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L. Introduction

The Survey of Income and Program Participation (SIPP)
is a nationally representative survey. It is designed to
provide comprehensive information that reflects the
financial situation of persons, families, and households in
the United States (except persons in institutions).
Interviews for the first SIPP sample panel (1984 panel)
began in October 1983. Later panels (1985-1991) began
in February of each calendar year. The SIPP has an
overlapping panel design that allows combining panels for
multi-panel estimation covering the same period.

The total sample size in the SIPP has dwindled from
20,000 interviewed houscholds in the 1984 panel to about
12,000 interviewed houscholds in the 1986-1989 panels
due to budget constraints. Analysis of this reduced sample
is not as useful, especially for subpopulations of interest.
Even sample based on two combined panels is not large
enough to satisfy data users’ needs for the analysis of
subpopulations such as Blacks in poverty, female-headed
households on food stamps, etc. This has prompted
investigation into oversampling of low income and aged
persons in the SIPP.

Redesign of the SIPP based on the 1990 Decennial
Census of Population and Housing is now underway. As
part of 1990 redesign research, we researched
oversampling methodologies for the following subgroups
in the SIPP (in order of priority) to investigate the
ramifications of oversampling in 1995-2005 SIPP panels:

1. Poor
2. Near poor
3. Age 65+ or age 75+

This paper presents research into oversampling the low-
income population (i.c. poor and the near poor).
Oversampling for persons aged 65+ or 75+ can be done
using administrative records and we do not discuss it here.

To give further background on redesign of the SIPP
based on the 1990 decennial census, we define the
following frames which all Census demographic surveys
use:

Unit frame - List of addresses from the decennial
census.

Addresses for blocks with incomplete
addresses or arcas where new
construction permits arec not issued.
These blocks arc taken from the
decennial census and listed in the
field.

New construction permits to capture
construction after the census.

Area frame -

NC frame -

List of group quarters such as
boarding houses, hotel rooms, and
institutions from the decennial census.

There will be no oversampling in either the mew
construction or group quarters frame. Oversampling
rescarch was done using data from the unit frame.
However, at implementation there will also be
oversampling in the area frame. Adjustments made to the
initial results take this into account.

We also analyzed data from the American Housing
Survey (AHS) to estimate the effectivencss of the
oversampling over time in the unit and area frames. This
paper presents the estimated changes due to these effects
over the life of the redesigned SIPP.

The following sections and their content are:

Section II - gives a brief theoretical introduction to the
method used in the oversampling research.

Section 1 - presents the results of the oversampling
research at the time of the census for the unit frame.
Sections IV - discusses what effects oversampling over
time may have on the oversampling gains.

Section V - discusses what effects inefficiencies in
oversampling in the area frame may have on oversampling
gains.

Section VI - estimated variance reductions for the 1995-
2005 panel samples.

Section VII - assumptions used in the research.

Section VIII - a final discussion of the results.

II. Methodology

The oversampling methodology used in the research
creates two strata using geographic units within primary
sampling units (PSUs). Sample is taken from each strata
at a different rate. These different sampling rates permit
the sample size to remain fixed. The fixed sample size is
necessary due to a fixed budget. We also fix sample
sizes at the PSU level to use the interviewers® time more
efficiently. This will reduce ongoing survey costs by
reducing expenses of hiring and training new interviewers.
As the number of PSUs stratified at once increase, so do
operational difficulties. For this reason we stratified each
PSU in the research one at a time.

Joseph Waksberg' first proposed the particular
methodology discussed in this paper. Initially, research
(stratification within PSUs) was to be done at both the
block and housing unit levels. Because of time constraints
and cutbacks in research funding, we did less research
than we had originally planned. Due to the expectation
that the initial housing unit (HU) stratification would be
better than block-level stratification, rescarch was done at
the HU-level only.
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Consider a population of size N divided into two strata
where:

N, is the size of the population in stratum 1. This
stratum will have a higher concentration of the
subgroup of intcrest. (In the rescarch, the
subgroup of interest is low-income persons.)

N, is the size of the population in stratum 2. This
stratum will have a lower concentration of the

subgroup of interest.

t is the proportion of the population in stratum 1
that is in the subgroup of interest.

