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This report is released to inform interested parties of ongoing research and to encourage 


discussion of work in progress.  The views expressed on the statistical and 


methodological issues in this report are those of the authors and not necessarily those of 


the U.S. Census Bureau. 
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ESTIMATES ABOUT LANGUAGE USE AND ENGLISH-SPEAKING ABILITY 


FROM THE ACS, THE C2SS, AND CENSUS 2000 


 


 


INTRODUCTION  


This report compares national distributions based on data from the American Community 


Survey (ACS) with those based on data from various Census Bureau surveys for three 


items: speaking a language other than English at home, the languages spoken, and 


English-speaking ability.  This report first compares estimates of the number of people 


who reported speaking a language other than English at home.  It then notes variations 


that are both statistically and substantially different, and for those found, it offers possible 


explanations.   


 


The second analysis compares specific languages spoken.  The 2005 ACS data are 


compared with Census 2000 sample data and the Census 2000 Supplementary Survey 


(C2SS) data because the Census 2000 data constitute the most comparable data.   


 


The third analysis compares the English-speaking ability of respondents.  The four 


categories of English-speaking ability are “very well,” “well,” “not well,” and “not at 


all.” 


 


METHODOLOGY 


The tables included in this report compare the most commonly tabulated data on 


language spoken at home and English-speaking ability from the ACS, the C2SS, and 
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Census 2000.  Comparisons consist primarily of percent and percentage-point differences 


between the ACS and all other comparison distributions.  Tables display the survey 


estimates, the margins of error from which 90-percent confidence intervals of the 


estimates can be derived, and the difference between the estimates.  In the case of 


frequency distributions, the difference is calculated as the percent difference between the 


two estimates.  In the case of relative frequency distributions, the difference is calculated 


as the percentage-point difference between the two estimates.  An asterisk (*) denotes 


statistically significant differences. 


 


At the national level, survey variances were small, resulting in many statistically 


significant differences between the distributions.  This report focuses on statistically 


significant differences of 0.5 or more.  This yardstick can vary based on the relative size 


of the category.  For example, for population groups constituting a relatively large 


percentage of the population (such as the percentage of Spanish speakers), a 0.5 


percentage-point difference in the estimates might be relatively small, while for 


population groups constituting a smaller percentage of the population (such as the 


percentage of Japanese speakers), a 0.5 percentage-point difference could be relatively 


large.  Users may choose statistically significant differences that are smaller or larger 


than 0.5 for their own analytical purposes. 


 


The remainder of this section examines differences in methodology between these 


different data sets. 







  4 


Sample Frame 


The ACS began full implementation in 2005 and long-form data are now collected from a 


national sample of 3 million households a year.  The 2005 ACS surveyed a national 


sample of housing units, both occupied and vacant.  An initial sample of 2,922,656 


households resulted in 1,924,527 completed interviews.  Data were collected in all 


counties (3,141 counties) in the United States.  The sample is designed to provide 


estimates of housing and socio-economic characteristics for the nation, all states, most 


areas with a population of 250,000 or more, and selected areas of 65,000 or more.   


 


The long-form questionnaire used in Census 2000 was sent to a sample of approximately 


1-in-6 households.  This sample was designed to produce national, state, and substate 


estimates of many social and economic characteristics from questions that were not 


included on the Census 2000 short-form that was sent to the entire population.
1
 


 


The C2SS was conducted as part of Census 2000 to demonstrate the operational 


feasibility of ACS methods.  The C2SS distributions in this report come from information 


collected in the year 2000 from the original 36 ACS test counties plus another sample of 


1,203 counties selected and surveyed using current ACS operational and data collection 


methods.
2
 


 


                                                   
1
 For a detailed explanation of the Census 2000 sampling frame and data collection procedures, see U.S. 


Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 3: Technical Documentation.  U.S. Census Bureau: 


Washington, DC 2002, Chapter 8. 
2
 For a detailed explanation of the C2SS survey and comparisons with Census 2000 sample items, see U.S. 


Census Bureau, Meeting 21
st
 Century Demographic Data Needs—Implementing the American Community 


Survey. Report 9: Comparing Social Characteristics with Census 2000.  Washington, DC, 2004. 
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Sample Size and Mode of Data Collection 


The 2005 ACS interviewed a total of 1,924,527 households.  Data were collected 


continuously throughout the year using a combination of mail-out/mail-back 


questionnaires, Computer-Assisted Telephone Interviewing (CATI), and Computer-


Assisted Personal Interviewing (CAPI).  Each month a unique national sample of 


addresses received an ACS questionnaire.  Addresses that did not respond were 


telephoned during the second month of collection if a phone number for the address was 


available, and personal visits were conducted during the third month and the last month 


of data collection for a subsample of the remaining nonresponding units.  The 2005 ACS 


achieved an overall survey response rate of 97.3 percent, calculated as the initially 


weighted estimate of interviews divided by the initially weighted estimate of cases 


eligible to be interviewed. 


 


In the Census 2000 Supplementary Survey (C2SS), the following ACS methods were 


used: mailed questionnaire, telephone, and personal-visit data collection over a rolling 


three-month time period, collecting data from twelve independent monthly samples of 


addresses during the year.  The combination of the 36 ACS test counties with the 1,203 


counties selected and surveyed using ACS methods accounted for a sample of almost 


900,000 households used to produce the C2SS estimates in this report.  The unit survey-
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response rate for the C2SS was 95.1 percent.
 3


  In Census 2000, the sample households 


had a unit survey-response rate of 91.2 percent.
4
 


 


Residence Rules 


The ACS, the C2SS, and Census 2000 used different residence rules to determine which 


individuals in a household would be eligible for interview.  This difference may 


contribute to variation in the universes from which the social characteristics are 


measured. 


 


The ACS and C2SS used similar rules.  These surveys collected interviews from 


everyone in the housing unit on the day of interview who was living or staying there for 


more than two months, regardless of whether or not they maintained a usual residence 


elsewhere or if they did not have a usual residence elsewhere.  If a person who usually 


lived in the housing unit was away for more than two months at the time of the survey 


contact, he or she was not considered to be a current resident of that unit.  This rule 


recognizes that people can have more than one place where they live or stay over the 


course of a year, and these people affect the estimate of the characteristics of the 


population for some areas.  Because the 2005 ACS and the C2SS excluded group quarters 


from the sample frame and interviewed individuals at their current residence, college 


students living in dormitories were not included in the ACS universe. 


