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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The American Community Survey is an ongoing survey designed to collect detailed data about
the nation’s population and housing. Beginning with the 2010 Census, the American Community
Survey has replaced the decennial long form, allowing annual updates of information that the
U.S. Census Bureau previously did only once every ten years.

We designed the American Community Survey 2012 Content Reinterview Survey to evaluate the
reliability of responses to American Community Survey questions. Along with other measures
of data quality such as item nonresponse and response bias, item-level measures of response
reliability are important to both data users and American Community Survey planners. Data
users need to understand how errors in the data may affect the conclusions they draw from
analyzing the data. American Community Survey planners need information about current data
quality to develop and test methods for improving data quality in the future.

The American Community Survey 2012 Content Reinterview Survey used a simple response
variance type reinterview, meaning that we asked essentially the same questions in the
reinterview that we asked in the original American Community Survey interview. We selected a
sample of 72,000 households from American Community Survey returns processed between
January 3, 2012 and December 3, 2012. The Content Reinterview Survey sample included
returns from all three data collection modes used in 2012: Mail, Computer Assisted Telephone
Interviewing, and Computer Assisted Personal Interviewing. The Content Reinterview Survey
was conducted only in the Computer Assisted Telephone Interviewing mode. The overall
response rate for the Content Reinterview Survey was about 67 percent.

We calculated four evaluation measures: the gross difference rate, the index of inconsistency,
the aggregate gross difference rate, and the aggregate index of inconsistency. We also calculated
the net difference rate for each analysis category to determine when the index of inconsistency is
invalid. The gross difference rate, index of inconsistency, and net difference rate are category-
level measures. The aggregate gross difference rate and aggregate index of inconsistency are
analysis-topic-level measures calculated for analysis topics with three or more analysis
categories. (For dichotomous analysis topics, the aggregate measures have the same value as the
gross difference rate and the index of inconsistency for either category.)

We used the index of inconsistency and gross difference rate to identify analysis categories with
potential reliability problems. Analysis topics are considered to have potential reliability
problems if they have one or more categories with potential reliability problems. The American
Community Survey questions associated with these analysis topics have the most inconsistent
responses.

Overall, we see that response error is probably not a major concern for most American
Community Survey questions. Using the traditional rule of thumb for the index of inconsistency,
the inconsistency level for the majority of analysis categories is either "Low" or "Moderate™.
There are a relatively small number of categories (and analysis topics) for which response error
appears to be a significant proportion of total error, and we should focus future study on these
categories and analysis topics.

vii



We identify 36 analysis topics as having potential reliability problems, 10 housing analysis
topics and 26 person analysis topics. Many of these correspond to questions that require dollar
amount responses, especially amounts that tend to change frequently or are otherwise difficult to
recall. Eight of the ten housing analysis topics correspond to questions that ask for dollar
amounts. Examples include Monthly Electricity Cost, Annual Water and Sewer Cost,
Condominium Fee, and Second Mortgage Payment Amount. Of the eight personal income
amount analysis topics, six have potential reliability problems; and these six account for all
person analysis topics with potential reliability problems that ask for a dollar amount response.
Other analysis topics with potential reliability problems, such as Number of Rooms, Year of
Naturalization, and Commute Minutes, have numeric (non-dollar) responses and a large number
of analysis categories. These and other non-numeric analysis topics with potential reliability
problems may present the respondent with a difficult cognitive task, or the questions may simply
be unclear to some respondents.

We also calculated the response reliability evaluation measures by American Community Survey
collection mode, and by five population subgroups defined using Hispanic Origin and Race
(Hispanic, White, Black, Hispanic, and Other). Using a criterion based only on category gross
difference rate estimates and their Coefficient of Variation values, we identified thirteen analysis
topics that may have reliability issues specific to one or more of the three American Community
Survey data collection modes. Similarly, we identified 22 analysis topics that may have
reliability issues specific to one or more of the five Hispanic Origin/Race subgroups. Our
analysis of reliability by mode and Hispanic Origin/Race subgroup is limited, but the
identification of analysis topics that may have issues specific to a mode or subgroup could be the
basis for future research.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Description of the American Community Survey in 2012

The American Community Survey (ACS) is an ongoing survey designed to collect detailed data
about the nation's population and housing. Beginning with the 2010 Census, the ACS has
replaced the decennial long form, allowing annual updates of information that the U.S. Census
Bureau previously did only once every ten years.

Since its inception, the ACS has collected data using three modes: mailout/mailback of a paper
questionnaire (Mail), Computer-Assisted Telephone Interview (CATI) and Computer-Assisted
Personal Interview (CAPI). In general, sampled addresses receive the mail questionnaire first
and are later eligible to be contacted by Computer-Assisted Telephone Interview and then as part
of Computer-Assisted Personal Interview nonresponse follow-up operations.

It is assumed that one member of the household is responding for the whole household; but
sometimes there are multiple respondents. We ask respondents to designate one person in each
household, in whose name the house, apartment, or mobile home is rented or owned; and this
person is identified as "Person 1" (the householder.) The respondent and the householder may be
the same person, but that is not required or assumed.

The mailout/mailback paper questionnaire version of the ACS used for calendar year 2012
consisted of three sections, covering three broad analysis topic areas: person-level basic
demographic analysis topics, housing and other household-level analysis topics, and detailed
person-level analysis topics. See Appendix E for images of all questions as they appeared on the
2012 paper questionnaire. Note that the questions were presented in this order (first basic
demographics, then housing, then detailed person questions) in all three modes.

The basic demographics section had six questions: (1) name, (2) relationship to householder, (3)
sex, (4) age (with date of birth), (5) Hispanic origin, and (6) race. The form had five iterations of
the basic demographic section, to capture data for up to five people in a household. A
supplemental section allowed households responding by mail to list the name, sex, and age
(without date of birth) for up to seven additional persons (Person 6 through Person 12). The
ACS attempted to follow up by telephone with large households in order to collect complete
basic demographic information for Persons 6 and higher. In the CATI and CAPI modes, the
detailed basic demographic questions were asked about all persons in the household regardless of
household size.

The housing analysis topics section had 24 questions about characteristics of the housing unit
(house, apartment, or mobile home) and the household (the group of persons living in the
housing unit).

The detailed person-level analysis topics section had 48 questions. As with the basic
demographics section, the paper questionnaire had only five iterations of the detailed person-
level questions, and the ACS attempted to follow up by telephone with larger households that



responded by Mail to obtain answers to these questions for Persons 6 and higher. Again, in the
CATI and CAPI modes, the ACS asked about all persons in the household regardless of
household size.

Most ACS questions were presented with a discrete set of response options. In some cases (e.g.,
Sex, or Tenure) the respondent was expected to select only one response. In other cases (e.g.,
Race, Period of Military Service) the respondent was asked to "mark all that apply.” There were
also questions, such as the one about Health Insurance Coverage, that could have had "mark all
that apply" response options, but were instead presented as a series of separate questions, each
having "Yes or No" response options. Finally, there were a number of places on the paper
questionnaire where the respondent was asked to write a response to an open-ended question. (In
CATI and CAPI, such questions were asked aloud, and the interviewer typed in the response.) In
some cases (such as Ancestry) the only way to answer the question was with a written (or
spoken) response. In other cases (such as Hispanic Origin, or Race) a write-in response option
was provided as an alternative to pre-defined categories in case the respondent could not select
one of the other response options, or needed to add to them.

1.2 Purpose of the ACS 2012 Content Reinterview Survey

The ACS 2012 Content Reinterview Survey (CRS) is an evaluation of the quality of data
collected by the ACS in 2012. Specifically, the goal of the CRS is to determine the consistency
of responses to ACS questions. The results are evaluation measures for the reliability of the data
collected, reliability being one measure of data quality. Along with other measures of data
quality such as item nonresponse and response bias, item-level measures of reliability are
important to both data users and ACS planners. Data users need to understand how response
errors in the data may affect the conclusions they draw from analyzing the data. ACS planners
need information about current data quality to develop and test methods for improving data
quality in the future.

1.3 Background

The methods used to collect and process data for a survey like the ACS are complex and subject
to error. One particular type of error, response error, occurs when respondents answer questions
incorrectly. This can be due to flaws in the survey design, misunderstanding of the questions,
misreporting by respondents, or interviewer effects. To the extent that survey questions are
prone to response error, the data are less reliable. Hence, response error relates directly to
reliability, the focus of this study.

One way to evaluate the extent of survey response error is a content reinterview?, where the
survey organization re-contacts persons that responded to the original survey shortly after the

1 We use the term content reinterview to distinguish this type of evaluation from a quality reinterview. For surveys
(including the ACS) where data are collected using interviewers, the U.S. Census Bureau conducts a quality
reinterview survey to help determine whether interviewers are following proper procedures.



original interview and asks the same (or similar) questions. Analysts then compare reinterview
responses with original survey responses to measure differences that translate into response error
for each item of interest.

There are a number of precedents for the ACS 2012 CRS. The U.S. Census Bureau has
conducted a content reinterview survey following every decennial census since 1950, up through
2010.2 While we have not previously conducted a content reinterview survey for the ACS, we
did conduct content reinterviews for the ACS content tests in 2006, 2007, and 2010.3 We
designed the ACS content tests to test changes to questions and alternative versions of new
questions under consideration for the ACS. One criterion for deciding between competing
versions of a question was the level of response error associated with each version, so we used a
reinterview to provide reliability measures. However, we only included the questions being
tested and a few others for context in the content test reinterviews.

When conducting a reinterview survey, a reinterview question may simply be a repetition of the
original interview question. We call this a response-variance-type reinterview question, since one
may use it to estimate simple response variance (SRV). Simple response variance is a measure
of variation in responses when the same question is asked repeatedly.

Alternatively, a reinterview question may be a detailed, probing one designed to elicit more
accurate responses than were obtained in the original interview. We call this a response-bias-type
reinterview question, since one may use it to estimate response bias. Response bias measures
systematic patterns in the differences between respondents’ answers and the true responses.

The 1990 Census CRS used both types of questions (varying by analysis topic), while the
corresponding 2000 and 2010 surveys used only response-variance-type questions. For the 2010
Census, a separate reinterview, the 2010 Census Alternative Questionnaire Experiment (AQE)
reinterview, estimated response bias for the race and Hispanic origin items using response-bias-
type reinterview questions. The content reinterviews associated with the ACS content tests used
both types of questions.

For the ACS 2012 CRS, we used only response-variance-type reinterview questions. However,
we may be able to estimate response bias for some analysis topics using Latent Class Analysis
(LCA) techniques (Biemer, 2011). LCA may also reveal other patterns in the data not evident
from the traditional evaluation measures presented here. Another advantage of LCA is that it
does not require the assumption of parallel measurements that a response-variance-type

2 CRS evaluation reports from the past three decennial censuses are available on the U.S. Census Bureau web site.
See the list of references (section 5) for a URL address for each document. [1990 CRS report: (US Census Bureau,
1993); 2000 CRS report: (Singer & Ennis, 2003); 2010 CRS report: (Dusch & Meier, 2012); 2010 AQE report:
(Compton, Bentley, Ennis, & Rastogi, 2012)]

3 For example, see description of content follow-up interview for Food Stamps in the 2010 ACS Content Test:
(Loveless, 2012).



reinterview requires in order for estimates of SRV (and the related index of inconsistency) to be
valid. We plan to present results of LCA applied to the CRS data in a future report.

1.4 Research Questions

e How consistent was the reporting of ACS 2012 analysis topics between the CRS and the
original ACS production interview?

e What are the reliability measures associated with each mode of data collection in the
original ACS interview?

e What are the reliability measures associated with Hispanic Origin and Race classification
in the original ACS interview?

2 Methodology

In this section, we discuss the evaluation measures used for analysis of the CRS data, and the
design of the CRS. All of the evaluation measures are calculated using weighted counts. For
each analysis topic, we restrict our analysis to cases with responses in both ACS and CRS.

2.1 Evaluation Measures Used for CRS Analysis

We use the following evaluation measures to evaluate the consistency of reporting of ACS
analysis topics:

(1) Gross Difference Rate (GDR)

(2) Index of Inconsistency (10I)

(3) Aggregate (L-fold) gross difference rate (GDRL)
(4) Aggregate (L-fold) index of inconsistency (101L)

In addition, we calculate the Net Difference Rate (NDR) measure in order to check the validity
of the 101 evaluation measure.

We define each of these five measures in detail below, but first we establish some basic concepts
and notation.

We treat all ACS analysis topics as categorical for the purposes of this report. This means that
all possible responses for each analysis topic are mapped to a set of L discrete categories, where
L is an integer greater than or equal to two. For almost all analysis topics, these categories are
mutually fxclusive, in the sense that every household or person may only be assigned to one
category.

4 For two topics, Ancestry and Field of Bachelor’s Degree, it is impractical to define mutually exclusive categories.
Both have open-ended write-in response options that allow a respondent to give multiple answers. For Ancestry, we
capture and code up to two responses per person. For Field of Bachelor’s degree, we capture and code up to ten



For some analysis topics, the categories have an obvious one-to-one correspondence with the
possible responses to the ACS questions from which we derive the analysis topics. For example,
we derive the Sex analysis topic directly from the question "What is Person <#>'s sex?" for
which the valid responses are "Male" or "Female." These are the two categories for the Sex
analysis topic.

For other analysis topics, we worked with subject matter experts to define categories as ranges,
sets, or combinations of the possible responses to the ACS question. For example, we derive the
Rooms analysis topic from the question "How many separate rooms are in this house, apartment,
or mobile home?" for which the valid responses are one to 99. Rather than having 99 categories,
we define nine, with the first eight corresponding to the responses one to 8, and the ninth
category defined as responses of nine or higher.

From some ACS questions, we derive multiple analysis topics. For example, from the question
"What is Person <#>'s race?" we derive seventeen analysis topics. Referring to the mail (paper)
questionnaire, twelve of the Race analysis topics correspond to twelve individual checkboxes,
one corresponds to a collapsed group of three checkboxes, and three correspond to the three
write-in spaces. Each of these first sixteen Race analysis topics has two categories. For the
checkboxes, the categories are "checked" (or "Yes") and "not checked" (or "No™). For the write-
in spaces, the categories are "write-in present” and "blank”. However, we also wanted to
measure the overall reliability of the Race question, so we created a seventeenth "Race
Aggregate" analysis topic by defining seven mutually exclusive categories. Six of these
categories are restricted to persons with only one race specified, while the seventh category
contains all other persons. (See Appendix E -- pages E-5 to E-6 -- for details.) Defining the
"Race Aggregate™ analysis topic allowed us to calculate the GDRL and IOl measures, providing
a means to measure overall response reliability for Race.

See Appendix E for a list of all CRS analysis topics and analysis categories, with explanations of
how we derived these from the ACS questions.

Now consider a single category for some analysis topic. For illustration, suppose the analysis
topic is Tenure, and the category is "rented”. Define the following quantities:

a = weighted count of units in the category (rented) for both ACS and CRS

b = weighted count of units not in the category for ACS, but in the category for CRS
¢ = weighted count of units in the category for ACS, but not in the category for CRS
d = weighted count of units not in the category for either ACS or CRS

n=a+b +c+d=weighted count of all units with a response in both ACS and CRS

responses per person. In both cases, it is possible for the coded responses to result in a person being in two or more
CRS analysis categories simultaneously.



We exclude units that do not have a valid non-missing response for both ACS and CRS from the
analysis for this analysis topic, so the sample size for an analysis topic is the count (or sum of
weights) of units with valid non-missing responses for both ACS and CRS.

Table 1 shows the cross-tabulation of ACS results by CRS results for any single analysis topic
category. For illustration, Table 2 shows the actual (weighted) results for the Tenure "rented”
category.

Table 1: Cross-tabulation of ACS results by CRS results for a single analysis topic category

ACS status
in category not in category | CRS totals
in category a b a+b
CRS status not in category C d c+d
ACS totals atc b+d n

Table 2: Cross-tabulation of ACS results by CRS results for Tenure "'rented" category

ACS status
rented not rented CRS totals
rented 12,450,736 361,583 12,812,319
CRS status not rented 386,342 26,121,227 26,507,569
ACS totals 12,837,078 26,482,810 39,319,888

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

From Table 1, we define the following four proportions, and calculate the corresponding actual
estimates for Tenure based on Table 2:

a+c
= 0.3265

ACS proportion in category (rented): p=—
a+b
CRS proportion in category (rented): pp=——= 0.3258

b+d
ACS proportion not in category (not rented): g1 =1—-p; = — = 0.6735

c
CRS proportion not in category (not rented): q, =1—p, = = 0.6742

We use the variables p1, p2, g1, and gz in the calculation of 101 and NDR later in this section.



Next, suppose that an analysis topic has L analysis categories. For Tenure, L = 4. Let Xjj be the
weighted count of sample units (households or persons) for which we have CRS responses in
category i and ACS responses in category j. Here, both i and j range from 1 to L. Table 3 shows
a cross-tabulation of ACS results and CRS results for a generic analysis topic. Note that if L = 2
then Table 3 is equivalent to Table 1.

Table 3: Cross-tabulation of ACS results with CRS results for an analysis topic with L categories

ACS analysis categories
1 2 e .. L CRS totals
1 X11 X12 . le s X1|_ X1+
2 X21 Xzz . ij s X2|_ X2+
CRS analysis
categories i X X oo X | Xis
L X|_1 X|_2 . X|_j ves X|_|_ X|_+
ACS totals Xea Xez e Xej o Xeo | T =X Xho, Xy

For illustration, Table 4 shows the actual weighted counts for “Tenure”.

Table 4: Cross-tabulation of ACS results with CRS results for Tenure

ACS analysis categories
owned Occupied
Owned with N without CRS totals
without a Rented
a mortgage payment
mortgage
of rent
Owmed with a 16,294,865 331,396 164,958 21232 | 16,812,451
mortgage
CRS O"‘”rfgr‘t"”;hg“t a 803,592 | 7,745.224 89,938 | 145045 | 8783799
analysis gag
categories Rented 209,472 86,180 12,450,736 65,931 12,812,319
Occupied without 110,504 127,854 131,446 | 541515 911,319
payment of rent
ACS totals 17,418,433 | 8,290,654 | 12,837,078 | 773723 | 39,319,888

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

Now define the following proportions:

X..

pij = %
X+j

P+j ==
Xiy

Pi+ = T



We will use these terms for calculating 101, later in this section. For illustration, Table 5 shows
the estimates of these proportions for “Tenure”.

Table 5: Proportion Cross-tabulation for Tenure

ACS analysis categories
owned Occupied
Owned with N without CRS totals
without a Rented
a mortgage payment
mortgage
of rent
Owned with a 0.4144 0.0084 0.0042 0.0005 0.4276
mortgage
CRS O"‘”rfgr‘t"”;hg“t a 0.0204 0.1970 0.0023 0.0037 0.2234
analysis gag
categories Rented 0.0053 0.0022 0.3167 0.0017 0.3258
Occupied without 0.0028 0.0033 0.0033 |  0.0138 0.0232
payment of rent
ACS totals 0.4430 0.2109 0.3265 0.0197 1.0000

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

We now define the evaluation measures used in this report using the variables from Table 1 and
Table 3.

2.1.1 Gross Difference Rate (GDR)

The GDR for an analysis category is the percentage of the total responses for the analysis topic
that move to or from that category between the original interview (ACS) and the reinterview
(CRS). The formula for calculating GDR (using Table 1 variables) is:

b+
6DR = (

c
)xlOO
n

The GDR is the primary category-level evaluation measure we use in this report. A small GDR
indicates good consistency for an analysis topic category, while a large GDR indicates poor
consistency. For illustration, using estimates from Table 2, the GDR estimate for the “Rented”
category in the “Tenure” analysis topic is:

GDR =

(361,583 + 386,342

39,319,888 ) x 100 = 1.9 percent

2.1.2 Index of Inconsistency (101)

In order to define the 101, we must first discuss the variance of a category proportion estimate. If
we are interested in the true proportion of a total population that is in a certain category, we can
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use the proportion of a survey sample in that category as an estimate. Under certain reasonable
assumptions, it can be shown that the total variance of this proportion estimate is the sum of two
components, sampling variance (SV) and simple response variance (SRV). It can also be shown
that an unbiased estimate of SRV is half of the GDR for the category.

SV is the part of total variance resulting from the differences between all the possible samples of
size n one might have selected. SRV is the part of total variance resulting from the aggregation
of response error across all sample units. If the responses for all sample units were perfectly
consistent, then SRV would be zero, and the total variance would be due entirely to SV. As the
name suggests, the 101 is a measure of how much of total variance is due to inconsistency in
responses, as measured by SRV. A preliminary definition of the 101 is:

101 = 100

— X
SRV + SV

We can estimate SRV using GDR, but also need to estimate the denominator (i.e., total variance)
in this expression. Based on previous studies, the estimate we use for total variance is:

P19z t+ P21

SRV + SV = >

Here, p1, p2, g1, and g are the proportions defined at the beginning of this section. Using the
variables b and ¢ from Table 1, the calculation formula for 101 is:

GDR/?2 _ (b+)/n 1

X = 00
(P192 + P2q1)/2 P19z + P21

101 =

For illustration, the estimate of 101 for the “Rented” category in the “Tenure” analysis topic is:

(0] = (361,583 + 386,342)/ 39,319,888
~ (0.3265)(0.6742) + (0.3258)(0.6735)

X 100 = 4.3 percent

Table 6 illustrates a frequently used "rule of thumb" for interpreting the Index of Inconsistency
(Singer & Ennis, 2003). This interpretation also applies to the aggregate 101 explained in the
following section. The tables of results in Appendices A and B each include a column indicating
the Inconsistency Level for the analysis category or analysis topic.

Table 6: Interpretation of Index of Inconsistency (101) and L-fold Index of Inconsistency (I01L)

Index value Inconsistency Level Interpretation
Less than 20 percent Low Usually not a major problem
20 up to 50 percent Moderate Somewhat problematic
Greater than 50 percent High Very problematic




2.1.3 Aggregate (L-fold) GDR (GDRL) for an analysis topic

The GDR_ for an analysis topic is a weighted average of the L category GDR estimates. This
measure evaluates consistency for the analysis topic as a whole, as opposed to the individual
categories. The weight for category i is

_ai+bi+ci
B M

Wi

where a; b;, and c; are the values a, b, and ¢ from Table 1 for category i, and M is the sum

L
M = Z(ai + bi + Cl')
i=1

Then we calculate GDR_ as

L
GDR; = Z(Wl X GDRL)

=1

Note that for dichotomous analysis topics (L = 2) the aggregate GDR is equal to the category
GDR for either of the two categories.

2.1.4 Aggregate (L-fold) 101 (IOIL) for an analysis topic

The 101 is an overall analysis-topic-level measure corresponding to the category-level measure
I0I. It can be shown that 101, for a given analysis topic is a weighted average of the 101
measures across all the categories for that analysis topic (Biemer, 2011). However, we show
here a more straightforward calculation formula:

1-YL p.
101, = LZ“lp” x 100
1 =X (@ispsd)

For illustration, the estimate of IOI_ for the “Tenure” analysis topic, using estimates from Table
5, is:

10, =

1 —[0.4144 4+ 0.1970 + 0.3167 + 0.0138]

1— [(0.4430)(0.4276) + (0.2109)(0.2234) + (0.3265)(0.3258) + (0.0197)(0.0232)] 100

= 8.9 percent
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2.1.5 Net Difference Rate (NDR)

The NDR for a single analysis topic category is the difference between the ACS and CRS in-
category proportion estimates. The formula for calculating NDR is:

NDR =p; —p;

If the CRS were a response-bias type reinterview, we would expect CRS responses more likely
to be "true" than ACS responses, and NDR would be an estimate of the bias in the ACS in-
category proportion estimate. In this case, a significantly negative NDR would indicate that the
ACS is under-estimating the true proportion, while a significantly positive NDR would indicate
an over-estimate.

However, since the CRS is a response-variance type reinterview, it is generally not valid to
interpret NDR as an estimate of ACS bias. Rather, one should think of NDR in this context as a
way to check whether the same essential survey conditions existed in the CRS as in the ACS. If
the survey conditions were essentially the same, then we would expect p: and p2 to be
approximately equal, and NDR to be close to zero. If NDR is significantly positive or negative,
we must be cautious about our interpretation of the other evaluation measures defined above,
gross difference rate (GDR) and index of inconsistency (10l).

For a few CRS analysis topics, we think it may be reasonable to treat CATI responses as being
more reliable than Mail and/or CAPI responses. Recall that we administered CRS re-interviews
only in the CATI mode. Therefore, if the absolute value of the NDR is relatively large for Mail
and/or CAPI responses while the NDR for CATI responses is near zero, we may relax the rule
stated above and treat the NDR for Mail and/or CAPI responses as an indicator of bias.
However, this situation is rare, and even for these few CRS analysis topics the interpretation of
NDR as an indicator of bias is speculative.

2.2 How We Use the Evaluation Measures to Answer the Research Questions

We want to emphasize that the methods and specific criteria described in this section are just one
of many possible approaches for interpreting the CRS evaluation measures. Alternative methods
and/or criteria could identify different sets of response categories and analysis topics as having
reliability problems. However, we found the approach taken here to produce the most reasonable
results from among several we tried.

2.2.1 How consistent was the reporting of ACS 2012 analysis topics between the CRS and the
original ACS production interview?

To evaluate reliability of an analysis topic, we start by looking at the reliability of response
categories within each analysis topic. (If an analysis topic is binary, the measures for either
category are equivalent to the analysis-topic-level measures.) In evaluating the reliability of
analysis categories, the first measure we consider is the IOl. However, if the NDR for a category
is large, this is strong evidence that the assumption of parallel measures does not hold. This
assumption is necessary for the 101 to be a valid measure of response reliability. Consequently,
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we consider the 101 invalid if the absolute value of the NDR is larger than three percent and the
NDR standard error is small enough to make it significantly non-zero.

In addition, extremely large or small category proportions cause the 101 to be unstable.
Therefore, if either the ACS or CRS proportion estimate for a category is extremely small (less
than 3.5 percent) or extremely large (greater than 96.5 percent), we consider the 101 invalid.

We determined these cutoff values for the NDR and proportion estimates by evaluating the
correlation between the category 101 and GDR estimates for those categories where the 101 is
valid, given a pair of cutoff values. The correlation p(X,Y) between two variables X and Y is
the ratio of the covariance of X and Y to the product of the standard deviations of X and Y

PX,Y) = Cov(X,Y)

Ox Oy
Correlation values range from -1 to 1, with values closer to zero indicating a weak relationship
between X and Y. Evaluated over all response categories, p(I101, GDR) has a value of 0.36,
indicating that GDR and 101 will often lead to different conclusions about reliability if all
response categories are considered.

We limited the range of cutoff values to consider by requiring that at least 420 categories - 60
percent of the 699 defined analysis categories - have valid 101; and we required that the NDR
cutoff be no larger than 3 percent. With these constraints, the value of p(I01, GDR) has a
maximum of 0.73 with the NDR cutoff at its maximum allowed value of 3.0 percent and the
category proportion cutoff at 3.5 percent. There are 422 categories with valid 101 with these
cutoffs. By excluding the 277 categories with invalid 101 estimates, we substantially increase
the correlation between 101 and GDR for the remaining categories.

To identify ACS questions that may have poor response reliability, we first consider categories
where the 101 is valid. For each category with a valid 101, we designate it as having a potential
reliability problem (PRP) if the upper bound of the 90 percent confidence interval for the 101
estimate is greater than 50 percent. We consider the remaining items with valid 101 to have
acceptable reliability.

Next, we consider the categories designated as having invalid 101. The only viable measure we
have to judge reliability for these categories is GDR. We identify a category with invalid 101 as
PRP if the GDR is 5.8 percent or higher. We chose this value as the cutoff because 75 percent of
categories have GDR estimates below 5.8 percent. We designate any analysis topic with one or
more PRP analysis categories as being a PRP analysis topic. Table 7 summarizes the PRP
results.
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Table 7: Potential Reliability Problem (PRP) Summary Counts

Countof . .. Housing Person All Analy_5|s

Topics
Total Categories 215 484 699
Valid 101 Categories 143 280 423
Invalid 101 Categories 72 204 276
Valid 101 PRP Categories 37 43 80
Invalid 101 PRP Categories 2 13 15
Total PRP Categories 39 56 95
Total Analysis Topics 36 110 146
PRP Analysis Topics 10 25 35

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

2.2.2 What are the reliability measures associated with each mode of data collection in the
original ACS interview?

To answer this question, we calculated the aggregate analysis-topic-level measures GDR. and
101, and the category-level measures GDR and 10, for the three data collection modes: Mail
(including Failed Edit Follow-Up [FEFU]), CATI, and CAPI.

A previous study using ACS data from 2005 showed that the demographic and socio-economic
characteristics of respondents correlate with their propensity to respond in each mode (Joshipura,
2008). This suggests that any differences in response reliability that we observe between modes
may be due to characteristic differences as much as any mode effect. Because we did not use an
experimental design that would allow us to distinguish between mode effects and differences in
group characteristics, we cannot use any differences in response reliability across modes
observed in the CRS to conclude that there is a mode effect for response reliability.

However, we are interested in identifying response categories and analysis topics that appear to
have noticeable response reliability problems in each mode, considered independently. To this
end, for each mode, we independently calculated the 90th percentile of GDR for the 699
response categories. We then identified all response categories with GDR values higher than the
90th percentile for each mode. Because small sample sizes for some analysis topics cause the
GDR standard error estimates to be relatively large, we eliminate from this list those categories
where the GDR coefficient of variation (the estimate divided by its standard error) is greater than
50 percent. The list of categories identified for each mode is in the results section later in this
report.

2.2.3 What are the reliability measures associated with Hispanic Origin and Race
classification in the original ACS interview?

To answer this question, we first defined five mutually exclusive population subgroups:

e Hispanic — Hispanic (any race)
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White — White alone (not Hispanic)
Black — Black alone (not Hispanic)
Asian — Asian alone (not Hispanic)
Other — Multiple races or any other race alone (not Hispanic)

For housing analysis topics, we classify households according to which subgroup contains the
reference person (Person 1), based on the original ACS responses to the Hispanic Origin and
Race questions. For person analysis topics, we classify each person based on the original ACS
responses to the Hispanic Origin and Race questions for that person.

We then calculated the analysis-topic-level aggregate measures GDRy and 10l and the
category-level measures GDR and 10, for each of the five Hispanic Origin/Race subgroups.

To identify response categories and analysis topics that appear to have noticeable response
reliability problems for each of these five groups, we followed the same procedure described in
the previous sub-section for the three data collection mode groups. The list of categories
identified for each group is in the results section later in this report.

2.3 Weighting

There were three steps in CRS weighting, which we outline here. For more details, see
(Keathley, 2013).

In the first step, we defined a baseweight for each CRS sample household to make the CRS
sample representative of the national population. The baseweight takes into account ACS
probability of selection, CRS eligibility rates, and CRS probability of selection.

The second step in CRS weighting was a CRS non-interview adjustment. Since some CRS
sample households did not respond to the reinterview, we needed to make each responding CRS
household representative of similar non-responding households. We grouped the CRS sample
households into twelve cells defined by CRS module® and original ACS response mode. The
noninterview adjustment factor for all responding CRS households in each cell is the ratio of the
total CRS sample base weight sum for that cell to the base weight sum of households that
completed a CRS reinterview. For each CRS sample household that completed a reinterview, we
calculated a final household level weight as the product of the household CRS baseweight and
the noninterview adjustment factor for the cell containing the household.

The third step in CRS weighting was necessary for person analysis topics. We calculated four
person-level adjustment factors, used to adjust the final household-level weight depending on
both the person and the analysis topic. To reduce respondent burden, we asked most person-level
questions only about the CRS respondent and one other randomly selected member of the
household (if any). We refer to the CRS respondent as CRS Person 1, and the randomly selected

> See section 2.4.1 for a description of the three CRS modules.
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second person (if any) as CRS Person 2. In addition, many of the person analysis topics are
restricted to the universe of persons 15 years of age or older. Therefore, we calculated two
adjustment factors for each CRS Person (1 and 2), one for analysis topics with no universe
restriction, and one for analysis topics with the age 15+ universe restriction. We chose not to
adjust the weights for analysis topics with other age-based universe restrictions since these
affected a relatively small number of CRS sample cases. We decided to make CRS Person 1 self-
representing, so that both adjustment factors for the CRS respondent are 1; that is, CRS Person 1
has the same weight as the household. Since the respondents are self-representing, all CRS
Person 2 responses must represent the unselected members of households (if any) who were in
the universe for a given analysis topic. Therefore the adjustment factor for CRS Person 2 is (N-
1) for analysis topics with no universe restriction, and (N1s - 1) for analysis topics with the age
15+ universe restriction, where N is the total number of persons in the household, and Nss is the
number of persons in the household age 15+.

2.4 Variance Estimation and Standard Errors for all CRS Evaluation measures

All of the evaluation measures in this report are weighted estimates. We estimate variances for
these measures using a modified successive difference replication method developed by Fay and
Train (Fay, 1995). This method uses eighty final CRS replicate weights together with the final
CRS weight calculated for each unit (household or person). For each evaluation measure
estimate, we also calculate eighty replicate versions of the estimate. The variance estimate is the
average of the eighty squared differences between each replicate estimate and the base estimate,
times a factor of 4. (See the article by Fay and Train for a derivation of this variance estimator.)
The estimated standard error for each base estimate is then the square root of that variance
estimate. We show every evaluation measure in Appendices A, B, C, and D with its standard
error.

2.5 Design of the CRS

2.5.1 The CRS Survey Instrument

The CRS covered almost all questions on the 2012 ACS. We modified some questions that
involve a reference period (e.g., “LAST WEEK, how many hours did this person work?”) to
refer to approximately the same period asked about in the original interview. In addition, because
only households that have telephone service are eligible for the CRS, we did not ask the
telephone service question. Aside from these two caveats, the CRS questions were verbatim
repetitions of the production ACS CATI mode questions. We used a Spanish version of the CRS
instrument for households that originally responded in Spanish in the ACS.

We grouped the questions into three CRS modules, and assigned each CRS sample household to
one of the three modules. For the most part, we kept questions within a CRS module in the same
order they appear in production ACS CATI to replicate any ACS sequencing and context effects.
We asked a household's respondent only questions from that single module. See Appendix F for
a list of the questions included in each module. This modular design was a way to reduce the
respondent burden imposed by the CRS.
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Module 1 consists of all of the housing questions, with the exception of the telephone service
question. Module 2 contains about half of the person-level questions, beginning with the basic
demographic questions and ending with the questions about Veteran’s Service-Connected
Disability. Module 3 begins with the age and date of birth questions, then asks the household
question about food stamps, and finishes with all of the person-level questions from military
service through the income questions.

Module 3 includes the food stamps question from Module 1 because we wanted a larger sample
of households that received foodstamps, such households being relatively rare. Module 3 also
includes the age, date of birth, military service, and Veteran’s Service-Connected Disability
questions from Module 2. We need the age and date of birth questions in module 3 because the
CATI instrument uses age as a screener for all of the remaining person-level questions, and we
didn't want to reuse the age data from the original ACS interview. We include the military
service and Veteran’s Service-Connected Disability questions in both modules 2 and 3 because
we wanted a larger sample of veterans.

2.5.2 CRS Sampling
The CRS universe (Denby, Coan, and Lembo, 2011) excluded the following:

e Group Quarters
Remote Alaska
Puerto Rico
Households without a valid phone number
Households with interviews conducted in any language other than English or Spanish
Interviews completed via Telephone Questionnaire Assistance (TQA)
Households selected for an ACS CAPI quality control reinterview
Households for which the 2012 ACS interview date was shifted in order to mitigate
their also being in the 2012 sample for one of these other Census Bureau surveys:
o0 Consumer Expenditures Diary Survey (CED)
Consumer Expenditures Quarterly Interview Survey (CEQ)
Current Population Survey (CPS)
National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS)
State Children’s Health Insurance Programs Survey (SCHIP)
o0 Survey of Income and Program Participation (SIPP)
Duplicate responses from ACS sample households already added to the CRS universe
Temporarily occupied housing units
Vacant housing units
Single-person households where the person did not have a valid name
Households with two or more persons where there were not at least two valid names,
and one of the persons with a valid name was at least 15 years old
e Households with certain ACS outcome codes indicating incomplete interviews (e.g.,
“sufficient partials”)

O o0OO0o
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Beginning in January 2012, on a daily basis, we placed all other ACS returns in the CRS frame
as they arrived during ACS post-collection processing. We then selected daily CRS samples
from these daily frames. We also kept a cumulative record of all ACS returns during the CRS
sampling period (January 3 through December 3). This record has the results of the CRS
eligibility determination (if we excluded it from the frame and why) and the results of the CRS
sampling process (which returns we selected for sample).

To reduce aggregate respondent burden for households that went through the ACS Failed Edit
Follow Up (FEFU) process, the CRS sampling rate for FEFU returns was approximately one-
fifth the sampling rate used for other returns. We designated each eligible ACS mail return as
FEFU or non-FEFU at the beginning of the CRS sampling process.

We then used Poisson sampling to select daily CRS samples. That is, for each of the two
sampling strata (FEFU and non-FEFU), we set a probability parameter (an estimate between 0
and 1) designed to achieve the desired sample size for the stratum over the course of the survey.
For each eligible ACS return, we generated a random number and compared it to the appropriate
probability parameter. If the random number was less than the parameter estimate, we selected
the return for the CRS sample. If we selected a return, we randomly assigned it to one of the
three CRS modules described previously.

In addition to determining the CRS module, the sampling process also randomly assigned a rank
to each person in a CRS sample household. The CRS CATI instrument used this rank — if the
case was in module 2 or module 3 —to pick a second person to ask about once the CRS
respondent was finished answering the questions about themselves (assuming there was more
than one person in the household).

2.5.3 CRS Data Collection

When we selected an ACS return for CRS, we determined a three-week CRS interviewing
window for that case.

For cases where the original interview was in the mail mode (excluding FEFU), we set the
beginning of the CRS interviewing window to a date shortly after processing. We wanted this
start date, ideally, to be two weeks following the actual original response date. But for the mail
mode there is so much uncertainty about the actual original response date (and by the time a mail
mode case is being processed it is highly likely that at least one week has elapsed since the actual
original response) that it made sense to begin CRS interview attempts as soon as possible after
processing. On the other hand, for FEFU and CATI/CAPI interviews, we knew the original
interview date, so we set the start date for CRS interviewing to exactly two weeks after that date.
For all cases, the CRS interviewing stop date was three weeks after the start date.

As stated earlier, we used a Spanish version of the CRS instrument for households that
responded in Spanish in the ACS .

During the three-week interviewing window for a CRS case, CATI interviewers attempted to
contact the CRS sample household by telephone on a regular basis. On the first successful
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contact, the interviewer requested to speak with the original respondent from the ACS production
interview. If the original respondent was unavailable, the interviewer would usually set up a
callback appointment. If the interviewer determined that the original respondent would not be
available at any time during the three-week interviewing window, he/she attempted to speak with
a proxy. On a second successful contact, the interviewer would again request to speak with the
original respondent; but if the original respondent was still unavailable, the interviewer requested
to speak with another member of the household who was at least 15 years old. If no such person
was available, the interviewer ended the call and the case went back into the queue for further
attempts. All subsequent successful contacts followed the same protocol as the second successful
contact, until the stop date.

Once the interviewer was speaking with an eligible CRS respondent, they proceeded to ask that
person the questions from the assigned module. For module 1, the interview was complete after
the last housing question. For modules 2 or 3, the respondent first answered part or all of the
basic demographics questions for all members of the household. Next, the respondent answered
detailed demographics questions about himself/herself. Then the interviewer asked the same
detailed demographics questions about the second selected person (based on the random rank
assigned during sampling), if any. If for some reason the respondent could not or would not
answer questions about the second selected person, the interviewer moved to the next ranked
person, continuing until the respondent answered for a second person, or until there were no
persons remaining.

2.5.4 CRS Sample Allocation and Response Rates

We selected the first CRS sample cases from the ACS returns processed January 3, 2012. We
selected the final CRS sample cases from ACS returns processed December 3, 2012. We
originally intended to sample from twelve full months of ACS returns; but changes in ACS
production made it necessary to stop CRS sampling early, and reduced our frame to just eleven
months of returns. We achieved our target designated sample size of 72,000 ACS returns by
adjusting the Poisson sampling parameters. The first CRS interviews took place January 18,
2012; and we completed CRS interviewing by December 21, 2012.

During the eleven months of CRS sampling, we processed approximately 2.2 million ACS
returns. These included multiple returns from some households. We determined that
approximately 1.6 million (76 percent) of these returns were eligible for CRS sampling. We
selected 72,000 (4 percent) of the eligible returns for the CRS sample, with approximately
24,000 assigned to each of the three CRS modules. We completed approximately 48,000 CRS
interviews overall (67 percent).

Tables 8 and 9 give a detailed breakdown of the counts and rates for CRS eligibility, sampling,
and response. We define the sampling rate as the proportion of eligible ACS returns selected for
the CRS sample. We define the response rate as the proportion of households in the CRS sample
that completed CRS reinterviews. We define the participation rate as the proportion of eligible ACS
returns that were also completed CRS interviews.
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Table 8: Unweighted Counts and Rates by Original ACS Response Mode

Mail All Modes
Response Mode (w/o FEFU) FEFU CATI CAPI Together
Original ACS Return Count 979,556 438,474 210,776 549,568 2,178,374
CRS Eligible Count 853,338 271,886 192,337 326,700 1,644,261
CRS Eligible Percent 87.1 62.0 91.3 59.4 75.5
CRS Sample Count 42,648 2,794 9,797 16,761 72,000
CRS Sampling Rate (percent) 5.0 1.0 51 51 4.4
g;fmcomp'eted Interview 31,184 2,069 6.273 8,364 47,890
CRS Response Rate (percent) 73.1 74.1 64.0 49.9 66.5
CRS Participation Rate 37 08 33 26 29

(percent)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

Table 9: Unweighted Sample Counts and Rates by CRS Module

CRS Module #1 #2 #3
Sample Count 23,981 24,091 23,928
Completed Interview Count 16,188 15,917 15,785
Response Rate 67.5% 66.1% 66.0%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

2.5.5 Processing of CRS Data

For every ACS return selected into the CRS sample, we obtained the unedited original responses
from the production ACS process. There were a small number of cases where an ACS return
was selected into the CRS sample but later was found to be an ACS noninterview. We could not
obtain data for these, even if CRS reinterviews were completed; so we excluded such cases from
CRS analysis. However, the CRS final weights account for these cases.

For every CRS reinterview completed, we obtained the unedited re-interview responses via a
process similar to ACS CATI production data capture, but that ran independently. We excluded
CRS noninterview cases from analysis, but the weights for completed re-interviews include a
non-interview adjustment to account for these.

For questions with write-in responses, there are ACS production coding processes that convert
each valid write-in response to a numeric code. We used these for both original ACS write-in
responses and CRS re-interview write-in responses; and the results were included on the final
CRS unedited data sets.
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We created four final unedited CRS data sets. Two contained housing data corresponding to the
CRS Module 1 analysis topics (and responses to the Foodstamps question from CRS Module 3);
one for ACS responses and one for CRS responses. Similarly, two were person data sets
corresponding to the CRS Module 2 and Module 3 analysis topics (except for the Foodstamps
question).

Before comparing the CRS re-interview responses to the corresponding ACS original interview
responses, we converted each raw response to a numeric response category. The rules for
conversion were specific to each analysis topic, and we describe these in Appendix E. However,
we converted the responses for many analysis topics using the following generalized algorithm:

e Count the number of distinct response options to the question as it appears on the Mail
questionnaire; this is the number L of response categories.

e In the order they appear on the questionnaire, number the response options from 1 to L.

e Assign each valid response to the appropriate numeric response category, corresponding
to the numbering scheme determined in the previous step.

e Ifaresponse is blank or invalid (e.g., "R" [refusal] or "D" [don't know]) assign a missing
value to the numeric response category variable.

For a number of ACS questions, the responses were open-ended (write-in) and it was not
possible to carry out the first step above. For these questions, we determined sets or ranges of
response values corresponding to a finite number of numeric response categories. Also, there
were a few exceptions to the last step. For instance, if the raw response for the Race "Asian"
checkbox was blank or invalid, but there was a write-in response with a code in the "Asian"
group, then we converted the "Asian" checkbox response to the numeric category 1 ("Yes,
Asian™). Again, see Appendix E for the numeric category assignment rules specific to each
analysis topic.

3 Limitations

There are a number of limitations to this report, both on the type of analysis possible and on the
evaluation measures.

3.1 Differences in Mode of Data Collection

We conducted the reinterviews for CRS using only the CATI data collection mode; but the
original ACS responses came via Mail, FEFU, CATI, and CAPI. This means that except for
those who originally responded via CATI, we could not truly replicate the original ACS survey
conditions in the CRS. For many analysis topics, this is apparent if one compares the number of
categories with significant NDR values in the CATI subgroup with the number of categories with
significant NDR values in the other two mode subgroups. The CATI subgroup tends to have
fewer such categories than the Mail and CAPI subgroups, possibly because the respondents in
the CATI subgroup responded via the same mode both times.

While this limitation does appear to have an impact, the ACS instruments are designed to try to
elicit the same information from respondents regardless of the mode of response.
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3.2 Within-Household Subsampling for Modules 2 and 3

For CRS sample units in Modules 2 and 3, if there were more than two persons on the original
roster, we sub-sampled down to two persons in order to reduce the overall respondent burden.
This increases the uncertainty of our evaluation measures over what it would be if we had asked
about all persons in every household. In addition, we may be under-representing some sub-
populations in the CRS sample because of the method used for sub-sampling, and because of
certain processing errors that resulted in the sub-sampling method not working as intended for at
least seven of the eleven months we were selecting CRS sample. In particular, we probably do
not have as many persons under age 15 as we would have liked. This has more impact on some
analysis topics than others. The Age analysis topic is one that is obviously affected. The School
Attendance and School Grade Level analysis topics probably also have fewer persons included in
the CRS analysis than we would have liked. This limitation probably does not have as much of
an impact on analysis topics where the universe is restricted to persons age 15 or older.

3.3 Different Respondents in CRS than in ACS

To the extent possible, we attempted to conduct the CRS reinterview with the original ACS
respondent; but if we could not contact that person, then we accepted another eligible member of
the household as an alternate respondent for CRS. We do not currently have data on how often
this was necessary; but we suspect it was a relatively rare occurrence. To the extent that we used
alternate respondents, they may cause over-estimates of the gross difference rate and index of
inconsistency measures, since it seems more likely that an alternate respondent would give an
inconsistent reinterview response than the original respondent. It is not clear to us what effect
alternate respondents might have on net difference rates, if any.

Note that we make a distinction here between a CRS "alternate respondent” and a "proxy
respondent”, since in both ACS and CRS the respondent (original or alternate) acts as a proxy for
any other person in the household. We discuss the implications of proxy response briefly at the
beginning of section 4.2.

3.4 Problems Inherent to the Index of Inconsistency Evaluation Measure

The index of inconsistency for an analysis category is sensitive to extremes in the prevalence of
the population characteristic represented by that category. That is, if a characteristic is very rare
in the overall population (say, less than one percent) or very common (say, 99 percent or more)
then the index of inconsistency will have a large positive bias. This is because the estimate of
total variance that is the denominator of the 101 is given by the expression [ (p1g2 + p2g1) / 2],
where p1 and p2 are the ACS and CRS estimates of the characteristic's population proportion, and
q: and g are their complements, respectively. Since all four terms are between 0 and 1, extreme
values will cause the entire expression to be small. No matter what the simple response variance
estimate is, it will appear to be large in comparison, resulting in a large 101 estimate.

Another problem with the 101 is that the interpretation of 101 as the proportion of total variance
resulting from simple response variance depends on the assumption of parallel measures. If this
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assumption appears to be violated — which is indicated when the NDR is significant — then one
cannot interpret the 101 this way.

3.5 Less Than one Full Year of ACS Sampled

The original design of the CRS called for the sample to be selected from a full 12 months of
ACS returns. Due to a change in ACS production, we had to end CRS sampling after only
eleven months. However, we believe the impact of this change to be minimal, since we were
still able to select the full designated sample size of 72,000 households.

3.6 Questions Involving a Short Reference Period

Some ACS questions refer to a short, specific period, usually "last week™ or "last month™. For
such questions, we edited the CRS CATI instrument so that in the re-interview we asked about
the reference period corresponding to the original ACS response. For example, if the original
ACS response date were Tuesday April 15, the reference period for the question "Did this person
have a job last week?" would be Sunday April 6 through Saturday April 12. In the CRS re-
interview, the question asked would be "Did this person have a job during the week beginning
April 6?" Unfortunately, this means that it may have been more difficult for respondents to
answer these questions accurately in the CRS re-interview than in the original ACS interview.
This may result over-estimating the response error for such questions based on the CRS data.

3.7 Exclusions from the CRS Universe

As described earlier, we excluded some valid ACS returns from the ACS universe. Some of
these exclusions may affect our measures of reliability.

We excluded ACS returns designated "sufficient partial” responses, because of the high
proportion of item nonresponse in these returns. If we assume households represented by
sufficient partial responses tend to respond less reliably in general than households represented
by complete returns, then we are likely underestimating response error for some items. There is
an added complication that the "sufficient partial” concept only applies to CATI and CAPI
returns. For Mail, we may have included returns in the CRS universe that would have been
"sufficient partial™ (and thus excluded) had they been CATI or CAPI returns.

We also excluded returns where the ACS interview was in a language other than English or
Spanish. For the ACS questions involving language, this is clearly a limitation. We must
consider our reliability estimates for Language Other Than English Spoken At Home, Specific
Language Spoken, and English Speaking Ability in light of this limitation. Our sample sizes for
these questions are smaller than they would have been had we included other-language returns in
the CRS universe.

4 Summary Results

In this section, we summarize the CRS evaluation measures across all analysis topics, and
highlight analysis topics with measures that indicate potential problems with response reliability.
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We also summarize the results of calculating the evaluation measures by mode, and by Hispanic
Origin/Race subgroups.

The tables in appendices A and B contain the overall evaluation measures for all housing
analysis topics and person analysis topics, respectively. The tables in appendices C and D
contain the GDR and GDR. measures by mode and by Hispanic Origin/Race subgroup,
respectively. Appendix E shows the ACS questions as they appear on the 2012 ACS paper mail-
back questionnaire, along with the corresponding analysis topics we defined for the CRS. Some
guestions have multiple corresponding analysis topics. There are 36 housing analysis topics and
110 person analysis topics, 146 overall.

Appendix E also shows the analysis categories defined for each analysis topic. For dichotomous
analysis topics (that is, questions with only two analysis categories, such as "Yes/No™) we only
report evaluation measures for the first analysis category, since the GDR and IOl estimates are
identical for both categories. In addition, we include only the first category GDR and 101
estimates from dichotomous analysis topics when calculating summary statistics at the category
level. Counting only one category for each of the dichotomous analysis topics, we defined 699
analysis categories across all of the CRS analysis topics. Of these, 215 categories are from
housing analysis topics, and 484 categories are from person analysis topics.

4.1 Summary of Results for Housing Analysis Topics (All Households)

We defined 36 analysis topics based on the questions in the housing section of the ACS
questionnaire. For these analysis topics, there is essentially a one-to-one correspondence
between the defined CRS analysis topics and the questions as they appear on the ACS paper
questionnaire.® See Appendix E for a list of the analysis topic and category definitions
corresponding to the ACS housing questions.

Table 10 shows summary statistics of the category GDR and 101 estimates for the housing
analysis topics. We calculated the GDR statistics using all 215 housing analysis topic categories;
but for the 101 statistics, we included only the 143 categories with valid 101. Note that for both
the GDR and 10l estimates, the median is lower than the mean, and the 75th percentile is closer
to the mean than to the maximum. This indicates that the distributions of the GDR and 10l
estimates are skewed toward 0, so most housing analysis topic categories have relatively good
response reliability, with just a few outliers having poor reliability.

® The single exception is that we did not ask about telephone service ("8g" on the paper questionnaire) in the CRS
since the CRS was administered by telephone.
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Table 10: Summary Statistics for Housing Analysis Topics Category GDR and 101 Estimates

Statistic GDR 101 (valid only) 101,
minimum 0.0 4.3 8.9
25th percentile 1.5 17.6 19.5
median 3.0 25.5 26.9
mean 4.7 30.7 32.8
75th percentile 6.7 44.7 46.9
90th percentile 11.3 55.6 55.1
maximum 22.9 68.9 67.2
observations* 215 143 24

* The observations are analysis categories for GDR and 10, but analysis topics for 101,.
From the 36 housing analysis topics, we exclude the 12 dichotomous analysis topics from the
calculation of the 101, statistics, leaving just the 24 analysis topics with 3 or more analysis
categories.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

Table 11 shows category counts for the 10 housing analysis topics identified as PRP. Notice that
none of the PRP housing analysis topics is dichotomous. Only two analysis topics have a PRP
category with invalid 101. Only one analysis topic (Annual Mobile Home Costs) is PRP for all
of its analysis categories. Two analysis topics (Condominium Fee and Mortgage Status) have
only one PRP category each.

Table 11: Category Counts for PRP Housing Analysis Topics

Valid 101 Invalid Total
Analysis Topic Total Valid 101 PRP 101 PRP PRP
Number Of Rooms 9 7 6 0 6
Monthly Electricity Cost 9 7 4 0 4
Monthly Gas Cost 10 8 6 0 6
Annual Water Sewer Cost 11 7 5 1 6
Condominium Fee 6 6 1 0 1
Annual Property Tax Amount 13 12 4 0 4
Annual Property Insurance Amount 11 6 4 1 5
Mortgage Status 3 1 1 0 1
Second Mortgage Payment Amount 14 9 3 0 3
Annual Mobile Home Costs 3 3 3 0 3

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

The remainder of this section discusses the PRP housing analysis topics in more detail.

4.1.1 Number of Rooms

The response reliability for this analysis topic is among the poorest, relative to other CRS
analysis topics in general, and housing analysis topics in particular. Of the nine analysis
categories defined, six are PRP. The aggregate index of inconsistency (I01.) is 54.5 (0.7),
among the highest values measured for the 24 polytomous housing analysis topics.
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We conjecture that respondent confusion regarding the definition of a "room™ used in the ACS
survey may be an important factor contributing to poor response reliability. To illustrate,
consider the question as printed on the paper mail-back questionnaire:

a. How many separate rooms are in this house, apartment, or mobile home?
Rooms must be separated by built-in archways or walls that extend out at
least 6 inches and go from floor to ceiling.

e |NCLUDE bedrooms, kitchens, etc.
e EXCLUDE bathrooms, porches, balconies, foyers, halls, or unfinished
basements.

b. How many of these rooms are bedrooms?

Count as bedrooms those rooms you would list if this house, apartment, or
mobile home were for sale or rent. If this is an efficiency/studio apartment,
print "0".

The definition of "bedrooms™ used in part (b) here is probably more familiar to respondents than
the definition of "rooms" in part (a). People are used to seeing and using "number of bedrooms"
as one of the descriptors for a house or apartment in the real estate market. Consequently,
response reliability for the Number of Bedrooms analysis topic - with 101 14.8 (0.6) - is actually
among the best for housing analysis topics in the CRS.

The total number of rooms in a house, on the other hand, is not an everyday concept; and the
ACS definition of a "room™ is somewhat ambiguous and arcane from the perspective of a typical
respondent. More people are likely to know the total square feet of floor space in their home
than the total number of "rooms™ as defined here.

The category GDR measures for Number of Rooms display a pattern common to many analysis
topics with naturally ordered analysis categories. That is, the first and last categories in the
natural ordering tend to have lower GDR values, while the middle range categories tend to have
higher GDR values. This makes sense intuitively -- reporting a small number of rooms may be
an easy task; but as the number increases it becomes more likely that responses will be estimates
and therefore inconsistent. The mid-range categories may have the most response inconsistency
because, between the original interview and reinterview, estimated values may move into or out
of those categories, from or to higher or lower categories. At some point, the number of higher
categories becomes small enough that the inconsistency starts to decrease. Often the final
category is "top-coded"”, as it is with this analysis topic. That is, any response equal to or higher
than the given cutoff is included in the final category. Depending on the analysis topic, the GDR
estimate for the final category may be higher, lower, or about the same as the estimate for the
first category. For this analysis topic, the GDR estimate for "9 or more rooms" [7.3 (0.3)] is
significantly higher than that for "1 room" [2.4 (0.2)]. This could be because a response of "9 or
more rooms" is more likely to be a guess than a response of "1 room ".
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4.1.2 Monthly Electricity Cost

The response reliability for the analysis topic Monthly Electricity Cost is also among the poorest
relative to other CRS housing analysis topics. Of nine analysis categories defined, four are PRP.
The 101 is 50.9 (0.8), again among the highest for housing analysis topics.

As we will see with other ACS questions that ask for a dollar amount response (or more
generally, a numeric response), response reliability can be poor if the amount in question is one
that changes frequently, as electricity bills tend to do. Responding accurately might require
finding last month's electricity bill, which may be impossible, difficult, or just inconvenient,
causing the respondent to guess at the amount. In the context of the CRS, if either the original
interview or reinterview response is a guess, it is quite likely that the other response will fall in a
different category. It is probably relevant that, for this analysis topic, the two analysis categories
that are not dollar amount ranges (“Included in rent or condominium fee" and "No charge or
electricity not used") the category GDR estimates are among the lowest for the analysis topic
[1.2 (0.1) and 0.9 (0.1), respectively]. Responses in these two categories are most likely not
guesses, and therefore not prone to the inconsistency seen in the dollar amount categories.

4.1.3 Monthly Gas Cost

The response reliability for the analysis topic Monthly Gas Cost is also relatively poor. Of 10
analysis categories defined, six are PRP. The IOl is 45.0 (0.7), significantly higher than the
mean for housing analysis topics.

The Monthly Gas Cost analysis topic has seven naturally ordered dollar range categories. We
see the common pattern of lower GDR values for the first and last of these, with higher values in
the middle categories. However, the values skew to the lower end for this particular analysis
topic. We observe that the GDR estimates for the three non-dollar categories for Monthly Gas
Cost ("Included in rent or condominium fee", "Included in electricity payment", and "No charge
or gas not used") are not noticeably lower than the smaller GDR values for the dollar categories.
We speculate that since a large proportion of households do not use gas at all, or only use gas for
part of the year, inconsistency in responses in these non-dollar categories may be due to
respondent uncertainty or confusion about which of the three is appropriate for them. For
instance, a household for which all utilities are included in the rent might legitimately be in any
of those three non-dollar categories.

4.1.4 Annual Water Sewer Cost

The response reliability for the analysis topic Annual Water Sewer Cost is also poor. Of eleven
analysis categories defined, six are PRP. The IOI_ is 46.6 (0.8), significantly higher than the
mean for housing analysis topics.

This analysis topic has nine naturally ordered dollar amount categories. Similar to the pattern
seen in Monthly Gas Cost, the GDR values are lower for the first and last of these categories and
higher for the middle categories, but skewed toward the lower categories. The two non-dollar
categories (“Included in rent or condominium fee™ and "No charge™) have relatively high GDR
values. One possible reason for inconsistency in the "No charge" category is that while the
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previous utility cost questions asked for a monthly amount, this question asks for an annual
amount. If respondents fail to notice this change in reference period, and have not paid a
water/sewer bill in the past month, they may mistakenly place themselves in the "No charge™
category. In addition, as with Monthly Gas Cost, respondents may be confused about which of
the non-dollar categories is appropriate for them. We note that in the ACS-CRS cross-tabulation
for this analysis topic, 57 percent of inconsistent responses from ACS to CRS for these two
categories consist of switches between these two categories (not to or from the dollar amount
categories).

The category "Less than $120" has a very high NDR value of 6.2 (0.4), with the ACS percent for
this category being 7.9 (0.4), while the CRS percent is 1.7 (0.2). Comparing the data collection
mode subgroups for this category, we see that the ACS proportion estimates in Mail, CATI, and
CAPI are 13.2 (0.6), 1.7 (0.3), and 2.4 (0.4), respectively. The corresponding CRS estimates are
1.7 (0.2), 1.2 (0.3), and 1.7 (0.3). Of these six estimates, the obvious outlier is the ACS Mail
proportion for this category. It is possible that CATI and CAPI interviewers are able to help
respondents with confusion about this question. The frequency of water and sewer bills varies,
with some coming monthly, some quarterly, some semi-annually, and some annually. In
addition, a large number of households use wells and septic systems, and it may not be clear
whether costs associated with those should be included in responding to this question.

4.1.5 Condominium Fee

This analysis topic is PRP due to somewhat poor reliability for just one of its six analysis
categories, "Less than $100 per month™. The remaining five categories have good reliability.
The 101, estimate is 18.1 (3.2), which is close to the 25th percentile for housing analysis topics.
It is also worth noting that the total sample size for this analysis topic is relatively small, making
the confidence intervals for all the evaluation measure estimates relatively wide. In particular,
the 90 percent confidence interval for the single PRP category's 101 is (21.7, 51.3). This just
barely satisfies the PRP criteria, since the 101 is valid and the upper bound of the 90 percent
confidence interval for the 101 estimate is only slightly above 50 percent. Given these caveats,
while the analysis topic is technically PRP, we do not think there is real cause for concern about
its response reliability.

4.1.6 Annual Property Tax Amount

This analysis topic has 13 categories, four of which are PRP. The 101 is 37.7 (1.0),
significantly higher than the mean for housing analysis topics.

As with previously discussed analysis topics that have naturally ordered dollar range analysis
categories, we see the common pattern for GDR values. That is, the first and last few categories
tend to have lower GDR estimates, with the higher GDR estimate values in the middle
categories. The four PRP categories are in the middle (5th to 8th in the natural order). Note that
for this analysis topic, the "None" category is not PRP, and has a relatively low GDR estimate of
1.9 (0.3).
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One possible reason for response inconsistency for this analysis topic is that property taxes are
often included as part of monthly mortgage payments. Because the actual payments may come
from an escrow account, homeowners may not even be aware of the frequency or amount of
property tax payments. This may be mitigated somewhat by required annual reporting of such
payments by financial institutions, and by the fact that homeowners frequently deduct property
taxes from their income when filing tax returns and so would become aware of the amount once
a year. However, if the ACS response is not near tax time, a respondent might easily have
forgotten this information. While some might be able and willing to look up the correct amount
in their records, we conjecture that many respondents estimate or guess when responding to this
question.

4.1.7 Annual Property Insurance Amount

This analysis topic has eleven categories, five of which are PRP. The IOl is 47.0 (1.0), which is
near the 75th percentile for housing analysis topics.

This analysis topic has naturally ordered dollar range analysis categories, and as we have seen
previously, the GDR estimate values have the common low-high-low pattern.

It is noteworthy that for this analysis topic the "None" category is PRP. We also see that the 101
is not valid for this category, and so the PRP status is due to the GDR estimate of 5.9 (0.4). We
also note that the 101 is invalid because of the large NDR estimate of 4.3 (0.4). The mode-Ilevel
NDR estimates for Mail, CATI, and CAPI are 5.9 (0.5), -0.6 (0.4), and 1.6 (1.0), respectively.
The corresponding mode-level GDR estimates are 6.8 (0.6), 1.5 (0.4), and 4.7 (0.9). The GDR
estimates for Mail and CAPI appear large relative to CATI, suggesting there may be a problem
specific to the Mail and CAPI modes for this category.

For the dollar range categories, we hypothesize that the reasons for inconsistency in responses
for Annual Property Insurance Amount are similar to the reasons given in the previous section
for Annual Property Tax Amount. Property Insurance payments are often included in monthly
mortgage payments. Unlike property taxes, insurance premiums are not deductible for tax
purposes, so there is even less reason for homeowners to be aware of the annual amounts they
are paying for property insurance. Some may be able and willing to refer to records to get the
correct amount, but most probably estimate or guess.

4.1.8 Mortgage Status

This analysis topic has three categories, with one PRP category. The IOl is 67.2 (3.4), among
the highest for housing analysis topics.

A large part of the inconsistency seen for this analysis topic may be due to a problem specific to
the Mail mode. Because the information for this analysis topic is derived from a series of
"unfolding” questions in CATI (and therefore for all CRS respondents), the CRS responses may
actually be more accurate for this analysis topic than the ACS responses in the Mail subgroup.
Since the Mail subgroup is the largest of the three mode subgroups, the overall results are similar
to the Mail subgroup results. The "Owned with a mortgage" category NDR for the Mail
subgroup is -4.0 (0.8), meaning that four percent of Mail respondents for this analysis topic
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changed to this category from one of the other two when responding to the CRS. The overall
NDR for this category is -2.1 (0.6), somewhat lower but still significant. We conjecture that at
least for those who respond to the ACS by Mail, the proportion estimate for the *Owned with a
mortgage" category may have a negative bias; that is, it may be an underestimate of the true
proportion for this category.

