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INTRODUCTION

In meeting in Hawaii in November 2017, a group of concerned Micronesian leaders came together to form several entities, all based on their origins based on the Compacts of Free Association (COFA) between the United States their origin countries – the Republics of the Marshall Islands (RMI) and of Palau and the Federated States of Micronesia (FSM).  At that meeting, the group decided to have training in survey collection, processing, and analysis in Phoenix, Arizona, in February 2018.  Mike Pangelinan took the lead in setting it up.

So, for a weekend in February, Levin travelled to Phoenix from Hawaii, and COFA participants came from Oregon, Texas, Arkansas, Arizona, and elsewhere – about 10 of them – to learn the various aspects of survey work.  We met Friday evening, all day Saturday, and Sunday morning, and went through the training previously used for surveys on Guam, Saipan, Hawaii, and the U.S. Mainland.  All participants stayed at the hotel where the meetings took place.  A funder provided round-trip transportation, hotel, and per diem for the participants.  

The training was based on the results of previous surveys of Micronesian migrants, most of them based on the Office of Insular Affairs (OIA), Department of the Interior, Impact studies.  Under the Compacts, OIA must fund surveys of Micronesian migrants to Hawaii and the U.S. territories.  Levin was involved in all surveys through 2003.  Surveys were taken on Guam in 1992, 1997, and 2003; in the CNMI in 1993, 1998, and 2003; and, in Hawaii in 1997, 1999, and 2003.  Levin wrote reports on the first rounds of the surveys (Levin 1997) and on the last round (Levin 2003).  Levin also wrote on the Pacific Islander migration to the United States before the Compacts after the 1980 Census (Levin 1984)

Father Francis Hezel has also spent many years studying the Micronesian migration.  His earliest paper was published when the Compact was first implemented (Hezel and McGrath 1989).  He and Levin published a series of subsequent papers on the migration (Hezel and Levin 1989 and 1996).  And, he has done video taping of Micronesians discussing their own migration histories (Hezel and Samuel 2006).

In 2012, the FSM Congress appropriated funds to do FSM only migrant surveys to Guam, Saipan, Hawaii, and the U.S. Mainland.  Unlike the earlier surveys, which were basically censuses – everyone the enumerators could find were included – these surveys were samples, with varying results as far as sampling error.  The Saipan survey was random, the Guam and Hawaii samples used the 2003 base with projections, and the U.S. Mainland was done for the first time, so mostly provided inferential data.  The results were published with extensive tabulations (Hezel and Levin 2013) and as an East-West Center document (Hezel 2013).

After 2003, Levin retired from the Census Bureau, but OIA still went to the Census Bureau for Impact studies.  The Census Bureau collected sample surveys from Guam and Saipan in 2008 and used American Community Survey (ACS) data for Hawaii to obtain small samples and small amounts of information on the migrants.  The Bureau used the 2010 Census results for Guam and Saipan and later ACS data for Hawaii in 2013.  And, they are currently in the field again in 2018 for samples of Guam and Saipan but will continue to use ACS data for Hawaii.  The results are not comparable with each other or with what was done before, but have been accepted by OIA, the States, and the COFA Nations and migrant communities.

At the request of various international agencies, Levin has written a series of monographs on various aspects of internal and external Micronesian migration.  These included papers for the United Nations Population Fund (2014), the International Migration Organization (2015), and the World Bank (2017a).  These papers all focused on FSM migration.   Levin prepared a paper on Marshallese migration (2017b) based on the ACS and presented to the President of the Marshall Islands in November 2017.  This paper looked at characteristics of Marshallese migrants in general but focusing on movements to Hawaii and Arkansas.

After the meetings in Phoenix, the COFA groups prepared to do pilot surveys in Arkansas and Texas.  The Arkansas survey was to be funded by agencies in Arkansas, which happened, but the Texas survey was to be funded from Oregon, and insufficient funds prevented that one.  The pilot results, as reported here, and meant to assist in determining costs of doing larger surveys, and to make requests to various agencies for additional funding.  The Arkansas survey took place in May 2018.

LOGISTICS

Although preparations for both potential surveys – for Arkansas and Texas – started around the beginning of May, once Texas was dropped, attention went only to the Arkansas survey.  For the whole month of May, Levin, Cody Chong-gum (Marshallese) and Hidei Mori (Chuukese) worked on developing a final questionnaire, and the needed materials to do the survey.  The questionnaire started with the previous questionnaire used in the 2012 FSM Migrant survey for the U.S. Mainland (unique surveys were developed for each of the four areas in 2012).  Then, based on the meetings in Phoenix and subsequent submissions, particularly on the military (from Texas) and health (from Arkansas) a new questionnaire was developed.

Even though we knew we were using tablets, and so were not confined by space, previous survey work has dictated the approximate appropriate length for a questionnaire so as not to tire the respondents and enumerators.  And, in case the tablets did not work, we wanted to be able move to paper.  As it turned out, we did use paper for some units in Arkansas, which were then coded and keyed and included with the tablet entries.

In addition to the questionnaire, Cody adapted a series on manuals and forms from previous surveys.  These included the Guide for Training Enumerators, the Enumerator’s workbook to be used during training, the Enumerator’s Handbook to be used in the field, the Questionnaire Reference Book, and the Office Operations Manual.  We also adapted various forms, including the Address Register, Sorry I missed you form, Individual survey record, Refusal form, and privacy notice.  These took about two weeks to do.

The PacificWeb group then moved to developing the screens on the tablet.  Cody developed the screens in both CSPro and Survey Solutions because the CSPro looked a little un-user friendly.  But, the CSPro worked better than the other, and it allows for integration with the editing and tabulation.  However, in addition to developing the keying for the tablet and making it as user friendly as possible by adding considerable text, the students needed to develop a “sync”ing so that the keyed data could be moved to ASCII for further processing.  This took time and was continued in Arkansas.

Levin and Chong-gum’s tickets to Arkansas were covered by the Arkansas funding (Levin’s turned out to be one way).  Levin provided Mori with miles, so he could join us.  We were met in Bentonville by Richard from the Marshalls group in Springdale.  He drove us to the hotel and provided the car for our use.  The three of us stayed in one room.  We stayed in the hotel for the first week, but then Pangelinan arranged for two rooms in another hotel.  Per diem was provided for Levin and Chong-gum.  After Pangelinan left, Levin rented a car for the remainder of the time.  Chong-gum and Mori used the car for enumeration.