                                                   
3
 For more information on response rates for the ACS and for C2SS see: U.S. Census Bureau, Using the 


Data: Quality Measure,  


http://www.census.gov/acs/www/acs-php/quality_measures_response_2006.php 
4
 Deborah Griffin, Susan Love, and Sally Obenski, “Can the American Community Survey Replace the 


Census Long Form?”  Paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the American Association for Public 


Opinion Research, Nashville, TN, May 14-18, 2003. 
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For Census 2000, each person was enumerated as an inhabitant of his or her “usual 


residence.”  Usual residence is the place where the person lives and sleeps most of the 


time.  If a person had no usual residence, the person was to be counted where he or she 


was staying on Census Day (April 1, 2000).  College students were counted as residents 


of the area in which they were living while attending college.  Children in boarding 


schools below the college level were counted at their parental home. 


 


Question Wording and Reference Periods 


The same set of questions on language use and English-speaking ability were asked in the 


ACS, the C2SS, and Census 2000.   


 


Language spoken at home and English-speaking ability.  The 2005 ACS, the C2SS, and 


Census 2000 asked the following language questions all persons 5 years and over: 


 


  


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


Figure 1. 


Reproduction of the Question on Language Use From the ACS, the C2SS, and 
Census 2000 


 
    a.  Does this person speak a language other than English at home? 
    
 ❒ Yes 


 ❒ No  
 
    b.  What is this language? 
 ❒❒❒❒❒❒❒❒❒❒❒❒❒❒❒❒ 
 (For example: Korean, Italian, Spanish, Vietnamese) 
 
    c.  How well does this person speak English? 


 ❒ Very well 
 ❒ Well 
 ❒ Not well 
 ❒ Not at all 
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The second question, “What is this language?” was a write-in question.  Although 


linguists recognize several thousand languages in the world, the coding operation used by 


the Census Bureau put the reported languages in about 380 language categories of single 


languages or language families.
5
  The 380 language categories were then recoded to 


represent two different ways of presenting the detailed languages.  The first was to 


combine all the languages into four major language groups.  The second combination was 


the list of 20 languages, which gave more detail.   


 


Item Nonresponse 


Item nonresponse occurs when an individual does not provide complete and usable 


information for a data item.  Item allocation rates are often used as a measure of the level 


of item nonresponse.  These rates are computed as the ratio of the number of eligible 


people for which a value was allocated during the editing process for a specific item to 


the number of people eligible to have responded to that item.   


 


Item Allocation Rate 2005 ACS 2000 C2SS Census 2000  


Spoke another language at home  1.7 percent 4.3 percent 6.2 percent 


Other language spoken 4.0 percent 8.9 percent 12.0 percent 


English-speaking ability 2.5 percent 6.0 percent 8.2 percent 


 


                                                   
5
 More detailed information on languages and language coding can be found in “Census 2000 Summary 


File 3 Technical Documentation/prepared by the U.S. Census Bureau, 2002” 


(www.census.gov/prod/cen2000/doc/sf3.pdf). 
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Spoke a language other than English at home.  For the 2005 ACS, the allocation rate 


for those who spoke a language other than English at home was 1.7 percent.  For the 


C2SS, the allocation rate was 4.3 percent and for Census 2000, the allocation rate was 6.2 


percent.  The ACS methods of item allocation, which both the ACS and the C2SS use, 


reduce item nonresponse by conducting follow-up interviews via telephone and personal 


visits.  Census 2000 allowed proxy responses but the added follow-up used by the ACS 


method may contribute toward the relatively smaller allocation rates for the 2005 ACS 


and the C2SS.  These procedures may be allocating more other language speakers in 


Census 2000 compared to the 2005 ACS and the C2SS. 


 


Language spoken.  The 2005 ACS had an allocation rate of 4.0 for the individual 


language spoken in the home.  The C2SS allocated 8.9 percent of cases and Census 2000 


allocated 12.0 percent.  The ACS methods of item allocation may be contributing to the 


relatively lower allocation rates for the 2005 ACS and the C2SS compared to Census 


2000.
6
  Since Census 2000 allowed proxy answers, the languages spoken answer may 


have a higher allocation rate if the proxy answer in the language spoken field was 


inconsistent with other edit checks. 


 


English-speaking ability.  Of those who spoke a language other than English at home, 


the ACS reported an allocation rate of 2.5 percent for the English-speaking ability 


question.  The C2SS reported an allocation rate of 6.0 percent and Census 2000 reported 


an allocation rate of 8.2 percent.  The different modes of collection among the ACS, the 


                                                   
6
 For more information on modes of collection among the 2005 ACS, the C2SS, and Census 2000 see the 


section on Sample Size and Modes of Collection. 
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C2SS, and Census 2000 could be contributing to the relatively lower allocation rates for 


the 2005 ACS and the C2SS compared to Census 2000.  The overall allocation rates were 


lower for the ACS compared to the C2SS and to Census 2000 that could also contribute 


to the lower ACS allocation rates.   


 


Data Editing and Imputation Procedures 


The ACS, the C2SS, and Census 2000 edit and imputation rules are designed to ensure 


that the final edited data are as consistent and complete as possible.  These rules are used 


to identify and account for missing, incomplete, and contradictory responses.  In each 


case where a problem is detected, pre-established edit rules govern its resolution. 


 


The three surveys employ two principal imputation methods: relational imputation and 


hot-deck allocation.  Relational imputation assigns values for blank or inconsistent 


responses on the basis of other characteristics on the person’s record or within the 


household.  Hot-deck allocation supplies responses for missing or inconsistent data from 


similar responding housing units or people in the sample. 


 


The editing procedures for all surveys employ logical checking routines to produce 


consistency among household members and other responses.  For example, a person 


under age 5 should not have any language-related characteristic.  When answers cannot 


be logically assigned or when inconsistencies or missing data are encountered, allocation 


routines using hot decks generally stratify the donors and recipients of the hot deck by 


their age, sex, race, and other characteristics of the household.   
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Controls and Weighting  


There are notable differences among the surveys in the selection of controls and the 


calculation of weights that may lead to differences in estimates.  The ACS, the C2SS, and 


Census 2000 samples are weighted to account for both the probability of selection and 


housing unit nonresponse.  The ACS, the C2SS, and Census 2000 samples are weighted 


to account for both the probability of selection and housing unit nonresponse. 


 


Data from the C2SS included a series of weighting adjustments.  The first factor (initial 


weight) is the multiplicative inverse of the unbiased probability of selecting the address.  


