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Hispanics 2000 Census

o Are the biggest minority group in US.
e 12.5% are Hispanics

* Increase of 57.9% from 1990

e 8.9% In the Midwest

e 3.3 % In Michigan

Source of this table is US Census Bureau, 2000



2004 American Community
Survey

41.1 Million Hispanics (Nation)
14.1% (Nation)

359,111 Hispanics in Michigan
3.64% of Population

2% Agriculture Business



Into the Future

e “By the year 2025, it Is estimated that
Hispanic Americans will comprise 18.9%
of the United States population and in
2050 Hispanics will be 24.4%.”

Source: Statistical Abstract of the United States: 2003,” U.S. Bureau of the
Census, p. 18, Table No. 15



Into the Future

e “Demographic projections by the US
Bureau of the Census report that over the
next 30 years the growth rate of
Hispanics will be the second largest for
all population subgroups”

Source: Statistical Abstract of the United States: 2003,” U.S. Bureau of the
Census, p. 18, Table No. 15



Tabla 3.

Ten Largest Places in Total Population and in Hispanic

Pﬂuulatmn 2000

(For irnformation on confidentiali

WwWW oa e & govbroadten20 00 oo'a M. patf)

protection, nonsampling ermor, and definitions, ses

Total population Hizpanic population Hi PE:_T;';
Place ard state o4

total

Murnber Rank Mu mibssr Hank] population

Mew York, MY . ..........| 8008278 1] 21a0.5654 1 27.0
Los Angesles, C& ... | 3,684 820 21 1,118,073 2 4.5
Chicage, IL.............| 28286018 a3 753,644 a3 2.0
Howston, TX . ... 1,963,634 4 Ta0,865 4 374
Philadsshia, PA.........| 1517550 = 128,028 24 8.5
Phosnig, AZ . ......... .. 1,321,045 B 445072 = 4.1
San Diego, CA .. 1,223,400 T 10,752 Ll 25.4
Dallas, TX . 1,188,580 B 422587 e 35.6
San ﬁ.nt-:-nu:- 'I'j-: | 1144 646 A 671,354 = 0.7
Citrait, I'.'II 261,270 10 AT AeT 7 5.0
El Paso, TX ... L. S63, 662 23 431 875 T To.6
San Joss, CALL L 204,843 11 20 020 10 0.2

Source: LS, Census Bureau, Census 2000 Summary File 1.
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/5 County Boundaries
£ Local Boundaries

B 1-25
[ 26- 75
[ 176-150

[ 1151 -300
[ 301 - 500
B 501- 1500



County

[ ] 301 =500
B 501= 1500
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Facts

* Michigan has 1,145 Hispanic/Latino
Operators (2002)

¢ 263% Increase on Farming Operations
— 315 farms (1997) to 1020 (2002)
—59,368ac (1997) to 165,896 (2002)

Source 2002 Census of Agriculture Michigan



Farm Types

2002 1997
e Grain Farming 212 75
e Vegetable 16 17
e Fruit 76 41
 Greenhouse 56 27
e Other 468 155

Source 2002 Census of Agriculture Michigan



CCC Loans and Federal Program
Payments (farms)

2002

e CCC Loans 40

e« CRPand WRP 102

e Other Federal 137
Farm Programs

Source 2002 Census of Agriculture Michigan

1997

6
n/a
n/a
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Twelve Trends of Hispanic Operated Farms
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Twelve Trends of Hispanic Farms
* Hispanic Operated farms increasing.

Figure 1: Number of Farms Operated by Minorities and Women
1978 to 1997 US Census of Agriculture
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Twelve Trends of Hispanic Farms
o Geographical Distribution

e Transformed from regional to national

Farms Operated by Hispanics: 1982
589 Counties with Hispanic Farms
R,

Hispanic Farms

per County
[]1to5Farmsg

e

”“.&m_._. e
Source: Ag. Census

. County data table 38
Map prepared hy David Buland,
USDAMNRCSINRIAL June, 2000

regulations, counties with few
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regulations, counties with few
Hizpanic farms may not be displayed.



Farms Operated by Hispanics: 1982
589 Counties with Hispanic Farms
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Farms Operated by Hispanics: 1997
1,775 Counties with Hispanic Farms
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Map prepared by David Buland,
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Twelve Trends of Hispanic Farms

e Hispanics are expanding in Specialized crops

. e gus
Figure B: Ag. Census Table 51, Farms Classified B Hispanic
by the North American Industry Classifications System
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aprt== _ Hispanies in Agriculture, Pre and Post Immigration Reform

Differenees i Hispanic Agricaltore before and after the Inunigration Beformn and Conteal Aet (TRCA)
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Tahle 4

