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« Geographic Classifications
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Urban/Rural Areas (Census Bureau)
Core-based Statistical Areas (OMB)
Rural-Urban Commuting Areas (ERS)
County Typology Codes (ERS)

oundational

Population Estimates (Census Bureau)
Housing Unit Estimates (Census Bureau)
American Community Survey (Census Bureau)

Current Population Survey and supplements (Census
Bureau and Bureau of Labor Statistics [BLS])

Consumer Expenditure Survey (BLS)

« Economic Indicators
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Consumer Price Index (BLS)

Personal Income (BEA)

Per Capita Income (BEA)

Poverty (Census)

Local Area Unemployment Statistics (BLS)
Regional Price Parities (BEA)

» Financial Assistance Program-specific
o Eligibility criteria

« Median Family Income (HUD)
» Index of Medical Underservice (HHS)

o Allocation formulas

» Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (Census for

Department of Education)

« Fair Market Rent (HUD)
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Decennial Role in Census-derived Data

« Direct - e.g., Urban/Rural designations,
Population Estimates

» Household survey design/analysis - e.g.,
ACS, CPS
- Sampling frame
- Sample design
o Imputation
- Weighting
= Variance

« Application of household survey data - e.qg.,
CPI, Population Estimates

» Population denominator - per capita income

Direct Impacts on State Budgets —
Budget Forecasting

» All states but VT required to balance budget

» All states + DC prepare revenue and expenditure
forecasts, often multi-year

» GFOA recommends forecasting major revenues
and expenditures several years into future

» Reliable budget forecasting begins with analysis
of a series of Census-derived measures:
> Population
> Personal income
o Inflation
> Gross domestic product
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FMAP by State, FY2015

SOURCL: Feders! Ragister, December 1. JO14 (Vol 79, Ne. 2311 pp

n FY15 - 14 state
t minimum, an undercoun
and lowers FMAP h
ss in FMAP-guided programs per person
nsus :
an - TN ($1,091)
-~ VT ($2,309)
in — UT ($533)
- state with FMAP > 50, additional 1% undercount|

0 decreases FMAP by 0.6-1.0 points. FY15 example

TX 58.05 -> 57.28
L 68.99 -> 68.37
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Millions

$291.9 $69.2 $38.6
$221.8 GA $68.6 SC $37.4
$177.8 CO $63.5 AL $36.1
$139.1 LA $62.2 MS $30.1
$122.2 IN $60.2  KS $29.1

$94.3 AZ $56.7 AK $26.5

$94.2 OR $44.8 NM $23.1
$76.2  KY $42.2 ME $21.8

$76.1 OK $42.1 NE $20.3

t on non FMAP ¢ progran
ercounted '
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te’s share of children and children in poverty

IC -- A state’s fair share target funding for food is i
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iquitous impact of American Community Sur

7/24/2018



d Programs - governme
program design, e.g., Census Transpo
ackage

of federal and state funds appropriated
tion of federal funds to households, e.g., SNAP
 aid to local areas
jram evaluation

ocracy
portionment and redistricting

) Andrew Reamer, Research Professor
eorge Washington Institute of Public PoI| :
George Washington University

areamer@gwu.edu
(202) 994-7866

7/24/2018