Another factor adjusts for the subsampling of nonresponding units before CAPI 


interview.  Another adjusts for housing unit nonresponse.  In addition, the survey was 


controlled at the county level to census counts of the population of individuals and 


housing units, resulting in both person weights and housing-unit weights.  This 


“weighting to population control totals” adjusts for potential survey undercoverage and 


compensates for errors not corrected by the other weighting techniques.
7
   


 


The 2005 ACS data included a number of similar weighting adjustments with several 


differences.  Differences between the C2SS and the 2005 ACS include the size of the 


surveys, and the date of survey controls.  The C2SS had sample in selected counties of 


the US, while the 2005 ACS had sample in every county of the U.S.  The C2SS initial 


weight included the probabilities of selecting counties, as well as the probabilities of 


                                                   
7
 For more information on the C2SS sample design and weighting see: U.S. Census Bureau, Accuracy of 


the Data (2000) http://www.census.gov/acs/www/Downloads/ACS/Accuracy00_C2SS.pdf 







  12 


selecting addresses within county.  The 2005 ACS initial weight included only the 


within-county probabilities.  The controls for the C2SS were the total housing units and 


total persons as of April 2000, while the controls for the 2005 ACS were independent 


estimates of total housing units and total persons as of July 2005.
8
  


 


Estimates from the Census 2000 sample were obtained from an iterative ratio-estimation 


procedure that assigned a weight to each sample person.  The estimation procedure used 


to assign the weights was performed in geographically defined weighting areas that were 


usually formed of contiguous geographic units within counties.  Within a weighting area, 


the long-form sample was ratio-adjusted to equal the 100-percent total for certain 


categories such as family households or nonfamily households, age, sex, race, and 


Hispanic origin.  This procedure resulted in weights for each person that could vary from 


person to person within the same housing unit. 


 


RESULTS 


The differences described in this report comprise two separate analyses.  The C2SS and 


Census 2000 capture the differences between two different data capture vehicles 


conducted during the same time period.  The 2005 ACS and the C2SS differences are real 


changes since these two sources collected data in two different time periods. 


 


The results the following sections describe the differences between the 2005 ACS and the 


C2SS first and then the differences between the C2SS and Census 2000. 


                                                   
8
 For more information of the 2005 ACS sample design and weighting see:  U.S. Census Bureau, Accuracy 


of the Data (2005), http://www.census.gov/acs/www/Downloads/ACS/accuracy2005.pdf    More details on 


the ACS design can be found at: http://www.census.gov/acs/www/Downloads/tp67.pdf. 
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Language spoken and English-speaking ability. 


The 2005 American Community Survey (ACS) estimated that of the U.S. population 5 


years and over, 52 million people spoke a language other than English at home (19 


percent) and the Census 2000 Supplemental Survey (C2SS) estimated 45 million 


speakers (17 percent) (see Table 1).  Of those who spoke a language other than English at 


home, the ACS estimated 23 million (45 percent) people speaking English less than “very 


well” while the C2SS estimated 19 million (43 percent). 


 


Between the 2005 ACS and the C2SS, the percentage difference of those who spoke a 


language other than English at home was 16.7 percent.  For those who spoke English less 


than “very well”, there was a 20.1 percent difference.  Overall, the percentage differences 


between the 2005 ACS and the C2SS are most likely due to the increase of non-English 


language speakers between 2000 and 2005.   


 


While all four language groups had an increase in the number of speakers between the 


2005 ACS and the 2000 C2SS, the smallest increase in the number of speakers was for 


those who spoke Other Indo-European languages (5.6 percent change).  The number of 


Spanish speakers increased by 20.8 percent, Asian and Pacific Island languages increased 


by 14.8 percent, and all other languages increased by 20.1 percent.
9
  Additionally, the 


number of people aged 5 years or over who spoke a language other than English at home 


and spoke English less than “very well” increased between the two surveys.   


                                                   
9
 The increase in the number of Spanish speakers (20.8 percent) was not statistically different from the 


increase in the number of all other language speakers (20.1 percent). 
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The Census 2000 Supplemental Survey (C2SS) estimated 45 million speakers (17 


percent) and Census 2000 estimated 46 million speakers of a non-English language (18 


percent).  The C2SS estimated 19 million (43 percent) people and Census 2000 estimated 


21 million (46 percent) people speaking English less than “very well.” 


 


A higher percentage of those who speak English less than “very well” were captured in 


Census 2000 compared to the C2SS.  The difference in the number of people who spoke 


a language other than English at home between the C2SS and Census 2000 was –2.8 


percent, where Census 2000 had a higher estimate.  Of those who spoke English less than 


“very well” however, there was a –8.0 percent difference.     


 


With the exception of those who reported speaking Asian and Pacific Island languages, 


all percentage differences between the C2SS and Census 2000 were statistically different.  


Within each of the four major language groups, the percentage difference of those who 


spoke English less than “very well” was greater than the percentage difference of those 


who spoke a language other than English at home. 


 


The differences between the C2SS and Census 2000 may be due to different data 


collection methods, different sample frames, or from different residence rules.  A non-


methodological reason behind some of these differences could be a result of the Census 


2000 advertising campaign.  Census 2000 had a massive advertising campaign to bolster 


the response rates.  As part of the campaign, posters and advertisements in different 
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languages were produced.  These language-based advertisements may have contributed to 


the Census 2000 capturing more non-English language-speaking respondents. 


 


In addition, the Census 2000 questionnaire was printed in five different languages aside 


from English.  These languages were Spanish, Chinese, Tagalog, Vietnamese, and 


Korean.  Census 2000 also had language guides in 49 languages.
10


  The ACS prints 


questionnaires in English and Spanish. 


 


Detailed languages spoken. 


The non-English languages most commonly spoken in the U.S. are listed in Table 2.  The 


detailed languages are listed by the number of speakers from the 2005 American 


Community Survey (ACS).  Of the 20 languages listed in Table 2, 15 languages had a 


statistical difference between the 2005 ACS and the C2SS.  Among the twenty languages, 


Hindi speakers had the highest percentage difference with 45.8 percent.   The other 


languages ranged between having a negative difference of –8.5 percent to 27.0 percent.  


Some of these differences are probably due to real changes while some may be due to 


sampling variability due to small sample sizes. 


 


The percentage portion of Table 2 shows the percentage distribution of the twenty 


languages.  Since the vast majority of other language speakers speak Spanish (62.0 


percent in the 2005 ACS and 59.8 percent in the C2SS), the remaining languages share 


the remainder.  Of these, only German and French speakers had statistical differences 


                                                   
10


 The list of languages that had language guides in Census 2000 is available at 


http://www.census.gov/dmd/www/genfaq.htm. 
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greater than 0.5 between the 2005 ACS and the C2SS (both -0.6 percentage-point 


difference).  This difference is most likely due to a real change in the proportions of 


German and French speakers among those who spoke a language other than English at 


home. 


 


The differences between the C2SS and Census 2000 include more variability in what 


languages have significant differences.  Spanish (-3.0 percent), French (-8.2 percent), 


German (-7.7 percent), Italian (-10.2 percent), and Greek (-15.4 percent) speakers all had 


negative differences between the C2SS and Census 2000, which means that Census 2000 


captured more of these language speakers than in the C2SS.
11


 


 


These differences could be a result of different data collection methods or because of the 


concerted effort to advertise Census 2000.  These differences could also arise from higher 


allocation rates in Census 2000 where more people who spoke a language other than 


English at home were allocated (see section on Item Nonresponse). 


 


Language spoken at home for regions and states. 


