CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
City Hall Annex - laman &- Broadway - Cambridge, Mass. 02139

498-9034

1980 CAMBRIDGE POPULATION
NEIGHBORHOOD, RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIN STATISTICS

The Bureau of the Census has released provisional race and Spanish origin
population figures for Cambridge from the 1980 U.S. Census. The final
totals may differ if lawsuits challenging the accuracy of the Census
counts are successful. .

The chart on the back of this page shows population totals for Cambridge
neighborhoods by race groups and by Spanish/Hispanic origin. Since
"Hispanic" is not considered a race, all persons of Spanish origin were
also included in one of the listed race groups. Nationwide, 56% of per—
sons of Spanish origin marked their race as "white", 40% indicated
"other" (and specified Puerto Rican, Chicano, etc.) and 4% marked one

of the other groups. In the 1970 Census, Hispanics who indicated "other"
were classified as "white"; in 1980, their race was left as "other".
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CAMBRIDGE POPULATION - 1980 U.S. CENSUS

Asian and Amer. Indian, Persons of - Persons Not
1980 1970 $ Change Pacific Eskimo and Spanish of Spanish
Total Total* From 1970 White (%) Black (%) Islander (%) Aleut (%) Other (%) Origin (%) Origin (%)

City of Cambridge 95,322 |100,361 -5.0% 78,460(82.3%) 10,418(10.9%) 3612(3.8%) 184 (.2%) . 2648(2.8%) 4536 (4.8%) 90,786 (95.2%)
Neighborhood 1 5380 5776 - 6.9% 5141(95.6%) 59(1.1%) 72(1.3%) 8(.1%) 100(1.9%) 304 (5.7%) 5076 (94" 3%)
(East Cambridge)
Neighborhood 2 4736 4047 +17.0% 3564 (75.3%) 255(5.4%) 719(15.2%) 4(.1%) - 194 (4.1%) 319(6.7%) 4417(93.3%)
Neighborhood 3 7302 7459 - - 2.1% 6598 (90.4%) 321(4.4%) 51(.8%) 9(.1%) 313(4.3%) 517(7.1%)  6785(92.9%)
Neighborhood 4 6532 7418 -11.9% 3684 (56.4%) 2071(31.7%) 221(3.4%) 14(.2%) 542 (8.3%) 982(15.0%)  5550(85.0%)
Neighborhood 5 8670 9170 - 5,53 6858(79.1%) 1335(15.4%) 240(2.88%) 28(.3%) 209(2.4% 310(3.6% 8
(Cambr idgeport) ( ) ( ) 360(96.4%)
Neighborhood 6 13,415 14,823 - 9.5% 11,958(89.1%) 578(4.3%) 611(4.6%) 32(.2%) 236 (1.8% 42 %
(Mid~Cambr idge) 36(1.8%) 342(2.5%) 13,073(97.5%)
Neighborhood 7 10,027 9747 + 2.9% 7320(73.0%) 1890(18.8%) 505 (5.0%) 34(.3%) 278(2.8%) 537(5.4%) 9490(94.6%)
(Riverside)
Neighborhood 8 5350 5851 - 8.6% 4741(88.6%) 223(4.2%) 272(5.1%) 14(.3%) 100(1.9%) 137(2.6%)  5213(97.4%)
(Agassiz)
Neighborhood 9 11,082 -1 10,620 + 4.4% 18934 (80.6%) 1611(14.5%) 306 (2.8%) 17(.23) 214(1.9%) 297(2.7%) 10,785(97.3%)
Neighborhood 10 8581 11,070 -22.5% 8013(93.4%) 343(4.0%) 153(1.8%) 10(.1%) 62(.7%) 145(1.7%) 8436 (98.3%)
Neighborhood 11 10,990 12,155 - 9.6% 8669(78.9%) 1541 (14.0% 4bo 3.6% 11(.1%)
(North Cambridge) ! ( ) ( ) 369(3.4%) 593(5.4%) 10,397(94.6%)
Neighborhood 12 691 561 +23.2% 663(95.9%) 15(2.2%) 11(1.6% -
(Cambr idge Highlands) ( (1.6%) 2(.3%) 3(.4%) 688(99.6%)
Neighborhood 13 2566 1664 +54.2% 2317(90.3%) 176 (6.9%) 41(1.6% 3(.1% 2
(Strawberry Hill) ( (1.6%) (-1%) 9(1.1¢%) 50(1.9%)  2516(98.1%)

Source: Census of Population and Housing, 1980 - Public Law 94-171 Counts

*1970 neighborhood population totals are app

Bureau's 1970 block groups.

1980 figures are exact since they are derived fram more detailed block data.

roximations since neighborhood boundaries did not always coincide with the boundaries of the Census




City of Cambridge

Department of Human Service Programs
51 Inman Street Cambridge Massachusetts 02139 498-9076

PRELIMINARY NEIGHBORHOOD ANALYSIS

CAMBRIDGE POPULATION - 1980 U.S. CENSUS

I. OVERVIEW

The release of data gathered during the 1980 census has been
tantalizingly slow, particularly around the kind of neighborhood
based information that is so valuable for determining human service
needs. The purpose of this report and the attached tables is to
make some data available on a neighborhood basis for fall planning
needs. The information selected and the types of analysis attempted
have been formulated from a human services perspective -- what do
we as public and private agencies, citizen boards, and community
groups need to know to bring out services into line with the current
realities of the population of Cambridge neighborhoods, to document
needs for our proposals, and to plan for the future?

A variety of general trends in the census data have been high-
lighted elswhere. Cambridge's overall population has dropped 5%
from 100,361 in 1970 to 95,322 in 1980. The composition of that
population has changed more dramatically; the total minority popu-
lation (including Hispanic) has increased from 10% to 20%. During
the 1970's, the city's black population increased 54% while the white
population declined 14%. The number of single person households
has increased from 32% to 50%, while the number of households with
four or more people dropped from 20% to 14%. More than a third of
Cambridge children live in single family homes, most headed by a
woman. In general, Cambridge women with children are more likely
to work than their counterparts in the rest of the country (59% to
50% nationwide).