Oddly, the CATI subgroup NDR estimates are significant for all three categories, and opposite in
sign from the corresponding Mail and overall values. We might expect there to be less change in
the proportion estimates for the CATI subgroup since they responded via the same mode both
times. However, it may simply be that the households who originally respond in CATI are
inconsistent for reasons unrelated to mode. Note that none of the NDR estimates for the CAPI
subgroup is significant.

4.1.9 Second Mortgage Payment Amount

This analysis topic has 14 analysis categories, of which three are PRP. The IOl estimate is 36.2
(2.5). This is significantly higher than the median for housing analysis topics, but not
significantly different from the mean.

Although this analysis topic has naturally ordered dollar range categories, the GDR estimates do
not appear to follow the common low-high-low pattern.

Inconsistency in responses for this analysis topic may be due to the question presenting a
difficult cognitive task. The respondent is asked to give a total of all payments on second
mortgages and home equity loans. Unlike primary mortgage payments, some second mortgage
and home equity loan payments may vary from month to month, making the task that much more
complicated.

4.1.10 Annual Mobile Home Costs

This analysis topic has three analysis categories, all of which are PRP. Note that there were
originally 17 proposed analysis categories, but we collapsed them down to three because of the
small sample size for this analysis topic. The IOl is 49.7 (8.9), significantly higher than the
mean for housing analysis topics.

Poor response for this analysis topic may be due to confusion about what should be included in
mobile home costs. As with other dollar amount analysis topics, many respondents may also be
estimating or guessing the amount rather than consulting their records.

4.2 Summary of Results for Person Analysis Topics

We derived the person analysis topics from the basic demographic questions in the first section
of the ACS questionnaire, and the more detailed questions in the third section. See Appendix E
for a list of the analysis topic and category definitions corresponding to the ACS questions.

Table 12 shows summary statistics of the category GDR and 101 estimates for the person
analysis topics. We calculated the GDR statistics using all 484 person analysis topic categories;
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but for the 101 statistics, we included only the 281 categories with valid 101. As we saw with the
housing analysis topic categories, the median is lower than the mean for both the GDR and 10l
estimates, and the 75th percentile is closer to the mean than to the maximum. This indicates that
the majority of person analysis topic categories have relatively good response reliability, with a
relatively small number of outliers having poor reliability.

Table 12: Summary Statistics for Person Analysis Topics Category GDR and 101 Estimates

GDR 101 (valid only)
0.0 0.0
0.5 10.6
1.8 22.1
3.6 24.1
5.1 33.6
9.8 475

24.6 73.2
484 280

is categories for GDR and 10, but analysis topics for 101.. From the 110 person analysis topics, we exclude the 62 dichotomous analysis topics from th
12 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

Table 13 shows category counts for the 25 PRP person analysis topics. In contrast with the
housing analysis topics that had no dichotomous PRP analysis topics, there are seven
dichotomous PRP person analysis topics. In addition to these, there are two person analysis
topics (Weeks Worked and Public Assistance Income Amount) with all analysis categories PRP.
Of the 15 other PRP person analysis topics, seven have only one PRP category each.

Table 13: Category Counts for PRP Person Analysis Topics

Invalid

Valid  Valid 10l 101 Total
Analysis Topic Total 101 PRP PRP PRP
Race - Some Other Race checkbox 1 1 1 0 1
Race Aggregate 7 4 1 0 1
Race Write-in 2 Present 1 1 1 0 1
Year Of Naturalization 7 7 1 0 1
Educational Attainment 24 6 1 0 1
Ancestry 30 7 0 1 1
English Speaking Ability 4 2 1 2 3
Health Insurance Direct 1 1 1 0 1
Grandparents Responsible For Grandchildren 1 0 0 1 1
Grandparents Time Responsible For
Grandchildren 4 4 3 0 3
Service Connected Disability Level 6 3 0 1 1
Commute Minutes 12 8 8 0 8
Not Working Layoff 1 1 1 0 1
Not Working Informed Of Recall 1 1 1 0 1
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Invalid

Valid  Valid 10l 101 Total
Analysis Topic Total 101 PRP PRP PRP
Not Working Available To Work 1 0 0 1 1
Weeks Worked 6 3 3 3 6
Class Of Worker 8 5 1 0 1
Wages Income Amount 10 8 1 0 1
Self Employed Income Amount 10 6 4 2 6
Property Income Amount 7 6 4 0 4
Property Income Recipiency 3 2 2 0 2
Supplemental Security Income Amount 4 2 0 2 2
Public Assistance Income Amount 3 3 3 0 3
Other Income Amount 6 6 4 0 4
Total Income Amount 11 9 1 0 1

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

With the person analysis topics, it is important to keep in mind that for most ACS mail returns
and interviews, we expect one respondent to answer for themselves and for all other members of
the household. For some analysis topics, such as Age and Sex, this is not problematic. A
respondent would usually know these characteristics for all members of the household.

However, it may be more difficult for a respondent to accurately answer for another person when
the analysis topic is something like income or commute time. For the CRS, this problem is
compounded by the fact that while we attempted to re-contact the original ACS respondent, we
sometimes had to talk to someone else for the CRS re-interview. On the other hand, in
households with three or more persons, we only asked about one other person besides the
respondent in the CRS re-interviews. This may have actually reduced overall response error due
to proxy interviews in the CRS, relative to ACS. That is, the proportion of persons for whom we
collected data by proxy was probably lower in the CRS than in the ACS.

The remainder of this section discusses the PRP person analysis topics in more detail.

4.2.1 Race - Some Other Race Checkbox

This analysis topic corresponds to the "Some other race” checkbox in the ACS Race question
(the last checkbox on the mail questionnaire). This is a dichotomous analysis topic, so we
analyze the single category consisting of persons for whom "Other" is at least one of their Race
selections. The 101 is valid for this category, and it is PRP due to the high 101 value of 66.6
(3.6), among the highest for person categories with valid 101.

It seems reasonable that persons designated "Other" at one time might be placed in one of the
more specific Race options (and not in "Other™) at another time. Respondents' understanding of
what is included in this catchall category is based on what they believe is covered by the rest of
the categories listed. Thus, as their understanding of the rest of the categories changes, so does
their definition of "Other", making this category susceptible to inconsistent reporting. This may
help explain the relatively poor response reliability for this analysis topic.

31



Another source of inconsistency for this analysis topic (and for the Race question overall) is the
well-documented phenomenon that when presented with separate race and Hispanic origin
questions, Hispanics have great difficulty responding to the race question. Appendix G contains
a write-up provided by Population division staff that explains this problem in further detail.

4.2.2 Race Aggregate

We defined the Race Aggregate analysis topic to evaluate the response reliability for the Race
question as a whole. Because the aggregate measures require mutually exclusive analysis
categories, we defined seven mutually exclusive categories based on combinations of responses
to the 15 Race checkbox (choose all that apply) options. Our mutually exclusive categories are
White alone, Black alone, American Indian or Alaska Native alone, Asian alone, Native
Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander alone, Some Other Race alone, and Multiple races. The single
PRP category is "Some other race alone”. The IOl is valid for this category, and the value of the
101 estimate is 68.0, among the highest for person categories with valid 10I.

The analysis-topic-level measure 101 is 24.0 (1.3), close to the median for polytomous person
analysis topics. This suggests that while one Race Aggregate category is PRP, the Race question
as a whole has moderately good response reliability.

4.2.3 Race Write-in 2 Present

We defined the Race Write-in 2 Present analysis topic to evaluate the consistency of write-in
responses being present when there is a "Yes" response to the Other Asian or Other Pacific
Islander Race categories. This is a dichotomous analysis topic (either a write-in response is
present or it is not), so we analyze the category of persons for whom this write-in response is
present. The IOl is valid for this category, and it is PRP due to the high 101 value of 67.7 (3.6),
among the highest for person categories with valid 10l.

As with the "Race Other" analysis topic, relatively high inconsistency in whether Race Write-in
2 is present seems plausible; respondents might easily choose to write in a response one time and
not the other. The fact that Race Write-in 2 Present is PRP while the corresponding categories
for Race Write-in 1 and Race Write-in 3 are not might be explained by two checkboxes being
associated with it, while only one checkbox is associated with each of the others.

An additional cause for concern with this analysis topic is that the second Race write-in space is
not only associated with two checkboxes, but is also associated with two of the race categories
defined by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB): (1) Asian, and (2) Native Hawaiian
and Other Pacific Islander (NHOPI). Therefore, inconsistency for this analysis topic adds to
reliability concerns for both of those OMB race categories.

4.2.4 Year of Naturalization

This analysis topic has seven analysis categories, of which one is PRP. That category is "1980 to
1984", which has a valid 101 with an estimated value of 37.7 (9.0). We observe that this analysis
topic has a relatively small sample size, causing the confidence intervals for the evaluation
measure estimates to be quite wide. In particular, the 90 percent confidence interval for the 101
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is (22.9, 52.5), just barely satisfying the PRP criteria. We also observe that the analysis-topic-
level measure 101, has an estimate value of 22.8 (2.8), which is near the median for polytomous
person analysis topics. While this analysis topic is technically PRP based on having one PRP
category, we do not believe there is real cause for concern about its response reliability.

4.2.5 Educational Attainment

This analysis topic has 24 analysis categories, derived from the fourteen response options and the
write-in box shown on the ACS questionnaire. (See Appendix D for details.) One of these
categories, "Some college, less than one year", is PRP. It has a valid 101 with an estimated value
of 62.3 (2.4), among the highest for person categories with valid 101. The 101 is 26.7 (0.7),
significantly higher than the mean for polytomous person analysis topics.

The relatively poor response reliability for "Some college, less than one year" might be due to
the inherently transitional nature of the category. We see, in the cross-tabulation of ACS and
CRS category counts for Educational Attainment, that of the persons in this category for only
one of the two interviews, almost all were in either "Regular high school diploma™ or "Some
college, one or more years, no degree" in the other interview.

4.2.6 Ancestry

This analysis topic has 30 analysis categories, of which one is PRP. That category is
"American”, for which the 101 is not valid. It is PRP based on an estimated GDR value of 6.8
(0.5). We did not calculate analysis-topic-level (aggregate or L-fold) measures for Ancestry,
since the analysis categories are not mutually exclusive.

We observe that this category has a large and significant NDR estimate of 3.9 (0.4).
Interestingly, the NDR estimates for the mode subgroups Mail, CATI, and CAPI are all positive:
5.2 (0.6), 0.6 (0.6), and 3.2 (0.6), respectively. This means that in all three modes, the proportion
of persons reported as "American™ dropped from the original ACS interview to the CRS re-
interview, although the CATI change is not significant. In general, it appears that persons are
least likely to be reported as "American™ in the CATI mode in ACS; the ACS proportion
estimates for Mail, CATI, and CAPI are 8.6 (0.6), 3.6 (0.5), and 5.4 (0.7), respectively. It may
be that CATI interviewers will probe if a respondent initially responds "American" to this
guestion, making sure the respondent understands the intent of the Ancestry question. Since we
conducted the CRS only in CATI, this would be true for all three of the mode subgroups in the
re-interview. This might explain the large drop in the Mail mode proportion. It is not clear why
respondents would be more likely to respond "American™ in CAPI than in CAT], since the
Ancestry question is asked the same way in both modes. Perhaps there is a difference in the
training of interviewers for the two modes.

4.2.7 English Speaking Ability

This analysis topic has four analysis categories, of which three are PRP. The three PRP
categories are "Very well”, "Well", and "Not well”. The IOI. is 41.6 (2.2), significantly higher
than the 75th percentile for polytomous person analysis topics.
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We observe that the NDR estimates for the "*Very Well" and "Well" categories are significant
and large. Furthermore, the NDR is positive for "Very Well" and negative for "Well". Thisis a
result of many sample persons moving from "Very Well" to "Well" between the original ACS
interview and the CRS reinterview (about twice as many as moved in the other direction).
Finally, we see that the GDR estimate for the category "Not at all” is significantly smaller than
the GDR estimates for the other three categories.

We conjecture that people in the universe for this question (those who speak a language other
than English at home) have a hard time distinguishing between the three responses, and tend to
choose haphazardly among these categories. The higher number of moves from "Very well" to
"Well" is probably just due to the fact that there is only one direction to go from "Very well"
(down), whereas from "Well" a person can go either up or down. There appears to be some
movement between "Not at all" and "Not well", but not as much as between the other three pairs
of categories.

A potential limitation specific to this analysis topic is that the CRS universe excluded ACS
interviews conducted in languages other than Spanish or English. It is not clear how inclusion of
those interviews might have affected response reliability estimates for this analysis topic. They
are a tiny fraction of ACS interviews overall, but perhaps a larger fraction of the target universe
for the English Speaking Ability analysis topic. However, we also have no way of knowing,
from the results of the CRS, whether this excluded group might be different from the general
population with respect to response reliability for this analysis topic.

4.2.8 Health Insurance Direct

This is a dichotomous analysis topic corresponding to the Yes/No checkboxes in the second part
of the Types of Health Insurance question, which asks whether a person has health insurance
purchased directly from an insurance company. We analyze the single category consisting of
persons for whom the answer to this question was "Yes". The IOl is valid, with a value of 48.6
(1.4), among the highest for person categories with valid 101.

We observe that this category has a significant NDR estimate of -2.9 (0.4). The NDR for the
CATI subgroup is 0.9 (0.9), which is not significant. The NDR estimates for the Mail and CAPI
subgroups are -3.3 (0.6) and -3.3 (0.7), respectively, which are both significant. This means that
except for the CATI subgroup, the proportion of persons in this category rose significantly from
the ACS to the CRS. For some reason, it appears respondents are more likely to select this
category in CATI than in the other two modes.

4.2.9 Grandparents Responsible For Grandchildren

This is a dichotomous analysis topic corresponding to the question: "Is this grandparent currently
responsible for most of the basic needs of any grandchildren under the age of 18 who lives in this
house or apartment?" We analyze the category consisting of persons for whom the answer is
"Yes". The IOl is not valid due to a large NDR estimate of -9.0 (4.9), so the category is PRP
based on the GDR estimate of 15.9 (4.8), among the highest for all person categories.
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The universe for this question is restricted to persons who have grandchildren living with them.
Because of this, the sample size for this category is relatively small, and the confidence intervals
are quite wide. Therefore, while this category is technically PRP, it is difficult to draw any
definitive conclusions about its response reliability.

4.2.10 Grandparents Time Responsible For Grandchildren

This analysis topic has four categories, of which three are PRP. The 101 is 37.4 (9.6), not
significantly different from the median for polytomous person analysis topics. The IOl is valid
for all of the PRP categories, so their PRP status based on the 101 confidence intervals for those
categories.

The universe for this analysis topic is restricted to persons who are responsible for the care of
their own grandchildren living with them. Because of this, the sample size for this analysis topic
is even smaller than for the previous analysis topic (Grandparents Responsible for
Grandchildren); and again the confidence intervals for all evaluation measures are quite wide.
Therefore, while this analysis topic is technically PRP, it is difficult to draw any definitive
conclusions about its response reliability.

4.2.11 Service Connected Disability Level

This analysis topic has six categories, of which one is PRP. The IOl is 18.6 (2.9), significantly
below the median for polytomous person analysis topics. Due to a large and significant NDR
estimate, the 101 is invalid for the single PRP category, "No rating reported™; so the PRP status
results from the GDR estimate of 8.1 (1.8).

In our preliminary analysis, this analysis topic had only five categories, but subject matter
experts requested that we add the "No rating reported” category. This category consists of
persons for whom the response to the question "Does this person have a VA service-connected
disability rating?" is "Yes", but there is no valid response to the Level question that follows. The
original five categories appear to have very good response reliability. It is only the addition of
the sixth category that makes the analysis topic PRP. However, the sample size for this analysis
topic is relatively small, making the standard errors for the evaluation measures relatively large.

4.2.12 Commute Minutes

This analysis topic has twelve categories, of which eight are PRP. The 101 estimate is 54.6
(1.0), among the highest for polytomous person analysis topics. All of the PRP categories have
valid 101.

The categories for this analysis topic are naturally ordered (*Less than 5 minutes”, "5 to 9
minutes”. . . "40 to 44 minutes”, "45 to 59 minutes"”, "60 to 89 minutes”, "90 or more minutes").
As we commonly see with naturally ordered categories, the GDR estimates tend to be lower for
the first few and last few categories, and higher for categories in the middle. However, we do
notice an odd dip at the sixth category, "25 to 29 minutes"”, where the GDR estimate is 8.6 (0.5),
compared with 14.9 (0.7) for the previous category and 12.9 (0.6) for the following category.
There is a corresponding pattern in the proportion estimates for these three categories.
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There are a number of possible reasons for the relatively poor response reliability we see for this
analysis topic. One is simply the number of categories we defined, and the endpoints we chose
for the minute ranges. The actual responses are single numbers, not ranges. If we had defined a
smaller number of categories with wider ranges, and defined the categories so that the most
likely responses (such as "15 minutes”, "30 minutes”, or "60 minutes") were in the middle of the
defined categories (and not at the endpoints) we almost certainly would see better response
reliability. We see in the raw (uncategorized) data a definite tendency to report round numbers.
(There are relatively few responses of "eleven minutes"”, for example.) To test our hypothesis
that a smaller set of larger minute ranges would improve the evaluation measures, we defined a
set of five categories (0-17, 18-37, 38-57, 58-87, and 88+) and calculated the evaluation
measures for these. The aggregate measure IOIL for this set of categories is substantially lower,
31.3 (0.1), versus 54.6 (1.0) for the 12-category set.

Regarding the above discussion of category definitions, it is important to note that the published
statistic for this topic is “Mean Travel Time,” not proportions in minute range categories. The
contribution of response error to the total mean squared error for the reported statistic may
actually be better represented by the measures resulting from a larger number of smaller
categories. It may also be that a different approach to measuring response error would be more
appropriate for this topic (and other topics where the response variables are more aptly treated as
continuous rather than categorical); but that is outside the scope of this report.

Because the commute time for a given person can vary dramatically, it may not be easy for a
respondent to recall accurately the "usual” number of minutes for a specific week, even in round
numbers. For example, if the average duration of a given person’'s commute is 25 minutes, but
can be as short as 15 minutes or as long as 35 minutes, it is easy to imagine a respondent
reporting 20 minutes in the ACS and 30 minutes in the CRS. Even with fewer and "better"
categories, this phenomenon could result in reliability problems for this analysis topic.

In addition, this is one of the analysis topics that could suffer from a "proxy effect", where the
respondent is answering for another member of the household. It seems reasonable that one
member of the household might not know the details of another household member's commute.
Furthermore, this is one of the analysis topics possibly affected by the short reference period
limitation.

4.2.13 Not Working Layoff

This is a dichotomous analysis topic corresponding to the question: "Last week, was this person
on layoff from a job?" We analyze the category consisting of persons for whom the answer is
"Yes". The 10l is valid, with a value of 45.1 (5.0). This is significantly higher than the 75th
percentile for person analysis topics with valid 101.

We conjecture that the relatively poor response reliability for this category may be at least partly
due to respondent uncertainty about the definition of "layoff".

Additionally, this is one of the analysis topics subject to the short reference period limitation.
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4.2.14 Not Working Informed Of Recall

This is a dichotomous analysis topic corresponding to the question: "Has this person been
informed that he or she will be recalled to work within the next six months OR been given a date
to return to work?" We analyze the category consisting of persons for whom the answer is
"Yes". The 10l is valid, with a value of 60.9 (17.2). This is significantly higher than the mean
for person analysis topics with valid I01. The large standard error means that it is not
significantly larger than the 75th percentile, however.

Due to the small sample size for this analysis topic, it is difficult to do any meaningful analysis
of the response reliability.

4.2.15 Not Working Available To Work

This is a dichotomous analysis topic corresponding to the question: "Last week, could this person
have started a job if offered one, or returned to work if recalled?" (This question actually has
three response options, but because of small sample sizes we collapsed the two "No" options into
one category.) We analyze the category consisting of persons for whom the answer is "Yes".
The 101 is not valid, due to a significant and large NDR estimate of -4.1 (2.3). Therefore, it is
PRP based on the GDR estimate of 9.9 (2.0), significantly higher than the 75th percentile for all
person categories.

This is one of the analysis topics subject to the short reference period limitation.

4.2.16 Weeks Worked

This analysis topic has six categories, all of which are PRP. The IOl estimate is 63.6 (2.1),
among the highest for polytomous person analysis topics. The analysis categories for Weeks
Worked are ranges of weeks, which have a natural order. The GDR estimates for the categories
display the common pattern we see with naturally ordered categories, with lower values for the
first and last categories, and higher values in the middle categories.

We conjecture that the relatively poor response reliability we see for the Weeks Worked analysis
topic is due to the difficulty of recalling the exact number of weeks worked for a person who has
worked for only part of the reference year. It is likely that many respondents answering this
question do not know the exact number of weeks worked and are just estimating. This may be
even more likely for a respondent who is answering for another member of the household. We
observe that the "50 to 52 weeks" category's GDR estimate is among the lowest for the analysis
topic. Intuitively, this makes sense; it would be relatively easy to remember that a person did not
work only one or two weeks. However, even this category is PRP, perhaps because the universe
for this question is supposed to be persons who answered "No" to the previous question:

"During the PAST 12 MONTHS (52 weeks), did this person work 50 or more weeks? Count paid
time off as work." That is, theoretically, there should be nobody in the "50 to 52 weeks" category
for the Weeks Worked analysis topic. This may be further evidence of respondent uncertainty
about this question.
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4.2.17 Class of Worker

This analysis topic has eight analysis categories, of which one is PRP. The IOI_ estimate is
32.0 (1.5), significantly higher than the mean for polytomous person analysis topics.

The single PRP category is "Employee of a private not-for-profit organization", which has a
valid 101 estimate of 46.7 (3.4). We conjecture that the relatively poor response reliability for
this category may be at least partly due to respondent uncertainty about the term "not-for-profit".

4.2.18 Wages Income Amount

This analysis topic has 10 analysis categories, of which just one is PRP. The 10l estimate is
31.5 (0.9), significantly higher than the mean for polytomous person analysis topics.

This analysis topic has naturally ordered dollar range categories. We see the common pattern of
GDR estimates being lower for the first and last categories, with higher values for the middle
categories; however, the high GDR estimate values skew toward the lower dollar ranges.

The single PRP category is "$10,000 to $14,999", which has a valid 101 estimate of 48.6 (2.9).
This is significantly higher than the 75th percentile for person categories with valid 10l.

While response reliability is relatively good for most categories in this analysis topic, we
conjecture that it is poorer for lower categories because persons with low annual wages are likely
to be part time employees whose wages tend to be unpredictable. By contrast, persons with
higher incomes are more likely to be full time employees whose wages do not change frequently
or drastically.

Another possible reason for the difference in reliability between the high and low ranges is that
persons with higher incomes are more likely to file annual income tax returns. Since they must
review documentation of their income in order to complete the tax returns, it may be easier for
them to recall their annual income accurately.

4.2.19 Self Employed Income Amount

This analysis topic has 10 analysis categories, of which six are PRP. The IOl estimate is 47.2
(3.5), among the highest for polytomous person analysis topics.

This analysis topic has naturally ordered dollar range categories; and as we saw with Wages
Income Amount, the GDR values follow the common low-high-low pattern, but with the higher
GDR estimates skewed toward the lower dollar ranges.

A possible explanation for the relatively poor overall response reliability for this analysis topic
may be that the annual income for self-employed persons is relatively unstable and therefore
more difficult to recall accurately.

As with Wages Income Amount, the higher dollar range categories appear to have better
response reliability than the lower range categories. Although Self Employed Income Amount is

38



probably less stable than Wages Income Amount even for the higher dollar ranges, it is still a
reasonable conjecture that Self Employed Income Amount is relatively more stable for higher
dollar ranges than for lower dollar ranges. The conjecture regarding income tax returns is
probably just as applicable to Self Employed Income Amount as to Wages Income Amount.

4.2.20 Property Income Amount

This analysis topic has seven analysis categories, of which four are PRP. The 1Ol estimate is
50.3 (2.8), among the highest for polytomous person analysis topics.

This analysis topic has naturally ordered dollar range categories; and as we saw with Wages
Income Amount and Self Employed Income Amount, the GDR estimates follow the common
low-high-low pattern, but with the higher GDR estimates skewed toward the lower dollar ranges.
However, we observe that except for the category "Loss or broke even", the GDR estimates for
Property Income Amount categories are all among the highest for person categories.

We conjecture that Property Income Amount is highly variable, and may therefore be more
difficult for respondents to recall than other types of income.

4.2.21 Property Income Recipiency

This analysis topic has three analysis categories, of which two are PRP. The 101 estimate is
48.5 (1.3), among the highest for polytomous person analysis topics.

The relatively poor overall response reliability for this analysis topic may be due to respondent
uncertainty about what types of income are included in "Property Income".

It should be noted that for Mail responses where there was a value reported for Property Income
Amount, we assumed a "Yes" response to Property Income Recipiency, whether that box was
checked or not. Conversely, as long as there was a response to any of the Income questions, if
there was no value reported for Property Income Amount, we assumed a response of "No" for
Recipiency if neither box was checked.

4.2.22 Supplemental Security Income Amount

This analysis topic has four analysis categories, of which two are PRP. The IOl estimate is
32.6 (4.8), significantly higher than the mean for polytomous person analysis topics.

Although the number of categories is small relative to other income amount analysis topics, we
do roughly observe the low-high-low pattern in GDR estimates.

Neither of the two PRP categories have valid 101 estimates, due to large and significant NDR
estimates. We observe that three of the four category NDR estimates for the Mail mode
subgroup are large and significant, as is one NDR estimate for the CAPI subgroup. In contrast,
the NDR estimates for the CATI subgroup are all quite small. Furthermore, we note that the
category proportion estimates for the Mail and CAPI subgroups move closer to the
corresponding CATI estimates between the ACS and the CRS. It is clear that the overall
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inconsistency for this analysis topic is almost completely due to inconsistency in the Mail and
CAPI modes.

4.2.23 Public Assistance Income Amount

This analysis topic has three analysis categories, all of which are PRP. The IOl estimate is
43.0 (11.3), significantly higher than the mean for polytomous person analysis topics.

The sample size for this analysis topic is quite small, so the 90 percent confidence intervals for
all evaluation measures are wide. Because of this, it is difficult to draw any meaningful
conclusions about the response reliability for this analysis topic.

4.2.24 Other Income Amount

This analysis topic has six analysis categories, of which four are PRP. The 10l estimate is
41.3 (6.1), significantly higher than the 75th percentile for polytomous person analysis topics.

The GDR estimates roughly follow the low-high-low pattern we see in other income amount
analysis topics. Note that the four PRP categories are the four middle ranges.

One reason for the poor overall response reliability for this analysis topic is may be that the
amount of Other Income varies substantially from year to year and is therefore difficult to recall.
Another possible reason is respondent uncertainty about what types of income to include in this
analysis topic.

4.2.25 Total Income Amount

The Total Income Amount question is intended to capture the sum of the amounts reported for
the preceding individual income types. In fact, in CATI and CAPI, the instrument calculates this
sum automatically, and the interviewer simply asks the respondent to verify that the calculated
sum is correct. Therefore, any inconsistency issues with this analysis topic are confounded with
issues in the specific income type analysis topics.

This analysis topic has eleven analysis categories, of which just one is PRP. The IOI_ estimate is
34.7 (0.7), significantly higher than the mean for polytomous person analysis topics.

The GDR estimates roughly follow the low-high-low pattern we see in other analysis topics with
naturally ordered dollar range categories. The estimates are somewhat skewed toward the lower
dollar ranges, although the skewing is not as pronounced as we saw with some of the other
income amount analysis topics.

The single PRP category is "$10,000 to $14,999". However, five other categories have
comparable GDR estimates; this category is PRP only because its population proportion is
significantly smaller than the other categories with comparable GDR estimates. The lower
proportion causes the denominator of the 101 estimate to be relatively smaller, thus making the
simple response variance larger relative to the total variance. Looking only at the GDR estimates
(and ignoring the 101 estimates), we see that the six categories from "Less than $10,000" through
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"$50,000 to $74,999" all have GDR values significantly higher than the 75th percentile for
person categories.

As we have seen with some of the specific income type amount analysis topics, responses are
more consistent for the highest dollar ranges than for the lower ranges. We conjecture that part
of the reason for this is a greater fluctuation in income from year to year for persons whose total
income is in the lower ranges. Furthermore, as with some of the specific income type amount
analysis topics, it may be that persons with higher total income are more likely to file income tax
returns, and therefore can more easily recall their total income accurately.

4.3 Summary of Response Reliability by ACS Data Collection Mode

The second research question is: "What are the reliability measures associated with each mode
of data collection in the original ACS interview?" To answer this, we calculated all of the
evaluation measures by ACS response mode. We show the estimates of GDR and GDR_ by
mode for all analysis topics and analysis categories in Appendix C.

As described in the methodology section earlier in this report, we identified, for each collection
mode subgroup, response categories that have relatively high GDR estimates. Tables 14-16
summarize the analysis topics with response categories that have GDR estimates higher than the
90th percentile for each mode, excluding categories where the GDR Coefficient of Variation
(CV) is higher than 50 percent. (For each subgroup, the percentile is calculated using all 699
response categories. The high CV categories are dropped after the percentile calculation.) We
shade rows for analysis topics that are not PRP overall; these analysis topics may have reliability
issues specific to the given collection mode.

The analysis topics that may have mode-specific reliability issues are:

e Number of Vehicles [CAPI]

e Heating Fuel Used [CATI, CAPI]

e Annual Other Fuel Cost [Mail]

e Property Insurance Included [Mail, CAPI]

e Race: White [CAPI]

e Commute Departure Time [CATI, CAPI]

e Not Working Looking for Work [CAPI]

e When Last Worked * [Mail, CATI, CAPI]
e Worked 50 Weeks or More * [Mail, CATI, CAPI]
e Industry Type [CATI, CAPI]

e Occupation [Mail, CATI]

e Social Security Income Amount * [Mail, CATI, CAPI]
e Retirement Income Amount * [Mail, CATI, CAPI]

The four analysis topics in this list marked with an asterisk are not PRP overall, yet they appear
to have potential reliability problems in all three modes based on the GDR criteria described
above. This is because the overall 101 values for all but three of the response categories for these
analysis topics were valid and relatively low. For the three categories with invalid 101, the GDR
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values were relatively small. If we had used the GDR-only criteria for the overall evaluation, we
would have flagged these four analysis topics in the overall analysis.

Table 14: Analysis Topics With Response Category GDR Values Above the 90th Percentile (10.1 percent) for
the Mail Collection Mode

High

Total . . Highest
Analysis Topic Name Response GDR Category with Highest GgDR
Categories Respon_se GDR Value
Categories

Number of Rooms 9 5 6 Rooms 19.4 (0.6)
Monthly Electricity Cost 9 5 $100 to $149 22.5 (0.8)
Monthly Gas Cost 10 3 $25 to $49 14.6 (0.6)
Annual Water Sewer Cost 11 3 $300 to $599 17.4 (0.6)
Annual Other Fuel Cost 9 1 No Charge 11.3 (0.6)
Annual Property Tax Amount 13 2 $1,800 to $2,399 11.4 (0.8)
Annual Property Insurance Amount 11 4 $600 to $899 16.8 (0.9)
Property Insurance Included 1 1 Yes 12.3 (0.8)
Second Mortgage Payment Amount 14 2 $100 to $199 12.1 (1.6)
Annual Mobile Home Costs 3 3 $250 to $2,499 23.7 (5.4)
Ancestry 30 1 Other Groups 12.4 (0.7)
English Speaking Ability 4 2 Well 18.4 (2.3)
Health Insurance: Purchased Directly 1 1 Yes 12.5 (0.5)
Grandpa_rents Time Responsible for 4 2 1102 Years 26.3 (11.8)
Grandchildren

Commute Minutes 12 4 20 to 24 Minutes 15.5 (0.9)
Not Working, Available to Work 1 1 Yes 14.5 (4.0)
When Last Worked 3 1 1-5 Years Ago 10.5 (0.7)
Worked 50 Weeks or More 1 1 Yes 11.5 (0.6)
Weeks Worked 6 4 27 to 39 Weeks 24.9 (2.2)

Employee of A Private
Class of Worker 8 1 for-Profit Company or 13.0 (1.1)
Business
Management, Business
Occupation 18 1 and Financial 11.0 (0.5)
Occupations
Self Employed Income Amount 10 3 $10,000 to $14,999 14.1 (4.0)
Property Income Amount 7 4 $1,000 to $4,999 21.5 (2.6)
Received A Positive
Property Income Recipiency 3 2 Amount of Property 16.9 (0.7)
Income

Social Security Income Amount 5 1 $10,000 to $19,999 13.6 (1.1)
Supplemental Security Income Amount 4 3 $5,000 to $9,999 16.0 (3.9)
Public Assistance Income Amount 3 1 $1,000 to $4,999 13.7 (5.0)
Retirement Income Amount 7 1 $10,000 to $19,999 109 (1.2)
Other Income Amount 6 4 $2,500 to $4,999 16.3 (2.4)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

Table 15: Analysis Topics With Response Category GDR Values Above the 90th Percentile (8.9 percent) for

42

the CATI Collection Mode



High

Total . . Highest
Analysis Topic Name Response GDR Category with Highest GgDR
Categories Respon_se GDR Value
Categories

Number of Rooms 9 4 6 Rooms 18.9 (1.0)
Heating Fuel Used 8 1 Electricity 9.3(0.8)
Monthly Electricity Cost 9 5 $100 to $149 19.9 (1.1)
Monthly Gas Cost 10 3 $50 to $74 11.9 (1.0)
Annual Water Sewer Cost 11 2 $300 to $599 14.4 (1.1)
Annual Property Insurance Amount 11 4 $600 to $899 15.8 (1.6)
Second Mortgage Payment Amount 14 2 $200 to $249 11.7 (2.6)
Annual Mobile Home Costs 3 3 $2,500 or More 52.5(15.4)
Ancestry 30 1 Naturalized 1990 to 1994 13.4 (5.0)
English Speaking Ability 4 3 Other Groups 9.9 (0.9)
Health Insurance: Purchased Directly 1 1 Well 16.0 (2.2)
Grandparents Time Responsible for 4 1 Yes, Purchased Directly 12.0 (0.7)
Grandchildren
Commute Departure Time 6 1 Yes 14.8 (4.8)
Commute Minutes 12 4 7:00 A.M. to 8:59 A.M. 9.2 (1.0)
When Last Worked 3 1 20 to 24 Minutes 14.1 (1.4)
Worked 50 Weeks or More 1 1 1-5 Years Ago 9.8 (1.1)
Weeks Worked 6 4 Yes 12.0 (1.0)

27 to 39 Weeks Worked 21.7 (3.6)
Class of Worker 8 ! During Past 12 Months

Employee of A Private 13.3(1.5)
Industry Type 4 2 for-Profit Company or

Business
Other (Agriculture, 11.7 (1.0)
Occupation 18 1 Construction, Service,
Government, Etc.)

Management, Business 9.6 (0.8)

Wages Income Amount 10 1 and Financial
Occupations
Self Employed Income Amount 10 5 $15,000 to $24,999 9.7 (1.2)
Property Income Amount 7 4 $35,000 to $49,999 13.4 (4.2)
Property Income Recipiency 3 2 $100 to $999 14.7 (3.0)
Received A Positive 11.8 (0.8)
Social Security Income Amount 5 2 Amount of Property
Income

Retirement Income Amount 7 1 $10,000 to $19,999 10.2 (1.3)
Other Income Amount 6 4 $5,000 to $9,999 8.9 (2.0)
Total Income Amount 11 1 $10,000 to $19,999 18.7 (4.0)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

Table 16: Analysis Topics With Response Category GDR Values Above the 90th Percentile (10.6 percent) for
the CAPI Collection Mode
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High

_ _ Total GDR _ _ Highest
Analysis Topic Name Respon_se ResDONSe Category with Highest GDR GDR
Categories pon Value
Categories
Number of Rooms 9 4 5 Rooms 17.7 (0.8)
Number of Vehicles 6 1 2 Vehicles Available 12.7 (0.7)
Heating Fuel Used 8 2 Electricity 12.8 (0.8)
Monthly Electricity Cost 9 4 $100 to $149 19.8 (1.1)
Monthly Gas Cost 10 1 $25 to $49 11.6 (0.7)
Annual Water Sewer Cost 11 3 $600 to $899 13.7 (0.8)
Annual Property Insurance Amount 11 3 $600 to $899 14.0 (1.6)
Property Insurance Included 1 1 Yes 10.9 (1.5)
Second Mortgage Payment Amount 14 1 $200 to $249 11.9 (4.4)
Annual Mobile Home Costs 3 1 $250 to $2,499 20.4 (8.3)
Race 1 1 1 White 10.6 (0.8)
Race Aggregate 7 1 White Alone 11.5(0.8)
Year of Naturalization 7 2 Naturalized 1995 to 1999 14.5 (4.5)
English Speaking Ability 4 3 Well 224 (2.1)
Grandparents Responsible for 1 1 Yes 17.4 (4.9)
Grandchildren
Grandparents Time Responsible for 4 3 1to 2 Years 20.5(9.3)
Grandchildren
Commute Departure Time 6 1 7:00 A.M. to 8:59 A.M. 12.0 (1.0)
Commute Minutes 12 4 15 to 19 Minutes 15.0 (1.0)
Not Working Informed of Recall 1 1 Yes 29.4 (14.2)
Not Working Looking for Work 1 1 Yes 11.7 (1.1)
When Last Worked 3 2 Over 5 Years Ago or Never 19.1 (1.5)
Worked

Worked 50 Weeks or More 1 1 Yes 14.4 (1.0)

6 4 14 to 26 Weeks Worked Durin 29.1 (3.0
Weeks Worked Past 12 Months ’ &9
Class of Worker 8 1 Employee of A Private_ for-Profit 13.4(1.2)

Company or Business

4 2 Other (Agriculture, Construction, 15.8 (1.0
it B T Serslic%, Government, Etc.) 0
Wages Income Amount 10 2 $15,000 to $24,999 12.8 (1.0)
Self Employed Income Amount 10 3 $15,000 to $24,999 16.5 (6.8)
Property Income Amount 7 4 $100 to $999 18.2 (5.2)
Social Security Income Amount 5 1 $10,000 to $19,999 14.7 (2.4)
Supplemental Security Income 4 1 $5,000 to $9,999 15.1 (4.7)
Amount
Public Assistance Income Amount 3 2 $1,000 to $4,999 25.4 (8.7)
Retirement Income Amount 7 2 $10,000 to $19,999 12.3 (3.7)
Other Income Amount 6 3 $1,000 to $2,499 15.4 (3.3)
Total Income Amount 11 1 $15,000 to $24,999 10.7 (0.7)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012
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We do not include testing of the statistical significance of differences in the evaluation measures
between modes in this report, because the interpretation of any mode differences in response
reliability is problematic, for a number of reasons.

One reason is that, as stated in the CRS project plan, we did not design the experiment to test for
mode differences. Our stated objective was simply to present response reliability estimates by
mode. (We may be able to use these estimates as a baseline for future evaluations.)

Secondly, the report "2005 American Community Survey Respondents Characteristics
Evaluations” (Joshipura, 2008) presents evidence that households and persons with different
characteristics have differential propensities to respond by Mail, CATI, or CAPI. One example
is the tenure analysis topic, where approximately 69 percent of owners responded by Mail, but
only 42 percent of renters responded by Mail. Another example is the Level of Education
(Educational Attainment) analysis topic. Respondents were classified as having "Less than High
School Education”, "High School Education™, or "Greater than High School Education™. The
percent of each of these groups responding by Mail was 47 percent, 55 percent, and 67 percent,
respectively.

Another reason the interpretation of mode differences is problematic is the limitation that we
administered the CRS reinterviews only in the CATI mode. For a number of analysis topics, the
way the ACS presents questions on the Mail questionnaire is qualitatively different from how the
ACS administers the corresponding questions in CATI and CAPI. One example of this is the
series of Health Insurance Coverage questions. On the mail questionnaire, although there are
eight independent questions with "Yes" and "No" checkboxes for each question, Mail
respondents often simply check "Yes" for one of the questions, not bothering to check "No" for
the other seven. (Because of this, in our analysis we assume a "No" response for all Health
Insurance Coverage questions with no response if there is a "Yes" response for at least one of
them.) In contrast, the automated instrument forces CATI and CAPI respondents to answer all of
the questions, one by one.

For the "Medicaid" health insurance coverage question, the GDR estimates in Mail, CATI, and
CAPI are 2.6 (0.3), 4.1 (0.5), and 6.5 (0.6), respectively. Part of the reason for the apparent
disparity in these estimates may be that persons covered by Medicaid are less likely to respond
by Mail in the first place; so Mail respondents are quite likely to consistently respond "No" (or
leave this question blank and then respond "No™ in the CATI reinterview). However, it is also
possible that the difference in how we present this question in the different modes has something
to do with it.

For some analysis topics, such as Food Stamps, a social desirability effect may cause
respondents to respond differently in different modes. However, as we noted when discussing
the "Medicaid" question, it may also be the case that households who respond "Yes" to the Food
Stamps question are less likely to have responded by Mail in the first place.

All these factors combine to make any differences in response reliability by mode difficult to
interpret.
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We calculated the aggregate evaluation measures GDR and 10l for the 72 analysis topics with
three or more categories (excluding Ancestry and Field of Bachelor’s Degree) by data collection
mode (Mail, CATI, and CAPI). Table 17 shows the distributions of GDR values by mode,
along with the overall distribution for comparison. Table 18 shows distributions for 10I..

Table 17: Distributions of GDRL Estimates by ACS Data Collection Mode

Statistic Overall Mail CATI CAPI
Minimum 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.2
25™ percentile 33 2.4 2.3 4.0
Median 6.0 55 4.9 6.3
Mean 6.8 6.5 6.1 7.2
75M percentile 9.7 9.3 7.8 10.0
90™ percentile 13.2 14.0 11.8 12.9
Maximum 215 21.7 42.3 22.2

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

Table 18: Distributions of 101 Estimates by ACS Data Collection Mode

Statistic Overall Mail CATI CAPI
Minimum 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.8
25™ percentile 16.1 14.5 14.1 17.2
Median 23.9 22.7 21.3 27.6
Mean 27.3 26.4 24.1 28.8
75M percentile 41.4 40.1 32.9 40.4
90™ percentile 49.6 51.5 43.3 45.9
Maximum 67.2 66.7 89.3 78.7

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In addition, we calculated the category-level measures 101 and GDR for all analysis topics
(including Ancestry and Field of Bachelor’s Degree). Including only the first category for
dichotomous analysis topics, there are 699 analysis categories. Table 19 shows the distributions
of GDR estimates by mode (and overall). Table 20 shows the distributions of 101 estimates.

Table 19: Distribution of category GDR Estimates by ACS Data Collection Mode

Statistic Overall Mail CATI CAPI
Minimum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25™ percentile 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.8
Median 2.1 2.0 1.9 2.3
Mean 4.0 3.8 35 4.1
75™ percentile 5.8 5.3 4.7 5.8
90™ percentile 10.1 10.1 8.9 10.6
Maximum 24.6 26.3 52.5 294

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

Table 20: Distribution of category 101 Estimates by ACS Data Collection Mode
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Statistic Overall Mail CATI CAPI

Minimum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

25™ percentile 13.9 11.9 11.4 14.9
Median 26.2 25.0 23.6 26.5
Mean 29.9 29.5 27.5 31.3
75M percentile 41.1 41.1 394 43.4
90™ percentile 59.9 64.1 57.0 62.3
Maximum 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

4.4 Summary of Response Reliability by Hispanic Origin/Race Groups

The third research question is: "What are the reliability measures associated with Hispanic
Origin and Race classification in the original ACS interview?" In order to answer this we
calculated all of the evaluation measures by the Hispanic Origin/Race subgroups defined in
section 1.3.3 (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, and Other). We show the estimates of GDR and
GDR by subgroup for all analysis topics and analysis categories in Appendix D.

As described in the methodology section earlier in this report, we identified, for each Hispanic
Origin/Race subgroup, response categories that have relatively high GDR estimates. Tables 21-
25 summarize the analysis topics with response categories that have GDR estimates higher than
the 90th percentile for each subgroup, excluding categories where the GDR CV is higher than 50
percent. (For each subgroup, the percentile is calculated using all 699 response categories. The
high CV categories are dropped after the percentile calculation.) We shade rows for analysis
topics that are not PRP overall; these analysis topics may have reliability issues specific to the
given subgroup.

The analysis topics that may have reliability issues specific to an Hispanic Origin/Race subgroup
are:

e LotSize [Black]

e Number of Vehicles * [Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, Other]
e Heating Fuel Used [Hispanic, Black, Asian, Other]
e Property Tax Included [Asian]

e Property Insurance Included [White, Asian]

e Property Value [Black, Other]

e Monthly Mortgage Payment [Other]

e Race: White [Hispanic, Other]

e Race: AIAN [Other]

e Race: Write-in 1 Present [Other]

e Ancestry [White, Other]

e Health Insurance: Through Employer [Asian]

e Commute Number of Riders [Hispanic]

e Commute Departure Time [Hispanic, Black, Other]
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Not Working Looking for Work
When Last Worked

Worked 50 Weeks or More *
Usual Hours Worked Per Week
Industry Type

Occupation

Social Security Income Amount
Retirement Income Amount

[Hispanic, Black, Other]

[Hispanic, White, Black, Asian]
[Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, Other]
[Hispanic]

[Hispanic, White, Asian, Other]
[White, Asian]

[Hispanic, White, Black]

[White]

The two analysis topics in this list marked with an asterisk are not PRP overall, yet they appear
to have potential reliability problems in all five subgroups based on the GDR criteria described
above. This is because the overall 101 values for all but one of the response categories for these
analysis topics were valid and relatively low. For the one category with invalid 101, the GDR
value was relatively small. If we had used the GDR-only criteria for the overall evaluation, we
would have flagged these two analysis topics in the overall analysis.
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Table 21: Analysis Topics With Response Category GDR Values Above the 90th Percentile (11.3 percent) for

the HISPANIC Subgroup

Total High .
Analysis Topic Name Response GDR Category with Highest GDR Highest GDR
Categories Respon_se Value
Categories
Number of Rooms 9 5 5 Rooms 23.2 (1.8)
Number of Vehicles 6 1 2 Vehicles Available 11.7 (1.2)
Heating Fuel Used 8 2 Utility Gas 16.5 (1.6)
Monthly Electricity Cost 9 4 $100 to $149 21.1(1.9)
Monthly Gas Cost 10 1 $25 to $49 15.3 (1.6)
Annual Water Sewer Cost 11 3 $600 to $899 16.0 (1.4)
Annual Property Insurance Amount 11 2 $600 to $899 14.3 (2.5)
Race 1 1 1 Race Write-In 2 Present 32.3(2.1)
Race 15 1 1 Race Write-In 2 Present 32.3(2.1)
Race Aggregate 7 2 White Alone 33.6 (2.1)
Race wp2 1 1 White Alone 33.6 (2.1)
English Speaking Ability 4 3 Well 21.1(1.6)
Commute Number of Riders 5 2 2 Riders 13.6 (2.0)
Commute Departure Time 6 2 7:00 A.M. to 8:59 A.M. 12.9 (1.9)
Commute Minutes 12 4 15 to 19 Minutes 18.6 (2.0)
Not Working Looking for Work 1 1 Yes 12.0 (2.1)
Not Working Available to Work 1 1 Yes 14.4 (5.3)
When Last Worked 3 2 Qe R AYD OF [NRES 15.0 (2.4)
Worked
Worked 50 Weeks or More 1 1 Yes 16.0 (1.6)
27 to 39 Weeks Worked Durin
Weeks Worked 6 4 Past 12 Months g 28.3 (4.5)
Usual Hours Worked Per Week 3 2 Wstrelihy Worksseti-m B (]S 12.2 (1.6)
Other (Agriculture, Construction,
A6 7 372 5 2 Serslic%, Government, Etc.) lessi ()
Wages Income Amount 10 3 $15,000 to $24,999 17.6 (2.1)
Self Employed Income Amount 10 1 Less than $10,000 31.3(14.1)
Social Security Income Amount 5 2 $10,000 to $19,999 13.2 (4.7)
Other Income Amount 6 2 $2,500 to $4,999 14.2 (5.1)
Total Income Amount 11 1 $15,000 to $24,999 14.2 (1.4)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012
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Table 22: Analysis Topics With Response Category GDR Values Above the 90th Percentile (10.4 percent) for
the WHITE Subgroup

Total High .
Analysis Topic Name Response GDR Category with Highest GDR Highest GDR
Categories Respon_se Value
Categories

Number of Rooms 9 5 6 Rooms 18.3 (0.6)
Number of Vehicles 6 1 2 Vehicles Available 10.5 (0.5)
Monthly Electricity Cost 9 5 $100 to $149 21.4(0.7)
Monthly Gas Cost 10 2 $25 to $49 13.0 (0.5)
Annual Water Sewer Cost 11 2 $300 to $599 16.1 (0.6)
Annual Property Insurance Amount 11 4 $600 to $899 16.5 (0.8)
Property Insurance Included 1 1 Yes 11.6 (0.8)
Second Mortgage Payment Amount 14 1 $100 to $199 12.3(1.8)
Annual Mobile Home Costs 3 3 $2,500 or More 25.5(6.3)
Year of Naturalization 7 1 Naturalized 1990 to 1994 10.4 (4.6)
Ancestry 30 4 Other Groups 14.1 (0.6)
English Speaking Ability 4 2 Well 18.1 (3.6)
Health Insurance b 1 1 Yes, Purchased Directly 12.0 (0.4)
Grandparents Responsible for

Grandghildren i 1 1 Yes 20.1(7.9)
Grandpa_rents Time Responsible for 4 3 1102 Years 31.9 (10.0)
Grandchildren

Commute Minutes 12 4 20 to 24 Minutes 14.2 (0.8)
Not Working Available to Work 1 1 Yes 10.6 (3.2)
When Last Worked 3 2 1-5 Years Ago 12.7 (0.7)
Worked 50 Weeks or More 1 1 Yes 11.4 (0.6)

27 to 39 Weeks Worked Durin
Weeks Worked 6 4 Past 12 Months g 24.1(1.9)
Class of Worker 8 1 Empltz:yee of A Private_ for-Profit 12.6 (1.0)
ompany or Business
Other (Agriculture, Construction,
eI 7 7 4 L Serslicge, Government, Etc.) ME )
. Management, Business and

eIl e L Fingncial Occupations AEEY)
Self Employed Income Amount 10 3 $15,000 to $24,999 12.5(2.4)
Property Income Amount 7 4 $100 to $999 19.6 (2.1)
Property Income Recipiency 3 2 Did not Receive Property Income 14.8 (0.6)
Social Security Income Amount 5 1 $10,000 to $19,999 13.6 (1.0)
i‘ﬁl’gm‘e“t‘"' Security Income 4 1 $5,000 to $9,999 12.8 (3.5)
Public Assistance Income Amount 3 1 $1,000 to $4,999 24.7 (11.4)
Retirement Income Amount 7 1 $10,000 to $19,999 11.2 (1.2)
Other Income Amount 6 4 $1,000 to $2,499 16.5 (3.0)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012
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Table 23: Analysis Topics With Response Category GDR Values Above the 90th Percentile (11.3 percent) for
the BLACK Subgroup

Total High .
Analysis Topic Name Response GDR Category with Highest GDR Highest GDR
Categories Respon_se Value
Categories
Lot Size 3 2 Less than 1 Acre 15.2 (2.4)
Number of Rooms 9 4 5 Rooms 20.6 (2.3)
Number of Vehicles 6 1 2 Vehicles Available 11.6 (1.4)
Heating Fuel Used 8 2 Electricity 12.3 (1.5)
Monthly Electricity Cost 9 5 $100 to $149 18.9 (1.8)
Monthly Gas Cost 10 1 $25 to $49 12.1(1.5)
Annual Water Sewer Cost 11 4 $600 to $899 16.1 (2.6)
Property Value 8 1 $100,000 to $149,999 11.8 (2.4)
Annual Property Tax Amount 13 2 $1,200 to $1,499 13.9 (4.7)
Annual Property Insurance Amount 11 4 $1,200 to $1,799 18.9 (3.5)
Mortgage Status 3 1 Owned With A Mortgage 12.4 (4.5)
Educational Attainment 24 1 Some College, 1 or More Years, 11.5(1.5)
No Degree
English Speaking Ability 4 2 Well 22.9(8.9)
Health Insurance b 1 1 Yes, Purchased Directly 13.7 (1.6)
Commute Departure Time 6 2 5:00 A.M. to 6:59 A.M. 11.9 (2.1)
Commute Minutes 12 4 20 to 24 Minutes 17.0 (2.4)
Not Working Informed of Recall 1 1 Yes 56.7 (21.9)
Not Working Looking for Work 1 1 Yes 12.0 (2.0)
When Last Worked 3 2 Qe R AYD OF [NRES 15.1 (2.2)
Worked
Worked 50 Weeks or More 1 1 Yes 16.7 (2.1)
14 to 26 Weeks Worked Durin
Weeks Worked 6 4 Past 12 Months g 34.8 (8.8)
Class of Worker 8 2 Empltéyee of A Private_ for-profit 19.9 (3.9)
ompany or Business
Wages Income Amount 10 1 $15,000 to $24,999 16.7 (4.0)
Self Employed Income Amount 10 1 Less than $10,000 14.5 (6.9)
Property Income Amount 7 2 $100 to $999 55.9 (20.0)
Social Security Income Amount 5 3 $5,000 to $9,999 15.1 (4.9)
i‘mﬁ:‘e”ta" Security Income 4 3 $5,000 to $9,999 23.4(7.1)
Public Assistance Income Amount 3 2 $1,000 to $4,999 29.1 (12.1)
Other Income Amount 6 2 $10,000 to $19,999 24.3 (8.5)
Total Income Amount 11 1 Less than $10,000 13.0 (1.9)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012
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Table 24: Analysis Topics With Response Category GDR Values Above the 90th Percentile (10.8 percent) for
the ASIAN Subgroup

Total High .
Analysis Topic Name Response GDR Category with Highest GDR Highest GDR
Categories Respon_se Value
Categories
Number of Rooms 9 5 5 Rooms 18.9 (2.4)
Number of Vehicles 6 1 2 Vehicles Available 13.4 (3.3)
Heating Fuel Used 8 2 Utility Gas 24.3 (4.0)
Monthly Electricity Cost 9 4 $100 to $149 25.8 (3.0)
Monthly Gas Cost 10 1 $25 to $49 13.5 (2.8)
Annual Water Sewer Cost 11 4 $600 to $899 15.1 (2.2)
Annual Property Tax Amount 13 2 $3,600 to $4,799 16.2 (4.4)
Annual Property Insurance Amount 11 4 $1,200 to $1,799 15.2 (4.4)
Property Tax Included 1 1 Yes 15.7 (4.3)
Property Insurance Included 1 1 Yes 19.5 (4.6)
Annual Mobile Home Costs 3 2 Less than $250 100.0 (47.4)
Year of Naturalization 7 1 Naturalized 1995 to 1999 11.1 (4.5)
English Speaking Ability 4 2 Well 21.4(3.9)
Health Insurance a 1 1 Yes, Through Employer 11.3 (3.1)
Health Insurance b 1 1 Yes, Purchased Directly 12.0 (2.2)
Commute Minutes 12 3 10 to 14 Minutes 14.6 (3.2)
When Last Worked 3 1 Qe S R AYD OF [NRES 11.1(2.7)
Worked
Worked 50 Weeks or More 1 1 Yes 15.7 (2.6)
14 to 26 Weeks Worked Durin
Weeks Worked 6 3 Past 12 Months g 21.7 (10.5)
Class of Worker 8 1 Empltéyee of A Private_ for-profit 175 (5.2)
ompany or Business
Other (Agriculture, Construction,
A6 7 372 5 s SerSIic%, Government, Etc.) LB ()
. Management, Business and
Qs el = L Fingncial Occupations L8 QL)
Wages Income Amount 10 2 $35,000 to $49,999 11.9 (3.5)
Property Income Amount 7 3 $100 to $999 19.0 (5.8)
Property Income Recipiency 3 2 Did not Receive Property Income 12.0 (1.6)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012
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Table 25: Analysis Topics With Response Category GDR Values Above the 90th Percentile (11.7 percent) for
the OTHER Subgroup

Total High .
Analysis Topic Name Response GDR Category with Highest GDR Highest GDR
Categories Respon_se Value
Categories

Number of Rooms 9 3 4 Rooms 18.5(3.2)
Number of Vehicles 6 2 2 Vehicles Available 15.0 (3.3)
Heating Fuel Used 8 2 Electricity 15.3 (3.0)
Monthly Electricity Cost 9 4 $100 to $149 17.8 (3.2)
Annual Water Sewer Cost 11 3 $300 to $599 15.0 (2.7)
Property Value 8 2 $100,000 to $149,999 16.3 (5.5)
Annual Property Tax Amount 13 3 $1,800 to $2,399 17.0 (6.0)
Annual Property Insurance Amount 11 4 $1,200 to $1,799 15.5 (5.4)
Monthly Mortgage Payment 15 2 $1,500 to $1,999 13.4 (4.4)
Race: White 1 1 White 16.4 (3.3)
Race: AIAN 1 1 American Indian or Alaska Native 14.6 (2.5)
Race Aggregate 7 2 Multiple Races 32.4 (4.1)
Race: wpl 1 1 Race Write-In 1 Present 13.5 (2.5)
Ancestry 30 1 Other Groups 16.6 (3.5)
English Speaking Ability 4 2 Very Well 14.7 (5.1)
Grandparents Responsible for

GrandEhiIdren P . . Yes 414 (200)
Commute Departure Time 6 1 7:00 A.M. to 8:59 A.M. 12.2 (3.3)
Commute Minutes 12 2 15 to 19 Minutes 16.4 (3.7)
Not Working Informed of Recall 1 1 Yes 59.8 (23.2)
Not Working Looking for Work 1 1 Yes 13.6 (3.3)
Not Working Available to Work 1 1 Yes 23.6 (10.4)
Worked 50 Weeks or More 1 1 Yes 14.5 (3.3)

13 Weeks or Less Worked Durin
Weeks Worked 6 3 st 12 Monthe 9 34.0 (11.7)
Other (Agriculture, Construction,

eI 7 7 4 L Serslicge, Government, Etc.) LH B9
Wages Income Amount 10 2 $25,000 to $34,999 13.5(3.1)
Property Income Amount 7 1 $20,000 or More 16.0 (6.7)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012
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As with the mode analysis, we do not present statistical significance of differences between
subgroups in this report. The interpretation of any differences in response reliability between
Hispanic Origin/Race subgroups is perhaps even more problematic than for mode differences.

Data from the report cited in the previous section ["2005 American Community Survey
Respondents Characteristics Evaluations” (Joshipura, 2008)] show that persons with different
Hispanic Origin and Race characteristics have large significant differences in their propensity to
respond by Mail. Of respondents who were Hispanic, 31 percent responded by Mail. Of
respondents who were not Hispanic, 64 percent responded by Mail. The percent responding by
Mail for the five race groups analyzed were 66 percent for White, 36 percent for Black, 46
percent for American Indian or Alaskan Native, 57 percent for Asian or Pacific Islander, and 31
percent for Some Other Race.

These differences in propensity to respond by Mail mean that any differences in response
reliability that we see between our Hispanic Origin/Race subgroups may be driven by mode
differences. Thus, all the reasons cited for the difficulty in interpreting mode differences apply
here as well.

We calculated the aggregate evaluation measures GDRL and 101, for the 72 analysis topics with
three or more analysis categories (excluding Ancestry and Field of Degree) by Hispanic
Origin/Race subgroup. Table 26 shows the distributions of GDR_ values by mode, along with the
overall distribution for comparison. Table 27 shows distributions for 10I..

Table 26: Distributions of GDRL Estimates by Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup

Statistic Overall Hispanic White Black Asian Other
Minimum 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0
25" percentile 3.3 4.2 2.8 35 3.9 2.7
Median 6.0 7.0 5.6 5.6 6.1 6.0
Mean 6.8 7.8 6.6 7.7 8.7 7.1
75" percentile 9.7 10.3 9.2 10.2 11.0 9.5
90" percentile 13.2 14.3 14.2 14.1 16.8 13.3
Maximum 21.5 30.2 23.7 425 100.0 25.2

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

Table 27: Distributions of 101L Estimates by Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup

Statistic Overall Hispanic White Black Asian Other
Minimum 0.5 0.5 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0
25" percentile 16.1 19.3 14.4 14.2 20.6 14.9
Median 23.9 29.3 26.0 28.6 28.7 23.0
Mean 27.3 32.0 28.9 33.8 33.1 28.6
75" percentile 41.4 41.7 43.4 46.2 42.9 42.4
90" percentile 49.6 59.0 53.6 70.6 57.9 52.0
Maximum 67.2 88.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012
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In addition, we calculated the category-level measures 101 and GDR for all analysis topics
(including Ancestry and Field of Bachelor’s Degree) by Hispanic Origin/Race subgroup.
Including only the first category for dichotomous analysis topics, there are 698 analysis
categories. Table 28 shows the distributions of GDR estimates by subgroup (and overall). Table
29 shows the distributions of 101 estimates.

Table 28: Distribution of (category) GDR Estimates by Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup

Statistic Overall Hispanic White Black Asian Other
Minimum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25" percentile 0.7 0.6 0.7 0.4 0.2 0.4
Median 2.1 2.5 2.0 2.0 1.7 1.8
Mean 4.0 44 3.8 4.1 4.1 4.2
75" percentile 5.8 6.2 5.2 5.6 5.4 5.5
90" percentile 10.1 11.3 10.4 11.3 10.8 11.7
Maximum 24.6 34.1 31.9 56.7 100.0 59.8

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

Table 29: Distribution of (category) 101 Estimates by Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup

Statistic Overall Hispanic White Black Asian Other
Minimum 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25" percentile 13.9 17.1 14.8 15.2 12.1 9.4
Median 26.2 33.2 27.0 32.2 30.6 28.4
Mean 29.9 37.4 33.6 38.5 38.6 35.4
75" percentile 41.1 53.7 45.9 55.8 57.5 52.8
90" percentile 59.9 77.6 73.8 91.3 100.0 90.1
Maximum 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

5 Conclusions

Response error can be a significant component of total survey error, but its impact varies
depending on a number of factors. Therefore, it is important to establish an understanding of the
proportion of total survey error accounted for by response error independently for each analysis
topic, and independently for each category within an analysis topic. Our intention is that the
ACS 2012 CRS will be a good foundation on which to build a better understanding of response
error for ACS analysis topics in the future, as well as giving a snapshot of response error in the
2012 ACS.

Overall, we see that response error is probably not a major concern for most ACS analysis topics.

Using the traditional rule of thumb for the index of inconsistency, the inconsistency level for the
majority of analysis categories is either "Low" or "Moderate™. There are a relatively small
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number of categories (and analysis topics) for which response error appears to be a significant
proportion of total error, and we should focus future study on these categories and analysis
topics.

For all ACS analysis topics and categories, we should use the evaluation measure estimates
found here as a baseline against which to compare future response error estimates.

Based on the criteria described at the beginning of section 4, we identify 10 PRP housing
analysis topics and 25 PRP person analysis topics.

It is striking that all of the PRP housing analysis topics involve numeric response options.
Furthermore, all but one of the PRP housing analysis topics involves dollar amount responses.
This trend is not quite as prominent for the person analysis topics; but nine of the PRP person
analysis topics involve numeric responses, and seven of these are income amount questions. In
addition, a pattern that we see for most analysis topics with naturally ordered analysis categories
— most of which are numeric response analysis topics — is that the GDR and 101 values tend to
be highest in the middle categories, decreasing for categories that are earlier or later in the
natural order. While the degree of inconsistency varies within analysis topics that involve
numeric responses, and we should not attribute all of the inconsistency to this single
characteristic, this trend does suggest that research into methods for mitigating response error for
numeric response analysis topics in general could be fruitful.

Using a criterion based only on category GDR estimates and their CV values, we identified nine
analysis topics that may have reliability issues specific to one or two of the three ACS data
collection modes. In addition, we identified four other analysis topics that appear to have
potential reliability issues in all three modes, based on this GDR-only criterion, but did not flag
as PRP in the overall analysis.