The population 5 years and over who spoke a language other than English at home varied 


by region and state  (see Table 3a).  Between the 2005 ACS and C2SS, the South had the 


greatest gain in the number of people who spoke a language other than English at home 


(22.6 percent).  The Northeast (9.3 percent), the Midwest (13.6 percent), and the West 


                                                   
11


 The percentage change for German speakers (-7.7 percent) was not significantly different from the 


percentage change of Spanish speakers (-3.0 percent).  The percentage change for French (-8.2 percent), 


German (-7.7 percent), Italian (-10.2 percent), and Greek (-15.4 percent) were not statically different from 


one another. 
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(17.2 percent) also had significant gains in their populations speaking a language other 


than English.
12


  In addition, between the two surveys, three out of four states had an 


increase in the number of people who spoke a language other than English at home. 


 


Among the regions, Census 2000 captured more people who spoke a language other than 


English at home compared to the C2SS.  The percentage difference between the 


Northeast (-3.5 percent), the Midwest (-1.7 percent), and the South (-3.6 percent) were 


not significantly different from each other.  The West had a percentage difference of –2.1 


percent. 


 


Census 2000 also captured more people who spoke a language other than English at 


home in 48 out of 50 states and the District of Columbia, although only 22 states had 


significant differences.
13


  There’s no discernible pattern to show why some states had 


significant differences while others did not.  There were larger states such as California, 


New York, and Pennsylvania but also smaller states such as Arkansas, Kansas, and South 


Dakota (see Table 3a). 


 


Examining the percentages of people who spoke a language other than English at home, 


Table 3b shows that there was a significant percentage-point increase between the 2005 


ACS and the C2SS.  In all regions and most states, there was an increase in the 


                                                   
12


 Between the 2005 ACS and the C2SS, the percentage change of the population who spoke a language 


other than English at home in the Midwest (13.6 percent) was not significantly different than the population 


living in the West (17.2 percent). 
13


 The two states in which Census 2000 had a positive percentage change in the number of people 5 years 


and over who spoke a language other than English at home, when compared to the C2SS were Idaho (2.2 


percent) and Indiana (23.3 percent).  The percentage changes were not significantly different in these two 


states. 
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percentage of the population 5 years and over who spoke a language other than English at 


home. 


 


The South (2.1 percentage points) and the West (2.4 percentage points) had the greatest 


gains in the percentage of people who spoke a language other than English at home.  The 


Northeast (1.4 percentage points) and the Midwest (1.0 percentage point) also had gains 


to the percentages of people who spoke a non-English language.
14


  Among the states and 


the District of Columbia, the percentage-point change ranged from –2.2 percentage points 


to a change of 4.7 percentage points. 


 


The differences displayed in Table 3b shows that the percentage changes between the 


C2SS and Census 2000 mirror the percentage changes from Table 3a.  While the 


Northeast, the South, and the West all had significant differences in the number of people 


who spoke a non-English language, the differences were relatively minor.  The 


percentage-point change in the Midwest was not statistically different. 


 


The 22 states that had significant differences in the number of people who spoke a 


language other than English at home in Table 3a were the same states that had significant 


changes in the percentage of their population 5 years and over who spoke a language 


other than English at home.
15


 


 


                                                   
14


 The difference in the percentages of people who spoke a language other than English at home was not 


statistically different between the North (1.4 percentage points) and the Midwest (1.0 percentage point).   
15


 South Carolina was the only state that had a significant percentage-point change in the percentage of 


people 5 years and over who spoke a language other than English but not a significant percentage change in 


the number of people who spoke a language other than English at home. 
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Linguistic isolation. 


A linguistically isolated household is one in which no person 14 or over speaks English at 


least “Very well.”  That is, no person 14 or over speaks only English at home, or speaks 


another language at home and speaks English “Very well.”   


 


A linguistically isolated person is any person living in a linguistically isolated household.  


All the members of a linguistically isolated household are tabulated as linguistically 


isolated, including members under 14 years who may speak only English. 


 


The total number of households increased between the 2005 ACS (111 million) and the 


C2SS (105 million).  While most households were not linguistically isolated, the number 


of households that were linguistically isolated increased for the four major language 


groups.  Linguistically isolated Spanish-speaking households increased from 2.5 million 


(25.0 percent) in the C2SS to 3.4 million (27.6 percent) in the 2005 ACS.  Linguistically 


isolated households for other Indo-European language-speaker also increased between 


the C2SS (777,000 households, 15.4 percent) and the 2005 ACS (846,000 households, 


16.3 percent).
16


 


 


While the number of linguistically isolated households increased between the C2SS and 


the 2005 ACS for Asian and Pacific Island languages and for Other languages, the 


percentage of households that were linguistically isolated did not increase within those 


two language groups. 


  


                                                   
16


 The household language is determined by the language spoken by the householder.   







  20 


As in the case of the other characteristics described in this report, Census 2000 captured 


more households with individuals who spoke a language other than English at home.  The 


numbers and the percentages of households between the C2SS and Census 2000 were 


statistically different for households that spoke Spanish, other Indo-European languages, 


Asian and Pacific Island languages, and Other languages. 


 


The differences between the C2SS and Census 2000 may be due to different data 


collection methods, different sample frames, from different residence rules, or from the 


concerted effort of Census 2000 to capture the historically hard-to-capture populations, 


such as non-English language speakers. 


 


SUMMARY   


Survey estimates indicate that the use of a non-English language at home increased and 


that the English-speaking ability decreased between the 2005 American Community 


Survey (ACS) and the Census 2000 Supplemental Survey (C2SS).  The increase reflected 


the real-world change where the number of people who spoke non-English languages 


increased between 2000 and 2005.  Comparisons of language use and English-speaking 


ability between the C2SS and Census 2000 revealed that Census 2000 consistently 


captured more people with non-English language uses at home.  These differences may 


result from different data collection methods, different sample frames, different residence 


rules, or from the concerted effort of Census 2000 to capture the historically hard-to-


capture populations, such as non-English language speakers. 
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Table 1

		

		Table 1.  Population 5 Years and Older Who Spoke a Language Other Than English at Home by Language Group and English-Speaking Ability.