4 is the proportion of the population in stratum 2
that is in the subgroup of interest.

n is the sampling rate in stratum 1.

n is the sampling rate in stratum 2.

oY) is the population variance for a characteristic
within the subgroup of interest in stratum 1.
02%(Y) is the population variance for a characteristic
within the gubgroup of interest in stratum 2.
0,XZ) is the population variance for a fota} population
characteristic in stratum 1.
0,(Z) is the population variance for a tota] population
characteristic in stratum 2.
Define
N,=vN, v>1
,=ug, u>1l
n=kn k>1
g Y) =woXY), w> 0
0Z) =Co’2), C> 0
Now consider two sampling plans:
A. Sclect a simple random sample from each stratum
with sampling rates r, and 1, (r, > r;) such that r(N, +
Ny = N, + N,
B. Seclect a simple random sample using rate r. v
Then the ratio of the variances for plan A over plan B
(i.e. the design effect for oversampling) for a
characteristic within the subgroup is

_0,2(Y) (wuskv) (k+v)
5 02 (Y) kw(u+v) (1+v)

where ¢*(Y) is the population variance for a
characteristic within the subgroup without regard to
strata.

It is minimized for k = yuw . The corresponding

ratio for an attribute of the total population is given by

0,2(2) (C+kv) (k+V)
02(2)kC(1+v)?

R6=

where 0*(Z) is the population variance for a total
population characteristic.

If we wish to hold the variance increase for a total
population characteristic to a fixed amount we can set
R¢=m (where m = 1.05 for a 5% increase) and solve
for k. Solving for k we get

.

p =LtV _ mo?(Z)C(1+v)?
" v 0.2 (2)v

Using the k parameter found in this way fixes the
toulmcmsemnmneeﬁrlmlpopuhm

Unit Frame

In our research, we estimated the reduction in
variance due to oversampling in the 1990 SIPP
redesigned pancls. Only research into oversampling the
low-income population was done. Variance increases
for persons aged 55+ were set to 5%, 10%, and 15%
using the sampling formulas.? The overall goal is to
improve estimates for selected subgroups, without
significant adverse effects to other important estimates.
Recall that with this methodology we assume a fixed
budget so sample size must remain fixed.

The Waksberg methodology focuses on the
importance of subgroups. Calculating optimal sampling
rates using subgroups of interest produces the minimum
variance for a given stratification. The subgroups of
interest were:

L number of Blacks in or near poverty

° number of Hispanics in or near poverty

° number of female-headed houscholders in or
near poverty.

Ideally, we should use these variables to form within
PSU stratifications. Unfortunately, these variables were
not available in all cases from the 1990 Census, only
from a sample of the Census. When these variables
were not available we used a set of auxiliary variables.
In general, census sample cases made up about 1/6 of
the total U.S. population and more information is
available for census sample cases for use in

Census non-sample cases use auxiliary variables for
stratification. The auxiliary variables for non-sample
cases were identified in discussions with analysts within
the Bureau. These analysts have extensive experience in
analyzing poverty and other related statistics. The
following is a list of variables used for within-PSU
stratification:

For Census sample cases: Poverty status (< 150% of
the poverty threshold®). The auxiliary variables for
Census non-sample cases are:

1. Female houscholder, no spouse present with own
children under age 18




2. Living in a central city of a metropolitan statistical
area (MSA)

and
Renter with reat < $150
3. Black houscholder

and
living in a central city of an MSA
4. Hispanic houscholder

and
living in a ceatral city of an MSA
5. Black houscholder

and
houscholder < age 18 or greater than age 64
6. Hispanic houscholder

and
houscholder < age 18 or greater than age 64

Research conducted in 27 PSU equivalents from 1980
census data showed average reductions in variance for
persons < 150% of poverty, total Blacks < 150% of
poverty, total Hispanics < 150% of poverty, and
Female-headed houscholders < 150% of poverty of
24%, 38%, 22% and 16% respectively. Table 1 reports
these results. The stratification used to get the results in
table 1 fixed the variance increase for persons aged 55+
to 5%. By doing this we avoided any significant loss
for the aged 55+ group. [We also looked at 10% and
15% constraints but there were no significant gains for
the poverty subgroups overall for the additional loss to
variances for the aged 55+]. These results were very
similar from PSU to PSU in the research.