Cambridge residents are more likely to be single than the eptire
U.S. population (52% as opposed to 26%); less likely to be married
(31% as opposed to 57%); and equally likely to be divorced, widowed,
or separated. There are fewer children under 18 (16% as opposed to
28%) and more of the 25-34 year old age group (26% as opposed to 16%).
Persons living alone account for 427 of households in Cambridge,
though only 237% in the nation as a whole, but that type of household
grew at a much slower rate in Cambridge during the seventies than it
did nationally. The number of families has dropped by 16% over the
last ten years; married couples families showed the greatest losses,
of course, while single parent families, female and male, increased
some. That latter increase, however, was not as rapid as the increase
in such households nationwide; those households now comprise the
same share of all households in both Cambridge and the country as a
whole.

The attached tables cannot speak yet to the issue of how each

- neighborhood has changed - - more data is required from the Census
Bureau for that level of analysis. They do attempt to provide a snapshot

of each neighborhood in some specific areas as of 1980. Despite the
thickness of the attached tables, a great deal more work needs to be’
done. This document is intended in large-part teo-stimulate further
discussion in the human services community in the city about the kind
of information and the kind of analysis needed. Our second goal is
to lay the statistical groundwork for the planning and discussions
which will point to service directions for the next decade.

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICE PROGRAMS  MAY 1983
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II. TECHNICAL CONSIDERATIONS - -

The available census data has the odd characteristic of being both
too much and too little. On the one hand, the data extrapolated from
the long form questionnaire is extensive and can be analyzed and re-
analyzed in almost endless combinations. On the other, there are signi-
ficant restrictions inherent in the data available -- determined in
part by the questions that were asked and in part by the tables
developed by the Census Bureau. The goal of the attached tables is to
highlight information that will immediately becuseful to.:the human
services community.

Since data is not yet available from the Census Bureau on a
neighborhood by neighborhood basis, the following tables have been
developed by grouping appropriate census tracts, according to
neighborhood boundaries. This technique presents a sound profile
of each neighborhood and has, in fact, been used for all neighborhood
based information developed in the past. .The technique does
necessitate taking the two partial census tracts that make up
Neighborhood 12 and assigning them to Neighborhoods 9 and 13. Neigh-
borhood 12 has a total population of just 691.

+ Information on age and race is drawn from the short census form.
All other tables are based on that sample of the population which
completed the long questionnaire., In 1980, just under one in every
five households received the long questionnaire. The tables developed
on the basis of the sample are somewhat more prone to error. Another
factor affecting the precision of each table is the decision by the
Census Bureau to suppress data which could violate the confidentiality
of respondentg. Suppression occurs most frequently in the smallest
unit of analysis, the block group, but can also occur within a census -
tract. Supp ression also generally explains instances in which totals
on different tables which should be the same do not compare precisely.

Finally, the Census Bureau has indicated that they have identified
some coding areas in the data now released to the city, particularly
in income information and that on linguistic ability. Therefore,
tables should be used with caution. Corrected information will be
released in the fall of 1983,

these

IITI. ANALYTICAL APPROACH

The census provides information about individuals in the city,
ébout households, and about families. The tables attached emphasize
information on individuals and families because it is our view
that these are the constituencies of most concern to the human
services community. Within the context of the census, a family
is defined as two or more individuals, related by blood or marriage,
liying together as a unit. 1In fact, it is important to bear in
mind when looking at information on families that of the 95,322 resi-
dents in Cambridge, only 54,031 or 57% live in family households.

Any analysis based on families does fail to account for the 28,857
residents (30%) who live in non-family household and the 12,434
residents (13%) who live in group quarters, including student dorms.
Specific tables have been included that highlight the characteristics
of those non-family households comprised of elderly residents.

Some of the tables rely on percentages, others on total numbers,
and still others on both. In each instance, an effort was made to
determine whether a particular characteristic had greater implications
in terms of the overall composition of a neighborhood (such as
educational levels) or in terms of the absolute demand for services
(such as the number of individuals in each age group who do not speak
English well). In many instances both seemed important and percentages
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often prove particularly useful in making comparisons across tables.
Percentage distributions across neighborhoods have not been em-
phasized since the wide variations in total population size of
neighborhoods can distort the significance of those numbers.

Finally, many of the tables provide specific information on
residents and/or families of Spanish origin. The census data readily
supplies such information; within Cambridge, however, there are
two other significant linguistic communities, the Portuguese and
the Haitian, which also command our attention. It is important to
keep these other two communities in focus, despite their apparent
absence from the census tables. ’
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TABLES. 1 - 5. GENERAL DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF CAMBRIDGE -
RESIDENTS BY NEIGHBORHOOD.

Though Cambridge's total population declined 5% from 1970 to 1980,
each neighborhood , with the exception of Cambridgeport (Neighborhood 5),
experienced population changes that were different from the experience
of the city as a whole and quite different from each other. Some of
those distinctions have a ready explanation; for example, the sub-
stantial population growth in Neighborhood 13 is largely attributable to
the construction of Huron Towers. Others represent the total
impact of a variety of different factors.

The age composition of the various Cambridge neighborhoods clearly
highlights the impact on a neighborhood of the presence of group
quarters -- the large percentage of 18-21 year olds in Neighborhoods 2
and 7, The tables also confirm the large proportion of children in
Neighborhoods 3 and 4, as well as the significant ratio of senior citizens
resident in East Cambridge and in West Cambridge. With both those
populations, it is also imprtant to keep in mind that while percentages
may be higher in particular neighborhoods, absolute numbers can be
larger in others. For example, there are 579 residents who are 65-

74 years old in Neighborhood 1, who represent 11% of the total neigh-
borhood population. In Neighborhood 6, only 6% of the population-
falls into that age group, but the total number of individuals is 907.

Previous documents drawn from the 1980 census have noted overall
occupational trends in the city. In the 1960's, the city divided up
roughly into thirds: 34% professional; 33% skilled, semi-skilled,
and unskilled white collar workers; and 337 blue collar and service
workers. Though the occupational analysis was done along somewhat
different categories in 1980, some striking changes are clear. Pro-
fessional workers now constitute 40% of the workforce while blue
collar workers have dropped to 17%. Neighborhoods 1,3, and 4 repre-
sent the most significant deviation from the city-wide trend toward
larger proportions of professional workers; Neighborhoods 8 and 10
reflect far higher proportions of such professionals. Neighborhoods 5,
11, and 13 seem to approximate most closely the distribution of
occupational groups that prevailed in the 1960's. The profile of
educational attainment in the city goes hand in hand with the .
occupational one: three times as many residents have completed '
college or beyond as have completed only elementary school, for
example.