				2005 ACS				2000 C2SS2				Census 20003				Difference of 2005 ACS and 2000 C2SS4				Difference of 2000 C2SS and Census 20005

		Characteristic		Estimate		Margin of error1		Estimate		Margin of error1		Estimate		Margin of error1

		NUMBER (in thousands)

		Population 5 years and older		268,111		12		254,572		38		254,620		24		5.3		*		--		*

		Spoke only English at home		216,176		138		210,059		296		208,824		35		2.9		*		0.6		*

		Spoke a language other than English at home		51,935		136		44,513		290		45,797		30		16.7		*		-2.8		*

		Spoke English less than "very well"		23,142		104		19,277		222		20,952		21		20.1		*		-8.0		*

		Spanish or Spanish Creole		32,184		78		26,633		172		27,447		24		20.8		*		-3.0		*

		Spoke English less than "very well"		15,397		76		12,365		174		13,519		17		24.5		*		-8.5		*

		Other Indo-European languages		9,929		85		9,405		224		9,720		15		5.6		*		-3.2		*

		Spoke English less than "very well"		3,302		50		3,069		100		3,323		9		7.6		*		-7.6		*

		Asian and Pacific Island languages		7,770		53		6,766		82		6,817		12		14.8		*		-0.7

		Spoke English less than "very well"		3,829		45		3,356		70		3,536		9		14.1		*		-5.1		*

		Other languages		2,052		38		1,708		73		1,814		6		20.1		*		-5.8		*

		Spoke English less than "very well"		614		21		486		33		574		4		26.3		*		-15.2		*

		PERCENT

		Population 5 years and older		100.0		(X)		100.0		(X)		100.0		(X)		(X)				(X)

		Spoke only English at home		80.6		0.0		82.5		0.1		82.0		0.0		-1.9		*		0.5		*

		Spoke a language other than English at home		19.4		0.0		17.5		0.1		18.0		0.0		1.9		*		-0.5		*

		Spoke English less than "very well"		44.6		0.1		43.3		0.2		45.7		0.0		1.3		*		-2.4		*

		Spanish or Spanish Creole		62.0		0.1		59.8		0.2		59.9		0.0		2.1		*		-0.1

		Spoke English less than "very well"		47.8		0.1		46.4		0.3		49.3		0.0		1.4		*		-2.8		*

		Other Indo-European languages		19.1		0.1		21.1		0.3		21.2		0.0		-2.0		*		-0.1

		Spoke English less than "very well"		33.3		0.2		32.6		0.4		34.2		0.1		0.6		*		-1.6		*

		Asian and Pacific Island languages		15.0		0.1		15.2		0.1		14.9		0.0		-0.2		*		0.3		*

		Spoke English less than "very well"		49.3		0.2		49.6		0.5		51.9		0.1		-0.3				-2.3		*

		Other languages		4.0		--		3.8		0.1		4.0		0.0		0.1		*		-0.1		*

		Spoke English less than "very well"		29.9		0.4		28.5		0.9		31.6		0.2		1.5		*		-3.2		*

		* Statistically significant difference at the 90-percent confidence level.  Significance level refers to difference in estimates when comparing number of people; significance levels refer to difference in percentages when comparing percent distributions of people.

		1. This number added to or subtracted from the estimate yields the 90-percent confidence interval around the estimate.

		2. Census 2000 Supplemental Survey (C2SS)

		3. Census 2000 numbers do not include the Group Quarters data for comparability with the 2005 ACS and C2SS.

		4.  For the numbers, the difference is the percent difference and is calculated as {(ACS-C2SS)/C2SS}*100.  For the percentages, the difference is the percentage-point difference and is calculated as ACS-C2SS.  All calculations and tests of significance are done on unrounded estimates and standard errors.

		5. For the numbers, the difference is the percent difference and is calculated as {(C2SS-Census)/Census}*100.  For the percentages, the difference is the percentage-point difference and is calculated as C2SS-Census.  All calculations and tests of significance are done on unrounded estimates and standard errors.

		"--" Rounds to 0.0.

		(X) Not applicable.

		Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2005 American Community Survey, Census 2000 Supplemental Survey, and Census 2000.

		For more information on ACS see http://www.census.gov/acs/www/

		Information on all three surveys can be accessed at: http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en





Table 2

		

		Table 2. Population Who Spoke a Language Other Than English at Home for the Population 5 Years and Older by Detailed Language.

				2005 ACS				2000 C2SS2				Census 20003				Difference of 2005 ACS and 2000 C2SS4				Difference of 2000 C2SS and Census 20005

		Characteristic		Estimate		Margin of error1		Estimate		Margin of error1		Estimate		Margin of error1

		NUMBER (in thousands)

		Population 5 years and older		268,111		12		254,572		38		254,620		24		5.3		*		--		*

		Spoke only English at home		216,176		138		210,059		296		208,824		35		2.9		*		0.6		*

		Spoke a language other than English at home6		51,935		136		44,513		290		45,797		30		16.7		*		-2.8		*

		Spanish or Spanish Creole		32,184		78		26,633		172		27,447		24		20.8		*		-3.0		*

		Chinese		2,300		35		1,972		56		1,981		7		16.7		*		-0.5

		French (including Patois, Cajun)		1,383		24		1,435		63		1,563		6		-3.6				-8.2		*

		Tagalog		1,377		28		1,173		46		1,206		5		17.4		*		-2.8

		Vietnamese		1,142		34		970		48		997		5		17.8		*		-2.8

		German		1,120		20		1,221		80		1,324		5		-8.3		*		-7.7		*

		Korean		984		29		888		56		872		4		10.8		*		1.9

		Russian		812		26		686		44		695		4		18.4		*		-1.3

		Italian		802		20		877		41		976		5		-8.5		*		-10.2		*

		Arabic		687		28		592		53		601		4		16.1		*		-1.6

		Portuguese or Portuguese Creole		662		25		586		43		557		4		13.1		*		5.2

		Polish		608		21		650		38		649		4		-6.5				0.1

		French Creole		549		24		470		43		446		3		16.7		*		5.5

		Hindi		462		18		317		30		310		3		45.8		*		2.2

		Japanese		458		15		484		31		458		3		-5.3				5.6

		Persian		326		18		291		30		309		3		11.9		*		-5.8

		Greek		324		16		304		24		360		3		6.4				-15.4		*

		Urdu		303		19		285		32		260		2		6.3				9.6

		Gujarathi		276		15		217		26		230		2		27.0		*		-5.5

		Serbo-Croatian		271		16		227		25		230		2		19.2		*		-1.2

		All other languages		4,903		57		4,235		155		4,324		10		15.8		*		-2.1

		PERCENT

		Population 5 years and older		100.0		(X)		100.0		(X)		100.0		(X)		(X)				(X)

		Spoke only English at home		80.6		--		82.5		0.1		82.0		--		-1.9		*		0.5		*

		Spoke a language other than English at home5		19.4		0.0		17.5		0.1		18.0		--		1.9		*		-0.5		*

