 49
Percent completed—
Less than 5 years of school ........ 9.5 1.46 4.3 1.27 7.5 1.20 5.5 1.28 ,
4 years of high school or more...... 54.0 2.47 63.0 3.02 66.0 2.16 63.7 2.70
4 years of college or more.......... 3.8 1.48 19.8 2.49 17.5 1.73 12.9 188
Total, 25 t0 34 years......ccoeruunn 452 33 155 20 659 40 354 30
Percent completed—
Less than 5 year< of school ... .... 1.0 0.82 - - 4.7 1.45 0.9 0.88
4 years of high school or more. ..... 75.9 3.53 83.8 5.20 70.2 3.13 77.0 3.93
4 years of collega or more.......... 12.8 2.76 21.0 5.75 22.2 284 14.5 3.29
Total, 35 years and over ..... .... 799 44 635 40 829 45 622 39
Percent completed—
Less than 5 years of school ..... .. 14.2 217 5.4 1.58 9.7 1.81 8.1 1.82
4 years of high school or more. ..... 41.6 3.06 57.9 3.44 62.7 2.95 56.2 3.49
4 years of college or more.......... 2.1 1.70 19.5 2.76 13.8 2.10 11.9 2.28

- Represents zero or rounds to zero.

X Not applicable.
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Table 2. Selected Economic Characterietics of All Persons and Hispanic Persons, by Type of
Origin: March 1989

(For the United States. Numbers in thousands)

Total population Total Hispanic origin | Not of Hispanic orgin Mexican ongin
Charactenstic One One One One
standard standard standard standard :
Estimate error | Estimate eror| Estimate efror| Estimate error )
LABOR FORCE STATUS'
Total, 16 years andover................ 186,802 xX) 13,718 (X)] 173,083 xX) 8,084 111
In civilian laborforce. . .ooeeeeen et 122,078 263 9,077 90{ *13,001 287 5,477 95
Percent in civilian labor force ........... 63.4 0.18 66.2 0.67 65.3 0.19 67.8 0.86
Percent unemployed........ ... ........ 5.4 0.10 78 0.49 52 0.11 8.5 0.65
Males, 16 years andover .. .. ... ... . 89,372 xX) 6,822 (X) 82,550 (X) 4,126 79
In civihan labor force. ... .. e e . 66,887 186 5,464 48 61,423 203 3,390 75
Percent in civilan labor force . ......... 748 0.22 80.1 0.75 74.4 0.23 82.2 0.95
Percent unempioyed................. ... 5.7 0.14 78 0.63 55 0.15 8.3 0.82
Females, 16 yearsand over. ......... . 97,429 xX) 6,896 xX) 90,533 xX) 3,958 78
In cwvlian labor force........... .... . 55,191 222 3,613 59 51,578 223 2,087 65
Percent in civilian labor force ... .. 56.6 0.23 52.4 0.86 570 0.24 52.7 1.26
Percent unemployed......... ........... 5.0 0.15 7.8 0.77 4.9 0.15 8.8 1.08 B
OC"UPATION' ;
Employed males, 16 years and over....... €3,067 198 5,036 54 58,031 211 3,109 74
Percent .........coiiiiiiiiiiiiiian., 100.0 (X) 100.0 xX) 100.0 (X) 100.0 xX)
Managerial and professional specialty ....... 26.4 0.27 121 0.71 276 0.29 8.7 0.81
Technical, sales, and administrative support. 19.5 0.24 14.5 0.77 19.9 0.26 12.0 0.93
Service occupations........... .......... 9.7 0.18 17.7 0.83 9.0 0.18 17.7 1.09
Farming, forestry, and fishing............ .. 4.0 0.12 77 0.58 3.7 0.12 111 0.90
Precision production, craft, and repar .. . . 19.4 0.24 19.3 0.86 19.5 0.25 19.8 1.14
Operators, fabricators, and laborers .. . . .. 210 0.25 28.6 0.98 20.3 0.26 30.7 1.32
Employed females, 16 years and over.. . 52,407 223 3,331 59 49,076 223 1,904 63
Percent....... .... ......... ... . 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 xX)
Managenal and professional specialty .... ... 26.3 0.28 14.9 0.88 27.0 0.29 12.8 1.22
Technical, sales, and administrative support. . 441 C.31 38.4 1.21 445 0.32 36.8 1.76
Service occupations................ ...... 175 0.24 241 1.06 171 0.24 24.6 1.57
Farming, forestry, and fishing.............. 0.9 0.06 1.4 0.29 0.9 0.06 1.9 0.50
Precision production, craft, and repar e 2.3 0.09 3.1 0.43 2.2 0.09 3.0 0.62 ;
Operators, fabncators, and laborers . .. . 8.9 0.18 182 0.96 8.3 0.18 20.9 1.48 .;
EARNINGS OF PERSONS IN 19887
Maleswithearnings .. ...... .......... 70,467 330 5,564 | 96 64,903 324 3,462 85 “
Percent......... ........ e e 100.0 X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 X)
Lessthan $10,000 ..... .......... ..... 25.9 0.26 35.3 1.08 25.0 0.27 39.7 1.40 .
$10,000 to $24,999..... ....... e 33.2 0.28 43.3 1.12 323 0.29 419 1.41 '
$25,000 to $49,999. .. ...... . . ..... 314 0.27 18.7 0.88 325 0.29 16.6 1.06 §
$50,000 OF MOFE ....0ovvveven ne v wenn . 9.6 0.17 28 0.37 10.2 0.19 1.8 0.38 .
Median earnings (dollars) ..... .... ..... 20,612 109 13,599 370 21,267 113 12,107 283 :
Females with earnings... . .. .. ...... 60,658 319 3,865 88 56,793 313 2,259 73 A
Percent.......... ... ..... oo 1000 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 {X) ‘
Less than $10000 ....... . ............. 455 0.32 53.7 1.35 450 0.33 59.8 1.73 j
$10,000 to $24,999....... .......... . . 395 0.31 36.7 1.30 39.7 0.32 325 1.65 3
$25,000 to $49,999........ .. .......... 13.6 0.22 9.0 0.77 13.9 0.23 74 0.92 p
$50,0000r MOre ......ovvvvevenennnnnnnn. 1.3 0.07 0.7 0.23 1.4 0.08 0.2 0.16 :
Maedian earnings (dollars) .. .. ......... .. 11,096 74 9,188 281 11,245 77 8,110 323 ;
ALL INCOME LEVELS IN 1988 "
Total persons for whom poverty status 1S :
determined.... ........... ...... ..., 243,530 (X) 20,064 (X)| 223,466 (X) 12,557 109 k
Lecs than 18yearsold....... ...... ..... 63,747 (X) 7,003 xX) 56,744 xX) 4,908 97 ;
18-6ayearsold.. ...... .....ceeet enn 150,761 xX) 12,057 (X)| 138,704 xX) 7,17 108
65 yeaizoldandover ............ c..onnn. 29,022 xX) 1,005 xX) 28,018 xX) 478 34 3
1 :
Q ' 7 :
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Taole 2. Selected Economic Characteristics of All Persons and Hispanic Persons, by Type of
Origin: March 1989—Continued .

(For the United States. Numbers in thousands)

86 SRR AT 1R

P B

Total population Total Hispanic origin | Not of Hispanic origin Mexican origin

IS

Charactenstic One One One One
standard standard standard standard
Estimate error | Estimate error| Estimate error| Estimate error

TLEINS

X2

BELOW POVERTY LEVEL IN 1988
Total persons® . ....ceiiiiis civues cunas 31,745 548 5,357 192 26,388 508 3,584 174
Percent below poverty level* ........... 13.0 0.23 26.7 1.06 11.8 0.23 28.5 1.36
Lessthan 18 years old. ...... ......couenn. 19.5 0.53 37.6 1.96 17.3 0.54 378 234
18-64years Old ...covvnne ciiiiiint iaain 10.5 0.27 20.7 1.25 9.6 0.27 225 1.67
65 yearsold andover ......... ..c.cieann 12.0 0.64 224 445 11.6 0.65 245 6.65

Parcent® ......c. ciiiiiiiiiiiiaa, 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 X) 100.0 (x)
Less than 18 years old........ ........... 39.2 0.93 49.1 2.31 37.2 1.01 51.7 282
1864yearsold.......... ... .ol 49.8 0.95 46.7 2.30 50.4 1.04 45.0 281
65 yearsold andover ....... ... .ol 11.0 0.59 4.2 0.93 12.3 0.68 33 1.01
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; Table 2. Selected Economic Characteristics of All Persons and Hispanic Persons, by Type of ;
Y Origin: March 1989—Continued .
H (For the United States. Numbers in thousands) S
, Central and South
Puerto Rican ongin Cuban origin American origin Other Hispanic origin 5
Characteristic One One One One ;3
standard standard standard standard 8
Estimate error| Estimate eqor| Estimate error| Estimate error g
LABOR FORCE STATUS'
Total, 16 years and over . ............. 1,604 61 914 47 1,948 67 1,169 53 ,a
In civihan laborforce....................... 869 47 569 39 1,432 59 729 44 ;
Percent in civilian labor force .. ......... 54.2 2.07 62.3 2.66 73.5 1.66 62.3 2.36
Percent unemployed.... . ...... ....... 91 1.69 6.1 1.74 6.2 1.11 6.0 1.53 ~‘§
Males, 16 years andover ..... ... ..... 718 41 444 33 970 47 565 37 &
In civilian labor force......c..coave cuiiinin 499 35 339 29 828 44 408 32 i
Percent in cwvilian labor force . .......... 69.6 2.74 76.3 3.22 85.4 1.81 72.2 3.00 h
Percent unemployed.. .... . .......... 12.1 253 6.4 2.31 4.6 1.26 6.7 2.15 ;‘5’
Females, 16 yearsand over  .......... 886 45 470 34 978 a7 604 38 &
In civilian labor force. ... ... oe Ll 370 30 231 24 604 38 321 28 :
Percent in civilian labor force .. ........ 417 2.64 49.1 3.67 61.7 2.48 53.2 3.24 Ve
Percent unemployed .... ...... ....... 5.0 1.97 57 2.65 8.3 1.95 5.1 2.13 @
OCCUPATION’ 3
Employed males, 16 years and over. . .. 439 33 317 28 790 43 380 30 %
Percent ......... tivel ciiiiie caia 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) K
Manageral and professional specialty . ... 106 2.34 252 3.89 18.7 2.21 17.4 3.10 ;
Technical, sales, and administrative support.. 22.3 3.17 25.3 3.89 13.1 1.91 20.1 3.28 ;
Service occupations . . G 21.2 31 10.2 27 19.0 222 17.6 31 ¥
Farming, forestry, and lrshmg .......... 0.3 0.42 16 112 3.3 1.01 2.2 1.20 %
Precision production, craft, and repar . . 20.2 3.05 15.2 3.21 19.3 2.24 18.1 215 g?
Operators, fabncators, and laborers . .... 25.4 3.31 225 3.74 26.5 2.50 24.7 3.53 . 5
Employed females, 16 years and over .. 351 29 217 23 554 36 305 27
Percent ..........ccv v . 10G.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) i
Managerial and professional specaalty A 20.0 3.40 223 4.50 13.4 2.31 19.3 3.60 ;
Technical, sales, and administrative support. . 433 4.21 43.1 5.36 34.0 3.21 47.3 4.56 7
Service occupations . ........iee . 18.1 3.27 174 4.07 30.4 3.1 21.3 3.74 f
Farming, foiestry, and fishing....... ....... X) 08 0.96 1.1 0.71 1.3 1.03 g
Precision production, craft, and reparr ....... 2. 9 1.43 24 1.66 3.1 1.17 3.7 1.72 i
Operators, fabricators, and laborers . . . 15.7 3.09 14.3 3.79 18.1 2.61 7.0 2.33 :
EARNINGS OF PERSONS IN 1968°
Males withearmings . . . ... P 511 37 347 31 811 46 432 34
Percent......... .. .. oo 100.0 (X) 1000 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) .
Less than $10,000 . . . C o 27.4 3.31 27.4 4.02 27.7 2.64 29.5 3.68 x
$10,000 to $24,999. C . e 48.0 371 36.6 4.34 47.8 2.94 457 4.02 .
$25,000 to $49,999.... . . . e 21.2 3.04 26.9 4.00 20.9 2.40 21.3 3.31
$50,000 or more . . 3.5 1.36 9.2 260 3.6 1.10 <h 1.48 ’
Median earnings (dollars) Co Co 16,122 963 17,572 1,953 14,930 750 16,030 727 ;
Females with earnings ... .. . e 394 33 234 25 631 41 346 31 :
Percent.......... oo e e 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) i
Less than $10,000 ..... ..... ce 44.6 4.20 388 5.35 50.2 3.34 40.5 4.43 3
$10,000 to $24,999..... e e 409 416 46.7 5.48 40.0 3.27 45.9 4.50 s
$25,000 to $49,999........ .. . ....... 13.2 2.86 13.0 3.69 9.1 1.92 11.3 2.86 >
$50,0000rmore ... .......ih L. il 1.3 0.96 1.5 1.33 0.6 0.52 2.3 1.35 ‘
Med,an earnings (dollars) ...... o 11,241 913 11,966 1,320 9,936 834 12,104 1,079 :
. ok
ALL INCOME LEVELS IN 1988 N
Total persons for whom poverty status 1
determined . e tee e ieenaes 2,330 72 1,069 51 2,543 75 1,565 61 {
Less than 18 years old Cie e e 806 44 185 22 670 41 434 33 N
18-64 years old . e e 1,415 58 702 41 1,789 64 980 49 4
65 years old and over Ve e 110 17 182 21 84 15 151 20 ﬁ;
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Table 2. Selected Economic Characteristics of All Persons and Hispanic Perscns, by Type of 7