The training took place for 7 enumerators including Cody and Hidei May 21 and 22 at the Community Center in Springdale.  The training was not optimum because we were still learning how to use the tablets and much of the training assumed access to paper.  But, the training was appropriate, and the enumerators began enumeration on Wednesday.  Unfortunately, the weekend brought a Marshallese gathering, with many Marshallese traveling long distances to participate.  This event made enumeration difficult, so only 25 units had been enumerated after the first week.  The second week was more successful, and, with the help of Cody and Hidei’s participation, more than 100 units were enumerated by the end of the second week.  

Because of the difficulty of obtaining information over the first weekend, a second, modified questionnaire was prepared which had almost no housing items, and fewer population items.  Hence, the totals vary from table to table in the results.

The totals vary because the sample was too small to do a traditional edit, using imputation to fill in blanks.  When Chong-hum assembled and sent the final data set to Levin, a modified edit was prepared and run on the data.   Finally, after editing, the tables appearing here and subsets of the final tables.  The final data set and all the tables are resident at the Marshallese office in Springdale.
 



DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS

About the same number of Marshallese were enumerated in each of the two surveys.  As noted, the 2002 survey covered 77 households while the 2018 survey went to 135 households.  Table 1 shows the distribution of the Marshallese population by age and sex in each of the two surveys.  The 2002 survey only asked for one ethnicity but the 2018 asked for two ethnicities.  But, in 2018 some of the respondents reported Marshallese for both their first and second choice.  To match the 2002 reporting, only the first reported ethnicity in 2018 was used.

So, the 2018 survey recorded 513 Marshallese compared to the 503 Marshallese reported in 2002[footnoteRef:1](Table 1).  The sex ratio was 118 in 2002, meaning that there were 118 males for every 100 females.  But by 2018 more females than males were counted, with a sex ratio of 98. [1:  In every census or survey, some people do not respond to some of the questions (or the enumerator, coder, or keyer neglects to enter some of the information.  Some people refuse to answer any of the questions.  Usually, I edit the data so that total numbers are consistent from table to table.  Because both the 2002 and the 2018 were very small samples, and neither provides statistically significant results, imputation was not used here, so the raw numbers are presented.  So, the tables present inferential information.  COFA leaders should try to find funding for a much larger survey, one that produces more statistical reliability, and then with imputation for missing items. ] 


	Table 1. Marshallese Population by Age and Sex, 2002 and 2018
	

	 
	2018
	2002

	Age
	Total
	Males
	Females
	Total
	Males
	Females

	  Total
	513
	254
	259
	503
	272
	231

	0 - 14 years
	169
	94
	75
	177
	96
	81

	15 - 29 years
	153
	63
	90
	232
	124
	108

	30 - 44 years
	150
	77
	73
	68
	37
	31

	45 - 59 years
	30
	15
	15
	22
	12
	10

	60 years and over
	11
	5
	6
	4
	3
	1

	Median
	23.6
	22.9
	24.1
	19.8
	19.8
	19.8

	Source: 2002 and 2018 Survey of Marshallese in Springdale, Arkansas
	 
	 



The median age – that age that divided the population in half by age, half older and half younger – in 2018 was 23.6 years.  This number was about 4 years older than in 2002.  In 2002 both males and females had median ages of 19.8 years.  But in 2018, females were about one year older than the males – 24.1 years for females compared to 22.9 years for males.

These figures are also reflected in the percentages of each group.  About one-third of each population was less than 15 years old, but while about half of the 2002 population was 15 to 29, showing many young people coming to work in manufacturing and other industries, they had aged by 2018, making the 15 to 29 and 30 to 44-year groups about the same size (Table 2).  

	Table 2. Marshallese Population by Age and Sex, 2002 and 2018
	

	 
	2018
	2002

	Age
	Total
	Males
	Females
	Total
	Males
	Females

	  Total
	513
	254
	259
	503
	272
	231

	0 - 14 years
	32.9
	37.0
	29.0
	35.2
	35.3
	35.1

	15 - 29 years
	29.8
	24.8
	34.7
	46.1
	45.6
	46.8

	30 - 44 years
	29.2
	30.3
	28.2
	13.5
	13.6
	13.4

	45 - 59 years
	5.8
	5.9
	5.8
	4.4
	4.4
	4.3

	60 years and over
	2.1
	2.0
	2.3
	0.8
	1.1
	0.4

	Source: 2002 and 2018 Survey of Marshallese in Springdale, Arkansas
	 
	 



The graph shows the change in relative percentages for the 15 to 29 and 30 to 44-year groups.  The percentages (and counts) for the other age groups remained relatively constant.



Table 3 shows the relationship to the head of the household in 2002 and 2018.  The most striking change is in the numbers of people in the household.  More than 7 people lived in the average Marshallese household in 2002 compared to less than 4 people per house in 2018.  More than 1 in 4 people in 2018 were heads of their households compared to only about 1 in 7 in 2002.

The other big change was in the number of “other” relatives, those not part of the nuclear family.  About 1 in every 4 Marshallese in 2002 was either an “other relative” compared to 8 percent in 2018.  The percentage of non-relatives also decreased considerably.  The 2002 population was much less likely to have married heads, since the percentage of people being spouses doubled. 

	Table 3. Relationship to Head: 2002 and 2018
	

	 
	Numbers
	Percents

	Relationship
	2018
	2002
	2018
	2002

	      Total
	539
	541
	100.0
	100.0

	Householder
	144
	77
	26.7
	14.2

	    HH size
	3.74
	7.03
	
	

	Spouse
	87
	44
	16.1
	8.1

	Child
	218
	183
	40.4
	33.8

	Sibling
	20
	30
	3.7
	5.5

	Parent
	14
	8
	2.6
	1.5

	Grandchild
	11
	24
	2.0
	4.4

	Other relative
	44
	137
	8.2
	25.3

	Non relative
	1
	38
	0.2
	7.0

	Source: Arkansas Surveys
	 
	 
	 



The graphs clearly show the changes in the populations. 

	
Relationship to Head: 2002 and 2018


	
	




The population pyramid does not look like an Egyptian pyramid since it does not always show decreased smaller numbers with increasing age.  But the pyramid does look like those of many migrant groups around the world.  The number of children is relatively large because some of the migrants have either brought children or recently had children after becoming established.  But the bulge in the middle is due to the migrants themselves – many came as single men or women or as couples or as brothers or sisters. Hence the indentation below the migrant ages.

[image: ]
Of the 266 migrants reporting marital status, the clear majority were never married, both because migrants often come as singles, and because of the large number of relatively young people.  About 1 in every 3 of the “married” considered themselves consensually married.  As would be expected, very few widowed, divorced or separated people were in the migrant population (Table 4).

