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°2020 Census
*NM Population Estimates
*NM Population Projections



Source :https://www.riverbed.com/blogs/users-arent-complaining-time-panic.html



+*What’s at Stake?
+*concerns
+*What We Can Do
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At Stake:

+ Congressional Apportionment
+ Redistricting

* Data Quality

+* Economic Development

+* Hundreds of Billions of Dollars
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* Used to Allocate $600 Billion in Annual
Federal Funds

+ Qver $6 Billion Annually for New Mexico
+*Medicaid
*Transportation
+*Education
*Housing
+CDBG
+150 other programs

Source: Counting for Dollars 2020: The Role of the Decennial Census in the Geographic Distribution of Federal Funds, George Washington Institute for Public Policy,
https://gwipp.gwu.edu/counting-dollars-role-decennial-census-geographic-distribution-federal-funds



THE GEORGE WASHIMGTOM IMSTITUTE OF PUBLIC POLICY

THE GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITYI
WASHINGTON, DC

Counting for Dollars 2020

16 Large Federal Assistance Programs that Distribute Funds on Basis of Decennial
Census-derived Statistics (Fiscal Year 2015)

New Mexico

Total Program Obligations: $6,197,394,617
Per Capita: 52,972 (see note on proper use)

CFDA # Program Name Dept. | Type | Recipients Obligations

93.778 | Medical Assistance Program (Medicaid) HHS | Grants States %4,173,017,895

10.551 | Supplemental Mutrition Assistance UsDA | Direct House- 5685,206,629
Program (SMNAF) Pay holds

20.205 | Highway Planning and Construction DOT | Grants States %360,908,073

53.774 | Medicare Part B (Supplemental Medical HHS | Direct | Providers $252,631 BG5S
Insurance) — Physiclans Fee Schedule Pay
Services

84.010 | Title | Grants to Local Education Agencies ED Grants LEAS 5115,281 583

10.555 | Mational School Lunch Program UsDA | Grants States 405,353,466

84.027 | Special Education Grants (IDEA) ED Grants States 580,766,161

93.600 | Head Start/Early Head Start HHS | Grants | Providers 84,381,811

14.871 | Section 8 Housing Cholce Vouchers HUD | Direct Owiners £74,512,000

Pay

93.767 | State Children's Health Insurance HHS | Grants States £73,635,000
Program {S-CHIP}

93.527/ | Health Center Programs (Community, HHS | Grants | Providers 465,320,352

93.224 | Migrant, Homeless, Public Housing)

10.557 | Supplemental Mutrition Program for USDA | Grants States 438,654,036
‘Women, Infants, and Children (WIC)

14.195 | Section 8 Housing Assistance Payments HUD | Direct Owners $30,028,385
Program (Project-based) Pay

93.658 | Foster Care (Title IV-E) HHS | Grants States £20,392,000

93.596 | Child Care and Development Fund- HHS | Grants States 20,188,000
Entitlement

93.568 | Low Income Home Energy Assistance HHS | Grants States 517,117,361
[LIHEAR)
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Oversimplified, Unscientific, Back-of-the Napkin
Cost of a 1% Undercount in New Mexico:
$3,000 X 20,000 people X 10 years

= $600,000,000

Source: Counting for Dollars 2020: The Role of the Decennial Census in the Geographic Distribution of Federal Funds, George Washington
Institute for Public Policy, https://gwipp.gwu.edu/counting-dollars-role-decennial-census-geographic-distribution-federal-funds



Federal Level:

* Budget

Testing

Leadership

IT Infrastructure

Data Confidentiality (Real or Perceived)

*
*
*
*x

State Level:

* New Mexico is Hard to Count!
* No Financial Assistance for Census Partnership Programs
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Hardest to Count (HTC) x
Tracts in the Nation
Tracts with 2010 mail retun
rates of 73% or less (in the
bottom 20 percent of return rates
nationwide) are shaded on the
map
(See "What is HTC?" for more
info)
@ 0- 60% mail return rate
@ 60-65%
@ 65-70%
[ 70-73%

above 73% (no HTC tracts)

Tracts counted using special

“ Update/Enumerate method;
they are hard-to-count but mail
return rates not applicable

orF | Population in HTC
tracts
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+* New Mexico is Vulnerable to Undercount
#2000 Undercount = 1.94%
#2010 — NM 2"d Lowest Response Rate in US
+ Most at Risk:
+* Native Americans
+Hispanics
+*Impoverished