NECS Parity Report FY2000

Hispanic Hispanic Percent Percent 2000 2001
Clients Clients Clients Clients Parity Parity
Served Served Ag Served Served | Difference | Difference
ISTATE 2000 2001 Census| 2000 2001 by state by state
B sbama 21 3 185 43 5% TH 4% (33.2 (487
laska = E = 23.3% 50.0% {11.0 (38.1
Prerican Samoa 0 ) ) 0.0% 0. 0%
Jrizona 155 154 403 35.8%) 38 _3%
rkansas =8, g1 289 20.1% 20450
(-alifornia 1085 1139 4515 24 0% 25 2%
Colorado 735 fafals QL TT B T0_5%
[Connecticut 3 0 25 110, 7% 0.0%0
Delaware 3 3 13 Z3.1% Z3.1%
District of Columbia 0 115 0 0.0% 0.0%
Fed. States of Micronesis 0 [ i) 10.09%) 10.0%H
Florida 2458 3108 10604 Z3.5% el
(Seorgia e . 312 23 40 T4 1%
KSuam 1 0 1 100.0%; 0.0%0
Hawaii =l = 17 54.0% 51.1 %0
daho &1 24 32 15.8%) 104 %
llinois 101 145 289 24 5% 50.5%
ndiana =t 13 237 24 5% 5_8%
o 25 35 343 2519 10_2%
Fansas 75 111 333 Z2.8% 3345
Feniucky 51 41 405 12.8%) 10.1%
Lcuisiana 74 45 214 34.8%) 21.5%
Plaine 2 15 s 5. 7% 417 %
Parshall Islands [x 0¥ ) 0. 0% 10.0%%
anyiand E o B85, 10.6%) 34190
assachussatis 195 ) 37 321.6% 24 3%
ichigan 135 385 280 45.5%) 135.5%
Minnesota =0 28] 280 20.8% 10.8%
EiSSiSSiPDi 25 35 1458 24 2% Z3.5%
issour o 1154 <t 2059 26 8%
cntana 20 35 173 17. 3%, 20.2%
Mebraska 158 21 254 T.5% 5.3%
IMevada 21 164 105 18 4% 14 8%
Iew Hampshire [= 4 15 40.0% 25.7%)
PMew Jerssy [i 12 113 5 4%, 107 %
Mew Mexico 170 1627] 3477 40.0% 458 %
ew York 40 s 2100 18.0% 13.3%
Morth Carolina 41 171 3209 1.2. 8% 53.4 %
Florth Dakota 18 1 145 13.1%) 0.7%
Porthern Mariana Islands| 1 [ i) 10.09%) 10.0%H
fohio 323 65 30 105, 2% 22 2%
Dklahoma 107 1364 551 18 4% 24T
[Oregon 101 115 511 18 8% 22.5%
Falau ) v 0 0.0% 0. 0%
Fennsylvania 7] 55 215 4059 26.8% (8.7
Fuerto Fico 4724 4231 18724 Z3.8% 2145 0.0}
Fhods Island 11 0 7] 157 1% 0.0% {168.3
[South Carclina els 40 107 32 7% 3T 4% {28.8
South Dakota 10 7] 165 5.0%) 4.2%) (624
Tennessee 21 2 ITH 21.6% 171 %0 (11.7
[Texas G055 7717 7Trag TT T a9 7.2
L itah 25 334 1208 21.79%) 278.3% 235.5
fermaont 5 108 45 17 8%, 2229 (8.3
(Wirgin Islands of the LS. 11 5 25 424 0% 24 0% .09
fWirginia e 534 233 26.6% 2275 (8.7
WWashingion 178 135 et 28.8%) Z2.1% {10.3
WNWest Wirginia 3 13 24 4059 15_5% (28.5
Wisconsin 35 534 251 14, 3% 21.1% (31.3
A yorming s 53 131 21 4% 40 5% (8.8
I:ru-.als 17375 18677 47471 26.6%; E.3 % {12.2
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Figurels

Hispanic Clients Served by NRCS, FY20(

Hispanic Clients Served by NRECS
Fimal FY" 2000 Totals
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What was NRCS conclusion?

 New Opportunities with Farm Bill 2002
 Limited Producer and Beginning Farmers



HISPANIC EMPLOYMENT
PROGRAM

 The 16 Point Program for the Spanish
Speaking
« OPM 10-Point Plan



Federal Policy

“It Is the policy of the United States that the
Federal workforce reflect the Nation’s diversity.

e Civil Service Reform Act
e Executive Order 13171
e 5USC 7201



—Amencan Indian® 2.1%
— Asian/Pacific Islander 4.8%

Minority ~ Hispanic 7.1%

31.1%
Non-
Minority
68.9%

Source: FEDERAL CIVILIAN WORKFORCE STATISTICS THE FACT BOOK 2004 EDITION
as of Sept 30 2003



As of September 30, 2003

American
Asian/ Indian/ White
Total . . Pacific Alaska Noh-
Tota Men — Women  pinority  Diack  HIspanic o onder  Native  Hispanic
FCW* 100.0 26.0 4410 313 17.6 7.0 48 20 68.7
CLF* 100.0 53.5 46.5 28.6 104 13.1 45 0.6 714

Source: FEDERAL CIVILIAN WORKFORCE STATISTICS THE FACT BOOK 2004 EDITION



Hispanic

% of Workforce
100 1

J
-
<
e
Ph
- LY

-_.I

P e

Federal Cvilian

Source: FEDERAL CIVILIAN WORKFORCE STATISTICS THE FACT BOOK 2004 EDITION



Minority Groups
% of Total Workforce

331
30 -
2D -
20 -
15 -
10 -

ESlack CIHizpanic
Bl 2 =zian/Pacific Islander amencan Indian®
* American Indian refers to American Indian/Alaska Native

Source: FEDERAL CIVILIAN WORKFORCE STATISTICS THE FACT BOOK 2004 EDITION



Executive Branch and USDA Numbers

Minority

Federal 580,983 (31.4%)
USDA 24,225(21.6%)
NRCS 2,076 (15.6%)
Ml ?

Source: OPM, SEPTEMBER 2004

Hispanics

135,533 (7.3%)
6,899 (6.2%)

541 (4.1%)
?




Recommendations

 Develop Integrated Strategies
 Keep Manager’s Updated

* Recruit well-qualified Hispanic men and
women

Source: A REPORT BY THE U.S. MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD



Factors Affecting Hispanic
Representation

Education

Outreach

Networking

Break Cultural factors
Avalilability

Initial Contact
Managers



Websites

nttp://www.nass.usda.gov/

nttp://www.nriai.nrcs.usda.qov/

nttp://www.census.gov/

nttp://www.opm.gov/