AGE
Uader 1
1-4
5-13
14 - 17
18 - 21.
22 - 29
30 - 54
55 - 64
65 - 74
75 - 84
85+
TOTAL

AGE BY NEIGHBORHQOD TABLE 2
. ' Cambridge
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Total
70 78 114 75 74 113 63 30 95 65 135 37 949
( 1%) ( 1%) ( 2%) ( 27%) C 1%) ( 1%) ( 1%) ( 1%) ( 1%) ( 1%) ( 1%) ( 1%) ( 1%)
200 183 390 279 266 232 204 97 266 215 533 116 2981
( 4%) ( 3%) ( 5%) ( 6%) ( 3%) ( 3%) ( 3%) ( 2%) ( 3%) ( 2%) ( 4%) ( 3%) ( 3%)
569 206 976 718 789 . 402 364 256 850 591 1183 343 7247
(11%) ( 3%) (13%) (15%) C 9%) ( 3%) ( 5%) ( 5%) ( 8%) ( 7%) (10%) (10%) ( 8%)
274 143 505 350 384 355 160 69 421 347 632 162 3802
( 5%) ( 2%) C 7%) ( 8%) ( 5%) ( 2%) ( 2%) ( 1%) ( 4%) ( 4%) ( 5%) ( 5%) ( 4%)
369 2621 566 341 541 12519 2838 629 1152 315 736 189 12,816
C7%) (41%) ( 8%) ( 7%). ( 6%) (16%) (37%) (13%) (11%) ( 4%) ( 6%) (_5%) (13%)
854 1957 | 1276 948 2151 5170 2029 2123 2495 1663 2559 641 23,866
(16%) (31%) (17%) (20%) (26%) (32%) (26%) (44%) (23%) (21%) (21%) (18%) (25%)
1381 795 2020 1219 2567 4480 1303 1252 3627 2863 3305 945 25,757
(26%) - (12%) (27%) (26%) (31%) (28%) (17%) (26%) (34%) (36%) (27%) (27%) (26%)
686 206 798 370 719 886 295 160 725 729 1094 367 7,035
(13%) ( 3%) (11%) ( 8%) ( 9%) ( 6%) ( 4%) ( 3%) ( 7%) ( 9%) ( 9%) (11%) ( 7%)
579 119 527 231 568 907 218 141 651 653 1002 354 5,950
(11%) ( 2%) C7%) (¢ 5%) ( 7%) ( 6%) ( 3%) - 3%) ( 6%) ( 8%) ¢ 8f%) (10%) ( 6%)
293 77 210 127 267 692 163 78 404 442 646 229 3,628
( 5%) ( 1%) ( 3%) C 3%) ( 3%) ( 4%) ( 2%) ( 1%) ( 4%) ( 6%) ( 5%) ( 7%) ( 4%)
105 19 62 36 94 290 37 39 119 156 212 124 1,293
( 2%) (0%) (1%) (1%) ¢ 1%) ( 2%) (1%). (1%) (¢ 1%) ( 27%) ( 2%) (4%) ( 1%)
5380 6404 7444 4694 8420 16046 7674 4874 10805 8039 12037 3507 95,324
(100%) | (100%) (100%)| (100%)| (100%) | (100%) | (100%) (100%) | (100%) | (100%) |(100%) |(100%) (100%)




PERSONS 25 'YEARS OLD AND OVER BY RACE BY YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED - TABLE 3(A)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 TOTAL
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL (0 - 8)
o . 7304
WHITE (99%) (70%) (96%) (71%) (75%) (90%) (64%) (77%) (59%) (85%) (87%) (95%) (87%)
BLACK ( 0%) (25%) ( 1%) (20%) ( 8%) (10%) (35%) (13%) (34%) (12%) (11%) ( 5%2) | ( 9%2)
. , ' 750
OTHER ( 1%) ( 5%) ( 3%) ( 9%) (17%) ( 0%) ( 1%) (11%) ( 7%) ( 3%) ( 2%) ( 0%) (4D
: 339
TOTAL NUMBER (100%) 1511 353 1956 - 609 767 959 296 56 286 209 1022 369 8393
SPANISH ORIGIN ( 8%) (20%) ( 6%) (22%) ( 3%) Cc1n 1 1 ( 0%) (11%) ( 0%) ( 7%) ( 0%) ( 7%)
HIGH SCHOOL (1 - 3 years)
WHITE (98%) (76%) (86%) (74%) (76%) (55%) (76%) (94%) (30%) (96%) (86%) (94%) (77%)
4167
BLACK ( 0%) (15%) ( 9%) (25%) (11%) | o) (24%) ( 6%) (18%) ( 4%) (11%) ( 5%) (11%)
594
OTHER ( 2%) ( 9%) ( 62) ( 12) (13%) (36%) ( 0%) ( 0%) (52%) ( 0%) ( 3%) ( 2%) (12%)
: 667
TOTAL NUMBER (100%) 565 98 609 429 783 703 217 70 430 | 162 1056 306 5428
SPANISH ORIGIN ( 1%) (28%) ( 7%) (25%) ( 2%) ( 1%) ( 5%) ( 9%) ( 0%) ( 0%) ( 0%) ( 0%) ( 4%)
. 220
HIGH SCHOOL ( 4 years )
WHITE _ (95%) (73%) (96%) (60%) (73%) (88%) (61%) (94%) (80%) (88%) (81%) (96%) (82%)
' ' 10,072
BLACK ( 0%) (23%) ( 2%) (40%) (11%) (11%) (38%) ( 3%) (18%) (10%) (17%) ( 4%) (14%)
1718
OTHER ( 6%) ( 4%) ( 2%) ( 1%) (17%) C 2%) ( 1%) ( 3%) ( 2%) ( 2%) ( 2%) ( 0%) (%)
, : 485
TOTAL NUMBER (100%) 899 256 1015 793 1615 1582 614 221 1225 © 856 2375 . 824 12,275
SPANISH ORIGIN ( 2%) ( 7%) ( 4%) ( 5%) Cox | 1% | (1% ( 0%) (1 (1% € 3%) ¢ 0%y (zig)