We examined the effects of oversampling on thirty-
five other evaluative variables. We know for gains in
low-income we will lose in other groups, since we are
re-allocating, not increasing, overall sample. Table 1
also presents the auxiliary variables. Oversampling
helped variables related to poverty, such as Number of
Renter Occupied Units with rent < $150 which
received a 27 % decrease in variance. Conversely,
those variables related to being affluent, such as
incomes greater than $75,000 per year, were hurt by the
oversampling of Jow income, receiving a 13% increase
in variance. In general, any increases observed are not
alarming considering the variance reductions for poverty
related estimates and that CVs for many of the middle
to high income related items are reasonably good in the
current SIPP design. CVs calculated from the research,
before and after oversampling, are given in table 2.

Small sample sizes are of great concern in the SIPP
data user community. They wanted a fifty percent
increase in sample for Jow income groups out of
oversampling. With this oversampling methodology, an
increase of 47% was scen for Blacks in or near poverty,
36% for Hispanics in or near poverty, 29% for female-
headed houscholders in or near poverty, and 22% for all
persons in or near poverty. Table 3 presents estimated
sample size increases, by PSU, for these characteristics.
IV.  Stratification Over Time

The Within-PSU stratification into high and low
poverty strata will lose some effectiveness over time,
but how fast this will occur and how much of a loss
there will be in the years 1990-2005 is unknown.
Therefore, research into how effective the stratification

will remain over time was done to asscss how effective
oversampling will be over time.

‘lheovernmplmgmuheteduthemnbove
are as of the time of the Census. When ficlded, the
survey will already be five years old. To estimate the
effects of changes over time on the oversampling
methodology, we studied the American Housing Survey
(AHS) data for the years 1974, 1977, 1981, and 1985.
Data for certain characteristics is missing for 1974, so
mﬂmbronlyafewchnnmmwpubk
using 1974 AHS data. Therefore, analysis continued
using only 1977-1985 data for all desired characteristics.

The study shows that most of the loss in effectivencss
occurred in the first 4 years after redesign and leveled
off and ofien improved after 8 and 11 years (sce table
4). For instance, number of persons in or near poverty
showed changes in variance over time of +5%, +5%, -
1% for 4 years, 8 years, and 11 years respectively. If
one assumes a similar economic situation, population
movement, growth, etc. will exist in 1995-2005 as
1974-198S5, the study provides a fair indication of how
much of a loss will occur before phase out of the new
SIPP design in the year 2005S. Table 4 summarizes
estimated deterioration for a selected set of key
characteristics over time.

Table 4 shows that the loss of effectiveness over time
is small relative to the initial gains made in the
oversampling. However, any major changes in the
national or regional economy could significantly affect
the results and the cffectiveness of the oversampling.
Ovenll, the variances for the studied characteristics
showed increases of no more than 8% during 11 years.
If 1990-2005 exhibits the same increase as 1977-1985
then the effects of time on the stratification are not large
enough to warrant concern over future effectiveness of
the oversampling.

Assuming similar economic conditions is a pretty
strong assumption that is unlikely to be true. However,
looking at the worst case of available data, the period
1977-1985, we still have significant gains with the
stratification scheme. We can only extrapolate that
Josses due to stratification over time for SIPP 1995-2005
panels will not be extremely worse. Hence,
oversampling should be a viable resource for improving
SIPP statistics for the Jow income population in the unit
frame even with losses over time.

V. Adjustments for New Construction and Area

Frames

Other effects on expected gains that will occur at the
time of implementation result from two sources. The
first is that oversampling will not be done in new
construction, which is approximately 10% of the
population. The other source is that stratification of the
area is at the block level. We believe that stability at
the block level is somewhat higher than at the housing
unit level. However, stratification at the block level will
be less effective than housing unit level stratification.

The arca frame is about 20% of the population. We
estimated the effect of these two frames, new
oonstruction and area, on expected variance reductions
for the poverty groups in table 5 by assuming that the
20% population in the area frame will receive half of




the reduction of the unit frame. The 10% of population
in the new construction frame will receive no gain from
the oversampling. The second column in table 5 shows
estimated changes in variances, due to inefficiencics in
the area and new construction frames in the subgroups
aumber of Blacks in or near poverty, number of
Hispanics in or near poverty, and number of persons in
or near poverty of +6%, +2%, and +4% respectively.
Since the oversampling methodology focuses on
improvement for the subgroups, our greatest concem is
with changes for those groups.