Sources: Price Waterhouse Coopers, Effect of Census 2000 Undercount on Federal Funding to States and Selected Counties,
2002-2012. Aug 2001; US Census Bureau, 2010 Census Coverage Measurement Results



The 2020 Census: A New Design for the 215t Century

Motivate People to Respond S T NonRESPONSE Count the Population

AND PAPER SELF- FOLLOWUP
Collect data from all households, including

RESPONSE
group and unique living arrangements
Maximize outreach usmg

traditional and new media - . . o Make it easy for people to respond
L ; h anytime, anywhere
Target ads to specific audiences
Work with trusted sources . Encourage people to use the new online
to inspire padicioation) » =% response option
INTERNET SELF-RESPONSE e most cost-effective strategy to

and count nonrespondents
gors only when necessary
ield census-taking

NFED [ , i N . _ us Results
IN-OFFICE / - Count Everyone Once g . .
S In the Right Place

ent counts to the
President by December 31, 2020

Release counts for redistricting by Apnl 1, 2021

Conduct a 100% review and update of the Makeileasierfortgepubhclogetdata

nation's address list
Minimize field work with in-office updating
Use mulliple data sources to dentify
areas with address changes

Get local government input

United States~

Census

U.S. Department of Commerce
Economics and Statnstics Admmistration

11.5. CENSLIS BURFAU 9
q l'll\“\.(’l w
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+Establishing Where to Count
+ Local Update of Census Addresses (LUCA)

+*Motivating People to Respond
+ Complete Count Committees

+Establishing Trust



LUCA: B

* Local Input on Establishing Where to Count
* Open to all Governments - State, Tribal, County, City
* February - July 2018
* REGISTRATION ENDS DECEMBER 15, 2017
* Who Has Registered?
* Help is Available
* Census Geography Division
* GAC 2020 Census Subcommittee

+* State Liaison
* COGS



https://storymaps.geo.census.gov/arcgis/apps/MapTools/index.html?appid=bf0af1d97f30421caa1b5d51f80ff825

—

+ Established by tribal, state and local governments
to increase awareness and motivate response to
the census

+ Utilize trusted voices within communities rather
than relying on Census Bureau outreach

* Formed no later than Early 2019
* Funding will increase effectiveness
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+ Title 13 of U.S. Code
* No Question of Residency Status

+ Technically Difficult to Extract Individual
Records

+ Access to Complete Databases is Limited
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Migration 3
Indicators

Methods 1*
Smallest City/Town
Geography N=138

Race Categories 6

3-4
Census Tract
N=499

4



 Dept. of Health Vital Records
* IRS Migration Files
* Medicare Enrollment

* MVD Driver’s Licenses

* PED School Enrollment

* Voter Registration

* Residential Building Permits

* Others e.g. Group Quarters Survey
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* Cohort-Component
*Housing Unit

* Ratio Correlation

» Shift-Share (Hamilton-Perry)
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2016 Census Estimate 115,079
6 Year Decrease 14,965
6 Year Natural Increase 5,650

6 Year Out Migration 20,770

Source: US Census Bureau Population Estimates (factfinder.census.gov)
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*UNM GPS - gps.unm.edu
*NM-IBIS - ibis.health.state.nm.us
+Factfinder - factfinder.census.gov
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Increases:
* As Size of Population Decreases
* Further from the Last Census
* For Minority Populations
* On Tribal Lands
* As Populations Grow or Decline
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2,110,000 .
Six-Year Growth = 1.86%
2,100,000 2015-2016 Growth = 0.18%
2,103,586
2,090,000 2,098,380 099,856
2,095,159

2,091,432

2,080,000
2,083,725
2,070,000
2,065,195

2,060,000
2,050,000
2,040,000

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Source: UNM Geospatial and Population Studies (gps.unm.edu)



,500,000

2,000,000

1,500,000

1,000,000

500,000

Source: US Census Bureau Population Estimates - https://www.census.gov/popest/data/historical/index.html
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+Births are Down
+*Deaths are Up
+*Migration is Out
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Number of Children per Woman
4.0

3.5
3.0
2.5

2.0 Great

Depression Great

1.5 1970s Energy Recession
Crisis
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1911 1921 1931 1941 1851 1961 1971 1981 1991 2001 2011*

Source: Population Reference Bureau http://www.prb.org/publications/datasheets/2012/world-population-data-sheet/fact-sheet-us-population.aspx;
National Center for Health Statistics



http://www.prb.org/publications/datasheets/2012/world-population-data-sheet/fact-sheet-us-population.aspx
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Source: CDC Mational Vital Statistice Report, Wol. 64, No. 1, Takle 8 Mote: "White™ and "Black™ are non-Hispanic.