PERSONS 25 YEARS OLD AND OVER BY RACE BY YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED

TABLE 3(B)

TOTAL

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13

COLLEGE ( 1 - 3 years)
WHITE (66%) (82%) (86%) (53%) (73%) (86%) (73%) (95%) (82%) (90%) (80%) (86%) (81%)
5594
BLACK ( 0%) ( 8%) ( 9%) (45%) (15%) ( 8%) (26%) A( 2%) (16%) ( 8%) (12%) (10%) (12%)
' 860
OTHER (35%) (10%) (- 4%) ( 2%) (12%) ( 6%) ( 2%) ( 2%) ‘ (1% ( 2%) ( 8%) ( 5%) C7%)
457
TOTAL NUMBER (100%) 261 231 331 299 837 1319 287 254 816 915 1143 218 6911
SPANISH ORIGIN ( 5%) C7%) ( 27%) C 7%) C 4%) ( 1%) ( 2%) ( 2%) ( 2%2) C 2%) ( 4%) ( 0%) ( 3%)
201

COLLEGE ( 4+ years)

WHITE (992) (70%) (53%) (53%) (93%) (91%) (80%) (87%) (91%) (967%) (86%) (947%) (88%)
. 22,049
BLACK ( 0%) ( 6%2) ( 6%) ( 9%) ( 2%) ( 2%) ( 6%) ( 47%) C 47) ( 172) C7%) C 2% ( 3%)
844
OTHER ( 2%) (25%) 2% (38%) ( 5%) C7%) (14%) ( 9%) (¢ 5%) ! ( 3%) ( 8%) ( 4%) ( 8%)
2108
TOTAL NUMBER (100%) 329 1249 431 471 1677 6070 1499 2108 4371 3820 2281 695 25,001
SPANISH ORIGIN ( 1%) ( 9%) ( 8%) (11%) ( 2%) ( 1%) ( 2%) ( 3%) ( 2%) ( 1%) ( 17%) ( 27%) ( 2%)
570




Professional & Managerial

Clerical
Technical & Sales
Service

Precision, Production,
Craft & Repair

Operators,
Assemblers, Fabricators
and Laborers

Total Employed Persons 16+

OCCUPATION of EMPLOYED PERSONS 16 YEARS and OVER

TABLE 4
o Cambridge
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Total

a6z | 39%) azz) | aen. | 22y | won 377 | 612 sy | o) | om) (40%) 19228;)~

202 | 19w aszyy | @i | asy | asy @232 | a1n arn | asn | @3 (147) 9,034
' (18%)

¢ 7%) 2o0n) | Coan | sy | arn | s 132y | 2o a1 | a1 | oasp (12%) 6,117
(12%)

(182%) sz | <oz | aen (19%) a1z) | en aon | (o | o | asn (13%) 6,650
(13%)

(122) con | asn | (s | (9 | (3 (32 | 22 (s | (3 | o 5%) 2,939
' ( 6%)

(27%) C7%) (29%) (23%)‘ - (10% ( 5%) ( 8%) ( 3%) ( 4%) ( 3%) (10%) (16%) 5,012
. (102)

2,420 3,071 | 3,563 | 2,059 | 4,407 | 9,500 | 3,808 | 2,382 6,233 | 4,470 | 5,997 1,609 49,519

(1007) | (100%)| (100%) | (100%) | (1002) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) | (100%) (100%)




el
SPANISH
Speaks English Well or
Very Well Age
5-17
18+

Total

Speaks English Not Well
Not At All _ Age
5-17

18+

Total

Language Other Than
SPANISH or ENGLISH

Speaks English Well or

Very Well Age
5-17

18+

Total

Speaks English Not Well
Not At All Age
5-17

18+

Total

LANGUAGE SPOKEN AT HOME BY ABILITY AND AGE - TABLE 5(A)
Cambridge

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Total
11 95 101 163 7 6 34 0 32 0 101 0 550
70 262 157 259 180 217 329 98 188 125 200 23 2,085

" 81 357 258 422 187 223 363 98 220 125 301 23 2,635
0 6 4 17 0 0 6 0 0 0 25 0 58
65 77 88 183 45 6 10 0 39 10 61 0 584
65 - 83 92 200 45 6 16 0 39 10 86 0 642
238 88 539 68 82 71 78 33 140 - 51 163 65 1,616
988 1403 1147 479 825 1854 857 499 991 645 1192 510 11,390
1226 1491 1686 547 907 1925 935 532 1131 696 1355 575 13,006
21 9 200 0 0 50 7 7 0 0 18 10 322
501 183 1301 110 94 153 58 77 60 43 180 88 2,848
522 192 1501 110 94 203 65 84 60 43 198 98 3,170




, 3,

._LANGUAGE SPOKEN AT HOME BY ABILITY AND AGE TABLE > (B)
. . Cambridge
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Total
Speaks English Only

Age

5-17 489 151 699 803 1140 665 397 318 1139 821 1480 439 8,541

18+ 2744 3906 2730 2269 5732 12719 5639 3713 7892 6020 7921 2219 63,504

Total 3233 4057 | 3429 | 3072 6872 13384 6036 4031 9031 6841 9401 2658 72,045

NEIGHBORHOOD TOTAL 5127 6180 6966 4351 8105 15741 7415 4745 10481 7715 11341 3354 91,521
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TABLE 6. FAMILY INCOME

The family income tables describe by race and Spanish origin,
the numbers of different families at :various income levels and the
average income in each neighborhood. The table does not contrgl for
family size, and so cannot speak directly to issues of income
adequacy.

In every neighborhood, the average income of white families is
somewhat higher than the average income for the neighborhood as
a whole. In every neighborhood, except Neighborhood 6, the average
black family income is lower than the neighborhood as a whole, as
is the case with Hispanic families with the exception of one
Heighborhood. The relationship between black and Hispanic family
incomes varies from neighborhood to neighborhood.



a.