Similarly, we identified 22 analysis topics that may have reliability issues specific to one or more
of the five Hispanic Origin/Race subgroups. Two of these appear to have potential reliability
issues in all five subgroups, but we did not flag them as PRP in the overall analysis.

Our analysis of reliability by mode and Hispanic Origin/Race subgroup is limited, but the
identification of analysis topics that may have issues specific to a mode or subgroup could be the
basis for future research. The fact that we identified certain analysis topics as having issues in all
modes or all subgroups, but did not flag them as PRP overall, is a reminder that our PRP criteria
are somewhat subjective. Research into alternative criteria may be useful, both for future
analysis of the data collected in this survey, and for future similar projects.
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Appendix A: Detailed Results for Housing Topics

Analysis : GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level  Q % % percent percent

'gfgb"e G, (R, R, W) 1001  80(L1)  Low 68(04)  7.0(04)
Single unit, detached 3.2(0.2) 7.1 (0.5) Low 66.1 (0.6) 66.2 (0.7)
Single unit, attached 4.4 (0.3) 40.6 (2.3) Moderate 5.6 (0.3) 6.0 (0.3)
Apartment building, 2 units 2.5(0.2) 39.8(3.2) Moderate 3.7 (0.2) 2.8 (0.2)
Apartment building, 3 or 4 units 2.1(0.2) 28.9 (2.7) Moderate 3.8(0.2) 3.8(0.2)
Building Type Apartment bu!ld!ng, 5 to 9 units 2.4 (0.2) 29.1(2.6) Moderate 4.1 (0.3) 4.4 (0.3)
Al LuEL curleling, 1 L 25(02) 340(29) Moderate 39(03)  37(03)
AL el VTS 19(02) 345(27) Moderate 29(02)  29(02)
AL el S0l i) 15(02) 236(24) Moderate 32(02)  33(02)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 2.9 (0.2) 19.7 (0.7) Low
Built 2010 or later 0.5(0.1) 20.8 (5.0) Moderate 1.1 (0.2) 1.3(0.2)
Built 2000 to 2009 2.8(0.2) 9.8 (0.8) Low 17.2(0.5) 17.7 (0.5)
Built 1990 to 1999 4.5(0.3) 17.8 (1.2) Low 15.2 (0.5) 14.9 (0.5)
Built 1980 to 1989 5.2 (0.3) 21.3(1.3) Moderate 14.3 (0.6) 14.0 (0.5)
Year Built Built 1970 to 1979 5.0 (0.3) 19.4 (1.2) Low 15.2 (0.5) 15.5(0.5)
Built 1960 to 1969 5.2 (0.3) 28.1(1.5) Moderate 10.5 (0.5) 10.3 (0.4)
Built 1950 to 1959 4.7 (0.3) 25.5(1.8) Moderate 10.2 (0.4) 10.5(0.4)
Built 1940 to 1949 2.9(0.3) 32.9(2.7) Moderate 4.8 (0.3) 4.5(0.3)
Built 1939 or earlier 2.4 (0.2) 116 (1.1) Low 11.6 (0.5) 11.4(0.4)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.2 (0.1) 19.2 (0.6) Low
Moved in 2012 or later 1.5(0.2) 11.8 (1.4) Low 6.7 (0.3) 6.8 (0.3)
Moved in 2011 3.5(0.3) 17.3 (1.2) Low 11.6 (0.5) 11.5 (0.5)
Moved in 2010 4.9 (0.3) 31.7(1.9) Moderate 8.5 (0.4) 8.6 (0.5)
Y‘mf’,iﬁ: L “Moved in 2009 34(02) 258(L7) Moderate 73(04)  7.0(0.3)
Moved in 2008 2.7 (0.2) 29.9 (2.3) Moderate 4.7 (0.3) 4.7 (0.3)
Moved in 2007 or earlier 3.0 (0.2) 6.4 (0.5) Low 61.2 (0.7) 61.5 (0.6)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.2(0.1) 16.1 (0.6) Low
Less than one acre 7.0 (0.4) 19.4 (1.2) Low 77.0 (0.6) 75.3 (0.6)
Lot Size 110 9.9 acres 7.3(0.4) 23.2(1.4) Moderate 18.7 (0.6) 20.2 (0.6)
10 or more acres 1.1 (0.1) 13.6 (1.6) Low 4.2 (0.3) 4.5 (0.2)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.8 (0.4) 20.3(1.2) Moderate

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix A: Detailed Results for Housing Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level  Q % % percent percent
None 3.4 (0.5) 37.5(5.6) Moderate 94.2 (0.7) 96.1 (0.6)
$1 to $999 2.3(0.4) 74.4(7.2) High [ 2.1(0.4) 1.0 (0.3)
. $1,000 to $2,499 0.6 (0.1) 42.3(8.8) Moderate | 0.9 (0.2) 0.6 (0.2)
Agg;‘:étsura' $2,500 to $4,999 06(0.2) 765(103)  High | 03(01)  04(02)
$5,000 to $9,999 0.7 (0.2) 60.8 (12.6) High | 0.6 (0.2) 0.5(0.2)
$10,000 or more 0.9 (0.2) 27.9(9.2) Moderate | 1.9 (0.5) 1.3 (0.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.3(0.5) 45.3 (5.7) Moderate
B‘;,Sr'(;‘ngt)?“ Yes 19(03) 754(48)  High | 17(03)  0.8(0.1)
1 room 24(0.2) 52.7(3.7) High [ 1.7 (0.1) 3.1(0.2)
2 rooms 3.0(0.2) 55.3 (3.9) High | 2.9(0.2) 2.6 (0.2)
3 rooms 7.6 (0.4) 49.1(1.9) Moderate P 8.0 (0.3) 8.9 (0.5)
4 rooms 13.0 (0.5) 47.7 (1.7) Moderate P 15.7 (0.5) 16.8 (0.5)
Number Of 5 rooms 17.7(0.5)  53.9(1.5) High P 202(05)  21.2(0.5)
Rooms 6 rooms 18.0 (0.5)  61.0(1.5) High P 181(06)  17.9(0.5)
7 rooms 143 (0.5)  62.1(1.8) High P 134(05)  13.2(0.5)
8 rooms 10.1 (0.4) 63.5 (1.8) High P 9.4 (0.4) 8.0 (0.3)
9 or more rooms 7.3(0.3) 42.3(1.9) Moderate 10.7 (0.4) 8.3 (0.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 13.3(0.2) 54.5 (0.7) High P
No bedrooms 0.7 (0.1) 80.5 (7.6) High | 0.6 (0.1) 0.3(0.1)
1 bedroom 1.6 (0.2) 9.1 (1.0) Low 9.4 (0.4) 9.5 (0.4)
2 bedrooms 44(03) 115(0.7) Low 254 (0.5)  25.3(0.5)
Nuriber OF 3 bedrooms 74(03) 151(07)  Low 422(06)  425(0.6)
4 bedrooms 5.4 (0.3) 18.3 (1.0) Low 18.2 (0.5) 18.2 (0.6)
5 or more bedrooms 1.7 (0.1) 20.9 (2.1) Moderate 4.2 (0.2) 4.2 (0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 5.4 (0.2) 14.8 (0.6) Low
R\‘;\;‘ar;g;g Yes 03(0.1) 840(47)  High | 99.8(0.0)  99.8(0.1)
Toilet Yes 0.3(0.1) 85.9(5.3) High [ 99.9(0.0)  99.8(0.1)
Bath Shower  Yes 0.3 (0.1) 85.2 (5.6) High | 99.9 (0.0) 99.8 (0.1)
Sink Yes 05(0.1) 925(3.0) High [ 99.9(0.0)  99.6 (0.1)
Stove Yes 0.8 (0.1) 60.8 (7.1) High | 99.5(0.1) 99.2 (0.1)
Refrigerator  Yes 0.4 (0.1) 97.8 (1.3) High | 99.9 (0.0) 99.7 (0.1)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix A: Detailed Results for Housing Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level  Q % % percent percent
No vehicle available 2.4 (0.2) 17.3 (1.4) Low 7.6 (0.3) 7.6 (0.3)
1 vehicles available 7.4 (0.4) 16.5 (0.9) Low 33.2 (0.6) 34.1 (0.6)
2 vehicles available 11.0 (0.4) 23.1(0.9) Moderate 38.3 (0.6) 39.3 (0.6)
N\l;g:ﬁg:’egf 3 vehicles available 70(03)  28.7(L4) Moderate 146 (0.5  13.8(0.4)
4 vehicles available 3.2(0.2) 37.2(3.1) Moderate 4.7 (0.3) 4.2 (0.3)
5 or more vehicles available 1.2 (0.2) 47.0 (5.8) Moderate I 1.5(0.2) 1.1 (0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.0 (0.3) 22.7 (0.8) Moderate
Utility gas 9.4(0.4) 18.9(0.8) Low 49.0 (0.7)  47.7(0.7)
Bottled, tank, or LP gas 1.9 (0.2) 22.5(1.8) Moderate 4.7 (0.2) 4.3(0.2)
Electricity 10.0 (0.4) 21.1(0.9) Moderate 37.6 (0.6) 39.1(0.7)
. Fuel oil, kerosene, etc. 1.3(0.1) 129 (1.5) Low 5.4 (0.3) 5.1(0.3)
eating d':”e' Coal or coke 00(0.0) 148(80)  Low | 01(0.0)  0.1(00)
Wood 09(0.1) 20.7(2.5) Moderate [ 2.0 (0.1) 2.4(0.2)
Solar energy or other fuel 1.0 (0.1) 89.9 (2.7) High | 0.5(0.1) 0.6 (0.1)
No fuel used 0.9 (0.1) 61.3(6.7) High I 0.7 (0.1) 0.7 (0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.5 (0.4) 20.7 (0.8) Moderate

Less than $25 1.3(0.1) 43.6 (3.9) Moderate | 1.5 (0.1) 1.5 (0.2)
$25 to $49 6.7 (0.3) 41.3(2.1) Moderate 9.2 (0.4) 8.6 (0.3)
$50 to $74 13.4 (0.4)  55.6 (1.5) High P 14.0(0.4)  14.1(0.5)
$75 to $99 148 (0.5)  65.0(1.7) High P 134(04) 12.8(0.4)
Monthly $100 to $149 21.2 (0.6) 59.9 (1.7) High P  23.2(0.6) 22.7 (0.5)
Electricity ~ $150 to $199 15.0(0.5)  60.7 (1.7) High P 145(0.5) 14.4 (0.5)
Cost $200 or more 10.8(0.5)  33.2(1.5) Moderate 19.9 (0.6) 21.2 (0.6)
neluded inrentor condominium 35 01)  160(19)  Low 38(02)  38(0.2)
No charge or electricity not used 0.9 (0.2) 68.3 (5.9) High | 0.6 (0.1) 0.8 (0.1)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 14.0 (0.3) 50.9 (0.8) High P
Less than $25 8.0 (0.3) 47.6 (2.0) Moderate P 9.4 (0.4) 9.0 (0.4)
$25 to $49 13.1(0.4) 55.5 (1.6) High P 13.7 (0.4) 13.6 (0.4)
$50 to $74 11.4(0.5) 65.3 (2.4) High P 9.7 (0.4) 9.6 (0.4)
$75 to $99 7.1(0.4) 67.1(2.5) High P 5.8 (0.3) 5.5 (0.4)
$100 to $149 8.9 (0.4) 63.2 (2.4) High P 7.9 (0.4) 7.3(0.4)
Monthly Gas ~ $150 to $199 4.0 (0.3) 73.6 (3.6) High | 3.0(0.2) 2.6 (0.2)
Cost $200 or more 3.5(0.2) 54.9 (3.0) High | 3.6 (0.2) 3.1(0.2)
}Qg'“d‘*d in rent or condominium 55 5y 378 (2.5  Moderate 4403)  3.9(02)
Included in electricity payment 7.3(0.4) 53.1(2.4) High P 6.6 (0.4) 8.3(0.5)
No charge or gas not used 6.8 (0.3) 14.7 (0.7) Low 35.9 (0.6) 37.1(0.6)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.2 (0.1) 45.0 (0.7) Moderate P

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.

A-3



Appendix A: Detailed Results for Housing Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 = § 3 ACS CRS
Topic Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level  Q % % percent percent
Less than $120 8.6 (0.4) 91.9 (2.0) High | P 7.9 (0.4) 1.7 (0.2)
$120 to $299 7.9 (0.4) 53.7 (2.0) High P 7.9 (0.3) 8.0 (0.4)
$300 to $599 15.4 (0.5) 48.3 (1.5) Moderate P 19.1(0.5) 20.8 (0.6)
$600 to $899 15.1 (0.5) 55.3 (1.4) High P  15.3(0.5) 17.3(0.5)
$900 to $1199 8.0 (0.3) 68.9 (2.5) High P 5.8 (0.3) 6.6 (0.3)
Annual Water $1200 to $1799 6.6 (0.3) 59.5 (2.4) H!gh P 5.5(0.4) 6.3 (0.4)
Sewer Cost 51800 to $2399 1.6 (0.2) 76.3 (5.3) High | 0.9 (0.1) 1.2 (0.2)
$2400 to $3599 1.0 (0.1) 77.9 (6.7) High I 0.7 (0.2) 0.6 (0.1)
$3600 or more 0.4 (0.1) 84.7(10.7) High I 0.2 (0.1) 0.3(0.1)
}Qg'“ded nrent or condominium 7 2 4y 231 (1.1)  Moderate 208(06)  21.2(0.5)
No charge 6.8 (0.4) 25.3(1.3) Moderate 15.8 (0.4) 16.0 (0.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.2 (0.2) 46.6 (0.8) Moderate P
Less than $300 2.5(0.2) 70.3 (4.7) High | 1.9 (0.2) 1.7 (0.2)
$300 to $599 1.5(0.1) 71.4 (4.8) High | 1.0 (0.1) 1.1(0.1)
$600 to $899 1.3(0.1) 64.8 (5.2) High | 1.2 (0.1) 0.8 (0.1)
$900 to $1199 1.1(0.1) 75.2 (5.0) High I 0.8 (0.1) 0.6 (0.1)
Annual Other $1200 to $1799 1.6 (0.2) 65.0 (6.1) H!gh I 1.5(0.2) 1.0 (0.2)
Fuel Cost $1800 to $2399 1.1(0.2) 74.1(5.1) High I 0.8 (0.1) 0.7 (0.2)
$2400 or more 1.0 (0.1) 32.8(4.0) Moderate | 1.6 (0.2) 1.5(0.2)
included inent or condominium 55 02)  846(34)  High | 2002  06(0.1)
No charge 7.6 (0.4) 44.7 (1.9) Moderate 89.2 (0.4) 92.1(0.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.8 (0.3) 55.7 (1.6) High
Food Stamp
Recipiency Yes 3.8(0.2) 16.5 (0.8) Low 13.0(0.3) 13.8 (0.3)
Less than $100 per month 6.8 (1.9) 36.5(9.0) Moderate P 9.8 (2.1) 10.9 (2.3)
$100 to $149 2.6 (1.0) 13.6 (5.4) Low 11.2(1.7) 10.2 (1.8)
Condomini $150 to $199 4.0(1.3) 13.0 (4.1) Low 20.3(2.7) 18.0 (2.6)
o $200 0 $299 65(16) 163(41)  Low 271(27) 280 (3.0)
$300 to $499 5.8 (1.6) 16.7 (4.2) Low 22.4 (3.0) 22.5(3.1)
$500 or more per month 3.4 (1.1) 18.9 (6.2) Low 9.3(1.6) 10.4 (2.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 5.2 (0.9) 18.1 (3.2) Low P
Conqorminium e 24(02) 219(1.8) Moderate 6003  57(03)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix A: Detailed Results for Housing Topics

Analysis : GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS

Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level  Q % % percent percent
Owned with a mortgage 4.2 (0.3) 8.5 (0.6) Low 44.3 (0.6) 42.8 (0.7)
Owned without a mortgage 4.0 (0.3) 11.8 (0.8) Low 21.1(0.5) 22.3(0.5)
Tenure Rented_ _ 1.9(0.2) 4.3 (0.4) Low 32.6 (0.7) 32.6 (0.7)
Occupied without payment of 15(02) 365(39) Moderate | 2002  23(02)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.3(0.2) 8.9 (0.5) Low
Less than $100 0.4 (0.1) 19.3 (6.3) Low I 1.3(0.2) 1.1 (0.2)
$100 to $149 0.7 (0.2) 40.4(10.9) Moderate | 0.9 (0.2) 0.9 (0.2)
$150 to $199 0.8 (0.2) 27.9(7.8) Moderate | 1.5 (0.3) 1.4 (0.3)
$200 to $249 0.7 (0.3) 16.9 (5.7) Low | 2.1(0.3) 2.2 (0.4)
$250 to $299 0.8 (0.2) 19.3(7.2) Low I 2.0 (0.6) 2.2 (0.6)
$300 to $349 0.9 (0.3) 25.8 (6.8) Moderate I 1.8 (0.3) 1.6 (0.3)
$350 to $399 1.5 (0.3) 25.1(4.5) Moderate I 3.0(0.3) 3.1(0.4)
$400 to $449 1.0 (0.2) 12.0 (2.7) Low 4.4 (0.5) 4.4 (0.5)
$450 to $499 1.5 (0.3) 17.5 (3.7) Low 4.2 (0.5) 4.4 (0.5)
$500 to $549 1.8 (0.3) 16.1 (2.5) Low 5.9 (0.6) 6.0 (0.6)
Monthly Rent $550 to $599 1.8 (0.4) 16.1 (3.0) Low 6.0 (0.6) 5.8 (0.6)
$600 to $649 2.1(0.4) 22.0(3.5) Moderate 4.9 (0.5) 5.4 (0.4)
$650 to $699 1.9 (0.4) 16.7 (3.1) Low 6.0 (0.6) 6.0 (0.5)
$700 to $749 1.9 (0.3) 19.7 (3.7) Low 5.0 (0.5) 5.0 (0.4)
$750 to $799 1.9 (0.3) 19.4 (3.7) Low 5.5 (0.6) 4.8 (0.5)
$800 to $899 2.8 (0.4) 18.0 (2.3) Low 8.6 (0.6) 8.7 (0.6)
$900 to $999 1.8 (0.4) 13.9 (2.8) Low 7.1 (0.6) 7.0 (0.6)
$1,000 to $1,249 1.9 (0.4) 8.0 (1.7) Low 13.4(0.8) 13.9(0.8)
$1,250 to $1,499 1.6 (0.3) 14.2 (3.0) Low 6.2 (0.6) 6.1 (0.6)
$1,500 to $1,999 1.7 (0.3) 14.4 (2.5) Low 6.1 (0.5) 6.3 (0.6)
$2,000 or more 0.5 (0.2) 6.3 (2.7) Low 3.9 (0.5) 3.8 (0.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 1.7 (0.1) 16.1 (1.0) Low
Meals
Included In Yes 1.2 (0.2) 31.3(5.8) Moderate | 1.8 (0.3) 2.0 (0.3)
Rent

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix A: Detailed Results for Housing Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level  Q % % percent percent
Less than $50,000 2.8(0.2) 20.8(1.8) Moderate 7.8 (0.4) 6.9 (0.4)
$50,000 to $99,999 5.0 (0.3) 19.9 (1.3) Low 15.3 (0.6) 14.3 (0.6)
$100,000 to $149,999 8.6 (0.5) 29.6 (1.5) Moderate 17.5(0.6) 18.0 (0.7)
$150,000 to $199,999 8.5 (0.4) 31.5(1.4) Moderate 16.0 (0.6) 16.2 (0.6)
P{fgﬁgy $200,000 to $299,999 76(05) 237(13) Moderate 20.0(0.8)  20.2(0.7)
$300,000 to $499,999 5.4 (0.4) 20.5 (1.7) Moderate 15.3 (0.7) 15.9 (0.6)
$500,000 to $999,999 2.0 (0.3) 16.0 (1.9) Low 6.5 (0.4) 6.8 (0.4)
$1,000,000 or more 03(0.1) 102(2.2) Low 1.7 (0.2) 1.7 (0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.4 (0.2) 23.8(0.8) Moderate
None 1.9 (0.3) 37.8 (4.4) Moderate 2.8 (0.3) 2.4 (0.3)
$1 to $299 3.0(0.3) 31.0(3.1) Moderate 5.3(0.4) 5.1(0.4)
$300 to $599 4.0(0.4) 321(3.0) Moderate 6.4 (0.4) 6.9 (0.4)
$600 to $899 49(0.4) 32.0(24) Moderate 8.7 (0.5) 8.0 (0.4)
$900 to $1199 5.9(0.4)  46.6(2.7) Moderate P 6.3 (0.4) 7.4 (0.5)
$1,200 to $1,499 8.0 (0.6) 48.0 (2.8) Moderate P 9.0 (0.6) 9.4 (0.5)
or Qg‘:‘t‘;’a'hx $1,500 to $1,799 63(04) 505(3.1)  High P 69(0.5) 6.4 (0.4)
Amount $1,800 to $2,399 10.2 (0.6) 47.6 (2.5) Moderate P 11.9 (0.5) 12.4(0.7)
$2,400 to $3,599 9.6(0.5) 34.1(1.8) Moderate 17.2(0.6)  16.9(0.6)
$3,600 to $4,799 5.4(0.3) 34.6(25) Moderate 8.5 (0.4) 8.4 (0.4)
$4,800 to $5,999 35(0.3) 37.9(28) Moderate 4.8 (0.4) 4.8 (0.4)
$6,000 to $7,199 3.2(0.3) 36.8(3.2) Moderate 4.4 (0.4) 4.6 (0.3)
$7,200 or more 2.5(0.2) 17.9 (2.0) Low 7.8 (0.4) 7.3(0.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.3 (0.2) 37.7(1.0) Moderate P
None 5.9 (0.4) 42.0(2.9) Moderate P 9.7 (0.6) 5.3 (0.4)
$1 to $119 1.6 (0.2) 90.6 (5.5) High 1.1 (0.2) 0.7 (0.1)
$120 to $299 4.0(0.4) 53.7(4.3) High P 3.6 (0.4) 4.1 (0.4)
$300 to $599 13.0(0.7) 39.7 (2.0) Moderate 19.8 (0.8) 21.5(0.7)
Annual $600 to $899 16.0 (0.8) 42.3(1.9) Moderate 25.4 (0.8) 25.0 (0.7)
Property $900 to $1,199 13.1 (0.6) 52.0 (2.3) High P 14.2(0.6) 15.2 (0.6)
Insurance  $1,200 to $1,799 13.1(0.7)  47.3(2.3) Moderate P 159(0.8) 17.2(0.7)
Amount $1,800 to $2,399 6.0 (0.4) 58.6 (3.5) High P 5.2 (0.4) 5.7 (0.5)
$2,400 to $3,599 3.6 (0.3) 59.2 (3.5) High 3.0 (0.3) 3.4 (0.3)
$3,600 to $4,799 0.9 (0.2) 52.1(9.8) High 0.9 (0.2) 0.9 (0.2)
$4,800 or more 1.1(0.2) 55.0 (8.8) High 1.1 (0.2) 0.9 (0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 11.7 (0.3) 47.0 (1.0) Moderate P

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix A: Detailed Results for Housing Topics

Analysis : GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level  Q % % percent percent
Owned with a mortgage 6.7 (0.5) 66.3 (3.5) High P 93.6 (0.5) 95.7 (0.4)
Mortgage Under contract to purchase 2.2(0.3) 76.4 (7.8) High | 1.3(0.3) 1.6 (0.3)
Status No mortgage 4.9 (0.4) 64.9 (3.7) High | 5.1(0.4) 2.7 (0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.5 (0.5) 67.2 (3.4) High P
Less than $200 0.5 (0.1) 31.0 (9.3) Moderate | 0.8 (0.2) 0.9 (0.2)
$200 to $249 0.5 (0.1) 28.9(9.0) Moderate | 0.9 (0.2) 0.7 (0.2)
$250 to $299 0.6 (0.2) 36.3(8.5) Moderate | 0.9 (0.2) 0.9 (0.2)
$300 to $349 0.7 (0.2) 26.7 (5.4) Moderate I 1.3(0.2) 1.4 (0.3)
$350 to $399 1.1(0.2) 32.3(6.6) Moderate I 1.9 (0.3) 1.6 (0.2)
$400 to $449 1.4 (0.3) 28.5(5.0) Moderate I 2.5(0.3) 2.5(0.3)
$450 to $499 1.2 (0.2) 30.4 (5.2) Moderate | 1.9 (0.2) 2.3(0.3)
M:r':g;'gi $500 to $599 27(04) 22.9(28) Moderate 64(05  62(05)
Payment $600 to $699 3.6 (0.5) 26.3(3.2) Moderate 7.6 (0.6) 7.2 (0.5)
$700 to $799 3.3(0.4) 23.8(2.4) Moderate 7.3 (0.6) 7.5 (0.6)
$800 to $999 4.6 (0.4) 18.8 (1.5) Low 14.4(0.7) 13.7 (0.8)
$1,000 to $1,249 6.2 (0.6) 23.7 (2.4) Moderate 15.1 (0.8) 16.1 (0.8)
$1,250 to $1,499 4.3 (0.4) 23.3(2.0) Moderate 10.3(0.7) 10.4 (0.7)
$1,500 to $1,999 4.9 (0.5) 19.7 (2.0) Low 15.0 (0.9) 14.4 (0.9)
$2,000 or more 2.9 (0.4) 11.9 (1.6) Low 13.9 (0.7) 14.0 (0.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.9(0.2) 21.7 (0.9) Moderate
Prfrf’celﬁé’ezax Yes 73(05) 17.7(11)  Low 713(08)  71.0(0.8)
Property
Insurance Yes 11.5(0.7) 24.4 (1.5) Moderate 61.1 (0.9) 63.1 (0.8)
Included
Home equity loan 6.5 (0.3) 30.7 (1.5) Moderate 11.6 (0.5) 12.5(0.5)
Second mortgage 3.0(0.3) 44.0 (3.2) Moderate | 3.3(0.3) 3.7(0.3)
Second Second mortgage and home :
Mortgage  equity loan gag 13(0.2) 77.4(76)  High | 05 (0.1) 1.3(0.2)
Type No second mortgage or home 6.3(0.3) 22.8(12) Moderate 845(0.6)  82.6(0.6)
equity loan
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.1 (0.3) 29.9 (1.1) Moderate

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix A: Detailed Results for Housing Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level  Q % % percent percent
Less than $100 46(1.1) 20.8(5.2) Moderate 119(21)  13.4(2.3)
$100 to $199 11.3(1.5)  33.8(4.1) Moderate 221(20)  20.4(15)
$200 to $249 11.3(1.4)  54.7(6.3) High P 120(15)  11.4(1.6)
$250 to $299 5.5 (0.9) 33.2(6.3) Moderate 8.7 (1.4) 9.7 (1.5)
$300 to $349 6.5(1.0) 315(4.6) Moderate 108 (1.4)  125(1.7)
$350 to $399 3.8 (0.9) 47.2 (8.8) Moderate 51(1.1) 3.3(0.7)
Second $400 to $449 3.3(05) 39.2(7.8) Moderate P 4.0(0.9) 4.8 (0.8)
'\Ff';’;trﬁzﬁf $450 to $499 21(06) 339(82) Moderate 3.5(0.8) 2.8 (0.5)
AT $500 to $599 6.7(1.2) 54.7(7.0) High P 5.7 (0.9) 7.3(1.2)
$600 to $699 2.1(0.5) 26.2 (7.5) Moderate 3.9(0.8) 4.6 (0.9)
$700 to $799 1.3(0.3) 39.2(11.1) Moderate 1.8 (0.4) 1.6 (0.4)
$800 to $999 2.4(0.7) 46.3(11.0) Moderate 3.2(0.8) 2.2 (0.5)
$1,000 to $1,249 1.6 (0.4) 21.8 (8.3) Moderate 3.9 (1.0) 3.7 (0.9)
$1,250 or more 1.9 (0.5) 33.9(9.1) Moderate 3.4 (0.7) 2.2 (0.6)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.7 (0.6) 36.2 (2.5) Moderate P
Less than $250 17.0 (45) 52.7 (14.6) High P 199(42)  20.4(5.2)
Moﬁi’l‘:‘ﬁéme $250 to $2,499 229 (44) 527(106)  High P 306(55)  33.2(5.7)
Costs $2,500 or more 22.6 (5.2) 45.2(10.3) Moderate P 49.6 (5.6) 46.4 (5.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 21.5(3.9) 49.7 (8.9) Moderate P

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent

Householder 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) Low 40.6 (0.3) 40.6 (0.3)

Husband or Wife 0.4 (0.2) 1.4 (0.2) Low 19.8 (0.3) 19.8 (0.3)

Biological Son or Daughter 1.3(0.1) 3.2(0.3) Low 26.8 (0.4) 26.4 (0.4)

Adopted Son or Daughter 0.4 (0.1) 35.3(5.2) Moderate | 0.5 (0.1) 0.6 (0.1)

Stepson or Stepdaughter 0.5 (0.1) 17.6 (3.1) Low | 1.3 (0.2) 1.4 (0.2)

Brother or sister 0.2 (0.0) 13.1 (2.5) Low | 0.9 (0.1) 0.9 (0.1)

Father or mother 0.4 (0.2) 20.6 (2.6) Moderate | 1.0 (0.2) 1.1 (0.1)

Relationship _ Grandchild 0.2 (0.0 5.4 (1.0) Low | 2.1(0.2) 2.1(0.2)
To Parent-in-law 0.1 (0.0 19.2 (4.8) Low | 0.3(0.1) 0.4 (0.2)
Householder  Son-in-law or daughter-in-law 0.1 (0.0) 12.3(3.9) Low I 0.3 (0.0) 0.4 (0.1)
Other relative 0.6 (0.1) 29.6 (4.5) Moderate | 1.1 (0.1) 1.0 (0.1)

Roomer or boarder 0.6 (0.1) 79.0 (5.8) High | 0.4 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1)

Housemate or roommate 1.3(0.2) 49.1 (5.2) Moderate | 1.6 (0.2) 1.1 (0.1)

Unmarried partner 0.8 (0.1) 17.7 (1.7) Low | 2.3(0.1) 2.2 (0.1)

Foster child 0.1 (0.0 35.0 (14.6) Moderate | 0.1 (0.0) 0.1 (0.0

Other nonrelative 1.6 (0.2) 64.5 (4.2) High | 0.8 (0.1) 1.7 (0.2)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.5 (0.0) 6.0 (0.3) Low
Sex Male 0.7 (0.1) 1.5(0.2) Low 48.6 (0.4) 48.6 (0.3)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 T ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % z percent percent
Age 0-4 0.2 (0.0) 1802  Low 64(02)  6.3(0.2)
Age 5-9 0.3 (0.0) 26(03) Low 67(02)  6.7(0.2)
Age 10-14 0.3 (0.0) 25(0.3)  Low 69(0.1)  6.9(0.1)
Age 15-17 0.3 (0.0) 40(05)  Low 38(0.1)  3.8(0.1)
Age 18-19 0.3 (0.0) 73(0.8)  Low 24(01)  24(0.1)
Age 20 0.4(00)  166(2.0) Low 11(01)  1.1(0.1)
Age 21 0.4(00) 137(1.8) Low 13(01)  1.3(0.1)
Age 22-24 0.5 (0.0) 6.8(05  Low 39(01)  3.9(0.1)
Age 25-29 0.6 (0.0) 48(0.4)  Low 66(0.2)  6.5(0.2)
Age 30-34 0.5 (0.0) 41(04)  Low 65(0.1)  6.5(0.2)
Age 35-39 0.5 (0.0) 46(0.4)  Low 59(0.2)  5.9(0.1)
- Age 40-44 0.6 (0.1) 53(05) Low 65(02)  6.5(0.2)
Age 45-49 0.7 (0.1) 52(04) Low 68(0.1)  6.8(0.2)
Age 50-54 0.7 (0.1) 49(04)  Low 73(02)  7.4(02)
Age 55-59 0.6 (0.0) 48(0.4)  Low 68(0.1)  6.8(0.1)
Age 60-61 0.5 (0.0) 9.1(0.8) Low 25(0.1)  2.6(0.1)
Age 62-64 0.4 (0.0) 62(0.6) Low 37(0.1)  3.6(0.1)
Age 65-66 0.4 (0.0) 8.4(L0) Low 22(01)  2.3(0.1)
Age 67-69 0.3 (0.0) 59(06) Low 27(01)  27(0.1)
Age 70-74 0.3 (0.0) 41(04)  Low 37(01)  3.8(0.1)
Age 75-79 0.2 (0.0) 45(05)  Low 26(0.1)  2.6(0.1)
Age 80-84 0.2 (0.0) 48(0.8)  Low 19(01)  1.9(0.1)
Age 85 + 0.1 (0.0 2.7 (0.6) Low 1.7 (0.1) 1.8 (0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.4 (0.0) 4.9 (0.2) Low
AgeRange  Aqe Range 0-14 44(17)  201(64) Moderate 133(40) 11.6(2.9)
Estimate

H(')Srﬁ’;“n'c Not Hispanic 17 (0.2) 6.1(08)  Low 841(0.7) 83.6(0.7)
H(')Srﬁ’g:‘r:C Mexican 1.4(0.2) 7712  Low 10.2(0.5)  10.7(0.5)
H(')Srﬁ’g:‘n'c Puerto Rican 0.2 (0.) 9.9 (24)  Low 12(02)  13(02)
H(')Srﬁ’g:‘r:C Cuban 0.1 (0.0) 55(2.3)  Low 08(0.2)  0.8(0.1)
H(')Srﬁ’g:‘r:c Other Hispanic 14(0.2) 182(26)  Low 40(03)  3.9(03)
Hc';'rﬁ’gl”r:c ;'r':fean”t'c origin write-in 18(0.3)  23.1(28) Moderate 44(04)  39(03)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Not Hispanic or Latino 1.5(0.2) 5.5 (0.8) Low 84.3 (0.7) 83.7 (0.7)
Mexican alone 1.4 (0.2) 7.3 (1.0) Low 10.2 (0.5) 10.5 (0.5)
Puerto Rican alone 0.2 (0.12) 10.4 (2.8) Low | 1.1(0.1) 1.2 (0.2)
H(i)spa_nic Cuban alone 0.1 (0.0) 3.4 (1.5) Low I 0.7 (0.1) 0.8 (0.2)
rigin i i i
Aggreggate \?vmeer;“iﬂagr']‘; %rhztzzoafgge) 09(0.1)  135(18  Low | 33(02)  34(0.2)
Multiple responses (with at .
least g’ne Hisppanic r(esponse) 05(0.1)  538(9.6)  High | 04(0.1)  04(0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 1.4 (0.2) 7.9 (0.8) Low
Race White 6.1(0.4) 19.5 (1.3) Low 80.8 (0.7) 80.4 (0.7)
Race Black 0.6 (0.1) 3.2 (0.5) Low 11.5 (0.6) 11.4 (0.6)
Race fmerican Indian or Alaska 19(02)  480(37) Moderate | 1602  24(02)
Race Asian Indian 0.3(0.1) 10.3 (2.6) Low | 1.2 (0.2) 1.3(0.2)
Race Chinese 0.2 (0.2) 11.6 (3.3) Low I 0.9 (0.2) 0.9 (0.2)
Race Filipino 0.1 (0.0) 7.1(2.3) Low | 1.0 (0.2) 1.0 (0.2)
Race Japanese 0.1(0.1) 16.3 (6.9) Low I 0.4 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1)
Race Korean 0.0 (0.0) 5.7 (3.3) Low | 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1)
Race Vietnamese 0.0 (0.0) 7.7 (4.3) Low I 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1)
Race Other Asian 0.5 (0.1) 36.6 (7.4) Moderate | 0.7 (0.1) 0.6 (0.1)
Race Native Hawaiian 0.0 (0.0) 10.6 (3.7) Low I 0.1(0.2) 0.1(0.1)
Guamanian or Chamorro,
Race Samoan, or Other Pacific 0.1(0.2) 27.6 (9.7) Moderate | 0.2 (0.1) 0.3(0.1)
Islander
Race Some other race 6.5 (0.5) 66.6 (3.6) High P 4.8 (0.3) 5.5 (0.5)
Race Race write-in 1 present 1.5(0.2) 49.6 (4.1) Moderate | 1.4 (0.2) 1.7 (0.1)
Race Race write-in 2 present 6.1(0.4) 67.6 (3.6) High P 4.3(0.3) 5.1(0.5)
Race Race write-in 3 present 0.9 (0.2) 49.2 (6.5) Moderate | 1.1(0.2) 0.8 (0.1)
White alone 7.2(0.5) 20.7 (1.3) Moderate 78.1(0.7) 77.0 (0.7)
Black alone 1.0 (0.2) 5.2 (0.7) Low 10.3 (0.6) 10.1 (0.6)
fimerican Indian or Alaska 06(0.1)  418(45 Moderate | 07(0.1)  08(0.0)
Race Asian alone 0.6 (0.1) 8.8 (1.4) Low 3.7(0.3) 3.6 (0.3)
Aggregate Native Hawaiian or Other
ggreg Dacifio elander sl 00(0.0) 128(55)  Low | 01(0.0)  0.2(0.0)
Some Other Race alone 5.0 (0.4) 68.0 (3.4) High P 3.7(0.3) 4.0 (0.4)
Multiple Races 4.0 (0.3) 53.3 (3.3) High I 3.4 (0.2) 4.3 (0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.0 (0.4) 24.0 (1.3) Moderate P

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top%c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
sornin b8, In state i 1301)  25(03) Low 525(0.6) 52.1(0.6)
Born in U.S., Northeast
region, not state of current 0.4 (0.2) 2.7 (0.6) Low 7.0 (0.3) 7.1(0.3)
residence
Born in U.S., Midwest region,
not state of current reside%ce 0.5(0.1) 3.0 (0.8) Low 8.9 (0.4) 8.9 (0.4)
Born in U.S., South region, not
state of current residen%e 0.7 (0.1) 4.0 (0.6) Low 9.9 (0.4) 10.0 (0.4)
Born in U.S., West region, not
state of current residegce 0.5(0.1) 52 (1.1) Low 5.3 (0.3) 5.3 (0.3)
Puerto Rico and U.S. Island
and Outlying Areas 0.0 (0.0) 2.1(1.3) Low | 0.5(0.1) 0.5 (0.1)
Mexico 0.0 (0.0) 0.4 (0.1) Low 5.5 (0.4) 5.5(0.4)
El Salvador 0.0 (0.0) 4.3 (4.1) Low | 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1)
Place of Birth  Cuba 0.0 (0.0) 1.2 (1.1) Low | 0.5(0.1) 0.5 (0.1)
Dominican Republic 0.1 (0.0 9.4 (8.5) Low | 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1)
Guatemala 0.0 (0.0) 1.3 (1.0) Low | 0.4 (0.2) 0.4 (0.1)
All Other Latin America 0.1 (0.1) 2.7 (1.4) Low | 2.2 (0.3) 2.2 (0.3)
Northern America 0.0 (0.0) 6.8 (3.9) Low | 0.3 (0.1) 0.3(0.1)
China 0.0 (0.0) 1.7 (1.2) Low | 0.6 (0.1) 0.6 (0.1)
India 0.1 (0.0) 3.8(2.1) Low | 0.8 (0.1) 0.8 (0.1)
Philippines 0.0 (0.0) 0.6 (0.6) Low | 0.7 (0.1) 0.6 (0.1)
Vietnam 0.0 (0.0) 1.9 (1.9) Low | 0.2 (0.1) 0.2 (0.1)
Korea 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) Low | 0.1 (0.0) 0.1 (0.0)
All Other Asia 0.1 (0.0) 4.0 (1.5) Low | 1.4 (0.2) 1.4 (0.2)
Europe 0.1 (0.0) 1.3 (0.4) Low | 2.0 (0.2) 2.0(0.2)
Africa 0.0 (0.0) 1.5 (1.5) Low | 0.4 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1)
Oceania 0.0 (0.0) 18.4 (9.4) Low | 0.1 (0.0 0.2 (0.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.8 (0.1) 2.9 (0.3) Low
Place of Birth Bornin the u.s. (inclgding
US or Not Puerto Rico and outlying 0.3(0.1) 1.2 (0.3) Low 84.1 (0.6) 84.0 (0.6)
areas)
i(r’rzgr?é:?de i 213 0.2 (0.2) 04(04)  Low 60.3(2.0)  60.1(2.0)
) Born outside the U.S.: Asia 0.2 (0.2) 0.7 (0.5) Low 23.7 (1.7) 23.8 (1.6)
Place Of Birth gy o tside the U.S. Europe 0.1 (0.1) 04(03) Low 126(12) 126(1.2)
Outside US 1 ~g 1 outside the U.S.: Africa 00(00)  00(00)  Low | 28(06)  28(0.6)
Born outside the U.S.: Oceania 0.0 (0.0) 1.1 (0.7) Low | 0.7 (0.2) 0.7 (0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.2 (0.2) 0.5 (0.3) Low

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and 101 — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
ﬁgz‘h‘;‘ﬁfﬁ;giys 00(00)  06(05  Low | 18(03)  1.8(03)
Born outside the U.S.: Latin 02(02)  04(04)  Low 585(21) 584 (2.1)
Place Of Birth o outside the U.S.: Asia 0.2(0.2) 07(05)  Low 23.7(1.7)  23.8(L.6)
Outside US2 g, outside the U.S.: Europe 0.1(0.1) 04(03)  Low 126(12) 12.6(L2)
Born outside the U.S.: Africa 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) Low I 2.8 (0.6) 2.8 (0.6)
Born outside the U.S.: Oceania 0.0 (0.0 1.1 (0.7) Low I 0.7 (0.2) 0.7 (0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.2 (0.1) 0.5(0.3) Low
U.S. citizen, born in U.S. 0.3(0.1) 1.2 (0.3) Low 84.1 (0.6) 84.0 (0.6)
U.S. citizen, born in Puerto
Rico or U.S. outlying areas 0.0 (0.0) 4.3 (1.8) Low | 0.5(0.1) 0.5(0.2)
iti i U.S. citizen, born abroad of
C'ggpussh'p American parent(s) 0.4 (0.1) 25.7 (4.9) Moderate [ 0.8 (0.1) 0.9 (0.1)
U.S. citizen by naturalization 0.8 (0.1) 6.8 (1.0) Low 5.9 (0.3) 6.1 (0.3)
Not a U.S. citizen 0.5(0.1) 3.0 (0.5) Low 8.7 (0.5) 8.6 (0.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.4 (0.2) 3.6 (0.4) Low
Naturalized 2005 or later 2.7(1.2) 6.0 (2.6) Low 33.1(3.3) 33.2(3.3)
Naturalized 2000 to 2004 6.5 (2.1) 28.1(7.4) Moderate 13.0 (2.5) 13.7 (2.1)
Naturalized 1995 to 1999 9.2(2.2) 35.0(7.0) Moderate 16.2 (2.2) 14.8 (2.5)
Year Of Naturalized 1990 to 1994 6.2 (1.4) 31.8(8.6) Moderate 10.7 (2.4) 11.2 (2.6)
Naturalization  Naturalized 1985 to 1989 4.7 (1.2) 34.9(7.6) Moderate 7.1(1.2) 7.4 (1.4)
Naturalized 1980 to 1984 4.4 (1.0) 37.7(9.0) Moderate P 7.1(1.4) 5.4 (1.2)
Naturalized before 1980 3.3(0.8) 13.9 (3.7) Low 12.8 (1.7) 14.3 (1.8)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 5.1(0.9) 22.8 (2.8) Moderate P
Entered 2005 or later 1.9 (0.5) 6.9 (1.7) Low 17.4 (1.5) 16.7 (1.5)
Entered 2000 to 2004 3.1(0.8) 12.0 (2.9) Low 14.3 (1.3) 15.8 (1.5)
Entered 1995 to 1999 4.4 (0.8) 17.0 (2.9) Low 15.7 (1.4) 15.1 (1.4)
Year OF Eniry Entered 1990 to 1994 3.0 (0.5) 15.6 (3.1) Low 10.8 (1.2) 10.7 (1.1)
Entered 1985 to 1989 4.4 (0.7) 21.4 (3.4) Moderate 11.8 (1.4) 11.4 (1.4)
Entered 1980 to 1984 3.3(0.8) 20.7 (4.4) Moderate 9.2(1.2) 8.2 (1.0)
Entered before 1980 2.1(0.5) 6.3 (1.6) Low 20.9 (1.4) 22.1(1.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.1(0.4) 13.1 (1.5) Low
Enrolled in Public School 3.3(0.3) 14.2 (1.1) Low 13.7 (0.4) 13.0 (0.4)
School Enrolled in Private School 1.4 (0.2) 29.2 (3.1) Moderate I 2.4 (0.2) 2.5(0.2)
Attendance Not enrolled in school 2.9(0.2) 11.0 (0.9) Low 83.8 (0.5) 84.5 (0.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 2.9(0.2) 14.0 (1.0) Low

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Enrolled in nursery school, 0.6 (0.2) 8.7 (3.0) Low 4.0 (0.6) 3.8 (0.6)
preschool T S T T
Enrolled in kindergarten 1.7 (0.6) 16.4 (5.4) Low 5.8 (1.0) 5.1 (0.8)
Enrolled in Grade 1 1.6 (0.7) 26.5(10.3) Moderate | 2.7 (0.6) 3.5(0.8)
Enrolled in Grade 2 1.6 (0.5) 18.7 (5.7) Low 4.1 (0.8) 4.6 (0.8)
Enrolled in Grade 3 1.8 (0.6) 17.5 (6.1) Low 5.3(0.9) 5.3(0.9)
Enrolled in Grade 4 1.8 (0.6) 24.6 (7.5) Moderate 4.0 (0.7) 3.8 (0.6)
Enrolled in Grade 5 2.7 (0.7) 32.9(7.5) Moderate | 5.2 (0.8) 3.4 (0.6)
Enrolled in Grade 6 2.7 (0.8) 27.7 (7.3) Moderate 4.7 (0.7) 5.5 (0.8)
School Grade  Enrolled in Grade 7 1.9 (0.5) 20.6 (5.1) Moderate 4.6 (0.8) 5.0 (0.9)
Level Enrolled in Grade 8 1.8 (0.4) 22.7 (4.8) Moderate 4.1(0.7) 4.3 (0.8)
Enrolled in Grade 9 1.6 (0.5) 18.9 (5.5) Low 4.5 (0.8) 4.6 (0.9)
Enrolled in Grade 10 1.6 (0.5) 14.7 (4.3) Low 6.1 (0.9) 5.7 (0.9)
Enrolled in Grade 11 1.8 (0.5) 17.9 (5.3) Low 5.0 (0.8) 5.6 (0.9)
Enrolled in Grade 12 1.7 (0.4) 18.4 (4.2) Low 4.7 (0.7) 4.8 (0.7)
Enrolled in college,
ondergraduate ygars 2.9 (0.5) 72(13)  Low 279(1.8) 27.3(L7)
SCLa::Iate EE 15(03)  104(L9)  Low 7607  7.7(0.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 2.1(0.2) 16.5 (1.5) Low

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent

No schooling completed 1.4 (0.2) 37.5(4.5) Moderate I 2.2(0.2) 1.4 (0.1)
Nursery school 0.5(0.1) 33.4(5.8) Moderate I 0.8 (0.1) 0.8 (0.1)
Kindergarten 0.3(0.1) 22.4 (6.6) Moderate I 0.6 (0.1) 0.6 (0.1)
1st grade 0.2 (0.1) 17.1(5.9) Low I 0.5(0.1) 0.6 (0.1)
2nd grade 0.4 (0.1) 20.3(5.9) Moderate I 0.9 (0.1) 0.9 (0.1)
3rd grade 0.5(0.1) 28.6 (7.5) Moderate I 0.8 (0.1) 0.9 (0.2)
4th grade 0.6 (0.1) 34.2 (6.3) Moderate I 1.0 (0.2) 0.8 (0.1)
5th grade 0.6 (0.1) 27.4(4.9) Moderate I 1.1(0.2) 1.1 (0.2)
6th grade 1.0(0.2) 25.3(3.9) Moderate I 2.0(0.2) 2.0(0.2)
7th grade 0.7 (0.1) 33.4(5.0) Moderate I 1.0(0.2) 1.1 (0.2)
8th grade 1.2 (0.2) 33.0(4.6) Moderate I 1.9(0.2) 1.9 (0.2)
9th grade 1.5(0.2) 29.6 (3.8) Moderate I 25(0.2) 2.7(0.2)

Educational 10th grade 1.5(0.2) 32.4(3.3) Moderate I 2.3(0.2) 2.4 (0.2)

Attainment _11th grade 1.8(0.2) 31.7(2.7) Moderate I 2.8(0.2) 3.1(0.2)
12th grade, no diploma 1.2 (0.1) 74.2 (5.2) High I 1.0(0.2) 0.6 (0.1)
Regular high school diploma 7.6 (0.3) 22.4(1.0) Moderate 21.3 (0.5) 21.8 (0.6)
GED, or alternative credential 2.0(0.2) 32.9(2.8) Moderate I 3.3(0.3) 3.0(0.2)
33;‘6 college, less than one 6.1(0.4)  623(24)  High p 55(04)  4.7(0.3)
Some college, one or more 86(0.4)  33.0(L5) Moderate 14905 156 (0.5)
years, no degree
Associate's degree 3.3(0.2) 26.4 (1.9) Moderate 6.7 (0.3) 6.7 (0.3)
Bachelor's degree 2.7(0.2) 9.6 (0.8) Low 16.6 (0.4) 17.0 (0.5)
Master's degree 1.5(0.2) 11.5(1.6) Low 6.7 (0.4) 7.1(0.4)
Professional school degree 1.4 (0.2) 40.6 (4.1) Moderate I 2.2(0.2) 1.3(0.1)
Doctorate degree 0.8 (0.1) 29.0 (3.8) Moderate I 1.2 (0.1) 1.6 (0.1)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.4(0.1) 26.7 (0.7) Moderate P

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 = § 3 ACS CRS

Topic Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Computers, Mathematics, and
Statistics 1.6 (0.4) 13.7 (2.6) Low 5.0 (0.5) 5.4 (0.6)
Biological, Agricultural, and
Environmental Sciences 1.2 (0.2) 9.4 (1.4) Low 6.3 (0.4) 6.2 (0.4)
Physical and Related Sciences 2.4 (0.3) 23.8(2.2) Moderate 3.6 (0.4) 4.3 (0.4)
Psychology 1.1 (0.2) 9.6 (1.4) Low 5.5 (0.5) 5.3(0.4)
Social Sciences 3.0 (0.4) 14.6 (1.6) Low 9.7 (0.7) 9.7 (0.7)

) Engineering 1.2 (0.2) 8.6 (1.5) Low 7.0 (0.4) 7.1(0.4)

BF'er']dIOf, Multidisciplinary Studies 07(0.2) 247(62) Moderate | 11(0.3)  1.2(0.3)

achelor's ; R

Degree ooy Engineening 23(02)  125(12)  Low 89(06)  86(06)
Business 3.1(0.3) 8.5 (0.8) Low 21.3 (0.8) 21.1 (0.8)
Education 3.6 (0.4) 13.1 (1.3) Low 14.4 (0.7) 13.0 (0.7)
Literature and Languages 1.7 (0.3) 15.6 (2.2) Low 45 (0.4) 5.1 (0.4)
Liberal Arts and History 3.2 (0.3) 225 (1.7) Moderate 5.5 (0.4) 6.0 (0.4)
Visual and Performing Arts 1.7 (0.3) 15.8 (2.4) Low 45 (0.4) 5.0 (0.5)
Communications 1.0 (0.2) 10.5 (1.7) Low 4.3 (0.4) 4.2 (0.4)
Other Bachelor Degree Field 1.9 (0.2) 15.2 (1.4) Low 5.8 (0.4) 5.3 (0.4)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
American 6.8 (0.5) 42.6 (1.2) Moderate I P 6.8 (0.4) 2.8(0.2)
Arab 0.2 (0.0) 12.2 (4.0 Low I 0.5(0.1) 0.6 (0.1)
British 0.6 (0.1) 38.5(3.2) Moderate I 0.5(0.1) 0.5(0.1)
Czech 0.5(0.1) 28.0(3.2) Moderate I 0.7 (0.1) 0.7 (0.1)
Danish 0.3 (0.0) 18.5(3.2) Low I 0.7 (0.1) 0.7 (0.1)
Dutch 1.3(0.1) 25.5(2.2) Moderate I 1.8 (0.2) 2.0(0.2)
English 7.6 (0.4) 27.8 (0.8) Moderate 10.5 (0.4) 11.7 (0.5)
European 1.7 (0.2) 419 (1.0) Moderate I 1.1(0.2) 1.2 (0.1)
French (except Basque) 3.1(0.3) 28.7 (1.7) Moderate 3.6 (0.3) 4.5 (0.3)
French Canadian 0.8 (0.1) 32.3(2.1) Moderate I 0.8 (0.1) 0.8 (0.1)
German 8.1(0.4) 20.5(0.7) Moderate 18.6 (0.4) 20.3(0.5)
Greek 0.1 (0.0) 9.6 (3.0) Low I 0.5(0.1) 0.5(0.1)
Hungarian 0.4 (0.2) 24.6 (3.5) Moderate I 0.5(0.1) 0.7 (0.1)
Irish 8.0 (0.3) 24.3(0.8) Moderate 13.8 (0.6) 15.2 (0.5)
Italian 1.8 (0.2) 13.2 (1.1) Low 6.2 (0.3) 6.4 (0.3)
Ancestry Lithuanian 0.4 (0.1) 29.0 (3.7) Moderate I 0.5(0.1) 0.4 (0.1)
Norwegian 0.8 (0.1) 19.2 (2.4) Low I 1.7 (0.2) 1.8 (0.2)
Polish 1.7 (0.2) 17.7 (1.7) Low 3.9(0.3) 4.1 (0.3)
Portuguese 0.1 (0.0) 9.6 (2.6) Low I 0.5(0.1) 0.5(0.1)
Russian 0.7 (0.2) 23.0(2.7) Moderate I 1.1(0.2) 1.1 (0.2)
Scotch-Irish 1.6 (0.1) 35.6 (1.5) Moderate I 1.3(0.1) 1.6 (0.1)
Scottish 1.9(0.2) 29.3(1.8) Moderate I 2.4 (0.2) 2.3(0.2)
Slovak 0.1 (0.0 21.6 (4.8) Moderate I 0.3(0.1) 0.2 (0.1)
Sub-Saharan African 0.8 (0.1) 36.8 (3.0) Moderate I 0.7 (0.2) 0.6 (0.1)
Swedish 1.0 (0.2) 22.9(2.1) Moderate I 1.7 (0.2) 1.7 (0.2)
Swiss 0.3(0.1) 26.1 (4.1) Moderate I 0.4 (0.2) 0.4 (0.2)
Ukrainian 0.1(0.0) 15.7 (4.5) Low I 0.4 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1)
Welsh 0.9 (0.2) 32.8(3.2) Moderate I 1.0(0.2) 0.8 (0.1)
g’\r’gzysr)‘d'a” (except Hispanic 06(02)  233(50) Moderate | 1103)  1.1(03)
Other groups 11.2 (0.5) 18.5 (0.6) Low 44.4 (0.7) 43.9 (0.8)
Language
Other Than
English Yes 4.4 (0.3) 13.7 (0.9) Low 20.0 (0.7) 19.7 (0.7)
Spoken At
Home

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Spanish 0.6 (0.2) 1.4 (0.4) Low 68.7 (1.9) 68.5 (1.9)
French 0.5(0.2) 13.9(6.9) Low I 1.6 (0.4) 2.0 (0.4)
Italian 0.3(0.2) 16.1(10.1) Low I 0.7 (0.2) 0.9(0.2)
Portuguese 0.0 (0.0) 2.4 (1.4) Low I 0.8 (0.3) 0.8 (0.3)
German 0.3(0.1) 13.2 (4.7) Low I 1.1(0.2) 1.0 (0.2)
Russian 0.0 (0.0) 1.5(1.2) Low I 0.9 (0.3) 0.9 (0.3)
Ef’h'é?hsﬁi??" Croatian, and 01(00)  19(16)  Low | 1907  1.9(07)
Gujarati 0.3(0.3) 12.3(10.7) Low I 1.3 (0.4) 1.5 (0.5)
Hindi 0.6 (0.3) 27.4(11.2) Moderate I 1.3 (0.3) 0.8 (0.2)
Urdu and other Indic 0.8 (0.4) 18.0 (8.6) Low I 2.1(0.6) 2.3(0.6)
French Creole, Yiddish, Other
Specific \(’;\’reflfrﬁfr’:":n;ﬁag‘l'rg?;’;]agn . 0503  68@35 Low 43(09)  3.9(0.9)
Language  other Indo-European
Spoken Chinese 0.1(0.0) 1.0 (0.6) Low I 3.5(0.7) 3.5(0.7)
Korean 0.0 (0.0 2.6 (2.7) Low I 0.7 (0.2) 0.8(0.2)
Arabic 0.2(0.2) 5.3 (4.6) Low I 1.9 (0.6) 1.8 (0.6)
Vietnamese 0.0 (0.0 0.9 (0.7) Low I 1.5(0.4) 1.5(0.4)
Japanese, Mon-Khmer,
Cambodian, Hmong, Thai, 0.1(0.0) 1.6 (1.0) Low I 2.9 (0.6) 2.8 (0.6)
Laotian, and other Asian
[agalog and other Pacific 01(0.4)  12(10)  Low | 31(08)  3.0(0.8)
African languages 0.1(0.0) 2.4 (1.9) Low I 1.1(0.4) 1.1 (0.4)
Navajo, other Native
American, Hungarian, 0.6 (0.2) 32.0(10.2) Moderate I 0.8 (0.2) 1.0 (0.3)
Hebrew, and all others
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.5(0.1) 4.9 (1.0) Low
Very well 13.9 (1.1) 27.9 (2.1) Moderate | P 50.0 (1.5) 44.1 (1.6)
English Well 20.6 (1.3) 57.5(3.7) High | P 21.2 (1.4) 25.4 (1.6)
Speaking Not well 15.4 (1.3) 51.4 (4.2) High P 19.0 (1.3) 17.7 (1.3)
Ability Not at all 6.6 (0.8) 33.0 (4.3) Moderate 9.8(1.1) 12.7(1.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 15.2 (0.8) 41.6 (2.2) Moderate P

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 = § 3 ACS CRS
Topic Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Same house one year ago 4.6 (0.4) 19.9 (1.5) Low 86.0 (0.6) 87.4 (0.5)
Moved within same county 3.4(0.3) 22.8(2.1) Moderate 8.8 (0.5) 7.6 (0.4)
Geographical ~Moved from different county
Mobility In within state 1.1(0.1) 21.4 (2.6) Moderate I 2.6 (0.3) 2.5(0.3)
Past Year Moved from different state 0.8 (0.1) 19.4 (3.2) Low I 2.1(0.2) 2.1(0.2)
Moved from outside U.S. 0.3(0.1) 35.4(8.4) Moderate I 0.5(0.1) 0.4 (0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.3(0.3) 21.2 (1.5) Moderate
Health
Insurance Yes, through employer 7.7 (0.4) 15.5(0.7) Low 55.5(0.8) 56.4 (0.8)
Health .
Insurance Yes, purchased directly 11.1 (0.3) 48.6 (1.4) Moderate P 11.6 (0.4) 14.5 (0.4)
Healh * ves, Medicare 27(02)  94(05)  Low 17.0(0.5)  18.0(0.5)
nsurance
| Health — yoo Medicaid 45(03)  194(13)  Low 13.2(0.5)  13.4(0.6)
nsurance
Health -
Insurance Yes, Military 0.8 (0.1) 12.9 (1.6) Low I 2.9(0.2) 3.1(0.2)
In:'l(j?all:::e Yes, Veterans Administration 1.4 (0.1) 26.4 (2.2) Moderate | 2.4 (0.2) 2.9 (0.2)
| Health Yes, Indian Health Service 0.3(0.1) 23.6 (5.0) Moderate I 0.5(0.1) 0.6 (0.1)
nsurance
oMt (IS (TG (e 51(0.3)  104(05)  Low 551(09)  53.6(0.9)
coverage only
Health X\r’]'lgf LB LIz i) BOEETE 74(04)  257(L4) Moderate 183(0.6)  16.4(0.6)
Insurance ; : :
With both private and public
Aggregate health coverage 6.6 (0.3) 30.1 (1.3) Moderate 11.3 (0.4) 13.6 (0.4)
No health insurance coverage 4.4 (0.3) 16.6 (1.2) Low 15.3 (0.6) 16.3 (0.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 5.6 (0.2) 18.5 (0.7) Low
Difficulty
Hearing Yes 3.3(0.2) 41.3(2.4) Moderate 3.8(0.2) 4.4 (0.2)
Difficulty .
Vision Yes 2.6 (0.2) 53.2 (2.7) High | 2.2 (0.1) 2.8 (0.2)
Difficulty
Cognitive Yes 4.0(0.2) 45.0 (2.7) Moderate 4.3(0.3) 5.1(0.3)
Difficulty
Ambulatory Yes 4.8 (0.3) 33.8(1.7) Moderate 7.3(0.3) 8.2 (0.4)
D'ff'f:”;:g’ Self v 23(02)  438(30) Moderate | 24(01)  2.9(0.2)
Difficulty
Independent  Yes 3.6 (0.2) 36.5(2.3) Moderate 5.0 (0.3) 5.4 (0.3)
Living

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 = § 3 ACS CRS
Topic Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Now married 2.5(0.3) 23.5(2.9) Moderate 6.0 (0.6) 5.5 (0.6)
Widowed 1.1 (0.1) 4.7 (0.6) Low 13.0(0.5)  13.1(0.5)
. Divorced 3.4(0.4) 8.9 (1.0) Low 25.6 (0.8) 26.1 (0.7)
Marital Status -~ rated 22(0.3)  28.5(29) Moderate 41(03)  41(0.3)
Never married 2.6 (0.4) 5.3(0.7) Low 51.3(0.8) 51.2 (0.8)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 2.6 (0.3) 9.2 (0.7) Low
Married In -y 17(03)  285(39) Moderate 35(03)  27(03)
Past Year T T T Y
Widowed In
Past Year Yes 0.6 (0.1) 32.5(4.6) Moderate 1.0(0.2) 0.8 (0.1)
Divorced In
Past Year Yes 1.0 (0.2) 38.9(5.8) Moderate 1.5(0.2) 1.2 (0.1)
Once married 2.8(0.2) 7.2 (0.6) Low 74.2 (0.6) 73.7 (0.6)
Number Of  Twice married 3.4 (0.2) 10.5 (0.8) Low 20.3 (0.6) 20.5(0.5)
Times Married  Married three or more times 1.1(0.1) 10.0(1.2) Low 5.5(0.2) 5.8 (0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 2.8(0.2) 8.9 (0.6) Low
Before 2000 1.4 (0.2) 3.4 (0.5) Low 71.9 (0.9) 71.6 (0.8)
2000 to 2004 1.6 (0.2) 8.3(1.1) Low 10.7 (0.5) 10.6 (0.5)
Vear Last 2005 to 2009 1.5(0.2) 7.5(1.2) Low 11.4 (0.5)  11.6 (0.5)
I&Z‘;H:‘S 2010 07(01)  141(24) Low 26(0.3)  2.7(0.3)
2011 0.5 (0.1) 9.9 (2.4) Low 2.4 (0.3) 2.6 (0.3)
2012 0.1(0.1) 7.6 (3.2) Low 0.9 (0.2) 0.9 (0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 1.4 (0.2) 6.4 (0.7) Low
BIME N PaSt ves 13(02)  135(16)  Low 55(04) 50 (0.4)
Grandparents
'-'V'ggvxv'th Yes 12(01) 182(24)  Low 33(03)  33(03)
Grandchildren
Grandparents
RESpFOc:‘rS'b'e Yes 159(4.8)  316(93) Moderate P 480(62) 56.9(5.3)
Grandchildren
Grandparents Less than one year 10.2 (3.6) 29.1 (13.6) Moderate P 22.9 (8.2) 22.7 (8.2)
Time 1 to 2 years 21.0(6.8) 60.4(14.8)  High P 22.0(5.0) 22.7(6.6)
Responsible 3 or 4 years 6.6 (2.5) 25.5(9.3) Moderate 14.4 (5.2) 16.2 (5.1)
FOf_ 5 or more years 159 (6.1) 33.3(12.7) Moderate P 40.6 (8.6) 38.4 (7.4)
Grandchildren L-Fold (Aggregate) 14.6 (4.5) 37.4(9.6) Moderate P