VI . . .

The estimated reductions in variance for three
groups/subgroups during the 1995-2005 implementation
are given in table 5. These estimated reductions include
the increase in variance discussed in section V as well
as stratification-over-time increases (the 1977-1985
period was chosen since it provided a worst case
scenario). Variance reductions for number of Blacks in
or near poverty, number of Hispanics in or near
poverty, and number of persons in or near poverty arc
31%, 20%, and 15% respectively. The variance
reductions for the two subgroups are large enough to
benefit in their analysis.

VII.  Assumptions

The main assumptions used in the research are:

1. Stratification over time for 1995-2005 will be
comparable to results from the research period of 1974-
1985. This implies that results from the 11-year period
from 1974-1985 are indicative of changes that can be
expected for the 5 to 15 year period of sample
implementation.

2. The size of the average household is two adults with
two children. This assumption was used only in the
stratification-over-time analysis to define poverty
cutoffs.

3. Housing unit and block level stability are assumed to
be comparable.

4. There will be gains for practically all PSUs as
shown in research.

5. Housing unit and block level stratification will be
different with block level stratification being inferior.

6. Housing unit size will vary by stratum. Stratum 1
houscholds (high poverty) are assumed to have a larger
size of 3.09 persons per houschold, while stratum 2
houscholds (low poverty) are assumed to have a
household size of 2.57 persons per houschold. This
assumption was only used to calculate SIPP sample
sizes.!

7. The research included data from 27 metropolitan
statistical arcas (MSAs). These MSAs were chosen
based on several criteria. Each of the MSAs needed
block level information so research could be done at the
block level if desired. As a group, the MSAs provide &
mix of rural and urban arcas as well as a mix of
characteristics that we want to oversample.

VII. Discussion

When discussions began on whether the SIPP should
oversample, SIPP data users felt that the SIPP should
settle for no less than a 50% increase in sample sizes

for total persons with low-income as well as important
subgroups of persons with low-income. The gains in

sample size for persons and subgroups with low-income
of persons aged 55+ to only 5%, since this group was
considered second in importance oanly to persons with
low-income. The only low-income subgroup that
showed the desired increase in sample size in the
rescarch was the number of Blacks in or near poverty,
which showed an increase of 47%. Even if
oversampling in the 1990 redesign docsa't give the SIPP
very large sample size gains for gl] poverty subgroups,
the gains are still significant and it does provide
valusble experience in oversampling that could improve
methods of oversampling in the future.

During research, we made the assumption that while
the ares frame would have only half the variance
reductions of the unit frame, it would have all of the
variance increases due to stratification-over-time.
Implementation will help determine the contributions of

" the area frame much more accurately. Implementation

should also help verify other assumptions.

In the rescarch, stratification of PSUs singly rather
than in groups was primarily due to PSU interviewer
workload constraints. Theoretically, it is better to
stratify many PSUs at once to reduce variability of
weights. The optimum ratio of the sampling rate in
stratum 1 to the sampling rate in stratum 2 had little
variation from PSU to PSU. As a result, there would
probably be little gain in stratifying several PSUs at
once, so the implementation plans are to stratify within
PSUs rather than form groups of PSUs and stratify
within the groups. Due to the workload constraints at
the PSU level, this plan is more advantageous ovenll
for the SIPP at this time.

Oversampling has beea, and will probably continue to
be, an important methodology in the SIPP for improving
reliability of many statistics. With uncertainty about the
realization of the gains stated in this paper, the Bureau
has defined a fall-back plan. If the oversampling
methodology used for the 1995-2005 panels gives
smaller gains than expected or if a self-weighting design
is just more desirable, all of the 1995-2005 redesign
panels have a built in option so a switch back to a self-
weighting design can be accomplished at any time.
Currently though, oversampling the low income
population in the SIPP 1995-2005 sample panels is in
the implementation stage at the Census Bureau.

* This paper reports general results of research

undertaken by Census Burea staff. The views expressed

are attributable to the authors and do not necessarily
reflect those of the Census Bureau.

IX. Footnotes

{1] Waksberg, Joseph, "The Effect of
Stratification With Differential Sampling Rates
on Attributes of Subsets of the Population®,
Proceedings of the Social Statistics Section,
American Statistical Association, pp. 429-434
(1973).