		Spanish or Spanish Creole		62.0		0.1		59.8		0.4		59.9		--		2.1		*		-0.1

		Chinese		4.4		0.1		4.4		0.1		4.3		--		--				0.1

		French (including Patois, Cajun)		2.7		--		3.2		0.1		3.4		--		-0.6		*		-0.2		*

		Tagalog		2.7		0.1		2.6		0.1		2.6		--		--				--

		Vietnamese		2.2		0.1		2.2		0.1		2.2		--		--				--

		German		2.2		--		2.7		0.2		2.9		--		-0.6		*		-0.1

		Korean		1.9		0.1		2.0		0.1		1.9		--		-0.1				0.1

		Russian		1.6		--		1.5		0.1		1.5		--		--				--

		Italian		1.5		--		2.0		0.1		2.1		--		-0.4		*		-0.2		*

		Arabic		1.3		0.1		1.3		0.1		1.3		--		--				--

		Portuguese or Portuguese Creole		1.3		--		1.3		0.1		1.2		--		--				0.1		*

		Polish		1.2		--		1.5		0.1		1.4		--		-0.3		*		--

		French Creole		1.1		--		1.1		0.1		1.0		--		--				0.1

		Hindi		0.9		--		0.7		0.1		0.7		--		0.2		*		--

		Japanese		0.9		0.0		1.1		0.1		1.0		--		-0.2		*		0.1		*

		Persian		0.6		0.0		0.7		0.1		0.7		--		--				--

		Greek		0.6		0.0		0.7		0.1		0.8		--		-0.1				-0.1		*

		Urdu		0.6		0.0		0.6		0.1		0.6		--		-0.1				0.1

		Gujarathi		0.5		0.0		0.5		0.1		0.5		--		--				--

		Serbo-Croatian		0.5		0.0		0.5		0.1		0.5		--		--				--

		All other languages		9.4		0.1		9.5		0.3		9.4		--		-0.1				0.1

		* Statistically significant difference at the 90-percent confidence level.  Significance level refers to difference in estimates when comparing number of people; significance levels refer to difference in percentages when comparing percent distributions of people.

		1. This number added to or subtracted from the estimate yields the 90-percent confidence interval around the estimate.

		2. Census 2000 Supplemental Survey (C2SS)

		3. Census 2000 numbers do not include the Group Quarters data for comparability with the 2005 ACS and C2SS.

		4.  For the numbers, the difference is the percent difference and is calculated as {(ACS-C2SS)/C2SS}*100.  For the percentages, the difference is the percentage-point difference and is calculated as ACS-CPS.  All calculations and tests of significance are done on unrounded estimates and standard errors.

		5. For the numbers, the difference is the percent difference and is calculated as {(C2SS-Census)/Census}*100.  For the percentages, the difference is the percentage-point difference and is calculated as C2SS-Census.  All calculations and tests of significance are done on unrounded estimates and standard errors.

		6.  Detailed languages are ranked by the most commonly spoken languages from the 2005 ACS.

		"--" Rounds to 0.0.

		(X) Not applicable.

		Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2005 American Community Survey, Census 2000 Supplemental Survey, and Census 2000.

		For more information on ACS see http://www.census.gov/acs/www/

		Information on all three surveys can be accessed at: http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en





Table 3a

		

		Table 3a. Population 5 Years and Older Who Spoke a Language Other Than English at Home for the United States, Regions, and States.

		(in thousands)

				2005 ACS				2000 C2SS2				Census 20003				Difference of 2005 ACS and 2000 C2SS3				Difference of 2000 C2SS and Census 20004

		Area		Spoke a language other than English at home		Margin of error1		Spoke a language other than English at home		Margin of error1		Spoke a language other than English at home		Margin of error1

		United States		51,935		136		44,513		290		45,797		30		16.7		*		-2.8		*

		Region

		Northeast		10,317		58		9,438		105		9,780		15		9.3		*		-3.5		*

		Midwest		6,080		48		5,353		190		5,447		11		13.6		*		-1.7

		South		16,115		72		13,147		145		13,637		17		22.6		*		-3.6		*

		West		19,423		70		16,575		143		16,932		19		17.2		*		-2.1		*

		State

		Alabama		173		8		135		11		154		2		28.3		*		-12.7		*

		Alaska		80		4		68		14		78		1		18.7				-12.8

		Arizona		1,470		22		1,185		39		1,201		6		24.1		*		-1.4

		Arkansas		149		6		96		10		120		1		55.1		*		-19.7		*

		California		13,791		60		12,012		129		12,193		16		14.8		*		-1.5		*

		Colorado		718		14		559		37		589		3		28.5		*		-5.1

		Connecticut		604		13		548		29		562		4		10.3		*		-2.5

		Delaware		88		4		64		4		68		1		38.2		*		-5.7

		District of Columbia		75		4		77		4		85		2		-2.4				-9.7		*

		Florida		4,128		31		3,290		63		3,401		10		25.5		*		-3.3		*

		Georgia		941		16		665		33		729		4		41.5		*		-8.7		*

		Hawaii		275		11		287		22		293		2		-4.2				-1.9

		Idaho		125		5		110		11		108		1		13.5		*		2.2

		Illinois		2,477		29		2,160		47		2,181		6		14.7		*		-1.0

		Indiana		411		10		428		165		347		3		-3.9				23.3

		Iowa		165		5		140		13		151		2		18.0		*		-7.3

		Kansas		233		7		174		12		212		2		33.9		*		-17.7		*

		Kentucky		148		7		128		10		139		2		16.3		*		-8.0		*

		Louisiana		342		10		330		46		364		3		3.5				-9.4

		Maine		92		5		87		8		89		1		5.2				-2.2

		Maryland		735		15		588		28		608		4		25.0		*		-3.2

		Massachusetts		1,176		24		1,044		38		1,072		5		12.6		*		-2.6

		Michigan		818		19		735		41		755		4		11.3		*		-2.6

		Minnesota		437		10		364		38		375		3		20.1		*		-2.8

		Mississippi		80		5		71		10		88		1		13.0				-19.1		*

		Missouri		280		10		252		27		253		2		10.9				-0.3

		Montana		36		3		38		6		41		1		-6.4				-7.2

		Nebraska		143		5		109		6		121		1		31.1		*		-9.5		*

		Nevada		579		11		391		21		423		4		48.1		*		-7.6		*

		New Hampshire		104		6		84		8		91		1		25.0		*		-8.6		*

		New Jersey		2,175		25		1,939		47		1,962		7		12.2		*		-1.2

		New Mexico		634		11		587		20		604		3		7.8		*		-2.8

		New York		4,912		38		4,663		71		4,855		11		5.3		*		-4.0		*

		North Carolina		722		15		519		19		579		3		39.2		*		-10.5		*

		North Dakota		33		3		33		5		35		1		--				-7.2

		Ohio		636		17		578		30		623		3		10.0		*		-7.2		*

		Oklahoma		257		8		219		23		228		2		17.1		*		-3.8

		Oregon		464		14		344		16		378		3		35.0		*		-9.1		*

		Pennsylvania		1,027		19		863		31		927		4		19.1		*		-6.9		*

		Rhode Island		197		7		183		10		190		2		7.3		*		-3.4

		South Carolina		225		9		168		19		186		2		33.8		*		-9.5

		South Dakota		42		5		31		4		42		1		32.9		*		-25.1		*

		Tennessee		303		12		218		18		246		2		39.0		*		-11.2		*

		Texas		6,847		33		5,859		97		5,889		12		16.9		*		-0.5

		Utah		304		9		240		14		246		2		26.9		*		-2.7

		Vermont		29		3		28		3		32		1		2.4				-10.4		*

		Virginia		865		16		678		26		712		4		27.6		*		-4.8		*

		Washington		920		21		731		36		752		4		26.0		*		-2.8

		West Virginia		37		4		42		8		43		1		-12.4				-1.7

		Wisconsin		405		10		348		19		354		3		16.3		*		-1.5

		Wyoming		27		3		25		3		28		1		10.3				-11.0		*

		* Statistically significant difference at the 90-percent confidence level.  Significance level refers to difference in estimates when comparing number of people; significance levels refer to difference in percentages when comparing percent distributions of people.