Origin: March 1989—Continued

(For the United States. Numbers in thousands) 3:

Central and South G

Puerto Rican origin Cuban origin American origin Other Hispanic origin
Charactenstic One One One One
standard standard standard standard
) Estimate etror | Estimate error| Estimate eiror| Estimate ermor
i
BELOW POVERTY LEVEL IN 1988

Totalpersons® . ... ..cciiiieiiiiiiaiaans 785 92 176 45 455 7 357 63
Percent below poverty level* ........... 33.7 3.3 16.5 3.84 17.9 2.57 22.8 3.59
Less than 18yearsold........ ............ 49.0 5.95 17.7 9.49 275 5.83 38.0 7.88
18-64yearsold .. ..cccvviiiiniiiiiiiiiiann 26.0 3.94 13.9 441 1441 2.78 17.3 408
65yearsoldandover ........... «iiieaen. 194 12.75 255 10.92 213 15.10 148 9.77
POICEN® .ttt e 100.0 (X) 100.0 x) 100.0 (X) 100.0 x)
Lessthan 18yearsold. .....c.c.ovviiinnen 50.3 6.03 18.5 9.89 40.5 7.78 46.2 8.92
18-64yearsold ......cooviiiniie ciiiiaaen 46.9 6.02 65.2 12.67 55.6 7.87 47.5 8.3
65yearsoldand over ........ceviiiiiiaan. 2.7 1.96 26.2 11.20 3.9 3.07 6.3 435

- Represents zero or rounds to zero. B Base too small to show derived measures. X Not applicable.
‘Data on labor force status and occupation groups shown in this report reflect characteristics of the population for March 1989 and are not
adjusted for seasonal change. Data released by the Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, may not agree entirely with data shown in

this report due to differences in methodological procedures and seasonal adjustment of the data. 3

2For civilian persons 15 years old and over. 5

3Excludes unrelated individuals less than 15 years of age. %

“Percentages based on persons (for whom poverty status is determined) with specified charactenstics and of specified onigin. 7

5Percent of all persons below the poverty level in 1988, §

%
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Table 3. Selected Characteristics of All Households and Hispanic Households, by Type of Origin:

KA
Y March 1989
7 (For the United States. Numbers in thousands)
i
£ Total popuiation Total Hispanic origin Not of Hispanic oxigin Mexican origin
g Characteristic One One One One
¥ standard standard standard standard
i Estimate error| Estimate error|  Estimate eror} Estimate efror
5 HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE
i Al hoUSENOIdS . . ...vveenrearnnnns 92,830 304 5,910 75| 86,920 305 3,322 84
POrcent .........coeienneennn. 100.0 x) 100.0 X 1000 ™ 100.0 )
: Family households. ................. 70.9 0.22 81.6 0.70 70.1 0.23 84.4 1.00
Married-couple famiies. ............ 56.1 0.24 57.5 0.89 56.0 0.24 62.6 1.34
" Male househoider, no wife present .. 31 r.08 53 0.40 2.9 0.08 5.8 0.65
Female householder, no husband
‘. Present. .....o.uuveireneeennennns 1.7 0.15 18.8 0.70 11.2 0.16 16.0 1.01
: Nonfamily households. .............. 29.1 0.22 18.4 0.70 298 0.73 15.6 1.00
) Male householder ................. 12.8 0.16 105 0.55 12.9 0.1’ 9.7 0.82
\ Female householder......... ..... 16.3 0.18 7.9 0.48 . 169 0.18 5.9 0.65
. URBAN-RURAL RESIDENCE
: POICENt . .ee.vvnieenieineanns 1000 (X) 100.0 ) 100.0 (0] 100.0 o)
: Urban......cooeiiiiieaann canaanen 746 0.21 92.0 0.49 73.4 0.22 0.6 0.81 -
Rural, nonfarm..... «...coeeeeeaan. 23.6 0.20 7.2 0.46 248 0.21 8.3 0.76 %
Pural fam cooceenie ceiiaiiiaaann. 1.7 0.06 0.8 0.16 1.8 0.07 1.1 0.29 2
%
. HOUSING TENURE b
Percent ......oe iiiiiianns . 100.0 X 100.0 x) 100.0 x) 100.0 x) -
OWn of BUYINg hOMe. «eeereevennnn. 64.0 0.23 416 0.89 655 0.23 46.5 1.38 &
RENUNG 10 vveeeers ceeeiannaninns 36.0 0.23 58.4 0.89 345 0.23 53.5 1.38 »%
AVAILABILITY OF TELEPHONE IN ‘ 1&‘;
HOUSEHOLD <55
Percent c...... Liis ceen.. . 100.0 (X 100.0 ) 1000 4] 100.0 x) .
inhousehold ........ccccovnnnn... 932 0.12 815 0.70 94.0 0.12 79.8 1.1 g
Available to household .. ......... 1.6 0.06 25 0.28 15 0.06 3.0 0.47 B
Notavailable............ ...... . 2 0.11 16.0 0.66 45 0.10 17.3 1.05 %
TELEPHONE INTERVIEW pd
ACCEPTABLE "
Percent:’ s
Acceptable ........ ....  .... . 97.8 0.07 96.6 035 979 0.07 96.4 0.57 3
Not acceptable... ... .. Cee 2.2 0.07 3.4 0.35 2.1 0.07 36 0.57 3
SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD
Percent ... ...... ceeeeen .. 100.0 X 100.0 (X 100.0 X 100.0 X i
ONeperson. ..... « coeevvneanns . 24.5 0.20 14.6 0.64 251 0.21 1.9 0.90 b
TWO Dersons..... e 32.3 0.22 22.3 0.75 33.0 0.23 195 1.10 ?
THIEO PErSONS ....o v weves oo o . 17.5 0.18 20.9 0.73 17.3 0.19 19.7 1.10 %
Fourpersons ............. ee . 15.7 0.17 20.3 0.72 15.4 0.18 21.2 1.13 k
Five persons........ ......... . 6.7 0.12 12.3 0.59 6.3 0.12 14.4 0.97 K
SIXPOISONS..c «vvvevirans  aoneee 2.2 0.07 5.7 0.42 1.9 0.07 7.3 0.72 i
Seven or more persons ........ cen 1.2 0.05 4.1 0.36 1.0 0.05 6.1 0.66 k
Mean number of persons.......... . 2.62 0.01 339 0.04 2.57 0.01 3.78 0.11 i
HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1988 t
3 Percent ..ot veeiin ot .. 100.0 X 100.0 ) 100.0 X 100.0 X i
Less than $10,000...... ........ .. 17.0 0.18 23.5 0.86 16.5 0.19 22.6 .16 )
$10,000 to $24,999.... .... .... 28.9 0.22 35.8 0.98 28.4 0.23 37.6 1.34
$25,000 t0 $49,999.... . ...... ... 33.3 0.23 298 0.93 335 0.24 30.4 1.27 x
$50,000 OF MOME ..cvvevavr ve cane 20.8 0.20 10.9 0.64 21.5 0.21 9.5 0.81 :
Median income (dollars)..... ... .. 27,225 131 20,359 453 27,731 164 19,839 625
Mean income (dollars) .. ....... . 34,017 146 25,993 475 34,563 152 25,051 590
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Table 3. Selected Characteristics of All Households and Hispanic Households, by Type of Origin: March

1889—Continued

(For the United States. Numbers in thousands)

Central and South

Puerto Rican origin Cuban origin American ofigin Other Hispanic origin
Charactenstic One One One One
standard standard standard standard
Estimate error{  Estimate error] Estimate error{ Estimate efror
HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE
A% households ... ....... . 813 45 422 32 773 43 582 38
Percent ............. .... .o 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 X) 100.0 {X)
Family households. ... ............. 783 2.30 76.4 3.29 81.5 2.23 73.9 2.90
Marned-couple families. ..... . 443 2.76 59.0 3.81 56.4 2.84 46.9 3.30
Male householder, no wife present . . 3.0 0.25 3.8 1.48 4.7 1.21 7.5 1.74
Female householder, no husb>nd
present.. e 310 2.58 13.6 266 20.4 2.31 19.5 2.62
Nonfamily households ...... 21.6 2.30 23.7 3.30 18.5 2.23 26.1 290
Male householder . . 114 1.78 112 2.45 11.0 1.79 13.2 2.24
Female householder ........ . 102 1.69 12,5 2.57 7.5 1.51 12.9 2.21
URBAN-RURAL RESIDENCE
Percent ... .... .... .. 100.0 X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 X) 100.0 (X)
Uban.... .... e 97.0 0.95 96.8 1.37 956 1.18 85.2 235
Ruranonfarm........ ........ 31 0.97 3.2 1.37 40 1.12 14.2 2.31
Rural, farm . . .... ......... 0.0 {X) 0.0 (X) 05 0.40 0.6 0.51
HOUSING TENURE
Percent .. ..... . ... . 100.0 (» Y 100.0 (X) 100.0 X) 100.0 (X)
Own or buyinghome. .... .. ... 23.6 237 44.1 3.85 314 2.66 50.0 3.30
Renting .......... . 76.4 2537 55.9 3.85 68.6 2.66 50.0 3.30
AVAILABILITY OF TELEPHONE IN
HOUSEHOLD
Percent ...... .. 1000 A) 1000 (X) 100.0 X 100.0 (X)
In household...... 761 238 91.9 2.12 86.1 1.98 85.6 232
Available to household 33 100 06 0.60 07 0.48 2.8 1.09
Not avaifable. ....... 206 2.26 75 204 133 1.95 11.7 212
TELEPHONE INTERVIEW
ACCEPTABLE
Percent":
Acceptable . 96 5 97.8 118 96.1 97.3 1.14
Not acceptable 35 2.2 118 39 27 1.14
SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD
Percent . . . ...... . 1000 {A) 100.0 X) 1000 X 100.0 X
One person. . 19.7 222 19.8 309 116 1.88 23.2 2.79
Two persons 213 229 31.6 361 250 2.55 29.4 3.01
Three persons 251 242 21.6 3.19 231 2.48 18.5 2.56
Four persons 195 2.21 171 292 212 24 16.9 2.48
Five persons ... .. 99 167 76 206 108 183 8.8 1.87
Six persons.. . .. ... 37 1.05 1.9 1.06 51 1.29 2.4 1.01
Seven or more persons . 07 047 05 0.55 33 1.05 08 0.59
Mean number of persons. ...... 2.87 018 253 0.23 3.28 o.21 270 0.21
HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN 1988
Percent .. 100.0 (¥4) 100.0 X) 1000 X 100.0 (X)
Less than $10,000. 34.3 265 23.6 39 156 208 248 285
$10,000 to $24,999 317 2.60 30.5 3.57 36.5 276 34.2 3.13
$25,000 to $49,999. . 251 2.42 26.6 3.43 324 2.68 31.6 3.07
$50,000 or more . ..... . 9.1 1.51 19.3 3.06 155 207 9.4 1.93
Median income (dollars) .. 15,447 1,491 21,793 2,260 23,872 1,413 20,943 1,197
Mean income (dollars) ....  ..... 21,963 1,152 33,350 2,542 30,641 1,460 25,490 1,454

X Not applicable.