	
Table 4. Marital Status by Sex: 2018
	

	Marital Status
	Total
	Males
	Females

	     Total
	266
	129
	137

	Now married
	43
	20
	23

	Consensually married
	24
	11
	13

	Widowed
	6
	2
	4

	Divorced
	3
	1
	2

	Separated
	15
	7
	8

	Never married
	175
	88
	87

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 



The survey collected information on religious affiliation.  Various protestant groups were the largest of the religions.  However, the very largest group was “other religions”.  In later surveys it would be a good idea to investigate these other religions so they can be counted.  Less than 50 Marshallese had no religion or refused to answer the question (Table 5).

	Table 5. Religion by Sex: 2018
	
	

	Religion
	Total
	Males
	Females

	     Total
	537
	270
	267

	Catholic
	39
	15
	24

	Protestant
	133
	70
	63

	Assembly of God
	84
	36
	48

	Other protestant
	10
	5
	5

	Mormon (LSD)
	41
	22
	19

	Seventh Day Adventist
	19
	9
	10

	Other religions
	165
	88
	77

	Refused or no religion
	46
	25
	21

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 



CITIZENSHIP AND MIGRATION

About 80 or 15 percent of the Marshallese claimed US citizenship.  About 47 (about 9 percent) were dual citizens – Marshalls and US (Table 6).  Almost all the others were citizens of the Marshalls or FSM; no Palauans were enumerated.  The percentages were about the same for males and females.

	Table 6. Citizenship by Sex: 2018
	

	Citizenship
	Total
	Males
	Females

	    Total
	538
	270
	268

	FSM / RMI / ROP
	408
	209
	199

	US
	80
	37
	43

	Dual
	47
	24
	23

	Other
	3
	0
	3

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 



Of the 535 migrants reporting birthplace, 406 (3 out of every 4) were born on Majuro – although the mother might have gone to Majuro from some other atoll to give birth (Table 7).  About 20 were born on Kwajalein and 40 were born on other Marshalls Outer Islands.  Since the migrant stream has continued for some time now, 55 (about 10 percent) of the “migrants” were born on the U.S. Mainland, with most being born in Arkansas.  This figure is certain to increase rapidly in the next few years.

	Table 7. Birthplace by Sex: 2018
	

	Birthplace
	Total
	Males
	Females

	     Total
	535
	268
	267

	Majuro
	406
	206
	200

	Kwajalein
	20
	11
	9

	Other Marshall Islands
	40
	17
	23

	FSM
	4
	3
	1

	Hawaii
	7
	5
	2

	US Mainland
	55
	24
	31

	Elsewhere
	3
	2
	1

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 



The largest group of Marshallese migrants in Arkansas (230 or 43 percent) came to the US for “family reasons”, usually to join other family members (Table 8).  About 120 (22 percent) came for employment, and a slightly smaller number came for education.  Five people reported as coming to avoid radiation in the Marshalls.  About 55 were born in Springdale and so had not moved.  The percentages were about the same for males and females.

	Table 8. Reason Migrated by Sex: 2018
	

	Reason migrated
	Total
	Males
	Females

	Total
	539
	270
	269

	Employment
	117
	63
	54

	Family reasons
	230
	111
	119

	Education
	106
	57
	49

	Medical reasons
	4
	3
	1

	Visiting or vacation
	1
	0
	1

	Radiation
	5
	2
	3

	Other
	21
	10
	11

	Did not migrate
	55
	24
	31

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 



The survey asked questions about residence 5 years before enumeration, so in 2013, and one year before enumeration.  For the 2013 residence, 86 (18 percent) of those over years old in 2018 had not moved since 2013; the others had moved, either from a different house in Springdale, from another part of the United States, or from the Marshall Islands (Table 9).  About 200 or about half of those who did move moved from another part of the United States (including those who moved within Springfield).  About 26 of those in the survey had lived in Hawaii 5 years before, while about 150 had moved from Majuro or elsewhere in the Marshall Islands.  So, Springdale had many recent migrants.

	Table 9  Residence in 2013 by Place and Age: 2018
	
	
	
	
	

	Residence
	 
	Lived here 
	Other Residence in 2013

	in 2013
	Total
	in 2013
	Total
	US Mainland
	Hawaii
	Majuro
	Kwajalein
	Elsewhere

	Total
	476
	86
	390
	201
	26
	141
	10
	152

	0 - 14 years
	125
	24
	101
	51
	8
	34
	2
	40

	15 - 29 years
	156
	29
	127
	63
	9
	46
	6
	49

	30 - 44 years
	155
	22
	133
	71
	8
	50
	1
	52

	45 - 59 years
	28
	5
	23
	13
	1
	8
	1
	8

	60 years and over
	12
	6
	6
	3
	0
	3
	0
	3

	Median
	26.0
	24.8
	26.1
	26.8
	23.3
	26.9
	22.5
	26.0

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 



EDUCATION AND SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS

Most Marshallese school age children in Springdale were in school.  While 1 in 4 of those 4 years old were already attending school, and half of the 5 years olds, in most cases more than 90 percent of any single age were attending school to age 18 (Table 10).  Even many 18 years and older were attending school as well.

	Table 10. School Attendance by Age: 2018

	 
	 
	No has not 
	Attended

	Age
	Total
	attended
	Number
	Percent

	Total
	301
	121
	180
	59.8

	4 years
	15
	11
	4
	26.7

	5 years
	12
	6
	6
	50.0

	6 years
	13
	1
	12
	92.3

	7 years
	18
	1
	17
	94.4

	8 years
	15
	1
	14
	93.3

	9 years
	14
	2
	12
	85.7

	10 years
	8
	0
	8
	100.0

	11 years
	15
	1
	14
	93.3

	12 years
	10
	0
	10
	100.0

	13 years
	13
	0
	13
	100.0

	14 years
	8
	2
	6
	75.0

	15 years
	13
	0
	13
	100.0

	16 years
	9
	0
	9
	100.0

	17 years
	9
	1
	8
	88.9

	18 years
	11
	1
	10
	90.9

	19-21 years
	20
	12
	8
	40.0

	22-29 years
	98
	82
	16
	16.3

	Source; 2018 Arkansas Survey



And most of the children were at their appropriate grade level (Table 11).  The numbers at each were small so a few anomalies existed, but few had dropped out and few were being held back from their appropriate grade.