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 = § 3 ACS CRS
Topic Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Now on active duty 0.2 (0.0) 23.7(3.9) Moderate I 0.6 (0.0) 0.4 (0.2)
On active duty during the last .
12 months but not now 0.6 (0.1) 93.1 (2.6) High I 0.2 (0.0) 0.4 (0.0)
. On active duty in the past, but
'\sﬂe_::c?crg not in last 12 months 1.6 (0.1) 9.3 (0.6) Low 9.2(0.2) 9.1(0.2)
Training in Reserves or
National Guard only 0.9 (0.1) 46.1(3.2) Moderate I 1.0(0.1) 1.0(0.1)
Never in the military 0.9 (0.2) 4.7 (0.3) Low 89.0 (0.2) 89.1(0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 1.0 (0.2) 10.5 (0.5) Low
£l Sl Ul el 41(05)  201(2.6) Moderate 11.8(0.8) 109 (0.8)
Vietnam era only T A T T
Between Korean War and
World War Il only 0.4 (0.2) 38.9 (14.5) Moderate | 0.5(0.2) 0.6 (0.2)
Between Vietnam Era and
Korean War only 3.9 (0.5) 21.3(2.4) Moderate 10.7 (0.6) 9.4 (0.5)
Gulf War | and Vietnam era 1.2 (0.3) 42.4 (6.0) Moderate | 1.2 (0.2) 1.6 (0.3)
Gulf War I, no Vietnam era 3.5 (0.5) 19.2 (2.5) Low 10.1 (0.9) 10.1 (0.8)
Gulf War Il and Gulf War I,
and Vietnam era / or no 3.7 (0.5) 30.1 (4.6) Moderate 6.2 (0.7) 7.0 (0.7)
Vietnam era
Periodof ~ CulfWarll,noGulfWarl,no 5454 204(26) Moderate 82(06)  7.8(0.6)
Mili Vietnam Era
Hlitary Korean War and World War
Service L. i \AsEr = 0.3(0.1) 32.1(11.3) Moderate | 0.4 (0.1) 0.3(0.1)
Korean War, no Vietnam Era,
no World War 11 2.1 (0.3) 11.2 (1.5) Low 10.4 (0.7) 10.2 (0.7)
Pre-World War I1 only or
World War |1, no Korean War, 0.6 (0.2) 5.4 (1.3) Low 6.2 (0.6) 6.3 (0.6)
no Vietnam Era
Vietnam Era and Korean War,
and World War 11/ or no 0.9 (0.2) 27.0 (7.3) Moderate | 1.4 (0.3) 1.8 (0.3)
World War Il
Vietnam Era, no Korean War,
no World War I1 5.7 (0.6) 129 (1.4) Low 32.7 (0.9) 34.0 (0.9)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.8 (0.3) 17.6 (1.1) Low
Service
Connected
Disability Yes 2.5(0.3) 9.4 (1.2) Low 16.1 (0.8) 16.0 (0.8)
Status

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion

estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
0 percent 1.8(0.9) 36.3(12.6) Moderate 2.5 (0.7) 2.6 (0.9)
) 10 or 20 percent 5.6 (1.4) 12.1 (3.0) Low 38.4 (3.3) 34.6 (3.3)
Service 30 or 40 percent 6.2 (1.7) 20.8(5.4) Moderate 18.6 (2.0) 17.8(1.8)
%?Q:tfﬁff;’ 50 or 60 percent 21(08)  110(41)  Low 11.0(1.6) 9.9 (L4)
Level 70 percent or higher 4.4 (1.3) 12.3 (3.5) Low 22.5 (2.0) 24.6 (2.1)
No rating reported 8.1(1.8) 50.8(11.3)  High P 7.0(1.9) 105(2.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 5.3 (0.9) 18.6 (2.9) Low P
W\‘;\r/'ge';(a“ Yes 54(03) 110(05)  Low 56.6 (0.6)  55.9 (0.6)
f:gt’ vv\\;g;i Yes 16(0.2) 889(33)  High 08(0.1)  1.0(0.1)
Worked in state of residence, 46(04)  11.4(09)  Low 71.7(08)  713(0.8)
in county of residence
Worked in state of residence,
Place Of Work _outside county of residence 4.1 (0.3) 11.0 (0.9) Low 245(0.8)  24.9(0.8)
Worked outside state of 11(0.2)  148(23)  Low 37(03)  38(0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.4 (0.3) 11.5(0.8) Low
Car, truck, or van 5.1 (0.4) 21.9 (1.6) Moderate 86.9 (0.5) 86.1 (0.6)
Public transportation 1.3 (0.2) 17.1 (2.5) Low 4.2 (0.3) 4.0 (0.3)
Taxicab, motorcycle, bicycle, .
Tr;:nzmtu;gon or othor msthod 4 18(02)  549(57)  High 18(02)  15(0.2)
Walked 1.7 (0.3) 31.7 (4.0) Moderate 2.8 (0.3) 2.7 (0.3)
Worked at Home 2.7(0.2) 28.6 (2.3) Moderate 4.3 (0.3) 5.6 (0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.6 (0.3) 25.7 (1.6) Moderate
Drove alone 6.6 (0.4) 36.3(2.3) Moderate 90.1 (0.6) 89.8 (0.6)
2 riders 6.1 (0.5) 43.4 (3.4) Moderate 7.6 (0.5) 7.6 (0.5)
Ncuonr]"brgftgf 3 riders 1.7(04)  580(88)  High 1.3(0.2) 1.8 (0.3)
Riders 4 riders 0.7(0.1) 56.0(10.7)  High 0.7 (0.1) 0.5(0.1)
5 or more riders 0.5(0.2) 56.8 (12.5) High 0.4 (0.2) 0.4 (0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.3 (0.4) 41.8 (2.5) Moderate
12:00 a.m. to 4:59 a.m. 2.7 (0.3) 32.7 (3.3) Moderate 4.5 (0.4) 4.2 (0.4)
5:00 a.m. to 6:59 a.m. 8.9 (0.5) 21.2 (1.2) Moderate 29.6 (0.7) 29.9 (0.8)
Commute 7:00 a.m. to 8:59 a.m. 10.7 (0.6) 21.6 (1.1) Moderate 45.6 (0.7) 46.0 (0.9)
Departure 9:00 a.m. to 11:59 a.m. 4.5 (0.3) 29.1 (1.8) Moderate 8.8 (0.5) 8.1 (0.5)
Time 12:00 p.m. to 3:59 p.m. 3.0 (0.3) 28.8(2.8) Moderate 5.4 (0.4) 5.5(0.3)
4:00 p.m. to 11:59 p.m. 2.9 (0.3) 24.5(3.0) Moderate 6.2 (0.4) 6.3 (0.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.2 (0.4) 23.8(0.9) Moderate

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Less than 5 minutes 3.8(0.3) 47.8 (3.6) Moderate P 4.1(0.4) 4.1(0.4)
5 to 9 minutes 9.3(0.6) 48.5(2.8) Moderate P 10.8 (0.7) 10.8 (0.6)
10 to 14 minutes 12.4 (0.6) 50.5(2.1) High P 14.0 (0.6) 14.6 (0.7)
15 to 19 minutes 14.4 (0.6) 54.9 (2.0) High P 15.0 (0.6) 16.0 (0.6)
20 to 24 minutes 14.9 (0.7) 60.5 (2.5) High P 14.6 (0.7) 14.1 (0.6)
25 to 29 minutes 8.6 (0.5) 68.8 (3.5) High P 6.7 (0.4) 6.8 (0.5)
C@m‘t‘;;e 30 to 34 minutes 12.9(0.6)  56.4(2.6) High P 137(06) 12.6(0.6)
35 to 39 minutes 3.6 (0.3) 66.0 (4.7) High 2.7 (0.3) 2.9(0.3)
40 to 44 minutes 4.9 (0.3) 69.0 (3.1) High 3.4(0.2) 3.9(0.3)
45 to 59 minutes 6.6 (0.4) 47.6 (2.5) Moderate P 7.6 (0.4) 7.3(0.4)
60 to 89 minutes 4.2 (0.3) 40.9 (2.7)  Moderate 5.5(0.4) 5.3(0.4)
90 or more minutes 1.6 (0.2) 47.7 (4.5) Moderate 2.0(0.2) 1.5(0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.6 (0.2) 54.6 (1.0) High P
N"tl_‘;\;‘(’;f';'”g Yes 41(05)  45.1(50) Moderate p 43(04)  51(06)
NO;‘Q\’S‘;’;'“Q Yes 20(06)  485(6.2) Moderate 30(05)  3.1(03)
Not Working
Informed Of  Yes 22.4 (8.5) 60.9 (17.2) High P 16.8 (3.7) 30.1 (8.0)
Recall
Not Working
Looking For  Yes 7.4 (0.6) 31.6 (2.3) Moderate 12.4 (0.7) 14.7 (0.7)
Work
Not Working
Available To  Yes 9.9 (2.0) 87.7 (6.6) High P 92.0 (2.0) 96.1 (1.0)
Work
Within the past 12 months 6.2 (0.5) 21.5(1.5) Moderate 17.2 (0.7) 17.9 (0.8)
1-5 years ago 13.0 (0.6) 39.3(1.7) Moderate 19.8 (0.6) 21.8 (0.6)
When Last Over 5 years ago or never
Worked worked 12.6 (0.7) 26.7 (1.4) Moderate 63.0 (0.8) 60.3 (0.8)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 11.6 (0.5) 29.1(1.2) Moderate
Worked 50
Weeks Or Yes 12.8 (0.5) 35.4(1.3) Moderate 76.5 (0.7) 76.1 (0.6)
More

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 = § 3 ACS CRS
Topic Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
50 to 52 weeks worked during .
nast 12 months 5.8(1.1) 98.1(2.1) High I P 45(1.1) 1.6 (0.4)
48 to 49 weeks worked during .
past 12 months 7.4 (0.8) 78.2 (4.3) High I P 6.4 (0.8) 3.5(0.4)
40to 47 weeksworkedduring o461 9y §43(32)  High P 191(12)  21.0(L4)
Weeks past 12 months
27 to 39 weeks worked during .
Worked past 12 months 24.2 (1.6) 67.0 (4.0) High P 23.6 (1.4) 23.8(1.4)
14 to 26 weeks worked during .
past 12 months 24.6 (1.4) 67.7 (3.8) High I P 22.0(1.5) 25.7 (1.4)
13 weeks or less worked
during past 12 months 17.3(1.2) 46.7 (3.2) Moderate P 24.5(1.4) 24.5(1.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 20.3(0.7) 63.6 (2.1) High P
Usually worked 35 or more
hours per week 7.0 (0.4) 21.0(1.2) Moderate 79.6 (0.6) 78.6 (0.6)
Usual Hours  Usually worked 15-34 hours
Worked Per _per week 8.4 (0.4) 30.4 (1.4) Moderate 16.2 (0.5) 17.1 (0.6)
Week t’vzgi”y worked 1-14 hoursper 54 (53 375(3.0) Moderate 42(03)  43(0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.0 (0.4) 26.7 (1.2) Moderate
Employee of a private for- 132(0.8)  28.1(L7) Moderate 622(10) 626 (0.9)
profit company or business
Er”;'fol'tog’rzzgfzz private not-for- s505)  46.7(34) Moderate p 80(05)  7.0(0.5)
A local government employee 5.2 (0.5) 24.7 (2.3) Moderate 11.2 (0.7) 12.6 (0.7)
A state government employee 4.6 (0.5) 36.1(3.2) Moderate 6.7 (0.4) 7.1(0.5)
A F‘ide”’" government 1102  161(30) Low | 33(03)  4.0(0.4)
Class Of gml? oyee; di
elf-employed in own not
Worker incorporated business, 4.0 (0.4) 39.4(3.2) Moderate 6.1(0.4) 4.7 (0.4)

professional practice, or farm

Self-employed in own
incorporated business, 2.0(0.3) 51.9 (9.7) High I 2.4 (0.4) 1.5(0.4)
professional practice, or farm

Working without pay in a .
family business or farm 0.6 (0.2) 100.0 (0.0) High I 0.1 (0.0) 0.5(0.2)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 9.6 (0.5) 32.0(1.5) Moderate P

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR o] =2 D ACS CRS

Top%c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
;%“ﬁl‘jr'ft‘:rrlz f:nrgsrtr:?’r;iggh'“g 1001)  267(35) Moderate | 22(02)  18(0.2)
Construction 2.5(0.3) 19.6 (1.8) Low 6.5 (0.3) 7.0 (0.4)
Manufacturing 4.3(0.2) 22.2 (1.4) Moderate 10.6 (0.4) 10.8 (0.4)
Wholesale trade 2.8 (0.3) 48.7 (3.8) Moderate | 2.9 (0.2) 3.0 (0.3)
Retail trade 3.9 (0.3) 19.9 (1.2) Low 11.3 (0.5) 10.6 (0.5)
;’;&"\f&gféﬁgﬂsti;agsr’ortat'on 1602  180(L8)  Low 49(03)  4.7(0.3)
Information 1.2 (0.2) 26.2 (3.3) Moderate | 2.3(0.2) 2.3(0.2)
Finance and insurance, and
real estate and rental and 1.7 (0.2) 14.2 (1.3) Low 6.1 (0.3) 6.4 (0.3)
leasing
Professional, scientific, and
management, and

Industry e g waste 6.1(04)  31.3(1.4) Moderate 106 (0.5)  11.0(0.6)
management services
Educational services, and
health care and social 3.9 (0.3) 10.6 (0.9) Low 24.1 (0.6) 24.0 (0.6)
assistance
Arts, entertainment, and
recreation, and
accommodation and food 1.9 (0.2) 12.8 (1.3) Low 8.1 (0.4) 8.1(0.4)
services
Other services, except public 25(0.2)  26.6(2.0) Moderate 50(0.3)  4.9(0.3)
administration T T T T
Public administration 2.2(0.2) 22.8 (2.0) Moderate 4.9 (0.3) 5.0 (0.3)
Military 0.3(0.1) 40.4 (6.6) Moderate | 0.5(0.1) 0.4 (0.1)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.3(0.1) 20.2 (0.6) Moderate
Manufacturing 5.1(0.3) 27.6 (1.8) Moderate 9.8 (0.4) 10.7 (0.4)
Wholesale trade 3.6 (0.3) 59.8 (4.1) High I 2.9(0.3) 3.4 (0.3)
Retail trade 10.5 (0.4) 39.9(1.5) Moderate 15.0 (0.5) 16.0 (0.6)
Industry Type  Other (agriculture,
construction, service, 12.5 (0.5) 30.5(1.2) Moderate 72.3(0.8) 69.9 (0.8)
government, etc.)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 11.0 (0.4) 345(1.1) Moderate

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 = § 3 ACS CRS
Topic Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Management, business and 10.0(0.4)  37.1(1.2) Moderate 158 (0.5)  16.5(0.5)
financial occupations
CEmIVEED, ERRSETT, e 28(0.2)  26.3(2.0) Moderate 55(0.3)  5.7(0.4)

science occupations

Education, legal, community
service, arts, and media 3.4(0.2) 17.2 (1.1) Low 11.3 (0.3) 10.6 (0.3)
occupations

Healthcare practitioners and

technical occupations 1.9 (0.2) 18.6 (1.6) Low 5.8 (0.3) 5.3 (0.3)

hiealthcare suppart 19(02)  368(33) Moderate | 27(02) 27002

occupations

Protective service occupations 0.6 (0.1) 13.9 (2.6) Low | 2.1(0.2) 2.2 (0.2)

Food preparation and serving

related occupations 1.6 (0.2) 17.6 (2.3) Low 4.8 (0.3) 4.7 (0.3)

Buo'l'd'“.g and grounds cleaning 4 7 55y 239(25)  Moderate 38(0.2)  3.8(0.2)
Oocupation an mallntenancedoccupatlons

POFOIEL EarE Al 2iiies 21(0.2)  29.4(2.7) Moderate 35(0.3)  3.8(0.3)

occupations

Sales and related occupations 5.4 (0.3) 29.9 (1.6) Moderate 10.1 (0.4) 9.8 (0.4)

Office and administrative 8.0(04)  344(1.6) Moderate 132(0.5)  13.6 (0.5)

support occupations

Farming, fishing, and forestry 0.6(01)  347(55) Moderate | 08(01)  08(0.1)

occupations

Construction and extraction 25(02)  249(21) Moderate 55(0.3)  52(03)

occupations

Installation , maintenance, and — » 5 59y 339(26) Moderate | 32(02)  32(02)

repair occupations

Production occupations 3.3(0.3) 30.5(2.3) Moderate 5.8 (0.3) 5.8 (0.3)

Transportation occupations 1.5(0.2) 21.5(2.8) Moderate | 3.5(0.3) 3.6 (0.2)

Material moving occupations 2.3(0.3) 49.8 (4.6) Moderate | 2.3(0.2) 2.5(0.3)

Military occupations 0.2 (0.0) 42.3(9.8) Moderate | 0.3(0.1) 0.2 (0.2)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.7 (0.1) 28.4 (0.7) Moderate

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Less than $10,000 4.7 (0.4) 21.7(1.7) Moderate 12.2(05) 12.3(0.6)
$10,000 to $14,999 6.5 (0.5) 48.6 (2.9) Moderate P 6.9 (0.5) 7.5 (0.4)
$15,000 to $24,999 10.0 (0.5) 40.9 (2.1) Moderate 13.6 (0.7) 14.8 (0.7)
$25,000 to $34,999 9.6 (0.5) 42.4 (2.0) Moderate 13.1(0.6) 13.0(0.5)
$35,000 to $49,999 9.3(0.5) 33.7(1.7) Moderate 17.3(0.7) 16.0 (0.6)
Wa%e; (')E‘:t)me $50,000 to $74,999 71(05)  22.6(1.5) Moderate 197(08) 19.7(0.8)
$75,000 to $99,999 3.4 (0.3) 22.9(2.3) Moderate 8.3(0.5) 8.0 (0.5)
$100,000 to $149,999 2.5(0.3) 23.2(2.4) Moderate 6.0 (0.4) 5.6 (0.4)
$150,000 to $199,999 1.0 (0.2) 29.3(5.5) Moderate 1.6 (0.2) 1.9 (0.2)
$200,000 or more 0.3(0.1) 12.2(3.2) Low 1.3(0.2) 1.3(0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.2(0.2) 31.5(0.9) Moderate P
ngge.s NSNS S 76(04)  27.0(1.3) Moderate 838(05) 825 (0.5)
ecipiency
Loss or broke even 6.1 (2.5) 87.7 (7.7) High P 6.5 (2.5) 0.5(0.2)
Less than $10,000 13.2 (2.6) 29.0 (5.6) Moderate 345(2.6) 35.3(3.2)
$10,000 to $14,999 10.5 (2.5) 53.3(8.5)  High P 10.3(1.4) 11.9(2.7)
$15,000 to $24,999 14.7 (3.0) 56.1 (8.8) High P 15.9 (3.0) 15.1(2.3)
Self Employed $25,000 to $34,999 11.2(1.8) 57.9 (9.8) High P 10.9 (2.0) 10.9 (2.0)
Income $35,000 to $49,999 9.5 (1.5) 59.9 (7.2) High P 7.0(1.1) 10.4 (1.8)
Amount $50,000 to $74,999 4.7 (1.0) 38.4(7.7) Moderate P 6.7 (1.3) 6.4 (1.1)
$75,000 to $99,999 1.9(0.5) 54.9(10.9)  High 2.0 (0.4) 1.5 (0.4)
$100,000 to $149,999 3.1(0.8) 48.4(12.6) Moderate 2.6 (0.8) 3.9 (0.9)
$150,000 or more 2.1(0.8) 28.4 (9.7) Moderate 3.8(0.8) 4.0 (0.9)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.7 (1.3) 47.2 (3.5) Moderate P
REGEVE & Psiive Eot o 7.1(0.4)  41.3(1.9) Moderate 9.2(0.4)  10.0(0.4)
self-employment income
Self Employed  Did not receive self- 71(04)  39.4(16) Moderate 89.9(0.4)  90.0 (0.4)
Income employment income
Recipienc Had a net loss or broke even .
piency for self-employment income 09(0.2)  986(0.8)  High 09(0.2)  0.0(0.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.1 (0.3) 41.9 (1.7) Moderate
Loss or broke even 2.4 (0.4) 96.0 (4.7) High 2.0(0.4) 0.5(0.2)
Positive, less than $100 6.8 (0.8) 28.3(3.2) Moderate 13.2 (1.2) 14.7 (1.2)
$100 to $999 20.4 (2.3) 53.5(5.4) High P 25.9(1.8) 25.3(2.3)
F;L‘;%%tey $1,000 to $4,999 196 (2.1)  56.0(5.0)  High P 232(23) 22.2(L6)
Amount $5,000 to $9,999 11.3 (1.1) 53.9(6.2)  High P 111(14) 12.6(L.7)
$10,000 to $19,999 13.0 (1.5) 73.2(46)  High P 10.4 (1.3) 9.2 (1.0)
$20,000 or more 8.7 (1.1) 34.6 (4.1) Moderate 14.1 (1.4) 15.5(1.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 14.7 (1.1) 50.3 (2.8) High P

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Received a positive amountof 44 a4y 484(1.4) Moderate P 129(04) 155(05)
property income
Property  Did not receive property 11.8(04)  480(13) Moderate P 868(04) 845 (05)
Income income
Recipiency :ﬂad Aneiossionbrokeieve 03(0.0) 100.0(0.0)  High | 03(0.0)  0.0(0.0)
or property income
L-Fold (Aggregate) 11.8 (0.4) 48.5(1.3) Moderate P
Less than $1,000 15(0.2) 76.2(116)  High | 1.6 (0.2) 0.5 (0.2)
Social $1,000 to $4,999 5.8 (0.6) 36.9 (4.1) Moderate 9.5 (0.7) 7.7 (0.7)
Security $5,000 to $9,999 8.3(0.8) 22.2(2.2) Moderate 242(12) 253(1.2)
Income $10,000 to $19,999 13,5 (0.9) 27.1(1.7) Moderate 51.2 (1.4)  53.1(1.4)
Amount $20,000 or more 6.1 (0.5) 26.3 (2.1) Moderate 13.4 (1.0) 13.4 (0.9)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.3 (0.6) 27.5(1.5) Moderate
Social
‘T‘ﬁgg[n'tg’ Yes 38(03) 115(0.8)  Low 19.9 (0.4)  21.6(0.5)
Recipiency
Less than $1,000 9.8 (2.5) 48.4(9.5) Moderate I P 15.9 (3.4) 6.4 (2.1)
Supplemental g1 500 to $4,999 9.4(25)  276(7.2) Moderate 214(33) 222 (38)
Slﬁgg::g $5,000 to $9,999 147 (26)  299(51) Moderate | P  535(49) 615 (4.2)
Amount $10,000 or more 5.5 (2.0) 31.8(9.3) Moderate 9.2 (2.1) 10.0 (2.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 11.9 (1.9) 32.6 (4.8) Moderate P
Supplemental
?ecu“ty Yes 20(0.2)  342(30) Moderate | 32(02)  2.9(02)
ncome
Recipiency
Public Less than $1,000 8.1(3.8) 39.0(17.4) Moderate 3 13.3(4.4) 103 (4.1)
Assistance $1,000 to $4,999 22.4 (6.4) 46.5(12.7) Moderate P 56.3 (8.1) 64.8 (6.9)
Income $5,000 or more 16.4 (6.0) 40.9 (13.4) Moderate P 30.4 (8.3) 24.9 (6.5)
Amount L-Fold (Aggregate) 18.8(5.3)  43.0(11.3) Moderate P
Public
Afﬁ(‘fgﬁ;‘e‘ze Yes 13(0.2) 543(5.1)  High | 15(0.1)  0.9(0.1)
Recipiency

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 =2 3 ACS CRS
Top);c Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent
Less than $1,000 2.0(0.4) 37.9 (6.6) Moderate I 3.2 (0.5) 2.2 (0.4)
$1,000 to $4,999 6.2 (0.7) 23.2(3.1) Moderate 16.3 (1.5) 15.6 (1.4)
. $5,000 to $9,999 7.2 (0.9) 27.3 (3.3) Moderate 15.0 (1.4) 16.4 (1.5)
R‘I’;'égmm $10,000 to $19,099 108(1.1)  29.6(32) Moderate 238(15)  24.4(L6)
Amount $20,000 to $49,999 10.0 (1.0) 22.3(2.2) Moderate 33.8 (1.7) 33.7 (1.7)
$50,000 to $74,999 3.6 (0.6) 33.0 (5.7) Moderate 6.1 (0.8) 5.6 (0.7)
$75,000 or more 1.1 (0.4) 29.4 (9.5) Moderate I 1.8 (0.4) 2.1(0.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.3 (0.6) 26.5(1.9) Moderate
Retirement
Income Yes 4.9 (0.2) 249 (1.1) Moderate 11.0 (0.3) 11.0 (0.3)
Recipiency
Less than $1,000 4.1(0.9) 40.0 (9.0) Moderate P 5.4 (1.0) 55(1.1)
$1,000 to $2,499 14.4 (2.2) 46.6 (8.8) Moderate P 17.5(2.8) 20.5 (3.0)
$2,500 to $4,999 15.1 (2.0) 46.0 (6.2) Moderate P 21.8(2.8) 19.4 (2.5)
O”‘Aerrn'o“ucr?tme $5,000 to $9,999 124 (1.7)  40.4(54) Moderate 206 (23) 17.4(2.1)
$10,000 to $19,999 15.3 (2.5) 41.3(6.1) Moderate P 23.7 (2.4) 25.5 (2.4)
$20,000 or more 5.6 (1.5) 27.9 (7.4) Moderate 11.1(2.1) 11.7 (1.8)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 129 (1.2) 41.3(3.7) Moderate P
Oéiiri;i”ecnocr;‘e Yes 6.0(03)  448(L9) Moderate 67(03)  7.7(0.3)
Loss or broke even 5.3(0.3) 22.0(1.3) Moderate 14.7 (0.6) 13.4 (0.6)
Less than $10,000 8.1 (0.3) 32.7(1.3) Moderate 14.0 (0.4) 15.0 (0.5)
$10,000 to $14,999 7.1(0.4) 46.9 (2.4) Moderate P 8.1(0.4) 8.5(0.3)
$15,000 to $24,999 9.7 (0.4) 40.3(1.5) Moderate 13.5(0.5) 14.4 (0.5)
$25,000 to $34,999 9.0 (0.3) 46.6 (1.6) Moderate 10.7 (0.4) 11.0 (0.4)
Total Income  $35,000 to $49,999 8.8 (0.4) 39.0 (1.7) Moderate 13.2 (0.4) 12.5(0.4)
Amount $50,000 to $74,999 6.4 (0.4) 27.3(1.5) Moderate 13.5(0.5) 13.5(0.5)
$75,000 to $99,999 3.1(0.2) 29.5(2.1) Moderate 5.7 (0.3) 5.4 (0.3)
$100,000 to $149,999 2.1(0.2) 28.2 (2.5) Moderate 4.0 (0.3) 3.9(0.2)
$150,000 to $199,999 1.1(0.2) 43.1(5.4) Moderate I 1.2 (0.2) 1.3(0.1)
$200,000 or more 0.6 (0.1) 23.2 (3.1) Moderate I 1.3(0.2) 1.2 (0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.2 (0.2) 34.7 (0.7) Moderate P

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion
estimates and standard errors by 100.

B-21



Appendix B: Detailed Results for Person Topics

Analysis . GDR 101 = § 3 ACS CRS
Topic Analysis category Estimate Estimate 101 Level O % % percent percent

Yes, received a positive 55(0.3)  22.6(1.4) Moderate 85.2(0.6)  86.5(0.6)
amount of income

Total Income  No, did not receive income 5.2 (0.3) 21.8 (1.3) Moderate 14.4 (0.6) 13.5 (0.6)

Recipiency Had a net loss or broke even .
(loss box checked) 0.4 (0.1) 100.0 (0.0) High | 0.4 (0.1) 0.0 (0.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 5.4 (0.3) 22.8 (1.3) Moderate

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the “estimate” columns — GDR and IOl — the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate.
You should read both estimates and standard errors as percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion

estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

: . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent

gg?"e Az, (21, (R, WAL, 0602 07(02) 1502 58(05) 57(05 60(0.6 60(06 81(0.6) 86(0.6)
Single Unit, Detached 20(02) 31(04) 46(04) 707(07) 7.3(0.7) 823(0.9) 823(09) 581(L1) 57.7(LL)
Single Unit, Attached 32(03) 33(05) 60(05  65(04) 59(04) 44(0.6) 45(05)  46(05  65(0.5)
Apartment Building, 2 Units 13(02) 13(03) 40(04) 25(02) 21(02) 15(03) 15(03) 54(05) 3.7(04)
Apartment Building, 3or 4 Units __ 15(0.2) 0.8(0.2) 31(04) 25(0.2) 26(02) 13(03) 11(03) 57(05) 57(05)
- Apartment Building, 5t0 9 Units __ 16(0.2) 0.9(0.2) 34(05)  30(0.3) 34(03) 11(03) 14(03) 58(06) 60(05)

Sl 3o Apartment Building, 10 to 19
il g 17(02) 05(01) 38(05) 29(02) 30(03) 12(03) 11(03) 56(06 50(05)
AL 2l e, 200 44 150.4) 02(0.1) 28(03) 25(02) 26(0.2) 09(03) 09(0.3) 38(05) 34(0.4)
AL Building, 50orMore 4 5 50y 04(01) 1.9(03) 37(03) 35(0.3) 13(0.3) 12(03) 30(04) 3.3(05)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 19(0.2) 27(04) 4.0(0.3
Built 2010 or Later 05(0.2) 05(02) 04(02) 12(02) 13(03) 06(0.2) 05(02)  10(03) 13(0.3)
Built 2000 to 2009 25(0.3) 24(04) 35(05) 16.6(0.6) 16.6(0.6) 131(L1) 134(L0) 19.0(L2) 20.4(L2)
Built 1990 to 1999 38(0.3) 42(05) 58(0.7) 149(0.6) 145(0.6) 161(L1) 16.3(L2) 155(L0) 153(L0)
Built 1980 to 1989 44(03) 47(06) 65(08) 146(0.6) 143(0.6) 122(0.9) 12.4(L0) 144(L0) 138(L0)
Vear Bult Built 1970 to 1979 45(03) 45(05) 6.1(0.7) 150(0.6) 155(0.5) 164(0.9) 159(L0) 153(0.9) 153(0.9)
Built 1960 to 1969 45(03) 43(05) 66(0.7) 11.2(0.6) 10.8(0.6) 114(0.9) 11.3(0.9) 9.1(0.9)  9.2(0.9)
Built 1950 to 1959 39(0.3) 44(06) 6.1(0.7) 105(0.6) 10.6(0.6) 115(0.8) 11.6(0.8)  9.5(0.8) 10.0(0.8)
Built 1940 to 1949 30(0.3) 30(05) 28(05)  49(04) 47(03) 53(0.6) 56(06)  45(0.5  3.9(0.5)
Built 1939 or Earlier 21(0.3) 25(04) 28(05) 11.2(05) 1L.7(0.4) 135(0.9) 13.0(0.8) 11.7(0.9) 10.8(0.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 36(0.1) 38(0.3) 5.1(0.3)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as

percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
A.P?gils Analysis category (I\g/l[z)ig %'A[‘)E g’gﬁ;‘ ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Moved in 2012 or Later 06(0.1) 0.2(0.1) 27(0.4 3.4(0.2) 3.2(0.2) 0.6(0.2 09(0.2) 114(0.7) 11.8(0.7)
Moved in 2011 1.9(0.2) 13(0.3) 5.8(0.5) 9.0 (0.5) 9.0(0.5) 3.4(0.5) 3.4(0.5) 158(0.9) 155(0.8)
Year Person 1 Moved in 2010 3.2(03) 2.7(04) 7.3(0.6) 6.8 (0.4) 6.4(0.3) 3.8(0.5) 42(0.5) 11.1(0.8) 11.8(0.9)
Moved in Moved in 2009 26(0.3) 23(04) 45(04 5.8 (0.4) 6.0(0.3) 5.3(0.6) 5.0 (0.6) 9.4 (0.7) 8.4 (0.5)
Moved in 2008 23(03) 21(0.4) 32(04 4.7 (0.4) 46(0.3) 3.6(0.5 4.1 (0.6) 4.8 (0.5 4.9 (0.4)
Moved in 2007 or Earlier 22(0.2) 20(0.3) 41(04) 702(0.8) 70.8(0.8) 833(0.9) 824(09 476(12) 477(1.2
L-Fold (Aggregate) 23(0.2) 2.0(0.3) 4.6(0.3
Less than 1 Acre 54(04) 7.7(0.8) 93(0.9) 76.6(08) 763(0.7) 70.4(14) 709(12) 79.0(12) 74.8(1L.1)
Lot Size 110 9.9 Acres 58(0.5) 81(0.8) 9.2(0.9 193(0.8) 196(0.7) 231(1.3) 233(1.2) 169(11) 205(1.2
10 or More Acres 1.0(0.2) 15(0.4) 13(0.3) 4.1(0.3) 42(0.3) 6.4(0.6) 5.8 (0.6) 4.0 (0.5 4.7 (0.6)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 53(0.4) 7.4(0.7) 8.9(0.8)
None 40(06) 16(0.7) 30(L1) 926(0.9) 959(0.8) 96.1(0.9) 96.3(0.9) 96.5(1.1) 96.5(0.9)
$1 to $999 25(0.5) 0.8(0.5 23(11) 2.7(0.5) 0.8(0.3) 0.7(04) 1.2 (0.6) 1.7 (0.9) 1.2 (0.6)
Agricultural $1,000 to $2,499 1.0(0.2) 0.6(0.5 0.0(0.2) 1.1 (0.3) 09(0.2) 0.8(0.5 0.3(0.2) 0.4 (0.3) 0.4 (0.3)
Sales $2,500 to $4,999 06(0.2) 0.6(0.3) 05(0.4 0.5(0.1) 04(0.1) 0.3(0.2 0.4 (0.2) 0.0(0.2) 0.5(0.4)
$5,000 to $9,999 09(.2) 0.8(0.5 0.3(0.2 0.8(0.2) 05(0.2) 0.4(0.3 1.0 (0.6) 0.2(0.2) 0.4 (0.3)
$10,000 or More 1.2(04) 11(0.4) 0.2(0.2 2.3(0.7) 15(0.6) 1.7(0.5) 0.7 (0.3) 1.2 (0.4) 1.0 (0.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 38(0.6) 15(0.6) 2.9(11)
E:‘(fggff; On  Ves 1.9(04) 09(02) 21(04) 18(04) 09(01) 11(0.3) 04(0.1) 18(04) 08(0.2)
1 Room 1.7(0.2) 12(0.2) 35(0.4) 0.7 (0.1) 1.9(0.2) 1.1(0.3) 1.1 (0.3) 2.8(0.3) 4.7 (0.4)
2 Rooms 28(0.3) 0.7(0.2) 35(04) 3.1(0.3) 24(0.3) 0.6(0.2) 0.6 (0.1) 3.0(0.4) 3.2(0.4)
3 Rooms 6.3(04) 3405 9.7(0.7) 6.2 (0.4) 7.4(0.5) 4.6(0.6) 53(0.6) 10.6(0.6) 11.1(0.7)
4 Rooms 11.8(0.7) 85(0.6) 15.0(0.8) 11.9(0.5) 13.9(0.6) 11.7(0.8) 10.9(0.8) 20.6(0.8) 20.9 (0.9
Number of 5 Rooms 17.7(0.7) 17.2(1.0) 17.7(0.8) 18.1(0.7) 21.1(0.6) 22.0(1.0)0 21.7(1.1) 223(0.9 21.3(0.9
Rooms 6 Rooms 19.4(0.6) 189(1.0) 16.3(0.9) 184(0.7) 184(0.7) 229(11) 236(1.1) 17.0(0.9) 16.5(0.8)
7 Rooms 16.2(0.6) 14.4(09) 12.1(0.8) 154(0.7) 15.0(0.7) 13.2(0.8) 145(0.9) 11.1(0.7) 11.0(0.8)
8 Rooms 12.3(0.5) 105(0.8) 7.5(0.7) 11.6(0.5 99(0.4) 11.8(0.9) 10.6(0.8) 6.6 (0.7) 5.3(0.6)
9 or More Rooms 9.3(05) 64(06) 51(0.5 146(0.6) 10.0(0.5) 12.0(0.9) 11.6(0.9 6.1 (0.6) 5.9 (0.6)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 14.1(0.2) 13.3(0.5) 13.0(0.4)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
No Bedrooms 0401 08(02) 11(02) 0301 01(00) 07(02) 01(00) 1.0(02) 0502
1 Bedroom 12(01) 15(0.3) 20(0.3) 84(05) 84(05) 43(05)  50(0.6) 114(07) 11.4(0.8)
Number of 2 Bedrooms 40(03) 50(06) 47(05) 232(0.7) 224(0.7) 185(1.0) 188(L0) 29.1(0.9) 29.8(L.0)
Bedrooms 3 Bedrooms 76(05) 7.8(0.7) 7.1(06) 440(0.8) 449(0.8) 489(L4) 49.4(14) 30.1(L2) 38.7(L1)
4 Bedrooms 58(04) 58(0.6) 49(05) 199(0.7) 19.7(07) 2L17(L2) 20.9(13) 156(0.9) 159 (L0)
5 or More Bedrooms 17(02) 20(04) 17(03) 42(03) 45(03) 59(06) 58(05)  38(04) 3.7(0.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 56(0.3) 6.1(0.5) 5.2(0.4)
\Ff\fa'lg:”g Yes 02(0.1) 03(0.1) 05(0.2) 1000(0.0) 99.8(0.1) 99.7(0.1) 99.8(0.1) 99.7(0.1) 99.7 (0.2)
Toilet Yes 02(0.1) 02(0.1) 04(01) 1000(0.0) 99.8(0.1) 99.9(0.1) 99.8(0.1) 99.8(0.1) 99.7(0.1)
Bath Shower  Yes 02(0.1) 02(0.1) 04(01) 1000(0.0) 99.8(0.1) 99.9(0.1) 99.8(0.1) 99.8(0.1) 99.7(0.1)
Sink Yes 03(0.1) 04(0.1) 07(0.2) 1000(0.0) 99.7(0.1) 99.8(0.1) 99.6(0.1) 99.7(0.1) 99.5(0.2)
Stove Yes 05(01) 06(02) 12(03) 997(01) 99.4(0.1) 99.4(0.2) 99.3(0.2) 99.3(0.2) 99.0(0.2)
Refrigerator _ Yes 02(0.1) 04(0.2) 06(0.2) 1000(0.0) 99.8(0.1) 99.8(0.1) 99.7(0.1) 99.9(0.1) 99.5(0.2)
No Vehicle Available 20(02) 22(03) 30(03) 61(04) 53(03) 74(08) 7.4(08  94(05) 10.3(0.6)
1 Vehicles Available 53(04) 59(05) 101(0.7) 313(0.7) 327(0.8) 284(L2) 285(12) 36.2(0.9) 36.6(L0)
Number of 2 Vehicles Available 9.8(0.6) 88(0.7) 127(0.7) 409(0.8) 426(0.9) 409(L4) 40.3(13) 348(L2) 353(L2)
Vehicles 3 Vehicles Available 68(04) 68(06) 7.2(06) 155(0.6) 144(0.6) 151(0.9) 16.2(0.9) 135(0.9) 12.6(0.9)
4 Vehicles Available 29(03) 34(05) 35(04) 46(04) 39(04) 63(07) 58(07) 46(05) 4.2(0.4)
5 or More Vehicles Available 11(03) 10(02) 14(02) 15(03) 12(02) 19(03) 1.8(03) 14(02) 1.0(0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 70(0.4) 6.7(04) 9.4(0.5)
Utility Gas 70(04) 75(0.7) 124(0.8) 53.2(0.9) 51.7(0.9) 46.6(L2) 47.7(L3) 446(L2) 431(L2)
Bottled, Tank, or LP Gas 16(0.2) 32(04) 21(03) 49(03) 41(03) 75(06) 67(0.6) 41(04) 43(05)
Electricity 77(05) 93(0.8) 128(0.8) 335(0.8) 356(0.9) 325(L4) 31.8(13) 43.1(L2) 44.2(L3)
Heating Fuel —Fuel Ol Kerosene, Etc. 07(01) 14(03) 20(03) 53(05) 56(05) 86(07) 82(0.7) 49(04) 41(0.4)
Used Coal or Coke 00(0.0) 01(01) 00(0.0) 0100 0100 01(01) 02(01) 01(00) 0.1(0.0)
Wood 06(01) 15(03) 11(02) 20(02) 21(02) 35(04) 37(05 19(02) 2.4(0.3)
Solar Energy or Other Fuel 07(01) 11(03) 12(02) 04(01) 04(01) 06(02) 08(02) 05(01) 0.7(0.2)
No Fuel Used 06(0.2) 08(02) 12(02) 05(01) 04(01) 06(02) 08(02) 09(02) 11(0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.4(0.4) 6.9(0.6) 11.1(0.7)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent

Less than $25 1.6(0.2) 0.6(0.2) 1.0(0.2) 1.8 (0.2) 1.8(0.2) 0.9(0.2) 0.8 (0.2) 1.2 (0.2) 1.3(0.3)

$25 to $49 7.7(0.4) 4.7(0.6) 5.7(0.6) 9.4 (0.5) 8.8(0.5) 5.1(0.5) 5.5 (0.5) 9.6 (0.7) 8.7 (0.7)

$50 to $74 142 (0.6) 11.3(1.0)0 12.8(0.7) 14.2(0.5) 13.8(0.5) 13.0(0.9) 11.7(0.8) 13.9(0.8) 14.8(0.8)

$75 to $99 16.2 (0.6) 13.3(1.0) 13.2(0.8) 14.6(0.6) 13.9(0.5) 129(0.9) 135(1.0) 11.9(0.7) 11.4(0.7)
Monthly $100 to $149 225(0.8) 19.9(1.1) 19.8(1.1) 24.2(0.8) 235(0.7) 23.7(1.2) 21.0(12) 218(1.0) 22.1(1.0)
Electricity $150 to $199 16.7 (0.7) 15.0(1.1) 13.1(0.9) 146(0.7) 148(0.7) 16.2(1.0) 17.7(1.0) 14.2(0.9) 13.5(0.9
Cost $200 or More 12.6(0.7) 11.2(0.7) 8.7(0.7) 176(0.6) 19.8(0.7) 26.1(L.2) 27.6(1.2) 21.8(0.9) 22.1(1.0)

Included in Rent or

Condominium Fee 1.0(0.1) 0.7(0.2) 15(0.3) 3.2 (0.3) 3.3(0.3) 1.7(0.4) 1.6 (0.3) 4.9 (0.5) 4.8 (0.4)

No Charge or Electricity not Used 0.8 (0.1) 0.5(0.2) 1.2(0.3) 0.6 (0.1) 04(0.1) 05(0.2) 0.5 (0.2) 0.7 (0.2) 1.2 (0.3)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 154 (0.3) 13.6(0.5) 12.4(0.5)

Less than $25 9.1(04) 69(0.7) 6.8(0.6) 10.2(0.4) 9.7(0.4) 8.8(0.9) 7.8 (0.7) 8.7 (0.8) 8.5 (0.7)

$25 to $49 146 (0.6) 11.3(0.8) 11.6(0.7) 151(05) 15.0(0.6) 12.6(1.0) 13.0(1.0) 12.3(0.7) 12.0(0.7)

$50 to $74 13.4(0.6) 11.9(1.0)0 9.0(0.8) 11.7(0.6) 9.9(0.5) 10.8(0.8) 10.9(0.9) 7.3 (0.5) 9.0 (0.7)

$75 to $99 86(0.6) 7.6(0.8) 53(0.5) 6.8 (0.4) 6.9(0.6) 6.3(0.7) 5.7 (0.7) 4.5 (0.5) 3.8 (0.5)

$100 to $149 10.3(0.6) 10.1(0.8) 7.1(0.6) 9.4 (0.6) 8.2(0.5) 9.9(0.8) 7.7 (0.8) 6.0 (0.6) 6.2 (0.6)
Monthly Gas $150 to $199 4.7(0.3) 5.0(0.6) 3.1(0.5) 3.8 (0.3) 25(0.2) 3.9(0.6) 4.1 (0.5) 1.9 (0.3) 2.5(0.4)
Cost $200 or More 41(0.3) 42(0.7) 28(0.4) 4.3 (0.4) 3.3(0.3) 5.0(0.6) 5.1 (0.7) 2.5(0.3) 2.5(0.3)

Included in Rent or

Condominium Fee 27(0.2) 15(0.3) 3.6(0.4) 4.4 (0.3) 3.4(0.3) 1.8(0.4) 1.6 (0.4) 4.8 (0.5) 4.9 (0.4)

Included in Electricity Payment 8.3(0.5) 5.3(0.6) 6.5(0.6) 4.1 (0.3) 8.5(0.5) 6.6(0.7) 8.4 (0.8) 9.4 (0.7) 8.0 (0.7)

No Charge or Gas not Used 6.9(04) 55(0.7) 6.9(05) 302(0.8) 326(0.9) 345(1.4) 357(15) 427(12) 425(1L1)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 94(0.2) 7.7(0.4) 7.2(0.3)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Aga'YS'S Analysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
opic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Less than $120 134 (06) 25(05) 35(05) 132(06) L7(02) 17(03) 12(03) 24(04) 17(0.3)
$120 to $299 99(0.6) 69(0.7) 54(05) 98(05 98(0.6) 75(0.8) 7.0(07) 56(05)  5.9(0.6)
$300 to $599 17.4(0.6) 144 (L1) 13.2(0.8) 190.1(0.7) 22.6(0.7) 223(L1) 22.0(L1) 18.7(0.9) 184 (L1)
$600 to $899 16.3(0.7) 14.1(L0) 13.7(0.8) 13.7(05) 17.9(07) 17.8(0.9) 19.2(L1) 16.9(0.9) 16.3(0.9)
$900 to $1199 83(05) 87(08) 7.6(06) 56(0.3) 7.0(04) 94(09) 80(0.9) 56(05 58(0.7)
Annual Watey 31200 to $1799 6.2(0.4) 7.7(0.8) 7.0(06) 55(05) 59(04) 6.1(0.7) 81(0.8) 53(0.7) 66(0.7)
Py N $1800 to $2399 16(0.2) 26(04) 13(0.3) 08(01) 14(02) 25(05) 17(04) 07(02) 09 (0.3)
$2400 to $3599 10(0.2) 15(04) 11(02) 06(01) 06(02) 17(04) 13(03) 07(02) 06 (0.2)
$3600 or More 04(0.1) 06(0.2) 05(02) 03(01) 02(01) 02(02)  03(0.2) 01(0.1) 04(0.2)
Included in Rent or
Condominium Fee 54(0.4) 49(0.6) 10.9(08) 165(0.6) 17.8(0.6) 10.1(0.9) 95(0.8) 27.7(L1) 27.1(L1)
No Charge 53(0.4) 43(05) 90(07) 150(05) 150(05) 207(L1) 216(L1) 16.2(0.8) 16.4(0.8)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 11.1(0.3) 9.2(0.4) 10.2(0.4)
Less than $300 36(0.4) 30(05) 12(02) 28(04) 20(0.2) 20(03) 25(04) 09(0.2) 1.3(0.2)
$300 to $599 18(0.2) 20(04) 11(02) 15(02) 11(02) 12(03) 15(03) 05(0.1) 10(0.2)
$600 to $399 19(03) 15(03) 07(0.1) 18(02) 08(01) 19(04) 14(03) 05(0.1) 0.7 (0.1)
$900 to $1199 14(02) 11(03) 08(02) 12(02) 06(01) 07(0.2)  07(02) 04(01) 07(0.2)
Annual Othey 31200 t0 $1799 22(0.4) 18(03) 1.0(02) 24(04) 11(02) 12(03) 15(0.3) 07(0.2) 08(0.2)
Fuel Cost $1800 to $2399 16(0.3) 20(04) 05(01) 11(01) 09(03) 16(03) 1.8(04) 03(0.1) 03(0.1)
$2400 or More 14(0.2) 20(04) 04(0.1) 24(03) 20(03) 22(03) 22(04) 06(01) 08(0.2)
Included in Rent or
Condominium Fee 34(03) 03(01) 12(03) 36(03) 04(01) 03(01 0201 07(0.2) 08(0.2)
No Charge 113(0.6) 50(06) 4.3(05) 83.1(0.8) 91.0(0.6) 89.0(0.8) 88.1(0.9) 954(04) 93.7(0.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 9.6(05) 45(0.5 4.0(0.4)
E‘;g?p?;ﬁgp Yes 23(0.2) 31(03) 58(0.3) 83(0.2) 84(0.3) 115(06) 11.2(06) 187(0.6) 20.4(0.7)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Less than $100 Per Month 58(19) 42(31) 92(45  37(L1) 89(22) 88(43) 46(30) 221(61) 158 (5.1
$100 to $149 24(12) 34(23) 29(L7) 120(1.8) 105(2.0) 16.4(6.9) 19.8(7.1)  89(3.6) 8.6 (3.5)
Condominium 3150 10 $199 12(05) 47(3.2) 95(3.7) 184(2.7) 18.0(2.7) 120(6.0) 12.9(6.3) 249(6.1) 18.6(5.7)
Feo $200 to $299 67(21) 47(34) 6.4(33) 299(31) 28.7(32) 250(7.7) 241(74) 217(51) 27.0(6.0)
$300 to $499 63(1.8) 19(20) 54(33) 263(32) 248(33) 213(75) 104(72) 14.7(52) 18.3(5.9)
$500 or More Per Month 31(0.8) 28(27) 40(32)  97(1.6) 92(1.6) 165(8.3) 19.3(84)  7.7(3.3) 11.7(4.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 48(L1) 3517 6921
g&?ﬂ;’m'“'”m Yes 23(03) 13(03) 27(04) 75(04) 63(0.3) 33(05)  34(05) 46(05) 54(0.5)
Owned With A Mortgage 41(03) 49(05) 41(05) 501(0.8) 47.4(0.9) 496(14) 50.1(L4) 368(L1) 36.3(L2)
Owned Without A Mortgage 44(0.4) 45(0.4) 35(04) 26.1(0.7) 285(0.7) 33.7(L3) 332(L3) 135(0.7) 13.6(0.7)
Rented 10(0.2) 15(03) 3.0(04) 221(0.7) 224(0.7) 150(0.9) 14.8(0.8) 47.4(L3) 47.0(L3)
Tenure Occupied Without Payment of
Rent 14(0.2) 10(0.2) 18(04) 17(0.2) 17(02) 17(04) 19(04) 23(03) 3.1(0.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 35(02) 4204 34(0.4)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

: . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR percent percent percent percent percent percent

Less than $100 0201 21(12) 0502 07(02) 0702 13(09 18(09) 16(04) 13(03)
$100 to $149 0.6(04) 15(09) 08(02) 10(04) 11(0.4) 18(08) 23(L0) 09(02) 07(0.3)
$150 to $199 09(05) 23(13) 07(02) 21(06) 17(05) 14(0.6) 24(10) 12(04) 12(0.3)
$200 to $249 0.7(05) 10(06) 07(03) 24(05) 30(0.7) 17(08) 22(08  19(04) 18(0.4)
$250 to $299 02(01) 00(12) 12(03) 28(14) 29(L4) 18(08) 18(08 15(04) 18(0.4)
$300 to $349 08(05) 16(10) 08(03) 16(05) 14(0.2) 35(L.6) 22(L0) 18(04) 1.7(0.4)
$350 to $399 11(05) 18(08 17(04) 30(05) 35(0.7) 40(13) 28(L0) 3.0(05) 29(04)
$400 to $449 08(02) 26(12) 11(03) 6.1(13) 61(L3) 62(1.6) 65(18) 34(05) 3.4(0.5)
$450 to $499 09(02) 37(L7) 17(04) 39(07) 37(0.7) 51(L7) 38(L2) 44(07) 48(0.7)
$500 to $549 13(03) 25(14) 20(05) 56(08) 57(0.7) 57(L7) 76(4) 61(0.7) 61(0.7)

Monthiy Rent 5550 10 $599 13(04) 06(05) 21(05) 52(08) 52(08 67(19) 7.(20) 65(0.8) 62(0.8)

OMNTY REM ~$600 to $649 1.9(06) 06(03) 24(05)  61(0.7) 68(08) 57(15)  54(1.6) 42(07) 46(0.6)
$650 to $699 22(07) 34(13) 16(04) 7.2(11) 65(09 36(13) 42(12) 55(09) 58(0.8)
$700 to $749 18(06) 16(08 19(05) 38(03) 45(0.6) 76(20) 60(L6) 56(0.8) 52(0.7)
$750 to $799 20(05) 11(09) 19(05  40(0.7) 34(05) 34(15 28(1L3) 65(09) 57(0.8)
$800 to $899 28(06) 30(12) 29(05 83(08) 7.7(0.7) 7.8(20) 85(19) 87(08  9.3(0.9)
$900 to $999 18(05) 17(08 18(04) 72(0.9) 76(09 65(20) 67(L9 7.0(L0) 66 (L0)
$1,000 to $1,249 14(03) 20(09) 22(06) 118(L2) 120(L.2) 104(23) 104(23) 144(12) 151(L2)
$1,250 to $1,499 09(02) 08(06) 21(05  6.1(06) 58(0.6) 44(L7) 51(19) 63(09) 63(0.9)
$1,500 to $1,999 08(02) 11(06) 22(05 53(05) 55(05) 75(19 65(19) 65(08) 6.7 (L0)
$2,000 or More 04(01) 00(12) 05(03) 57(07) 55(0.7) 37(16) 37(16) 29(06)  2.9(0.6)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 14(0.2) 18(0.3) 1.9(0.2

Meals

Included in ~ Yes 08(03) 30(16) 13(03) 22(05) 28(05) 30(L1) 47(18) 15(04) 14(0.4)

Rent

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Aga'YS'S Analysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
opic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Less than $50,000 3403 22(0.4) 1.9(0.5 6.6 (0.4) 52(0.4) 65(0.7) 6.1(0.7) 10.7(1.0) 10.8(1.0)
$50,000 to $99,999 53(0.4) 51(.6) 45(0.7) 143(.7) 128(0.7) 166(1.0) 171(1.00 169(1.3) 16.7(1.2
$100,000 to $149,999 9.3(06) 6.3(0.8) 7.8(1.0) 16.6(0.7) 18.0(0.8) 184(1.3) 175(1.2) 19.0(14) 18.0(15)
$150,000 to $199,999 9.0(06) 6.0(.8) 82(1.0) 16.7(0.7) 16.6(0.7) 16.6(1.3) 174(1.3) 145(1.2) 151(1.4)
Property Value _$200,000 to $299,999 83(.7 70(.8) 6409 212(1.00 20.8(.9 165(14) 172(1.3) 184(15 19.9(15)
$300,000 to $499,999 57(06) 48(0.7) 49(0.9 157(.7) 17.2(0.8) 154(1.2) 149(12) 14413 135(1.2
$500,000 to $999,999 21(03) 20(.4) 1.8(0.5 7.3(0.4) 7.8(05) 7.7(0.9 8.1 (1.0) 4.5 (0.8) 4.4 (0.8)
$1,000,000 or More 0.3(0.1) 05(0.3) 0.3(0.2 1.6 (0.3) 16(0.2) 2.2(0.5) 1.8 (0.4) 1.7 (0.4) 1.6 (0.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.9(0.3) 53(04) 5.7(0.5)
None 19(0.3) 16(0.3) 21(0.5 25(0.4) 21(0.3) 21(05) 3.5(0.6) 3.8(0.7) 2.9 (0.5)
$1 to $299 29(05 28(05 34(0.7) 4.4 (0.5) 38(04) 6.2(0.9 5.3(0.9) 6.9 (1.0 8.0(1.2)
$300 to $599 3.7(04) 48(0.7) 43(0.8) 5.3(0.4) 6.0(0.4) 95(0.9 9.4 (0.9) 7.9(0.9 8.3(1.1)
$600 to $899 49(0.5) 5.0(0.6) 5.0(0.9 8.1(0.6) 7.7(05) 9710 9.1 (0.8) 9.9(1.2 8.4 (1.0
$900 to $1199 6.3(0.5) 48(0.7) 54(0.9 5.9(0.3) 72(05) 7.2(0.8) 8.6 (1.0) 6.9 (1.1 74(1.2)
Annual $1,200 to $1,499 79(0.7) 69(.9 8711 8.6 (0.7) 8.9(0.5) 10.4(1.1) 8.5 (1.0) 9.7(11) 11.0(.4
Property Tax $1,500 to $1,799 6.3(05 6.1(09) 6212 7.1(0.5 6.7(05) 6.7(0.9 7.1(0.9) 6.6 (1.2) 5.5(1.0)
AmF())uni/ $1,800 to $2,399 114(0.8) 7508 79(12) 124(0.7) 13.0(1.00 10.0(0.8 9609 113(1.3) 116(15)
$2,400 to $3,599 112(0.7) 73310 6.7(11) 188(0.8) 182(0.8) 156(1.3) 16.9(1.3) 138(15 141(14
$3,600 to $4,799 6.2(05 45(.7) 36(0.7) 8.7 (0.5 8.5(0.5) 6.8(0.8) 6.8 (0.8) 8.5(1.3 8.4 (1.3
$4,800 to $5,999 38(0.3) 23(0.5 3.0(0.7 5.2 (0.4) 53(0.4) 35(0.6) 3.3(0.6) 4.4 (0.9) 4.0 (0.9)
$6,000 to $7,199 31(0.3) 33(.7) 33(0.7) 4.7 (0.5) 49(04) 52(0.8) 4.6 (0.8) 3.5(0.7) 4.0 (0.7)
$7,200 or More 27(03) 29(0.6) 1.8(0.6) 8.3(0.6) 7.7(05) 7.2(0.9 7.3(0.9) 6.9 (1.0 6.3 (0.9)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 70(0.3) 53(0.3) 54(0.4

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
None 6.8(06) 15(04) 4.7(0.9) 9.4 (0.6) 35(0.4) 4.7(0.6) 54(0.7) 11.7(13) 10.1(1.3)
$1 to $119 15(0.3) 1.7(0.5) 1.9(0.6) 1.0 (0.2) 0.6(0.2) 0.9(0.4) 1.0 (0.3) 1.5(0.5) 0.7 (0.3)
$120 to $299 43(0.5) 2.6(0.6) 3.4(0.8 4.1 (0.5) 39(0.4) 3.4(0.6) 3.1(0.5) 2.4(0.7) 4.9(1.1)
$300 to $599 142(0.8) 11.8(1.1) 10.6(1.3) 20.6(0.9) 22.7(0.9) 19.2(1.4) 181(1.3) 18.0(1.7) 19.5(1.6)
Annual $600 to $899 16.8(0.9) 158(1.6) 14.0(1.6) 254(09) 25.6(0.9)0 28.0(15 271(15) 248(21) 23.0(21)
Property $900 to $1,199 13.8(0.7) 135(1.2) 111(1.7) 141(0.8 153(0.7) 16.8(1.3) 169(1.3) 13.8(1.7) 145(14)
Insurance $1,200 to $1,799 135(0.8) 12.1(1.3) 123(15) 155(09 182(1.1) 150(12) 172(1.3) 17.2(1.7) 149(15)
Amount $1,800 to $2,399 6.1(06) 6.1(0.9) 5.8(0.9) 5.0 (0.4) 51(0.4) 6.6(0.8) 7.1(0.9) 5.5(1.1) 6.7 (1.1)
$2,400 to $3,599 33(0.4) 29(0.7) 4.7(0.9 2.9(0.3) 3.2(04) 35(0.8) 2.5(0.5) 3.0(0.8) 4.2 (0.9)
$3,600 to $4,799 1.0(0.3) 08(0.4) 0.8(0.4) 1.0 (0.2) 1.1(0.3) 0.7(0.3) 0.6 (0.2) 0.7 (0.3) 0.4 (0.3)
$4,800 or More 1.0(0.2) 09(0.3) 1.4(0.6) 1.0 (0.2) 0.8(0.2) 1.3(0.4) 1.0 (0.3) 1.5 (0.6) 1.2 (0.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 124 (0.4) 11.4(0.7) 9.9(0.7)
Owned With A Mortgage 86(08) 5109 40(.8 91.0(0.8) 950(0.5 96.0(0.7) 93.3(1.0)0 97.3(0.7) 97.3(0.7)
Mortgage Under Contract to Purchase 15(0.3) 32(0.7) 31(0.7) 0.7(0.2) 1.2(0.3) 15(0.4) 2.8(0.7) 2.3(0.6) 1.9 (0.6)
Status No Mortgage 75(0.7) 22(05) 12(0.4) 8.3(0.8) 3.8(04) 26(0.6) 3.8(0.7) 0.4(0.2) 0.8(0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 84(0.8) 49(0.8) 4.0(0.7

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Less than $200 03(01) 05(0.2) 08(.4) 07(02 07(02 11(04) 08(04 08(03 11(0.4)
$200 to $249 04(0.1) 06(03) 06(0.3) 09(0.3) 08(0.3) 1.0(0.3) 1.0(0.3) 1.0(0.4) 0.6(0.3)
$250 to $299 06(02 06(03) 07(.4) 08(02 07(.2 13(06) 1.2(05) 0.9(0.4) 1.2(0.5)
$300 to $349 0.7(0.2) 13(0.4) 0.6(0.3) 1.3(04) 13(0.4) 1.9(0.6) 1.3(05) 1.1(0.3) 15(0.4)
$350 to $399 14(04) 19(06) 05(0.2) 2.0(05 15(0.4) 19(05 28(05 1.7(04) 16(0.4)
$400 to $449 1.6(04) 16(06) 10(0.4) 2.0(03) 24(0.4) 26(0.7) 24(0.7) 32(0.7) 2.8(0.7)
Monthi $450 to $499 1.1(0.2) 21(06) 1.3(0.5) 1.8(0.2) 19(0.2) 30(0.7) 37(0.8) 19(05) 27(0.7)
M Ortgage $500 to $599 23(04) 33(07) 32(8) 57(05 60(06) 65(0.9 60(11) 74(1.3) 6.6(10)
A $600 to $699 39(07) 37(07) 30(06) 75(09 68(0.7 87(L2) 84(1.0 75011 7.6(10)
$700 to $799 31(05 29(06) 36(08) 72(07) 72(.8) 61(08 65(1.0) 7.8(1.2 83(12)
$800 to $999 46(05) 39(0.8) 46(0.9) 135(1.0) 127(0.8) 147(1.3) 148(14) 158(15) 15.2(L7)
$1,000 to $1,249 7109 32(0.7) 55(11) 159(1.0) 171(1.1) 160(1.6) 156(1.5 135(1.6) 14.6(L5)
$1,250 to $1,499 45(0.4) 37(0.8) 41(0.9) 109(0.8) 11.1(0.8) 75(1.3) 84(13) 97(14) 9.6(L5)
$1,500 to $1,999 48(0.4) 31(0.7) 56(1) 159(1.2) 157(1.2) 13.0(1.5) 123(16) 13.8(15) 12.8(L.3)
$2,000 or More 31(05 13(05) 27(0.6) 139(0.7) 140(0.8) 146(1.6) 146(1.7) 138(1.6) 13.9(16)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 42(0.3) 29(0.3) 3.8(04)
Property Tax
Included Yes 6.8(0.7) 6.0(0.9) 8.3(L1) 69.0 (1.0) 69.9(1.0) 68.8(1.7) 69.6 (1.5) 75.4(1.6) 73.0(1.6)
Property
Insurance Yes 123(0.8) 82(1.1) 109(15) 56.3(1.3) 61.1(1.1) 608(1.7) 621(1.6) 68.9(1.6) 66.3(1.7)
Included
Home Equity Loan 6.9(05) 58(0.7) 6.0(0.8) 13.6(0.6) 13.4(0.6) 14.4(09) 142(1.0) 7.2(1.0) 105 (1.1)
Second Mortgage 20(0.3) 3.2(0.5) 4.7(0.6) 2.9 (0.3) 29(0.3) 3.6(0.6) 2.6 (0.5) 4.2 (0.6) 5.4 (0.7)
Second Second Mortgage and Home
Mortgage Equity Loan 1.2(0.2) 1.6(0.3) 1.6(0.4) 03(0.1) 1202 1.1(0.3) 15(04) 07(03) 1.4(0.4)
Type Egu?t‘;cﬁggn'\"o”gage or Home 57(04) 48(07) 7.7(08) 832(07) 825(07) 809(12) 8L7(L1) 87.9(L2) 82.8(L3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 57(0.4) 4.8(0.6) 7.3(0.7)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