'Percentage of households with telephone in household or telephone available to household.
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Table 4. Selected Characteristics of All Families and Hispanic Famiiies, by Type of Origin:

March 1989
5. (For the United States. Numbers in thousands)
& Total population Total Hispanic origin | Not of Hispanic origin Mexican origin
4
¥ Characteristic One One One One @
i standard standard standard standard 3
5 Estimate error| Estimate error| Estimate eror| Estimate efror fg
H 2
L TYPEOF FAMLLY %
{‘ Allfamilies....................... 65,837 295 4,823 73 61,013 290 2,805 78 “
Z} Percent .............coovien 100.0 %) 100.0 %) 100.0 (X} 100.0 (X) ~'§::
t Married-couple families. ............. 79.1 0.23 70.4 0.91 798 0.24 74.2 1.32 fa
M Female householder, no husband <
5 PrESeNt. . .o.vineiiiee i, 16.5 0.21 23.1 0.84 16.0 0.22 19.0 1.18 &
. Male householder, no wife present . .. 4.3 0.11 6.5 0.49 42 0.12 6.9 0.76 ‘{
1 SIZEOF FAMILY &
: Percent ................ ...... 100.0 (X} 100.0 %) 100.0 %) 100.0 (X) i
TWO POMSONS. ......ovvvvinnenennn.. 416 0.28 26.3 0.88 428 0.29 226 1.26 E
! Three parsons ..........ovevvvnnnn. 23.5 0.24 24.2 0.85 23.4 0.25 221 1.25 &
¥ Fourpersans ...................... 214 0.23 23.7 0.85 21.2 0.24 236 1.28 :5%’
; Five persons.............c...oenne. 9.2 0.16 14.4 0.70 8.8 0.17 16.4 1.11
¢ SIXPersons..........ovvevvevennn.. 2.9 0.09 6.6 0.49 26 0.09 8.3 0.83 “?:;;
; Seven Or Mofe PersONS ............. 1.5 0.07 48 0.42 13 0.07 7.0 0.77 oG
% Mean number of persons............ 3.16 0.02 3.75 0.06 an 0.02 4.10 0.12 ,'g
" FAMILY INCOME IN 1988 %
POreent .....oovviiineennn. 100.0 X 100.0 X 100.0 X 100.0 X %
Less than $10,000.................. 10.8 0.18 203 0.91 10.0 0.18 19.9 1.20 x
$10,000t0 $24,999................. 26.6 0.26 358 1.08 25.9 0.27 37.5 1.46 gfr
$25,000 10 $49999................ 36.9 0.28 32.0 1.05 373 0.29 32.7 1.41
$50,0000rmore ...........ouunnnn. 25.7 0.26 119 0.73 268 0.27 9.9 0.90 s
Median income (dollars)... . ...... 32,191 165 21,769 499 33,142 199 21,025 774 ‘
Mean income (dollars) ...... ....... 38,608 180 27.326 526 39,499 189 25,931 622 Vi
ALL INCOME LEVELS IN 1988 ’:
Families...............ooiieill 65,837 295 4,823 73 61,013 290 2,805 78 z
Family householder— ;
65 years old and over.............. 10,626 145 381 27 10,245 143 200 22 4
Not a high school graduate......... 15,318 172 2,417 60 12,901 159 1,630 62 2
Female, no husband present........ 10,890 147 1,112 44 9,778 140 532 36 k)
v
BELOW POVE,.TY LEVEL IN 1988 i
Famies..................... ... 6,874 147 1,141 54 5,733 132 698 41 :
Percent below poverty level'.. ... 104 0.19 23.7 0.9¢ 9.4 0.19 249 1.30 l
Family householder?— :
65 years old and over :
Number......... . ............. 701 42 65 13 636 40 38 10 :
Percent ... ................ ..l 6.6 038 172 3.03 6.2 0.37 19.1 4.43
Not a high school graduate®
Number ............... .... .. 3,436 98 818 46 2,618 84 539 36
Percent ............. e 224 0.53 338 1.51 20.3 0.55 33.1 1.86
Famale, husband absent.
Number ........... ...... .. ... 3,642 101 546 37 2096 92 267 26
Percent .......... .... .... 334 0.71 49.1 2.35 w7 0.74 50.2 3.45
H
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Table 4. Selecied Characteristics of All Families and Hispanic Families, by Type of Origin:

‘ Ma:ch 1989—Continued
& (For the United States. Numbers in thousands)
.
i Central and South
":f Puerto Rican origin Cuban origin American ofigin Other Hispanic origin
: Charactenstic One One One One
9 standard standard standard standard
< Estimate error Estimate error Estimate error|  Estimate efror
3 TYPE OF FAMILY
4 All families...... ... ....... ..., 637 40 322 28 630 39 430 33
< Percent ................c L. 100.0 (X) 100.0 X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X)
: Married-couple famiies. ............ 56.6 3.13 77.3 3.72 69.2 2.93 63.4 3.70
A Female householder, no husband
present............ v ieeieiiiiann 39.6 3.09 17.7 3.39 25.0 2.75 26.4 3.39
- Male householder, no wife present ... 3.9 1.22 4.9 1.92 5.8 1.48 10.2 2.33
¢ SIZE OF FAMILY
5 Percent .......... .... . ... 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 9]
. TWO Persons...... .........ven . 28.3 2.84 39.0 4,33 26.0 278 38.3 3.74
: Three persons .......... .oveennnns 29.6 2.88 26.9 3.94 26.3 2.79 245 3.30
$ Fourpersons .........coceee cnnens 24.2 2.70 21.4 3.64 26.2 2.79 22.1 3.19
4 Five persons.......... ......ceounsn 12.5 2.09 9.7 2.63 12.1 2.07 1.0 2.40
Sixpersons.......... .. .. .. el 4.6 1.32 2.6 1.41 55 1.45 3.3 137
Seven or more persons .. ........ . 0.8 0.56 0.3 0.49 4.0 1.24 0.9 0.73
Mean number of persons... ... .. 3.27 0.23 2.91 0.30 3.57 0.25 3.1 0.27
FAMILY INCOME IN 1988
Percent ................. ... . 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X) 100.0 (X)
Less than $10,00C........ e e 29.1 2.87 16.7 3.31 145 2.24 213 3.15
. $10,000to $24,999....... ... . 33.0 2.97 30.2 4.08 37.0 3.07 30.9 3.55
¢ $25,000 to $49,999....... ... .. 27.1 281 28.5 4.01 31.9 295 37.2 N
$50,000 or more .... .... e 10.7 1.95 24.5 3.82 16.7 2.37 10.6 237 EY
Median income (dollars)... . . 18,932 2,160 26,858 2,862 24,322 1,407 23,666 1974 &
Mean income (dollars) ..... .. 23,847 1,379 37,407 2,928 31,613 1,663 27,756 1,760 7
ALL INCOME LEVELS IN 1988 ;
Families................ .. v 637 40 322 28 630 39 430 33 .’i.
Family householder— 3
65 yearsoldand over.... ... ... 33 9 58 12 30 9 61 12 §
Not a high school graduate.... .... 298 27 110 17 226 24 153 20 ¥
Female, no husband present........ 252 25 57 12 158 20 114 17 i
BELOW PCVERTY LEVEL IN 1988 {
Famiies ......oovvieeeennnnn. .. 196 22 54 12 104 16 88 15 ;
Percent below poverty level’. . ... 30.8 2.91 16.9 3.33 16.6 2.36 20.6 3.1 K
Family householder’—- 3
65 years old and over: t
Number............... ... . 3 3 1 5 8 5 5 4 b
Percent .....ooovviiiiiiiiin., (B) (X) (B) (x) (B) (X) (B) (X) i
Not a high school graduate®: ;
Number ........coevvvieinnnnnnss 122 18 38 10 62 13 57 12 3
Percent ........ocoevviiiiinnnt, 40.9 4.54 34.9 7.24 2712 4.72 371 6.22
Female, husband absent: _;}
Number ......ccveeviiiiinnnnns 147 19 21 7 60 12 51 1 K
Percent ......c.ovvviviiiinnnnnn. 58.3 4.95 B) (X) 37.9 6.15 453 7.43 it
X Not applicable. $
B Base too small to show derived measures. Y
'Percentage of all families of specified origin.
2percentages based on householders with specified characteristics and of specified origin.
3Householders 25 years old and over.
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Appendix A. Definitions and Explanations

Population coverage. This repor: includes the civilian
noninstitutional population of the United States and
members of the Armed Forces in the United States
living off post or with their families on post, but excludes
all other mzmbers of the Armed Forces.

Revised estimating procedure. The Bureau of the
Census adjusted the Hispanic population totals from the
1989 CPS to conform with independently derived esti-
mates of the Hispanic population. This general proce-
dure was used on an experimental basis for the first time
in the Marck 1982 CPS.' The Census Bureau subse-
quently revised the methodology and used it to develop
post-census estimates of Hispanics for 1983 through
1985.2 The procedure will be refined further as new data
on births, deaths, emigration, and immigration become
available.

Beginning with population estimates and CPS con-
trols for January 1986, the Census Bureau mace two
major modifications in the methods used to produce
national estimates for the population by age, sex, race,
and Hispanic origin. The first change was an allowance
for netundocumented immigrationinto the United States
that had occurred since the 1980 census. This change
addad 200,000 persons per yaar to the estimate for the
total population. The second change was an increase in
the estimate of migration out of the United States by
legal residents from 36,000 per year to 160,000. The net
effect of these two changes was to add 76,000 persons
per year to the estimate for the total population.?

Some undocumented immigrants from Spanish cul-
ture countries (approximately 1.4 million) were counted
in the 1980 census.+ These undocumented immigrants
were, therefore, reflected in the post-census indepen-
dent estimates for Hispanics that were used for 1882 to
1985. These previous post-census estimates, however,

" 1See appendixes A and B, Curent P Reports, Series
P-20, No. 396, PmsolSpawhmh:mUModsnmm
19682,

2500 U.S. Buresu of the Census report, Current Population Reports,
Series P-20, No. 422, The Hispanic [-opulation in the United States:
March 1965, for a detailed explanation of the methodology used in
1983 through 1965,

3 joffrey S. Passel, “Changes in the Estimation Procedure in the
Current Popuiation Survey Beginning in January 1986,” Employment
and Eaminges, 33 (2, February 1968), pp. 7-10.

“Jefirey S. Passel and Karen A. Woodrow, "Geographic Distribu-
tion of Unducumented immigrants: Estimates of Undocumented Aliens
Counted in the 1980 Census by State,” /nfemational Migration Review

. 18 (Fall 1964), pp. 842-671.

included no allowance for net undocumented immigra-
tion that occurred after 1980 because there were no
empirically-based estimates avaiable. More recentresearch
has suggested that the overall undecumented popula-
tion has grown annually by between 100,000 and 300,000
since 1980.5 About 70 percent of the undocumented
population is estimated to be Hispanic. As a result of the
inclusion of this component in the estimation procedure
(instituted in January 1986), about 141,000 persons
were added to the current independent estimates of the
Hispanic population for each year since 1980.

Research over the last decade suggests that emigra-
tion of legal foreign-born residents from the United
States was much higher than the figures being used. (n
order to avoid understating net immigration, these higher
estimates of legal emigration were not incorporated into
the international migration component of the post-
census population estimates until an allowance for net
undocumented immigration could be incorporated. The
effect of the new figures for legal emigratior: is a
decrease of about 41,000 per year in the estimated
Hispanic population for years since 1980.

The net effect on the Hispanic population of the new
figures for legal emigration and net undocumented
immigration is an increase of about 110,000 per year.