	Table 11. Grade in School by Age:2018

	Grade
	Total
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11
	12
	13
	14
	15
	16
	17
	18

	Total
	183
	15
	12
	13
	18
	15
	14
	8
	15
	10
	13
	8
	13
	9
	9
	11

	None
	16
	8
	6
	1
	 - 
	 - 
	1
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	Nursery
	5
	3
	1
	1
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	Kindergarten
	13
	2
	4
	4
	3
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	1st
	14
	1
	1
	4
	5
	1
	2
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	2nd
	15
	1
	 - 
	2
	6
	5
	1
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	3rd
	12
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	5
	5
	2
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	4th
	14
	 - 
	 - 
	1
	 - 
	3
	4
	4
	1
	1
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	5th
	16
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	3
	 - 
	1
	1
	7
	4
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	6th
	18
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	1
	7
	3
	5
	2
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	7th
	6
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	1
	5
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	8th
	9
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	1
	2
	4
	2
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 

	9th
	10
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	1
	2
	5
	2
	 - 
	 - 

	10th
	13
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	4
	6
	2
	1

	11th
	12
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	1
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	1
	1
	4
	5

	12th
	6
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	1
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	 - 
	1
	 - 
	3
	1

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 



Of the 326 migrants responding to educational attainment, about half only got to high school (but did not or have not graduated) (Table 12).  About 2 in every 5 graduated from high school, and more than 2 in 3 of those had at least some college.  But only 7 in the sample had as much as an associate degree and only 2 had at least a bachelor’s degree.  Levels of education are low, partly because of the lateness in developing higher education in the Marshalls themselves.  But having so many children in the Springdale school system should result in more high school diplomas and then more with college degrees.

	Table 12. Educational Attainment by Sex: 2018

	Reason migrated
	Total
	Males
	Females

	     Total
	326
	155
	171

	Pre school or none
	18
	7
	11

	1st through 8th grade
	24
	12
	12

	9th through 12th (no diploma)
	158
	71
	87

	High school graduate
	69
	33
	36

	Some college
	48
	25
	23

	Associate degree
	7
	6
	1

	BA or higher
	2
	1
	1

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 



Of the 102 respondents being in elementary or high school, about 2 in every 3 had a free or reduced-price lunch (but with male children more than females) (Table 13).  About half of the students participated in some after school program.  Of the 26 who went on to higher education, only 4 had a Pell (or BEOG) grant and only 2 had a scholarship from the Marshall Islands government.  Only 3 participated in a work study program.

	Table 13. School Related Variables by Sex: 2018
	
	

	Variable
	 
	Total
	Males
	Females

	Free lunch
	Total
	102
	47
	55

	
	Free or reduced meal
	67
	33
	34

	
	No free or reduced meal
	35
	14
	21

	Afterschool
	Total
	102
	47
	55

	
	After school program
	46
	24
	22

	
	No after school program
	56
	23
	33

	Pell grant
	Total
	26
	16
	10

	
	Pell grant
	4
	3
	1

	
	No Pell grant
	22
	13
	9

	COFA scholarship
	Total
	22
	13
	9

	
	Yes
	2
	1
	1

	
	No
	20
	12
	8

	Work study
	Total
	22
	13
	9

	
	Work Study
	3
	2
	1

	
	No Work Study
	19
	11
	8

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 



Of the 455 people in the sample for language spoken at home, 127 (or 28 percent – slightly more than 1 in 4) spoke only English at home (Table 14).  Almost all the others spoke Marshallese at home.  The numbers for males and females were in the same proportion as for the whole population.

	Table 14. Language Spoken at Home by Sex: 2018

	Language Spoken
	Total
	Males
	Females

	     Total
	455
	231
	224

	Speak only English at home
	127
	65
	62

	Speak other language at home
	328
	166
	162

	     Marshallese
	317
	159
	158

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 



As noted, about 3 out of every 4 Marshallese in Springdale spoke a language other than English at home (Table 15).  About half of those 5 to 14 years old spoke English at home.  This figure dropped to 1 in 4 for those 15 to 29 and continued to decrease with age. None of those 60 years and over spoke English at home.

	Table 15. Language Spoken at Home by Age: 2018
	
	

	 
	 
	Speak only English
	Speak other language at home
 
	

	 
	Total
	at home
	Number
	Percent
	

	Total
	455
	127
	328
	72.1
	

	0 - 14 years
	120
	63
	57
	47.5
	

	15 - 29 years
	146
	37
	109
	74.7
	

	30 - 44 years
	150
	24
	126
	84.0
	

	45 - 59 years
	27
	3
	24
	88.9
	

	60+ years
	12
	0
	12
	100.0
	

	Median
	26.0
	15.2
	29.7
	. . .
	

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	



Regarding frequency of English speaking for those who did not only speak English, about 1 out every 3 spoke the other language, presumably Marshallese, more than English (Table 16).   But about 2 out of every 3 spoke the two languages equally often, very few people spoke English more than the other language.  And, 9 did not speak English at all, a surprisingly low number for migrants, but the Marshall Islands have had 70 years of American administration.  More females than males spoke Marshallese more than English.

	Table 16. Language Frequency by Sex: 2018
	

	Frequency
	Total
	Males
	Females

	     Total
	354
	178
	176

	Yes other lang more than English
	114
	52
	62

	Both equally often
	209
	114
	95

	No other lang less than English
	22
	8
	14

	Doesn't speak English
	9
	4
	5

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 



The migrants are healthy.  Almost 400 of the 462 (about 7 in every 8) of those responding to the health questions had no health condition (Table 17).  Of those who did, about 50 (12 percent) had diabetes, 4 had had cancer, 2 used dialysis, and 22 had some other health condition.  Respondents could have had more than one health condition.  In general, the likelihood of a health condition increased with ages (the numbers of older migrants diminished with age, as expected.)  The median age for all respondents was 26, and was 23 for those with no health condition, but 42 for those with at least one health condition.

	Table 17. Individual Health Conditions by Age: 2018
	
	
	
	

	Age
	Total
	None
	At least one
	Has diabetes
	Has/had cancer
	Uses dialysis
	Has other health condition

	Total
	462
	396
	66
	48
	4
	2
	22

	0 - 14 years
	122
	117
	5
	1
	0
	0
	4

	15 - 29 years
	147
	142
	5
	3
	0
	0
	2

	30 - 44 years
	152
	123
	29
	23
	2
	1
	9

	45 - 59 years
	29
	11
	18
	13
	2
	0
	5

	60 years and over
	12
	3
	9
	8
	0
	1
	2

	Median
	26.1
	23.6
	41.9
	43.0
	45.0
	52.5
	38.3

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 



The questionnaire asked about frequency of communication with the home country (mostly the Marshall Islands).  Of the approximately 200 responding, about 2 out of every 3 communicated on a weekly basis (Table 18).  Very few communicated daily, and about 50 communicated less frequently than weekly, with 4 claiming not to communicate at all.  About 70 percent of the females communicated weekly compared to about 2/3rds of the males, so about the same percentages.