[2] The variance for persons 55+ was constrained
since this group was considered second in
importance only to persons < 150% of the
poverty threshold. Also, Health Interview
Survey (HIS) oversampling research in 1980
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found that variances for persons 65+ in
poverty increased significantly with a decrease
in variance for poverty. For the HIS results
sec internal Ceasus Burea memo from R. P.
Chakrabarty to G. M. Shapiro entitled "HIS
Redesign: Differential Sampling to Achieve 8
Reduction in Demographic Subgroup
Variances.” May 3, 1982.

TABLE |

Percent Change in Varuace for Sclected SIPP
Characteristics Based oa Dats from 27 Ressarch PSUs

Sesign Effect Secrease (*/-)
tence

Characteristic COEFF) fn var
Slocks Selou 150X of the o -35%
Poverty Level
Rispanics Selew 150X of the b s -
Poverty Level
Femsle-hesded Neusshelders [ -4

Seleu 150X of the Peverty
Lovet

uber of Slocks (Ve) ns -

- Sumber of Persens Residing W L3
in Urben Arees

Maber of Ouner-eccupied ”s -
Units

Sumber of fenter-eccupied ”x %
Units

Babsr of Owner- {ed 04X L
Units with mu'f.&.m

aber of Renter-ecapied ™ -
Units with fent < $150

Wumber of Persans Age 3%+ sz L3
aber of Persans Age 63X 104X -“x
mber of Femsle-headed 90X -0
Souseholds

Sunber of Femaie-hesded N -AT%
Noussholds, No Spouse

Present with ene or Nere

Oun Children Under Age 18

aber of 8leck-headed [ -
Seseholds

aber of Nispenics (16+) 0% -1z
mber of Unempleyed " 33
haber of Bleck and Spanish m 1%
Unsspl oyed

Mmber in the Civilian MWz -
Laber Feree (CLF)

Smber of Slacks in the CLF ™ 222
Suaber of Persers Solew N 2
150X of the Peverty Level

Muber of Persens Boiou the ] 213
Poverty Level, not

Receiving Public Assiotance

Boussheids with Beussheld <, 82X -
Incame: «@5,000

5,000 « 99,999 m -5
$10,000 - $4,999 wix s
815,000 - S, 999 "z L)
535,000 - §34,999 e =
433,000 - 849,990 e >3
$50,000 - $74,999 "un 12
» 873,000 mnn oi3x
Sleck nousshelds With o R
Boussheld incesm: <« 95,000

5,000 - 39,99 b, ] <305
$10,000 - 814,999 ™~ s
$15,000 - 824,990 ”ns -19%
823,000 - 34,999 . U3
$33,000 - 949,000 - -
$30,000 - 874,999 ox -
»$73,000 ”x L]
Wsber of Sousshelds Belew ™ -z

the Peverty Level

3] The poverty threshold is the amount of
household income below which a houschold is
considered in poverty. This threshold is a
function of the total number of persons in the
household and the number of children.

{4] This assumption results in only minor .
changes in the results as compared to
assuming equal houschold sizes in the two
strats.

TaBLE 2

Casfticionts of Veristion at the
ationsl Lovel for Selected SIPP Cheracterfstics’

Getionte of
N Pepulation
Charestoriotic Pragertion smple OV & oz
Stecks in or meer Poverty o. % .5 .n
Glepanics in or amer Peverty .8 . 4.9
Sanslo-hoatd Bmacholders in or 4.5 .m 3.8
amer Peverty
Swder of femslo-hontded Nouscholts »As . ..
Gaher of Fens!e-heuded Bnncholds, .= 3.6 .=
o Present with ene or Nare
G Children Wwine Age 18
maber of Slact-honded Snachelds o.a .= 143
Guber of Persers Below 150K of the ». T [ X ] .5
Seuseheids with Bmschold Inseme: [ B 3 3. 2.5%
33,000 - 349,99
Bouscheids with Bmmehelds Incoms: an o“n am
030,000 - ST, 990
Snncholds with Buuschold incens: 1.3 on 7.0
» §73,000
Suer of Souchelts Seiow the E X ] (X .
Peverty Lovel

1 BSessd on 20,000 Beumehelds and 53,300 persens n Che sewple.

cvee, /X
tadie 3
Changes in SIPP Sample Sizes by WGA R
0 the Unis froms Sus e Sverampling
tomle-tontud
Slacks fa slepanics ia Snmuheiders Peresun in
o reer o fuar n or or aear