) . Mail CATI CAPI
Aga'YS'S Analysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
opic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Less than $100 50(L3) 24(L3) 44(28) 100(L7) 118(20) 130(27) 125(26) 163(64) 175 (6.8)
$100 to $199 121(1.6) 9.2(23) 10.1(43) 235(23) 208(2.0) 17.1(29) 19.0(2.9) 20.6(46) 20.0 (3.5)
$200 to $249 11.0(1.5) 11.7(2.6) 119(44) 128(1.8) 13.2(2.0) 115(25) 11.2(27) 102(3.8) 6.8 (3.2)
$250 to $299 46(09) 59(16) 7.7(33) 98(19 100(L7) 89(2.2) 78(19) 57(26) 98(3.9)
$300 to $349 71(13) 75(20) 45(24) 92(12) 114(L7) 13.1(26) 12.7(30) 138(4.2) 15.1(4.6)
Second $350 to $399 48(12) 26(L0) 18(L2) 52(1.2) 3.1(06) 27(L.1) 38(L4)  55(24) 3.7(22)
N ortoage $400 to $449 38(06) 21(1.0) 24(15) 45(11) 52(L.0) 47(18) 50(L5) 24(L7) 36(21)
Payrfer?t $450 to $499 20(0.4) 14(09) 24(2.2) 38(08) 32(0.8) 21(13) 35(15) 34(24) 15(L0)
Amount $500 to $599 61(10) 53(L8) 86(39)  66(L0) 81(L3) 70(21) 68(L9)  3.0(2.0) 56 (34)
$600 to $699 19(05) 40(15) 20(L7) 32(0.8) 39(09) 7.7(23) 73(2.2) 43(2.2) 55 (26)
$700 to $799 14(0.4) 20(1.0) 08(08) 22(06) 17(05) 29(15)  24(L4)  03(0.3) 12(0.9)
$800 to $999 30(L1) 22(L2) 11(0.9) 36(L1) 25(05) 29(14)  22(1.0) 25(L7) L4(L4)
$1,000 to $1,249 17(04) 16(1.1) 13(1.3) 32(0.8) 35(0.8) 32(15)  1.9(1.0) 6.0(3.3) 48(3.1)
$1,250 or More 18(05) 07(0.7) 23(15)  24(05) 14(04) 33(L3) 39(15  59(25) 36 (20)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.0(0.6) 6.0(0.9 6.3(1.9
Less than $250 16.7 (4.4) (121?3 16.2(8.5) 26.7(7.3) 30.2(7.0) (1221.(')1) 73(55) 114(61) 9.9(7.2)
Annual Mopile 5250 10 $2:499 23.7 (5.4) (133?;5; 204 (83) 27.2(57) 20.1(4.7) (ffél) 32.1(10.3) 32.3(10.1) (141?'72)
Home Costs g5 500 or More 23.7 (5.6) (1%?4§ 183(9.2) 46.1(7.0) 49.8(6.9) (1215.;; 60.7 (12.3) 56.2 (10.7) (1419'22
L-Fold (Aggregate) 21.7 (4.5) (1%29?)’ 18.8 (7.0)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

: . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent

Householder 00(00) 00(00) 00(00) 436(05) 436(05) 38.1(0.5) 38.1(05 37.9(0.6) 37.9(0.6)
Husband or Wife 03(0.1) 02(01) 0.6(0.1) 244(0.3) 244(0.3) 221(04) 22.1(04) 14.7(0.4) 14.6(0.5)
Biological Son or Daughter 0.6(0.0) 10(0.1) 20(0.2) 225(0.6) 22.3(0.6) 27.4(0.7) 27.3(0.7) 3L1(0.9) 30.4(0.8)
Adopted Son or Daughter 0.0(0.0) 04(01) 07(0.0) 0504 04(0.1) 09(0.2) 07(0.0) _ 06(0.2)  0.6(0.1)
Stepson or Stepdaughter 02(0.0) 03(01) 08(0.2) 08(0.1) 08(0.1) 11(0.2) 1.0(0.2)  19(0.3)  2.1(0.4)
Brother or Sister 02(0.1) 01(00) 03(0.0) 06(0.1) 06(0.1) 08(0.1) _07(0.0) _ 13(01)  13(0.1)
Father or Mother 03(0.0) 03(01) 06(0.1) 08(0.1) 09(0.0) 11(0.2) 14(02)  12(01)  13(0.1)

Relationship to _C1NeNiS 0.0(0.0) 03(01) 03(0.0)  18(03) 17(0.3) 36(04)  35(04)  20(0.3)  22(0.3)

Relationsiib ©© “parent-In-Law 0.0(0.0) 01(00) 02(0.0) 03(0.1) 03(0.0) 05(0.2) 05(0.2) _03(0.1) 04(0.1)
Son-In-Law or Daughter-In-Law _ 0.0 (0.0) _ 0.2(0.0) _0.1(0.0) _ 02(0.1) _ 03(0.1) 06(01) _ 06(0.1)  04(01)  04(01)
Other Relative 05(0.2) 07(02) 07(0.2) 08(02) 08(0.2) 11(0.2) 12(0.2)  15(0.2) 12(0.2)
Roomer or Boarder 04(0.0) 01(01) 1.0(0.2) 03(0.0) 03(0.0) 02(0.1) 0.1(0.0) 05(0.2) 0.7(0.2)
Housemate or Roommate 0.7(0.0) 05(02) 21(04) _ 09(0.0) 0.7(0.1) 04(0.2) 0.2(0.1) _ 25(0.3) 17(0.3)
Unmarried Partner 06(0.0) 04(01) L1(0.0) 17(00) 16(0.1) 10(0.2) _1.0(0.0) _ 32(0.2)  3.1(0.2)
Foster Child 00(0.0) 01(01) 0.1(0.0) 0.1(00) 0.1(0.0) 01(0.1) _0.1(0.0) _ 01(0.0) 0.1(0.0)
Other Nonrelative 12(02) 08(0.2) 22(08) 07(01) 13(02) 09(02)  14(03) _ 0.9(0.2)  2.1(0.3)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.2(0.0) 0.4(0.00 0.9(0.02)
Sex Male 05(0.1) 06(02) 10(0.2) 47.9(05) 47.8(05) 46.7(0.5) 46.7(05)  49.7(0.6) 49.7(0.6)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

) . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysw Analysis category Mail CATI CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR percent percent percent percent percent percent
Age 04 02(00) 02(00) 02(00) 49(02 47(02) 43(03) 44(03) 83(0.3) 8.3 (0.3)
Age 5-9 03(0.0) 03(01) 03(0.1) 54(02) 54(02) 7.3(03) 7.2(0.3) 7.9(0.2) 7.9(0.3)
Age 10-14 03(0.0) 03(01) 03(0.1) 55(02) 56(0.2) 7.0(03) 7.1(04) 84(0.2) 83(02)
Age 15-17 03(0.0) 02(0.0) 03(0.1) 31(01) 31(0.1) 43(02) 43(0.2) 44(0.2) 4.4(02)
Age 18-19 04(0.1) 03(01) 03(01) 18(01) 18(01) 23(02) 22(0.2) 3.0(0.2) 3.0(0.2)
Age 20 03(0.1) 03(01) 04(0.1) 08(01) 09(0.1) 08(01) 09(0.1) 14(0.1) 14(0.0)
Age 21 03(0.1) 02(0.0) 04(0.1) 09(01) 09(0.1) 08(01) 08(0.1) 1.9(0.2) 18(0.2)
Age 22-24 03(0.0) 02(0.0) 07(0.1) 30(01) 29(0.1) 19(02) 1.9(0.2) 52(0.3) 53(0.3)
Age 25-29 04(00) 03(01) 09(0.1) 54(02) 54(02) 29(02) 30(0.2) 84(0.3) 83(0.3)
Age 30-34 04(0.1) 04(01) 06(0.1) 54(02) 54(02) 38(03) 38(0.2) 82(0.3) 8.1(0.3)
Age 35-39 04(0.1) 04(01) 06(0.1) 51(02) 51(02) 48(03) 49(0.3) 6.9(0.3) 69(0.2)
Ade Age 40-44 05(0.1) 05(0.1) 08(0.1) 59(02) 58(0.2) 65(03) 64(0.3) 7.2(0.3) 7.1(0.3)
g Age 45-49 0601 05(0.1) 08(01) 68(02) 68(02) 7.2(03) 7.3(0.3) 6.7(0.3) 6.8(0.3)
Age 50-54 0601 09(01) 07(0.1) 80(02 80(02) 81(04) 83(04) 66(0.3)  66(0.3)
Age 55-50 06(01) 06(01) 06(01) 82(02) 82(02) 86(04) 86(04) 50(0.2) 50(02)
Age 60-61 0601 05(01) 03(0.1) 34(02) 35(0.2) 33(02) 32(0.2) 15(0.1) 15(0.0)
Age 62-64 06(0.1) 04(01) 03(01) 52(02) 51(02) 48(03) 48(0.3) 20(0.1) 20(0.0)
Age 65-66 05(0.1) 04(01) 03(0.1) 32(02) 33(02) 28(02) 28(0.2) 11(0.1) 12(0.0)
Age 67-69 04(0.1) 04(01) 02(0.0)  40(01) 40(0.1) 34(03) 34(03) 1.2(0.1) 12(0.0)
Age 70-74 04(0.0) 02(0.0) 02(0.0) 51(02) 53(0.2) 49(03) 49(0.3) 21(0.2) 20(0.2)
Age 75-79 03(0.0) 02(0.0) 01(0.0) 38(02) 37(02) 42(03) 42(03) 11(0.1) 11(0.0)
Age 80-84 03(0.1) 02(0.0) 01(0.0) 28(01) 28(02) 31(02) 31(0.2) 08(0.1) 0.8(0.0)
Age 85 + 0.1(0.0) 01(0.0) 00(0.0) 23(02) 24(0.2) 27(02) 28(0.2) 09(0.1) 09 (0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 04(0.0) 0.4(0.00 0.5(0.0

£9¢ RaNGE Age Range 0-14 15(1.3) 46(32) 53(26) 89(38) 104(42) 95(40) 80(48) 154(58) 12.6(4.0)
g'r?gf‘n”'c Not Hispanic 09(0.2) 11(04) 25(04) 91.8(0.6) 91.8(0.6) 86.3(11) 862(L1) 758(L3) 747(L2)
CH)'r?g?n”'c Mexican 07(0.2) 08(0.3) 23(05) 5206 52(06) 101(L.1) 100(11) 153(0.9) 16.5 (1.0)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent

g'r?gf‘n“'c Puerto Rican 01(0.0) 01(0.0) 05(0.1) 09(02 09(0.2) 07(02 07(0.2)  16(0.3) 1.9(0.3)
gir?gf‘n“ic Cuban 01(0.0) 00(.0) 01(01) 0502 0602 0702 0602 1103 11(03)
gﬁg?ﬂ“ic Other Hispanic 07(0.1) 08(0.2) 23(05  19(02) 18(0.2) 24(04) 26(04) 65(0.6) 6.4(0.5)
g'r?gi"‘n“'c Hispanic Write-In Present 16(03) 07(02 23(05 28(04) 18(02) 23(04) 26(04) 64(0.6) 6.3(05)

Not Hispanic or Latino 08(0.2) 10(0.3) 23(04) 91.9(0.6) 918(0.6) 86.3(L1) 86.3(L1) 76.1(L2) 748(L2)

Mexican Alone 08(0.2) 08(0.3) 20(04) 49(0.6) 51(0.6) 101(11)  99(L1) 156(L0) 16.2(L0)

Puerto Rican Alone 01(0.0) 00(0.0) 04(01) 08(02) 08(02) 07(02) 06(0.2) 14(0.3) 18(0.3)
Hispanic Cuban Alone 01(0.0) 00(0.0) 00(00) 04(02) 05(02) 06(02) 06(0.2) 11(0.3) 1.1(0.3)
Origin Other Hispanic or Latino (No
Aggregale Wiite-1n, or One Wiite-In Along) 060D 08(02)  12(02)  1502) 1502 21(04) 24(04) 53005 55005

Multiple Responses (With At

L east One Hispanic Response) 04(0.1) 03(01) 06(02) 04(0.1 03(01) 02(01 02(01) 05(0.2) 07(0.2)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 08(0.2) 1.0(0.3) 21(0.3

Race White 23(0.3) 3.4(05) 106(08) 88.2(0.7) 880(0.7) 845(12) 835(L3) 72.4(L3) 71.7(L3)
Race Black 03(0.1) 04(02) 1.0(02) 64(0.6) 63(0.6) 115(1.2) 114(L1) 16.8(L1) 16.7 (L)
Race Qg:f\féca” Indian or Alaska 12(02) 11(03) 2804) 1102 1602 1902 23(04) 21(03) 3.3(04)
Race Asian Indian 03(0.1) 01(01) 03(01) 12(02) 12(02) 11(0.6) 12(0.6) 12(0.3) 1.3(0.4)
Race Chinese 01(0.0) 01(0.1) 03(01) 13(02) 13(02) 06(02) 06(0.2) 06(0.2) 05(0.1)
Race Filipino 02(0.1) 00(0.0) 01(00) 11(02) 10(02) 06(03) 06(0.3) 1.0(0.2) 1.0(0.2)
Race Japanese 01(0.1) 00(0.0) 02(01) 06(0.1) 06(01) 01(0.0) 01(0.0) 02(0.1) 03(0.1)
Race Korean 00(0.0) 00(0.0) 00(00) 04(0.1) 04(01) 00(00) 00(0.0)  02(0.1) 03(0.10)
Race Vietnamese 00(0.0) 02(0.2) 00(00) 03(0.1) 03(01) 02(01) 04(0.2) 03(0.1) 03(0.0)
Race Other Asian 04(0.1) 01(01) 06(02) 07(02) 04(01) 03(01) 03(0.1) 08(0.3) 08(0.2)
Race Native Hawaiian 00(0.0) 0.1(0.0) 00(00) 02(0.1) 02(01) 00(00) 00(0.0) 01(0.0) 0.1(0.0)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.

C-14



Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

) ) Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent

Race Guamanian or Chamorro,

O e bt 1slander 0100 0000) 0201 02001 0101 0201 0201 0301 0502
Race Some Other Race 34(04) 35(05) 103(0.9) 21(03) 27(04) 23(04) 33(06) 80(0.7) 88(09)
Race Race Write-In 1 Present 13(03) 09(02) 19(03)  13(03) 12(0.2) 15(02)  19(0.4)  16(03) 22(0.3)
Race Race Write-In 2 Present 30(04) 35(0.5) 98(0.8) 16(02) 26(04) 21(0.4)  30(06) 7.7(0.7)  8.1(0.9)
Race Race Write-In 3 Present 13(03) 02(0.1) 07(02)  15(03) 04(0.1) 05(02)  06(0.2) 09(02)  12(0.3)

White Alone 37(04) 43(0.6) 11.5(0.8) 856(07) 850(0.8) 82.0(L3) 805(L4) 69.4(L4) 680 (L3)

Black Alone 05(0.1) 06(0.2) 15(0.3)  55(05) 53(05) 105(L1) 10.0(L0) 153 (L0) 152 (1.0)

ﬁ;rt‘ie\gczqo'gg'a” or Alaska 04(0.1) 03(01) 09(0.2 0501 04(01) 04(01) 05(0.1) 09(0.2) 11(0.2)
Race Asian Alone 04(01) 02(01) 09(02) 41(04) 41(03) 24(07) 24(07) 35(05) 33(05)
Aggregate :\,'Sf‘;%ee:'i‘;‘éﬂéa” or Other Pacific 500y 00(0.0) 01(.0) 0000 0000 02(01) 02(01) 0301 03(0.1)

Some Other Race Alone 19(0.3) 29(0.5) 8.8(0.8) 1.1(0.2) 1.5(0.2) 1.7(0.3) 2.9 (0.6) 6.7 (0.6) 6.9 (0.8)

Multiple Races 20(03) 22(04) 54(05) 31(03) 37(04) 29(04) 35(05)  39(0.5) 52 (0.6)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.3(0.4) 3.6(0.5) 8.9(0.6)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as

percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

Mail CATI CAPI
ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
percent percent percent percent percent percent

Analysis Analvsis catedor Mail CATI CAPI
Topic y gory GDR GDR GDR

Born in U.S., in State of Current

o 12(02) 1.2(0.3) 13(0.2) 532(09) 529(0.9) 56.1(1.3) 56.2(1.3) 51.0(1.2) 50.4(L2)

Born in U.S., Northeast Region,

i ot s 04(0.1) 02(0.1) 0301 86(04) 87(05) 7.6(08  7.6(09 53(05) 54(05)

Born in U.S., Midwest Region,

g2y s 05(0.2) 04(0.1) 05(02) 11.3(0.7) 112(0.6) 8.1(06) 80(0.6) 65(0.5  6.7(0.6)

Born in U.S., South Region, not

e e e s 05(0.1) 1.0(0.2) 09(0.2) 104(0.6) 106(0.6) 96(0.8) 95(0.8) 93(0.7) 95(0.7)

Born in U.S., West Region, not

g iy s 03(0.1) 05(0.2) 08(03) 52(0.3) 53(04) 43(05  43(05) 56(0.6) 56(0.5)

Puerto Ricoand U.S. Islandand 5 00)  00(00) 00(0.0) 04(01) 04(01) 02(01) 02(01) 07002 0.7(0.2)

Outlying Areas
Mexico 0.0(0.0)0 0.1(0.1) 0.1(0.0) 1.9 (0.4) 1.9(0.4) 6.3(0.9 6.4 (0.9) 9.1 (0.8) 9.2 (0.8)
El Salvador 0.0(0.0)0 0.0(0.0) 0.1(0.0) 0.1 (0.0) 0.1(0.0)0 0.2(0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 0.6 (0.1) 0.7 (0.2)
Place of Birth  Cuba 0.0(0.0)0 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.5(0.2 0.5(0.2) 0.8 (0.2) 0.8 (0.2)
Dominican Republic 0.0(0.0)0 0.0(0.0) 0.1(0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.1(0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.6 (0.2) 0.5(0.2)
Guatemala 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) 0.1 (0.0) 0.1(0.0)0 0.3(0.2 0.3(0.2) 0.8 (0.2) 0.8 (0.2)
All Other Latin America 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) 0.2(0.1) 1.3(0.3) 1.3(0.3) 1.8(0.4) 1.7 (0.4) 3.2(0.7) 3.3(0.7)
Northern America 0.0(0.0)0 0.1(0.1) 0.1(0.0) 0.3(0.0) 0.3(0.0) 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1)
China 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) 0.8 (0.2) 0.8(0.2) 0.0(0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.5(0.2) 0.4 (0.2)
India 0.0(0.0)0 0.0(0.0) 0.1(0.0) 0.9 (0.1) 09(0.1) 0.6(0.3 0.6 (0.3) 0.8 (0.2) 0.8 (0.3)
Philippines 0.0(0.0)0 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) 0.8 (0.2) 0.8(0.2) 0.5(0.3) 0.5 (0.3) 0.5(0.2) 0.5(0.2)
Vietnam 0.0(0.0)0 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 0.2 (0.1)
Korea 0.0(0.0)0 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) 0.2 (0.0) 0.2(0.0) 0.1(0.0) 0.1 (0.0) 0.1 (0.0) 0.1 (0.0)
All Other Asia 0.1(0.1) 0.0(0.0) 0.1(0.0) 1.2 (0.2) 1.1(0.2) 0.9(0.3) 0.9 (0.3) 1.7 (0.4) 1.7 (0.4)
Europe 0.1(0.0) 0.1(0.0) 0.1(0.0) 2.2(0.2) 22(0.2) 19(0.4) 1.9 (0.4) 1.8 (0.3) 1.9 (0.3)
Africa 0.0(0.0)0 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) 0.4 (0.1) 0.4(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.5(0.2) 0.5(0.2)
Oceania 0.0(0.0)0 0.0(0.0) 0.1(0.0) 0.1 (0.0) 0.1(0.00 0.2(0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.2 (0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.8(0.2) 0.8(0.2) 0.9(0.1)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

) ) Mail CATI CAPI
A?(";‘gi's Analysis category Mail CATI  CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS

GDR GDR GDR percent percent percent percent percent percent
Place of Birth

United States Born in the U.S. (Including

Puerto Rico and Outlying Areasy ~ 02(©1)  03(01) 04(01) 89.1(07) 89.1(07) 860(L0) 858(L0) 784(L3) 782(L3)

or not
Born Outside the U.S.: Americas 0.1(0.1) 0.0(.00 03(0.3) 376(3.8) 375(3.8) 67.1(44) 672(44) 71425 71.1(25)
Place of Birth Born Outside the U.S.: Asia 0.1(0.0) 0.0(.3) 04(.3) 375(3.00 375(3.0) 157(35) 157(35) 174(21) 17.6(2.1)
Outside United Born Outside the U.S.: Europe 0.1(0.1) 0.0(.00 01(0.1) 204(21) 204(21) 133(2.6) 13.2(2.6) 8.4 (1.5) 8.5 (1.5)
States 1 Born Outside the U.S.: Africa 0.0(0.1) 0.0(0.3) 0.0(0.0) 3.9 (1.3) 39(1.3) 24(L1) 2.4 (1.1) 2.2 (0.7) 2.2 (0.7)
Born Outside the U.S.: Oceania 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.3) 0.0(0.0) 0.6 (0.2) 0.7(02) 15(0.9 1.5(0.9) 0.6 (0.3) 0.6 (0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.1(0.0) 0.0(0.00 0.3(0.3

Born Outside the U.S.: Northern

Arorica 01(0.1) 00(0.0) 00(0.0) 29(04) 29(04) 2108  21(08 12(05 1.2(05)

Born Outside the U.S.: Latin

Dlace of Birth  America 00(0.0) 00(0.3) 03(0.3) 347(3.8) 347(38) 650(43) 650(43) 702(2.6) 69.9(2.6)

Outside United Born Outside the U.S.: Asia 0.1(00) 00(3) 04(.3) 375300 375(3.0) 157(35) 157(35 174(21) 17.6(2.1)
States 2 Born Outside the U.S.: Europe 01(0.1) 0.0(.00 01(.1) 204(21) 204(2.1) 13.3(26) 13.2(2.6) 8.4 (1.5) 8.5 (1.5)
Born Qutside the U.S.: Africa 0.0(0.1) 0.0(0.3) 0.0(0.0) 3.9(1.3) 39(1.3) 24(L1) 2.4 (1.1) 2.2(0.7) 2.2(0.7)
Born Outside the U.S.: Oceania 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.3) 0.0(0.0) 0.6 (0.2) 0.7(0.2) 15(0.9 1.5(0.9) 0.6 (0.3) 0.6 (0.3)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.00 0.3(0.3
U.S. Citizen, Born in U.S. 03(0.1) 03(0.1) 04(0.1) 89.2(0.7) 89.0(0.7) 86.1(1.0) 86.0(1.00 78.4(1.2) 78.3(1.2

U.S. Citizen, Born in Puerto Rico

or U.S. Outlying Areas 01(0.0) 00(0.0) 00(0.0) 0401 04(01) 02(01) 02(0.1) 07(0.2) 06(0.2)

Ok o CUZE, Bon Mg o] 03(0.1) 05(02) 06(01) 06(01) 08(02 0602 0401 1002 11(0.2)

Status American Parent(S)
U.S. Citizen By Naturalization 0.6(0.2) 0.8(0.3) 1.0(0.2) 5.9 (0.5) 59(0.5) 6.0(0.7) 6.4 (0.7) 5.9 (0.5) 6.2 (0.5)
Not A U.S. Citizen 0.2(0.1) 04(0.2) 0.8(0.2) 3.9(0.4) 39(0.4) 7.1(0.8) 7.1(0.8) 14.0(1.1) 13.8(1.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.5(0.0)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.

C-17



Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Naturalized 2005 or Later 16(0.6) 21(11) 41(26) 31.8(5.2) 313(.1) 293(79 276(7.9 35449 36.6(.1
Naturalized 2000 to 2004 28(08) 4024 11342 129(332) 140(31) 168(49 16.0(46) 12342 129(3.1)
Naturalized 1995 to 1999 48(16) 87(43) 14545 147(23) 121(2.00 222(51) 193(5.2) 169(42) 17.1(47)
Year of Naturalized 1990 to 1994 24(0.7) 134(5.0) 92(3.2 9.7 (3.9) 9939 10341 154(4) 119(36) 11.9(4.0
Naturalization  Naturalized 1985 to 1989 51(1.7) 1911 47(18) 7.6 (1.6) 83(21) 6.7(4.8) 7.1(4.8) 6.6 (1.7) 6.3(2.1)
Naturalized 1980 to 1984 39(12) 24(13) 55(2.0 6.0(1.4) 47(1.0) 2513 3.7(1.3) 9.4 (3.0) 6.5 (2.5)
Naturalized Before 1980 40014 27(16) 25014 174(33) 19.7(35 123(2.8) 10.8(2.5 7.5(2.6) 8.6 (2.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 32(06) 5724 17920
Entered 2005 or Later 1.3(04) 18(14 24(0.7) 169224 16.8(23) 176(2.2 6.5(1.8) 19.0(2.3) 18.0(2.3)
Entered 2000 to 2004 27(16) 31(16) 33(0.9 126(21) 138(25) 132(31) 135(3.1) 153(21) 172(2.2)
Entered 1995 to 1999 1905 2412 6113 119(18) 131(1.8) 135(3.00 143(3.00 181(21) 16.4(2.1)
Year of Entry Entered 1990 to 1994 22(05) 3411 34(0.9 7.8(1.4) 74(14) 18.7(43) 20.2(43) 11.4(18) 11.3(1.7)
Entered 1985 to 1989 23(06) 3913 56(12) 132(28) 125(27) 99(21) 103(23) 11.3(1.8) 10.8(1.7)
Entered 1980 to 1984 26(14) 311 3.7(09 8.2 (1.7) 7.2(13) 122(27) 10.1(2.6) 9.3(1.6) 8.5 (1.6)
Entered Before 1980 06(0.2) 19(.7) 3.0(0.9 29327 29.1(26) 249(34) 252(35) 155(1.9) 17.7(2.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 1.7(0.4) 28(0.6) 3.9(0.6)
Enrolled in Public School 24(03) 14(0.2) 4.6(0.5) 9.1(0.4) 8.6(0.3) 10.3(0.9) 10.2(0.9) 19.3(0.9) 18.3(0.9
School Enrolled in Private School 1.0(0.1) 1.0(.3) 1.9(0.3 2.4(0.3) 23(0.3) 25(04) 2.2(0.4) 2.5(0.3) 2.7(0.3)
Attendance Not Enrolled in School 23(03) 1403 39(.5) 885(05 89.1(04) 87.2(1.0) 876(1.0)0 783(1.0) 79.0(0.9
L-Fold (Aggregate) 23(0.3) 13(0.2) 4.0(0.4)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent  percent percent percent percent

Sl o I ek 07(03) 16(09) 05(03) 41(07) 34(05 48(16) 41(15)  39(L0) 3.9 (L0)
Enrolled in Kindergarten 36(L7) L1007 0703 59(L7) 3807 32(19 309 60(13) 62(L3
Enrolled in Grade 1 42(18) 01(00) 03(02) 25(0.7) 54(18) 46(17) 47(L7) 26(08) 23(08)
Enrolled in Grade 2 21(08) 14(09) 13(06) 34(09) 29(05) 43(16) 45(17) 45(12) 55(L3)
Enrolled in Grade 3 14(05) 18(10) 19(10) 35(07) 34(08) 59(18) 57(18) 62(L4) 64(L5)
Enrolled in Grade 4 16(05) 10(07) 21(09) 45(09) 41(09) 18(0.7) 24(10) 39(L1)  38(L0)
Enrolled in Grade 5 29(07) 04(04) 28(L1) 55(09) 46(L0) 33(15 30(14) 52(L2) 2.8(08)

Sehool Grade _ENMOlled in Grade 6 30(09) 05(04) 28(12) 46(L1) 50(10) 61(23) 65(22) 45(09) 57 (L3)

Sehos Enrolled in Grade 7 21(08) 15(12) 18(07) 34(L0) 41(12) 98(39) 96(40) 46(L1) 49(L2)
Enrolled in Grade 8 18(06) 37(19) 16(06) 46(08) 47(07) 75(23) 75200 34(L1) 36(1)
Enrolled in Grade 9 21(07) 28(15) 12(06) 42(L1) 36(10) 44(20) 53(22) 46(12) 51(L3)
Enrolled in Grade 10 20(06) 10(07) 15(08) 50(L2) 53(13) 46(16) 43(16) 69(14) 6.1(L3)
Enrolled in Grade 11 20(05) 06(04) 18(09) 43(0.7) 41(07) 80(21) 77(20) 51(12) 6.1(L4)
Enrolled in Grade 12 16(05) 31(19) 15(06) 28(06) 38(08) 49(23) 27(09) 57(L1) 57(13)

Enrolled in College,
Undergraduate Years 26(0.5) 50(21) 28(0.8) 289(25 29.4(25) 22.8(3.8) 246(3.8) 279(2.6) 26.4(2.5)

Graduate or Professional School 21(0.4) 19(0.7) 1.0(04) 127(14) 124(1.4) 4.0(11) 4.4 (1.1) 5.1 (0.9) 5.5 (0.9)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 24(03) 24(0.8) 1.9(0.3)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

: ) Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent  percent percent percent percent

No Schooling Completed 19(03) 0502 1002 2103 0701 1404 1204  25(04)  2.3(03)
Nursery School 03(0.1) 03(01) 08(0.2) 05(0.1) 05(0.1) 05(0.3) _ 0.6(03)  12(0.2) 13(0.3)
Kindergarten 03(0.1) 00(00) 03(0.0) _ 06(0.2) 0.7(0.2) 06(0.2) 0.6(0.2) _ 05(0.1)  0.6(0.2)
1t Grade 0.1(0.0) 02(01) 03(0.1) 03(0.1) 03(0.1) 05(0.2) 06(0.2) _ 08(0.2) 10(0.3)
2nd Grade 0.0(0.0) 03(01) 06(0.2) 04(0.1) 04(0.1) 07(0.2) 07(0.2)  15(0.3) 14(0.3)
3rd Grade 05(0.2) 05(02) 05(0.2) 05(0.0) 08(0.3) 06(0.2) 09(0.3)  12(0.3)  11(0.3)
4th Grade 06(0.3) 05(02) 06(0.1)  09(0.3) 06(0.1) 09(0.3)  05(0.2)  12(0.2) 11(0.2)
5th Grade 04(0.1) 05(01) 09(0.2) 06(0.1) 06(0.1) 15(05  15(05  17(0.3)  14(0.3)
6th Grade 05(0.1) 09(03) 15(0.3)  1.0(02) 09(0.2) 31(0.6) 35(0.7)  30(04)  3.0(04)
7th Grade 05(0.1) 10(03) 09(0.2) 06(0.1) 08(0.1) 15(0.3)  15(0.3)  12(0.2)  15(0.3)
8th Grade 10(03) 18(04) 13(08) 11(02) 14(03) 2.2(03) 23(04)  2.6(04)  2.3(04)
9th Grade 10(03) 17(03) 2.1(04) 14(02) 17(03) 2.6(04)  26(04)  3.7(05 _ 3.8(04)

Educational _10th Grade 13(00) 15(0.2) 17(03) 16(02) 18(02) 3.1(04) 29(04) 2.9(03)  2.9(04)

Attainment _11th Grade 18(03) 13(0.2) 18(03) 2.1(04) 23(03) 30(05)  3.1(04) 35(0.3)  3.9(04)
12th Grade, No Diploma 15(02) 10(0.2) 09(02) 13(02) 06(0.1) 08(0.2) 0501 _ 0.7(0.2) 0.6 (0.0)
Regular High School Diploma 70(05) 66(05) 84(05)  205(0.7) 22.0(0.8) 251(L3) 25.0(L4) 215(L0) 210(L0)
Ged, or Alternative Credential 21(03) 21(04) 18(0.2)  39(04) 2.7(0.2) 28(04)  30(04)  27(04)  33(0.4)

Some College, Lessthan 1 Year 7.0 (05) 50(05) 53(06)  75(0.6) 46(0.3) 44(05)  44(05)  35(04) 4.9(05)

Some College, 1Lor More Years, g, 47)  §8(06) 90(0.7) 122(0.5 149(0.6) 137(10) 135(1.0) 181(09) 16.8(0.8)

No Degree

Associate's Degree 25(0.2) 32(05) 42(0.4) 6.9 (0.4) 7.1(0.4) 5.9(05) 6.3 (0.6) 6.7 (0.6) 6.4 (0.6)

Bachelor's Degree 19(0.2) 2404 36(04) 210(.7) 215(0.6) 154(1.0) 152(09 12.0(0.6) 12.4(0.6)

Master's Degree 1.7(0.3) 1.0(0.2) 13(0.3 8.3(0.4) 9.0(0.4) 7.0(0.6) 7.2 (0.6) 5.0 (0.8) 5.1 (0.8)

Professional School Degree 1.7(0.3) 11(0.3) 1.1(0.2 3.0(0.3) 1.8(0.3) 1.4(0.3) 0.9 (0.2) 1.4 (0.3) 0.9 (0.2)

Doctorate Degree 09(0.2) 08(.2) 0.6(0.1) 1.7 (0.2) 22(0.2) 1.2(0.3) 1.4(0.3) 0.6 (0.1) 0.9 (0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 42(0.2) 38(0.2) 4.8(0.2

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

) ) Mail CATI CAPI
A?g‘gi's Analysis category Mail CATI  CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS

GDR GDR GDR percent percent percent percent percent percent

Computers, Mathematics, and

sk 1505 13(05) 18(0.7) 46(04) 51(07) 51(11) 59(11) 57(13)  6.0(13)

Biological, Agricultural, and

S e 12(0.2) 10(04) 14(04) 70(04) 68(05 49(10) 48(10) 54(08) 54(0.8)

Physical and Related Sciences 22(0.2) 33(09) 2.6(0.6) 3.8(0.5) 51(0.5) 55(13) 3.8(0.9) 2.7(0.5) 2.8 (0.7)
Psychology 1.0(02) 16(0.5) 11(0.4) 5.8 (0.6) 54(0.6) 4.7(0.9) 5.6 (1.0) 5.2 (0.9) 5.1(0.9)
Social Sciences 28(0.4) 2305 35(1.00 10.6(0.8) 9.5(0.8) 8.9(L5) 9.3(1.5) 8.0(1.3) 10.1(1.6)
Field of Engineering 09(0.2) 12(0.7) 19(0.7) 7.3(0.4) 72(04) 75(L5) 8.5 (1.6) 6.3 (1.0) 6.5 (1.0)
Bachelor's Multidisciplinary Studies 05(0.1) 13(0.5) 10(0.4) 0.9 (0.2) 0.7(0.2) 11(0.4) 0.8 (0.4) 1.5 (0.8) 2.1(0.8)
Degree Science and Engineering Related 26(03) 26(0.6) 1.6(0.4) 9.7 (0.7) 9.1(0.7) 9.4(15) 9.6 (1.5) 7.2 (1.3) 7.2 (1.3)
Business 25(0.2) 18(06) 49(0.9 205(0.9) 20.1(0.9) 17.9(1.8) 174(1.9) 24.0(23) 24.2(24)
Education 35(04) 389 37(11) 149(0.7) 135(0.7) 13.6(16) 140(1.8) 135(15 11.7(1.3)
Literature and Languages 1.5(0.2) 15(0.6) 2.2(0.6) 4.8 (0.4) 54(0.4) 4.9(0.9) 5.2 (1.0) 3.9 (0.9) 4.4 (1.1)
Liberal Arts and History 32(04) 26(0.7) 31(0.7) 5.1(0.4) 6.2(04) 7.8(14) 8.5(1.4) 5.9 (1.1) 4.9 (1.0)
Visual and Performing Arts 1.3(0.3) 25(0.6) 2.2(0.8) 4.1(0.4) 43(0.4) 4.8(0.9 5.6 (1.1) 5.1(0.9) 6.2 (1.3)
Communications 09(.2) 16(0.5 0.8(0.3) 4.3 (0.5 43(0.5) 4.6(0.9 3.5(0.8) 4.2 (0.8 4.2 (0.8)
Other Bachelor Degree Field 16(0.2) 27(0.7) 2.2(0.6) 5.2 (0.5) 4.9(0.4) 55(0.9 5.2 (1.0) 7.2 (1.0) 6.3 (1.0)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
American 8.3(0.6) 4.7 (0.6) 5.6 (0.7) 8.6 (0.6) 3.4 (0.4) 3.6 (0.5) 3.0 (0.6) 5.4 (0.7) 2.2(0.3)
Arab 0.1 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.2(0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 0.6 (0.2) 0.6 (0.2) 0.6 (0.2) 0.7 (0.2)
British 1.0 (0.3) 0.5(0.2) 0.2(0.1) 0.8(0.2) 0.7 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.2(0.1) 0.3(0.1)
Czech 0.7 (0.1) 0.5(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.6 (0.1) 0.8 (0.1) 0.7 (0.3) 0.7 (0.3) 0.7 (0.2) 0.5(0.2)
Danish 0.5(0.1) 0.2(0.1) 0.1(0.1) 1.0 (0.2) 1.1(0.2) 0.6 (0.2) 0.6 (0.1) 0.5(0.2) 0.4 (0.2)
Dutch 1.4 (0.1) 1.7 (0.3) 1.1(0.2) 25(0.3) 2.7(0.2) 2.1(0.4) 1.8 (0.3) 1.0 (0.2) 1.4 (0.3)
English 9.7 (0.6) 8.7 (0.8) 5.1(0.5) 13.0 (0.5) 15.5 (0.8) 13.4 (1.1) 13.0 (0.9) 7.3(0.6) 7.4(0.7)
European 2.3(0.2) 1.4 (0.3) 1.1(0.2) 1.7 (0.2) 1.7 (0.2) 0.7 (0.1) 1.3(0.3) 0.6 (0.2) 0.7 (0.2)
French (Except Basque) 3.9(0.5) 2.9(0.4) 2.4 (0.4) 3.9(0.3) 5.4 (0.5) 3.9 (0.5) 5.3 (0.5) 3.2(0.4) 3.4 (0.4)
French Canadian 0.9 (0.1) 1.0 (0.3) 0.5(0.1) 1.2 (0.2) 0.9 (0.1) 1.3 (0.4) 1.4 (0.4) 0.3(0.1) 0.5(0.1)
German 10.0 (0.6) 6.1 (0.6) 6.5 (0.5) 22.5(0.7) 25.5 (0.9) 21.6 (1.2) 21.5(1.1) 13.9(0.8) 14.7 (0.8)
Greek 0.1 (0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 0.5(0.1) 0.6 (0.3) 0.5 (0.3) 0.6 (0.1) 0.6 (0.2)
Hungarian 0.4 (0.1) 0.2(0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 0.9 (0.1) 1.0 (0.2) 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 0.5(0.2)
Irish 8.9 (0.5) 7.9 (0.6) 6.9 (0.6) 15.3(0.8) 17.0 (0.7) 14.3 (0.9) 14.4 (0.8) 12.1(0.9) 13.5 (0.8)
Italian 1.7 (0.2) 1.0 (0.3) 2.1(0.3) 7.6 (0.5) 7.5(0.5) 6.7 (0.7) 6.5 (0.7) 47 (0.5) 5.1 (0.5)
Ancestry Lithuanian 0.4 (0.2) 0.2(0.2) 0.3(0.2) 0.6 (0.2) 0.5(0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 0.3(0.1)
Norwegian 1.2 (0.2) 0.8(0.2) 0.5(0.1) 1.9 (0.2) 2.1(0.3) 2.6 (0.5) 2.6 (0.4) 1.4 (0.3) 1.3 (0.3)
Polish 1.9 (0.2) 1.3 (0.3) 1.5 (0.3) 4.9 (0.4) 5.0 (0.4) 4.2 (0.6) 4.7 (0.7) 2.8(0.5) 3.1(0.6)
Portuguese 0.1 (0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.1 (0.0) 0.4 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 0.4 (0.2) 0.6 (0.2) 0.6 (0.2)
Russian 1.0 (0.2) 0.5(0.2) 0.3(0.1) 1.6 (0.2) 1.6 (0.2) 1.2 (0.3) 1.1 (0.3) 0.6 (0.2) 0.7 (0.2)
Scotch-Irish 1.9 (0.2) 1.9 (0.3) 1.1 (0.2) 1.6 (0.2) 2.1(0.2) 1.9 (0.4) 2.6 (0.4) 0.8(0.2) 0.9 (0.2)
Scottish 2.1(0.2) 3.4 (0.6) 1.5 (0.3) 25(0.2) 2.7(0.2) 3.2 (0.6) 2.8 (0.4) 2.0 (0.4) 1.8 (0.3)
Slovak 0.2 (0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.4 (0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.2(0.1) 0.2 (0.1)
Sub-Saharan African 0.3(0.1) 0.7 (0.2) 1.3(0.2) 0.5(0.1) 0.5(0.1) 0.9 (0.3) 0.4 (0.2) 1.0 (0.2) 0.8(0.2)
Swedish 1.3(0.1) 0.7 (0.2) 0.8(0.2) 2.1(0.3) 2.0(0.2) 2.1(0.4) 2.1(0.3) 1.3(0.2) 1.4 (0.3)
Swiss 0.3(0.1) 0.4 (0.3) 0.2(0.1) 0.5(0.1) 0.6 (0.1) 0.6 (0.3) 0.4 (0.2) 0.2(0.1) 0.2 (0.1)
Ukrainian 0.3(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.4 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.1 (0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.4 (0.1)
Welsh 1.3(0.4) 0.9 (0.3) 0.4 (0.1) 1.3(0.4) 0.9 (0.1) 0.9 (0.2) 1.1(0.3) 0.7 (0.2) 0.7 (0.2)
West Indian (Except Hispanic Groups) 0.5(0.3) 0.3(0.2) 0.8(0.2) 0.6 (0.3) 0.8 (0.4) 0.9 (0.3) 0.7 (0.3) 1.5(0.6) 1.4 (0.6)
Other Groups 12.4 (0.7) 9.9 (0.9) 10.2 (0.8) 33.8 (1.0) 32.0 (1.1) 39.8 (1.7) 40.5 (1.9) 56.7 (1.3) 57.3 (1.3)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. ) Mail CATI CAPI
A?g'%i's Analysis category g"gg %?)L' ggﬁ;' ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
P percent percent  percent percent percent percent

Language

Other than

English Yes 39(0.4) 26(0.4) 5205 13.8(0.9 12.6(0.8) 181(1.4) 179(14) 27.1(1.3) 27.8(1L.3)
Spoken At

Home

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

) ) Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent  percent percent percent percent

Spanish T506) 06(06) 0202 473034 472034 102(43) 69642 787 (24) 786 (24)
French 03(0.1) 05(03) 06(04)  32(09) 34(09) 18(0.8)  21(08  08(0.5)  13(0.6)
Italian 05(04) 00(03) 02(02)  14(05) 18(0.6) 08(04)  08(04)  03(0.2) 0.4(0.2)
Portuguese 01(0.1) 01(01) 00(00) 14(04) 14(04) 04(0.2) 02(01) _ 05(0.4) 0.5 (0.4)
German 05(02) 08(08) 01(0.1) 23(06) 21(06) 17(0.6) 25(1L.0) 04(0.2)  0.3(0.2)
Russian 0.1(0.1) 00(03) 00(00) 17(05) 18(05 00(0.3) _ 00(0.3)  0.7(0.3)  0.7(0.3)
gf;\'j'; Serbo-Croatian, and Other 4 (h4y  00(03) 01(0.1) 18(04) 18(04) 19(L1) 19(L1)  19(L0)  18(L0)
Gujarati 02(01) 00(03) 04(04) 17(06) 16(06) 3329 3329 08(05) 12(0.6)
Hindi 14(08) 00(0.3) 03(03) 27(10) 15(04) 10(08)  10(08) _ 07(0.3)  0.4(0.2)
Urdu and Other Indic 11(08) 01(01) 07(05) 24(07) 35(L1) 05(04) 05(04) 21(09)  1.9(0.8)

French Creole, Yiddish, Other W.
Germanic, Scandinavian, Greek,

Egﬁ;u‘;e Armenian, Persian, and Other 0.2(0.1) 1.1(08) 0.6(0.4) 6.9 (2.3) 7.0(.3) 53(.1) 4.4 (2.0) 3.0(0.9) 2.3(0.8)
Spoken Ind_o—European
Chinese 0.2(0.1) 0.0(0.3) 0.0(0.0) 7.1(1.8) 7.3(1.8) 16(0.9 1.6 (0.9) 2.0(0.7) 2.0(0.7)
Korean 0.0(0.1) 0.0(0.3) 0.1(0.0) 1.4 (0.4) 14(0.4) 0.0(0.3) 0.0 (0.3) 0.5(0.2) 0.6 (0.3)
Arabic 0.1(01) 01(0.1) 0.3(0.3) 1.5(0.9) 1.6(0.9) 24(L2) 2.3(1.2) 2.1(0.8) 1.8 (0.8)
Vietnamese 0.1(0.1) 0.0(0.3) 0.0(0.0) 2.7(0.8) 2.7(0.8) 0.9(0.6) 0.9 (0.6) 1.0 (0.5) 1.0 (0.5)
Japanese, Mon-Khmer,
Cambodian, Hmong, thai, 0.3(0.1) 0.0(0.3) 0.0(0.0) 4.9 (1.1) 48(1.1) 34(1.4) 3.4 (1.4) 1.8 (0.9) 1.8 (0.9)

Laotian, and Other Asian

Tagalog and Other Pacific Island 0.2(0.2) 0.3(0.3) 0.0(0.0) 6.4 (2.2) 6.3(22) 3.1(1.8) 3.4 (1.8) 1.4 (0.7) 1.4 (0.7)

African Languages 0.2(0.1) 0.0(0.3) 0.0(0.0) 2.1(1.1) 21(1.1) 0.8(0.6) 0.8 (0.6) 0.6 (0.4) 0.6 (0.4)
Navajo, Other Native American,
Hungarian, Hebrew, and All 09(.3) 09(.7) 0.4(0.3) 0.9 (0.3) 0.7(0.2) 1.0(0.5) 1.2 (0.7) 0.7 (0.3) 1.1 (0.4)
Others

L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.9(0.3) 05(0.4) 0.2(0.1)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.

C-24



Appendix C:

GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

: ) Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Very Well 15721 11821 133(L4) 54428 53.7(29) 43.7(40) 425(39) 485(22) 394 (24)
English Well 184(23) 160(22) 224(21) 266(3.1) 291(32) 182(29) 220(31) 189(L5) 240 (2.3)
Speaking Not Well 9.6(1.8) 11.2(20) 189(L9) 155(30) 117(29) 22.6(35) 19.2(33) 20.2(L6) 20.7 (L5)
Ability Not At All 22(08) 57(L2) 90(L3) 35(14) 55(L7) 155(29) 163(29) 123(L5) 159 (L9)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 15.0(1.7) 11.7(1.6) 16.2(1.2)
Same House 1 Year Ago 21(0.2) 21(04) 7.7(0.8) 909(05) 918(05) 951(0.6) 96.0(05) 79.0(L1) 8L0(L0)
Moved Within Same County 15(0.2) 13(03) 58(0.7) 51(04) 47(04) 30(05)  22(04) 13.9(L0) 117(0.8)
Geographical Moved from Different County
Mobilityin. Within Siae 06(0.1) 05(0.2) 16(03) 19(02) 18(03) 1002 11(03) 36(05  35(05)
Past Year Moved from Different State 05(01) 0401 12(02) 17(02) 15(02) 07(02) 05(02) 29(04)  3.0(05)
Moved from Outside U.S. 02(0.0) 01(0.1) 05(0.2) 04(01) 02(00) 03(0.2) 02(02) 07(02) 07(02)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 20(02) 21(0.4) 6.9(0.7)
:j}‘;ﬁ'::nce Yes, through employer 72(04) 70(0.6) 83(0.7) 622(10) 647(L1) 585(L4) 581(L3) 47.6(L5) 472 (L4)
rr';i'rt;‘nce Yes, purchased directly 125(05) 120(0.7) 93(05) 141(0.6) 17.3(06) 17.7(L0) 169(09)  7.8(0.7) 11.1(0.6)
mii'fgnce Yes, Medicare 24(0.2) 32(05) 30(0.3) 227(07) 238(0.8) 249(0.9 253(0.9) 94(0.6) 103(0.6)
mii'::nce Yes, Medicaid 26(03) 41(05 65(0.6) 85(06) 88(0.7) 116(L1) 109(L1) 184(L0) 187 (L0)
mii'fgnce Yes, Military 06(0.1) 07(03) 10002 32(02) 34(03) 33(0.6 32(05) 25(04) 28(04)
ﬁii'fi‘nce Yes, Veterans Administration 1502) 17(03) 1102 28(03) 36(03) 3505 33(04) 18(03) 22(03)
mii'fgnce Yes, Indian Health Service 0101 0101 04(01) 0201 0301 0602 05(02) 0902 1.0(02)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

: ) Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
With Private Health Insurance
Coverage Only 38(0.3) 47(0.6) 6.6(0.5 608(10) 59.6(L1) 543(L1) 53.7(L1) 49.2(L5) 47.2(L5)
Health onih Public Health Coverage 69(0.6) 69(05) 7.9(0.7) 148(0.7) 125(08) 159(L1) 160(0.9) 224(L2) 20.7(L0)
Insurance Wit%/ Both Private and Public
Aggregate Foalt, Coverage 80(0.5) 7.2(0.7) 49(04) 155(06) 188(0.7) 182(0.8) 17.8(08) 55(0.5) 7.4 (0.5)
No Health Insurance Coverage 24(0.3) 32(0.4) 6.8(0.6) 8.9 (0.7) 9.1(0.7) 11.6(0.9) 125(0.9) 229(1.2) 24.7(1L2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 50(0.3) 54(0.4) 6.8(0.4)
ag;f:;y Yes 34(03) 32(03) 31(04) 43(03) 52(04) 58(05  53(05)  29(0.3) 3.3(0.3)
B:g:fn”'ty Yes 20(03) 32(04) 30(03) 17(02) 24(04) 46(05 38(05) 22(0.2) 3.0(0.3)
gc')f;:ﬁ‘t"l'\% Yes 32(03) 44(06) 48(04) 42(04) 46(04) 69(0.6) 64(06)  39(04) 53(0.5)
Difficulty
Ambutatry  YES 47(04) 55(05) 49(04) 74(04) 89(05 121(0.8) 110(07) 61(05)  7.0(06)
Diffieulty Self s 23(03) 28(03) 21(03) 24(02) 32(04) 4805 4105 1902 23(03)
Difficulty
Independent  Yes 33(04) 43(04) 39(04) 57(05) 57(05) 87(07) 76(0.7) 34(04) 47(04)
Living
Now Married 21(05) 20(06) 30(05) 46(06) 42(06) 63(L3) 58(13) 70(L0) 65(09)
Widowed 10(02) 17(04) 10(02) 180(0.7) 181(0.7) 270(15) 27.2(L6)  7.2(06) 7.3(0.6)
Marital Stafus_DIVOrCed 27(05) 32(0.7) 40(0.6) 295(L1) 29.8(L0) 256(L6) 255(L6) 22.6(L2) 233 (L)
Separated 16(03) 27(07) 27(05  29(04) 25(03) 34(06) 37(08) 51(06) 54(0.6)
Never Married 20(0.6) 10(0.3) 34(0.6) 450(L1) 454(L1) 37.7(21) 37.7(21) 580(L4) 575 (L4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 20(04) 19(0.3) 3.3(0.4)
m;rﬁa;ﬂ Yes 21(04) 02(0.1) 16(04) 37(04) 1802 08(02) 09(02  40(07) 46(08)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
\Ff\;'s‘:(;‘("é‘:;;: M ves 05(0.1) 08(0.2) 07(0.2 09(01) 0801 1202 1202 1003 08(02)
E;‘s’f:fee:r'” Yes 04(0.1) 02(01) 2005 1002 0901 05(01) 02(01) 25(05 18(0.3)
Once Married 12(0.2) 19(0.3) 54(05) 744(0.8) 744(07) 737(L1) 742(11) 740(L3) 72.3(1.2)
Number of Twice Married 18(0.3) 25(0.3) 6.1(0.6) 196(0.7) 195(0.6) 212(L1) 204(11) 2L1(L1) 22.1(L1)
Times Married ~Married Three or More Times 08(0.1) 09(02) 16(04) 60(03) 60(03) 51(05) 54(05  49(05) 56 (0.6)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 1.3(02) 19(0.3) 5.3(0.5
Before 2000 07(0.2) 15(0.6) 24(05) 77.0(09) 77.0(0.9) 816(L1) 80.7(L0) 6L0(L7) 60.3(L8)
2000 to 2004 07(01) 17(05) 29(05)  91(05) 89(05) 95(L0) 10.6(10) 136(L2) 13.4(L3)
Vear Last 2005 to 2009 06(0.2) 14(04) 31(06) 95(06) 97(06) 67(09)  65(0.8) 159(L1) 16.1(L1)
Marriod 2010 02(0.1) 06(03) 16(03) 22(03) 21(03) 09(03) 1.0(04) 39(07) 41(0.7)
2011 01(0.0) 02(02) 12(03) 16(0.2) 17(02) 12(03) 11(03) 40(07) 45(0.8)
2012 01(0.0) 00(01) 03(02) 0602 0601 02(01) 02(01) 17(04) 1.6(0.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.7(0.1) 15(0.5) 25(0.4)
Eggr‘ WPERL g 18(0.3) 05(02) 11(03) 60(0.7) 5107 2106 25(06) 56(0.7) 52(0.7)
Grandparents
('S'V‘C'nng With e 0.7(02) 15(04) 1.6(03) 34(06) 29(06 57(09) 58(09) 27(04) 3.2(05)
Grandchildren
Grandparents
Responsible
for Yes 15.2(8.8) 14.8(4.8) 17.4(49) 44.4(11.0) 57.8(9.5) 452(7.5) 48.0(7.6) 546(8.1) 59.9(8.4)

Grandchildren

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Less than 1 Year 12.7(6.3) 0.0(29) 10.8(5.2) 22.8(12.1) (1221'33; 74(55)  7.4(55) 28.9(14.8) (13;0'22)
Grandparents 263 32' 0 -
Time 1102 Years 11 31022 205093 193(73) a1p) 193(63) 224(56) 267(98) 104(46)
;ﬁSpO”S'b'e 30r4 Years 38(L7) 154(83) 7.2(53) 13.2(89) 158(9.1) 410(9.9) 256(86)  6.0(35) 13.2(6.3)
: 15.9 30.8 46.3
Grandchildren 5 or More Years (11.2) 153(8.3) 16.2(6.9) 44.7(12.7) (10.0) 322(78) 445(8.7) 38.4(13.0) (12.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 16.8 (8.5) 12.0(6.7) 14.8(5.6)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

) . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Now On Active Duty 02(00) 0101 0301 0501 0300 0201 0201 0701 0601
On Active Duty During the Last
L 0501 09(01) 0501 01(0) 0501 0501 0401 0201 03(0.1)
- On Active Duty in the Past, but
g/lelrl\lltlirey At 1601 2002 1502 111(03) 110(0.3) 103(05 104(04) 68(0.3) 6.6(0.3)
(T?La;pé“gr:ry'?eser"es orNational 45041y 1002 0601 15(01) 13(04) 1302 11(0.1) 04(01) 0.6(0.1)
Never in the Military 1000 0701 08(01 867(03) 87.0(0.3) 87.7(05 87.9(04) 91.9(0.3) 919(0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 1.1(0.1) 0.9(0.1) 0.8(0.1)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

) ) Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Ef;"(")erflr;(;“'fwar land Vienam 5604y 36(0.7) 68(14) 91(08) 88(07) 7.4(14)  76(14) 183(21) 16.1(2.1)
S\fg‘r"’ﬁegrﬁ;rea” WarandWorld 661y 0302 0202 0501) 0501 04(03) 05(03) 06(06 08(06)
\?ve;‘r"’gen';yv'emam Eraand Korean a6y 36(08) 20(06) 133(0.9) 112(07) 93(12) 92(13) 58(09) 58(0.9)
Gulf War | and Vietnam Era 1.3(0.4) 11(0.3) 1.1(0.5) 1.3(0.2) 1.9(0.4) 1.7(0.5) 2.0 (0.5) 1.0 (0.5) 0.9 (0.5)
Gulf War 1, No Vietnam Era 21(03) 37(L1) 62(14)  75(09) 78(09) 87(L7)  76(13) 157(18) 155 (L)
Gulf War Il and Gulf War I, and
o arllane QU L& 26(04) 43(13) 58(13) 45005 45(05) 36(11)  62(L5) 105(21) 121(20)
Gulf War 11, No Gulf War I, No
beriod of it ver 1l 20(03) 20(07) 54(L3) 52(05) 45(03) 38(L1) 27(09) 156(L9) 15.7(L7)
Military Korean War and World War I,
Sorv i orean Vrar ane 03(02) 00(03) 02(02 0602 0501 0101 0101 0302 01(0.1)
\lfv%ﬁ?jnv\\;\;?rhm VietnamEra,No 1 5 03)  21(05) 26(0.8) 128(L0) 132(L0) 132(19) 135(19) 49(0.9) 3.3(0.6)
Pre-World War 1l Only or World
War 11, No Korean War, No 06(02) 02(0.1) 08(05 66(08) 6608 101(15) 101(15)  41(L2) 46(L3)
Vietnam Era
Vietnam Era and Korean War,
and World War 11 /or NoWorld 07 (0.3) 09(0.4) 11(05  13(03) 18(04) 24(0.7) 24(0.7) 13(06) 17(0.7)
War Il
yewam era, Noorean War Mo 62 08)  46(08) 51(L1) 373(L1) 38T(LL) 39122 382(24) 218(20) 23.4(20)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 38(0.4) 33(04) 5.1(0.6)
Service
Coimise 220 28(0.6) 3.1(0 0.9 0(0.9 8 9.9(1.9) 20.5(2.0
el Yes 2(04) 28(06) 31(07) 144(09) 140(09) 158(14) 151(14) 199(L9) 20.5(2.0)
Status

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
0 Percent 18(L.0) 07(05) 1O0(L9) _ 40(L3) 20(08) 30(20) 31(20) 00(04)  19(L9)
Sorvi 10 or 20 Percent 51(15) 41(1.8) 67(31) 403(36) 36.3(35) 248(47) 248(46) 386(6.8) 342(7.0)
C%rr:’r:‘;ite J 30 or 40 Percent 70(25) 02(0.2) 6.4(3.1) 17.9(2.3) 20.1(2.8) 21.7(46) 215(46) 19.0(45) 13.7(3.4)
Drsabilt 50 or 60 Percent 20(0.7) 29(2.8) 20(1.6) 109(21) 101(2.0) 122(38) 9.3(26) 11.0(3.1) 9.8 (25)
Level y 70 Percent or Higher 29(1.0) 6.4(37) 63(28) 221(26) 232(2.8) 288(47) 31.7(42) 2L7(41) 252 (4.6)
No Rating Reported 82(22) 82(331) 81(34) 47(1) 75(1.8) 96(33) 97(35)  98(40) 152(5.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 48(L1) 43(1.8) 6.2(L9
m‘; S Yes 47(03) 45(04) 64(05) 551(0.9) 547(0.8) 507(1.2) 512(L2) 595(11) 582 (L1)
Any Work
Lag{ Weok Yes 17(0.2) 15(04) 16(03) 1302 07(0.1) 0802 08(03) 0201 14(03)
Worked in State of Residence, in
Colnty of Residence 41(05) 39(0.8) 53(0.6) 700(0.9) 69.9(0.8) 732(1.3) 740(L3) 735(13) 725(1.3)
Worked in State of Residence,
Place of Work _ Outside Couty of Residence 37(05) 39(0.8) 45(05) 256(0.8) 256(0.8) 233(L3) 22.0(14) 235(L4) 24.4(14)
porked Outside State of 10(02) 14(05) 11(03) 44(05) 44(05) 35(0.6) 40(0.8) 30(05 3.1(05)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.9(05) 3.8(0.7) 5.0(0.6)
Car, Truck, or Van 44(0.4) 49(0.8) 59(0.7) 87.7(0.7) 86.4(0.7) 885(L.1) 87.8(L1) 858(0.8) 856 (0.9)
Public Transportation 0.7(0.1) 1.8(0.5) 2.0(0.4) 3.6 (0.3) 3.6(0.3) 3.2(0.7) 2.9 (0.7) 4.9 (0.6) 4.6 (0.5)
Commute g‘;‘ﬁga&emggomyc'e’ Bicycle,or 1 504) 12005 22(04) 18(03) 14(03) 14(04) 12(04) 19(03) 17(0.3)
Transportation = Ived 13(03) 10(03) 23(04) 20(02) 20(03) 12(03) 13(04) 40(05) 3.7(05)
Worked At Home 29(0.3) 28(05) 25(04) 49(04) 66(04) 57(07) 68(0.8)  3.4(05) 43(0.6)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.0(0.4) 45(0.7) 5.3(0.6)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Drove Alone 57(06) 60(1.0) 7.6(07) 91.0(0.7) 93.1(0.6) 89.7(13) 905(L2) 89.1(L.0) 858 (L2)
Commute 2 Riders 48(06) 59(1.0) 75(08) 64(06) 50(05) 87(L2) 76(L1)  87(09) 105 (L0)
Number of 3 Riders 16(04) 16(05) 19(05  14(03) 13(04) 09(03) 09(04) 1.3(04) 24(0.6)
vl 4 Riders 06(02) 03(0.2) 08(02) 06(02 0201 02(01 05(0.2)  08(0.3)  0.9(0.3)
5 or More Riders 05(03) 06(0.2) 04(02) 07(03) 04(01) 05(03) 05(0.3) 01(0.1) 0.4(02)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 55(0.6) 5.9(1.0) 7.4(0.7)
12:00 A.M. t0 4:59 A.M. 19(0.3) 23(06) 3.7(06) 35(04) 37(04) 46(0.7) 43(07) 55(0.7) 49(0.7)
5:00 A.M. t0 6:59 A.M. 79(06) 80(11) 101(0.7) 28.9(L0) 28.8(0.9) 32.0(16) 33.8(L7) 30.1(L3) 306 (L4)
Commute 7:00 A.M. t0 8:59 A.M. 97(0.7) 92(1.0) 12.0(L0) 49.7(10) 495(1.0) 448(19) 433(L7) 410(L3) 42.3(Lb)
Departure 9:00 A.M. to 11:59 A.M. 42(04) 42(06) 49(05) 83(06) 7.9(05) 7.1(08) 79(09) 9.7(1.0) 8.3(0.9)
Time 12:00 P.M. to 3:59 P.M. 21(03) 22(05) 40(05)  45(03) 45(04) 50(0.8 44(08) 64(08) 68(0.7)
4:00 P.M. t0 11:59 P.M. 24(05) 22(06) 34(05) 51(05) 56(0.6) 65(09)  63(0.9) 7.3(0.8)  7.1(0.9)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 7605 7.2(0.7) 9.1(0.6)
Less than 5 Minutes 43(04) 26(06) 33(05)  43(05) 39(04) 46(07) 42(06) 39(05 4.2(05)
5 to 9 Minutes 96(0.8) 7.0(0.9) 94(09) 103(0.9) 120(0.9) 11.0(12) 11.4(1.3) 113(1.0) 9.4(0.8)
10 to 14 Minutes 126(0.9) 115(11) 12.2(10) 140(0.8) 145(1.0) 124(1.0) 13.3(10) 141(11) 149(L1)
15 to 19 Minutes 14.0(0.9) 124(12) 150(10) 144(0.8) 147(08) 17.4(16) 171(14) 153(10) 17.3(L0)
20 to 24 Minutes 154 (0.9) 141(14) 145(1L1) 152(0.7) 142(08) 155(1.2) 153(13) 13.7(11) 139(L1)
Commute 25 t0 29 Minutes 90(0.7) 79(09) 83(08) 69(0.7) 73(07) 74(L0) 65(09) 6.3(0.7) 6.2(0.6)
VL 30 to 34 Minutes 11.9(0.6) 11.4(13) 143(L2) 134(0.7) 12.4(06) 120(1.3) 11.2(1.0) 143(11) 13.1(L0)
35 to 39 Minutes 38(05) 28(05) 35(05)  30(05 35(04) 1.2(0.4) 28(05)  26(05)  2.3(0.3)
40 t0 44 Minutes 50(04) 42(0.7) 48(05) 34(0.3) 39(04) 35(05  31(0.6) 33(05)  4.1(0.6)
45 10 59 Minutes 66(05 54(1.0) 67(07) 76(05 75(05) 76(L0) 75(L.1) 7.6(08) 7.1(0.6)
60 to 89 Minutes 37(04) 33(0.7) 49(06) 54(05 45(04) 50(08 52(0.8) 56(0.6) 6.3(0.7)
90 or More Minutes 17(02) 09(02) 17(03) 20(02) 17(02) 23(05)  24(05)  1.9(0.3) 13(0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.5(0.3) 9.4 (0.5 10.8(0.4)
Not Working v
Layoff es 29(05) 24(0.6) 59(09)  41(06) 37(0.7) 28(06)  33(05  50(0.9)  7.3(L1)
xg;:vmork'”g Yes 27(05) 36(0.8) 30(08 29(05 30(03) 32(0.7) 2906 31(0.7) 3.3(0.6)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C:

GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR

percent percent percent percent percent percent
Not Working
18.5 29.4 23.7 41.1
II-\?(IgngedOf Yes (10.9) 5.4 (4.0) (14.2) 14.0 (3.6) (10.4) 9.0 (4.9) 54(3.2) 21.4(7.2) (13.0)
Not Working
Looking for Yes 48(0.7) 39(0.6) 11.7(1.1) 10.1(0.7) 10.1(0.9) 9.6 (1.0 9.6(0.9) 16.2(1.3) 21.9(1.5)
Work
Not Working
Available to Yes 145(4.00 89(33) 57(19 85.1(41) 97.0(0.9) 93.4(26) 96.9(1.90 983(1.0) 95.2(1.8)
Work
Within the Past 12 Months 49(05) 49(0.9 83(1.0) 158(0.8) 144(0.8) 149(1.2) 125(0.9 19.7(1.3) 236(1L.4)
1-5 Years Ago 105(0.7) 9.8(1.1) 16.9(1.2) 21.2(0.8) 21.3(0.9) 18.2(1.3) 205(1.5 18.3(1.0) 22.8(1.3)
G (e Over 5 Years Ago or Never
Worked Worked g 85(0.6) 82(10) 19.1(15) 63.1(1.00 64.3(0.9) 67.0(15 67.0(1.6) 62.1(1.6) 535(1.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 84 (05 81(0.9) 16.3(1.2
Worked 50
Weeks or Yes 115(0.6) 12.0(1.0) 14.4(1.0) 75.8(09) 77.4(0.9) 784(13) 79.1(1.1) 77.0(1.2) 744(11)
More
50 to 52 Weeks Worked Durin
Past 12 Months g 81(2.0) 14(0.8) 35(1.1) 7.6 (2.0) 1.0(0.2) 1.0(0.7) 0.4 (0.4) 1.0 (0.6) 2.5(0.9)
48 to 49 Weeks Worked Durin
Past 12 Months g 83(1.1) 6.7(20) 6.3(1.3) 6.8 (1.1) 4.4(0.6) 6.2(1.8) 4.5 (1.5) 5.9(1.3) 2.1(0.7)
40to 47 Weeks Worked During 51 7.4 gy 193(27) 19.3(24) 215(1.3) 21.8(20) 158(3.1) 191(33) 164(22) 203 (2.6)
Past 12 Months
BIEEE 27 to 39 Weeks Worked Durin
Worked g 249(2.2) 21.7(3.6) 23.6(26) 24.4(1.8) 27.4(21) 21.8(3.8) 20.2(2.8) 229(24) 19.7(1.9)
Past 12 Months
14 to 26 Weeks Worked During
Past 12 Months 21.4(1.9) 20.2(29) 29.1(3.00 17.3(1.6) 24.7(2.0)0 27.0(3.8) 22.8(4.1) 27.1(3.00 27.2(2.7)
13 Weeks or Less Worked During
Past 12 Months 149(15) 17.3(3.0) 20.2(2.7) 224(1.7) 20.7(1.4) 283(35 329(42) 26.7(23) 28.1(2.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 19.5(0.9) 18.6(1.7) 22.2(1.5)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

) ) Mail CATI CAPI
A?ggi's Analysis category Mail CATI  CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS

GDR GDR GDR percent percent percent percent percent percent

Usually Worked 35 or More

Hours Per Week 58(05) 50(0.6) 85(07) 78.0(0.7) 783(0.8) 77.3(14) 783(l4) 816(L.0) 78.9(L1)

Usual Hours Usually Worked 15-34 Hours Per

Worked Per Wesk 78(05) 7.4(0.8) 9.2(08) 168(0.7) 17.0(0.7) 186(1.3) 17.0(1.3) 153(0.9) 17.2(L.1)

Week Usually Worked 1-14 Hours Per

Wock 34(05) 3.4(06) 27(04) 52(04) 47(03) 41(06) 47(06) 31(04) 3.9(05)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.0(0.4) 5.4(0.6) 8.4(0.7)

Employee of A Private for-Profit
Company or Business 13.0(1.1) 13.3(15) 134(1.2) 58.1(15) 59.1(1.4) 535(26) 57.9(24) 684(17) 67.6(15)

Employee of A Private not-For-
Profit Organization 6.1(06) 7.3(1.1) 6.7(0.9) 9.1(0.7) 75(0.7) 95(1.4) 7.3(1.1) 6.4 (0.9) 6.3 (0.9)

A Local Government Employee 57(0.7) 6.0(0.7) 4.4(0.8) 11.1(0.8) 13.8(1.0) 123(1.4) 152(15) 111(1.2) 10.8(1L.2)

A State Government Employee 52(0.8) 6.8(0.9) 3.6(0.6) 8.0 (0.7) 8.7(1.0) 9.9(1.3) 6.6 (0.9) 4.7 (0.7) 5.2 (0.7)
A Federal Government Employee 1.0(0.2) 15(0.4) 1.2(0.4) 4.1 (0.4) 45(0.5) 3.6(0.8) 4.0 (0.8) 2.2 (0.5) 3.3(0.6)
Class of Self-Employed in Own not
Worker Incorporated Business, 35(0.4) 47(1.0) 4.6(0.7) 5.7 (0.5) 40(0.3) 7.3(1.0) 7.2(1.2) 6.4 (0.9) 5.2 (0.7)

Professional Practice, or Farm

Self-Employed in Own
Incorporated Business, 25(0.4) 23(0.6) 1.3(0.4) 3.7 (0.7) 2.0 (0.7) 3.6 (0.8) 1.5(0.4) 0.8 (0.2) 0.8 (0.4)
Professional Practice, or Farm

Working Without Pay in A
Family Business or Farm 05(0.2) 0.8(0.4) 0.8(0.3) 0.1 (0.0) 0.4(0.2) 0.4(0.4) 0.4 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.8 (0.3)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 9.2(0.7) 95(0.8) 10.1(0.9

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent

Agriculture, forestry, Fishing and

Hunting, and Mining 0.8(0.2) 1.3(0.3) 13(0.2 2.0(0.3) 1.6 (0.3) 3.2(0.5) 3.1(0.5) 2.2(0.3) 1.8 (0.3)
Construction 22(04) 31(0.6) 27(04 5.1(0.4) 58(0.6) 82(L1) 7.7 (1.0) 7.8 (0.6) 8.3(0.6)
Manufacturing 4404 45(0.6) 40(4) 113(05) 115(0.6) 10.8(0.8) 11.4(0.9 9.8(0.7) 9.9(0.7)
Wholesale Trade 28(05) 31(0.5 2.6(0.3) 3.2(04) 31(04) 26(0.5) 2.6 (0.5) 2.6 (0.4) 3.0(0.4)
Retail Trade 36(04) 4907 4104 107(0.6) 10.2(06) 10.9(1.0) 10.8(0.9) 12.1(09 11.1(0.9)
Utilities, and Transportation and

Warehousing 1.2(0.1) 16(0.3) 2.2(0.4) 4.3(0.3) 46(0.3) 6.0(0.7) 5.7 (0.7) 5.4 (0.6) 4.8 (0.5)
Information 11(0.2) 12(0.3) 1.2(0.3) 2.3(0.3) 24(0.3) 24(0.5) 2.2(0.4) 2.3(0.3) 2.1(0.3)

Finance and Insurance, and Real

Estate and Rental and Leasing 14(0.2) 11(03) 20(03) 68(04) 68(04) 54(06) 56(06) 54(04) 6.0(0.5)

Professional, Scientific, and
Management, and Administrative 6.4(0.4) 50(0.6) 58(0.6) 119(0.6) 11.6(0.6) 8.6(0.7) 9.4 (0.8) 9.5(0.8) 10.7(1.0)
and Waste Management Services

Industry

Educational Services, and Health

Care and Social Asciotance 35(0.3) 3.6(04) 43(06) 252(07) 256(0.7) 25.8(1.2) 252(12) 22.7(1.0) 22.0(L1)

Arts, Entertainment, and
Recreation, and Accomadation 1.7(0.2) 15(0.3) 2.2(0.4) 6.4 (0.4) 6.2(0.4) 5.8(0.7) 59(0.7) 10.4(0.8) 10.5(0.8)
and Food Services

Other Services, Except Public

Admirstration 21(0.2) 34(05) 28(04) 47(04) 46(04) 47(06) 47(06) 53(05)  5.2(0.4)

Public Administration 22(0.2) 23(0.4) 21(04 5.6 (0.4) 57(0.4) 5.6(0.6) 5.7 (0.6) 4.1(0.5 4.1 (0.5)
Military 03(01) 01(.1) 0.4(0.1) 0.5(0.1) 0.3(0.0) 0.0(0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.5(0.2) 0.4 (0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 33(0.1) 33(0.2) 34(0.2

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Manufacturing 38(0.3) 6.3(0.8) 63(0.79 11.2(05 11.3(0.5 10.1(0.9 10.9(0.9 8.3(0.7) 9.8 (0.8)
Wholesale Trade 32(04) 36(0.6) 4.1(0.5) 3.4(0.4) 35(0.4) 3.2(0.6) 3.1(0.5) 2.2(0.3) 3.3(0.4)
Retail Trade 85(0.5) 10.3(1.0) 12.8(0.8) 153(0.7) 154(0.7) 15.6(1.0) 16.0(2.1) 145(09) 16.7(1.1)
LTEDB I Other (Agriculture, Construction
Service, Government, Etc.) 9.8(0.5) 11.7(1.0) 15.8(1.00 70.1(0.9) 69.8(09) 71.1(1.3) 70.0(1.3) 75.0(1.2) 70.1(1.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.6 (0.4) 10.5(0.8) 13.8(0.8)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

) ) Mail CATI CAPI
A?(";‘gi's Analysis category Mail CATI  CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS

GDR GDR GDR percent percent percent percent percent percent

Management, Business and

Financial Oceupations 11.0(05) 9.6(08) 9.0(0.7) 18.0(0.6) 19.1(07) 149(1.1) 13.7(1.0) 13.5(0.9) 13.8(0.8)

Computer, Engineering, and

Science Ocoupations 32(04) 26(05) 23(03) 7105 7105 37(04) 4005  39(05)  4.2(05)

Education, Legal, Community
Service, Arts, and Media 38(03) 29(04) 2904 133(0.6) 128(0.6) 11.2(0.8) 11.4(0.8) 8.9 (0.6) 7.9 (0.6)
Occupations

Healthcare Practitioners and
Technical Occupations 1.9(0.2) 1.9(0.3) 2.0(0.4) 6.3 (0.4) 5.7 (0.4) 6.3 (0.8) 5.8 (0.8) 5.1 (0.6) 4.9 (0.7)

Healthcare Support Occupations 15(0.2) 16(0.3) 25(0.4) 2.0(0.2) 23(0.2) 2.1(0.4) 2.7 (0.4) 3.5(0.4) 3.2 (0.4)

Protective Service Occupations 0.8(0.2) 0.7(0.2) 0.4(0.1) 2.2 (0.3) 25(0.3) 2.3(0.4) 1.8 (0.4) 2.1(0.4) 2.0 (0.3)

Food Preparation and Serving
Related Occupations 09(.2) 1403 24(04) 2.9(0.3) 2.7(0.2) 35(0.6) 3.4(0.5) 7.1 (0.6) 7.2 (0.6)

Building and Grounds Cleaning

and Maintenance Occupations 14(0.2) 19(05) 20(03) 28(0.3) 28(03) 41(05)  46(06) 4905  4.9(0.5)

Occupation -
Personal Care and Service
Occupations 1.3(0.2) 2.0(0.4) 3.0(0.4) 2.9(0.4) 3.0(0.4) 3.1(0.5) 3.0(0.4) 4.2 (0.5) 4.8 (0.5)

Sales and Related Occupations 55(03) 54(0.7) 53(05) 95(05 94(04) 94(0.9) 9.8(0.9) 11.0(0.8) 10.4(0.7)

Office and Administrative
Support Occupations 9.2(0.6) 7.2(0.7) 6.7(0.6) 15.4(0.7) 15.3(0.8) 13.2(0.9) 14.3 (0.8) 10.7 (0.7) 11.5(0.7)

Farming, Fishing, and forestry

Occupations 03(0.1) 10(0.2) 08(0.2) 05(02) 06(0.2) 13(04) 13(04) 11(0.2) 0.9(0.2)

Construction and Extraction

Occupations 21(03) 23(0.3) 31(04) 39(04) 38(04) 63(08 63(0.8)  7.3(0.6) 6.7(0.6)

Installation , Maintenance, and

Repair OCCUpAtioNs 1.8(0.2) 24(04) 23(03) 27(03) 2702 33(06) 3305 38(04) 3.7(0.4)

Production Occupations 3.0(04) 42(0.6) 36(0.4 5.3(0.5) 48(0.4) 7.4(0.9 7.6 (0.8) 6.2 (0.6) 6.6 (0.6)
Transportation Occupations 1.0(0.2) 16(0.3) 2.0(0.4) 3.0(0.3) 3.0(0.3) 5.0(0.7) 4.4 (0.7) 3.9(0.5) 4.3 (0.5)
Material Moving Occupations 1.7(0.2) 3.0(0.5) 2.9(0.5) 2.0(0.2) 21(0.3) 2.8(0.4) 2.4 (0.4) 2.5(0.3) 2.8 (0.5)
Military Occupations 0.2(0.0) 0.1(.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.2(0.00 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.4(0.1) 0.3(0.1)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
L-Fold (Aggregate) 54(0.2) 45(0.3) 4.2(0.2
Less than $10,000 43(0.6) 29(05) 55(0.7) 115(0.7) 11.3(0.7) 122(1.3) 118(L3) 13.2(L1) 13.8(L2)
$10,000 to $14,099 55(0.6) 50(0.8) 80(0.8) 64(06) 63(06) 53(07) 61(08  7.7(09) 9.3(0.9)
$15,000 to $24,999 78(06) 97(12) 128(1.0) 107(0.7) 11.9(0.9) 143(15) 152(14) 17.3(L2) 185 (L4)
$25,000 to $34,099 77(06) 85(L1) 123(0.9) 11.8(0.8) 12.1(0.6) 153(L5) 148(15) 145(L1) 13.9(L0)
Wages Income —522:000 10 849,999 86(06) 76(L1) 105(L.1) 17.3(0.7) 159(0.6) 17.1(14) 17.4(13) 17.3(L1) 159 (L3)
Amount $50,000 to $74,999 70(04) 71(12) 73(1.0) 207(1.0) 216(12) 103(L5) 18.7(15) 183 (L4) 17.3(L3)
$75,000 to $99,099 36(03) 50(09) 29(06) 97(06) 92(06) 97(L1) 90(12) 63(09) 6.2(0.9)
$100,000 to $149,999 28(03) 26(06) 22(06) 75(06) 7.3(0.6) 49(09) 51(0.8) 40(06) 3.5 (0.6)
$150,000 to $199,999 13(0.2) 01(01) 07(03) 21(03) 25(04) 11(04) 1.0(04) 1.0(03) 11(0.4)
$200,000 or More 05(01) 00(02) 0201 22(03) 20(03) 09(03) 09(03) 03(02) 04(02)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.2(0.2) 6.7(0.6) 8.9(0.5
\é\’ei?gfeL”C?me Yes 74(05) 86(1.0) 7.6(0.6) 8L4(0.7) 803(0.8) 80.0(L1) 785(L1) 86.6(0.8) 85.2(0.8)
Loss or Broke Even 9641 12(1.0) 13(L2) 101(41) 08(04) 24(L4)  12(10) 13(L2) 0.0(05)
Less than $10,000 130 (2.0) 11.4(43) 139(6.2) 35.7(34) 33.7(34) 356(54) 348(57) 32.3(53) 38.1(6.5)
$10,000 to $14,099 141(40) 99(31) 47(L5) 103(L9) 140(46) 12.6(34) 6.1(25)  97(31) 9.9(2.9)
$15,000 to $24,999 138(3.0) 129(35) 165(6.8) 149(25) 181(3.1) 13.8(3.6) 166(38) 17.9(67) 9.7 (3.3)
Self Employed _$25,000 to $34,999 86(24) 87(41) 161(37) 82(26) 7.(1.8) 52(26) 114(45 166(42) 169 (4.4)
Income $35,000 to $49,099 9.1(2.0) 134(42) 95(333) 72(12) 95(1.9) 79(28) 11.8(42)  65(25) 11.6(3.8)
Amount $50,000 to $74,999 46(0.9) 101(35) 37(22) 42(L0) 6.2(L3) 144(45  84(28) 9.0(35) 6.4 (3.0)
$75,000 to $99,099 28(08) 09(0.7) 06(06) 27(07) 24(06) 06(06) 03(03) 11(05) 05 (0.4)
$100,000 to $149,999 40(L2) 44(26) 13(L1) 28(09) 50(L4) 03(0.3) 41(25) 29(1.8) 20(L4)
$150,000 or More 18(1.0) 25(1.9) 26(L7)  39(1.0) 33(06) 7.1(29 53(22) 28(L6) 50 (24)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.8(1.1) 10.4(1.9) 11.8(3.2)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

) ) Mail CATI CAPI
A?(";‘gz's Analysis category Mail CATI  CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS

GDR GDR GDR percent percent percent percent percent percent

Received A Positive Amount of

Self. Employment Income 72(06) 6.8(0.8) 7.2(05)  86(05 10.8(0.6) 127(11) 122(09) 9.3(0.6) 8.8(0.7)

Self Employed  Did not Receive Self- 71(05) 68(0.8) 7.2(0.5) 897(05) 89.2(06) 87.2(L1) 87.8(0.9) 90.6(0.7) 91.2(0.7)

Income Employment Income
Recipiency Had A Net Loss or Broke Even
for Self-Employment Income 18(04) 00(0.0) 01(0.1) 1804 00(0.0) 0101 0101 01(0.1) 0.0(0.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 70(0.5) 6.8(0.8) 7.2(0.5
Loss or Broke Even 3.1(0.6) 0.0(1.5) 0.0(0.6) 2.6 (0.5) 0.7(0.3) 0.0(1.5) 0.0 (1.5) 0.0 (0.6) 0.0 (0.6)
Positive, Less than $100 73(0.9) 51(1.8) 52(25) 133(L2) 147(14) 121(28) 140(29) 13.4(3.6) 155 (4.4)
Property $100 to $999 213(2.8) 147(30) 182(52) 26.6(2.1) 269(2.6) 275(3.2) 254(3.8) 222(50) 17.6(4.8)
Income $1,000 to $4,999 215(2.6) 14.4(3.0) 125(3.8) 252(2.8) 23.1(L7) 17.8(3.9) 21.3(41) 155(43) 18.1(4.0)
AT $5,000 to $9,999 11.7(1.1) 11.8(24) 92(3.2) 9.3(09) 10.6(L1) 168(3.2) 147(30) 18.1(65) 21.1(8.5)
$10,000 to $19,999 13.4(15) 86(2.3) 125(46) 10.8(L3) 95(L1) 7.4(23) 104(24) 94(39) 7.3(3.1)
$20,000 or More 81(1.2) 11.9(30) 106(34) 122(14) 146(15) 185(3.1) 142(3.3) 213(6.7) 205 (6.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 15.6 (1.5) 12.0(1.6) 11.8(2.5)
Efc?;gé\r/fjlﬁcgasénve Amountof  15907) 118(08) 62(05) 187(06) 224(08) 165(0.9) 165(L0)  6.0(05) 7.6 (0.5)
fnré’gfnréy Did not Receive Property Income  16.8 (0.7) 11.8(0.8) 6.3(0.5) 80.8(0.6) 77.5(0.8) 835(0.9) 83.5(L0) 93.9(05) 924 (0.5)
Recipiency ;?dpﬁ) F')\‘efﬁy'-lons(fo‘;;e'smke Bven 5601 0001 01(01) 05(01) 0000 0001 0001 0101 0.0(0.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 16.8(0.7) 11.8(0.8) 6.3(0.5)
Less than $1,000 18(0.3) 05(0.3) 10(05) 17(0.2) 03(01) 05(03) 04(02) 17(09) 11(0.7)
Social Security 51000 {084,999 60(0.7) 51(1.1) 56(1.3) 96(0.9) 67(08) 81(09) 89(12) 10.0(2.0) 10.6(2.1)
oo $5,000 to $9,999 82(1.0) 92(1.3) 82(1.8) 223(15) 244(15) 299(L9) 285(21) 283(3.4) 26.9(3.2)
AT $10,000 to $19,999 136 (L.1) 10.2(L3) 14.7(24) 513(L7) 533(L6) 525(20) 51.0(22) 50.5(3.8) 535 (3.7)
$20,000 or More 60(0.7) 47(11) 69(15) 152(1.2) 153(1.0) 90(L2) 11.2(15  95(L8) 7.9 (L6)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.3(0.7) 8.8(0.9) 10.9(1.6)
Social Security
Income Yes 41(0.4) 3.9(04) 34(03) 254(0.7) 27.7(0.7) 313(14) 311(L3) 11.9(0.7) 13.3(0.8)

Recipiency

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Less than $1,000 124 (26) 00(5) 85(45) 21545 0.7(42) 09(L0) 09(L.0) 124(49)  4.0(23)
Supplemental  $1,000 to $4,999 12.6(3.7) 04(04) 75(37) 21.4(45) 22.0(4.9) (15;0'8 51.0(13.0) 18.2(5.8) 19.2(6.4)
Security ~
Income $5,000 to $9,999 16.0(3.9) 04 (04) 151(47) 47.8(58) 56.9(5.5) (1420(')‘; 400 (11.9) 60.1(7.8) 68.0(7.3)
Amount $10,000 or More 39(L1) 00(5) 7537 92(23) 114(24) 81(49)  81(49  92(3.9)  89(3.8)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 13429 04(0.4) 12.2(3.3)
Supplemental
Security
e Yes 15(0.2) 20(0.3) 27(03) 28(03) 22(03) 30(04) 26(04) 37(04) 3.8(0.4)
Recipiency
10.0 371
Less than $1,000 9.9 (4.5) don) 7549 229(101) 207(97) a4y 274027)  90(53)  61(41)
Public ' '
Assistance  $1,000 to $4,999 13.7 (5.0) (1116;; 254 (8.7) 63.8(12.9) (1527'3 (1550'37) 54.1(154) 54.2(105) 67.6(9.0)
Income : : -
Amount $5,000 or More 82(45) 66(6.9) 19.6(8.0) 133(9.3) 21.5(9.6) (111252) 18.8(13.1) 36.8(10.8) 26.3(8.6)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 11.8(4.0) 12.9(9.5 21.9(7.4)
Public
ﬁf(;f;aence Yes 10(02) 08(0.3) 17(03) 11(02) 04(0.1) 06(0.1) 07(03) 21(03) 15(0.2)
Recipiency
Less than $1,000 25(05) 09(0.8) 02(0.2) 37(0.6) 23(05) 06(03)  12(0.8  22(L1)  2.4(L0)
$1,000 to $4,999 71(09) 47(1.3) 28(1.6) 165(1.8) 157(L7) 172(24) 18.0(26) 14.8(3.9) 14.0(3.8)
Retirement $5,000 to $9,999 75(1.0) 89(20) 47(24) 153(L7) 168(L7) 21.0(3.6) 21.9(32) 10.8(3.2) 115 (3.4)
Ini(')"rf]?e” $10,000 to $19,999 109(1.2) 7.9(20) 12.3(3.7) 23.4(1.8) 246(18) 25.7(3.3) 22.6(2.7) 247(48) 24.3(4.8)
Aot $20,000 to $49,999 99(1.0) 88(L7) 11.1(30) 321(L7) 321(L7) 30.3(29) 31.6(28) 440(54) 42.7(54)
$50,000 to $74,999 42(0.8) 26(L0) 16(09) 69(L0) 6.1(09) 40(13) 27(L3) 31(L9) 4.7(21)
$75,000 or More 11(05) 12(09) 08(04) 21(04) 24(06) 13(07) 20(L1)  05(05)  0.3(0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 84(0.7) 7411 89(22

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix C: GDR Estimates By ACS Data Collection Mode (Mail, CATI, or CAPI)

. . Mail CATI CAPI
Analysis A alysis category Mail — CATI — CAPI ACS CRS ACS CRS ACS CRS
Topic GDR GDR GDR
percent percent percent percent percent percent
Retirement
Income Yes 58(0.4) 58(05) 36(0.3) 150(0.4) 151(05) 149(0.8) 13.9(0.8) 58(0.4) 5.8(0.4)
Recipiency
Less than $1,000 45(15) 12(06) 42(1.6) 74(16) 53(15 1.3(0.7) 15(1.0) 41(13) 6.3(L9)
$1,000 to $2,499 144(34) 71(25) 154(33) 133(22) 16.8(3.0) 20.8(4.6) 227(47) 209(56) 23.6(5.7)
Other Income_$2:500 10 $4,999 16.3(24) 11.1(33) 145(34) 21.8(31) 205(2.8) 181(43) 156(36) 22.4(49 18.8(4.3)
AT $5,000 to $9,999 153(3.1) 10.3(35) 10.1(2.3) 21.9(3.2) 185(25) 20.9(4.8) 14.3(40) 19.3(35) 16.8(3.7)
$10,000 to $19,999 149 (29) 187(40) 152(42) 234(29) 250(27) 26.0(51) 27.4(52) 23.6(4.6) 256 (4.4)
$20,000 or More 73(24) 9131 36(16) 123(26) 13.8(2.8) 12.9(3.6) 184(43) 9.8(33) 87(2.8)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 13.6(1.4) 118(2.2) 12.6(2.2)
Other Income
Recipiency Yes 50(.3) 54(05) 7.2(0.5) 5.1(0.3) 6.8(0.4) 7.8(0.6) 7.4 (0.6) 8.2 (0.5) 8.8 (0.6)
Loss or Broke Even 54(0.4) 41(0.6) 54(0.6) 12.1(0.6) 10.1(0.5) 12.8(0.9) 13.2(0.9) 185(1.1) 17.8(1L.1)
Less than $10,000 71(05) 6.9(0.7 96(0.7) 122(05) 135(0.6) 16.3(1.2) 16.0(1.2) 16.0(1.00 16.8(1.0)
$10,000 to $14,999 6.4(05) 7.2(0.9) 8.0(0.6) 7.6 (0.5) 75(0.4) 9.1(0.8) 9.0 (0.9) 8.7 (0.6) 9.6 (0.6)
$15,000 to $24,999 9.0(05) 9.0(0.8) 10.7(0.7) 13.2(0.6) 13.9(0.6) 13.9(0.9) 149(1.2) 13.9(0.9) 14.9(0.9)
$25,000 to $34,999 89(05) 86(0.8 93(.7) 108(05 11.4(05) 12.0(1.0) 11.7(09) 10.4(0.7) 10.2(0.7)
Total Income  $35,000 to $49,999 9.2(05) 7.8(0.7) 83(0.8) 142(05) 13.4(0.4) 122(09 129(0.9) 12.2(0.7) 11.4(0.8)
Amount $50,000 to $74,999 72(0.4) 6.1(0.7) 53(0.7) 147(0.6) 151(0.8) 13.0(0.9) 12.0(0.8) 12.0(1.00 11.5(0.9)
$75,000 to $99,999 36(0.2) 4105 23(0.3) 6.7 (0.4) 6.6 (0.4) 5.8(0.6) 4.9 (0.6) 4.4 (0.5) 4.0 (0.5)
$100,000 to $149,999 25(0.2) 19(0.3) 1.7(0.4) 5.2 (0.4) 50(0.4) 3.1(0.5) 3.7 (0.5) 2.6 (0.4) 2.4 (0.3)
$150,000 to $199,999 1.3(0.2) 06(0.2) 0.8(0.2 1.6 (0.2) 1.7(0.3) 0.8(0.2) 0.7 (0.2) 0.8 (0.2) 0.8 (0.2)
$200,000 or More 0.8(0.1) 0.2(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 1.9 (0.2) 16(0.2) 1.0(0.2) 1.0 (0.3) 0.7 (0.2) 0.6 (0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 70(0.2) 6.7(0.3) 7.6(0.3
ves, Recelved APosItive AMOUN 550.4)  44(07) 56(06) 87.8(06) 898(05) 873(09) 866(09) 8L4(LL) 822(LD)
Total Income No, did not Receive Income 51(0.4) 44((0.7) 56(0.6) 116(0.6) 10.2(05 12.7(0.9)0 13.4(09 184(11) 17.8(1.1)
Recipiency Had A Net Loss or Broke Even
(Loss Box Checked) 0.7(0.1) 0.0(.0) 0.1(0.12) 0.7 (0.1) 0.0(0.0) 0.0(0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 54(0.4) 4.4(0.7) 5.6(0.6)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

Mobile home, Boat, RV, van, etc. 1.5 (0.5) 1.1(0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.1 (0.1) 0.9 (0.4)

Single unit, detached 5.7 (0.8) 2.7 (0.3) 4.0 (0.7) 2.3(1.0) 3.1(1.0)

Single unit, attached 7.3 (1.0) 3.6 (0.3) 5.1 (0.8) 7.9 (2.5) 5.8 (2.0)

Apartment building, 2 units 4.3 (0.7) 2.0(0.2) 3.7 (0.8) 2.4 (1.2) 1.8(1.2)

Building Type Apartment building, 3 or 4 units 4.6 (0.8) 1.4 (0.2) 2.5(0.5) 6.2 (2.2) 3.8 (1.6)

Apartment building, 5 to 9 units 3.5(0.8) 1.8 (0.2) 4.2 (1.0) 2.6 (0.9) 5.8 (2.0)

Apartment building, 10 to 19 units 3.7 (0.8) 1.8 (0.2) 5.5(1.2) 2.4 (0.6) 4.2 (1.6)

Apartment building, 20 to 49 units 3.3(0.7) 1.5(0.2) 2.5(0.7) 4.0 (1.5) 3.7 (1.6)

Apartment building, 50 or more units 1.7 (0.5) 1.2 (0.2) 1.8 (0.5) 5.7 (1.9) 1.0 (0.4)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.9 (0.5) 2.4(0.2) 3.8(0.5) 3.8(0.9) 3.5(0.8)

Built 2010 or later 0.3(0.3) 0.4 (0.1) 1.3(0.9) 0.9 (0.7) 2.0 (1.9)

Built 2000 to 2009 4.1(1.2) 2.6(0.2) 3.8(1.1) 4.4 (2.0) 2.4 (1.9)

Built 1990 to 1999 7.9 (1.7) 4.3(0.3) 4.4 (1.1) 3.7(1.2) 2.4(0.8)

Built 1980 to 1989 10.7 (2.0) 4.6 (0.3) 5.8 (1.3) 5.2 (2.4) 3.8(1.5)

Vear Built Built 1970 to 1979 9.3 (1.3) 4.5(0.3) 6.6 (1.2) 2.7(0.7) 5.1(1.2)

Built 1960 to 1969 10.7 (1.6) 4.2 (0.3) 8.8 (1.5) 6.4 (2.4) 5.3(2.3)

Built 1950 to 1959 8.2 (1.5) 3.9(0.3) 7.8 (1.4) 8.3(2.7) 5.1(2.1)

Built 1940 to 1949 2.6 (0.7) 2.7(0.2) 4.3 (1.5) 35(1.7) 6.2 (2.6)

Built 1939 or earlier 1.9 (0.5) 2.2(0.3) 43(1.2) 3.6 (1.6) 0.6 (0.3)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.7 (0.8) 3.7(0.2) 5.7 (0.6) 4.7 (1.1) 3.9(0.9)

Moved in 2012 or later 2.2 (0.5) 1.2 (0.2) 2.2 (0.7) 1.6 (0.7) 2.2(1.2)

Moved in 2011 6.4 (1.1) 2.7(0.3) 5.0 (1.0) 35(1.1) 6.7 (2.2)

Moved in 2010 9.2 (1.3) 3.5(0.3) 9.1 (1.1) 6.7 (1.4) 6.2 (2.1)

vearPerson & Moved  ~\1ved in 2009 6.7 (L.0) 2.7(0.2) 5.1 (1.0) 40(L3) 17 (10)

Moved in 2008 5.5 (1.0) 2.2(0.2) 2.4(0.7) 3.2 (1.4) 1.7 (0.7)

Moved in 2007 or earlier 4.5 (0.9) 2.7 (0.2) 3.4 (0.9) 4.7 (1.6) 1.6 (0.7)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 5.6 (0.6) 2.7(0.2) 4.4 (0.6) 4.5 (0.9) 3.2(0.9)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

Less than one acre 9.0(1.4) 6.0 (0.4) 15.2 (2.4) 6.4 (2.1) 7.0 (2.3)

. 1t0 9.9 acres 7.8 (1.4) 6.4 (0.5) 14.6 (2.3) 6.5 (2.1) 8.7 (2.5)

Lot Size 10 or more acres 1.4 (0.5) 1.2 (0.1) 0.7 (0.5) 0.1(0.1) 2.2 (1.0)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.7 (1.4) 5.8 (0.4) 15.0 (2.3) 6.4 (2.1) 7.2(2.3)

None 3.7(2.2) 3.5(0.5) 1.1 (0.8) 23.9(22.2) 0.4 (0.4)

$1 to $999 0.2 (0.2) 2.3(0.4) 0.7 (0.7) 23.9 (22.2) 0.5 (0.5)

$1,000 to $2,499 0.0 (1.7) 0.7 (0.2) 0.4 (0.4) 0.0 (7.7) 0.0 (2.7)

Agricultural Sales $2,500 to $4,999 0.6 (0.5) 0.6 (0.2) 0.0 (1.5) 0.0 (7.7) 0.4 (0.4)

$5,000 to $9,999 1.8 (1.8) 0.7 (0.2) 0.0 (1.5) 0.0 (7.7) 0.9 (0.7)

$10,000 or more 1.2 (1.0) 0.9 (0.3) 0.0 (1.5) 0.0 (7.7) 0.4 (0.4)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.6 (2.1) 3.3(0.5) 1.1 (0.8) 23.9 (22.2) 0.4 (0.4)

Business On Property  Yes 1.7 (0.7) 1.9(0.3) 1.9 (0.7) 3.3(1.4) 2.0(1.0)

1 room 3.2 (0.6) 2.0(0.2) 2.8 (0.6) 4.7 (1.4) 7.2 (2.8)

2 rooms 5.2 (1.0) 2.4(0.2) 2.6 (0.6) 6.4 (1.8) 45 (1.9

3 rooms 11.4 (1.4) 6.4 (0.4) 8.3(1.3) 11.7 (2.5) 125 (2.9)

4 rooms 18.3 (1.3) 11.2 (0.6) 16.3 (1.5) 16.3 (2.8) 18.5(3.2)

5 rooms 23.2(1.8) 16.5 (0.6) 20.6 (2.3) 18.9 (2.4) 12.3(2.1)

Number Of Rooms "0 oms 20.2 (2.0) 183(0.6)  161(L.6)  164(26)  105(L5)

7 rooms 12.1 (1.6) 15.1 (0.5) 13.3(2.0) 12.3(2.7) 9.2 (2.1)

8 rooms 4.4 (0.9) 11.6 (0.5) 6.9 (1.0) 8.3(2.0) 6.5 (1.6)

9 or more rooms 3.7 (0.8) 8.3(0.4) 6.2 (1.0) 5.6 (1.6) 3.2(1.1)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 16.2 (0.9) 13.2 (0.2) 14.0 (0.9) 13.2(1.1) 12.2 (1.3)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
No bedrooms 1.7 (0.5) 0.7 (0.1) 0.5(0.2) 0.1(0.1) 0.1(0.1)
1 bedroom 2.6 (0.5) 1.4 (0.2) 1.4 (0.5) 1.6 (0.9) 1.5(1.1)
2 bedrooms 5.6 (1.0) 4.3 (0.3) 4.3 (0.9) 2.3(0.7) 35(1.2)
Number Of Bedrooms 3 bedrooms 9.0 (1.3) 7.2(0.4) 7.2(1.2) 5.6 (1.6) 8.0 (2.2)
4 bedrooms 7.1(1.2) 5.1 (0.3) 53(1.2) 6.9 (2.1) 6.6 (2.1)
5 or more bedrooms 1.0 (0.4) 1.8 (0.2) 1.5(0.4) 2.2 (0.8) 1.0 (0.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.6 (0.8) 5.3(0.2) 5.1 (0.8) 4.2 (1.0) 5.4 (1.3)
Running Water Yes 0.8 (0.4) 0.2 (0.2) 0.4 (0.3) 0.0 (0.3) 0.8 (0.7)
Toilet Yes 0.4 (0.2) 0.3(0.1) 0.1(0.2) 0.0(0.3) 1.5(1.0)
Bath Shower Yes 0.3(0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.3(0.2) 0.5(0.4) 1.5 (1.0)
Sink Yes 0.8 (0.4) 0.4 (0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 0.5(0.6) 1.5(1.0)
Stove Yes 1.1 (0.4) 0.7 (0.1) 0.6 (0.2) 1.2 (0.7) 1.7 (1.0)
Refrigerator Yes 0.3(0.2) 0.4 (0.1) 0.5(0.2) 0.1(0.2) 0.5 (0.3)
No vehicle available 3.5(0.7) 2.0(0.2) 4.6 (0.9) 1.7 (0.6) 2.7 (1.3)
1 vehicles available 9.4 (1.3) 6.3 (0.5) 11.2 (1.5) 6.9 (2.7) 11.7 (2.7)
2 vehicles available 11.7 (1.2) 10.5 (0.5) 11.6 (1.4) 13.4 (3.3) 15.0 (3.3)
Number Of Vehicles 3 vehicles available 7.2 (1.0) 6.9 (0.4) 6.9 (1.3) 8.1 (2.5) 6.5 (2.0)
4 vehicles available 3.7 (0.7) 3.2 (0.3) 2.5(0.7) 2.6 (1.2) 25(1.2)
5 or more vehicles available 1.4 (0.5) 1.2 (0.2) 1.3 (0.6) 0.0 (0.3) 19(1.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.7 (0.7) 7.6 (0.4) 9.2 (1.0) 9.1 (2.3) 11.1 (2.4)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as

percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Utility gas 16.5 (1.6) 7.0 (0.3) 12.1(1.3) 24.3 (4.0) 13.6 (3.1)
Bottled, tank, or LP gas 1.8 (0.5) 2.0(0.2) 1.4 (0.5) 1.4 (0.9) 4.5 (1.6)
Electricity 15.5 (1.5) 7.9(0.4) 12.3(1.5) 24.1 (4.0) 15.3(3.0)
Fuel oil, kerosene, etc. 2.9 (0.7) 0.9(0.2) 1.5(0.4) 21(1.1) 21(1.1)
Heating Fuel Used Coal or coke 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (0.3) 0.1(0.1)
Wood 0.7 (0.3) 1.0(0.2) 0.5 (0.3) 0.1(0.1) 1.4 (0.5)
Solar energy or other fuel 1.2 (0.4) 0.9 (0.2) 0.9 (0.6) 2.6 (1.5) 1.1 (0.6)
No fuel used 3.5(0.8) 0.3(0.1) 0.8 (0.5) 2.0(1.0) 3.4(1.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 14.4 (1.3) 6.5 (0.3) 11.3(1.2) 21.9 (3.5) 12.1 (2.5)
Less than $25 1.5 (0.4) 1.3(0.2) 0.7 (0.3) 2.4 (0.8) 0.4 (0.3)
$25 to $49 7.1 (0.9) 6.7 (0.4) 5.9 (0.8) 9.0 (1.5) 5.1 (1.6)
$50 to $74 16.4 (1.6) 12.9 (0.4) 12.3 (1.6) 18.5 (2.5) 9.3(1.9)
$75 to $99 15.8 (1.6) 14.5 (0.5) 13.9 (1.5) 18.1 (2.5) 15.5(3.5)
Monthly Electricity $100 to $149 21.1(1.9) 21.4 (0.7) 18.9 (1.8) 25.8 (3.0) 17.8 (3.2)
Cost $150 to $199 12.5(1.3) 15.8 (0.6) 13.7 (1.5) 12.2 (2.2) 16.0 (3.3)
$200 or more 9.4 (1.2) 11.0 (0.6) 11.7 (1.5) 9.9 (2.6) 12.5 (3.1)
Included in rent or condominium fee 1.2 (0.4) 1.0 (0.2) 2.1 (0.6) 1.2 (1.0) 1.8 (1.0)
No charge or electricity not used 1.0 (0.5) 0.9 (0.2) 0.9 (0.4) 1.7 (1.2) 1.7 (1.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 13.7 (0.7) 14.2 (0.3) 12.7 (0.8) 16.4 (1.4) 12.6 (1.9)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

Less than $25 8.5(1.1) 8.4(0.4) 4.4 (0.9) 9.1(1.8) 5.8(1.4)

$25 to $49 15.3(1.6) 13.0(0.5) 12.1(1.5) 13.5(2.8) 8.6 (1.9)

$50 to $74 9.4 (1.3) 12.0 (0.6) 10.6 (1.6) 9.6 (2.2) 10.1 (2.3)

$75 to $99 59(1.1) 7.6 (0.5) 5.9 (0.9) 6.1(1.5) 5.9(1.8)

$100 to $149 5.1(1.0) 9.9 (0.6) 79 (1.4) 8.2 (2.0) 5.7 (1.5)

Monthly Gas Cost $150 to $199 1.2 (0.3) 4.4 (0.3) 5.2 (1.0) 4.1(15) 25(1.1)

$200 or more 2.9(0.7) 3.4(0.2) 5.1(0.9) 1.1(0.3) 6.6 (2.2)

Included in rent or condominium fee 4.1(0.9) 2.6 (0.2) 4.4 (1.0) 3.6(1.1) 4.5 (2.0)

Included in electricity payment 7.7(1.2) 6.9 (0.4) 7.6(1.4) 10.5(1.7) 9.8 (2.6)

No charge or gas not used 6.4 (0.8) 6.6 (0.4) 7.4 (1.2) 7.3(2.2) 11.3 (2.4)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.4 (0.6) 8.4(0.2) 7.7 (0.6) 8.9 (1.1) 8.7 (1.1)

Less than $120 6.0 (0.9) 9.0 (0.4) 10.1 (2.0) 7.2(1.8) 5.1 (1.5)

$120 to $299 5.2 (1.0) 8.2 (0.4) 8.6 (1.4) 9.9 (2.3) 4.0 (1.5)

$300 to $599 11.4(1.3) 16.1 (0.6) 15.5 (1.7) 14,5 (2.8) 15.0 (2.7)

$600 to $899 16.0 (1.4) 14.8 (0.6) 16.1 (2.6) 15.1 (2.2) 13.5(2.9)

$900 to $1199 9.6 (1.3) 7.7 (0.4) 6.8 (1.2) 13.9 (2.7) 7.3(2.0)

Annual Water Sewer ~ $1200 to $1799 9.3(1.3) 5.9 (0.3) 8.3(1.2) 9.6 (2.0) 3.8(1.2)

Cost $1800 to $2399 1.7 (0.5) 1.7 (0.2) 1.2 (0.4) 0.8 (0.3) 0.6 (0.3)

$2400 to $3599 1.4 (0.5) 1.0 (0.2) 0.6 (0.3) 2.3(1.0) 0.3(0.2)

$3600 or more 0.3(0.2) 0.4 (0.1) 0.7 (0.5) 1.9 (1.3) 0.2 (0.1)

Included in rent or condominium fee 12.4 (1.5) 5.6 (0.4) 14.6 (1.8) 11.2 (2.5) 12.1(3.0)

No charge 11.2 (1.4) 5.1 (0.4) 12.8 (1.6) 6.1 (1.6) 10.9 (2.8)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 11.3(0.7) 9.9 (0.3) 12.8 (0.8) 11.5(1.1) 11.0(1.4)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Less than $300 1.1 (0.5) 2.7(0.2) 3.0(1.6) 1.2 (0.7) 2.9(1.3)
$300 to $599 0.6 (0.2) 1.9(0.2) 0.4 (0.2) 0.4 (0.3) 2.0(1.1)
$600 to $899 0.3(0.1) 1.5(0.1) 0.9 (0.5) 0.0(0.3) 4.4 (2.2)
$900 to $1199 0.4 (0.3) 1.4 (0.2) 0.3(0.2) 0.3(0.2) 0.9(0.4)
$1200 to $1799 0.5(0.3) 2.1(0.3) 0.4(0.2) 0.2(0.1) 0.3(0.2)
Annual Other Fuel Cost ~1 200 10 $2399 0.0 (0.0) 14(0.2) 0.4 (0.3) 0.7 (0.3) 17(1.2)
$2400 or more 0.1 (0.0) 1.2 (0.2) 0.4 (0.3) 0.9(0.7) 0.8 (0.6)
Included in rent or condominium fee 1.9 (0.4) 2.2(0.2) 1.4 (0.4) 4.9 (1.4) 1.8 (0.7)
No charge 4.1(0.7) 8.3(0.4) 6.5 (1.9) 7.1(1.7) 10.1 (2.8)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.0 (0.7) 7.3(0.3) 6.1(1.7) 6.7 (1.6) 8.9 (2.3)
Food Stamp Recipiency Yes 7.8 (0.9) 2.7 (0.2) 7.6 (0.7) 2.7 (0.8) 3.2(1.2)
Less than $100 per month 18.4 (11.6) 4.3(1.3) 3.4 (3.5) 17.5(15.4) 14.1 (9.1)
$100 to $149 0.7 (0.8) 3.2(1.2) 0.0 (4.7) 0.0 (4.0) 2.6 (2.9)
$150 to $199 0.7 (0.8) 4.8 (1.7) 3.4 (2.6) 0.0 (4.0) 4.6 (3.9
Condominium Fee $200 to $299 18.9 (11.3) 4.2(1.1) 5.6 (4.3) 14.3 (7.6) 8.7 (9.3)
$300 to $499 2.2 (1.4) 6.2 (1.8) 1.2 (1.3) 12.5(7.3) 3.5(2.9)
$500 or more per month 0.0 (2.3) 3.0(0.8) 0.0 (4.7) 19.3 (15.3) 0.0 (8.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.7 (8.2) 4.6 (1.0) 2.6 (2.0) 14.1 (6.7) 5.7 (4.7)
Condominium Status  Yes 5.0(1.1) 2.0(0.2) 1.7 (0.4) 4.6 (1.5) 2.9 (1.3)
Owned with a mortgage 55(1.1) 3.9(0.3) 4.0 (0.8) 5.4 (2.0) 3.2(1.7)
Owned without a mortgage 3.7(0.9) 4.2 (0.3) 45 (1.0) 2.8(1.3) 2.1(0.9)
Tenure Rented 4.5 (0.9) 1.3(0.2) 2.6 (0.7) 3.5(1.8) 21(1.1)
Occupied without payment of rent 2.6 (1.0) 1.3(0.2) 2.0(0.7) 1.3(1.0) 0.9 (0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.7 (0.7) 3.2(0.2) 3.3(0.6) 4.1(15) 25(1.2)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

Less than $100 0.3(0.2) 0.5(0.2) 0.7 (0.4) 0.0 (0.7) 0.1(0.1)

$100 to $149 0.9 (0.6) 0.6 (0.2) 1.5 (0.8) 0.0 (0.7) 0.0 (0.9)

$150 to $199 0.5(0.3) 0.8 (0.3) 1.4 (0.6) 0.1(0.1) 0.4 (0.3)

$200 to $249 1.0 (0.7) 0.6 (0.3) 1.0 (0.5) 0.3(0.3) 0.9 (0.7)

$250 to $299 1.3 (0.6) 0.9 (0.3) 0.1(0.1) 0.3(0.3) 0.8 (0.7)

$300 to $349 0.5 (0.5) 0.9 (0.3) 1.5(0.7) 0.1(0.1) 0.5 (0.4)

$350 to $399 1.6 (0.7) 1.6 (0.4) 1.6 (0.7) 0.0 (0.7) 0.0 (0.9)

$400 to $449 1.7 (0.6) 0.9 (0.2) 1.2 (0.7) 0.0 (0.7) 0.4 (0.3)

$450 to $499 1.4 (0.6) 1.5 (0.4) 1.8 (0.7) 0.3(0.3) 0.3(0.2)

$500 to $549 3.3(1.0) 1.4 (0.4) 2.2 (0.8) 1.7 (1.3) 0.3(0.2)

$550 to $599 2.4 (0.8) 1.3 (0.4) 3.4(1.3) 1.9 (1.4) 0.2 (0.1)

Monthly Rent $600 to $649 1.4 (0.6) 1.9 (05) 3.7 (L4) 10(0.7) 44 (3.7)

$650 to $699 0.6 (0.3) 1.6 (0.5) 3.1(1.0) 3.9(3.5) 4.9 (3.8)

$700 to $749 1.9 (0.8) 1.3(0.3) 2.9(1.3) 7.4 (4.2) 0.3(0.2)

$750 to $799 1.8 (0.8) 1.6 (0.4) 1.4 (0.7) 4.7 (2.7) 5.3(2.9)

$800 to $899 3.2(1.0) 2.6 (0.5) 1.6 (0.8) 5.3(2.4) 75(3.2)

$900 to $999 2.2 (0.9) 1.2 (0.3) 2.8(1.1) 4.3 (2.0) 3.1(2.2)

$1,000 to $1,249 3.0(0.9) 1.5(0.4) 1.6 (0.7) 2.4 (1.9) 4.1 (2.4)

$1,250 to $1,499 2.6 (1.1) 1.3 (0.4) 1.7 (1.0) 3.2(1.8) 0.4 (0.4)

$1,500 to $1,999 34(1.2) 1.0 (0.3) 1.2 (0.5) 5.7 (2.4) 1.5(1.2)

$2,000 or more 0.7 (0.4) 0.3(0.2) 0.5(0.3) 1.8 (1.3) 0.0 (0.9)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 2.2 (0.3) 1.4 (0.1) 2.0 (0.3) 3.9(1.2) 2.7(1.1)

Meals Included In Rent  Yes 1.4 (0.7) 1.0 (0.3) 1.8 (0.6) 0.6 (0.5) 0.7 (0.5)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

Less than $50,000 2.5(0.8) 25(0.2) 5.9 (1.7) 0.8 (0.7) 9.3(4.7)

$50,000 to $99,999 5.6 (1.2) 4.7 (0.4) 8.0 (1.8) 2.4 (1.7) 8.2(2.4)

$100,000 to $149,999 9.8 (2.1) 8.2 (0.5) 11.8 (2.4) 5.4 (2.3) 16.3 (5.5)

$150,000 to $199,999 11.3(2.2) 8.1 (0.4) 9.7 (2.2) 7.7 (2.5) 12.4 (4.3)

Property Value $200,000 to $299,999 8.2 (2.0) 7.6 (0.5) 5.1(1.2) 10.0 (2.6) 11.0 (4.0

$300,000 to $499,999 5.6 (1.7) 5.3 (0.5) 5.2 (1.6) 8.8 (2.4) 4.8 (2.5)

$500,000 to $999,999 0.5(0.2) 2.1(0.3) 1.1 (0.8) 4.6 (1.6) 0.4 (0.3)

$1,000,000 or more 0.2 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 0.0 (0.3) 0.9 (0.4) 0.2 (0.2)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.3(0.9) 6.2 (0.3) 7.7 (1.0) 6.8 (1.4) 10.6 (2.5)

None 22(1.1) 1.7 (0.3) 46 (1.7) 0.0 (0.7) 4.0 (2.2)

$1 to $299 4.3 (1.5) 2.7(0.4) 6.0 (1.4) 0.0 (0.7) 7.5(3.5)

$300 to $599 5.0 (1.3) 3.7(0.4) 8.0(1.7) 0.0 (0.7) 2.7 (1.5)

$600 to $899 5.3(1.4) 4.8 (0.4) 8.3(2.0) 0.4 (0.3) 5.7 (2.3)

$900 to $1199 6.4 (1.8) 6.0 (0.4) 6.3(1.8) 3.0(1.7) 4.0(.7)

$1,200 to $1,499 9.4 (2.5) 7.7 (0.5) 13.9 (4.7) 43 (1.7) 6.2 (2.4)

Annual Property Tax ~ $1,500 to $1,799 6.1 (2.0) 6.3 (0.5) 7.9 (2.6) 4.4 (2.0) 3.3(2.7)

Amount $1,800 to $2,399 9.5(1.9) 10.0(0.7) 12.7 (4.6) 7.8(2.5) 17.0 (6.0)

$2,400 to $3,599 8.6 (1.8) 9.7 (0.5) 6.9 (2.3) 12.8 (3.8) 15.8 (5.3)

$3,600 to $4,799 51(1.2) 5.0 (0.3) 2.5(1.0) 16.2 (4.4) 11.8 (4.3)

$4,800 to $5,999 5.1(1.5) 3.2(0.3) 24(1.2) 5.0(2.2) 8.7 (3.4)

$6,000 to $7,199 2.7(0.8) 3.0(0.3) 2.8(1.6) 6.0 (1.9) 55(2.1)

$7,200 or more 0.6 (0.3) 2.7(0.3) 1.0 (0.4) 5.5 (1.8) 2.3(1.4)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.4 (0.8) 6.3(0.2) 8.0 (1.5) 8.9 (1.9) 9.3(2.3)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

None 5.6 (1.7) 5.8 (0.5) 8.8 (2.8) 43 (1.1) 2.2 (0.8)

$1 to $119 1.7 (0.6) 1.4 (0.2) 4.4 (1.9 4.4 (2.9) 0.0(1.2)

$120 to $299 29(1.1) 3.9(0.5) 4.7 (1.5) 10.1 (3.9) 0.7 (0.4)

$300 to $599 9.7 (2.0) 13.5(0.7) 11.7 (1.9) 11.4 (3.3) 14.4 (4.1)

$600 to $899 14.3 (2.5) 16.5 (0.8) 12.9 (2.4) 11.3 (2.3) 15.4 (4.3)

Annual Property $900 to $1,199 10.6 (2.3) 13.2 (0.7) 14.0 (3.0) 14.8 (3.3) 13.4 (5.3)

Insurance Amount $1,200 to $1,799 12.1(2.5) 12.6 (0.7) 18.9 (3.5) 15.2 (4.4) 15.5 (5.4)

$1,800 to $2,399 3.9(1.1) 6.0 (0.5) 10.4 (2.9) 45 (2.4) 5.0 (2.5)

$2,400 to $3,599 5.9 (2.0) 3.3(0.3) 3.9 (1.4) 6.3 (2.9) 3.3(2.3)

$3,600 to $4,799 0.9 (0.6) 0.7 (0.2) 2.6 (2.2) 2.1(1.3) 2.9(2.2)

$4,800 or more 2.5(1.4) 1.1 (0.2) 0.4 (0.3) 1.5 (0.9) 0.3 (0.3)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 9.7 (1.1) 12.0 (0.3) 12.0 (1.2) 11.0(1.4) 12.3(2.3)

Owned with a mortgage 10.8 (2.2) 5.8 (0.4) 12.4 (4.5) 4.8 (1.9) 3.1(1.0)

Under contract to purchase 6.3 (2.1) 1.7 (0.3) 2.1(0.8) 0.8 (0.4) 0.5(0.4)

Mortgage StatUs -~ mortgage P 4.7 (L5) 45(003)  103(4.2) 4.0 (18) 2.6 (1.0)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.2 (2.0) 5.6 (0.4) 12.0 (4.3) 4.7 (1.8) 3.1(1.0)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Less than $200 1.7 (1.3) 0.3(0.1) 1.2 (0.8) 0.0 (0.7) 0.0 (1.1)
$200 to $249 0.0 (0.3) 0.6 (0.2) 0.5(0.3) 0.0 (0.7) 0.4 (0.4)
$250 to $299 0.3(0.2) 0.5(0.2) 1.5 (0.8) 1.9 (1.9 0.9 (0.8)
$300 to $349 0.3(0.2) 0.7 (0.2) 0.2 (0.2) 2.4 (1.9) 0.3 (0.3)
$350 to $399 22 (1.4) 0.9 (0.2) 1.3 (0.8) 29 (2.1) 1.2 (0.7)
$400 to $449 2.5(1.4) 1.3(0.2) 1.9 (0.9) 0.4 (0.4) 0.8 (0.6)
$450 to $499 1.0 (0.6) 1.3(0.3) 2.3(1.0) 0.4 (0.4) 0.5(0.4)
Monthly Mortgage $500 to $599 3.8(1.3) 2.5(0.4) 45 (2.1) 1.3 (1.0) 2.3 (1.4)
Payment $600 to $699 2.6 (1.0) 3.7 (0.6) 2.2 (0.5) 45 (3.5) 6.1 (3.3)
$700 to $799 3.9 (1.6) 3.2 (0.4) 3.5(1.0) 3.7 (3.2) 2.5(1.8)
$800 to $999 5.7 (1.8) 4.0 (0.4) 5.4 (2.2) 4.9 (3.4) 9.2 (4.2)
$1,000 to $1,249 5.8 (1.9) 6.7 (0.7) 2.2(0.8) 5.1(3.2) 9.4 (4.8)
$1,250 to $1,499 4.3 (1.9) 3.9(0.4) 4.4 (2.0) 4.1(1.3) 12.8 (4.8)
$1,500 to $1,999 5.5(1.9) 4.5 (0.5) 4.8 (1.9 8.3 (2.6) 13.4 (4.4)
$2,000 or more 1.0 (0.3) 2.7 (0.5) 3.9 (1.5) 8.1(3.1) 3.5(1.8)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.2 (0.8) 3.8(0.2) 3.6 (0.8) 6.0 (1.5) 7.7 (1.9)
Property Tax Included  Yes 57 (1.7) 6.7 (0.6) 10.6 (2.3) 15.7 (4.3) 9.8 (4.0)
Property Insurance 8.7 (2.0) 11.6 (0.8) 10.9 (1.8) 19.5 (4.6) 8.8 (2.9)
Included ves
Home equity loan 8.6 (2.2) 6.3 (0.4) 5.9 (1.7) 8.5(2.8) 6.9 (3.1)
Second mortgage 2.2 (0.9) 2.6 (0.3) 7.1(1.8) 4.8 (2.1) 3.8(2.5)
Second Mortgage Type  Second mortgage and home equity loan 1.4 (0.6) 1.3(0.2) 1.1 (0.7) 2.4 (1.5) 3.6(2.1)
No second mortgage or home equity loan 8.1(2.2) 5.8 (0.4) 8.2 (2.0) 10.7 (3.0) 6.5 (2.9)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.8 (2.0) 5.6 (0.4) 7.8 (1.7) 9.8 (2.5) 6.3 (2.5)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

Less than $100 0.0 2.4) 5.3 (1.3) 2122 0.0 (4.0 3.2 (3.4)

$100 to $199 5.3 (2.5) 12.3 (1.8) 6.5(3.2) 6.5 (4.2) 6.7 (5.0)

$200 to $249 17.3 (9.8) 10.4 (1.4) 21.3 (11.8) 9.6 (6.8) 12.7 (7.8)

$250 to $299 12.4 (10.0) 4.7 (0.9) 9.6 (5.2) 5.2 (3.5) 11.9 (7.5)

$300 to $349 5.0 (3.1) 6.8 (1.2) 7.8 (5.1) 0.0 (4.1) 4.9 (4.0

$350 to $399 1.1 (1.0 4.3 (1.0) 0.4 (0.4) 3.4 (3.8) 0.0 (7.6)

$400 to $449 5.6 (3.4) 3.4 (0.6) 0.0 (2.8) 2.1(1.8) 0.0 (7.6)

f,g‘;?ﬁgnmrﬁgﬁi $450 to $499 1.1 (L1) 22(0.7) 11(12) 2.4 (1.9) 0.0 (7.6)

$500 to $599 6.9 (4.8) 6.8 (1.3) 3.4 (2.0) 10.8 (7.1) 0.5(0.7)

$600 to $699 3.0 (1.7) 2.3(0.6) 0.4 (0.4) 1.8 (1.9) 0.0 (7.6)

$700 to $799 0.0 (2.4) 1.5 (0.4) 0.0 (2.8) 2.8(2.3) 0.0 (7.6)

$800 to $999 0.9 (0.9) 2.0 (0.4) 15.3 (12.0) 0.0 (4.1) 0.0 (7.6)

$1,000 to $1,249 0.9 (0.9) 1.7 (0.5) 0.0 (2.8) 4.5 (3.3) 0.0 (7.6)

$1,250 or more 5.7 (4.7) 1.8 (0.5) 0.0 (2.8) 0.6 (0.6) 0.0 (7.6)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.6 (4.5) 6.9 (0.7) 9.9 (5.5) 5.0 (2.4) 8.6 (5.2)

Less than $250 13.9 (10.8) 18.3 (4.9) 0.0 (22.6)  100.0 (47.4) 3.2(5.1)

Annual Mobile Home  $250 to $2,499 23.3 (12.5) 24.8 (5.2) 0.0 (22.6) 0.0 (47.4) 3.2(5.1)

Costs $2,500 or more 15.8 (9.5) 25.5 (6.3) 0.0 (22.6)  100.0 (47.4) 0.0 (14.7)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 17.5 (8.8) 23.7 (4.7) 0.0 (22.6)  100.0 (47.4) 1.1 (3.9)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

Householder 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.2 (0.2) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (0.2)

Husband or Wife 1.2 (0.2) 0.3(0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.6 (0.3) 0.0 (0.0)

Biological Son or Daughter 1.9 (0.3) 1.1 (0.2) 1.5(0.4) 0.3(0.2) 2.7 (0.8)

Adopted Son or Daughter 1.0 (0.3) 0.2 (0.1) 0.3(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 1.2 (0.7)

Stepson or Stepdaughter 0.9 (0.3) 0.4 (0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 0.1(0.2) 1.3 (0.5)

Brother or sister 0.4 (0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 0.5 (0.3) 0.0 (0.0) 0.2 (0.2)

Father or mother 0.7 (0.2) 0.3(0.12) 0.5 (0.2) 0.9 (0.5) 0.5 (0.2)

. . Grandchild 0.3(0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 0.5(0.2) 0.0 (0.2) 0.2 (0.1)

Rﬂzﬂggﬁg;{i’;o Parent-in-law 0.1 (0.1) 0.1 (0.0) 0.3(0.2) 0.5 (0.4) 0.0 (0.1)

Son-in-law or daughter-in-law 0.2 (0.1) 0.1 (0.0) 0.2 (0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.1 (0.0)

Other relative 1.3 (0.4) 0.4 (0.1) 0.8 (0.2) 0.9 (0.6) 0.9 (0.8)

Roomer or boarder 0.8 (0.3) 0.7 (0.2) 0.3 (0.2) 0.7 (0.3) 0.4 (0.2)

Housemate or roommate 1.8 (0.5) 1.2 (0.2) 1.1 (0.4) 1.9 (0.6) 0.6 (0.3)

Unmarried partner 1.2 (0.2) 0.7 (0.1) 0.6 (0.2) 1.0 (0.5) 0.1(0.1)

Foster child 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.1) 0.2 (0.2)

Other nonrelative 2.3 (0.6) 1.5(0.2) 1.1 (0.4) 1.5 (0.6) 1.7 (0.8)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 1.1(0.1) 0.4 (0.0) 0.7 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 1.3(0.4)