	Table 18 Communication with Home by Sex: 2018
	

	Communication
	Total
	Males
	Females

	Total
	197
	94
	103

	Communicate with COFA daily
	13
	7
	6

	Communicate weekly
	136
	64
	72

	Communicate monthly
	19
	10
	9

	Communicate less than monthly
	25
	13
	12

	Never communicate
	4
	0
	4

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 



By far the most communication with home was by internet.  About 3 out of every 4 migrants who responded communicated in this way (Table 19).  No one wrote letters, not surprising since the email has taken over that function.  About 40 either phoned or both phoned and used the internet for communication. 

	Table 19 Usual Communication with Home by Sex: 2018
	

	Usual Communication
	Total
	Males
	Females

	     Total
	198
	96
	102

	Usual communicate by internet
	158
	77
	81

	Usual by phone
	18
	7
	11

	Usual by letter
	0
	0
	0

	Usual by internet and phone
	22
	12
	10

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 



The questionnaire also asked about drivers’ licenses.  About 38 percent of the migrants had a driver’s license (Table 20).  The percentage would have been even higher if the youngest did not pull the average down.  So, while about 1 in 5 of those 16 to 29 had a driver’s license, more than half of those 30 to 44 fell in this category.  The percentages were lower for the older migrants.  The median age for those with a license was 36 compared to 29 for those who did not.

The COFA community has been concerned with the many States that only give one-year licenses to the COFA citizens.  About 80 out of the 130 (about 60 percent – 3 out of 5) of those with drivers’ licenses had their licenses to cover a period of more than 4 years.  The other 50 had licenses for 4 years (32) or less than 4 years (19), so most of the migrants in Arkansas were able to get longer term licenses.

	Table 20. Driver's license and Length of Driver's license by Age: 2018
	
	
	

	 
	 
	Doesn't have
	Has a driver's license
	Length of driver's license

	Age
	Total
	driver's license
	Number
	Percent
	< 4 yrs
	4 years
	4+ years

	Total
	344
	214
	130
	37.8
	19
	32
	80

	15 - 29 years
	147
	117
	30
	20.4
	6
	9
	16

	30 - 44 years
	155
	68
	87
	56.1
	9
	23
	55

	45 - 59 years
	30
	21
	9
	30.0
	2
	0
	7

	60 years and over
	12
	8
	4
	33.3
	2
	0
	2

	Median
	32.4
	28.7
	36.0
	. . . 
	. . . 
	. . . 
	. . . 

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 



ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES

The survey asked questions about economic activity in the week before the survey and in the year before the survey (2017).  Of the 339 reporting on work in the week before the census, 173 (about half) were working (Table 21).  Of those, only 11 worked less than full time, while 21 worked more than 40 hours, so were working overtime.  About 2 in every 5 of those younger than 30 were working in the week before the survey, but that increased to about 2 in 3 of those 30 to 44 years, and half of those 45 to 59 years old.  The older people were not working.  

	Table 21. Work last week and Hours worked by Age: 2018
	

	 
	 
	 
	Hours worked last week

	Age
	Total
	Did not work
	Total
	< 40 hrs
	40 hours
	40+ hours

	     Total
	339
	166
	173
	11
	141
	21

	15 - 29 years
	145
	85
	60
	1
	49
	10

	30 - 44 years
	153
	58
	95
	9
	76
	10

	45 - 59 years
	29
	13
	16
	1
	14
	1

	60 years and over
	12
	10
	2
	0
	2
	0

	Median
	32.4
	29.6
	34.2
	. . .
	34.2
	30.8

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 
	 



Of the 178 people reporting whether they worked in the public or private sectors or were self-employed, almost all of them (7 of 8) were working for a private company (Table 22).  Only 19 were working for the city or state governments.  The average age of the workers was about 34, which was true for both the public and private sectors.  Only 3 people were self-employed.

	Table 22. Class of Worker by Age: 2018
	
	

	Age
	Total
	Private company
	Government
	Self employed

	     Total
	178
	156
	19
	3

	15 - 29 years
	62
	54
	7
	1

	30 - 44 years
	97
	84
	11
	2

	45 - 59 years
	17
	16
	1
	0

	60 years and over
	2
	2
	0
	0

	Median
	34.2
	34.3
	33.4
	33.8

	Source; 2018 Arkansas Survey 
	 
	 



Besides asking about work in the week before the survey, the survey also asked about work in the whole year before the census – that is, in all of 2017.  Of the 344 people reporting, 154 (about 45 percent) reported as working (Table 23).  Only about 20 percent of those worked fewer than 40 weeks, so were not year-round workers.  Of the others, 36 worked the whole year, and 90 worked between 40 and 49 weeks, which was most of the year.  Of the 154 workers in 2017, only 10 were part-time workers, working less than 40 hours a week during the weeks that they did work, which 144 were full-time workers, working 40 hours or more.  

Although only 1 in 3 of those younger than 30 years worked in 2017, more than half of those between 30 and 44 worked in 2017.  Very few of those 60 years and over were working in 2017.

	Table 23. Work in 2017 by Age: 2018
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	 
	 
	Weeks worked
	Usual Hours worked last year

	Age
	Total
	Did not work
	Total
	< 40 weeks
	40-49 weeks
	50+ weeks
	Total
	< 40 hours
	40+ hours

	    Total
	344
	190
	154
	28
	90
	36
	154
	10
	144

	15 - 29 years
	147
	96
	51
	12
	21
	18
	51
	1
	50

	30 - 44 years
	155
	69
	86
	14
	57
	15
	86
	8
	78

	45 - 59 years
	30
	15
	15
	2
	10
	3
	15
	1
	14

	60 years and over
	12
	10
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2
	0
	2

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



Of the 300 people reporting total income (so wages, business income, social security and welfare payments, etc.), 118 (about 2 in every 5) had no income (Table 24).  Of course, these people lived in the housing unit where someone else was working.  Some had arrived recently so had less income in 2017 than others.  But about 80 (1 in 4) had income of $20,000 or more.  Still, $20,000 is only about $10 an hour, so incomes were very low.