Symbols. A dash (-) represents zero or rounds to zero.
The symbol “B” means that the tase for the derived
figure is less than 75,000. An “X” means not applicabie,
and “NA” means not available.

Rounding. Percentages are rounded to the neaiest
tenth of a percent; therefore, the percentages in a
distribution do not always add to exactly 100.0 percent.
The totals, however, are always shown as 100.0. More-
over, individual figures are rounded to the nearest
thousand without being adjusted to group totals, which
are independently rounded; percentages are based on
the unrounded numbers.

Sjeffrey S. Passel and Keren A. Woodrow, "Change in Undocu-
Population hthonitOdStates 1979-1963," /nferna-
(mmn.pmaomau and Keren A,

nobuthm\. "Prefiminary Esti-
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Persons of Hispanic origin. Persons of Hispanic origin
were identified by a question that asked for self-identification
of the person’s origin or descent. Respondents were
asked to select their origin (and the origin of other
household members) from a “flashcard” listing ethnic
origins (See Origin or Descent Flashcard in appendix D).
Persons of Hispanic origin, in particular, were those who
indicated that their origin was Mexican, Puerto Rican,
Cuban, Central or South American (Spanish countnes),
or some other Spanish origin.

Age. This classification is based on the age of the
person at his or her last birthday.

Marital status. The marital status classification identi-
fies four major categories: single (never married), mar-
ried, widowed, and divorced. These terms refer to the
marital status at the time of the enumeration.

The category “married” is further divided into “mar-
ried, spouse present,” and “married, spouse absent.” A
person was classified as “married, spouse present” if
the husband or wife was reported as a member of the
household, even though he or she may have been
temporarily absent on business or vacation, visiting, in a
hospital, etc., at the time of the enumeration. The group
“married, spouse absent” includes married persons
living apart because either the husband or wife was
amployed and living at a considerable distance from
home; was serving away from home in the Armed
Forces, was residing in an institution, had moved to
another area, had separated from their spouse because
of marital discord, or had a different place of residence
for any other reason.

Famlly. A family is a group of two persons or more (one
of whom is the householder) related by birth, marriage,
or adoption and residing together; all such persons
(including related subfamily members) are considered
as members of one family. Beginning with the 1980
CPS, unrelated subfamilies (referred to in the past as
secondary families) are no longer included in the count
of families, nor are the members of unrelated subfami-
lies included in the count of family members.

Hispanic family. A Hispanic family is defined as a
family in which the family householder {defined below) is
of Hispanic origin.

Household. A household consists of all the persons
who occupy a housing unit. A house, an apartment or
other group of rooms, or a single room, is regarded as a
housing unit when it is occupied or intended for occu-
pancy as separate living quarters; that is, when the
occupants do not iive and eat with any other persons in
the structure and there is direct access from the outside
Q rough a common hall.

A household includes the related family members
and all the unrelated persons, if any, such as lodgers,

foster children, wards, or employees who share the

housing unit. A person living alone in a housing unit, or
a group of unrelated persons sharing a housing unit as
partners, is also counted as a household. The ccunt of
households excludes group quarters.

Group quarters. As of 1983 group quarters were defined
in the Current Population Survey as noninstitutional
living arrangements for groups not living in conventional
housing units or groups living in housing units containing
nine or more persons (or prior to 1983 five or more
persons) unrelated to the person in charge. Since 1972,
inmates of institutions have not been included in the
Current Population Survey.

Householder. The term “householder” refers to the
person (or one of the persons) in whose name the
housing unit is owned or rented (maintained) or, if there
is no such person, any adult member, excluding room-
ers, boarders, or paid employees. If the house is owned
or rented jointly by a married couple, the householder
may be either the husband or the wife. The person
designated as the householder is the “reference per-
son” to whom the relationship of all other household
members, if any, is recorded.

Prior to 1980, the husband was always considered
the householder in married-couple households. The
number of householders is equal to the number of
households. Alsn, the number of family householders is
equal to the number of families.

Head versus householder. Beginning with the 1980
CPS, the Bureau of the Census discontinued the use of
the terms “head cf household” and “head of family.”
Instead, the terms “househoider” and “family house-
holder” are used. Recent social changes have resuited
in greatar sharing of household responsibilities among
the aduit members and, therefore, have made the term
“head" increasingly inappropriate in the analysis of
household and family data. Specifically, the Census
Bureau has discontinued its longtime practice of always
classifying the husband as the reference person (head)
when he and his wife are living together.

In this report, the term “householder” is used in the
presentation of data that had previously been presented
with the designation “head.” The householder is the
first adult household member listed on the question-
naire. The instructions call for listing first the person (or
one of the persons) in whose name the home is owned
cr rented. If ahome is owned jointly by a married couple,
either the husband or the wife may be listed first,
thereby becoming the reference person, or house-
holder, to whom the relationship of other household

26 members is to be recorded.
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Reference person. The reference person is the person
to whom the relationship of other persons is recorded.
The household reference person is the person listed as
the householder (see definition of "Householder”). The
subfamily reference person is the single parent or the
husband/wife in a married-couple situation. (Prior to
1989, the husband was always designated the refer-
ence person in a married-couple subfamily.)

Family household. A family household is a household
maintained by a family (as defined above), and any
unrelated persons (unrelated subfamily members and/or
secondary individuals) who maybe residing there are
included. The number of family households is equal to
the number of families. The count of family household
members differs from the count of family members,
however, in that the family household members include
all persons living in the household, whereas family
members include only the householder and his/her
relatives. (See the definition of Family.)

Related subfamily. A related subfamily is a married
coupie with or without children, or one parent with one
or more own single {never married) children under 18
years old, living in a household and related to, but not
including, the persons or couple who maintains the
household. The most common example of a related
subfamily is a young married couple sharing the home of
the husband’s or wife's parents. The number of related
subfamilies is not included in the count of families.

Unrelated subfamily. An unrelated subfamily (formerly
called a secondary family) is a married couple with or
without children, or a single parent with one or more of
their own never-married children under 18 years oid
living in a household, none of whom are related to the
householder. The unrelated subfamily may include per-
sons such as guests, partners, roomers, boarders, or
resident employees and their spouses and/or children.
The number of unrelated subfamily members is included
in the total number of household members, but is not
included in the count of family members.

Beginning in 1989, persons in unrelated subfamilies
other than the ieference person, spouse, and own
children are counted as secondary individuals in house-
holds. Prior to 1989, these persons were included in the
count of subfamily members.

Persons living with relatives in group quarters were
formerly classified as members of unrelated subfami-
lies. However, the number of such unrelated subfamilies
became so small (37,000 in 1867) that beginning with
CPS data for 1968 (and beginning with census data for
1960) the Bureau of the Census included persons in
these unrelated subfamilies in the count of secondary
individuals.

Married couple. A marned couple, as defined for cen-
sus purposes, is a husband and wife enumerated as

~ members of the same household. The married couple

may or may not have children living with them. The
expression "husband-wife” or "married-couple” before
the term "household,” "family,” or "subfamily” indi-
cates that the household, family, or subfamily is main-
tained by a husband and wife. The number of married
couples equals the count of married-couple families
plus related and unrelated married-couple subfamilies.

Unrelated individuals. Unrelated individuals are per-
sons of any age (other than inmates of insfitutions) who
are not living with any relatives. An unrelated individual
may be (1) a person living alone or with nonrelatives
only, (2) a roomer, boa.der, or resident employee with
no relatives in the household, or (3) a group quarters
member who has no relatives living with him/her. Thus,
a widow who occupies her house alone or with one or
more other persons not related to her, a roomer not
related .0 anyone else in the housing unit, a maid living
as a member of her employer's houseiold with no
relatives in the household, and a resident staff member
in a hospital living apart from any relatives are all
examples of unrelated individuals.

Nonfamily householder. A nonfamily householder (for-
merly called a primary individual) is a person maintaining
a household while living alone or with nonrelatives only.

Secondary individual. A secondary individual is a per-
son in a household or group quarters such as a guest,
roomer, boarder, or resident employee (excluding non-
family householders and inmates of institutions) who is
not related to any other person in the household or
group quarters. (See section on unrelated subfarly for
slight change in coverage of secondary individuals in
1968.)

Own children and related children. “Own” children in
a family are sons and daughters, including stepchildren
and adopted children, of the householder. Similarly,
“own" children in a subfamily are sons and daughters of
the married couple or parent in the subfamily. (All
children shown as members of related subfamilies are
own children of the person(s) maintaining the subfam-
ily.) “Related” children in a family include own children
and all other children in the household who are related
to the householder by birth, marriage, or adoption. For
each type of family unit identified in the CPS, the count
of own children under 18 years old is limited to single
(never married) children; however, “own children under
25" and “own children of any age,” as the terms are
used here, include all children regardless of marnital
status. The totals include never-married children living
away from home in college dormitories.

Years of school completed. In this report, data on
years of school completed were derived from the com-
bination of answers to two questions, (a) “What is the
highest grade of school that this person has ever
attended?” and (b) “Did this person finish this grade?”
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The questions on educational attainment apply only
to progress in “regular” schools. Such schools include
graded public, parochial or other private elementary and
high schools (both junior and senior high), colleges,
universities, and professional schools, whether day schools
or night schools. Thus, regular schooling is that which
may advance a person toward an elementary school
certificate or high school diploma, or a college, univer-
sity, or professional school degree. Schooling in other
than regular schools was counted only if the credits
obtained were regarded as transferable to a school in
the regular school system.

Labor force, Persons are classified as in the labor
force if they were employed as civilians, unemployed, or
in the Armed Forces during the survey week. The
*“civilian labor force" comprises all civilians 15 years old
and over classified as employed or unemployed.

Paid labor force, Persons are classified as in the paid
labor force if they were employed as wage and salary
workers or self-employed workers during the survey
week or were looking for work at the time and had last
worked as wage and salary or self-employed workers.

Employed. Employed persons comprise (1) all civilians
who, during the survey week, did any work at all as paid
employees or in their own business or profession, or on
their own farm, or who worked 15 hours or more as
unpaid workers on a farm cr in a business operated by
a member of the family, and (2) all those who were not
working but who had jobs or businesses from which they
were temporarily absent because of illness, bad weather,
vacation, or labor-management dispute, or because
they were taking time off for personal reasons, whether
or not they were paid by their employers for time off, and
whether or not they were Seeking other jobs. Excluded
from the employed group are persons whose only
activity consisted of work around the house (such as
own home housework, painting or repairing own home)
or volunteer work for religious, charitable, and similar
organizations.

Unemployed. Unemployed persons are those civilians
who, during the survey week, had no employment but
were available for work and (1) had engaged in any
specific job seeking activity within the past 4 weeks,
such as registering at a public or private employment
office, meeting with prospective employers, checking
with friends or relatives, placing or answering advertise-
ments, writing letters of application, or being on a union
or professional register; (2) were waiting to be called
back to a job from which they had been laid off; or (3)
were waiting to report to a new wage or salary job within
30 days.

Occupation. The data on occupation of employed per-
sons 16 years old and over refer to the civihan job held
during the survey week. Persons employed at two or
more jobs were reported in the job at which they worked
Q greatest number of hours during the week.

In 1980, the Bureau of the Census revised the
Standard Occupational Classification System (SOC) for
use in its tabulation program for the 1980 census and
subsequent published reports on occupational data.
Consequently, the new classification system was incor-
porated into the CPS tabulation program in January
1983. While the new system provides comparability
between the CPS and other data sources, it causes a
break in continuity for all CPS series containing occu-
pational data.

Differences between the 1970 and 1980 occupa-
tional systems affect classifications at all levels. Such
commonly used identifiers as white-collar, blue-collar,
professional and technical, craft workers, and operative
occupations have been eliminated. These identifiers
have been replaced with new categories which repre-
sent conceptual as well as language changes. More-
over, many of the components of the former groupings
have been shifted to such an extent that they cannot be
made to correspond readily to the new categories. Fora
more complete explanation and description of the changes
from the old to the new occupational classification
system see the February 1983 issue of “Employment
and Eamings” by the Bureau of Labor Statistics.