By Race and Hispanic Origin

Total Fertility Rates in the USA, 1980-2013
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United States Life Expectancy at Birth, by Sex and Year
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/hus/contents2011.htmi#021

—+—Both Sexes

—e— Male

—+—Female

Life Expectancy at Birth

1950 1960 1970 1975 1980 1985 190 1995

Year
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Source: New Mexico Department of Health - ibis.health.state.nm.us
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e==PS Estimate e\ atural Increase

2,127,604
130,000 gix Year Pop Change = 38,391 i

2,120,000 Six-Year Natural Increase= 62,409
Six-Year Out Migration = 24,018

2,110,000
2,100,000

2,103,586
2,090,000
2,080,000
2,070,000

2,060,000

2,050,000

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Source: UNM Geospatial and Population Studies (gps.unm.edu)
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Hispanic 46.4% 48.5% +2.1%
White 84.6% 84.4%  -0.5%

Female 50.6% 50.5% -0.15%



Cohort

Under 5 years
5 to 9 years
10 to 14 years
15 to 19 years
20 to 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 to 64 years
65 to 69 years
70 to 74 years

75 to 79 years
80 to 84 years

85 years and over

\

Migration

-395
4,777
-3,074
'67587

-1,165
814
4,675
2,804
2,055
689
710




Cohort
Under

5 to 9 years
10 to 14 years
15 to 19 years
20 10 23 ye
25 to 29 years
30 to 34 years
35to =L
40 to 44 years
45 to 49 years
50 to 54 years
55 to 59 years
60 to 64 years

65 to 69 years

70 to 74 years

75 to 79 years

80 to 84 years

85 years and over

\

Migration
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Cohort Migration

Under 5 years N/A
5 to 9 years -4,967
10 to 14 years -4,024
15 to 19 years -2,350
20 to 24 ve: -680
30 to 34 years -881
35 to 39 years -395
40 to 44 years 4,777
45 to 49 years -3,074
50 to 54 years -6,587
55 to 59 years -1,165
60 to 64 years 814
70 to 74 year 2,804
75 to 79 years 2,055
80 to 84 years 689

85 years and over 710




Projection Sources:

* UNM Geospatial and Population Studies
* NM State and County Projections
* US Census Bureau
* National level only
* University of Virginia Cooper Center
* Projections for every state — Use NM Cautiously
* Private Sector

+ ESRI Demographics
* Geolytics



gps.unm.edu/data
http://www.census.gov/topics/population/population-projections.html
http://demographics.coopercenter.org/virginia-population-projections/
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Source: US Census Bureau Population Estimates Components of Change; https://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml



Jpaated Veryvy 2- C
* Cohort Component Method
* Assumptions:
* Age Specific Survival Rates
* Age Specific Fertility Rates
* Age Specific Migration Rates
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+* Modest Statewide Growth Projected

* 2.4 millions by 2040
+ Considerably less than 2012 Projections
+38.5% growth observed from 1990-2015

+14.4% growth projected from 2015-2040
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16.03% Rio Arriba 1.02%
San Juan

+ Growth concentrated in
Metro Areas and the
Southeast

+ Continuing decline in
population for most
rural counties

Cibola 8.32%

(Catron1=14.82%

2010-2030 Projected Growth Rates
Bl <-10%
New Mexico Total: 10.67% |1 0% - -10%
L 0% - 10%
A > 10%
0 20. 40 ; 80 Miles NM Countles
Geospatial & Population Studies -
rsity of New Mexico 2015 2010-2030 Projected Growth Rates

Univer
Data Source: ESRI and U.S. Census
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0% 1%

O Male




* Data available at gps.unm.edu

* Slow growth through 2020

* High in-migration and growth rates from
previous decades wont return soon*

* Projections will be revisited in 2018
* Likely to be revised downward

+ Continued out-migration will lower projections
further


http://gps.unm.edu/data/Population Projections.html
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