AFPENDIX I
HISPANIC POPULATION ESTIMATIRG TECHNIQUES

Several techniques are available for estimating the Hispanic popula-
tion im the 1970s. The Planning Department used R. L. Polk and
Company directories and Southerm Bell telephone directories.

The telephone listing technique used a count of common Hispanic
surnames listed in the wvhite pages to estimate the change in His-
panic population. The 1980 residential main telephone listings
for several common Hispanic surnames (Rodriguez, Gonzalez, Garcia,
Perez, Hernmandez, Martinez, Lopez, Suarez; and their wvariants) were
counted and compared to the 1980 census estimate of Hispanic origin
households with telephones. This ratio was then applied to the same
names in the 1985 book. The population estimate was to be derived
by adjusting for the relative increase of households with unlisted
telephones, plus those with no telephone, and by multiplying the
resulting total by a persons-per=-household factor.

Unfortunately, inm 1984, the telephone company purged & substantial
number of listings that had been allowed to accumulate in the white
pages. The white pages decreased by 18 percent between 1983 and
1985. The increase in common Hispaniec surnames within the periocd
was about 9 percent (25,800 in 1980 to 28,100 im 1985). This was
¢learly an understatement of the actual growth, but it was impossi-
ble to determine how many dead listings were in the 1980 bock and
thus the size of the true increase over the five year period. The
telephone listing technique was clearly unrelisble.

The R. L. Polk and Company directories were available for several
vears in the 19708, but have not been available in Dade County im
the 1980s.

Other techniques, such as mathematical extrapolation and ratio
correlation are based on the assumptiom that the past is a reason-
able indicator of the future -- an assumption that is patently
untenable in Dade County. All things considered the component
method used in this report is preferable, since the estimate is tied
to reasopably current indicators of population change in Dade
County, and sheds some light on the components of that change.
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APPENDIX 1T

NICARAGUAN POPULATION ESTIMATE

The estimate of undocumented Nicaraguans was based on the estimated
6,000 new Nicaraguan students who enrolled in the County's
elementary and secondary schools im 1980-1985. The steps were as
follows:

l. An analysis was made of 1980 census microdata for
Dade /Monroe counties to determine the relative
distribution of students per household (see Table A).

2. This distribution was then applied to the estimated total
new Nicaraguan students enrolled in the County's public
and private schools in 1980-1985.

3. The resulting household estimate (3,400) was multiplied
by the average number of persons per household with
students in Dade County in 1980 (five persons/household
with cone or more students). The population result was
17,000 persons.

TABLE A

NICARAGUAN IMMIGRANT HOUSEHOLDS TO DADE COUNTY, 1980-1985
DERIVED FROM 1980 CENSUS STUDENT/HOUSEHOLD RATIOS

Students/ Student Percent Nicaraguan Nicaraguan
Household Distribution Students Households
1 27 .4 1;646 1,646
2 39.0 2,340 1,170
3 20.2 1,213 06
& 8.9 535 134
5 3.4 202 B0
b 0.7 §& 7
7 0.1 B 1l
B 0.2 A |- 2
Total 100.0 6,000 3,404
Source: U.5. Bureau of the Census, 1980 Census of Population,

Public Use Microdata (Sample A), tabulated by Metro-Dade

?lﬂuniﬂs Department, 19B5. Nicaraguan student counts
from Dade Public School reports.




APPENDIX III

POVERTY THRESHOLDS IN 1979

Families and unrelated individuals are classified as above or below
poverty level by comparing their total 1979 income te an income
cutoff or "poverty threshold." The income cutoffs vary by family
gize, number of children, and age of the family householder or
unrelated individual. Poverty status is determined for all families
(and, by implication, all family members). Poverty status is also
determined for persens not im families, except for inmates of
instructions, members of the Armed Forces livimg 1in barracks,
college students living in dormitorles, and unrelated individuals
under 15 years old. Poverty status is derived on a sample basis.