- Poverty (L' Puverty (X)  Pewrty (D Age Bo (X)  Puverty (D
(-] 126. 2% 3.3 . .5 120.080
[Ld "r.ar m.a 190.973 o, 123.113
"o 136.0% 129.406 915 we. 51 m.m
"r us. 7 . 156 131,986 e 97 128.136
[ d m.amn 198,454 07 .75 115,400
ol 01.%04 »r.3m 153.507 ”.» 115448
a0 ur.em . 491 128.437 .29 126,062
e d 1358.007 . 88 134. 703 101.450 127.70
s .48 u3.4n m.m w138 nr.en
o 153.007 %9.850 198.972 .34 .
b &l %7004 113.69 127. 49 ..402 1912
5o 18.92 129.959 wm.m ".n3 18,
4000 8. N3 m.e0s - L N 5.5’ 128.642
L 138.003 B o] .01 wran m.n
400 9.9 13,701 12053 .12 w.on
nrw ui.en 123.4%6 126. 158 08,054 18.300
5400 152.349 127.013 119.038 we.00 113.450
st 133.9% 125.857 m3.n 345 120,464
s 31687 . 2404 9.%.95 15767
[ e, ue 353 %77 ”.% .
el “o. 18 %1009 or.us . 600 123678
Lol 4,490 L od 1=m.57% 1,853 12960
e eI 118206 0. 20 408.005 10.060
[ 152.9%0 307 . 97,497 128.753
b d .77 136 136.506 L8 128.253
[ 156.90¢ 731 .08 ”,112 1%.113
L PN} i

[ X ] "o NS 8.7 .o ”0.9» 2.3t

Senple Siae

Satere

Sversanpl ing” 1,000 1. - “, (%]

Sample Siae

After

Overesspl irg 240 . - L (AL

- ot ovailable
N Sstimnte = (sample sised with oversenpling/sampie sise withawt eversempl ing)

. itforant M08 muhers refer ts @ifferent metrepelitan statisticol oress enmnined
n eversenpl ing rescareh. I resesrsh these Niss are considered ts be PRB.

. Soverty ia this table refers to porverm « 1308 of the poverty Shresheld.
d Sesed an 39,000 Snmchelds end 53,200 peroers In the somple.




Table &
Effect of Time Changes on
Etticiency Due te Oversaspling

Avg. BEFF & Avy. BEFF 8 Avy. BEFF 11 Yeors
Later*

Characteristic nitisl BEFF Yeors Later” Yesrs Later”
Blacks in er nesr Poverty 62X 60X €3z X
Hispenics in or near ™ ”x = ™
Poverty
Mumber of Persons in er 76X L1 1 313 ™
near Poverty
umber of Persons Residing 1062 BA " . 114X
in Urban Aress
Susber of Renter-occupied I ™z 84X ”x
Units with Rent < $150
Wumber of Ouner-occupied 104x 1012 106X 02
Units with Value < $30,000
Nouseholds with Nousehold 110% [T 1092 1092

Income: $35,000 - 349,999

NA Mot available .

1 Average of two MSAs using A-rle.m Nousing Survey (ANS) Data

2 Theie changes in design effects are besed on the & yesr period 1977 - 1981.
3 These changes in design effects are based on the 8 yesr perfod 1977 - 1985.
&  These changes in desfgn effects are besed on the 11 yesr perfod 1974 - 198S.

Variance with Oversaspling
DEFF = X 100
Variance without Oversaspling

Table S
Effects on Design Effects (DEFFs) When Oversampling Poverty

Incresse/Decresse (+/-) Incresse/Decrease (+/-) SEFF uith Combined

DEFF before in DEFF AD justing for in DEFF Stratification Adjustesnts
Adjustment’ NC/Ares Frame Over Time ’

Wusber of Blacks in or = L3 1413 ox

near poverty .

Muber of Nispenics fn ™ -3 oz ax

or near poverty

Busber of Persons in or 76X -« 5% >3

near poverty

1 Using 1980 Census Dats

2 These changes in desipn effects are besed en the 8 yesr peried 1977 - 198S. This period uas chosen to be & werst csse.

Varfance with Oversaspling
Variance without Oversaspling

DEFF =