TOTAL
Less than $5,000

$5,000 to $7,499

$7,500 to $9,999

$10,000 to $14,999
$15,000 to $19,999
$20,000 to $24,999
$$25,000 to $34,999
$35,000 to $49,999

$50,000 or more

Average Neighborhood

Income

FAMILY INCOME by RACE and SPANISH ORIGIN

.-

TABLE 6(A)

Cambridge
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Total
115 141 192 246 180 109 97 21 108 41 314 78 1,642
108 76 239 173 187 141 75 26 104 39 208 60 1,436
114 85 126 91 170 160 131 52 108 91 216 77 1,421
252 199 299 230 312 303 194 46 237 142 390 152 2,756
174 128 405 110 272 338 133 98 258 153 532 149 2,750
151 36 285 112 268 296 83 70 280 233 431 112 2,357
212 55 180 114 233 347 140 137 385 273 386 121 2,583
116 23 105 .33 122 194 48 53 339 289 . 193 72 1,587
14 25 28 9 14 152 21 128 214 470 74 38 1,187
17,719
$18,701 |$14,620 |$16,837 {$13,641 $17,092 |$23,603 17,262 $43,901 $28,919 | $43,722 {$18,765 |$19,940 $ 23,083
J7,7l9

Families in
Cambridge
$23,083

Average Family

Income




FAMILY INCOME by RACE and SPANISH ORIGIN

TABLE 6(B)

Cambridge
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Total
WHITE
a. Less than $5,000 77 86 157 201 118 87 56 21 64 34 159 60 1,120
b. $5,000 to $7,499 88 46 216 83 137 114 49 26 66 39 132 53 1,049
c. 87,500 to $9,999 71 66 114 27 104 139 87 47 79 91 134 62 1,021
d. $10,000 to $14}999 140 102 267 114 227 277 119 35 178 136 287 122 2,004
e. $15,000 to $19,999 111 86 389 61 217 307 80 91 198 147 426 142 2,255
£. 320,000 to $24,999 90 30 259 75 178 248 64 66 205 206 331 102 1,854
g. $$25,000 to $34,999 105 47 171 68 165 299 99 126 330 236 339 121 2,106
h. $35,000 to $49,999 58 23 105 33 109 178 42 48 306 268 153 70 1,393
i. $50,000 or more 14 25 22 9 14 145 21 122 206 466 74 38 1,156
13,958
Average White Family Income |$18,287 $16,521 |$17,008 [$14,169 $17,884 |$24,176 $18,461 |$45,515 |[$31,518 |[$44,770 $20,408 1{$20,917 |$ 24,136
13,958
White Families
in Cambridge
$ 24,136
Average White
] Family Income




TABLE 6(C)

Cambridge
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Total
BLACK )
a. Less than $5,000 0 20 21 38 26 3 12 0 25 7 119 18 289
$5,000 to $7,499 22 11 70 25 10 13 0 21 0 71 0 243
$7,500 to $9,999 5 0 51 17 9 28 0 19 0 38 .15 182
$10,000 to $14,999 39 27 103 18 4 58 0 50 6 59 25 389
$15,000 to $19,999 17 7 43 14 0 47 7 37 0 84 0 256
$20,000 to $24,999 0 8 37 36 8 19 0 70 20 70 0 268
$25,000 to $34,999 0 0 40 27 48 36 11 33 21 28 0 244 }
$35,000 to $49,999 0 0 0 7 16 6 5 33 15 32 2 116 E
$50,000 or more 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 8 0 0 15
2,002
Average Black Family R
Income * $9,738 $9,863 $13,272 $15,939 | $27,177 $16,927 $28,295| $19,965| $26,606 |$13,973 $9,585 $15,945
2,002
Black families |
in Cambridge |
$15,945
Black families
Average Income
|




OTHER

a. Less than $5,000
b. $5,000 to $7,499
c. $7,500 to $9,999
d. $10,000 to $14,999
e. §$15,000 to $19,999
f. .$20,000 to $24,999
g $25,000 to $34,999
h. $35,000 to $49,999
i. $50,000 or more

Average ''Other" Family
Income

TABLE 6(D)
- ' Cambridge
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Total
38 35 14 7 36 19 29 0 19 0 36 0 233
20 8 12 20 25 17 13 0 17 0 5 7 144
43 14 12 13 49 12 16 5 10 0 44 0 218
112 58 5 13 67 22 17 11 9 0 4b 5 363
63 25 9 6 41 31 6 0 23 6 22 7 239
61 6 18 0 54| 40 0 4 5 7 30 10 235
107 8 9 6 41 0 5 0 22 16 19 0 233
58 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 6 8 0 78
| |
0 0 6 0 0 0 0 6 0 4 0 0 16
1,759
AVAILABLE DATA DQES NOT PERMIT THE CALCULATION OF AVERAGE INCOMHS FOR THIS
SUB-GRPUP OF THH POP&LATICN




SPANISH

ORIGIN

Less than
$5,000 to
$7,500 to
$10,000 to
$15,000 to
7#20;600 to
$25,000 to

$35,000 to

$50,000 or

Income

$5,000

$7,499

$9,999
$14,999
$19,999
524,999
$34,999
$49,999

more

Average Spanish Family

TABLE 6 (E)

L

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13
8 31 17 78 15 »O 0 0 18 0 29 0 196
13 0 41 66 0 0 14 0 25 0 0 0 159
0 17 12 6 13 13 0 5 0 0 40 0 106
10 13 21 23 24 0 11 6 11 0 12 0 131‘
16 40 27 8 25 6 0 0 14 0 8 0 144
5 ‘ 0 715 OA 0 13 0 0 0] 0 15 ﬁ 0 45
7 7 18 6 0 0 21 7 0] 5 7 0 78
0 8 0 0 6 0 0 0] 6 5 0 6 31
d 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 11
901
$13,735 |$14,252 |$16,277 |$ 6,419 |[$12,532 $15,529 §$18,265 $17,471 |$11,528 $33,543 $10,553 [$60,158 $19,188
| — | 901

$19,188

Income

Spanish families
in Cambridge

Average Family
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TABLES 7 and 8. FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

In every neighborhood, married couples without children outnumber
those with. In general, only about forty per cent of married couples
have children; in Neighborhood 6, this number drops to less than
" thirty per cent. City-wide about 30% of all family households with
children are female-headed, though this number ranges by neighborhood
from 607 in Neighborhood 4 down to 19% in Neighborhoods 2,3, and 8.