The occupation classification system developed for
the 1980 census consists of 503 specific occupation
categories arranged into 6 summary and 13 major
occupation groups. The major occupation groups are
combined in this report into six summary groups as
follows:

Managerial and professional specialty occupations
Executive, administrative, and managerial occupations
Professional specialty occupations

Technical, sales, and administrative support occupations
Technicians, and related support occupations
Sales occupations
Administrative support occupations, including clerical

Service occupations
Private household occupations
Protective service occupations
Service occupations, except protective and household

Farming, forestry, and fishing occupations
Precision production, craft, and repair occupations

Operators, fabricators, and laborers
Machine operators, assemblers, and inspectors
Transportation and matenal moving occupations
Handlers, equipment cleaners, helpers, and laborers

income. For each person 15 years old and over in the
sample, questions were asked on the amount of money
income received in the preceding calendar vear from
each of the following sources. (1) money wages or
salary; (2) net income from nonfarm self-employment;
(3) net income from farm self-employment; (4) Social
Security or railroad retirement; (5) Supplemental Secu-
rity income; (6) public assistance or welfare payments;
(7) interest (on savings or other investments which pay
interest); (8) dividends, income from estates or trusts, or
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net rental income; (9) veterans’ payments or unemploy-
ment and worker’s compensation; (10) private pensions
or government employee pensions; (11) alimony or child
support, regular contributions from persons not living in
the household, and other periodic income.

Although the income statistics refer to receipts during
the preceding year the characteristics of the person,
such as age, labor force status, etc., and the composi-
tion of families refer to the time of the survey. The
income of the family does not include amounts received
by persons who were members of the family during all or
pari of the income year if these persons no longer
resided with the family at the time of enumeration.
However, family income includes amounts reported by
related persons who did not reside with the family during
the income year but who were members of the family at
the time of enumeration.

Data on consumer income collected in the CPS by
the Bureau of the Census cover money income received
(exclusive of certain money receipts such as capital
nains) before payments for personal income taxes,
Social Security, union dues, Medicare deductions, etc.
Therefore, money income data do not reflect the fact
that some families receive part of their income in the
form of noncash benefits such as food stamps, health
benefits, and subsidized housing; that some farm fami-
lies receive noncash benefits in the form of rent-free
housing and goods produced and consumed on the
farm; or that noncash benefits are also received by
some nonfarm residents which often take the form of
the use of business transportation and facilities, full or
partial payments by business for retirement programs,
and medical and educational expenses, etc. These
elements should be considered when comparing income
levels. (For a detailed explanation of noncash benefits,
see Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 155,
Receipt of Selected Noncash Benefits: 1985.) More-
over, for many different reasons, there is a tendency in
household surveys for respondents to underreport their
income. From an analysis of independently derived
income estimates, it has been determined that income
earned from wages or salaries is much better reported
than other sources of income, and is nearly equal to
independent estimates of aggregate income. For a
detailed expianation, see Current Population Reports,
Series P-60 No. 162, Money Income of Households,
Families, and Persons in the United States: 1987.

Money earnings. Money earnings are the algebraic
sum of money wages or salary and net income from
farm and nonfarm self-employment. For a detailed
explanation, see Current Population Reports, Series
P-60, No. 162, Money Income of Households, Families,
and Persons in the United States: 1987.

Number of earners. This number includes all persons
in the family with $1 or more in wages and salaries, or $1
or more or a loss in net income from farm or nonfarm
self-employment.

Poverty definition. Families and unrelated individuals
are classified as being above or below the poverty level
using the poverty index originated at the Social Security
Administration in 1964 and revised by Federal Intera-
gency Committees in 1969 and 1980. The poverty index
is based solely on money income and does not reflect
the fact that many low-income persons receive noncash
benefits such as food stamps, Medicaid, and public
housing. The index is based on the Department of
Agriculture’s 1961 Economy Food Plan and reflects the
different consumption requirements of families based
on their size and composition. It was determined from
the Department of Agriculture’s 1955 Survey of Food
Consumption that families of three or more persons
spend approximately one-third of their income on food;
the poverty level for these families was, thereiore, set at
three times the cost of the Economy Food Plan. For
smaller families and persons living alone, the cost of the
Economy Food Plan was multiplied by factors that were
slightly higher in order to compensate for the relatively
larger fixed expenses of these smaller households. The
poverty thresholds are updated every year to reflect
changes in the Consumer Price Index (CPI-U). The
average poverty threshold for a family of four was
$12,092 in 1988, about 4.1 percent higher than the
comparable 1987 cutoff of $11,611. For a detailed
explanation of the poverty definition, see Current Pop-
ulation Reports, Series P-60, No. 166, Money Income
and Poverly Status in the United States: 1988 (advance
data from the March 1989 Current Population Survey).

Median. The median is presented in connection with
the data on age, years of school completed, and
income. It is the value which divides the distribution into
two equal parts, one-half of the cases falling below this
value and one-half of the cases exceeding this value.

Mean. The mean (average) is presented in connection
with data on number of persons per family, income of
persons, and income of families. The mean number of
persons per family is the value obtained by dividing the
number of persons in families having the characteristic
under consideration by the appropriate number cf fam-
iles. The mean income is the amount obtained by
dividing the total income of a group by the number of
units in that group. The mean for families are based on
all families. The mean for persons are based on persons
with income.
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Appendix B. Changes in Processing Procedures and

Research on Data Fluctuations

Revisions to the March CPS processing system. A
nev; computer processing system was introduced for
the March Current Population Suney in 1989. The
system in use before this year was first introduced in
March 1976. While the March 1989 file is the first to
reflect this new processing system, tha March 1988 file
has been reprocessed based on these new procedures
in order to: 1) evaluate the new processing procedures,
and 2) allow year-to-year comparisons of 1988 and
1989 data using a consistent processing system. All
1988 and 1989 comparisons in this report are based on
the new processing procedures for both years.

As part of the March 1989 revision, an imputation
system was implemented for the ethnic origin item. In
the past, persons who did not provide a response to the
origin question or stated that they did not know their
ethnic origin were included in the category “Do not
know or not reported.” These individuals were then
added into the ‘‘Not of Hispanic origin” category for
tabulation purposes. Beginning in March 1989, persons
who could not or did not provide a response to the origin
question were assigned an origin based on a hierarchy
of relationships within the household The hierarchy of
relationships follow the sequence: mother, father, sib-
ling, child, spouse, other relative, nonrelative. If no one
in the household reported an origin, then everyone in
the household remained in the “Do not know or not
reported” category.

In addition to the above, the March 1988 file reflects:
modifications to the imputation systems; revision of the
weighting system, data acceptance program, and family
relationship edits; and the use of new procedures to
match income supplement records to the monthly CPS
file. As a result, it is difficult to ascertain whether
differences (especially those based on relatively small
bases) are the result of imputation or other processing
differences between the original and revised files.

Results of revicad processing procedures. Comparison
of selected social and economic characteristics of the
Hispanic population from the March 1988 CPS after and
before revision {0 the processing system are presented
in table B-1. As can be seen by the “difference” column,
the effect of the new processing procedures on the
general social and economic characteristics of the
Hispanic population is quite small. Nevertheless, cau-
tion shoulo be used when comparing CPS data for

. March 1989 with CPS figures for earlier years.

Fluctuations in the data. In a previous report, The
Hispanic Population in the United Slates: March 1966
and 1987 (P-20, No.434), we discussed CPS estimates
of the size of the civilian noninstitutionalized Hispanic
population subgroups on the U.S. mainland. We stated
that change reflected in CPS estimates, may not accu-
rately measure growth or decline in the size of any
Hispanic subgroups, particularly the smaller subgroups
of Cubans and Puerto Ricans. As an illustration, we
compared the CPS estimates of the Puerto Rican
population with a series of independent estimates in
which Puerto Rican births and deaths on the mainland,
and net movement between the island of Puerto Rico
and the mainland were considered (tables B-2 and B-3).

Because the 1989 estimate of the Puerto Rican
population derived from the March survey is smaller
than the comparable estimate from the March 1988
CPS, some may conclude that a real decline in the size
of the actual population has occurred. A discussion of
the limitations associated with this sample estimate and
a second method of calculating the change in the
Puerto Rican population follow.

CPS estimate and confidence interval. The CPS
Puerto Rican population estimates are based on a
sample and not a complete count or census. While
nonsampling error is associated with a census, both
sampling and nonsampling error are associated with a
survey. (See Appendix C, “Source and Accuracy of
Estimates.)

In figure B-1, CPS estimates of the Puerto Rican
population, 1982-89 (from table B-2), are plotted with
their respective 90 percent confidence intervals. Each
confidence interval is based on a measure of the
sampling variability associated with a large number of
potential samples which could be drawn from the same
population universe. Knowing the range of variability
associated with a sample estimate allows us to make a
statement concerning how confident we are about the
accuracy of each estimate.

Testing the difference between the 1988 and 1989
estimates of the Puerto Rican population indicates that
there was a significant decline in the numbers for the
two years. As you can see, the CPS estimate of the
Puerto Rican population in 1989 was 2.33 million. Since
the 1988 figure was 2.47 million, it would appear at first
glance that a decline of 141,000 persons had occurred.
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Table B-1. Comparison of Selected Social and Economic Characteristics of the Hispanic Population After %
and Before Revision to the Processing System: 1988 ';
(Numbers in thousands) o
Charactenstic 1988 revised 1988 Difference f;
¢
SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS ;;
TOMAI POISONS « . v ee v eeneeenesee e s eeeee e e aer e eanaaanns 19,428 19,431 -3 4
Median 8ge (YBAIS) ... ue tiviiieeres tenee sene tereane cresaan 25.6 25.5 0.1 2
PEISONS 25 YOAIS AN OVEF « v« vvneeeneenes aenerransnsrnansnns 9,962 9,940 22 b
Percent completed— 3
Elementary: Lass than 8 YBarS . .....uuieeiererenerinerieeenennan 278 279 - i
L 38 L Lt 6.8 6.9 -0.1 o8
High SChool: 1 10 3 Y@arS «ciuii it iiiiiiiier ceneneracaeaenannanas 143 14.2 0.1 kgl
B YOAIS. .ot iti ittt ates daee teaaee aeeeeaaan 283 283 0.0 P
College: 1103 YOS . . cuiuuiieeiitraearenns canraaanasae sanaaas 12,5 12.6 -0.1 B
4 YOAS OT MO < eeivienenienucacen sasneenansasannnnnns 10.1 10.0 0.1 »%
With 4 years of high sChool Of MOTE « v e viveeiieiiiirennneeananns 51.0 51.0 . %
Total fAMIIOS. . ... . euieneeinieenienaeeeneeaetenens raenns 4,576 4,588 -12 s
= o= | 100.0 100.0 - <
) Mamied-COUPIB .t iitieniitiinntetareneeeteeeecsaeanaes canannennn 69.8 69.8 - ’
N Female householder, no husband present ...........cccoiveiiana... 23.6 234 0.2
' Male householder, no wife present. ........ ciiiiiiiiiieiieeenennn. 6.5 6.8 -0.3 1%
S Mean Size Of faMIY ... .uueereseeiinniineeeineiaeeneeaeian 3.79 3.79 . %
; ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS o
Civilian labor force participation rate': g
. VBN, e e ettt ettt e e e e ettt et ear et aaaas 79.2 78.9 0.3 A
. WOMBN ..« eetttiititieais ctteteateeataaateateeiates caaeans 52.1 52.1 . o
. UNemployment F18 . .. .. cuuiieieeeteesceiiereernenaraesnneasanas 8.6 8.5 0.1 g
Median earnings of persons? in 1987: .
Men (HONAIS) .« «viieeeeeiiinnnatareneetaneaene cannnsansnsacann 12,829 12,427 302
WOmen (dOlIArS) . .. ..ue ettt eeeatiataiieieiieeeiiaiaeanaaenn 8939 8,554 385 A
Median family income N 1987 (dOIIars) .. ..cvveereirieeeenresennnans 20,300 20,308 -6 ;‘;'?‘
Ly,
Families with ncome below the poverty level in 1987................ 25.5 258 -0.3 "‘{»
g
- Represents zero or rounds to zero. ¥
'Persons 16 years old and over. %
Cwilian persons 15 years old and over with earnings. 2
o
Figure B-1. 5
Puerto Rican Population CPS Estimates: 1982-89 ’
;3
(90 percent confidence interval) 3
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Table B-2. Comparison of Component and CPS Estimates of the Resident Puerto Rican Population
in the United States: 1982-89

