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Redistricting Data

Demographic Profiles

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The 2010 Census PL 94-1717 Redistricting Data is the first release of Census 2010 data for local-level population and housing counts.  Data is available down to the block level (basically the size of a neighborhood ‘block’) for: Total Population and the Population 18 years and over by 63 race categories Hispanic/Latino origin Total Housing Unit counts by occupied and vacant unitsIn May (2011) the Census Bureau released Demographic Profiles for the states and cities/places which provided a more detailed look at the makeup of the population.  This presentation will provide an overview of the data available from these two datasets.



Arizona Maricopa

Presenter
Presentation Notes
As we found out in December, the 2010 Census counted 6,392,017 people residing in the state of Arizona.  The recently released local-level counts reported that Maricopa County had a resident population of 3,817,117 as of April 1, 2010.
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Presentation Notes
As a share of the total state population, this chart shows that the county did not gain any as far as the total share of the state population. For the past 3 decades approximately 60% of the state’s population have resided in Maricopa County.
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The racial/ethnic distribution of the population in our region from the 2000 Census looked like this.  
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In 2010, Hispanics, African Americans (Blacks) and Asians increased their proportion of the population, while White (not hispanic) decreased in proportion.   



34.6

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Demographic Profiles released in May provided us with the first look at more detailed statistics about out population.  For instance, we found out that the median age of the population in Maricopa county increased from 33 years in 2000 to 34.6 as of Census Day 2010.



Presenter
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Looking at the incorporated cities in Maricopa County, the youngest population can be found here in Tolleson



26.6

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Tolleson recorded the youngest median age at 26.6, down from its 2000 level of 29.4 where they were ranked the 6th youngest incorporated place in Maricopa County.
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Presentation Notes
Then we have the other end of the spectrum – the city with the oldest (or more mature) population.



60.2

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Carefree holds the honor with a median age of the city’s population at 60.2.  In 2000 the median age for Carefree was 55.2  where they were the 2nd oldest city – second to Youngtown which had a median age of 65.3 in 2000.  Interestingly, Youngtown dropped it’s age-restricted community status and, along with some new residential developments, attracted families and younger residents.  In 2010 their median age dropped to 36.7 (putting them the 15th youngest incorporated city in the county).
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Presentation Notes
Now let’s look at some of the housing information available.  The Census provides data on occupancy, vacancy, homeownership, etc.  
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For 2010 the vacancy rate in Maricopa County was 13.9%.  Looking back over the last 2 decades, the vacancy rate was as high as 15.2% in 1990. The Region recovered from that over the next 15 years but the recent economic issues have caused vacancy rates to jump up.  With the release of the demographic profiles we are able to get a further breakdown of the housing units so we can take out the housing units that are used for seasonal purposes to get a look at the vacancy rate on year-round units.
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With the region’s draw on seasonl visitors, it is often asked how the housing market fairs if we take out the housing units that are used for seasonal uses. With the recently released Demographic Profile data we got our first look at the housing stock for year-round use versus that used for seasonal purposes.  According to the Census 2010 data, the non-seasonal vacancy rate in Maricopa County was at 10.4%.  Still lower than the 1990 high of 11.6%.  In the 20 years in between the vacancy rate seemed to hover right around 6 to 5.5%.  (No data is available for 2005 as that was a Census Survey and data on seasonal use of housing units was not collected).    
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Presentation Notes
Taking a look at what the Census 2010 data on housing units – a map of the region showing the concentration of vacant units (both season and non seasonal) across the region.  The darkest brown are 1000 or more vacant housing units per square mile.  County-wide the was an average of 24.7 vacant housing units per square mile.  Overall, the county had a 13.9 percent vacancy rate as of Census Day 2010.  



www.MAGcensus.com

Presenter
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That’s the brief a brief overview of the data available from the 2010 Census.  As more data is released we will be posting maps, charts and reports to the MAG website as well as on this special site dedicated to census data: www.magcensus.com
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On the website you’ll find maps as well as demographic profiles for each city in the region like the one in your agenda packet for Maricopa County.   Tables with rankings and growth rates are also availble on the website.
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Also, in the next month MAG will be launching our new Demographic Viewer.  This is a screenshot of what it will look like.  It’s built on the ArcGIS map server platform and will contain the most recent Census data available.  