	Table 24. Income in 2017 by Age: 2018
	
	
	

	Income
	Total
	15 - 29 years
	30 - 44 years
	45 - 59 years
	60+ years

	     Total
	300
	128
	133
	27
	12

	No income
	118
	66
	37
	7
	8

	$1 to $999
	55
	16
	29
	7
	3

	$1,000 to $14,999
	29
	9
	17
	3
	0

	$10000 to $14999
	8
	3
	5
	0
	0

	$15000 to $19999
	12
	3
	6
	2
	1

	$20000 to $29999
	58
	20
	30
	8
	0

	$30,000 or more
	28
	14
	14
	0
	0

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey 
	 
	 
	 



HOUSING

The questionnaire had a large series of housing questions.  However, because of the length of the questionnaire, and the short two-weeks of time to do the survey, a decision was made not to ask the housing questions during the three-day festival in the middle of the enumeration, or to respondents who came into the COFA office for other reasons, but who were enumerated there.  Hence, we only have data for 61 housing units, 34 owner-occupied units and 27 renter-occupied units.

Of the 61 units, 40 (about 2 out of every 3) were single housing structures, that is, not attached to any other housing unit, while the other 27 were apartments (Table 25).  The questionnaire also asked how many units were in the apartment building.  Only one of the owner-occupied units was an apartment, so most migrants bought houses when they had the financial ability to do that, rather than an apartment.  For the renters, however, about 3 in every 4 lived in apartments rather than in houses.

	Table 25. Type of Structure by Tenure: 2018

	Building
	Total
	Owned
	Rented

	  Total
	61
	34
	27

	Single house
	40
	33
	7

	Apartment
	21
	1
	20

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 



For those in rental units, the median rent paid was $625 and the mean (or average) rent was $600.  The median divided the rentals into half paying more and half paying less.

Of the 61 units, 7 householders (or heads) moved in this year – 2018 (Table 26).  Another 13 moved in last year, so 20 or about 1 in 3 moved in during the last year and a half.  About 1 in 3 moved in between 2010 and 2014, and about 1 in 6 moved in during 2015/2016 and another 1 in 6 before 2010.  So, most have moved into their unit recently.  Refer to the early section on residence in 2013 to see more information on movements. 

	Table 26. Year moved in by Tenure: 2018
	
	

	Year moved in
	Total
	Owned
	Rented

	     Total
	61
	34
	27

	2018
	7
	2
	5

	2017
	13
	7
	6

	2016
	7
	2
	5

	2015
	3
	1
	2

	2010 - 2014
	21
	13
	8

	Before 2010
	10
	9
	1

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 



The average migrant housing unit had 5 rooms (Table 27).  The Census Bureau, and so the survey, counted living rooms, dining rooms, dens, and bedrooms, but not hallways, bathrooms, etc.  So, the housing units were, in general, much bigger than the units the migrants left behind.  As noted, most of the units had 5 rooms, with 3 having 6 or more and half having fewer rooms.  All units had a least 2 bedrooms.  Owners had about one more room than renters.

	Table 27. Rooms by Tenure: 2018
	

	Rooms
	Total
	Owned
	Rented

	    Total
	61
	34
	27

	2 or 3 rooms
	14
	3
	11

	4 rooms
	17
	8
	9

	5 rooms
	27
	21
	6

	6 rooms or more
	3
	2
	1

	Median
	5.0
	5.3
	4.3

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 



All housing units were connected to public water and sewer, had complete plumbing and complete kitchen, and had some type of air conditioning.  But surprisingly, only 3 out of every 4 housing units reported having a television – but 90 percent of those who rented had a TV (Table 28).  Given the amount of internet connection, however, a TV might not be needed.

	Table 28. Television by Tenure: 2018
	
	

	Television
	Total
	Owned
	Rented

	     Total
	60
	33
	27

	With TV
	45
	21
	24

	No TV
	15
	12
	3

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 



Of the 61 units which received the housing questions, 60 had at least one cell phone (Table 29).  About 1 in every 4 had 3 phones, with those with 2 and 4 coming in next.  The median number of phones was 3.3, which was about the same for owners and renters.


	Table 29. Number of Cell Phones by Tenure: 2018
	
	

	Cell phones
	Total
	Owned
	Rented
	% Total
	% Owned
	% Rented

	      Total
	61
	34
	27
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0

	1
	11
	5
	6
	18.0
	14.7
	22.2

	2
	14
	8
	6
	23.0
	23.5
	22.2

	3
	15
	8
	7
	24.6
	23.5
	25.9

	4
	13
	10
	3
	21.3
	29.4
	11.1

	5 or more
	7
	3
	4
	11.5
	8.8
	14.8

	No cell phone
	1
	0
	1
	1.6
	0.0
	3.7

	Median
	3.3
	3.5
	3.1
	. . . 
	. . . 
	. . . 

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 



Of the 61 housing units, only 1 did not have at least one vehicle at home (Table 30).  Because Springdale has less public transportation than some larger cities, a vehicle is pretty much needed for work and household errands and responsibilities.  More than half the units had 1 vehicle.  About 1 in 3 had 2 vehicles, and 3 had 3 vehicles (none had more).  So, the average was a little less than 2.  

	Table 30. Vehicles by Tenure: 2018
	

	Vehicles
	Total
	Owned
	Rented

	Total
	61
	34
	27

	0 vehicles
	1
	1
	0

	1 vehicles
	36
	20
	16

	2 vehicles
	21
	11
	10

	3 vehicles
	3
	2
	1

	Median
	1.8
	1.8
	1.8

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 



About 17 of the 61 units (28 percent – about 1 in 4) had a computer (Table 31).  Renters were more likely than owners to have a computer. 

	Table 31. Computer by Tenure: 2018
	

	Computer
	Total
	Owned
	Rented

	Total
	61
	34
	27

	With computer
	17
	7
	10

	No computer
	44
	27
	17

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 



However, 56 of the 61 (more than 9 in 10) had access to the internet, whether on their own computer or elsewhere (Table 32).  Only one of the owner-occupied units did not have access to the internet compared to 4 of the renter-occupied units.  So, most of the migrants had access to news, both from home and from the State and the U.S.  

	Table 32. Internet by Tenure: 2018
	

	Internet
	Total
	Owned
	Rented

	Total
	61
	34
	27

	With internet
	56
	33
	23

	No internet
	5
	1
	4

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 



Of the 57 units responding to the item on amount paid for health insurance, 42 (about 3 in 4) reported having no health insurance – or at least not paying for it (Table 33).  About 9 in 10 of those owning their unit did not pay for health insurance compared to about half of those who rented.