		1. This number added to or subtracted from the estimate yields the 90-percent confidence interval around the estimate.

		2. Census 2000 Supplemental Survey (C2SS)

		3. Census 2000 numbers do not include the Group Quarters data for comparability with the 2005 ACS and C2SS.

		4.  For the numbers, the difference is the percent difference and is calculated as {(ACS-C2SS)/C2SS}*100.  For the percentages, the difference is the percentage-point difference and is calculated as ACS-CPS.  All calculations and tests of significance are done on unrounded estimates and standard errors.

		5. For the numbers, the difference is the percent difference and is calculated as {(C2SS-Census)/Census}*100.  For the percentages, the difference is the percentage-point difference and is calculated as C2SS-Census.  All calculations and tests of significance are done on unrounded estimates and standard errors.

		(X) Not applicable.

		Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2005, Census 2000 Supplemental Survey, and Census 2000.

		For more information on ACS see http://www.census.gov/acs/www/

		Information on all three surveys can be accessed at: http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en





Table 3b

		

		Table 3b. Percentage of the Population 5 Years and Older Who Spoke a Language Other Than English at Home for the United States, Regions, and States.

				2005 ACS				2000 C2SS2				Census 20003				Difference of 2005 ACS and 2000 C2SS4				Difference of 2000 C2SS and Census 20005

		Area		Spoke a language other than English at home		Margin of error1		Spoke a language other than English at home		Margin of error1		Spoke a language other than English at home		Margin of error1