(Numbers in thousands) 2

SR AT s I SRS A S 1Y

Population estimate Difference’ 2
Year CPS confidence j’%
3 CPS Component interval® Number Percent 4
: 1980 « vvvvrereriers eeren e ) 31,971 ) X) 0
3 122 T ) 2,010 (X (X (0.4) y:
: 1982 .. e e e eieen s eeeiien 2,051 2,067 1,952-2,150 -16 -0.8
: 1983 1t iiiiiiee e iee e eee eeeeiei 2,261 2,146 2,158-2,364 115 5.4 &
A 1984 . iitet i e e 2,354 2,217 2,249-2,459 137 6.2
1985 tiuiuiie ciiiinn cieien aree ieeaie 2,562 2,278|  2,453-2,671 284 125 B
1986 ..ot cet eeiiie ieh ieeen e iieean 2,340 2,353 2,235-2,445 -13 -0.6 g
1987 vttt iies terieeit e eeeeeieeiieaeaaa. 2,284 2418 2,180-2,388 -134 -55 5
1988 .. ieiiiiiet e eeeeiaiaiaaiiias 2,471 2,490 2.364-2,578 <19 -0.7 s
1989 1eutuetitiiiaas e e 2,330 2549  2.208-2,452 -219 -86
X Not applicable. %
'CPS minus component estimate. 5
A 2 90-percent level of confidence, or 1.6 <tandard error range. E
{ 3Apnl 1, 1980, census figure. g
" Note. The component estimates in this report are revised numbers based on more accurate information than that availeble in tabie A-3. P-20, 4.§
) No 434, e
; 3]
£
: The confidence intervals associated with these two weighted by an independent estimate, the Puerto Rican &
N . . . . . . P
L estimates lead us to a broader conclusion, however. population estimate is not. The annual estimate of the 3
: The decline in the Puerto Rican populatirn between Puerto Rican population is derived from the distribution ii
1988 and 1989, as measured by the CPS, could have of the various Hispanic household groups represented e
3 been as small as about 13,000 persons or as high as in that sample. £
143 3
«‘ 269,000. %
independent estimates and component change. A 3
g Hispanic subgroups and population size. As we secorid way of calculating the size of a population ;
stated earlier, the sampling variability associated with involves an independent estimation procedure. Births, ;%
the CPS estimates plays a role in our inability to deaths, and migrants (gain minus loss), over a specified )
precisely state the true size of any of the Hispanic period of time, are added to a population number from
subgroups. Although the estimate of the total Hispanic the beginning of the time period and used to produce an 1
. . . . . . ) o
population based on the CPS household interviews s estimate of the population at the end of the period. ¥
: Table B-3. Component Estimates of the Puerto Rican Population In the United States: Aprii 1, 1980, to 3
‘ March 31, 1989 3
(Numbers in thousands) 4
Date Population irths' Deaths? Migrants® Change*
1980 - v ee e ettt e e 1,971 . . . (X) {
T E I PPPPPPPPP 2,010 40 8 7 39
1082 oo eeiii e e e e iaaaaa 2,067 40 8 25 57
1983 1ttt eie e e reeeeeeaea 2,148 M 8 46 78
19B4 cue et ettt et e e 2,217 41 9 38 71 ¥
1985 .. .. . ittt e iieieen seeeiaes 2,278 4 9 29 61 %
1986 ...« i e eeeieeieeaann 2,353 42 9 42 75 Y
1987 ..ooo v et e e e e e e 2,418 44 9 30 65 H
1988 ... . e e s 2,490 47 10 35 72 *
1989 ...0ovt iieeeni.l, 2,549 50 10 19 58 $
. X Not applicable.
* Data on components of change from April 1, 1980, to Apnl 1, 1981, are shown on the data hine for April 1, 1981. i
. 'Births for 1980 through 1987, provided by the Nationat Center for Health Statistius, were inflated by 20 percent to reflect undetregistration of
) ‘ Puerto Rican births. The 1988 and 1989 estimates were computed assuming a crude birth rate of 20 per 1,000. .
. 24 1980 national life table was apptied to the 1980 resident Puerto Rican population distnbution to denve a crude death rate estimate of 4 per ;
: 1,000 population. It was assumed that this rate remained constant from 1980 to 1989.
3Based on a smoothed estimate of migrants controlied to the total passenger movement for the year ending in June reported by the Puerto
Rican Planning Board. .
o “Change in estimate from previous year N
: $
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In table B-3, the factors associated with annual
Puerto Rican population change: births, deaths and
migration, are displayed with their resulting component
estimates. The comporient estimates have been devel-
oped by taking the 1980 Census count of Pusrto Ricans,
adding the natural increase (mainland births minus
deaths) and adding the number of net arrivals from the
island (inmigrants minus outmigrants) for each year
since the census.

The footnotes in table B-3 explain how the compo-
nents for the individual annual estimates of the Puerto
Rican population were developed. Because the actual
number of births, deaths, and migrants cannot be
measured until after the year in question, established
rates based on observed trends have been used to
project the number of births and deaths for the years
1988 and 1989, and migrants in 1989. By 1991, the final
tallies of 1988 and 1989 births and deaths will be
known. The actual migration flow for 1989 will never be
known. The passenger statistics, used by the Puerto
Rican Planning Board to compute migration, measure
all movement, without regard for the status of the
traveler. Not all persons who move between the main-
land and the island are Puerto Rican or permanent
migrants.

Confldence intervals and independent estimates.

The independent estimates in tables B-2 and B-3 are
not significantly different from the CPS estimates in

Figure B-2.

1982, 1986, and 1988. They are significantly differentin
all the other years. In figure B-2, the independent
estimates have been plotted with the CPS confidence
intervals from table B-2. This graphic comparison of the
two sets of estimates indicates that although the inde-
pendent series does not exactly coincide with the CPS
series, it has approximated the CPS confidence interval
boundary during much of the decade. Both series
indicate that an overall increase has occurred in the
Puerto Rican population since 1980.

Census counts The independent series suggests that
the Puerto Rican population may have increased more
rapidly than the comparable CPS estimates indicate.
Given the limitations associated with either approach,
we cannot be certain of the true size of the Puerto Rican
population. It appears, however, to have increased by
between 18 to 29 percent since 1980. If the increase is
real, the growth spurt could make the Puerto Rican
population one of the fastest growing ethnic groups on
the U.S. mainland. In 1990, the decennial census will
provide a more accurate measure of the population
subgroup change which has occurred since 1980, than
either the CPS or independent estimation procedures.

Puerto Rican Population Component Estimates: 1982-89

(90 percent confidence interval for CPS estimates)
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were completely implemented in July 1985,

The following table summarizes changes in the CPS
designs for the years tor which data appear in thi.
report. ‘

Description of the March Current Population Survey

husband and wife of a household received the same
weight.

The estimates in this report for 1932 and later also
employ a revised survey weighting procedure for per-
sons of Hispanic origin. In previous years, weighted
sample results were inflated to independent estimates

g
: Appendix C. Source and Accuracy of Estimates
SOURCE OF DATA March supplement. In addition to the basic CPS ques- QE‘;
. e . tions, interviewers asked supplementary questions in %
. Most estimates in this report come from da.taobtamed March about the economic situation of persons and g
! in March of 1989 in the Current Population Survey tamilies for the . B
i previous year. §
(CPS). The Bureau of the Census conducts the survey To obtain more reliable data for the Hispanic popu-
- every month, although this report uses only March data . . P pop i
: for its estimates. Also, some estimates come from 1980 lation, th.e_March CPS sarpple was increased by al_)out %ﬁ
( decennial censds daté The March survey uses two sets 2,500 eligible housing units, interviewed the previous ;;;
f questi th basié CPS and the supplement November, that contained at least one sample person <&
of questions, the an PP . of Hispanic origin. In addition, the sample included 3
Basic CPS. The basic CPS collects primarily labor force ?:,::::: Lr;tggg med Forces [iving off post or with their {{
data about the civilian noninstitutional population. Inter- ) j?
viewers ask questions concerning labor force participa- Estimation procedure. This survey’s estimation proce- f,f
tion about each member 14 years old and over in every dure inflates weighted samp!a results to indepencient !
sample household. estimates of the civilian noninstitutional population of ,{2
: The March 1989 CPS sample was selected from the th_ ' inited States by age, sex, race and Hispanic/non- ‘%
1980 decennial census files with coverage in all 50 Hispanic categories. The independent estimates were 353’
& States and the District of Columbia. The sample is based on statistics from decennial censuses of popula- f{i
. continually updated to account for new residential con- tion; statistics on births, deaths, immigration and emi- ‘T
: struction. It is located in 729 areas comprising 1,973 gration; and statistics on the size of the Armed Forces. -
) counties, independent cities, and minor civil divisions. The independent population estimates used for 1981
About 56,100 occupied households are eligible for (1980 for income estimates) to present were based on };
interview every month. Interviewers are unable to obtain updates to controls established by the 1980 decennial }wj
interviews at about 2,500 of these units because the census. Data previous to 1981 were based on indepen- A
occupants are not home after repeated calls or are dent population estimates from the most recent decen- g
unavailable for some other reason. nial census. For more details on the change in indepen- 3
. Since the introduction of the CPS, the Bureau of the dent estimates, see the section entitled *“Introduction of ks
: Census has redesigned the CPS sample several times 1980 Census Population Controls” in an earlier report
: to improve the quality and reliability of the data and to  (Series P-60, No. 133). The estimation procedure forthe 1
f satisfy changing data needs. The most recent charges March supplement included a further adjustment so ;
%

Housing units eligible’ of the noninstitutional population by age, sex, and race. ;Er
: Time period Number of Not There was no .specmc cpntrol_ of the survey estimates e
3 sample areas | Interviewed |  interviewed for the Hispanic population. Since then, the Bureau of R
i the Census developed independent population controls 3
v 1989 . ....iiis o e, 729 53,600 2,500 . . . . 7
: 198688, . 729 57,000 2,500 for the Hispanic population by sex and detailed age 5
2 1985 ............. 2 620/729 57,000 2,500 groups. Revised weighting procedures incorporate these 1;
“ oo ot paposd o new controls. The independent population estimates b

. 19779, 614 55,000 3,000 include some, but not all, undocumented immigrants.

1976 .o e 481 46,500 2,500

'Excludes about 2,500 Hispanic hcuseholds added from the previous

November sample. (See "March Supplement.”)

2The CPS was redesigned following the 1680 Census of Population and
Housing. During phase-in of the new design, housing units from the new and oid
C designs were In the sample.

ACCURACY OF ESTIMATES

Since the CPS estimates come from a sample, they
may differ from figures from a complete census using
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the same questionnaires, instructions, and enumera-
tors. A sample survey estimate has two possible types
of error: sampling and nonsampling. The accuracy of an
estimate depends on both types of error, but the full
extent of the nonsampling error is unknown. Conse-
quently, one should be particularly careful when intar-
preting results based on a relatively small number
cases or on small differences between estimates. The
standard errors for CPS estimates primarily indicate the
magnitude of sampling error. They also partially mea-
sure the effect of some nonsampling errors in responses
and enumeration, but do not measure systematic biases
in the data. (Bias is the average over all possible
samples of the differences between the sample esti-
mates and the desired value.)

Nonsampling variability. Nonsampling errors can be
attributed to many sources. These sources include the
inability to obtain information about all cases in the
sample, definitional difficulties, differences in the inter-
pretation of questions, respondents’ inability or unwill-
ingness to provide correct information or to recall infor-
mation, errors made in data collection such as In
recording or coding the data, errors made in processing
the data, errors made in estimating values for missing
data, and failure to represent all units with the sample
(undercoverage).

CPS undercoverage results from missed housing
units and missed persens within sample households.
Compared to the level of the 1980 decennial census,
overall CPS undercoverage is about 7 percent. CPS
undercoverage varies with age, sex, and race. Genar-
ally, undercoverage is larger for males than for females
and larger for Blacks and other races combined than for
Whites. As described previously, ratio estimation to
independent age-sex-race-Hispanic population controls
partially corrects for the bias due to undercoverage.
However, biases exist in the estimates to the extent that
missed persons in missed households or missed per-
sons in interviewed households have different charac-
teristics from those of interviewed persons in the same
age-sex-race-Hispanic group. Furthermore, the indepen-
dent population controls have not been adjusted for
undercoverage in the 1980 census.

