2010 Census

Hard-to-Count Tracts
And the Cities Where They Are Located
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Source: Tract Level Planning Database with Census
2000 Data, Tract_Level PDB_Version2.xls, located at
http://2010.census.gov/2010census/more_information/
012986.html
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Hard-to-County (HTC) scores can range from 0 to 132.
The higher the tract HTC score, the greater the predicted
difficulty in enumerating that tract.

Prepared by: Ohio Department of Development,
Policy Research and Strategic Planning (August 2009)

R081309C