The 1980 census definition of poverty reflects revisions recommended
by a Federal interagency committee in 1979 to a definition adopted
in 1969. The index is based on the Department of Agriculture's 1961
Economy Food Plan and reflects the different consumption require-
ments of families based on their size and composition. It was
determined from the Department of Agriculture's 1955 survey of food
consumption that families of three or more persons spend approxi-
mately one-third of their income on food; the poverty level for
these families was, therefore, set at three times the cost of the
economic food plan. For smaller families and persoms living alone,
the cost of the economy food plan was multiplied by factors that
were slightly higher inm order to compensate for the ralatively
larger fixed expenses of these smaller households. The poverty
thresholds are updated every year to reflect changes in the Consumer
Price Index (CPI). Cutoffs for 1979 income used in poverty statis-—
tics in the 1980 census are presented in Table A. As an example,
the poverty threshold for a family of four with two related children
under 18 can be found in the chart below to be 57,356 in 1979.

Poverty status of a person who is a family member is determined by
the family income and its relationship te the appropriate poverty
threshold for that family. The poverty status of an unrelated
individual is determined by his or her own income in relatiom to
the appropriate poverty threshold. Thus, two unrelated individuals
living together may not have the same poverty status.

Households below the poverty level are defined as households in
which the total income of the family or the householder of a non-
family household is below the poverty level. The incomes of persons
in the household other than members of the family or other than the
householder in a nonfamily household are not taken inte account when
determining poverty status of a household.

Because the poverty levels currently in use by the Federal Govern-
meént do not meet the needs of the analysts of the data, variations
of the poverty definiction are available in terms of various multi-
ples of the official poverty levels. The most frequent tabulated is
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125 percent of the poverty level, where a family or person may have
up to 25 percent more income than normally allowed under the poverty
threshold appropriate for the family size, etc.

Below poverty level ("poor"). Families or persons whose
total family income or unrelated individual income in
1979 was less than the poverty thresheld specified for
the applicable family size, age of householder, and number
of related children under 1B present.

Above poverty level ("nonpeoor"). Families or persons
whose total family income or unrelated individual income
in 1979 wes equal to applicable family size, etc.
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AREA
Miami City
Hialeah City

The Eeaches

Hear KMorch

Hear Southwest

AFPENDIX IV

DADE COUNTY SUBAREAS

Cities and Census Designated Places

Miami City
Hialeah City

Bay Harbor Islands Town
Surfside Town

Bal Harbour Village
Indian Creek Village
Miami Beach City

Herth Bay Village Cicy

Horth Miami Beach City
Borth Miami City
Dpa=-Locka City
Biscayne Park Village
El Portal Village
Miami Shores Village

Gladeview (CDE)
Westview (CDP)
Browmnaville (CDP)
Golden Glades (CDP)
Pinewcod (CDP)

West Lictle River (CDF)

Carol City (CDF)
Miami Lakes (CDP)
dventura (CDE)
Norland (CDPF)

Ojus (CDP)
Opa=Locka North (CDF)
Scott Lake (CDF)
Sunny Isles (CDF)
Golden Beach Town
Ives Estates (CDP)
Lake Lucerma (CDP)

South Miami City
West Miami City
Westchester (CDF)
Coral Gables City
Coral Terrace {(CDP)
Glenvar Heights (CDP)



ABREA Cities and Census Designated Flaces

Olympia Heights (CDF)
Westwood Lakes (CDF)
Kendale Lakes (CDP)
Sunset (CDP)
Sweetwater City
Tamiami (CDP)

South Dade Bichmond Heights (CDP)
Kendall (CDP)
Lindgren Acres (CDPF)
Palmetto Estates (CDF)

Goulds (CDPF)

Homestead City

Leisure City (CDF)
Raranja Princeton (CDF)
Perrine (CDF)

South Miami Heights (CDF)
Cutler (CDP)

Cutler Ridge (CDF)
Florida City City

Balance Balance of Dade County and Monroe

IDé 1635/na
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