For additional information on nonsampling errorinclud-
ing the possible impact on CPS data when known, refer
to Statistical Policy Working Paper 3, An Error Profile:
Employment as Measured by the Current Population
Survey, Office of Federal Statistical Policy and Stan-
dards, U.S. Department of Commerce, 1978 and Tech-
nical Paper 40, The Current Population Survey: Design
and Methodology, Bureau of the Census, U.S. Depart-
ment of Commerce.

Comparability of data. Data obtained o™ the CPS
and other sources are not entirely comparable. This
@~ "ults from differences in interviewer training and expe-
EMC‘“ and in differing survey processes. This is an

IToxt Provided by ERI
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example of nonsampling variability not reflected in the
standard errors. Use caution when comparing results
from different sources.

Caution should also be used when comparing esti-
mates in this report, which reflect 1980 census-based
population controls, with estimates for 1980 (1979 for
income estimates) and eariier years, which reflect 1970
census-based population controls. This change in pop-
ulation controls had relatively little impact on summary
measures such as means, medians, and percentage
distributions, but did have a signiticant impact on levels.
For example, use of 1980 based population controls
results in about a 2-percent increase in the civilian
noninstitutional population and in the number of families
and househclds. Thus, estimates of levels for data
collected in 1981 and later years will differ from those
for earlier years by more than what could be attributed
to actual changes in the population. These differences
could be disproportionately greater for certain subpop-
ulation groups than for the total population.

Since no independent population control totals for
persons of Hispanic origin were used befora 1982,
compare Hispanic estimates over time cautiously.

Note when using small estimates. Summary mea-
sures (such as medians and percentage distributions)
are shown only when the base is 75,000 or greater.
Because of the large standard errors involved, summary
measures would probably not reveal useful information
when computed on a smalier base. However, estimated
numbers are shown even though the relative standard
errors of these numbers are larger than tho.e for
corresponding percentages. These smaller estimates
permit combinations of the categories to suit data users’
needs. Take care in the interpretation of small differ-
ences. For instance, even a small amount of nonsam-
pling error can cause a borderline difference to appear
significant or not, thus distorting a seemingly valid
hypothesis test.

Sampling variability. Sampling variability is variation
that occurred by chance because a sample was sur-
veyed rather than the entire population. Standard errors,
as calculated by methods described later in “Standard
Errors and Their Use,” are primarily measures of sam-
pling variability, although they may include some non-
sampling error.

Standard errors and their use. A number of approxi-
mations are required to derive, at a moderate cost,
standard errors applicable to all the estimates in this
report. Instead of providing ar individual standard error
for each estimate, generalized sets of standard errors
are provided for various types of characteristics. Thus,
the tables show levels of magnitude of standard errors
rather than the precise standard errors.
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The sample estimate and its standard error enable
one to construct a confidence interval, a range that
would include the average result of all possible samples
with a known probability. For example, if all possitle
samples were surveyed under essentially the same
general conditions and using the same sample design,
and if an estimate and its standard error were calc:laied
from each sample, then approximately 90 percent of the
intervals from 1.6 standard errors below the estimate to
1.6 standard errors above the astimate would inciude
the average result of all possible samples.

A particular confidence interval may or may iiot
contain the average estimate derived from all possitle
samples. However, one can say with specified confi-
dence that the interval includes the average estimate
calculated from all possible samples.

Some statements in the report may contain estimates
followed by a number in parentheses. This number can
be added to and subtracted from the estimate to
calculate upper and lower bounds of the 90-percent
confidence interva’. For exampile, if a statement con-
tains the phrase ‘“‘grew by 1.7 percent (£1.0),” the 80
percent confidence interval for the estimate, 1.7 per-
cent, is 0.7 percent to 2.7 percent.

Standard errors may also be used to perform hypoth-
esis testing, a procedure for distinguishing between
population paran:eters using sample estimates. The
most common type of hypothesis appearing in this
repert is that the population parameteis are different. An
example of this would be comparing the average size of
Hispanic families in 1989 to the average size of Hispanic
families in 1988.

Tests may be performed at various levels of signifi-
cance, where a significance level is the protability of
concluding that the characteristics are difierent when, in
fact, they are the same. All statements of comparison in
the text have passed a hypothesis test at the 0.10 level
of significance or better. This means that the absclute
value of the estimated ditferer.ce between characteris-
tics is greater than or equal to 1.6 times the standard
error of the difference.

Standard errors of estimated numbers. There are
two ways to compute the approximate standard error,
s,, of an estimated number shown in this report. The first
uses the formula

s, = fs m

) where f is a factor from table C-5, and s is the standard
error of the estimate obtained by interpolation from
table C-1 or C-2. The second method uses formula (2),
from which the standard errors in tables C-1 and C-2

. were calculated. This formula will provide more accu-
rate results than formula (1).

s, = VaxZ + bx (2)

o Hlere x is the size of the estimste and a and b are the
: Emc‘arameters in table C-5 associated with the particular

Table C-1. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers:
Hispanic

{*"umbers in thousands)

. . Swandard Standard
Size of estimate emor| Size of estimate error
10 19:2500 ........... 157
25 i 175,000 ........... 205
50 . 2417500 ........... 230
100.......cceuue 33{10,000.......... 237
250. .. i 53115000 .......... 206
500..ccn ounnn. 74120000 .......... 23
1,000............ 103

Note: For a particular characteristic, see table C-5 for the appro-
priate fector to apply to the above standard errors.

type of characteristic. When calculaling standard errors
for numbe~ from cross-tabulations involving different
characteristics, use the factor or set of parameters for
the characteristic which will give the largest standard
error

Hlustration. Table 4 of the report <hows that in 1989
there were 4,823,000 Hispanic familiss in the Unitad
States. Using formula {1) with f = 0.41 from table C-5
and s = 202 interpolating from table C-1, the standard
error of 4,823,000 is

s, = (0.41)(202,000) = 82,800
Zuternauvely, using formula (2) with a = -0.000163 and

b = 1,906 rom table C-5, tne approximate standard
error is

s, = V/(-0.000163)(4,822,000)% + (1,906)(4,823,000) = 73,000

So the 90-percent confidence interval for the number of
Hispanic families in the United States in 1989 is frem
4,706,000 to 4,940,000, i.e., 4,823,000 = 1.6(73,000).
Therefore, a conclusion that the average estimate derived
from all possible samples lies within a range computed
in this way would be correct for roughly 90 percent of all
possible samples.

Standard errors of estimated percentages. The reli-
ability of an estimated percentage, computed using

Table C-2. Standard Errors of Estimated Numbers:
Total or Non-Hispanic

(Numbers i thousands)

Standard I Standard
Size of estimate error | Size of estimate error
25.. ... 13]10.000 . . 249
50 . 18115000 . . .. 301
100.. . 25|25.000.... . . 380
250. Coe 4050000 ... .. 506
500...... . 5710C.000. ... 613
1.000.. . .. .. 801150.000 .. . 601
2500. . .. ... 126 {200.000 .. .. 461
5000.... . .. 178

Note Fo: a particular charactenstic. see table C-5 for the appro-
priate factor to apply to the above standard errors
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sample data for both numerator and denominator, depends
on the size of the percentage and its base. Estimated
percentages are relatively more reliable than the corre-
sponding estimates of the numerators of the percent-
ages, particularly if the percentages are 50 percent cr
more. When the numerator and denominator of the
percentage are in different categories, use the factor or
parameter from table C-5 indicated by the numerator.
The approximate standard error, s, o, of an estimated
percentage can be obtained by use of the formula

Syp = f8 (3)

In this formula, f is the appropriate factor from table C-56
and s is the standard error of the estim .e obtained by
interpolation from table C-3 or C-4.

Alternatively, formula (4) will provide more accurate

results:
A /b
sx.p = ; p(1 OO'P)

Here x is the total number of persons, families, house-
holds, or unrelated individuals which is the base of the
percentage, p is the percentage (0< p< 100), and bis
the parameter in table C-5 associated with the charac-
teristic in the numerator of the percentage.

(4)

lllustration. Table 4 shows that 70.a percent of the
4,823,000 Hispanic families were marriea-couple fami-
lies. Using formula (3) with f = 0.41 from table C-5 and

= 2.2 interpolating from table C-3, the standard error
for 70.4 percent is approximately

S, = (0.41)(2.2) = 0.9

Alternatively, using formula (4) andb = 1,906 from table
C-5, the standard error of 70.4 percent is approximately

1,906
Sep = ‘\/m(70.4)(100.o-70.4) 09

The 90-percent confidence interval for the estimated
percentage of Hispanic families that are married-couple
families is from 69.0 percent to 71.8 percent, i.e., 70.4
+ 1.6(0.9).

Standard error of a difference. The standard error of
the difference between two sample estimates is approx-
imately equal to

Sy = Vs Z+s? (5)

Y

where s, and s, are the standard errors of the estimates,
x and y. The estimates can be numbers, percentages,
ratios, etc. This will represent the actual standard error
quite accurately for the difference between estimates of
the same characteristic in two different areas, or for the
difference between separate and uncorrelated charac-
teristics in the same area. However, if there is a high
positive (negative) correlation batween the two charac-
teristics, the formula will overestimate (underestimate)
the true standard error.

Mustration. Table 4 of this report shows that in 1989,
23.1 percent of the 4,823,000 Hispanic families were
maintained by female householders. Table 4 also shows
that 16.0 percent of all non-Hispanic families (61.013,000)
were maintained by female householders. The apparent
difference between the percentage nof Hispanic ana
non-Hispanic families maintained by female household-
ers in 1989 is 7.1 percent. Using formula (4) with b =
1,306 from table C-5, the approximate standard error,
sx, for Hispanic female householders is 0.8. The stand-
ard error, s,, for non-Hispanic female householders is
0.2 (b = 2,110). Using formula (5), the standard error of
the estimated difference of 7.1 percent is about

Sy = V(0.8)7 + (0.2)° = 0.8

Table C-3. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages: Hispanic

Estimated percentage
Base of percentage (thousands)

100 99 20r98 5or 95 10 or 90 25 or 75 50
10 . . 106 14.8 23.1 31.8 45.9 53.0
25 . . 6.; 9.4 14.6 201 29.0 33.5
50 4.7 66 103 14.2 205 23.7
100 33 4.7 73 101 14.5 16.8
250 . . 2.1 30 46 64 92 10.6
500 . . 15 21 3.3 45 6.5 75
1.000 11 15 2.3 3.2 4.6 5.3
2.500 . 05 09 1.5 2.0 29 3.4
5,000 ... 05 0.7 10 1.4 21 2.4
10,000 .. .. . . . 03 0.5 07 1.0 15 1.7
15,000 .. . 03 0.4 0.6 0.8 12 1.4
20000.... ... . . . - 02 03 0.5 0.7 1.0 12

8 Ha O A
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@ Note. For a particutar charactenstic, see table C-5 for the appropnate factor to apply to the above standard errors
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Table C-4. Standard Errors of Estimated Percentages: Total or Non-Hispanic

Estimated percentage
Base of percentage (thousands)

1or99 2 or 98 Sor9s 10 or 90 25 ot 75 50
£ TN e e 2.9 4.1 6.4 8.8 12.7 14.7
100 . e e e i 25 36 55 76 1.0 12.7
250.. .. e e e 1.6 2.3 35 48 7.0 8.0
500. . e e .. 1.1 1.6 25 34 49 5.7
1.000 . . R 0.8 1.1 1.8 2.4 35 40
2,500 . . . . . 0.5 0.7 1.1 1.5 2.2 25
5000 . . .. .. 04 0.5 0.8 1.1 1.6 1.8
10,000 .. .o . 0.3 0.4 0.6 08 1.1 1.3
15,000 .. . 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.6 0.9 1.0
25,000 . e 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.7 08
50,000 e . 0.1 0.2 0.2 03 0.5 0.6
100,000. .. Coee 0.08 0.11 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.4
150,000.. .o .o 0.07 0.09 0.14 0.2 0.3 0.3
200,000 . . e e el 0.06 0.08 0.12 0.2 0.2 0.3

Note. For a particutar charactenstic, see table C-5 for the approprate factor to apply to the above standard errors

This means that the 90-percent confidence interval
around the difference is from 5.8 to 8.4, i.e, 7.1 *
1.6(0.8). Because this interval does not cont..in zero, we
can conclude with 90-percent confidence that the per-
centage of families maintained by female householders
is larger for Hispanics than for non-Hispanics.