In analyzing family households by race and Spanish origin, more
distinctions arise. City-wide, 26% of all white family households
with children are female headed, while 46% of such black families are
headed by a woman as are 437 of such Hispanic families. On the other
hand, neighborhood differences are equally notable. 1In Neighborhood 7
for example, 45% of white families with children are female-headed,
but only 30% of black families with children are headed by a woman.

In Neighborhood 11, among white families with children, only 22% are
female headed, but among such black families, over 607% are headed

- by a woman, Among Hispanic families, absolute numbers are so small

in each neighborhood that percentages need to be used with caution.
Moreover, in focusing on female-headed households, it is important

not to ignore those 314 families city-wide which are headed by a single
father.

A different table speaks to the number of all women with children
who are and are not in the labor force. 1In general, among women
with children under 6, the similarity in percentages in the labor
force are more notable than the differences.across neighborhoods.
That 50% in the labor force when their children are under six.
appears to rise to almost 707 as the children enter school-age.
Several cautions should be used with this table. Women fith
children over and under 6 may be double-counted; moreover,
the numbers count the number of women, not the children involved.
Finally, the age-grouping of 6 to 17 is extremely broad.




Family Households with
Own Children

Married Couple #

(%)
Male Housholder #
(No Wife Present)
%
Female Householder #
(No Husband Present)
%)
TOTAL Families with
Own Children ' (100%)

Family Households
Without Own Children

Married Couple #

A

Male Householderi
(No Wife)
7%

Female Householder #
( No Husband) 5

TOTAL Families Without
Own Children (100%)

. TOTAL FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS by FAMILY TYPE and PRESENCE of CHILDREN

TABLE 7
Cambtridige

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3 9 10 11 13 Total

- 426 276 805 245 460 436 234 218 " 606 505 850 247 5308
(78%) (81%) (76%) (36%) (60%) (69%) (57% - (78% (69%) (78%) (65% (69%) (67%)
12 0 47 26 31 63 29 10 42 6 43 5 314
(2%) (0%) (4%) (47%) (4%) (10%) (7%) (47%) (5% 1z) (3%) - (1%) (4%)
110 63 201 402 280 136 147 52 230 135 422 108 2286
(20%) (19%) (19%) (60%) (36%) (21%) (36%) (19%) (26%) (21%) (32%) (30%) (29%)
548 339 1053 673 771 635 410 280 878 646 1315 360 7908
519 341 622 252 619 1069 370 297 336 827 945 383 7130
(73%) (80%) (77%) (57%) (63% (76%) (72%) (85%) (77%) (76%) (66%) (77%) (73%)

48 15 55 26 91 118 67 9 63 45 107 30 674
(7%) - (3%) (7%) (6%) (9%) (8%) (13%) (3%) - (5%) (4%) (7%) (47%) (7%)
141 73 129 167 277 218 75 45 206 213 377 86 2007
(20%) (17%) (16%) (38%) 28%) (16%) (15%) (13%) (18%) (20%) (26%) (11%) (20%)
708 429 306 445 987 1405 512 351 1155 1085 1429 499 9811




FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS WITH OWN CHILDREN BY RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIN

TABLE 7Db

Cambridge
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Total
White
Married Couple # 229 192 718 109 326 333 121 207 503 478 618 224 4058
% (74%) (89%) (78%) (29%) (63%) (64%) (49%) (79% 74%) (77%) (75%) (73%) (70%)
Male Householder i 12 0 20 26 15 51 16 10 37 6 25 5 223
yA (47%) (07%) (27%) (7%) (3%) (10%) (67%) (&%) (6%) (1%) (3%) (2%) (4%)
Female Householder # 68 24 178 246 176 133 110 45 142 135 180 76 1513
9% (22%) (11%) (19%) (65%) (347%) (26%) (45%) (17%) (21%) (22%) (227%) (25%) - (26%)
Total White Households !
With Children (100%) 309 216 916 381 517 517 247 262 682 619 823 305 l5794
Black
Married Couple I 0 27 25 118 41 46 73 -7 83 14 136 16 586
) % (0%) (47%) (43%) (49%) (55%) (75%) (59%) (50%) (55% (100%) (39%) (33%) (49%)
Male Householder i 0 0 18 0 9 12 13 0 5 0 0 0 57
’ % (0%) (0%) (31%) (0%) (12%) (20%) 11%) (0%) (33%) (0%) (0%): (0%) (5%)
% (0%) (547%) (26%) (51%) (32%) (5%) (30%) (50%) (41%) (0%) (617%) (67%) (46%)
‘Total Black Households
With Children (100%) 0 58 58 242 74 61 123 14 150 14 347 48 1189
Spanish Origin
Married Couple # | 15 80 85 39 33 0 5 0 0 5 34 5 301
A (39%) (84%) (66%) (27%) (85%) (0%) (42%) -(0%) (0%) (100%) (37%) (100%) (50%)
Male Householder # 2 0 9 0 0 8 ~ 0 0 6 0 18 0 43
RA (5%) (0%) (7%) (0%2) (0%) (100%) (0% (0%) (18%) (0%) (19%) (0%) (7%)
Female Householder # 21 15 34 106 6 0 7 0 28 0 41 0 258
% (55%) (16%) (27%) (73%) (15%) (0%) (58%) (0%) (82%) (0%) (447%) (0%) (43%)
Total Spanish Origin :
Households with Children| 38 95 128 145 39 8 12 0 34 5 93 5 602
(100%)