	Table 33. Amount Paid for Health Insurance by Tenure: 2018

	Amount Paid for Health Insurance
	Total
	Owned
	Rented
	% Total
	% Owned
	% Rented

	     Total
	57
	34
	23
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0

	None
	42
	31
	11
	73.7
	91.2
	47.8

	Less than $100
	1
	0
	1
	1.8
	0
	4.3

	$100 to $249
	7
	1
	6
	12.3
	2.9
	26.1

	$250 to $499
	3
	2
	1
	5.3
	5.9
	4.3

	$500 to $999
	1
	0
	1
	1.8
	0
	4.3

	$1000 or more
	3
	0
	3
	5.3
	0
	13

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 




The migrant households do not participate as much in large gatherings as other migrant groups in this series of migrant studies (Levin, 2017a).  Only about 1 in 4 housing units provided funds for weddings or funerals in the last year (Table 34).  About 1 in 3 provided funds for large family get togethers and about 2 in 5 for church activities.  Those living in rented units were much more likely to provide funds for any of these than those living in owner-occupied units, who, presumably, were paying mortgages, and so funds going for those.  About 2 in every 5 of the rental units paid funds for family gatherings, and half provided funds for church activities. 

	Table 34.   Households Contributing to Various Activities: 2018
	

	Activity
	Total
	Owned
	Rented
	% Total
	% Owned
	% Rented

	     Total
	61
	34
	27
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0

	Weddings
	14
	6
	8
	23.0
	17.6
	29.6

	Funerals
	16
	6
	10
	26.2
	17.6
	37.0

	Family get togethers
	21
	10
	11
	34.4
	29.4
	40.7

	Church Activities
	24
	11
	13
	39.3
	32.4
	48.1

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
 
	 
	 
	 
	 


The following table displays some results of various kinds of financial dealings for the migrants.  About 1 in ever 3 had at least $2000 in savings (so about 2 in 3 of the housing units had less than $2000 in savings (Table 35).  About 2 in every 5 units had no credit cards, while about 1 in 3had one credit card, and the others had 2 or more credit cards.   About 9 in every 10 had an IRA, including all the owned units.  About half made regular deposits to bank or savings accounts.  Although not a financial transaction, being in a Parent-Teacher Association was in this series, with only 10 of the 61 participating, including only one of those in owner units but 9 in rented units. 

	Table 35. Various Financial Dealing by Tenure: 2018
	
	

	Financial
	Total
	Owned
	Rented
	% Total
	% Owned
	% Rented

	Total
	61
	34
	27
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0

	Has $2000 in savings
	22
	9
	13
	36.1
	26.5
	48.1

	Does not have
	39
	25
	14
	63.9
	73.5
	51.9

	No credit cards
	25
	13
	12
	41.0
	38.2
	44.4

	1 credit card
	19
	12
	7
	31.1
	35.3
	25.9

	2+ credit cards
	17
	9
	8
	27.9
	26.5
	29.6

	IRA
	56
	34
	22
	91.8
	100.0
	81.5

	Regular deposits
	32
	11
	21
	52.5
	32.4
	77.8

	PTA member
	10
	1
	9
	16.4
	2.9
	33.3

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Of the 59 households reporting on whether they had food stamps (SNAP), 44 did not (Table 36).  Of the 15 that did, 8 were getting less than $250 a month, and 7 were getting more, probably depending on family size.  Most of those with food stamps lived in owner-occupied housing units.

	Table 36. Value of Food Stamps by Tenure: 2018
	
	
	

	Food Stamps
	Total
	Owned
	Rented
	% Total
	% Owned
	% Rented

	    Total
	59
	34
	25
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0

	None
	44
	21
	23
	74.6
	61.8
	92.0

	Less than $250
	8
	7
	1
	13.6
	20.6
	4.0

	$250 - 499
	7
	6
	1
	11.9
	17.6
	4.0

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 



The survey asked a long series of health questions for the whole household in addition to the previous ones on individual health issues (see section above for person’s health).  Of the 61 households responding to these items, about 1 in 3 were in the WIC (Woman, Infants and Children) program and half went to immunization clinics (Table 37).  About 3 in 5 saw public health nurses and about half went to an emergency room and/or were outpatients during the reference period.  Almost half had Medicare in some form.  WIC participation was the same for owners and renters, but those in owned dwelling were more likely to use immunization clinics, public health clinics, emergency rooms, and outpatient services.

	Table 37. Household Health Characteristics by Tenure: 2018
	
	
	
	

	Health characteristic
	Total
	Owned
	Rented
	% Total
	% Owned
	% Rented

	      Total
	61
	34
	27
	100.0
	100.0
	100.0

	WIC
	20
	11
	9
	32.8
	32.4
	33.3

	Immunization clinics
	32
	20
	12
	52.5
	58.8
	44.4

	Public Health Nurses
	37
	22
	15
	60.7
	64.7
	55.6

	Emergency rooms
	29
	22
	7
	47.5
	64.7
	25.9

	Outpatient
	30
	19
	11
	49.2
	55.9
	40.7

	Inpatient services
	9
	4
	5
	14.8
	11.8
	18.5

	Medicare
	27
	13
	14
	44.3
	38.2
	51.9

	In private company
	8
	1
	7
	13.1
	2.9
	25.9

	Community health sponsored workshop
	7
	0
	7
	11.5
	0.0
	25.9

	Living will
	17
	17
	0
	27.9
	50.0
	0.0

	Source: 2018 Arkansas Survey
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 




RECOMMENDATIONS

This survey was always meant to be just a pilot survey to determine how much a full survey is likely to cost, the logistics of doing a survey of Micronesian migrants in the United States Mainland (where, unlike on islands, boundaries can be ambiguous), and the questionnaire, manuals, capture, processing, and analysis. From that, these are some issues to think about:

1. Enumerator pay.  Enumerators were paid $20 for each unit completed.  The enumerators did not complain about this amount, and it seems about right for the length of the questionnaire, and the standard of living in Springdale, Arkansas.  It takes about 45 minutes to do an average house, but if housing units are bigger in other geographic areas of the U.S. Mainland, it may take longer.  And, in more expensive living areas, the amount per unit might need to be raised.