Standard error of a mean for grouped data. The
formula used to estimate the standard error of a mean
for grouped data is

= Vibry)s? (6)

In thus formula, y 1s the size of the base of the distribu-
tion and b 1s a parameter from table C-5. The vanance,
S?, is given by the following formula:

82 = zpr?:z_)—(z (7)

where x, the mean of the distnbution, is estimated by

X = /ip}, (8)

c is the number of groups; i indicates a specific group,
thus taking on values 1 through c.

p, is the estimated proportion of households, families or
persons whose values, for the characteristic (x-values)
being considered, fall in group i.

% is (2., + Z)/2 where Z,, and Z, are the lower and
upper interval boundaries, respectively, for group i. x, is
assumed to be the most representative -alue for the
characteristic for households, families, and unrelated
individuals or persons in group i. Group ¢ is open-ended,
1.e., No upper interval boundary exists. For this group the
appreximate average value is

- 3
Xp = 5 Zc—1 (9)

S 38

Standard error of a ratio. Certain estimates may be
calculated as the ratio of two numbers. The standard
error of a ratio, x/y, may be computed using

sy VIE + 3]

The standard error of the numerator, s,, and that of the
denominator, s,, may be calculated using formula (2).
Alternatively, use formula (1) and tables C-1, C-2, and
C-5. In formula (1), r represents the correlation between
the numerator and the denominator of the estimate.

For one type of ratio, the denominator is a count of
families or households and the numerator is a count of
persons in those families or households with a certain
characteristic. If there is at least one person with the
characteristic in every family or household, use 0.7 as
an estimate of r. An example of this type is the mean
number of children per family with children.

For all other types of ratios, r is assumed to be zero.
If r is actually positive (negative), then this procedure will
provide an overestimate (underestimate) of the stand-
ard error of the ratio. Examples of this type are the mean
number of children per family and the poverty rate.

2r-51$1 (10)

NOTE: For estimates expressed as the ratio of x per 100
y or x per 1,600 y, multiply formula (10) by 100 or 1,000,
respectively, to obtain the standard error.

Standard error of a median. The sampling variability
of an estimated median depends on the form of the
distribution and the size of the base. One can approxi-
mate the reliability of an estimated median by determin-
ing a confidence interval about it. (See the <-ction on
sampling variability for a general discussior: of confi-
dence intervals.)

Estimate the 68-percent confidence limits of a median
hased on sample data using the following procedure.

1. Determine, using formula (4), the standard error of
the estimate of 50 percent from the distribution.
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Tsble C-5. Parameters and Factors for Total, Hispanic, and Non-Hispanic Populations

Parameters
Charactenstic
a b Factor
PERSONS
Hispanic subgroups
Bt SBXES. « vttt tee ettt e a e aa s -0.000127 2,539 0.48
L e R =117 11 S -0.000253 2,539 0.48
Marital Status
All persons:
HISPANIC . ..o vee it iiit it e e e -0.000561 11,247 1.00
Total @and nON-HISPANIC. . .. .o vv ittt it -0.000027 6,462 1.00
Male or female:
HISPAMIC . oo it it iiiiit ciiet o i i . -0.000760 7,628 0.82
Total and NON-HISPANIC . .. .. .o vevt et teiiniiins iianen -0.000044 5318 0.91
Persons in Households or Families
Some members:
HISPANIC .« o vttt iiiiiie ciie et i i -0.000380 7,628 0.82
Total and NON-HISPANIC . .. ...t iitiii it ciiit ciiiiiarane cens -0.000022 5,318 0.91
All members:
Hispanic........... -0.000561 11,247 1.00
Total and non-Hispanic -0.000027 6,462 1.00
Educational Attainment
25-34 years old:
HISPANIC . ..o viiiiie v ve it it e e -0.000762 3,086 0.52
Total and non-Hispanic .. . . . .. . . e e e -0.000064 2,744 0.65
25 years old and over.
Hispanic......... ... .o.oo... e e e e e s -0.000295 3,086 0.52
Total and non-Hispanic . .. . e e e e e -0.000017 2,744 0.65
36 years old and over:
Hispanic............ .. Lo e e . -0.000477 3,086 0.52
Total and non-Hispanic. . .... e e e e -0.000025 2,744 0.65
Ceccupation and Employed
Both sexes:
Hispanic........ ... e e e e -0.000206 2,763 0.50
Total and non-Hispanic. . . .. e e e e -0.000018 2,763 0.65
Male:
Hispanic... ....... . -0.000359 2,390 0.46
Total and non-Hispanic. . . -0.000028 2,390 0.61
Female:
Hispanic...... ...... o e e e G e e -0.000303 2,048 0.43
Total and non-Hispanic . -0.000021 2,048 0.56
Unemployed
Hispanic ....... .. . . ce e G -0.000224 3,011 0.52
Total end non-Hispanic . . e e -0.000017 2,619 0.64
Income
HISPANIC . ... oot it v e v e s i e e e -0.000208 2,818 0.50
Total ar ¢ non-Hispanic.... .. ~-0.000013 2,465 0.62
Poverty Status
Hispanic............... . . .. -0.000844 11,428 1.01
Total and non-Hispanic............. -0.000062 11,428 1.33
FAMILIES OR HOUSEHOLDS
Number, Type, and Size of Families or Households
[ ] 7 T o -0.000163 1,906 0.41
Total and non-Hispanic...... ....... ....... - -0.000012 2,110 0.57
Education, Tenure, Empioyment Status,
and Occupation of Householders
Hispanic ...... ...... -0.000163 1,906 0.41
Total and non-Hispanic -_0.000012 2,110 0.57
Income
HispamiC ......ooveven o . e -0 000182 2,454
Total and non-Hispanic -0.000012 2,251
Poverty Status
Hispanic....... .... . .. +0.000100 2,454
Total and non-Hispanic . ..... +0.000100 2,454
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2. Add to and subtract from 50 percent the standard
error determined in step 1.

3. Using the distribution of the characteristic, deter-
mine upper and lower limits of the 68-percent
confidence interval by calculating values ccrrespond-
ing to the two points established in step 2.

Use Pareto interpolation for any point in an
income interval greater than $2,500 in width, and
linear interpolation otherwic~ The formulas for inter-
polation are:

Pareto:

Ln(pN/N,)

Xon = exmen(Az/A,) A,

(1

Linear:

_pN-N,
PN Nz'Nl

X (Az'A|)+ A|

(12)
where

Xyn = estinated upper and lower bounds for the
confidence interval (0 < p <1). For purposes of cal-
culating the confidence interval, p takes on the
values determined in step 2. Note that X,y esti-
mates the median when p = 0.50.

N = for distribution of numbers: the total number
of units (persons, households, etc.) for the charac-
teristic in the distribution.

= for distribution of percentages: the value 1.0.

p = the values obtained in step 2.

A,, A, = the lower and upper bounds, respec-
tively, of the interval containing Xy

N,, N, = for distribution of numbers: the esti-
mated number of units (persons, households, etc.)
with values of the characteristic greater than or
equal to A, and A,, respectively.

= for distribution of percentages: the esti-
mated percentage of units (persons, households,
etc.) having values of the characteristic greater
than or equal to A, .and A,, respectively.

exp is the exponential function.

Ln is the natural logarithm function.

A mathematically equiivalent result ic obtained by
using common logarithms (base 10) and antiloga-
rithms.

4. Divide the ditterence between the two points deter-
mined in step 3 by two to obtain the standard error
of the median.

fhe new, more detailed income intervals used in this
report have $2,500 increments up to $40,000 for house-
holds and families and up to $20,000 for persons, and
Pareto interpolation is needed only when a median
income falls in an interval of width larger than $2,500
(beginning with March 1980 CPS). Therefore, this type

_of interpolation will seldom be needed (i.e., only in cases

where the estimated median income exceeds $40,000
for households and families and $20,000 for persons).
For this reason, illustration of the use of Pareto interpo-
lation in computing a confidence interval for a median
has been omitted. An illustration of this procedure can
be found in the source and reliability section of Current
ropulation Reports, Series P-60, No. 123.

Use of the above procedure could result in standard
errors which differ from those given in the detailed
tables. The reasons for this discrepancy are the use of
a more detailed distribution than that given in the tables
in determining the published standard errors, and the
rounding of the numbers to thcusands in the published
tables. Linear interpolation was aimost always used to
compute the published medians and standard errors.
Occasionally, a median may lie in an open-ended inter-
val. To calculate its standard error the user must call
Housing and Household Economic Statistics Division of
the Census Bureau to obtain the methodology.

lustration. Table 1 shows that the median age of the
Mexican population in 1989 in the United States was
23.6. Table 1 also shows that the base of the distribu-
tion from which this median was determinedwas 12,565,000.

1. Using formula (4) and b = 2,539 from table C-5, the
standard error of 50 percent on a base of 12,565,000
is ubout 0.7 percentage points.

2. Adding to and subtracting from 50 percent the
standard error found in step 1 to obtain a 68-
percent confidence interval on the estimated median
yields limits of 49.3 percent and 50.7 percent.

3. From table 1, 57.0 percent (7,162,000) of the
Mexican population was 20 years of age or old~-
and 47.2 percent (5,931,000} was 25 years of age
or older. Thus, the entire 68-percent confidence
interval falls in the age interval 20 to 25. The upper
and lower iimits of the confidence interval for the
median age of the Mexican population can be
calculated using linear interpolation. Using formula
(12), the lower limit on the estimate is about

( 507){12.565,060)-7,162,000
5,831,000 - 7,162,000

(25 - 20) + 20 = 232

Similarly, the upper limit is approximately

(493)(12,565,000) - 7,162,000
5.931,000 - 7,162,000

(25 - 200 20 - 239

4. Finally, the standard error of the median 1s
(23.9 - 23.2)/2 = 0.35
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Appendix D. Facsimiles of the March 1989 CPS Control

Card and Flashcard

FACSIMILE I. FORM CPS-260 CONTROL CARD

At the time of the first CPS interview, the interviewer
prepares a list of all persons who are staying in the
selected sample unit. The roster is constructed Jsing
the field control card, form CPS-260. The roster and
guestions on the control card are used to identify the
living space constituting the sample unit.

A control card is prepared for each housing unit. It
provides for recording the personal characteristics of
each person who 1s determined to be a member of a
sample household, 1.e., a person for whom the sample
unit 1s the usual place of residence. This record of
members, which i1s brought up to date at each subse-
quent interview to take account of new or departed

residents, changes in age, marital status, etc., consti-
tutes the complete sample of persons from which
subsamples, having specified characteristics, are selected
for specific studies.

FACSIMILE il. ORIGIN OR DESCENT
FLASHCARD

Hispanic persons were identified by a question that
asked for self-identification of the person’s origin or
descent. Respondents were asked to select their origin
{and the origin of other household members) from the
flashcard. Hispanic persons were those who indicated
that their origin was Mexican-American, Chicano, Mex-
ican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Centra! or South American
(Spanish countries), or other Spanish origin.
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FACSIMILE §i. ORIGIN OR DESCENT FLASHCARD

What is the origin or descent of each person In this household? '

o1

o2

o3

o4

05

06

07

o8

10

ORIGIN OR DESCENT

German

Italian

Irish

French

Polish

Russian

English

Scottish

Mexican—~-American

11 Chicano

12 Mexican
14 Puerto Rican
15 Cuban

16 Central or South American
(Spanish Countries)

17 Other Spanish

20 Afro-American
(Black, Negro)

26 Dutch
27 Swedish

28 Hungarian

OR

30 Another group not listed

FORM CPS-601 (11-12-87)
«U.S, G.P.0, 19PR-201-478-80117
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