		United States		19.4		--		17.5		0.1		18.0		--		1.9		*		-0.5		*

		Region

		Northeast		20.8		0.1		19.4		0.2		20.1		--		1.4		*		-0.7		*

		Midwest		10.2		0.1		9.2		0.3		9.3		--		1.0		*		-0.2

		South		16.6		0.1		14.5		0.2		15.1		--		2.1		*		-0.5		*

		West		31.4		0.1		29.0		0.3		29.6		--		2.4		*		-0.6		*

		State

		Alabama		4.2		0.2		3.3		0.3		3.8		--		0.9		*		-0.5		*

		Alaska		13.6		0.7		12.1		2.5		13.9		0.2		1.5				-1.8

		Arizona		27.4		0.4		25.5		0.9		25.9		0.1		1.9		*		-0.4

		Arkansas		5.9		0.2		4.0		0.4		5.0		0.1		1.9		*		-1.0		*

		California		42.3		0.2		39.3		0.4		39.8		0.1		3.0		*		-0.5		*

		Colorado		17.0		0.3		14.3		1.0		15.1		0.1		2.7		*		-0.8

		Connecticut		19.0		0.4		17.8		0.9		18.3		0.1		1.2		*		-0.5

		Delaware		11.5		0.5		9.0		0.6		9.5		0.2		2.5		*		-0.5

		District of Columbia		15.7		0.7		15.2		0.8		16.8		0.3		0.5				-1.6		*

		Florida		25.4		0.2		22.4		0.4		23.2		0.1		3.0		*		-0.8		*

		Georgia		11.6		0.2		9.0		0.4		9.9		0.1		2.6		*		-0.9		*

		Hawaii		24.0		0.9		26.2		2.0		26.6		0.2		-2.2		*		-0.4

		Idaho		9.7		0.4		9.4		0.9		9.2		0.1		0.3				0.2

		Illinois		21.5		0.3		19.2		0.4		19.4		0.1		2.3		*		-0.2

		Indiana		7.3		0.2		7.8		3.0		6.3		0.1		-0.5				1.5

		Iowa		6.2		0.2		5.3		0.5		5.7		0.1		0.9		*		-0.4

		Kansas		9.4		0.3		7.2		0.5		8.7		0.1		2.2		*		-1.5		*

		Kentucky		3.9		0.2		3.5		0.3		3.8		--		0.4		*		-0.3		*

		Louisiana		8.4		0.2		8.2		1.2		9.1		0.1		0.2				-0.9

		Maine		7.6		0.4		7.5		0.7		7.6		0.1		0.1				-0.1

		Maryland		14.5		0.3		12.2		0.6		12.6		0.1		2.3		*		-0.4

		Massachusetts		20.3		0.4		18.2		0.7		18.7		0.1		2.1		*		-0.5

		Michigan		8.9		0.2		8.1		0.5		8.4		--		0.8		*		-0.3

		Minnesota		9.4		0.2		8.2		0.8		8.4		0.1		1.2		*		-0.2

		Mississippi		3.1		0.2		2.8		0.4		3.4		0.1		0.3				-0.6		*

		Missouri		5.3		0.2		5.0		0.5		5.0		--		0.3				0.0

		Montana		4.2		0.4		4.6		0.8		5.0		0.1		-0.4				-0.4

		Nebraska		9.0		0.3		7.1		0.4		7.8		0.1		1.9		*		-0.7		*

		Nevada		26.2		0.5		21.5		1.2		23.2		0.2		4.7		*		-1.7		*

		New Hampshire		8.7		0.5		7.4		0.7		8.1		0.1		1.3		*		-0.7		*

		New Jersey		27.4		0.3		25.3		0.6		25.6		0.1		2.1		*		-0.3

		New Mexico		36.1		0.6		35.5		1.2		36.5		0.2		0.6				-1.0

		New York		28.2		0.2		27.2		0.4		28.3		0.1		1.0		*		-1.1		*

		North Carolina		9.2		0.2		7.1		0.3		8.0		--		2.1		*		-0.9		*

		North Dakota		5.7		0.5		5.6		0.9		6.0		0.1		0.1				-0.4

		Ohio		6.1		0.2		5.6		0.3		6.0		--		0.5		*		-0.4		*

		Oklahoma		8.1		0.3		7.1		0.7		7.3		0.1		1.0		*		-0.2

		Oregon		13.9		0.4		11.0		0.5		12.1		0.1		2.9		*		-1.1		*

		Pennsylvania		9.1		0.2		7.8		0.3		8.3		--		1.3		*		-0.5		*

		Rhode Island		20.3		0.8		19.4		1.1		20.1		0.2		0.9				-0.7

		South Carolina		5.9		0.2		4.6		0.5		5.1		0.1		1.3		*		-0.5		*

		South Dakota		6.0		0.7		4.7		0.6		6.2		0.1		1.3		*		-1.5		*

		Tennessee		5.6		0.2		4.2		0.4		4.8		--		1.4		*		-0.6		*

		Texas		33.6		0.2		31.4		0.5		31.5		0.1		2.2		*		-0.1

		Utah		13.9		0.4		12.1		0.7		12.4		0.1		1.8		*		-0.3

		Vermont		5.1		0.5		5.1		0.6		5.7		0.1		--				-0.6		*

		Virginia		12.7		0.2		10.6		0.4		11.1		0.1		2.1		*		-0.5		*

		Washington		16.0		0.4		13.6		0.7		14.0		0.1		2.4		*		-0.4

		West Virginia		2.2		0.2		2.5		0.5		2.6		0.1		-0.3				-0.1

		Wisconsin		8.0		0.2		7.2		0.4		7.3		0.1		0.8		*		-0.1

		Wyoming		5.9		0.7		5.5		0.6		6.2		0.1		0.4				-0.7		*

		* Statistically significant difference at the 90-percent confidence level.  Significance level refers to difference in estimates when comparing number of people; significance levels refer to difference in percentages when comparing percent distributions of people.

		1. This number added to or subtracted from the estimate yields the 90-percent confidence interval around the estimate.

		2. Census 2000 Supplemental Survey (C2SS)

		3. Census 2000 numbers do not include the Group Quarters data for comparability with the 2005 ACS and C2SS.

		4.  For the numbers, the difference is the percent difference and is calculated as {(ACS-C2SS)/C2SS}*100.  For the percentages, the difference is the percentage-point difference and is calculated as ACS-CPS.  All calculations and tests of significance are done on unrounded estimates and standard errors.

		5. For the numbers, the difference is the percent difference and is calculated as {(C2SS-Census)/Census}*100.  For the percentages, the difference is the percentage-point difference and is calculated as C2SS-Census.  All calculations and tests of significance are done on unrounded estimates and standard errors.

		"--" Rounds to 0.0.

		(X) Not applicable.

		Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2005, Census 2000 Supplemental Survey, and Census 2000.

		For more information on ACS see http://www.census.gov/acs/www/

		Information on all three surveys can be accessed at: http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en





Table 4

		

		Table 4. Household Language by Linguistic Isolation

				2005 ACS				2000 C2SS2				Census 2000				Difference of 2005 ACS and 2000 C2SS3				Difference of 2000 C2SS and Census 20004

		Characteristic		Estimate		Margin of error1		Estimate		Margin of error1		Estimate		Margin of error1

		NUMBER (in thousands)

		Total households		111,091		144		104,819		218		105,539		15		6.0		*		-0.7		*

		English only		89,335		127		86,154		253		85,634		23		3.7		*		0.6		*

		Spanish or Spanish Creole		12,394		37		10,093		92		10,771		15		22.8		*		-6.3		*

		Linguistically isolated		3,419		29		2,521		58		2,572		8		35.7		*		-2.0

		Not linguistically isolated		8,974		39		7,572		79		8,200		13		18.5		*		-7.6		*

		Other Indo-European languages		5,199		36		5,035		94		5,510		11		3.3		*		-8.6		*

		Linguistically isolated		846		17		777		35		855		4		8.9		*		-9.2		*

		Not linguistically isolated		4,353		32		4,258		81		4,655		10		2.2		*		-8.5		*

		Asian and Pacific Island languages		3,226		25		2,714		37		2,756		8		18.8		*		-1.5		*

		Linguistically isolated		904		17		773		25		805		4		16.9		*		-3.9		*

		Not linguistically isolated		2,321		19		1,941		35		1,951		7		19.6		*		-0.5

		Other languages		938		16		822		30		869		4		14.0		*		-5.4		*

		Linguistically isolated		150		7		127		11		130		2		18.7		*		-2.8

		Not linguistically isolated		787		14		696		27		739		4		13.2		*		-5.8		*

		PERCENT

		Total households		100.00		(X)		100.00		(X)		100.00		(X)		(X)				(X)

		English only		80.42		0.05		82.19		0.15		81.14		0.02		-1.78		*		1.05		*

		Spanish or Spanish Creole		11.16		0.03		9.63		0.09		10.21		0.02		1.53		*		-0.58		*

		Linguistically isolated		27.59		0.22		24.97		0.50		23.87		0.06		2.62		*		1.10		*

		Not linguistically isolated		72.41		0.22		75.03		0.50		76.13		0.06		-2.62		*		-1.10		*

		Other Indo-European languages		4.68		0.03		4.80		0.09		5.22		0.01		-0.12		*		-0.42		*

		Linguistically isolated		16.26		0.29		15.43		0.59		15.52		0.07		0.84		*		-0.09

		Not linguistically isolated		83.74		0.29		84.57		0.59		84.48		0.07		-0.84		*		0.09

		Asian and Pacific Island languages		2.90		0.02		2.59		0.03		2.61		0.01		0.31		*		-0.02		*

		Linguistically isolated		28.03		0.42		28.49		0.83		29.20		0.13		-0.45				-0.72

		Not linguistically isolated		71.97		0.42		71.51		0.83		70.80		0.13		0.45				0.72

		Other languages		0.84		0.01		0.78		0.03		0.82		0.00		0.06		*		-0.04		*

		Linguistically isolated		16.02		0.68		15.39		1.25		14.99		0.18		0.63				0.40

		Not linguistically isolated		83.98		0.68		84.61		1.25		85.01		0.18		-0.63				-0.40

		* Statistically significant difference at the 90-percent confidence level.  Significance level refers to difference in estimates when comparing number of people; significance levels refer to difference in percentages when comparing percent distributions of people.

		1. This number added to or subtracted from the estimate yields the 90-percent confidence interval around the estimate.

		2. Census 2000 Supplemental Survey (C2SS)

		3.  For the numbers, the difference is the percent difference and is calculated as {(ACS-C2SS)/C2SS}*100.  For the percentages, the difference is the percentage-point difference and is calculated as ACS-CPS.  All calculations and tests of significance are done on unrounded estimates and standard errors.

		4. For the numbers, the difference is the percent difference and is calculated as {(C2SS-Census)/Census}*100.  For the percentages, the difference is the percentage-point difference and is calculated as C2SS-Census.  All calculations and tests of significance are done on unrounded estimates and standard errors.

		(X) Not applicable.

		Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2005, Census 2000 Supplemental Survey, and Census 2000.

		For more information on ACS see http://www.census.gov/acs/www/

		Information on all three surveys can be accessed at: http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en