Coming Soon…

•Interactive Maps

•Charts and Reports

•Customizable
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Our new Demographic Viewer will, of course, include interactive maps but will also have charts and reports that link to those maps.  It will be customizable so you can select custom areas and get a report of Census data for that area.   If any committee members have an interest in this, we will be offering workshops that will go over the details of this viewer and how to use it to enhance your own workflows.  Details will be provided as we get the details finalized.
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Now let’s look ahead at what to expect from the Census next



What Comes Next?

•Summary File 1

•ACS 2010

•Urban/Rural Update

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Summary File 1 is due out by August.  The data will be released on a flow basis by state.  This is the first detailed release of the data that provides information down to the block level. ACS 2010 – this is the American Community Survey which is an ongoing survey that the Census Bureau conducts.  The first release of the ACS data that is benched to the 2010 Census will happen with the 2010 ACS release this fall.   ACS is important because it collects the socioeconomic data that was dropped from the Decennial Census program this time around.  Data on topics such as income, poverty, educational attainment, modes of transportation to work – past Census collected these data via the “long form” which was sent to one in 6 households.  The ACS will now provide that data with its ongoing estimates.   The ACS is a big topic and I won’t get into all the nuiances of the data, but I will caution you to be sure that you understand this data if you are going to use it.  It has a different collection methodology than the Decennial Census so you should be aware of the limitations of the data.  You can read all about it on the Census Bureau’s website at www.census.gov or feel free to contact me directly with any questions.Urban and Rural update.  I know this is an important data set for many of you.  The Census Bureau expects to release characteristics of urbanized areas and urban clusters by October 2012.   
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Urban Areas – since this is a topic that I believe many of you are interested in, I wanted to give you a little more detail about this program.



Urban Area Criteria

•Final by Summer?

•Draft Process Begun

•Census vs. FHWA, etc

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Right now the Census Bureau has come up with draft criteria of what makes up an urban area.  I am providing a hand-out that has a summary of proposed changes from 2000 to 2010.  The draft criteria was published in the Federal Register and comments were accepted through the beginning of the year.  The Census Bureau staff working on this program has indicated that they are hoping to have the criteria approved and finalized by the end of Summer.  It has to go through a committee process for approvals and that is where it is at right now. One thing that I will point out, which is also included on the handout, is that the proposed criteria indicate that the Phoenix-Mesa Urbanized Area and Avondale Urbanized Area will be one conglomerate area.  The criteria indicate that if separate areas are within one MSA they will not be split.  The criteria specifically list Phoenix as one of the areas that would not be split in the 2010 Urbanized areas.While they wait for the criteria to go through the process the Census Bureau staff have begun building the process to create the urbanized areas using the draft crtieria.  If the criteria are approved as is they will be able to move forward pretty quickly.  If changes come out from the comittees the staff can go back and adjust the process accordingly.   One other thing I wanted to point out is the Census creates these urbanized area boundaries as a method to tabulating the Census data.  They have no control or input into how the other Federal programs use these boundaries for distribution of funds or qualifying for programs.  In 2000 FHWA allowed states to modify the urbanized area and urban cluster boundaries to better align with roadways and areas. The guidelines were that the states could expand the boundaries or “smooth” them, but could not reduce them from the Census final boundaries.  FHWA had to approve these final boundaries as well.  I would imagine that FHWA will have the same program with the 2010 Census, however with reauthorization this could change.  The point is to be sure that you understand which boundaries your programs recognize and require. 



Questions or Comments?

Jami Garrison
jgarrison@azmag.gov

(602) 452-5006