WOMEN WITH CHILDREN UNDER 6

In The Labor Force #

Not In Labor Force #

WOMEN WITH CHILDREN 6 - 17

In The Labor Force #

Not in Labor Force i

WOMEN WITH CHILDREN by LABOR FORCE STATUS AND AGE

of CHILDREN

TABLE 8
- Cambridge
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Total
119 78 264 121 126 124 90 47 156 161 296 56 1638
(54%) | (33%) (54%) (35%) (51%) (49%) (45%) (58%) (48%2) | (54%) 492) | (38%) “(49%)
101 160 227 229 123 127 111 34 169 139 309 91 1729
46%) | (67%) (46%) (65%) (49%) (51%) (55%) (42%) (52%2) | (46%) (51%) | (62%) (51%)
220 238 491 350 249 251 201 81 325 300 605 147 3367
196 86 362 208 414 243 174 80 379 226 367 164 2899
(54%) | (80%) (80%) (65%) (71%) (78%) (76%) (50%) (72%2) | (67%) (55%) | (74%) (68%)
166 22 92 111 168 70 54 81 147 109 297 57 1374
(46%) | (20%) (20%) (35%) (29%) (22%) (24%) (50%) (28%) | (33%) 45%) | 26%) (32%)
362 108 454 319 582 313 228 161 526 335 664 221 4273
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TABLES 9 and 12. POVERTY STATUS

Poverty status for the purposes of the census was determined
by comparing total 1979 income to an income cut off or "poverty
threshhold." 1In 1979, that threshhold was $3,774 for a single
person under 65 and $3,479 for one over 65. A family of four
(two adults and two children) was at poverty with an income of
$7,356; a family of five (one adult and four children) was at
poverty with an income of $8,525.

Among all Cambridge residents, the poverty rate is 15%. That rate
rises to 297 for Hispanics and is at 19% for blacks. Rates vary among
neighborhoods as does the relationship in some instances among whites
and blacks and Hispanics. The poverty rates for family households is
127 for non-elderly headed units and just 6% for those headed by an

~elderly individual. Hoever, for the large number of non-family

elderly households, the poverty rate jumps to 16% and the proportion
of such non-family to family household is high.



INCOME

Above Poverty Level

With Related Children

Under 6 yrs & 6 — 17 yrs
Under 6 years only

6 - 17 years only

Without Related Children

INCOME

Below Poverty Level

With Related Children

Under 6 yrs & 6 - 17 yrs
Under 6 years only

6 - 17 years only

Without Related Children

FAMILIES by POVERTY STATUS

TABLE 9(A)

PRESENCE and AGE of RELATED CHILDREN Cambridge
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Total
67 28 209 98 37 " 56 93 38 105 112 205 46 1,094
100 133 210 149 133 209 101 48 205 147 312 74 1,821
295 79 447 221 569 308 187 185 536 368 624 199 4,018
641 364 714 373 804 1331 426 335 1059 1057 1277 454 8,835
27 36 74 83 48 12 11 4 17 12 69 26 419
20 48 31 49 28 18 18 4 24 11 99 4 354
57 21 112 91 78 41 32 7 26 11 76 30 582
49 59 62 54 61 65 54 10 61 13 82 26 596




-t

. FEMALE HEADED FAMILIES,K (NO HUSBAND PRESENT) TABLE 9(B)
by POVERTY STATUS and PRESENCE and AGE of RELATED CHILDREN .
Cambridge
1 2 3 4 5 . 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 Total
Female Householders
Above Poverty Level
With Related Children
Under 6 yrs. & 6-17 yrs 4 o | 0 18 20 0 25 7 0 26 39 7 146
Under 6 years only 7 4 8 90 19 21 16 0 19 11 58 10 263
6 - 17 years only - 61 21 70 111 224 84 - 82 30 198 86 198 67 1,232
Without Related Children 130 - 67 107 121 167 212 62 45 168 201 305 62 1,647
- Female Householders
Below Poverty Level
With Related Children
Under 6 yrs & 6-17 yrs 5 16 24 61 32 3 1T 4 7 12 39 14 228
Under 6 years only 7 17 31 43 22 v 0 0 4 6 0 83 4 217
6 - 17 years only : 26 11 | 76 88 51 28 20 7 26 5 50 19 407
Without Related Children 11 -0 14 37 22 6 6 0 12 7 27 11 153




TABLE 10(A)

POVERTY STATUS IN 1979 FOR ALT PERSONS LIVING IN HOUSEHOLDS BY RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIN Cambridge
. Total
White 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 15 1+ 3-3-
Above Poverty # 4251 1873 5845 1869 5351 10131 2621 2608 7572 6702 8296 2778 59947
% (83%) (77%) (87%) (67%) (847%) (85%) (79%) (897%) (927%) (91%) (80%) (90%) (86%)
Below Poverty # 891 548 900 917 1035 1812 677 318 702 625 1056 296 9777
% (17%) (23%) (13%) (33%) (16%) (15%) (20%) (11%) (8%) (9%) (11%) (10%) (147)
Total White Persons 5142 2421 6745 2786 6386 11993 3298 2926 8274 7327 9352 3074 69724
in- Households (100%)
Black
Above Poverty 3 0 327‘ 223 1298 684 607 759 103 1039 287 1418 103 6848
% (0%) (76%) (647%) (82%) (86%) (86%) (80%) 947%) (84%) (95%) 81%) (52%) (81%)
Below Poverty # 0 105 124 288 107 99 189 7 193 14 335 95 1556
% (0%) . (247) (36%) (18% (147) (147) (20%) (6%) (16% (5%) (19%) (48%) (19%)
Total Black Persong 0 432 347 1586 791 706 948 110 1232 301 1753 198 8404
in Households (100%) '
Other
Above Poverty it 45 351 208 232 965 525 - 212 192 361 160 552 75 3878
2 (44%) (72%) (61%) - (68%) (827%) (71%) (66%) (89%) (88%) (80%) (767%) (100%) (75%)
. Below Poverty # 57 137 135 108 213 217 110 © 24 48 41 170 0 1260
: % (56%) (28%) | (39%) (32%) (18%) (29%) (34%) (11%) (12%) (20%) (247) (0%) (25%)
Total Other Persons| 102 488 343 340 1178 742 322 216 409 201 722 75 5138

in Households




Total
Above Poverty 3
%
Below Poverty i#

Total Persons
in Households(100%)

Spanish Origin

Above Poverty i#
Below Poverty i#

Total Persons in

Households of

Spanish Origin
(100%)

)

TABLE 10(B)