2. Use of tablets. The COFA coordinators insisted on use of tablets.  Since none of the previous surveys on Micronesian migrants – on Guam and Saipan and in Hawaii and the 2012 survey on the Mainland – used tablets, we had a considerable learning curve.  The PacificWeb bought two tablets using the specifications provided by Mike Pangelinan.  As noted above, Cody Chong-Gum and Hidei Mori spent several weeks getting the questionnaire into the tablet and practicing through hot housing.  The tablets worked well in the field for the most part, although one of the ones bought in Springdale did not work well, and another had problems.  The tablets eliminated the need to code and key the data after the fact (although some of the forms were collected on paper and so did need to be keyed).  The tablets can be used again.  The initial cost was quickly covered by not needing to make paper questionnaires, which would need to have extra pages for persons not in the housing unit, so much more expensive in the long run.  And, information collected on paper would have to be scanned and archived.  Tablets are clearly the way to go.

3. One drop back of this tablet use.  Names were not collected – this procedure maintained confidentiality but we could not be sure that the same person was not enumerated twice.  Also, all places, languages, ethnicities, were pre-coded, so responses out of range could not be captured and saved for later analysis.  Consideration to additional collection should be considered in future surveys.

4. Tablet to ASCII. The data were collected using CSPro, a package developed by the Census Bureau and free to users.  One problem was getting (syncing) the collected data on the tablet to an ASCII file that could be used for the editing and tabulation.  It is important that at least one survey supervisor can move the collected data – and on a timely basis, like each day – from the tablet.  The information on the tablet should then be erased so that if the tablet is lost or mislaid, no information can get into the wrong hands.  Several backups of the electronic data should be made.  At least two people should know the procedures.

5. Development of the questionnaire and materials.  Chong-gum for about 4 weeks, and Mori for less time were involved in developing the questionnaire, manuals, and forms in the PacificWeb office.  This was at no cost to COFA, but was to the PacificWeb, which, in fact, is not a donor agency.  In the future, COFA needs to take the time needed to develop materials and plan to finance those procedures.  Now that the questionnaire and materials are developed, less time should be needed to prepare for future rounds.  But, nonetheless, it should be assumed that particular areas of the country (like Killeen and other places near military bases or places where many migrants go for health reasons) may need modification.

6. Training.  The project basically had two training sessions – the three-day workshop in Phoenix and then the two-day workshop in Arkansas.  The first was a training session for trainers, with about 10 participants from all three COFA areas and from various parts of the country.  The second was for Marshallese only (expect for Mori) in Springdale.  Neither training session was completely satisfactory, and efforts should be made to improve procedures.  Since the trainees did initial as well as final collection on the tablets themselves, the results could only be checked if the trainer could see the results on the tablets; this did not happen.  On the other hand, because of the rigid skip patterns embedded in the tablets, fewer skip patterns were missed.  Still, procedures for checking are needed.  Also, the traditional exercises of finding the houses, the introduction, dealing with reluctant respondents, housing definitions, were skimped or not covered at all, thus lowering the overall quality of the data to a certain extent.

7. Use of the Manuals.  Chong-gum did an excellent job of adapting the manuals used in previous migrants’ surveys, particularly the one for the 2012 US Mainland survey.  But, these were basically not used for this survey because they were not printed on paper, and none of the enumerator used the electronic copies.  The Guide for Training Enumerators was very well done – Cody picked up the needed changes and made them – so that will only need small adaptations for future surveys depending on geographic layout.  The two guides that the enumerators carry around – the Enumerator’s Handbook and the Questionnaire Reference Book – should be printed and carried – and referred to, both in training and in the field.  It would also be good if the Enumerator’s Workbook, the set of exercises to go along with the training to emphasize parts of training should be printed and used during training.  It will enhance the quality of the survey.  The final manual – the Office Operations Handbook – is not as crucial when tablets are used, and no additional coding and/or keying takes place.  With keying, though, the manual is an excellent reference.

8. Forms.  The most important form – the Address Register – was not used properly, so the survey does not have a very good record of the units covered and progress of the survey.  So, this cannot be used to help with future predicted flows of the work or length of time needed to collect the data in a housing unit, call backs, etc.  For the other forms – Sorry I missed you, Privacy notice, Refusal forms, Individual survey record, etc., these should have been used, but were not.  Future surveys will find if they are used, the quality of the survey will be better.

9. Outside expertise. Outside expertise for these surveys will come in two forms: (1) Micronesian “experts”, those involved in developing, implementing, and processing the survey, and (2) non-Micronesian experts.  There is no reason why the future surveys cannot be done with all Micronesian expertise, particularly if Hidei or Cody or Richard from Springdale is included.  But, whether Micronesian or non-Micronesian with expertise is used, they should have their round-trip airfare covered, ground transportation, hotel and per diem, and rental car, as expenses needed to provide the expertise.  Also, they should be paid a fee, whether a lumpsum or per day or week.

10. Processing.  The edits and tabulations for this survey are available in CSPro and can easily be adapted for future surveys because they are heavily documented internally.  But, someone with knowledge of CSPro would need to be involved.  And, of course, paid for the work done.  If another package is used, time and funding will be needed for that purpose.  Also, basic (larger crosstabs) and text (for use in the report, as in the case here) tables will need to be made, and funding provided for that purpose.

11. Analysis.  Besides the time required to prepare the materials, whoever writes the report will need to be compensated in same manner.  If the samples are large enough to do demographic analysis, that should be considered in hiring the report writer. 
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Relationship to Head: 2018






Householder	Spouse	Child	Sibling	Others	26.716141001855288	16.14100185528757	40.445269016697587	3.7105751391465676	12.987012987012989	
Marshallese Population by Sex, 2002 and 2018

0 - 14 years	Total	Males	Females	Total	Males	Females	2018	2002	32.943469785575047	37.00787401574803	28.957528957528957	35.188866799204774	35.294117647058826	35.064935064935064	15 - 29 years	Total	Males	Females	Total	Males	Females	2018	2002	29.82456140350877	24.803149606299211	34.749034749034749	46.123260437375748	45.588235294117645	46.753246753246756	30 - 44 years	Total	Males	Females	Total	Males	Females	2018	2002	29.239766081871345	30.314960629921259	28.185328185328185	13.518886679920477	13.602941176470589	13.419913419913421	45 - 59 years	Total	Males	Females	Total	Males	Females	2018	2002	5.8479532163742691	5.9055118110236222	5.7915057915057915	4.3737574552683895	4.4117647058823533	4.329004329004329	60 years and over	Total	Males	Females	Total	Males	Females	2018	2002	2.1442495126705654	1.9685039370078741	2.3166023166023164	0.79522862823061635	1.1029411764705883	0.4329004329004329	



Relationship to Head: 2002






Householder	Spouse	Child	Sibling	Others	14.232902033271719	8.1330868761552679	33.826247689463955	5.5452865064695009	38.262476894639555	
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Marshallese in Arkansas: 2018

1. Population by Age and Sex
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