Sex Male 0.8(0.2) 0.7 (0.1) 0.9 (0.2) 0.5(0.4) 0.2(0.1)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Age 0-4 0.4 (0.1) 0.2 (0.0) 0.2 (0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.3(0.1)
Age 5-9 0.7 (0.2) 0.2 (0.0) 0.3(0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 0.5(0.1)
Age 10-14 0.7 (0.1) 0.2 (0.0) 0.3(0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 0.6 (0.2)
Age 15-17 0.5(0.1) 0.2 (0.0) 0.3(0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 0.4 (0.2)
Age 18-19 0.5(0.1) 0.3 (0.0) 0.4 (0.1) 0.6 (0.2) 0.6 (0.2)
Age 20 0.4 (0.2) 0.3(0.1) 0.5(0.2) 0.5(0.2) 0.5(0.2)
Age 21 0.4 (0.2) 0.3(0.1) 0.5(0.2) 0.4 (0.2) 0.3(0.1)
Age 22-24 0.8 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 0.8 (0.2) 0.6 (0.3) 0.5(0.2)
Age 25-29 1.3(0.2) 0.4 (0.0) 0.9 (0.2) 0.6 (0.2) 0.3(0.2)
Age 30-34 0.9 (0.1) 0.4 (0.0) 0.7 (0.2) 0.8 (0.2) 0.4 (0.2)
Age 35-39 0.9 (0.1) 0.4 (0.0) 0.7 (0.2) 0.9 (0.3) 0.4 (0.2)
Age 40-44 1.2 (0.2) 0.5(0.1) 0.9 (0.2) 0.6 (0.2) 0.3(0.1)
Age Age 45-49 1.2(0.2) 0.5 (0.1) 0.8(0.2) 0.8 (0.3) 0.7 (0.2)
Age 50-54 0.7 (0.2) 0.6 (0.1) 0.7 (0.1) 1.0 (0.3) 1.1 (0.4)
Age 55-59 0.6 (0.1) 0.6 (0.1) 0.5(0.1) 1.0 (0.4) 0.6 (0.2)
Age 60-61 0.3(0.1) 0.5(0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 0.5(0.2) 0.2 (0.1)
Age 62-64 0.4 (0.1) 0.5(0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 0.4 (0.2) 0.1 (0.0)
Age 65-66 0.2 (0.2) 0.4 (0.0) 0.4 (0.1) 0.3(0.2) 0.1 (0.0)
Age 67-69 0.2 (0.2) 0.4 (0.0) 0.2 (0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 0.2 (0.2)
Age 70-74 0.2 (0.2) 0.3 (0.0) 0.2 (0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.2 (0.2)
Age 75-79 0.1 (0.0) 0.3 (0.0) 0.1 (0.0) 0.4 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0)
Age 80-84 0.2 (0.1) 0.2 (0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.2 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0)
Age 85 + 0.1(0.1) 0.1 (0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 0.0 (0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.8 (0.0) 0.4 (0.0) 0.5 (0.0) 0.6 (0.1) 0.4 (0.1)
Age Range Estimate Age Range 0-14 11.4 (6.1) 3.6 (2.0) 2.7(2.8) 0.0 (5.0) 0.0 (15.5)
Not Hispanic Not Hispanic 3.6 (0.6) 1.4 (0.3) 0.8 (0.3) 0.4 (0.2) 1.7 (0.6)
Hispanic Mexican Mexican 50(1.1) 0.9(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 1.0 (0.5)
Hispanic Puerto Rican  Puerto Rican 0.5 (0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.3(0.2) 0.0 (0.2) 0.2 (0.2)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Hispanic Cuban Cuban 0.4 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.0 (0.1)
Hispanic Other Other Hispanic 6.7 (1.3) 0.3 (0.12) 0.5 (0.2) 0.4 (0.2) 0.6 (0.2)
HispaFElri:Sg{ite—in Hispanic write-in present 7.4 (1.2) 0.4 (0.1) 2.2(0.9) 3.1(2.0) 0.8 (0.3)
Not Hispanic or Latino 2.7 (0.5) 1.4 (0.3) 0.7 (0.3) 0.2 (0.2) 1.6 (0.6)
Mexican alone 4.8 (0.7) 0.8 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 1.0 (0.5)
Puerto Rican alone 0.5 (0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.3(0.2) 0.0 (0.2) 0.2 (0.2)
Cuban alone 0.2 (0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.0 (0.1)
Hispanic Aggregate  Other Hispanic or Latino (no write-in, or 4.1(0.7) 0.2 (0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.4 (0.2)
one write-in alone)
Multiple responses (with at least one 2.5(0.5) 0.1(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.1(0.2)
Hispanic response)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.0 (0.6) 1.4 (0.3) 0.7 (0.3) 0.2 (0.1) 1.6 (0.6)
Race White White 31.3(2.0) 0.7 (0.2) 1.8 (0.4) 4.5 (2.5) 16.4 (3.3)
Race Black Black 2.1(0.5) 0.1 (0.0) 0.8 (0.3) 0.9 (0.6) 4.8 (1.4)
Race American_lndian American Indian or Alaska Native 3.4 (0.6) 1.2 (0.2) 1.3(0.6) 0.3(0.3) 14.6 (2.5)
Alaska Native
Race Asian Indian Asian Indian 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.1(0.2) 3.9 (1.0 2.2 (1.0)
Race Chinese Chinese 0.1(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 3.4(1.4) 0.8 (0.4)
Race Filipino Filipino 0.1 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.2 (0.2) 3.2(1.1)
Race Japanese Japanese 0.2 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 1.9(1.3) 0.6 (0.3)
Race Korean Korean 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.7 (0.5) 0.2 (0.2)
Race Vietnamese Vietnamese 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.8 (0.5) 0.1(0.2)
Race Other Asian Other Asian 0.2 (0.2) 0.1(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 6.6 (2.2) 4.4 (1.9)
Race Hawaiian Native Hawaiian 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.2) 0.4 (0.4)
Race Guamanian Or 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.1(0.2) 1.7 (1.1) 1.5 (0.8)

Chamorro Or Samoan
Or Other Pacific
Islander

Guamanian or Chamorro, Samoan, or
Other Pacific Islander

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as

percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Race Other Some other race 34.1(2.2) 0.8 (0.2) 2.2 (0.7) 3.1(0.9) 10.7 (2.2)
Race Write-in 1 Present  Race write-in 1 present 2.7 (0.5) 0.8 (0.1) 1.9 (0.8) 0.0 (0.0) 13.5 (2.5)
Race Write-in 2 Present  Race write-in 2 present 32.3(2.1) 0.8 (0.2) 2.0(0.7) 2.4 (0.9) 9.0(2.1)
Race Write-in 3 Present  Race write-in 3 present 1.9 (0.7) 0.1(0.1) 0.2 (0.1) 8.2 (1.9 7.3 (2.4)
White alone 33.6(2.1) 2.3(0.2) 0.3(0.1) 0.5(0.3) 16.5 (3.5)
Black alone 1.4 (0.3) 0.0 (0.0) 5.2 (1.0) 0.1(0.2) 6.4 (2.9)
American Indian or Alaska Native alone 1.3(0.4) 0.2 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.3(0.3) 6.9 (1.6)
Asian alone 0.1(0.1) 0.1 (0.0 0.0 (0.0) 10.3(1.9) 5.1(1.8)
Race Aggregate Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.0(0.1) 0.8(0.4)
alone
Some Other Race alone 30.8 (2.0) 0.3(0.1) 0.4 (0.3) 0.8 (0.6) 1.3(0.3)
Multiple Races 7.4 (1.0) 1.6 (0.2) 4.4 (1.0) 9.0(1.9) 32.4 (4.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 30.2 (1.8) 2.2(0.2) 5.1(1.0) 10.0 (1.8) 22.6 (2.8)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

Born in U.S., in state of current residence 0.7 (0.3) 1.2 (0.2) 1.7 (0.6) 0.8 (0.5) 4.0 (1.7)
Born in U.S., Northeast region, not state 0.4 (0.2) 0.4 (0.2) 0.3 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.4 (0.4)
of current residence
Born in U.S., Midwest region, not state of 0.8 (0.5) 0.5 (0.2) 0.2 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2)
current residence
Born in U.S., South region, not state of 0.1(0.1) 0.6 (0.1) 1.6 (0.7) 0.7 (0.5) 3.5(1.7)
current residence
Born in U.S., West region, not state of 0.9 (0.5) 0.5 (0.1) 0.7 (0.4) 0.0 (0.2) 0.2 (0.2)
current residence
Puerto Rico and U.S. Island and Outlying 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.4 (0.4)
Areas
Mexico 0.2 (0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.1(0.1)
El Salvador 0.2 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.0 (0.1)
Cuba 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.0 (0.1)

Place of Birth Dominican Republic 0.3 (0.3) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.0 (0.1)
Guatemala 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.0 (0.1)
All Other Latin America 0.4 (0.3) 0.0 (0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.2) 1.1(1.1)
Northern America 0.0 (0.0) 0.1 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (0.2)
China 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.5 (0.3) 0.0 (0.1)
India 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.8 (0.5) 1.2 (1.1)
Philippines 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.2 (0.2) 0.0 (0.1)
Vietnam 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.2 (0.2) 0.0 (0.1)
Korea 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.0 (0.1)
All Other Asia 0.2 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 1.1 (0.6) 0.1(0.1)
Europe 0.1 (0.0) 0.1 (0.0) 0.1 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1)
Africa 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.1(0.2) 0.0 (0.1) 0.0 (0.1)
Oceania 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.5 (0.4)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.4 (0.1) 0.9 (0.1) 1.3 (0.5) 0.6 (0.2) 2.8 (1.2)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other

GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Place of Birth US or Born in the U.S. (including Puerto Rico 0.9 (0.3) 0.2 (0.2) 0.3(0.12) 0.6 (0.3) 0.6 (0.4)

Not and outlying areas)
Born outside the U.S.: Americas 0.0 (0.0) 0.1(0.2) 0.0 (0.4) 0.0 (0.2) 10.1 (9.6)
Born outside the U.S.: Asia 0.0 (0.0) 0.3 (0.3) 0.0 (0.4) 0.1(0.2) 10.1 (9.6)
Place Of Birth Outside  Born outside the U.S.: Europe 0.0 (0.0) 0.4 (0.3) 0.0 (0.4) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (1.4)
us1 Born outside the U.S.: Africa 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.0 (0.4) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (1.4)
Born outside the U.S.: Oceania 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.0 (0.4) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (1.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.0 (0.0) 0.3(0.2) 0.0 (0.4) 0.1(0.1) 7.6 (7.8)
Born outside the U.S.: Northern America 0.0 (0.0) 0.1(0.2) 0.0 (0.4) 0.0(0.2) 0.0 (1.4)
Born outside the U.S.: Latin America 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.0 (0.4) 0.0(0.2) 10.1 (9.6)
. . Born outside the U.S.: Asia 0.0 (0.0) 0.3(0.3) 0.0 (0.4) 0.1(0.2) 10.1 (9.6)
Place OF BIrth OUtIde.~Bom outside the U.S. Europe 0.0 (0.0) 0.4 (0.3) 0.0 (0.4) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (1.4)
Born outside the U.S.: Africa 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (0.4) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (1.4)
Born outside the U.S.: Oceania 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (0.4) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (1.4)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.0 (0.0) 0.3(0.2) 0.0 (0.4) 0.1(0.1) 7.3(7.5)
U.S. citizen, born in U.S. 0.7 (0.3) 0.2 (0.2) 0.4 (0.2) 0.9 (0.6) 0.2 (0.2)
U.S. citizen, born in Puerto Rico or U.S. 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.1) 0.4 (0.4)
outlying areas

e S :)Jérsénil(t;)zen, born abroad of American 0.8 (0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.3(0.1) 3.3(1.8) 0.5 (0.4)
U.S. citizen by naturalization 2.5(0.5) 0.2 (0.0) 0.6 (0.3) 5.0 (2.0) 0.2 (0.2)
Not a U.S. citizen 1.7 (0.4) 0.2 (0.1) 0.3(0.2) 1.5 (1.0) 0.2 (0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 1.3 (0.3) 0.2 (0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 3.1(1.2) 0.2 (0.1)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

Naturalized 2005 or later 2.4 (0.9) 4.6 (3.8) 3.0(2.5) 1.5(0.7) 0.0 (4.4)

Naturalized 2000 to 2004 2.8(0.9) 9.2 (4.1) 14.8 (12.8) 6.8 (4.0) 0.0 (4.4)

Naturalized 1995 to 1999 6.3 (2.5) 8.7 (4.4) 17.3(12.9) 11.1 (4.5) 2.7 (4.4)

. Naturalized 1990 to 1994 4.9 (1.5) 10.4 (4.6) 6.3 (3.7) 4.6 (2.2) 0.0 (4.4)

vear Of Naturalization = ralized 1985 to 1989 6.7 (2.7) 3.0(1.3) 11(0.9) 5.1(2.1) 0.0 (4.4)

Naturalized 1980 to 1984 6.4 (2.2) 3.2(1.8) 0.0 (0.9) 4.6 (1.9) 2.2 (2.6)

Naturalized before 1980 4.0 (1.8) 4.7 (2.0) 0.3(0.3) 1.9 (1.5) 4.9 (6.0)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.1(0.9) 6.5 (2.0) 8.3 (7.5) 5.3 (1.8) 1.3(2.7)

Entered 2005 or later 2.5(0.7) 0.9 (0.4) 3.7 (3.2) 1.1 (0.5) 0.0 (1.6)

Entered 2000 to 2004 4.0 (1.3) 4.0 (1.9 0.5 (0.5) 0.9 (0.3) 0.0 (1.6)

Entered 1995 to 1999 5.6 (1.3) 5.0 (2.0) 35(3.2) 1.1 (0.5) 3.5(3.5)

Ve @R Entered 1990 to 1994 4.4 (0.9) 2.0 (0.7) 0.3(0.2) 0.9 (0.3) 8.9 (5.8)

Entered 1985 to 1989 4.9 (1.1) 2.8 (0.8) 0.7 (0.6) 5.6 (2.0) 8.5 (5.7)

Entered 1980 to 1984 3.9(1.2) 1.7 (0.6) 0.2 (0.2) 4.5 (2.0) 3.8 (3.5)

Entered before 1980 2.3(0.8) 2.4(1.1) 0.6 (0.6) 2.2 (1.3) 0.7 (0.8)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.9 (0.6) 2.8 (0.8) 1.9 (1.6) 2.4 (0.8) 2.5 (2.4)

Enrolled in Public School 57(1.2) 2.5(0.3) 5.0 (0.9) 1.4 (0.4) 6.2 (2.6)

Enrolled in Private School 1.3(0.4) 1.2 (0.2) 1.9 (0.4) 1.1 (0.6) 4.5 (2.6)

School Attendance e nrolled in school 5.2 (1.1) 23(0.2) 3.9(0.9) 2.1(0.6) 4.0 (1.3)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 5.2 (1.1) 2.3(0.2) 4.1(0.9) 1.9 (0.6) 4.6 (1.4)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

Enrolled in nursery school, preschool 0.2 (0.2) 0.8 (0.3) 0.6 (0.5) 0.5 (0.5) 0.9 (0.9)

Enrolled in kindergarten 4.4 (2.8) 1.3(0.4) 0.6 (0.5) 0.5 (0.5) 0.0 (0.6)

Enrolled in Grade 1 4.7 (2.8) 0.7 (0.4) 0.1(0.1) 5.6 (5.4) 0.8 (0.8)

Enrolled in Grade 2 1.2 (0.5) 0.6 (0.2) 4.0 (2.3 5.6 (5.4) 1.7 (0.9)

Enrolled in Grade 3 0.5 (0.3) 1.8 (0.8) 3.5(2.2) 0.0 (0.6) 2.5(2.5)

Enrolled in Grade 4 1.9 (1.0) 1.7 (0.8) 1.0 (0.6) 2.9 (2.8) 5.4 (3.1)

Enrolled in Grade 5 3.9 (1.3) 2.5(1.1) 1.6 (1.3) 2.9 (2.8) 3.3(1.9)

Enrolled in Grade 6 4.6 (1.7) 2.7 (1.2) 1.4 (1.2) 0.0 (0.6) 1.1 (0.8)

School Grade Level Enrolled in Grade 7 4.8 (1.9) 1.3 (0.5) 1.3 (0.8) 0.0 (0.6) 0.7 (0.7)

Enrolled in Grade 8 4.6 (1.6) 1.2 (0.3) 1.3(0.8) 0.0 (0.6) 1.2 (1.0)

Enrolled in Grade 9 2.6 (1.1) 1.9 (0.8) 0.2 (0.2) 0.0 (0.6) 0.7 (0.6)

Enrolled in Grade 10 2.0 (1.5) 2.0 (0.7) 0.3(0.2) 0.0 (0.6) 1.5(1.2)

Enrolled in Grade 11 0.7 (0.5) 1.4 (0.5) 5.2 (2.6) 1.0 (1.0) 0.0 (0.6)

Enrolled in Grade 12 4.2 (1.6) 1.1 (0.4) 0.5(0.4) 1.0 (1.0 2.7 (2.5)

Enrolled in college, undergraduate years 2.1(0.8) 2.1(0.4) 6.7 (2.6) 1.0(1.1) 4.2 (2.6)

Graduate or professional school 0.5 (0.3) 1.7 (0.4) 2.0 (0.9) 1.0(1.1) 1.6 (0.9)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 2.9(0.7) 1.7 (0.2) 3.1(1.1) 1.4 (1.2) 2.3(1.1)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
No schooling completed 2.5(0.7) 0.9 (0.2) 1.5(0.5) 3.7 (1.6) 1.8 (0.6)
Nursery school 0.8 (0.4) 0.4 (0.1) 0.9 (0.4) 0.6 (0.6) 1.0 (0.5)
Kindergarten 0.4 (0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.3(0.1) 1.0 (0.9) 0.3(0.2)
1st grade 0.3(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.7 (0.5) 1.0 (0.9) 0.3(0.3)
2nd grade 0.5(0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.9 (0.5) 1.5(1.3) 0.7 (0.7)
3rd grade 1.9 (0.8) 0.2 (0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 0.4 (0.3) 0.7 (0.7)
4th grade 2.8 (0.9) 0.2 (0.0) 0.3(0.1) 0.1(0.2) 0.7 (0.4)
5th grade 1.9 (0.4) 0.3(0.1) 0.5 (0.3) 1.1 (1.0) 0.5(0.2)
6th grade 4.6 (0.9) 0.3(0.1) 0.7 (0.2) 0.1(0.2) 0.3(0.2)
7th grade 2.1(0.4) 0.3(0.1) 1.2 (0.6) 0.3(0.2) 1.0 (0.7)
8th grade 2.9(0.7) 0.7 (0.1) 2.2 (1.0 0.5 (0.3) 2.7 (1.7)
9th grade 4.2 (0.9) 0.9(0.2) 1.5(0.4) 1.2 (1.0) 29 (1.7)
Educational Attainment 10th grade 2.3(0.6) 1.1(0.2) 3.1(0.7) 0.6 (0.3) 1.7 (1.0)
11th grade 3.3(0.8) 1.2 (0.2) 3.6(1.1) 1.6 (0.8) 1.9 (1.0)
12th grade, no diploma 2.2 (0.5) 0.9(0.2) 1.5(0.4) 1.9 (0.6) 1.8 (1.0)
Regular high school diploma 10.4 (1.2) 6.9 (0.4) 8.2 (1.1) 51(1.2) 10.2 (2.5)
GED, or alternative credential 2.5(0.5) 1.7 (0.2) 2.6 (0.6) 1.2 (0.6) 6.6 (2.7)
Some college, less than one year 4.7 (0.9) 6.6 (0.5) 5.7 (1.0) 3.2(1.2) 6.1 (1.5)
Some college, one or more years, no 9.4 (1.2) 8.1(0.5) 115 (1.5) 4.9 (1.3) 11.3(2.2)
degree
Associate's degree 3.8(0.7) 2.9(0.2) 4.5 (1.0) 5.9 (1.7) 4.1(2.0)
Bachelor's degree 3.6 (0.9) 2.2(0.2) 2.4 (0.6) 7.0 (2.0) 4.0 (2.0)
Master's degree 1.1 (0.6) 1.7 (0.3) 0.9 (0.4) 1.4 (0.5) 0.7 (0.3)
Professional school degree 1.2 (0.5) 1.4 (0.2) 1.1 (0.4) 2.8(1.1) 0.5(0.2)
Doctorate degree 1.0 (0.5) 0.8(0.1) 0.3(0.1) 1.6 (0.6) 0.6 (0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 5.2 (0.4) 4.2(0.2) 5.5 (0.6) 4.1(0.7) 5.7 (0.9)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Computers, Mathematics, and Statistics 3.4 (3.0) 1.3(0.4) 1.1 (0.7) 3.9 (1.3) 0.0 (1.2)
Biological, Agricultural, and 0.4 (0.3) 1.4 (0.2) 0.3(0.2) 0.4 (0.2) 0.6 (0.4)
Environmental Sciences
Physical and Related Sciences 3.8 (1.5) 2.4 (0.3) 1.0 (0.7) 3.0 (1.0 0.9 (0.8)
Psychology 1.1 (0.5) 1.0 (0.2) 2.0 (0.9) 1.4 (1.2) 0.0 (1.2)
Social Sciences 5.4 (2.5) 2.7 (0.4) 4.7 (2.4) 3.5(1.9) 2.6 (1.3)
Engineering 3.6 (1.7) 1.0 (0.2) 0.7 (0.5) 2.3(0.7) 1.0 (0.8)
Field Of Bachelor's Multidisciplinary Studies 1.2 (0.7) 0.6 (0.2) 0.3 (0.3) 1.9(1.1) 0.3 (0.3)
Degree Science and Engineering Related 3.7 (2.0) 2.3(0.2) 1.4 (0.6) 2.5(1.0) 0.9 (0.6)
Business 2.9 (1.5) 3.0 (0.3) 3.6 (1.2) 4.6 (1.7) 4.3 (2.1)
Education 32(1.2) 3.9 (0.5) 2.2 (1.0) 0.8 (0.5) 3.7 (1.7)
Literature and Languages 1.3 (0.5) 1.8 (0.3) 1.1 (0.7) 1.1 (0.9) 3.5(1.5)
Liberal Arts and History 3.2 (1.4) 3.1(0.3) 3.9 (1.9 2.9 (1.3) 4.6 (2.4)
Visual and Performing Arts 5.0 (3.3) 1.5(0.2) 0.7 (0.3) 2.9 (1.9 0.0 (1.2)
Communications 0.8 (0.4) 0.8 (0.1) 1.9 (0.9) 1.7 (1.2) 1.1 (0.8)
Other Bachelor Degree Field 4.1 (1.6) 1.8 (0.2) 3.6 (1.4) 0.3(0.2) 0.5 (0.5)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

A . . . Hispanic White Black Asian Other
nalysis Topic Analysis category GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
American 1.1(0.4) 8.9 (0.6) 53(1.2) 1.7 (0.8) 6.6 (2.8)
Arab 0.1(0.1) 0.2(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.4 (0.4) 0.1(0.2)
British 0.0 (0.0) 0.9(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.4 (0.4) 0.7 (0.3)
Czech 0.0 (0.0) 0.8(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.1) 0.1(0.1)
Danish 0.0 (0.0) 0.5(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.3(0.2)
Dutch 0.2 (0.1) 1.8 (0.2) 0.1(0.1) 0.0(0.2) 1.5(0.8)
English 0.6 (0.3) 11.0 (0.5) 0.9 (0.4) 1.7 (1.5) 8.4 (3.0)
European 0.1 (0.0) 25(0.2) 0.1(0.1) 0.1(0.2) 0.9 (0.3)
French (except Basque) 0.5(0.2) 45 (0.4) 0.8 (0.4) 0.0 (0.2) 2.5(0.8)
French Canadian 0.0 (0.0) 1.1(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.6 (0.4)
German 0.8(0.2) 11.9(0.5) 0.6 (0.3) 0.0 (0.2) 7.1(2.3)
Greek 0.1(0.1) 0.1 (0.0) 0.2(0.2) 0.0(0.2) 0.0 (0.2)
Hungarian 0.0 (0.0) 0.6 (0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.2) 0.0 (0.2)
Irish 1.1 (0.3) 11.4(0.5) 1.0 (0.6) 0.0 (0.0) 10.4 (3.2)
Ancestry Italian 1.7 (0.6) 22(0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.0 (0.1) 23(12)
Lithuanian 0.0 (0.0) 0.5(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.1) 0.2 (0.2)
Norwegian 0.0 (0.0) 1.2 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.7 (0.5)
Polish 0.6 (0.3) 2.4(0.3) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.2) 0.5(0.2)
Portuguese 0.3(0.1) 0.1 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.2) 0.0 (0.2)
Russian 0.3(0.2) 0.9(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.2) 0.3(0.3)
Scotch-Irish 0.1 (0.0) 2.4(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.3(0.2)
Scottish 0.0 (0.0) 2.9(0.3) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.1) 1.1 (0.5)
Slovak 0.0 (0.0) 0.2 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.2 (0.1)
Sub-Saharan African 0.1 (0.0 0.0 (0.0) 59 (1.1) 0.5 (0.5) 3.2(1.4)
Swedish 0.2 (0.1) 1.4(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.2) 1.9 (1.4)
Swiss 0.1(0.1) 0.4(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.2) 0.0 (0.2)
Ukrainian 0.0 (0.0) 0.2(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.1) 0.0 (0.2)
Welsh 0.0 (0.0) 1.3(0.3) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.1) 0.5(0.4)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Ancestry (cont.) West Indian (except Hispanic groups) 0.6 (0.4) 0.0 (0.0) 4.6 (1.5) 0.0(0.2) 1.0 (0.8)
Other groups 2.5(0.6) 14.1 (0.6) 10.9 (1.3) 1.2 (0.7) 16.6 (3.5)
Language Other Than 8.5 (1.3) 3.2(0.2) 3.8 (1.0) 8.4 (1.5) 7.6 (2.8)
English Spoken At Yes
Home

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Spanish 0.6 (0.2) 1.3(0.7) 0.0 (0.8) 0.3(0.3) 0.0 (1.4)
French 0.0 (0.0) 1.5(0.8) 9.1 (6.5) 0.0(0.2) 0.0 (1.4)
Italian 0.2(0.2) 0.7 (0.7) 0.0 (0.8) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0(1.4)
Portuguese 0.0 (0.0) 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (0.8) 0.1(0.1) 0.0 (1.4)
German 0.1(0.1) 1.6 (0.7) 0.0 (0.8) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (1.4)
Russian 0.0 (0.0) 0.2(0.1) 0.0 (0.8) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (1.4)
Polish, Serbo-Croatian, and other Slavic 0.0 (0.0) 0.5(0.3) 0.0 (0.8) 0.0(0.2) 0.0 (1.4)
Gujarati 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.2) 0.0 (0.8) 2.2 (1.8) 0.0 (1.4)
Hindi 0.0 (0.0) 1.2 (1.1) 0.0 (0.8) 2.7 (1.5) 0.0 (1.4)
Urdu and other Indic 0.0 (0.0) 1.2 (1.1) 0.0 (0.8) 4.0 (2.3) 0.0 (1.4)
French Creole, Yiddish, Other W. 0.0 (0.0) 2.1(1.0) 8.9 (6.5) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (1.4)
Specific Language Germapic, Scan_dinavian, Greek,
Spoken Armenian, Persian, and other Indo-

European
Chinese 0.0 (0.0) 0.1(0.2) 0.0 (0.8) 0.4 (0.3) 0.0 (1.4)
Korean 0.0 (0.0) 0.3(0.3) 0.0 (0.8) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0(1.4)
Arabic 0.0 (0.0) 1.3(1.2) 0.0 (0.8) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (1.4)
Vietnamese 0.0 (0.0) 0.0(0.2) 0.0 (0.8) 0.2 (0.1) 0.0 (1.4)
Japanese, Mon-Khmer, Cambodian, 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (0.8) 0.6 (0.3) 0.0 (1.4)
Hmong, Thai, Laotian, and other Asian
Tagalog and other Pacific Island 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (0.8) 0.5(0.4) 0.0 (1.4)
African languages 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.2) 0.9 (0.7) 0.2 (0.2) 0.0 (1.4)
Navajo, other Native American, 0.2 (0.2) 2.2(1.4) 0.7 (0.6) 0.6 (0.3) 0.0 (1.4)
Hungarian, Hebrew, and all others

L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.6 (0.2) 1.2 (0.4) 5.7 (4.1) 1.2 (0.6) 0.0 (1.4)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.

D-24



Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other

GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Very well 12.7 (1.2) 15.0 (3.3) 18.5(8.7) 17.3 (4.0) 14.7 (5.1)
. . Well 21.1(1.6) 18.1 (3.6) 22.9 (8.9) 21.4 (3.9) 12.8 (4.6)
Eng"fbﬁf’teak'“g Not well 19.9 (1.9) 4.6 (14) 5.4 (4.3) 9.7 (2.3) 41(2.3)
Hy Not at all 9.2 (1.2) 20 (L1) 0.0 (0.8) 18(0.8) 18(1.9)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 16.1 (1.0) 14.5(3.1) 16.9 (8.4) 16.8 (3.3) 13.3 (4.5)
Same house one year ago 7.3(1.2) 3.3(0.3) 8.3(1.5) 7.2 (2.3) 4.7 (1.4)
Moved within same county 6.2 (1.2) 2.3(0.2) 7.0 (1.5) 3.5(1.6) 3.2(1.0)
Geographical Mobility ~Moved from different county within state 0.9 (0.3) 0.9 (0.2) 2.2(0.7) 1.0 (0.8) 1.4 (0.6)
In Past Year Moved from different state 0.3(0.1) 0.9(0.1) 0.5(0.2) 1.5(0.9) 0.9 (0.5)
Moved from outside U.S. 0.9 (0.4) 0.2 (0.0) 0.1(0.2) 1.3(0.9) 0.0 (0.0
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.9 (1.1) 3.0(0.2) 7.7(1.4) 6.1(1.9) 43(1.2)
Health Insurance Yes, Through Employer 7.4 (1.0) 7.2 (0.4) 10.3 (1.6) 11.3(3.1) 4.7 (1.0)
Health Insurance Yes, Purchased Directly 5.9 (0.9) 12.0 (0.4) 13.7 (1.6) 12.0 (2.2) 5.5(1.4)
Health Insurance Yes, Medicare 2.3 (0.5) 2.5(0.2) 4.3 (0.8) 4.3 (2.1) 2.8 (1.8)
Health Insurance Yes, Medicaid 8.2 (1.1) 3.4(0.3) 7.5(1.1) 1.3(0.5) 4.3(1.9)
Health Insurance Yes, Military 0.6 (0.2) 0.8 (0.1) 0.8 (0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 1.2 (0.6)
Health Insurance Yes, Veterans Administration 0.7 (0.3) 1.5(0.1) 2.4 (0.6) 0.1(0.1) 0.8 (0.5)
Health Insurance Yes, Indian Health Service 0.4 (0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 0.0 (0.0) 2.6 (0.7)
With private health insurance coverage 7.3(1.0) 4.2 (0.3) 9.2 (1.3) 4.0 (1.0 3.5(0.9)

only
With public health coverage only 8.5(1.1) 6.8 (0.4) 11.1(1.5) 5.2 (1.6) 4.3 (1.0)
Health Insurance ~\ysn bt private and public health 3.4 (0.6) 7.1(0.3) 9.1 (L5) 5.9 (2.3) 3.5 (0.8)
Aggregate coverage

No health insurance coverage 9.2(1.4) 2.8(0.2) 8.2 (1.3) 5.1(1.9) 2.5(0.6)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.2 (1.0) 4.9(0.2) 9.6 (1.0) 4.4 (1.0 3.6 (0.7)
Difficulty Hearing Yes 1.8 (0.4) 3.8(0.3) 2.3(0.5) 0.8 (0.3) 4.8 (1.8)
Difficulty Vision Yes 3.0 (0.6) 25(0.2) 3.4(0.6) 0.2(0.1) 2.1(0.8)
Difficulty Cognitive  Yes 4.9 (0.8) 3.8(0.3) 5.0 (0.8) 0.6 (0.3) 5.0 (1.3)
Difficulty Ambulatory  Yes 4.0 (0.6) 5.0 (0.3) 6.2 (0.8) 27(1.2) 3.9(0.9)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other

GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Difficulty Self Care Yes 2.2 (0.6) 2.4 (0.3) 2.6 (0.4) 0.7 (0.4) 1.4 (0.5)
Difficulta/_ Ir_1dependent Yes 3.3(0.7) 3.6 (0.3) 4.5 (0.6) 2.1(1.0) 4.1(1.2)

iving
Now married 7.0 (1.5) 1.9 (0.4) 0.7 (0.3) 4.0 (2.4) 0.6 (0.3)
Widowed 1.2 (0.4) 1.2 (0.2) 0.5(0.2) 0.8 (0.6) 0.2 (0.1)
. Divorced 5.4 (1.2) 3.2 (0.5) 2.7 (1.0) 3.9 (2.5) 0.7 (0.3)
Marital Status Separated 4.2(0.9) 1.9 (03) 25 (1.0) 0.4 (0.4) 0.5 (0.3)
Never married 6.8 (1.3) 2.0 (0.5) 1.7 (0.5) 1.8 (1.1) 0.5(0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.1 (1.0) 2.2 (0.3) 1.8 (0.4) 2.4 (1.1) 0.5(0.2)
Married In Past Year  Yes 3.2(0.7) 1.1(0.2) 3.6 (2.4) 6.1(1.9) 0.4 (0.3)
Widowed In Past Year  Yes 0.8 (0.4) 0.5 (0.1) 1.3 (0.5) 0.1(0.2) 0.1(0.2)
Divorced In Past Year ~ Yes 1.9 (0.5) 0.7 (0.1) 3.2(2.0) 0.5(0.4) 0.2 (0.1)
Once married 6.1 (1.0) 2.0(0.2) 3.8 (0.8) 4.7 (1.8) 2.4 (1.6)
Number Of Times Twice married 6.5 (1.0) 2.7(0.2) 5.3(1.0) 4.7 (1.8) 2.7 (1.7)
Married Married three or more times 0.5(0.2) 1.0 (0.2) 2.2 (0.9 0.0 (0.2) 34(2.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 5.9 (1.0) 2.1(0.2) 4.1(0.7) 4.7 (1.8) 2.5(1.4)
Before 2000 4.0 (1.0) 0.9(0.2) 2.6 (1.3) 1.3(0.9) 1.4 (0.7)
2000 to 2004 4.0 (1.1) 1.0 (0.2) 2.9 (1.3) 3.1(1.8) 1.7 (0.6)
2005 to 2009 4.7 (1.2) 1.0 (0.2) 1.8 (0.6) 25(1.7) 2.0(0.9)
Year Last Married 2010 2.0 (0.7) 0.6 (0.2) 0.0 (0.2) 0.6 (0.6) 0.2 (0.1)
2011 1.1 (0.4) 0.4 (0.1) 0.3(0.3) 0.0(0.2) 0.2(0.2)
2012 0.5 (0.3) 0.1(0.2) 0.0(0.2) 0.0(0.2) 0.2(0.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.8(0.8) 0.9(0.2) 2.4 (1.1) 1.7 (1.0 1.5 (0.6)
Birth In Past Year Yes 0.8 (0.4) 1.5(0.2) 1.7 (1.2) 1.6 (0.8) 0.0 (0.7)
Grandparents Living 2.4 (0.6) 0.8 (0.1) 1.6 (0.5) 0.1(0.1) 3.7(2.3)
With Own Yes

Grandchildren

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as

percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Grandparents 10.3 (4.5) 20.1(7.5) 9.0 (4.3) 0.0 (5.5) 41.4 (20.0)
Responsible For Yes
Grandchildren
Less than one year 6.0 (4.9) 15.6 (6.1) 0.4 (0.4) 0.0 (8.7) 0.0 (30.0)
Grandparents Time 1to 2 years 10.8 (7.3) 31.9 (10.0) 2.3 (1.9) 0.0 (8.7) 0.0 (30.0)
Responsible For 3 or 4 years 8.4 (7.1) 7.2 (3.6) 4.6 (3.4) 0.0 (8.7) 0.0 (30.0)
Grandchildren 5 or more years 10.4 (7.8) 22.1(9.6) 6.6 (4.2) 0.0 (8.7) 0.0 (30.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.7 (5.5) 23.0 (7.3) 5.6 (3.3) 0.0 (8.7) 0.0 (30.0)
Now on active duty 0.1 (0.0) 0.2 (0.0) 0.5(0.2) 0.0 (0.0) 0.2 (0.1)
On active duty during the last 12 months 0.1(0.1) 0.6 (0.1) 0.8 (0.3) 0.4 (0.3) 0.3(0.1)
but not now
On active duty in the past, but not in last 0.6 (0.2) 1.8 (0.1) 2.1(0.4) 0.4 (0.2) 1.3 (0.5)
Military Service 12 months
Training in Reserves or National Guard 0.3(0.1) 1.1(0.1) 0.7 (0.2) 0.4 (0.2) 0.6 (0.4)
only
Never in the military 0.5 (0.2) 0.9 (0.1) 1.3 (0.3) 0.6 (0.3) 1.6 (0.6)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 0.5(0.2) 1.0 (0.2) 1.3 (0.3) 0.6 (0.3) 1.5 (0.6)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analvsis Tobic Analvsis catedor Hispanic White Black Asian Other
ysis Top y gory GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Between Gulf War | and Vietnam era 8.8 (4.8) 3.5(0.5) 6.7 (2.4) 8.3(7.0) 3.4 (1.5)
only
Between Korean War and World War 11 0.3(0.3) 0.5(0.1) 0.1(0.2) 0.0 (3.6) 0.0 (1.3)
only
Between Vietnam Era and Korean War 0.8 (0.5) 4.2 (0.6) 3.1(1.6) 4.0 (4.3) 0.3(0.2)
only
Gulf War I and Vietnam era 0.3(0.3) 1.3(0.3) 0.8 (0.4) 0.5 (0.6) 0.0 (1.3)
Gulf War 1, no Vietnam era 3.5(1.6) 3.2(0.5) 5.3(2.1) 13.2 (8.4) 3.4 (1.4)
Gulf War Il and Gulf War I, and Vietnam 3.2(1.3) 3.6 (0.5) 5.4 (2.1) 11.0(7.2) 1.7(1.1)
era/ or no Vietnam era
Period Of Military (Esrualf War 11, no Gulf War I, no Vietham 2.8 (1.5) 3.0(0.5) 3.5(1.3) 5.3(4.8) 19(1.1)
Service Korean War and World War I1, no 0.2(0.2) 03(0.1) 0.0 (0.3) 0.0 (3.6) 0.0 (1.3)
Vietnam Era
Korean War, no Vietnam Era, no World 0.3(0.3) 2.3(0.4) 1.4 (0.8) 0.0 (3.6) 0.3(0.2)
War 11
Pre-World War 1l only or World War II, 0.2 (0.2) 0.7 (0.2) 0.0 (0.3) 0.0 (3.6) 0.0 (1.3)
no Korean War, no Vietnam Era
Vietnam Era and Korean War, and World 0.4 (0.3) 1.0 (0.3) 0.0 (0.3) 0.0 (3.6) 0.0 (1.3)
War Il / or no World War Il
Vietnam Era, no Korean War, no World 7.2 (4.6) 5.7 (0.6) 6.6 (2.1) 5.3(4.5) 0.2 (0.2)
War 11
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.7 (2.2) 3.8(0.3) 52(1.1) 7.6 (4.2) 1.4 (0.5)
Service Connected Yes 6.2 (2.5) 2.2 (0.4) 3.8(1.2) 0.8 (0.8) 2.8 (1.3)

Disability Status

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other

GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
0 percent 0.0 (2.2) 23(1.2) 0.6 (0.6) 0.0 (12.9) 0.0 (5.5)
10 or 20 percent 6.4 (5.1) 6.7 (1.8) 0.6 (0.6) 0.0 (12.9) 2.5 (2.7)
. 30 or 40 percent 19.9 (10.8) 6.2 (2.0) 1.0 (0.7) 0.0 (12.9) 0.0 (5.5)
So :&hﬁ;”fee\%eld 50 or 60 percent 23(2.5) 18(0.6) 00(12)  00(129)  20.4(17.6)
70 percent or higher 2.8 (2.6) 41(1.4) 1.5(1.1) 27.0 (18.3) 24.1 (17.6)
No rating reported 13.0 (10.3) 8.7 (2.1) 1.6 (1.2) 27.0 (18.3) 6.3 (3.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.4 (5.8) 5.6 (1.1) 0.9 (0.5) 12.8 (14.4) 15.2 (12.5)
Work Last Week Yes 7.3 (1.0) 5.0 (0.3) 6.3 (1.1) 4.0 (0.9) 4.7 (1.3)
Any Work Last Week  Yes 2.1 (0.6) 1.6 (0.2) 1.4 (0.5) 1.3(0.9) 0.3(0.2)
Worked in state of residence, in county of 6.7 (1.4) 4.4 (0.4) 3.7(1.0) 5.8 (2.8) 1.6 (0.6)

residence

Worked in state of residence, outside 5514 3.8(04 3.5(0.9 5.6 (2.8 1.4 (0.6
Place Of Work county of residence 49 04 ©9) @) 09
Worked outside state of residence 1.5(0.5) 1.0 (0.2) 1.3 (0.6) 0.5 (0.3) 0.2 (0.1)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.3 (1.3) 4.1(0.4) 3.5(0.9) 5.6 (2.7) 1.5 (0.6)
Car, truck, or van 5.1 (0.9) 4.9 (0.4) 6.2 (1.2) 6.4 (2.4) 4.5 (1.9
Public transportation 2.4 (0.5) 0.8 (0.2) 3.3(0.9) 2.2 (1.0) 0.5 (0.4)
Commute ;aeﬂ%zhb, motorcycle, bicycle, or other 2.4 (0.7) 1.5(0.3) 1.9 (0.7) 3.9(2.4) 2.0(1.8)
Transportation Walked 2.1(05) 15(03) 12(05) 47 @27) 0.3(0.2)
Worked at Home 1.4 (0.3) 3.2 (0.3) 1.1 (0.5) 2.5(0.9) 1.9 (0.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.6 (0.7) 4.5(0.4) 5.6 (1.0) 5.6 (1.9) 3.8 (1.5)
Drove alone 12.6 (1.8) 5.0 (0.4) 8.7 (2.6) 7.7(2.2) 2.8(1.1)
2 riders 13.6 (2.0) 4.2 (0.4) 8.7 (2.7) 7.0 (2.0) 2.2(0.9)
Commute Number Of 3 riders 4.1(1.4) 1.5(0.3) 0.6 (0.3) 1.0 (0.5) 0.7 (0.5)
Riders 4 riders 1.7 (0.7) 0.4 (0.1) 1.1 (0.6) 0.8 (0.8) 0.6 (0.6)
5 or more riders 0.8 (0.3) 0.3(0.2) 0.9 (0.6) 0.0 (0.2) 0.6 (0.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 12.1 (1.6) 4.9 (0.4) 8.3 (2.5) 7.4(2.1) 2.7 (1.0)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

12:00 a.m. to 4:59 a.m. 4.3 (1.2) 2.2 (0.3) 5.0 (1.8) 2.4 (1.6) 0.7 (0.4)

5:00 a.m. to 6:59 a.m. 11.9 (1.5) 8.0 (0.6) 11.9 (2.1) 6.8 (2.3) 9.0(3.2)

7:00 a.m. to 8:59 a.m. 12.9 (1.9) 10.1 (0.6) 11.7 (1.9) 10.8 (1.8) 12.2 (3.3)

Commute Departure ~g:00 a.m. to 11:59 am. 45 (0.8) 43(0.4) 4.2 (1.0) 7.7 (18) 3.0 (14)

¢ 12:00 p.m. to 3:59 p.m. 4.4 (1.1) 2.5(0.3) 41(1.1) 25(1.1) 1.0 (0.6)

4:00 p.m. to 11:59 p.m. 3.5(0.9) 2.5(0.3) 5.3(1.3) 2.6 (1.3) 0.9 (0.8)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.0 (1.2) 7.8 (0.4) 9.4 (1.3) 7.8 (1.3) 8.7 (2.5)

Less than 5 minutes 2.9 (0.8) 4.3(0.4) 3.0(1.0) 1.2 (0.7) 0.7 (0.4)

5 to 9 minutes 9.5(1.4) 9.5 (0.6) 9.1(2.1) 8.7 (2.7) 4.2 (1.5)

10 to 14 minutes 13.6 (1.6) 11.8 (0.7) 14.8 (2.0) 14.6 (3.2) 8.9 (2.0)

15 to 19 minutes 18.5 (2.0) 13.3(0.7) 15.2 (1.8) 14.2 (2.9) 16.4 (3.7)

20 to 24 minutes 17.9 (1.9) 14.1 (0.8) 16.8 (2.4) 12.7 (2.6) 14.6 (3.2)

25 to 29 minutes 8.8 (1.3) 8.9 (0.6) 8.1 (1.6) 6.6 (1.5) 2.9 (1.0

Commute Minutes 30 to 34 minutes 16.8 (1.7) 12.0 (0.7) 15.0 (2.6) 10.1 (2.5) 115 (3.1)

35 to 39 minutes 2.7 (0.8) 4.2 (0.4) 1.8 (0.6) 1.2 (0.6) 2.5(1.3)

40 to 44 minutes 5.0 (0.8) 4.8 (0.4) 5.9 (1.4) 45 (1.1) 3.9(1L5)

45 to 59 minutes 7.3 (1.5) 6.1(0.4) 9.3(1.9) 3.8(1.5) 10.7 (3.5)

60 to 89 minutes 55(1.2) 3.4 (0.3) 9.4 (2.4) 1.6 (0.5) 6.8 (2.7)

90 or more minutes 1.7 (0.6) 1.4 (0.2) 3.4 (1.0 1.2 (0.5) 3.5(1.4)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 12.9 (0.8) 10.0 (0.3) 12.1(0.8) 10.5 (1.4) 10.4 (1.6)

Not Working Layoff ~ Yes 6.2 (1.8) 3.6 (0.5) 4.6 (1.0) 5.2 (3.3) 3.7(2.4)

Not Working Absent  Yes 2.8 (1.0) 2.8 (0.7) 2.4 (0.7) 5.1(2.5) 5.4 (3.1)

Not Working Informed 6.7 (7.5) 16.0 (8.7) 56.7 (21.9) 0.0 (19.9) 59.8 (23.2)
Of Recall Yes

Not Working Looking 12.0 (2.1) 5.6 (0.7) 12.0 (2.0) 8.5 (2.8) 13.6 (3.3)
For Work Yes

Not Working Available v 14.4 (5.3) 10.6 (3.2) 25(1.4) 5.4 (3.4) 23.6 (10.4)
To Work €s

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analvsis Tobic Analvsis cateqor Hispanic White Black Asian Other
ysis Top y gory GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Within the past 12 months 8.9 (1.7) 5.6 (0.5) 7.5 (1.5) 5.2 (2.8) 6.0 (2.1)
1-5 years ago 14.0 (1.7) 12.7 (0.7) 14.4 (2.1) 9.5(2.7) 11.6 (2.7)
LRI SR L G Over 5 years ago or never worked 15.0 (2.4) 11.9 (0.7) 15.1 (2.2) 11.1 (2.7) 9.2 (2.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 13.6 (1.9) 11.0 (0.6) 13.5(1.7) 9.4 (2.2) 9.2(2.1)
Worked 50 Weeks Or Yes 16.0 (1.6) 11.4 (0.6) 16.7 (2.1) 15.7 (2.6) 14.5 (3.3)
More
50 to 52 weeks worked during past 12 4.8 (2.0) 5.7 (1.4) 2.3(1.2) 13.5 (10.7) 16.5 (10.8)
months
48 to 49 weeks worked during past 12 7.9 (3.0) 7.7 (0.9) 6.4 (2.8) 5.5 (3.1) 1.2 (0.8)
months
40 to 47 weeks worked during past 12 17.8 (3.2) 22.4 (1.6) 14.1 (4.4) 18.1 (7.6) 12.3 (6.7)
months
Weeks Worked 27 to 39 weeks worked during past 12 28.3 (4.5) 24.1(1.9) 20.0 (4.3) 19.2 (7.6) 26.2 (8.3)
months
14 to 26 weeks worked during past 12 24.4 (4.7) 23.5(1.7) 34.8 (8.8) 21.7 (10.5) 25.4 (9.4)
months
13 weeks or less worked during past 12 15.2 (4.1) 16.4 (1.5) 28.2 (8.8) 6.6 (3.4) 34.0 (11.7)
months
L-Fold (Aggregate) 20.5 (2.7) 20.2 (0.8) 25.9 (5.7) 17.5 (3.9) 25.2 (5.0)
Usually worked 35 or more hours per 11.4 (1.4) 6.0 (0.5) 8.3 (1.6) 5.5(1.6) 7.4(2.2)
week
Usua'PHOL\J/(/S V\Iio”‘ed Usually worked 15-34 hours per week 12.2 (1.6) 7.6 (0.5) 8.9 (1.7) 8.4 (2.4) 8.3(2.3)
ervee Usually worked 1-14 hours per week 3.9 (L.1) 2.9(0.3) 2.9 (0.6) 4.4 (1.9) 18(0.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 11.1(1.3) 6.1 (0.5) 8.2 (1.6) 6.0 (1.6) 7.4(2.1)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Employee of a private for-profit company 10.7 (1.7) 12.6 (1.0) 19.9 (3.9) 17.5 (5.2) 10.7 (3.0)
or business
Employee of a private not-for-profit 59 (1.3) 6.0 (0.5) 11.6 (2.7) 5.1(1.5) 7.4 (2.4)
organization
A local government employee 3.2 (0.8) 5.2 (0.6) 6.8 (1.8) 7.2 (4.8) 5.3 (1.7)
A state government employee 3.6 (1.0) 4.6 (0.5) 7.0 (1.5) 5.3 (2.4) 29 (1.2)
Class Of Worker A Federal gove_rnment empIOyee 1.4 (0.8) 1.0 (0.2) 1.4 (0.6) 2.5(2.2) 1.2 (0.8)
Self-employed in own not incorporated 5.0 (1.3) 4.1 (0.4) 2.3(0.9) 4.5 (2.3) 3.2 (1.7)
business, professional practice, or farm
Self-employed in own incorporated 1.4 (0.5) 2.4 (0.4) 0.7 (0.4) 0.3 (0.3) 1.1 (0.6)
business, professional practice, or farm
Working without pay in a family business 0.2 (0.2) 0.6 (0.2) 1.1 (0.5) 1.4 (1.3) 0.5 (0.5)
or farm
L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.5(1.2) 9.1 (0.6) 14.3 (2.7) 13.6 (3.7) 8.4(2.1)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, 1.6 (0.4) 1.1(0.2) 0.2 (0.2) 0.9 (0.7) 0.8 (0.4)
and mining
Construction 4.0 (0.9) 2.4 (0.3) 1.8 (0.7) 0.8 (0.5) 2.3(1.0)
Manufacturing 4.7 (0.8) 4.1(0.3) 3.4 (0.9) 6.8 (2.3) 3.9 (1.7
Wholesale trade 4.5 (1.0) 2.8 (0.3) 1.2 (0.4) 1.9(0.9) 0.6 (0.3)
Retail trade 6.3 (1.1) 3.5(0.3) 3.2(1.0) 2.8(0.9) 45 (1.5)
Utilities, and transportation and 2.1(0.4) 1.5(0.2) 2.9 (0.9 1.2 (0.5) 0.4(0.2)
warehousing
Information 1.0 (0.3) 1.1(0.2) 1.4 (0.7) 2.1(0.8) 0.6 (0.4)
Finance and insurance, and real estate and 1.4 (0.4) 1.6 (0.2) 2.1(0.6) 2.2(0.7) 1.7 (0.9)
rental and leasing
Industry Professional, scientific, and management, 7.3(1.1) 5.6 (0.4) 6.3 (1.4) 9.2(2.2) 5.6 (2.2)
and administrative and waste
management services
Educational services, and health care and 2.9 (0.6) 3.4(0.3) 8.0 (1.6) 6.5 (1.8) 3.2(1.0)
social assistance
Arts, entertainment, and recreation, and 2.2 (0.5) 1.9(0.2) 2.3(0.6) 1.4 (0.7) 1.2 (0.6)
accommodation and food services
Other services, except public 4.7 (0.8) 2.1(0.2) 2.1(0.5) 0.6 (0.3) 3.4 (1.6)
administration
Public administration 1.6 (0.4) 2.1(0.2) 2.8(0.7) 2.1(0.9) 3.9 (1.7
Military 0.1(0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.0 (0.0) 1.2 (1.0)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.1(0.4) 3.1(0.1) 4.7 (0.6) 55(1.1) 3.2 (0.6)
Manufacturing 7.7 (1.3) 45 (0.3) 5.2 (1.0) 6.0 (1.7) 5.5 (2.2)
Wholesale trade 6.1(1.2) 3.3(0.3) 2.8 (1.0) 4.1 (1.9 1.8 (0.8)
Industry Type Retail trade 14.4 (1.6) 10.0 (0.5) 9.5 (1.3) 7.1(1.5) 10.6 (2.7)
Other (agriculture, construction, service, 18.3 (1.9) 11.4 (0.5) 10.5 (1.6) 14.5 (3.0) 14.9 (3.5)
government, etc.)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 15.5 (1.4) 10.1 (0.4) 9.8 (1.3) 12.0 (2.2) 13.1 (2.9)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Management, business and financial 6.6 (1.0) 10.8 (0.5) 8.5 (1.5) 11.5(1.8) 10.0 (2.2)
occupations
Computer, engineering, and science 1.3(0.4) 3.0(0.2) 25(1.2) 4.4 (0.9) 4.2 (1.7)
occupations
Education, legal, community service, arts, 2.7(0.7) 3.3(0.2) 3.5(0.8) 3.7(1.4) 5.9 (1.7)
and media occupations
Healthcare practitioners and technical 1.2 (0.5) 1.9(0.2) 3.9(1.1) 1.6 (0.7) 2.0(0.8)
occupations
Healthcare support occupations 1.6 (0.4) 1.7 (0.2) 3.5(0.8) 1.6 (1.0) 6.1(3.2)
Protective service occupations 0.2 (0.1) 0.7 (0.2) 0.8 (0.5) 0.1(0.1) 0.8 (0.4)
Food preparation and serving related 1.8 (0.5) 1.4 (0.2) 2.3(0.6) 2.4 (1.5) 1.5(1.0)
occupations
Building and grounds cleaning and 4.0 (1.0 1.3(0.2) 1.4 (0.4) 1.5(1.1) 0.3(0.2)
) maintenance occupations
Occupation Personal care and service occupations 2.0 (0.5) 1.5(0.2) 5.2(1.3) 1.5(1.0) 7.3(3.2)
Sales and related occupations 5.0 (0.9) 5.7 (0.3) 3.5(0.8) 7.4 (2.2) 2.7 (1.1)
Office and administrative support 7.8 (1.3) 7.9 (0.5) 8.5 (1.5) 7.5(2.3) 8.9 (2.5)
occupations
Farming, fishing, and forestry 1.2 (0.3) 0.5(0.1) 0.0 (0.2) 0.0 (0.2) 0.1(0.2)
occupations
Construction and extraction occupations 4.6 (1.0 2.4 (0.2) 1.4 (0.6) 1.4 (0.7) 1.1 (0.4)
Installation , maintenance, and repair 1.3(0.3) 2.3(0.2) 2.2(0.7) 0.7 (0.5) 1.0 (0.5)
occupations
Production occupations 6.5(1.1) 2.6 (0.3) 3.4 (0.7) 4.5(2.2) 4.0 (1.8)
Transportation occupations 2.4 (0.7) 1.3(0.2) 24 (1.1) 0.1(0.2) 0.7 (0.3)
Material moving occupations 4.8 (1.0) 1.8 (0.3) 2.4 (0.7) 1.6 (0.7) 1.5(.2)
Military occupations 0.0 (0.0) 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.2) 0.1(0.2) 1.0 (0.9)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 4.5 (0.4) 5.0(0.2) 4.5(0.5) 5.7 (1.0) 5.4 (0.8)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Less than $10,000 6.7 (1.7) 4.0 (0.4) 7.4 (3.0) 5.4 (2.1) 35(1.2)
$10,000 to $14,999 12.0 (2.0) 5.2 (0.4) 7.1(1.7) 6.4 (2.5) 8.5 (4.9)
$15,000 to $24,999 17.6 (2.1) 7.5 (0.5) 16.7 (4.0) 10.1 (3.2) 12.8 (5.0)
$25,000 to $34,999 11.4 (1.6) 8.9 (0.6) 10.3 (1.9) 11.6 (2.9) 13.5(3.1)
$35,000 to $49,999 9.0 (1.3) 9.3 (0.5) 8.6 (2.5) 11.9 (3.5) 9.1(3.1)
Wages Income Amount  $50,000 to $74,999 4.2 (1.0) 7.5 (0.5) 8.0 (2.7) 8.3 (2.0) 7.8 (3.0)
$75,000 to $99,999 1.6 (0.5) 3.6 (0.3) 3.9(1.6) 49 (1.2 4.5 (2.5)
$100,000 to $149,999 0.7 (0.2) 2.7 (0.3) 2.4 (1.5) 6.1(1.8) 2.3 (1.6)
$150,000 to $199,999 0.2 (0.1) 1.2 (0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 1.7 (0.6) 1.0 (1.0)
$200,000 or more 0.1(0.1) 0.4 (0.1) 0.0 (0.2) 0.2 (0.1) 0.0 (0.5)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.6 (1.1) 6.6 (0.3) 9.6 (1.6) 8.3(1.2) 8.9 (1.8)
Wage_s I_ncome Yes 9.8 (1.0) 6.8 (0.4) 9.4 (1.6) 6.5 (1.8) 9.0 (2.7)
Recipiency
Loss or broke even 0.6 (0.6) 7.2 (3.2) 3.0 (2.5) 2.4 (2.0) 3.5(3.5)
Less than $10,000 31.3(14.1) 11.0 (1.8) 145 (6.9) 0.0 (4.6) 0.0 (9.3)
$10,000 to $14,999 8.4 (3.9) 11.6 (2.9) 8.1 (6.5) 1.2 (1.3) 2.5(3.0)
$15,000 to $24,999 28.0 (14.6) 12.5(2.4) 11.1(7.0) 26.6 (17.0) 8.4 (7.7)
$25,000 to $34,999 12.3 (6.8) 10.3(2.1) 14.5 (7.2) 26.6 (17.0) 6.4 (6.2)
Self Emﬁ:ﬁyeﬂt'”come $35,000 to $49,999 9.5 (6.4) 9.8(16)  13.4(117) 2722 0.0 (9.3)
o $50,000 to $74,999 3.4(2.7) 4.5 (0.8) 13.3(11.8) 1.6 (1.7) 4.4 (5.0)
$75,000 to $99,999 0.0 (1.3) 2.4 (0.6) 0.0 (3.0) 0.0 (4.6) 1.3 (1.6)
$100,000 to $149,999 0.0 (1.3) 3.9(1.0) 0.0 (3.0) 0.0 (4.6) 0.0 (9.3)
$150,000 or more 0.0 (1.3) 2.7 (1.0) 0.0 (3.0) 0.0 (4.6) 0.0 (9.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 22.4 (10.3) 9.7 (0.9) 12.7 (4.6) 17.1 (13.8) 3.6 (3.6)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Received a positive amount of self- 7.2 (0.8) 7.5(0.5) 4.5 (0.8) 8.1(2.2) 4.4 (1.4)
employment income
Self Employed Income  Did not receive self-employment income 7.3(0.9) 7.5(0.4) 4.6 (0.8) 8.1(2.2) 4.1(1.4)
Recipiency Had a net loss or broke even for self- 0.0 (0.0) 1.3(0.3) 0.2 (0.1) 0.3(0.1) 0.3(0.2)
employment income
L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.3(0.9) 7.4(0.4) 4.6 (0.8) 8.1(2.2) 4.1 (1.4)
Loss or broke even 4.6 (3.3) 2.2 (0.4) 0.0 (3.0) 2.1(1.4) 12.5 (10.3)
Positive, less than $100 4.6 (2.6) 6.7 (0.8) 6.3 (4.4) 8.3 (4.0) 8.3 (6.3)
$100 to $999 8.8 (4.1) 19.6 (2.1) 55.9 (20.0) 19.0 (5.8) 17.7 (10.5)
Property Income $1,000 to $4,999 9.3(4.4) 19.1 (1.7) 49.1 (23.0) 16.8 (5.0) 19.9 (11.2)
Amount $5,000 to $9,999 3.8 (2.6) 12.1(1.2) 0.9 (0.9) 11.1 (4.0) 5.6 (3.7)
$10,000 to $19,999 14.3 (8.9) 13.7 (1.6) 3.7 (3.0) 5.5(2.4) 11.7 (8.0)
$20,000 or more 12.1(9.0) 8.9(1.2) 2.7(2.3) 3.4(1.7) 16.0 (6.7)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 9.1 (3.8) 14,5 (0.9) 42.5(20.9) 13.6 (3.4) 15.6 (5.3)
Received a positive amount of property 3.6 (0.8) 14.8 (0.6) 4.4 (0.8) 11.8 (1.6) 7.2(1.4)
income
Property Income Did not receive property income 3.6 (0.8) 14.8 (0.6) 4.5 (0.8) 12.0 (1.6) 6.8 (1.3)
Recipiency Had a net loss or broke even for property 0.0 (0.0 0.3(0.1) 0.1(0.2) 0.3(0.2) 1.1 (0.7)
income
L-Fold (Aggregate) 3.6 (0.8) 14.7 (0.6) 45 (0.8) 11.9 (1.6) 6.8 (1.3)
Less than $1,000 1.7 (0.5) 1.4 (0.2) 3.0(1.4) 2.7(2.1) 0.2 (0.2)
$1,000 to $4,999 4.7 (1.5) 5.2 (0.5) 14.0 (4.4) 1.6 (1.6) 12.1 (8.5)
Social Security Income  $5,000 to $9,999 12.8 (4.8) 7.1(0.7) 15.1 (4.9) 13.1 (10.8) 16.5 (8.4)
Amount $10,000 to $19,999 13.2 (4.7) 13.6 (1.0) 13.9 (4.1) 14.8 (10.7) 9.0 (3.3)
$20,000 or more 2.4 (1.0) 6.7 (0.7) 45 (1.8) 0.5(0.4) 45 (2.2)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.8 (3.8) 10.1 (0.6) 13.6 (3.3) 11.2 (8.8) 11.9 (4.9)
Social Security Income 2.4 (0.5) 4.0 (0.3) 5.6 (1.0) 1.4 (0.5) 3.4(1.5)

Recipiency

Yes

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR

Less than $1,000 8.8 (5.5) 7.0 (3.0) 15.3 (6.2) 0.0 (9.6) 17.1 (12.5)

. $1,000 to $4,999 4.4 (2.7) 7.0 (2.4) 14.1 (6.5) 0.0 (9.6) 32.2 (16.8)

S”ﬁp'eme“tAa' Secuily 65,000 t0.$9,999 70(49)  128(35)  234(7.1) 00(9.6)  19.5(16.2)

neome AMoUmt 410,000 or more 1.9 (1.4) 5.4 (2.2) 8.6 (5.3) 0.0 (9.6) 4.4 (45)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.3 (3.8) 9.9 (2.5) 19.4 (5.1) 0.0 (9.6) 22.2 (11.9)

SupplementaI_S_ecurity Yes 2.0(0.4) 1.9(0.2) 3.7(0.6) 0.8 (0.4) 2.2(0.8)
Income Recipiency

Less than $1,000 0.0(5.1) 9.7 (5.6) 11.3(8.5) 0.0 (159.2) 0.0 (53.1)

Public Assistance $1,000 to $4,999 55 (5.2) 24.7 (11.4) 29.1(12.1) 0.0 (159.2) 39.0 (33.5)

Income Amount $5,000 or more 55 (5.2) 18.2 (11.0) 20.4 (10.2) 0.0 (159.2) 39.0 (33.5)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 55 (5.2) 19.6 (9.2) 25.5(9.7) 0.0 (159.2) 21.9 (32.4)

Public Assi§t§nce Yes 1.8 (0.4) 1.0(0.2) 1.7 (0.4) 1.6 (1.2) 4.0 (2.1)
Income Recipiency

Less than $1,000 3.1(1.8) 2.0 (0.4) 2.2 (1.1) 0.0 (4.6) 1.7 (1.8)

$1,000 to $4,999 9.1 (3.7) 6.5 (0.8) 3.7 (1.4) 2.8 (2.3) 1.8 (1.9)

$5,000 to $9,999 6.2 (2.7) 7.6 (1.0) 5.3 (1.8) 0.0 (4.6) 1.8 (1.9)

Retirement Income $10,000 to $19,999 6.8 (4.2) 11.2 (1.2) 4.2 (1.5) 26.0 (18.4) 8.2 (5.5)

Amount $20,000 to $49,999 7.5 (4.5) 9.9 (1.0) 6.4 (2.2) 28.9 (18.0) 11.7 (6.3)

$50,000 to $74,999 1.8 (1.4) 3.7(0.7) 3.3(1.9) 1.9 (2.1) 5.2 (3.7)

$75,000 or more 0.9 (1.0) 1.1 (0.5) 2.3 (1.6) 0.0 (4.6) 0.0 (4.2)

L-Fold (Aggregate) 7.1(2.5) 8.5(0.7) 5.0 (1.3) 22.3 (15.9) 8.0 (4.1)

Retirement Income Yes 1.7 (0.3) 5.6 (0.3) 5.2 (0.8) 3.3(1.1) 4.7 (1.6)

Recipiency

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as

percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix D: GDR Estimates By Hispanic Origin/Race Subgroup (Hispanic, White, Black, Asian, or Other)

Analysis Topic Analysis category Hispanic White Black Asian Other
GDR GDR GDR GDR GDR
Less than $1,000 3.7 (2.5) 3.6 (0.9) 0.5(0.4) 29.3(24.2) 12.6 (11.9)
$1,000 to $2,499 10.5 (4.9) 16.5 (3.0) 6.8 (4.1) 0.0 (8.9) 13.6 (12.0)
$2,500 to $4,999 14.2 (5.1) 16.1 (2.0) 44 (2.1) 29.3(24.2) 21.2 (18.3)
Other Income Amount ~ $5,000 to $9,999 14.1 (4.6) 12.8 (2.0) 13.4 (6.4) 0.0 (8.9) 5.5 (4.7)
$10,000 to $19,999 6.9 (3.4) 14.4 (2.6) 24.3 (8.5) 39(4.1) 25.7 (17.9)
$20,000 or more 1.0 (0.7) 7.0 (1.9) 4.4 (3.5) 3.9(4.1) 0.0 (2.6)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 10.7 (3.0) 13.4 (1.3) 14.1 (6.3) 17.4 (18.5) 18.0 (12.3)
Other Income Yes 6.3 (0.9) 5.9(0.3) 7.1(1.3) 5.0 (1.5) 3.7(1.0)
Recipiency
Loss or broke even 6.5(1.1) 4.9 (0.4) 5.5(1.1) 5.8 (1.4) 7.4 (3.1)
Less than $10,000 8.4 (1.0) 7.2(0.4) 13.0 (1.9) 10.1 (2.3) 8.9 (2.5)
$10,000 to $14,999 10.4 (1.3) 6.3 (0.5) 9.2 (1.5) 6.3 (2.0) 4.4 (1.3)
$15,000 to $24,999 14.2 (1.4) 8.8 (0.4) 10.3 (2.3) 6.0 (1.6) 10.2 (3.4)
$25,000 to $34,999 8.3(1.1) 9.1 (0.4) 8.7 (1.3) 9.6 (2.1) 10.8 (2.7)
$35,000 to $49,999 6.0 (0.8) 9.6 (0.5) 7.2(1.8) 8.4(2.1) 8.6 (2.4)
Total Income Amount = 500 to $74,999 27 (0.6) 7.1(0.4) 6.3 (L9) 8.0 (2.0) 53 (17)
$75,000 to $99,999 1.1 (0.3) 3.6 (0.3) 2.4(0.8) 3.8(0.8) 1.8 (1.0)
$100,000 to $149,999 0.9 (0.3) 2.4(0.2) 1.8 (0.8) 35(1.1) 1.6 (1.0)
$150,000 to $199,999 0.6 (0.3) 1.2 (0.2) 0.5(0.4) 1.0 (0.4) 0.7 (0.7)
$200,000 or more 0.1(0.1) 0.8 (0.1) 0.1(0.1) 0.4 (0.2) 0.0 (0.3)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 8.4 (0.6) 7.0 (0.2) 8.6 (0.9) 7.0 (0.7) 7.6 (1.3)
Yes, received a positive amount of 6.6 (1.1) 5.1(0.4) 55(1.1) 5.9 (1.4) 7.4 3.1)
income
Total Income No, did not receive income 6.6 (1.1) 4.7 (0.4) 59(1.2) 5.6 (1.4) 6.9 (3.1)
Recipiency Had a net loss or broke even (loss box 0.1(0.1) 0.5(0.1) 0.5(0.4) 0.3(0.2) 0.4 (0.3)
checked)
L-Fold (Aggregate) 6.6 (1.1) 5.1(0.4) 5.6 (1.1) 5.8(1.4) 7.2 (3.0)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2012 ACS Content Reinterview Survey, January to December 2012

In the GDR columns the standard error is shown in parentheses following each estimate. You should read both estimates and standard errors as
percentages, as we multiplied the original proportion estimates and standard errors by 100.
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

o How is this person related to Person 17 Mark (X] ONE boax.