POVERTY STATUS IN 1979 FOR ALL PERSONS LIVING IN HOUSEHOLDS BY RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIN Cambridge
Total
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 13 13
4296 2551 6276 3399 7000 11313 3592 2903 8972 7149 10266 2956 70673
(82%) (76%) 84%) (72%) (84%) (84%) (79%) (89%) (90%) (91%) (87%) (88%) (85%)
948 790 1159 1313 1555 2128 976 349 943 680 1561 391 12593
(18%) (23%) (16%) (28%) (16%) (16%) (21%) (11%) (10%) (9%) (13%) (12%) (15%)
5244 3341 7435 4712 3355 13441 4568 3252 9915 7829 11827 3347 83266
249 307 350 393 - 283 146 150 73 183 41 397 36 2608
(93%) (71%) (69%) (53%) (85%) (83%) (63%) (100% (73%) (84%) (69%) (100%) (71%)
18 123 156 351 50 29 90 0 67 8 182 0 1074
(7%) (29%) (31%) (47%) (15%) (17%) (38%) (0%) (27%) (16%) (31%) (0% (29%)
267 430 506 744 333. 175 240 73 250 49 579 36 3682




Above Poverty Level

Under 55 years
55 - 64 years

65 years +

Below Poverty Level

Under 55 years
55 - 64 years

- 65 years +

POVERTY STATUS in 1979 of PERSONS LIVING in HOUSEHOLDS BY AGE TABLE 11

Cambridge

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 _Total
2925 2179 4856 2738 5514 9259 3028 2482 7206 5218 7686 2128 55,219
553 172 720 307 677 685 232 207 702 © 776 1088 317 6,436
818 200 700 354 809 1369 332 214 1064 1155 1492 511 9,018
776 758 1002 1189 1185 1900 859 342 788 622 1263 341 11,025
62 6 74 84 40 76 39 0 39 15 99 12 546
110 26 83 40 130 152 78 7 116 43 199 38 1,022




b
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FAMILIES AND NONFAMILY HOUSEHOLDERS BY POVERTY STATUS IN 1979 BY AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER TABLE 12(A)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 - 9 10 11 13 TOTAL
FAMILY HOUSEHOLDER
AGE 15 - 64
Below Poverty Level 129 158 241 270 191 125 115 25 105 40 303 66 1,768
‘ (13%) (23%) (15%2) (282) (13%) (7%) (14%) ( 42) ( 62) ( 3%) (14%) (10%) - (12%)
At Poverty Level 55 30 85 88 64 | 46 24 12 AA 20° 110 43 621
( 57%) ( 4%) ( 5%) ( 9_%) ( 4%) ( 3%) ( 3%) ( 2%) ( 3%) ( 27) ( 5%) C 7%) ( 4%)
Above Poverty Level 826 516 1271 590 1183 1505 681 521 1530 1254 1793 546 12,216
(82%) (73%) (80%) (62%) (82%) (90%) (83%2) | (93%) (91%) (95%) (81%) (83%) . (87%)
1010 704 1597 948 1438 1676 820 558 1679 1314 2206 655 14,605
AGE 65 +
Below Poverty Level 24 | 6 38 7 24 11 0 0 23 7 23 20 183
(10%) ( 92) (15%) ( 42) (82| (3% ( 02) ( 02) ( 62) ( 2%) ( 42) (10%) ( 6%)
At Poverty Level 9 4 18 17 36 18 0 0 ’ 6 0 30 4 142
( 4%) ( 62) ( 7%) (10%) (112) ( 5%) ( 0%) ( 0%) ( 2%) ( 0%) ( 6%2) ( 2%) ( 5%)
Above Poverty Level 213 54 206 146 260 335 102 73 325 410 485 180 . 2,789
. (87%) (84%) (79%) (86%) (81%) (92%) (100%) (100%) (92%) (98%) (90%) (88%) (90%)




NON-FAMILY HOUSEHOLDER

AGE 15 - 64

Below . Poverty Level

At Poverty Level

Above Poverty Level

AGE 65 +

Below Poverty Level
At Poverty Level

Above Po%erty Level

FAMILIES AND NONFAMILY¥ HOUSEHOLDERS BY POVERTY STATUS IN 1979 BY AGE OF HOUSEHOLDER TABLE 12(B)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 13 TOTAL
162 84 113 179 331 904 259 132 266 149 247 32 2,858

(29%) (17%) (18%) (74%) (20%) (19%) (24%) (14%) (10%) ( 97%) (15%) ( 8%) (17%)
43 17 53 27 97 197 56 51 109 46 67 9 772

( 8%) ( 3%) ( 8%) (11%) ( 6%) C &%) ( 5%) (¢ 5%) ( 47%) ( 3% ( 47%) ( 2%) ( 5%)
361 400 474 36 1246 3744 766 759 2229 1398 1314 384 13,111

(64%) (80%) (74%) (15%) (747%) (77%) (71%) (81%) (86%) (88%) (80%) (90%) (78%)
566 501 640 242 1674 4845 1081 942 2604 1593 1628 425 16,741
86 13 22 75 83 124 78 7 57 31 147 8 731

(19%) (147%) ( 8%) (16%) (21%) (15%) (33%) ( 8%) (12%) (7%) (23%) ( 5%) (16%)
226 6 130 .360 160 228 107 0 63 48 140 34 1,502

(49%) C 7%) (49%) (79%) (40%) (28%) (45%) ( 0%) (13%) (117%) (22%) (22%) (33%)
- 149 72 112 21 161 450 53 78 352 348 356 110 2,262

(32%) (79%) (42%) ( 5%) (40%) (56%) (22%) (92%) (75%) (81%) (55%) (72%) (50%)
461 91 264 456 404 802 238 85 472 427 643 152 4,495




CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139
Tel. 498-9011

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
ROBERT W. HEALY
City Manager November 21, 1983

To the Honorable, the City Council:
Enclosed for your information is a copy of a report from the
Department of Human Service Programs relative to the 1980 U. S. Census.
Very truly yours,
City Manager

RWH/mb f



e

Agenda Item. wymber Fourteen

©55

Re: enclosing a cop§ of~a report from the
Dept. of Human SerVnce/Programs regarding

the 1980 U.S. CensuS¢f‘

Sy T mgﬁ

In City Council,

November 21, 1983
(Pout
o

Fr/e