Oo0OooOoogo

Husband or wife
Biological som or daughtar
Adopted son or daughtar
Stepson or stepdaughter
Brother or sister

Father or mother
Grandchild

Parent-in-law

Son-in-law or daughtar-in-lzw
Other relativa

Roomer or boarder
Housemate or roommate
Unmarriad partnar

Foster child

Ooooood

Other nonralative

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: RELATIONSHIP TO HOUSEHOLDER

Analysis categories --

E-1
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Householder

Husband or wife
Biological son or daughter
Adopted son or daughter
Stepson or stepdaughter
Brother or sister

Father or mother
Grandchild

Parent-in-law

. Son-in-law or daughter-in-law
. Other relative

. Roomer or boarder

. Housemate or roommate

. Unmarried partner

. Foster child

. Other nonrelative



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: SEX

Analysis categories --

What is Person 2's sex? Mark (X] ONE box. 1. Male
O male [0 Female 2 Female

QUESTION: Person's Age and Date of Birth

We derived two analysis topics from this question. AGE RANGE is

What is Person 2's age and what is Person 2's date of birth? . : . . .
Flease report babies as age 0 when the child is less than 1 yearold. derived from a question asked in CAT”CAP, if the respondent is

_ Print numbers in boxes. unsure of the exact age of another person in the household. The
Ags {in years) Month Day  Year of birth responses possible are "0 to 2", "3 or 4", "5 to 14", and "15 or older".

Because of small sample sizes, we collapsed the first three into one
analysis category. In addition, if the response for a person in either
ACS or CRS was an AGE RANGE response, we converted the
"other" response to an age range category if it was not already.
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Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

What is Person 2's age and what is Person 2's date of birth?
Flease report babies as age 0 when the child is less than T yearold.

Age (in years)

(image repeated from previous page)

Frint numbers in boxes.

Month

Day

Year of birth

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: AGE

Analysis categories --

E-3

©COoNO~WNE

Under 5 years
5109 years
10 to 14 years
1510 17 years
18 to 19 years
20 years

21 years

22 10 24 years
25 to 29 years

. 30 to 34 years
. 35 to 39 years
. 40 to 44 years
. 45 to 49 years
. 50 to 54 years
. 55 to 59 years
. 60 and 61 years
. 62 to 64 years
. 65 to 66 years
. 67 to 69 years
. 70 to 74 years
. 75to 79 years
. 80 to 84 years
. 85 + years

Analysis Topic Name: AGE
RANGE

Analysis categories --

1. Oto 14 yearsold
2. 15+ yearsold



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

QUESTION: Person's Hispanic Origin
We derived seven CRS Analysis Topics from this question.

Six analysis topics with "Yes" or "No" analysis categories

1. Not Hispanic
2. Hispanic -- Mexican
3. Hispanic -- Puerto Rican
4. Hispanic -- Cuban
e Is Person 2 of Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish origin? 5. HiSpaniC - Other
[ Mo, not of Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish origin 6. Hispanic Write_'n Present
| Yas, Mexican, Mexican Am., Chicano
[ Yes, Pusrto Rican 7th Analysis Topic: Hispanic Analysis Aggregate
O ves, Cuban Analysis categories --
O Yes, another Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish origin — Print origin, for axampls,

Not Hispanic or Latino

Mexican alone

Puerto Rican alone

Cuban alone

Other Hispanic or Latino (no write-in, or one write-in alone)
Multiple responses (with at least one Hispanic response)

Argentingan, Colombian, Dominican, Nicaraguan, Salvadoran, Spaniard,
and 50 on. Z

U~ wd P



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

What iz Person 2's race? Mark (X] one or more boxes.

O white

O Black, African Am., or Negro

] American Indian or Alaska Native — Print name of enrofled or principal !riba.7

[0 Asian Indian | Japanese [ mwative Hawaiian

O] chinesa O] Kkorean [1 Guamanian or Chamorro

O Filipina (1 vistnamese [ Samoan

(] Other Asian - Print racs, 1 Other Pacific lslander -
for example, Hmang, Print race, for example,
Laotian, Thai, Pakistani Fifian, Tongan, and
Cambodian, and so on. 4 500N

(] some other race — Print racs. Z

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

QUESTION: Person's Race

We derived 17 Analysis Topics from the Race question. Twelve of
these correspond to checkboxes, and we collapsed another three
checkboxes for a 13th analysis topic. (We collapsed checkboxes 12-
14 due to small sample sizes.) Three more analysis topics are
"presence of write-in" checks corresponding to the three write-in lines.
We derived the 17th analysis topic by defining mutually exclusive
categories based on combinations of checkbox and write-in responses.

Note that if a write-in response indicates a race corresponding to one
of the checkboxes, but that checkbox is not selected, we edit that
checkbox response to be a "Yes". We also use these edited checkbox
responses when determining each person's aggregate race category
(see next page).

Sixteen analysis topics with "Yes" or "No" analysis categories

1. Race -- White 9. Race -- Vietnamese

2. Race -- Black 10. Race -- Other Asian

3. Race -- American Indian  11. Race -- Native Hawaiian
or Alaska Native 12. Race -- Guamanian Or Chamorro
(AIAN) Or Samoan Or Other Pacific

4. Race -- Asian Indian Islander

5. Race -- Chinese 13. Race -- Some Other Race

6. Race -- Filipino 14. Race -- Write-In 1 Present

7. Race -- Japanese 15. Race -- Write-In 2 Present

8. Race -- Korean 16. Race -- Write-In 3 Present



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

(image repeated from previous page)

What is Person 2's race? Mark (X] one or more boxes.

|
|
|

ooog

White
Black, African Am., or Negro
American Indian or Alaska Native — Print name of anrolled or principal m‘be.?

Asian Indian O Japanese [1 mNative Hawaiian
Chinase O Korean [1 Guamanian or Chamorro
Filipino O vietnamese [ Samoan

Othar Asian — Print race, [ other Pacific Islander —
for axample, Hmang, Print race, for exampla,
Laotian, Thai, Pakistani Fifian, Tongan, and
Cambodian, and so on. E sO0N.

Some other race — Print racs. e

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

17th Analysis Topic: RACE AGGREGATE

Analysis cateqgories --

NogkrwdpE

White alone

Black alone

AIAN alone

Asian alone

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander alone
Some Other Race alone

Multiple races



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

o Which best describes this building?
Include all apartments, flats, etc., even if

vacant.

A mobile home

A one-family house detached from any
other house

A one-family house attached to one or
maore houses

A building with 2 apartments

A building with 2 or 4 apartments
A building with & to 8 apartments
A building with 10 to 19 apartments
A building with 20 to 49 apartments

A building with 50 or more apartments

Doododond O do

Boat, RV, van, etc.

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: BUILDING TYPE

We collapsed the first and last responses for this question to create one
analysis category. This was necessary because of small sample sizes.

Analysis categories --

Mobile home, Boat, RV, van, etc.
Single unit, detached

Single unit, attached

Apartment building, 2 units
Apartment building, 3 or 4 units
Apartment building, 5 to 9 units
Apartment building, 10 to 19 units
Apartment building, 20 to 49 units
Apartment building, 50 or more units

©COoONOA~WNE



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: YEAR BUILT

e Aboutwhen was this building first built? Analysis categories --
0 2000 or later - Specify year Built 2012 or later
// Built 2011
Built 2010

Built 2000 to 2009
Built 1990 to 1999
Built 1980 to 1989
Built 1970 to 1979
Built 1960 to 1969
. Built 1950 to 1959
10. Built 1940 to 1949
11. Built 1939 or earlier

1990 to 1999
1980 to 1989
1970 te 1979
1960 to 1969
1950 to 1959
1940 to 1949

1939 or earlier

©COoNO~WNE
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Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

When did PERSON 1 (listed on page 2)
move inte this house, apartment, or
mobile home?

Month

Yaoar

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: YEAR PERSON 1 MOVED IN

Analysis cateqgories --

E-9
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Moved in 2012 or later
Moved in 2011

Moved in 2010

Moved in 2009

Moved in 2008

Moved in 2007 or earlier



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: LOT SIZE

A Answer questions 4 - 6 if this is a HOUSE
OR A MOBILE HOME; otherwise, SKIP to 1. Less than one acre
question 7a.

2. 11t09.9 acres
3. 10 acres or more

Analysis cateqgories --

How many acres is this house or
mobhile home on?

[1 Lessthan 1 acre = SKIP to question &
[1 1to9.9 acres

1 10 or more acres
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: AGRICULTURAL SALES

Analysis cateqgories --

é INTHE PAST 12 MONTHS, what

were the actual s:nles of all agricultural 1. None
products from this property? .

2. $1to $999
[I Mone 3. $1,000 to $2,499
(1 $1to$099 4. $2,500 to $4,999
CI 1,000 to $2,499 5. $5,000 to $9,999
[1 $2,500 to $4,999 6. $10,000 or more
(1 $5,000 to $9,999
I $10,000 or more

Analysis Topic Name: BUSINESS ON PROPERTY

Analysis categories --

Is there a business (such as a store or
barber zshop) or a medical office on
this property? Yes or No

(] Yes
[1 Ne

E-11



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: ROOMS

Analysis cateqgories --

é a. How many separate rooms are in this

house, apartment, or mohile home? 1. 1 room
Rooms must be separated by built-in ' 00
archways or walls that extend out at least 2. 2rooms
& inches and go from floor to ceiling. 3. 3rooms
« INCILUDE bedrooms, kitchens, etc. 4. 4 rooms
s EXCLUDE bathrooms, porches, balconies, 5. 5rooms
foyers, halls, or unfinished bassments. 6. 6 rooms
Number of rooms 7. 7 rooms
8. 8rooms
9. 9 or more rooms

Analysis Topic Name: BEDROOMS

Analysis categories --

b. How many of these reoms are bedrooms?
Count as bedrooms those rooms you would

list if this house, apartment, or mobile home 1. No bedroom
were forsale or rent. If this is an 2. 1 bedroom
efficiency/studio apartment, print "0, 3. 2 bedrooms
Mumber of bedrooms 4. 3 bedrooms
5. 4 bedrooms
6. 5 or more bedrooms

E-12



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

Does this house, apartment, or mobile

home have -

a. hot and cold running water?

b. a flush toilet?

C. 4 bathtub or showear?

d. a sink with a fauceot?

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name

Analysis cateqgories --

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name

Analysis categories --

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name:

Analysis categories --

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name

Analysis categories --

Yes or No

E-13

: RUNNING WATER PRESENT

: FLUSH TOILET PRESENT

BATHTUB OR SHOWER PRESENT

: SINK PRESENT



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: STOVE OR RANGE PRESENT

Analysis cateqgories --

g. 3 stove or ranga? O O
Yes or No
Analysis Topic Name: REFRIGERATOR PRESENT
Analysis categories --

f. a refrigerator? O 0O

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name: VEHICLES AVAILABLE

Analysis categories --

How many automobiles, vans, and trucks

of one-ton capacity or less are kept at . .

home for use by members of this 1. No vehicle available
household? 2. 1 vehicle available

] BnEas 3. 2 vehicles available

11 4. 3vehicles available

1 2 5. 4 vehicles available

O a 6. 5 or more vehicles available
O 4

O &

] B8 er more

E-14



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

We collapsed "Solar energy" and "Other fuel™ into one category
because of small sample sizes.

Which FUEL is used MOST for heating this

house, apartment, or mobile home?
) ) Analysis Topic Name: HOUSE HEATING FUEL

[ I Gas: from underground pipes serving the

neighborhood . .
LI Gas: bottled, tank, or LP Analysis categories --
L1 EREy 1. Utility gas
L e 2. Bottled, tank, or LP gas
[I Coal or coke 3. Electricity
[ Woed 4. Fuel oil, kerosene, etc.
I Solar energy 5. Coal or coke
[ Other fuel 6. Wood
LI No fuel used 7. Solar energy or other fuel

8. No fuel used

E-15



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: MONTHLY ELECTRICITY COST

@ a. LAST MONTH, what was the cost Analysis categories --
of electricity for this housa,
apartment, or mobile homea? 1. Less than $25
Last month's cost — Dollars 2. $2510 $49
3. $50to $74
4, $75to $99
OR 5. $100 to $149
i . 6. $150 to $199
O Included in rent or n.:c.m-::lnrmmum foa 7. $200 or more
[ No charge or electricity not used 8. Included in rent or condominium fee
9. No charge or electricity not used
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: MONTHLY GAS COST

Analysis categories --

b. LAST MONTH, what was the cost
of gas for this house, apartment, 1. Less than $25
or mobila home? 2. $25t0 $49
Last month’s cost — Dollars 3. 35010 $74
4. $75to $99
5. $100 to $149
OR 6. $150to $199
1 Included in rent or condominium fee 7. 3200 or more ..
) o 8. Included in rent or condominium fee
O AR T\ S A NACHY pchion: 9. Included in electricity payment
[1 Mo charge or gas not usad 10. No charge or gas not used

E-17



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: ANNUAL WATER AND SEWER COSTS

c. IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS, what was Analysis categories --
the cost of water and sewer for this
house, apartment, or mobile home? if 1. Less than $120
yvou have lived here less than 12 months, 2. $120 to $299
estimate the cost. 3. $300 to $599
Past 12 months’ cost — Dollars 4, $600 to $899
5. $900 to $1199
6. $1200 to $1799
OR 7. $1800 to $2399
. - 8. $2400 to $3599
[1 Included in rent or condominium fee 9. $3600 to $4799
L1 No charge 10. $4800 or more

11. Included in rent or condominium fee
12. No charge
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: ANNUAL OTHER FUELS COSTS

d. IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS, what was the Analysis categories --
cost of oil, coal, kerozene, wood, etc.,
for this house, apartment, or mobile 1. Less than $300
home? .I'f]..-'o_u have lived here lessthan 12 2. $300 to $599
months, estimate the cost, 3. $600 to $899
Past 12 months” cost — Dollars 4. $900 to $1199
5. $1200 to $1799
6. $1800 to $2399
OR 7. $2400 or more
[ 1 Included in rent or condominium fee 8. Included in rent or condominium fee
[ ] Mo charge or these fuels not used 9. No charge
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: FOOD STAMP RECIPIENCY

Analysis cateqgories --

INTHE PAST 12 MONTHS, did anyone in

this household receive Food Stamps or Yes or No
a Food Stamp benefit card? /nclude

government benefits from the Supplemental

Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP).

Do NOT include WIC or the National School

Lunch Program.

LI Yes
I MNe
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories
Is this house, apartment, or mobile home Analysis Topic Name: CONDOMINIUM STATUS
part of a condominium?
[1 Yes-= What is the monthly Analysis cateqories --
condominium fee? For renters,
answer only if you pay the Yes or No
condominium fee in addition to
yvour rent: otherwise, mark the
Wone" box.
Monthly amount - Dollars Analysis Topic Name: MONTHLY CONDOMINIUM FEE
Analysis categories --
OR
1. Less than $100 per month
[] Mone 2. $100 to $149
LI Neo 3. $150to $199
4. $200 to $299
5. $300 to $499
6. $500 or more per month
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: TENURE

Analysis cateqgories --

@ Is this house, apartment, or mobile home -

Mark (X) ONE box. Owned with a mortgage

Owned without a mortgage
Rented
Occupied without payment of rent

(1 Owned by you or someone in this
household with a mortgage or
loan? Inelude home equity loans.

el AN S

Owned by you or someone in this
household free and clear {without a
mortgage or loan)?

I
1 Rented?
O

Occupied without payment of
rent? = SKIF to C
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: MONTHLY RENT

Analysis categories --

Less than $100
$100 to $149
$150 to $199
$200 to $249
$250 to $299
$300 to $349
$350 to $399
$400 to $449

. $450 to $499

10. $500 to $549

11. $550 to $599

12. $600 to $649

13. $650 to $699

14. $700 to $749

15. $750 to $799

16. $800 to $899

17. $900 to $999

18. $1,000 to $1,249
19. $1,250 to $1,499
20. $1,500 to $1,999
21. $2,000 or more

B Answer questions 16a and b if this house,
apartment, or mobile home is RENTED.
Otherwise, SKIP to question 18

©COoNO~WNE

@ a. What is the monthly rent for this
house, apartment, or mohbile home?

Meonthly amount — Dollars
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: MEALS INCLUDED IN RENT

Analysis categories --

b. Does the monthly rent include any
meals?

(1 Yes
L1 Mo

Yes or No
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: PROPERTY VALUE

| Analysis categories --
C Answer gquestions 168 — 20 if you or

someone else in this household OWNS 1. Less than $50,000

or IS5 BUYING this houss, apartment, or 2. $50,000 to $99,999

muobile home. Otherwise, SKIF o E on 3. $100,000 to $149,999

the next page. 4. $150,000 to $199,999
5. $200,000 to $299,999
6. $300,000 to $499,999

About how much do you think this 7. $500,000 to $999,999

house and let, apartment, or mobile 8. $1,000,000 or more

home (and lot, if owned) would sell for
if itwere for sale?

Amount — Dollars
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: ANNUAL REAL ESTATE TAXES

Analysis categories --

1. None
@ Wh " ! roal 2. $110$299
THlﬂst;l::pterl::?nmm real estate taxes on 3. $300 to $599
Annual amount — Dollars 4. $600 to $899
5. $900 to $1199
6. $1200 to $1499
7. $1500 to $1799
= 8. $1800 to $2399
10. $3600 to $4799

11. $4800 to $5999
12. $6000 to $7199
13. $ 7200 or more
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: ANNUAL PROPERTY INSURANCE
AMOUNT

Analysis categories --

What iz the annual payment for fire,

hazard, and flood insurance on THIS 1. None
property? 2. $1to$119
Annual amount — Dollars 3. $120to $299

4. $300 to $599

5. $600 to $899

6. $900 to $1199

L 7. $1200 to $1799

] Mone 8. $1800 to $2399

9. $2400 to $3599

10. $3600 to $4799
11. $4800 or more
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: MORTGAGE STATUS

Analysis categories --

@ a. Do you or any member of this
household have a mortgage, deed of .
trust, contract to purchase, or similar 1. Owned with a mortgage
debt on THIS property? 2. Under contract to purchase

] Yes, mortgage, deed of trust, or similar 3. No mortgage

debt
] Yes, contract to purchase
[l Mo = SKIP to question 20a
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: MONTHLY MORTGAGE PAYMENT

Analysis categories --

b. How much is the regular monthly 1. Less than $200
mortgage payment on THIS property? 2. $200 to $249
Include payment only on FAIRST mortg age 3. $250 to $299
or contract to purchase. 4. $300 to $349
Monthly amount — Dollars 5. $350 to $399

6. $400 to $449

7. $450 to $499

8. $500 to $599

OR 9. $600 to $699

(] Neo regularo;;avment required = SKIF to 10. $700 to $799
guestion 2 11. $800 to $999

12. $1,000 to $1,249
13. $1,250 to $1,499
14. $1,500 to $1,999
15. $2,000 or more
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

c. Does the regular monthly mortgage
payment include payments for real
estate taxes on THIS property?

[] Yes, taxes included in mortgage
payrment

] MNe, taxes paid separately or taxes
not required

d. Does the regular monthly mortgage
payment include payments for fire,
hazard, or flood insurance on THIS
property?

[ 1 Yes, insurance included in mortgage
payment

O Mo, insurance paid separately or no
insurance

CRS Analysis Topics

and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name:

Analysis categories --

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name

Analysis categories --

REAL ESTATE TAXES INCLUDED

: HOMEOWNER’S INSURANCE INCLUDED

Yes or No
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

@ a. Do you or any member of this
household have a second mortgage
or a home equity loan on THIS
property?

Yes, home equity loan
Yes, second mortgage

Yes, second mortgage and home
equity loan

Mo = SKiPte D

O ood

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: SECOND MORTGAGE TYPE

Analysis categories --
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Home equity loan

Second mortgage

Second mortgage and home equity loan
No second mortgage or home equity loan



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: SECOND MORTGAGE PAYMENT
AMOUNT

Analysis categories --

b. How much is the regular monthly 1. Less than $100
payment on all second or junior 2. $100 to $199
mortgages and all home equity loans 3. $200 to $249
on THIS property? 4. $250 to $299
Monthly amount — Dollars 5. $300 to $349

6. $350 to $399

7. $400 to $449

8. $450 to $499

OR 9. $500 to $599

. 10. $600 to $699

[1 Mo regular payment required 11. $700 to $799

12. $800 to $999
13. $1,000 to $1,249
14. $1,250 or more
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: ANNUAL MOBILE HOME COSTS

Analysis categories --

@ What are the total annual costs for

personal property taxes, site rent,

registration fees, and license fees on 1. Less than $250

THIS mobile home and its site? 2. $250 to $2,499
3. $2,500 or more

Exclude real estate taxes.

Annual costs — Dollars
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

QUESTION: Person's Place of Birth

In addition to the primary analysis topic, we also defined three Place
of Birth analysis topics at different levels of aggregation.

Analysis Topic Name: PLACE OF BIRTH

Analysis categories --

o Where was this person bom?

[ In the United States - Print name of stats. (U.S. Categories)
1. Bornin U.S., in state of current residence
[ ?Uis.idﬂ the United Statas - Print nama of 2. Bornin U.S. Northeast region, not current residence state
oraign country, or Puerto Rico, Guam, sic. ) . - _
3. Bornin U.S. Midwest region, not current residence state
4. Bornin U.S. South region, not current residence state
5. Bornin U.S. West region, not current residence state
6. Born in Puerto Rico or U.S. Island or Outlying Areas
(Outside the U.S. Categories)
7. Mexico 15. India
8. El Salvador 16. Philippines
9. Cuba 17. Vietnam
10. Dominican Republic 18. Korea
11. Guatemala 19. All other Asia
12. All other Latin America 20. Europe
13. Northern America 21. Africa
14. China 22. Oceania
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

(image repeated from previous page)

6 Where was this person bom?
[J Inthe United States — Print nama of state.

Analysis Topic Name: PLACE OF BIRTH -- U.S. or not

Analysis categories --

1. Borninthe U.S. (including Puerto Rico and U.S. Outlying
Areas)
2. Not born in the U.S.

Analysis Topic Name: PLACE OF BIRTH -- Outside the U.S.
aggregate 1

Analysis categories --

[0 Outside the United States — Print name of

foreign country, or Puerto Rico, Guam, oic.

agrwnE

Born outside the U.S.:
Born outside the U.S.:
Born outside the U.S.:
Born outside the U.S.:
Born outside the U.S.:

Americas
Asia
Europe
Africa
Oceania

Analysis Topic Name: PLACE OF BIRTH -- Outside the U.S.
aggregate 2

Analysis categories --
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Born outside the U.S.:
Born outside the U.S.:
Born outside the U.S.:
Born outside the U.S.:
Born outside the U.S.:
Born outside the U.S.:

Northern America
Latin America
Asia

Europe

Africa

Oceania



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: CITIZENSHIP STATUS

Analysis categories --

U.S. citizen, born in the United States

U.S. citizen, born in Puerto Rico or U.S. Outlying areas
U.S. citizen, born abroad of American parent(s)

U.S. citizen by naturalization

Not a U.S. citizen

agrwdE
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: YEAR OF NATURALIZATION
6 Iz this person a citizen of the United States?

[ Yas, born in the Unitad States = SKIP to 10a Analysis categories --
] Yes, born in Puerto Rico, Guam, the
LL5. Virgin Islands, or Morthern Marianas % 3888 ?or Izaotgz,
] Yes, born abroad of .S, citizen parent '
OF parents 3. 1995t0 1999
] ¥es, U.S. citizen by naturalization — Print year 4. 1990 to 1994
of naturalization 7 5. 1985 to 1989
6. 1980 to 1984
7. before 1980

[l

No, not a LS. citizen

Analysis Topic Name: YEAR OF ENTRY

Analysis categories --

Entered 2005 or later
Entered 2000 to 2004
Entered 1995 to 1999
Entered 1990 to 1994
Entered 1985 to 1989
Entered 1980 to 1984
Entered before 1980

When did this person come to live in the
United States? Print numbers in boxes.

Yoar

Noogk~wbhE
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: SCHOOL ATTENDANCE

(D) = Atany time IN THE LAST 3 MONTHS, has this Analysis categories --
person attendead school or college? Include
only nursery or preschool, kindergarten, . .
glementary school, home school and schooling 1. Enrolled in public school
which leads to a high achoo! diploma or 8 college

2. Enrolled in private school

degres. X
' 3. Not enrolled in school

] Mo, has not attended in the last 3
mionths < SKIP to question 11

O] ¥es, public school, public college

O Yas, private school, privata college,
homa school
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

b. What grade or level was this person attending?
Mark f% ONE bax,

1 Mursary school, preschool

] Kindergarten

] Grade 1 through 12 - Specify
e 2

gra i‘—:/

O College undergraduate years (freshman to
senior)

[ 1 Graduats or professional school beyond a
bachalor's dagree (for example: MA or PhD
program, or medical or law school)

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: SCHOOL GRADE LEVEL

Analysis categories --
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Enrolled in nursery school, preschool
Enrolled in kindergarten

Enrolled in grade 1

Enrolled in grade 2

Enrolled in grade 3

Enrolled in grade 4

Enrolled in grade 5

Enrolled in grade 6

Enrolled in grade 7

. Enrolled in grade 8

. Enrolled in grade 9

. Enrolled in grade 10

. Enrolled in grade 11

. Enrolled in grade 12

. Enrolled in college, undergraduate years
. Graduate or professional school



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Analysis Topic Name: EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

Analysis categories --

m What is the highest degree or level of school

this person has COMPLETED? Mark (X) ONE box.
If currert by snroled, mark the previous grade or 1. No school Ing Completed
highest degree received.
2. Nursery school
- _ 3. Kindergarten
Mo schooling completad 4. 1st grade
5. 2nd grade
| Nursary schoal 6. 3rd grade
[1 Kindergarten _ 7. 4th grade
L1 Grae 1 thggugh 1 - Speciiy 8. 5th grade
/ 9. 6th grade
10. 7th grade
[1 12th grade - NO DIPLOMA 11. 8th grade
12. 9th grade
1 Regular high school diploma 13.10th grade
[ GED or altemative credantial 14.11th grade
15. 12th grade, no diploma
[ 1 Some college credit, but less than 1 year of 16. RegUIar high school diploma
college credit ' . 17. GED, or alternative credential
I 1 or more years of collage cradit, no dagree 18. Some college, less than one year
[1 Associate’s degree (for example: A4, AS) 19. Some college, one or more years, no degree
[ 1 Bachelor's degree (for example: BA, BS) 20. Associate's degree
21. Bachelor's degree
1 Master's dagreaifcr exampla: MA MS, MEng, 22. Master'_s degree
. MEd, MSW, MBA] 23. Professional school degree
Professional degree bevond a bachelor's degree
He— .E?.DJ uus?r%m-!, L8 J) og 24. Doctorate degree
[ Doctorate degres (for sxample: PAD, EdD)
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

This gquestion focuses on this person’s
BACHELOR'S DEGREE. Plaasa print below the
g)ﬂ-ﬂiﬁﬂ major(s) of any BACHELOR'S DEGREES

is person has received. (For example: chemical
engineering, elementary teacher education,
organizational psychology)

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: FIELD OF BACHELOR'S DEGREE

Analysis categories --
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Computers, Mathematics and Statistics

Biological, Agricultural, and Environmental Sciences
Physical and Related Sciences

Psychology

Social Sciences

Engineering

Multidisciplinary Studies

Science and Engineering Related

Business

. Education

. Literature and Languages

. Liberal Arts and History

. Visual and Performing Arts
. Communications

. Other



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

'@ What is this parson’s ancestry or ethnic origin?

{For example: Kakan, Jamaican, African Am.,
Cambodian, Cape Verdsan, Norwegian, Dominican,
French Canadian, Haitian, Korean, Lebaness, Poksh,
Nigerian, Mexican, Taiwaness, Ulkrainian, and so0 on.)

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name:
ANCESTRY

Analysis categories --

American

Arab

British

Czech

Danish

Dutch

English
European
French (except Basque)
10. French Canadian
11. German

12. Greek

13. Hungarian

14. Irish

15. Italian

oSN~ N E
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16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22,
23.
24,
25.
26.
217.
28.
29.

30.

Lithuanian
Norwegian

Polish

Portuguese

Russian
Scotch-Irish
Scottish

Slovak
Sub-Saharan African
Swedish

Swiss

Ukrainian

Welsh

West Indian (except
Hispanic groups)
Other groups



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: LANGUAGE OTHER THAN ENGLISH
SPOKEN AT HOME

a. Does this person speak a language other than
English at home?

I ves

Analysis categories --
I Mo SKIP to question 153

Yes or No
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

b. What is this language?

For example: Korean, kalan, Spanish, Vietnamese

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: SPECIFIC LANGUAGE SPOKEN

Analysis categories --
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17.
18.
19.

Spanish

French

Italian

Portuguese

German

Russian

Polish, Serbo-Croatian, and other Slavic
Guijarati

Hindi

. Urdu and other Indic
. French Creole, Yiddish, Other W. Germanic, Scandinavian,

Greek, Armenian, Persian, and other Indo-European

. Chinese
13.
14.
15.
16.

Korean

Arabic

Vietnamese

Japanese, Mon-Khmer, Cambodian, Hmong, Thai, Laotian,
and other Asian

Tagalog and other Pacific Island

African languages

Navajo, other Native American, Hungarian, Hebrew, and all
others



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: ENGLISH SPEAKING ABILITY

c. How well does this person speak English? Analysis categories --
LI Very wall 1. Very well
I wall 2. Well
LI MNotwel 3. Not well
[ Motatall 4. Not at all
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

a. Did this person live in this house or apartmeant

1 year ago?

I[] Personis under 1 year old = SKIP to
question 18

1 Yes, this house = SKIP to quastion 16

[ Mo, r.:lutsmla tha United States and

Puerto Rico — Print name of foreign country,
or L5, L"'l?m Islands, Guam gtc., balow;

than SKIP fo question 18

[ Mo, differant housa in the United States or

Puarto Rico

b. Where did this person live 1 year ago?
Address (Number and street name]

Name of city, town, or post office

Name of U.S. county or
municipio in Puerto Rico

Name of U.5. state or
Puerto Rico ZIP Code

Analysis Topic Name: GEOGRAPHICAL MOBILITY IN THE
PAST YEAR

Analysis categories --
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Same house one year ago

Moved within same county

Moved from different county within same state
Moved from different state

Moved from abroad



Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

e

Is this person CURRENTLY covered by any of the

following types of health insurance or health

coverage plans? Mark "Yos" or "No" for EACH type

of coverage in temsa-h.

4.

Insurance through a current or
former employer or union (of this
person or another family mamber)

. Insurance purchased directly from

an insurance company [by this
person or ancther family mamber)

. Medicare, for pecple 65 and older,

or people with certain disabilities

. Medicaid, Madical Assistanca, or

any kind of government-assistance
plan for those with low incomes

or a disability

VA [includi

. TRICARE or othar military health care

thoso who have avar

usad or enrolled for VA health cara)
@. Indian Health Servica

h. .ﬁ.nﬁ other type of health insuranca
or health coverage plan - Smuf}*F

o5
L1
LI
LI

O 000 n

Mo
O

O O

O oo o d

CRS Analysis To

pics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name
Analysis categories --
Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name:

Analysis categories --
Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name:

Analysis categories --
Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name:

Analysis categories --
Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name:

Analysis categories --
Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name:

Analysis categories --

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name:

Analysis categories --

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name
Analysis categories --

With private health in

: HEALTH INSURANCE EMPLOYER

HEALTH INSURANCE DIRECT

HEALTH INSURANCE MEDICARE

HEALTH INSURANCE MEDICAID

HEALTH INSURANCE MILITARY

HEALTH INSURANCE VA

HEALTH INSURANCE INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE

: HEALTH INSURANCE AGGREGATE

surance coverage only

With public health coverage only

With both private and

public health coverage

No health insurance coverage
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: DIFFICULTY HEARING

a. Is this person deaf or does hefshe have Analysis categories --
serious difficulty hearing?
Yes or No
[1 Yeg
[ Ne

Analysis Topic Name: DIFFICULTY VISION

b. Is this person blind or does he/she have Analysis categories --
serious difficulty sesing even when wearing
glasses?
Yes or No
[ Yes
[ Ne

Analysis Topic Name: DIFFICULTY COGNITIVE

a. Because of a physical, mental, or emotional
condition, does this person have serious

difficul trating, bering, : .
e e Analysis categories --
LI Yes Yes or No

L Mo
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

b. Does this person have serious difficulty
walking or climbing stairs?

[ Yes
O Ne

c. Does this person have difficulty dressing or
bathing?

[0 *es
O Mo

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: DIFFICULTY AMBULATORY

Analysis categories --

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name: DIFFICULTY SELF CARE

Analysis categories --

Yes or No
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Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Because of a physical, mental, or emotional
condition, does this person have difficulty
doing errands alone such as visiting a doctor's

office or shopping?

LI
LI

Yas
MNo

@ What is this person’s marital status?

OooOonn

MNow marriad

Widowed

Divorced

Separated

Mever married = SKiP to |

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name

Analysis categories --

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name:

Analysis categories --

Now married
Widowed
Divorced
Separated
Never married

agrwNE
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: DIFFICULTY INDEPENDENT LIVING

MARITAL STATUS



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: MARRIED IN PAST YEAR

Analysis categories --

Yes or No
e Analysis Topic Name: WIDOWED IN PAST YEAR
= Mamied? = = Analysis categories --
b. Widowed? O O
c. Divorcad? O O Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name: DIVORCED IN PAST YEAR

Analysis categories --

Yes or No
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: NUMBER OF TIMES MARRIED

Analysis categories --

How many times has this person been married?

[J] Once 1. Once married
[1 Twao times 2. Twice married

L e — 3. Married three or more times

Analysis Topic Name: YEAR LAST MARRIED

Analysis categories --

Before 2000
2000 to 2004
2005 to 2009
2010
2011
2012

In what year did this person last get married?
Yoar

ok wdE
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: BIRTH IN PAST YEAR

Analysis cateqgories --

Has this person given birth to any children in
the past 12 months?

I es
I Mo

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name: GRANDPARENTS LIVING WITH OWN
GRANDCHILDREN

a. Does this person have any of his/her own

grandchildren under the age of 12 living in Analysis categories --
this house or apartment?
O] Yes Yes or No

[0 Mo = SKIP to quastion 26
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories
b. Is this grandparent currently responsible for Analysis Topic Name: GRANDPARENTS RESPONSIBLE FOR
most of the basic needs of any grandchildren GRANDCHILDREN
under the age of 18 who lives in this house or
apartment? . .
Analysis categories --
[] *es
] Mo SKIP fo question 26 Yes or No

We collapsed the first two responses into one category.

¢. How long has this grandparent bean
responsible for these grandchildren?

T il Enal, oo et Analysis Topic Name: GRANDPARENTS TIME RESPONSIBLE
for the grandchild for whom the grandparsnt has FOR GRANDCHILDREN
baan responsible for the longest perod of ims.
[ Less than 6 months Analysis categories --
1 &to 11 months
I 1or2years 1. Less than one year
(1 3ordyoars 2. 1to 2 years
1 5 ormore years 3. 3or4years
4. 5 or more years
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

Has this person ever served on active duty in the

I g I Ry W

U.5. Armed Forces, military Reserves, or National
Guard? Active duty does not include training for the
Resarves or Nationa! Guard, but DOES induds
activation, for exampis, for the Pareian Gu!f War.

Yes, now on active duty

Yas, on active duty during
the last 12 months, but not now

Yas, on active duty in the past, but not
during the last 12 months

No, training for Resarves or National Guard
only = SKIP to question 283

Mo, never served in the military = SKIP to
question 293

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: MILITARY SERVICE

Analysis categories --
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Now on active duty

On active duty during the last 12 months but not now
On active duty in the past, but not in last 12 months
Training in Reserves or National Guard only

Never in the military



Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

@ When did this person serve on active duty in the

(I O O O O

i wi
period.

LS. Armed Forces? Mark (X) a box for EACH period

?n;r::h thiz pereon served, sven if just for part of the

Soptamber 2001 or latar

August 1990 to August 2001 (including
Persian Gulf War)

September 1980 to July 1990

May 1975 to August 1380

Vietnam ara [August 1964 to April 1975)

March 1961 to July 1964

February 1355 to February 1961

Korean War (July 1950 to January 1955)
January 1947 to Juna 1950

World War Il (December 1941 to December 1946
Movembar 1341 or earliar

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: PERIOD OF MILITARY SERVICE

Analysis categories --
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11.

12.

0.

Between Gulf War | and Vietnam era only

Between Korean War and World War Il only

Between Vietnam Era and Korean War only

Gulf War | and Vietnam era

Gulf War I, no Vietnam era

Gulf War Il and Gulf War I, and Vietnam era/ or no Vietnam
era

Gulf War 11, no Gulf War I, no Vietnam Era

Korean War and World War Il, no Vietnam Era

Korean War, no Vietnam Era, no World War 1l

Pre-World War I1 only or World War I1, no Korean War, no
Vietnam Era

Vietnam Era and Korean War, and World War 11 / or no World
War Il

Vietnam Era, no Korean War, no World War Il



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: SERVICE-CONNECTED DISABILITY
RATING STATUS

a. Does this person have a VA service-connected . .
disability rating? Analysis categories --

[] Yes isuch as 0%, 10%, 20%, ... , 100%)
[0 Mo-= 5KIPto quastion 293

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name: SERVICE-CONNECTED DISABILITY
RATING LEVEL

b. g:;;illxi\t:rhgtﬁ;ﬂn's sarvice-connectad Analysis categories --
] 0 parcent 1. 0 percent
] 10 or 20 parcent 2. 10 or 20 percent
(] 30 or 40 percent 3. 30 or 40 percent
[0 50 or 60 parcent 4. 50 or 60 percent
0 70 percent or higher 5. 70 percent or higher
6. No rating reported
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: WORK LAST WEEK

Analysis categories --

a. LAST WEEK, did this person work for pay
at a job (or business)?

O Yes = SKIP fo question 30
LI Mo- Did not werk (or retired)

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name: ANY WORK LAST WEEK

b. LAST WEEK, did this person do ANY work Analysis categories --
for pay, even for as little as one hour?
Yes or No
(] Yes

(1 No = SKIP to question 35a
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

At what location did this person work LAST
WEEK? ¥ this person worked at more than one

location, print where he or she worksd most
last waek.

a. Address (Number and street name)

If the exact sddress & not known, giveda
description ofthe location such 85 tha building
name or the nearast strest or intersection.

b. Name of city, town, or post office

c. Is the work location inside the limits of that
city or town?

LI es
1 Mo, outside the city'town limits

d. Name of county

. Name of U.5. state or foreign country

f. ZIP Code

Analysis Topic Name: PLACE OF WORK

Analysis categories --

1. Worked in state of residence, in county of residence
2. Worked in state of residence, outside county of residence
3. Worked outside state of residence
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Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

P

How did this person usually get to work LAST
WEEK? ¥ this person usually ussd more than ong

method of transportation during the trp, mark (X}
the box of the one used for most of the digtancs.

[0 car, truck, or van [1 Motorcycle

O Busor trolley bus [ Bicycle

[0 sStrestcar ortrolleycar [ | Walked

O Subway or alevated [ Worked at

0 e s Ser
LI Ferryboat [] Other method
[] Taxicab

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

We collapsed these responses to form five categories.

Analysis Topic Name: COMMUTE TRANSPORTATION

Analysis categories --

Car, truck, or van

Public transportation

Taxicab, motorcycle, bicycle, or other method
Walked

Worked at Home

agrwNE
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: COMMUTE NUMBER OF RIDERS

Analysis categories --

!
J Answer question 32 if you marked "Car,

truck or van” in question 31. Otherwise,
SKIP to guestion 33. 1. Dr(_)ve alone

2. 2riders

3. 3riders
How many people, including this person, 4. 4riders )
usually rode to waork in the car, truck, or van 5. 5 or more riders
LAST WEEK?
Personis)

Analysis Topic Name: COMMUTE DEPARTURE TIME

Analysis categories --

What time did this person usually leave home

12:00 p.m. to 3:59 p.m.
4:00 p.m. to 11:59 p.m.

to go to work LAST WEEK? 1. 12:00 a.m. to 4:59 a.m.
Hour Minute 2. 5:00a.m. to 6:59 a.m.
] am. 3. 7:00 a.m. to 8:59 a.m.
O pm. 4. 9:00 a.m. to 11:59 a.m.
5.
6.

E-62



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: COMMUTE MINUTES

Analysis categories --

Less than 5 minutes
5 to 9 minutes

10 to 14 minutes
15 to 19 minutes
20 to 24 minutes
25 to 29 minutes
30 to 34 minutes
35 to 39 minutes

. 40 to 44 minutes
10. 45 to 59 minutes
11. 60 to 89 minutes
12. 90 or more minutes

How many minutes did it usually take this
person to get from home to work LAST WEEK?

Minutes

©COoNO~WNE

E-63



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: NOT WORKING LAYOFF

Analysis cateqgories --

K Answer questions 35 — 38 if this person
did NOT wark last week. Otherwise,
SKIP to guestion 359a. Yes or No

@ a. LAST WEEK, was this person on layoff from
ajob?

[] Yes - SKIP to question 35¢c
O Ne

Analysis Topic Name: NOT WORKING ABSENT

b. LAST WEEK, was this person TEMPORARILY Analysis categories --
absent from a job or business?
. , Yes or No
[] Yes, on vacation, temporary illness,
maternity leave, other family/personal

reasons, bad weather, etc. = SKIP fo
guestion 38

(] Mo = SKIPto question 38
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: NOT WORKING INFORMED OF RECALL

c. Has this person been informed that he or she Analysis categories --
will be recalled to work within the next

& months OR been given a date toretum to Yes or No
work?

(] Yes = SKIP to question 37
O Ne

Analysis Topic Name: NOT WORKING LOOKING FOR WORK

During the LAST 4 WEEKS, has this person been Analysis categories --
ACTIVELY looking for work?

Yes or No
Ol Yes

(] Mo = SKIP to question 38
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

We collapsed the two "No'" answers into one category.

@ LAST WEEK, could this person have started a
job if offered one, or returnad to work if

recalled? Analysis Topic Name: NOT WORKING AVAILABLE TO WORK
[1 Yes, could have gone to work

[I No, because of own temparary illness Analysis categories --

[ Mo, because of all other reasons [in school, atc.) Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name: WHEN LAST WORKED

Analysis categories --

Whan did this person last work, even for a fow
days? ey -
1. Within the past 12 months

2. 1-5years ago
3. Over 5 years ago or never worked

1 Within the past 12 months
] 1to5years ago = SkiPto L

LI oOwers years ago or never workad < SKIP to
question 47
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

a. During the PAST 12 MONTHS (52 weeks), did
this person work 50 or more weeks? Count
paid time off as work.

[0 Yes= SKIP to question 40
T

b. How many weeks DID this person work, even
for a few hours, including paid vacation, paid
sick leave, and military service?

B0 to 52 weeks
48 1o 49 weeks
40 1o 47 weeks
27 to 39 weeks
14 to 26 weeks

13 weeks or less

Oooogdo

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: WORKED 50 OR MORE WEEKS

Analysis cateqgories --

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name: WEEKS WORKED

Analysis categories --

50 to 52 weeks worked during past 12 months
48 to 49 weeks worked during past 12 months
40 to 47 weeks worked during past 12 months
27 to 39 weeks worked during past 12 months
14 to 26 weeks worked during past 12 months
13 weeks or less than worked during past 12 months

o wbdE
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: USUAL HOURS WORKED PER WEEK

Analysis categories --

During the PAST 12 MONTHS, in the WEEKS
WORKED, how many hours did this person
usually work each WEEK? 1. Usually worked 35 or more hours per week

Usual hours worked each WEEK 2. Usually worked 15-34 hours per week
3. Usually worked 1-14 hours per week
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Answer questions 41 - 46 if this person
worked in the past & years. Otherwise,
SKIF to question 47.

41 - 46 CURRENT OR MOST RECENT JOB
ACTIVITY. Describe clearly this parson’s chisf
job activity or business last week. If this parson
had more than one job, describe the one at
witich this person worked the most hours. If this
reon frad no job or business last wook, give
information for his‘her last job or business.

Was this person -
Mark (X} ONE box.

0  an employes of a PRIVATE FOR-PROFIT
company or business, or of an individual, for
wages, salary, or commissions?

an employee of a PRIVATE NOT-FOR-PROFIT,
tas-encernpt, or charitable organization?

a local GOVERMMEMNT employes
[city, county, etc.)?

a state GOVERNMENT employee?
a Federal GOVERNMEMT employee?

business, professional practice, or farm?

SELF-EMPLOYED in own INCORPORATED
business, professional practice, or farm?

mrking?WITHGUT PAY in family business
or farm

O O oo o o

SELF-EMPLOYED in own NOT INCORPORATED

Analysis Topic Name: CLASS OF WORKER

Analysis categories --
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Employee of a private for-profit company or business
Employee of a private not-for-profit organization

A local government employee

A state government employee

A Federal government employee

Self-employed in own not incorporated business, professional
practice, or farm

Self-employed in own incorporated business, professional
practice, or farm

Working without pay in a family business or farm



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

What kind of business or industry was this?
Describe the activity at the location whems employed.
{For example: hospital, newspaper publishing, mail
order houss, guto engine manufacturing, bank)

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: INDUSTRY

Analysis categories --

E-70

Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining

Construction

Manufacturing

Wholesale trade

Retail trade

Transportation and warehousing, and utilities

Information

Finance and insurance, and real estate and rental and leasing

Professional, scientific, and management, and administrative

and waste management services

10. Educational services, and health care and social assistance

11. Arts, entertainment, and recreation, and accommodation and
food services

12. Other services, except public administration

13. Public administration

14. Military
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: INDUSTRY CLASS

Analysis categories --

@ Iz this mainly - Mark (X) ONE box.

manufacturing?
wholesale trada?
retail trade?

other {agriculture, construction, servica,
governmeant, atc.)?

Manufacturing

Wholesale trade

Retail trade

Other (agriculture, construction, service, government, etc.)

Ooog
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

What kind of work was this person doing?

iFor example: registered nurse, personnsl manager,
supenvisor of order department, secretary,
accountant)

What were this person’s most important
activities or duties? (For exampls: patisnt care,
dirscting hiring policies, supervising order derks,
typing and filing, reconciling financial records)

Analysis Topic Name: OCCUPATION

Analysis categories --

E-72

Management, business and financial occupations

Computer, engineering, and science occupations

Education, legal, community service, arts, and media
occupations

Healthcare practitioners and technical occupations
Healthcare support occupations

Protective service occupations

Food preparation and serving related occupations

Building and grounds cleaning and maintenance occupations
Personal care and service occupations

. Sales and related occupations

. Office and administrative support occupations

. Farming, fishing, and forestry occupations

. Construction and extraction occupations

. Installation , maintenance, and repair occupations
. Production occupations

. Transportation occupations

. Material moving occupations

. Military occupations



Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: WAGES RECIPIENCY

Analysis cateqgories --

@ INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS

Mark (X) the "Yes" box for each type of income this Yes or No
%Emﬂﬂ received_and give your best estimate of the
OTAL AMOUNT during the PAST 12 MONTHS. Analysis Topic Name: WAGES AMOUNT

{(NOTE: The "past 12 months" is the period from

today's date one year ago up through today:) . )
= et s . Analysis categories --

Mark (X) the "No" box to show types of income

OT received. 1. Less than $10,000
: - - 2. $10,000 to $14,999
If net income was a loss, mark the "Loss” box fo ! '
the right of the dollar amount. 3. $15,000 to $24,999
) ) o ) 4. $25,000 to $34,999
i For income received jointly, report the appropriate 5. $35.000 to $49 999
share for each person - or, if that's not possible, ' ! '
report the whoale smount for only one person snd 6. $50,000 to $74,999
mark the "Wo" box for the other person. 7. $75,000 to $99,999
8. $100,000 to $149,999
. 'ﬂagﬁ?salawﬁ l_:nll:'l m&ssinns, hnnu%ee? 9. $150,000 to $199,999
or tips from all jobs. Report amount before
deductions for taxes, bonds, dues, or other items. 10. $200,000 or more
[1 Yes=
[1 Ne

TOTAL AMOUNT for past
12 months
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: SELF-EMPLOYMENT INCOME
RECIPIENCY

Analysis categories --

1. Received a positive amount of self-employment income
2. Did not receive self-employment income
3. Had a net loss or broke even for self-employment income

b. Self-employmentincome from own nonfarm Analysis Topic Name: SELF-EMPLOYMENT INCOME AMOUNT
businesses or farm businesses, including
Eﬂ:_rlatulml and partnerships. Raport . .
imcome after busimoss axpanges. Analysis categories --

Loss or broke even
. Less than $10,000
. $10,000 to $14,999
. $15,000 to $24,999

|:| Yios = O 1
2
3
4
5. $25,000 to $34,999
6
7
8
9
1

N
LI No TOTAL AMOUNT for past  L0sS
12 months

. $35,000 to $49,999

. $50,000 to $74,999

. $75,000 to $99,999

. $100,000 to $149,999
0. $150,000 or more
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

o am 3 coouin.

¢. Imtarast, dividends, net rental incomae,
royalty income, or income from astates
and trusts. Report evan small amounts creditad

[] Yez=>

0 Mo

TOTAL AMOUNT for past
12 rmonths

O

Loss

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: PROPERTY INCOME RECIPIENCY

Analysis categories --

1. Received a positive amount of property income
2. Did not receive property income
3. Had a net loss or broke even for property income

Analysis Topic Name: PROPERTY INCOME AMOUNT

Analysis cateqgories --

Loss or broke even
Positive, less than $100
$100 to $999

$1,000 to $4,999
$5,000 to $9,999
$10,000 to $19,999
$20,000 or more

NogkrwdpE
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: SOCIAL SECURITY INCOME
RECIPIENCY

Analysis categories --

d. Social Security or Railroad Retirement Yes or No
LI Yes=»
[1 Mo Analysis Topic Name: SOCIAL SECURITY INCOME AMOUNT

TOTAL AMOUNT for past
12 months

Analysis categories --

Less than $1,000
$1,000 to $4,999
$5,000 to $9,999
$10,000 to $19,999
$20,000 or more

agrwnE
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME
RECIPIENCY

Analysis categories --

a. Supplemental Sacurity Income (SS1). Yes or No
[I Yoz=
LI Ne TOTAL AMOUNT for past Analysis Topic Name: SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME
12 months AMOUNT

Analysis cateqgories --

Less than $1,000
$1,000 to $4,999
$5,000 to $9,999
$10,000 or more

el AN S
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: PUBLIC ASSISTANCE INCOME
RECIPIENCY

f. Any public assistance or welfare paymeants

from the state or local welfare office. Analysis categories --

[T Yes= Yes or No

I Mo

TOTAL .‘?.EI'I.-'IDUN; for past
months
Analysis Topic Name: PUBLIC ASSISTANCE INCOME AMOUNT

Analysis categories --

1. Less than $1,000
2. $1,000 to $4,999
3. $5,000 or more
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form

h Any other sources of incomae recaived
roqgularly such as Vetorans' ﬁfﬂll:ﬁ&mnmﬂ:.

unamployment compansation,

support

or alimony. Do NOT include lump sum paymants
such az monay from an irharitance or the saleofa

Hora.

L Yes=
(1 Mo

TOTAL AMOUNT for past
12 months

CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: OTHER INCOME RECIPIENCY

Analysis categories --

Yes or No

Analysis Topic Name: OTHER INCOME AMOUNT

Analysis categories --

Less than $1,000
$1,000 to $2,499
$2,500 to $4,999
$5,000 to $9,999
$10,000 to $19,999
$20,000 or more

ourwbdE
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Appendix E: CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis Categories Derived from Each ACS Question

Image of Question from 2012 ACS Mail form CRS Analysis Topics and Analysis categories

Analysis Topic Name: TOTAL INCOME RECIPIENCY

Analysis categories --

1. Yes, received a positive amount of income
2. No, did not receive income
3. Had a net loss or broke even (loss box checked)

What was this person’s total income during the . .
PAST 12 MONTHS? Add entries in questions 47a Analysis Topic Name: TOTAL INCOME AMOUNT
to d47h; subdract any losses. i net income wag a loss,

?hr:ﬁnmr?a”mm;rﬂr:fnd mark (%) the "Loss " box next to Analysis categories --

Loss or broke even
Less than $10,000
$10,000 to $14,999
$15,000 to $24,999
$25,000 to $34,999
$35,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to $74,999
$75,000 to $99,999

. $100,000 to $149,999
10. $150,000 to $199,999
11. $200,000 or more

] Mone OR L]

Loss

TOTAL AMOUNT for past
12 months

©OoNOA~WNE
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Appendix F: ACS Questions Included In Each CRS Module

Module 1 (Housing)

Module 2 (Person — 1% Half)

Module 3 (Person — 2" Half)

ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name) | ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name) ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name)
H1 Building Type P2 Relationship P4 ﬁ(?lfsg]gs;e o e (el

H2 Year Structure Built P3 Sex H12 | Food Stamps

H3 Move in Month and Year P4 Age & Date of Birth P26 | Veteran Status

H4 Number of Acres P5 Hispanic Origin p27 Period of Service

H5 Amount of Agricultural Sales P6 Race P28a | Service-Connected Disability Rating
H6 Business on Property P7 Place of Birth P28b \git;:éiiﬁ ti:/elg\z/iit(i:ﬁ;]Connected

H7a Rooms P8 Citizenship P29a | Work for Pay at Job

H7b Bedrooms P9 Year Came to Live in U.S. P29b | Any Work for Pay

H8a Hot and Cold Running Water P10a School Attendance P30 | Where Work

H8b Flush Toilet P10b Grade Level Attended P30a | Address (Number and Street Name)
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Appendix F: ACS Questions Included In Each CRS Module

Module 1 (Housing)

Module 2 (Person — 1% Half)

Module 3 (Person — 2" Half)

ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name) | ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name) ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name)

H8c Bathtub or Shower P11 Educational Attainment P30b | Name of City, Town, or Post Office

H8d | Sink with a Faucet P12 Field of Degree P30c | Inside Limits of City or Town

H8e Stove or Range P13 Ancestry/Ethnic Origin P30d | Name of County

H8f Refrigerator Pl4a Language Spoken P30e Name of U.S. State or Foreign
Country

H9 Vehicles Available P14b Name of Language P30f | Zip Code

H10 Heating Fuel Type Pl4c How Well Speak English P31 | Transportation to Work

H1lla | Electricity Cost P15a Live Here One Year Ago P32 \';l\/uoka A G FEE B I VT T

H1lb | Gas Cost P15b Residence One Year Ago P33 | Time Leave Home to Go to Work

H1llc | Water and Sewer Cost P15b Address (Number and Street Name) P34 Number of Minutes to Get to Work

H11ld | Oil, Coal, Kerosene, Wood Cost Pl6a Health Insurance employer P35a | Layoff from Job
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Appendix F: ACS Questions Included In Each CRS Module

Module 1 (Housing)

Module 2 (Person — 1% Half)

Module 3 (Person — 2" Half)

ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name) | ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name) ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name)

H12 Food Stamps P16b Health Insurance direct P35b | Temporarily Absent from Job

H13 | Condominium P16c Health Insurance Medicare P35c | Recalled to Work in Next 6 Months

H14 | Tenure P16d Health Insurance Medicaid P36 | Actively Looked for Work

H15a | Monthly Rent Pl6e Health Insurance TRICARE P37 Could have started Job if offered

H15b | Rent Include Meals P16f Health Insurance VA P38 | When Last Worked

H16 Selling Price P16g Health Insurance Indian P39a | Worked 50 or More Weeks

H17 | Annual Real Estate Taxes P16h Health Insurance other P39b | Number of Weeks Worked

H18 Annual Fire, Hazard, Flood P17a Deaf P40 Number of Hours Worked Per Week
Insurance

H19a | Mortgage P17b Blind P41 | Type of Employee

H19b | Mortgage Payment P18a Difficulty Concentrating P42 Name of Company, Business
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Appendix F: ACS Questions Included In Each CRS Module

Module 1 (Housing)

Module 2 (Person — 1% Half)

Module 3 (Person — 2" Half)

ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name) | ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name) ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name)
H19c | Include Real Estate Taxes P18b Difficulty Walking P43 | Type of Business
H19d :nclude Fire, Hazard, Flood P18c Difficulty Dressing P44 Main Type of Business
nsurance
H20a | Second Mortgage P19 Difficulty Doing Errands P45 | Type of Work
H20b | Monthly Second Mortgage Payment | P20 Marital Status P46 Most Important Work Activities
H21 ?:er;ual MBI (RES S5 e P21 Recently Married/Widowed/Divorced | P47a | Wages, Salaries, Tips
P22 Times Married P47b | Self-employment Income
P23 Year Last Married P47c | Interest, Dividends, Trusts Income
P24 Fertility P47d | Social Security Income
P25a Live-in Grandchildren P47e | Supplemental Security Income
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Appendix F: ACS Questions Included In Each CRS Module

Module 1 (Housing)

Module 2 (Person — 1% Half)

Module 3 (Person — 2" Half)

ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name) | ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name) ID Analysis Topic (Descriptive Name)

P25b Responsible for Live-in Grandchildren | P47f Public Assistance or Welfare

Payments
How Long Responsible for Retirement, Survivor, Disability

= Grandchildren P47g Pensions

P26 Veteran Status P47h | Other Regular Income

P27 Period of Service P48 | Total Income

P28a Service-Connected Disability Rating

P28 What is Service-Connected Disability

Rating
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Appendix G: Difficulty of Hispanics Reporting Race

WRITE-UP ON THE DIFFICULTY OF HISPANICS REPORTING RACE
(WITH REFERENCEYS)

Census Bureau studies have demonstrated over the past couple decades (Alberti 2006; Martin
2007; U.S. Census Bureau 1997) that when presented with separate race and Hispanic origin
questions, Hispanics have great difficulty responding to the race question. The 2010 Census
Race and Hispanic Origin Alternative Questionnaire Experiment (AQE) focused on testing a
number of different questionnaire design strategies to better understand and improve the
reporting of race and Hispanic origin.

The major 2010 AQE research findings regarding item nonresponse rates echo what previous
research has shown, that on separate race and Hispanic origin questions Hispanics
overwhelmingly had more difficulty responding to the race question compared with non-
Hispanics. Earlier qualitative research found that many Hispanics leave the race question blank
because they do not identify with the OMB race categories (Gerber and Crowley 2005). The
2010 Census AQE Focus Group research echoed these results, as many Hispanic respondents
advised that they did not find a category that described their identity in the separate question
format, but when presented with a combined question format they easily found that they identify
as “Hispanic” and provide detailed responses. For Hispanics, item nonresponse to the separate
AQE race question ranged from 19.2 percent to 32.8 percent. In stark contrast, item nonresponse
to the race question by non-Hispanic respondents was about 1 percent (Compton et al., 2012).
The research also found that many Hispanics did not identify with the Office of Management and
Budget race categories and felt the note stating that Hispanic origins were not races prevented
them from self-identifying their race.

The 2010 AQE research demonstrates that a combined question on race and Hispanic origin has
the overall impact of gaining success in both Hispanics and non-Hispanics alike finding a place
to identify and report their race and/or origin. The validity of these responses was further
confirmed through the AQE reinterview results, which showed that when asked a series of
follow-up questions about respondent identification with any of the possible response categories,
overall consistency between combined question responses and reinterview “truth” were much
greater than separate question responses and reinterview “truth.” The greater illustrator of this
pattern was that “Hispanics” who reported they were “White” in the separate race question did
not identify as “White” (only “Hispanic”) in the reinterview; while “Hispanics” who identified as
“White” and “Hispanic” in the combined question also confirmed this identity in the reinterview
(Compton et al., 2012).
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