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Neighborhoods that are Hard-to-Count for 2010 Census
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"Hard-to-Count" scores are based on
twelve socio-economic indicators from
the 2000 Census that are correlated
with census participation. The higher
an area’s score, the greater the
predicted difficulty in enumerating its
population.

The indicators include:

- Vacancy rates

- Multi-unit housing and mobile homes
- Prevalence of rental housing
- Number of persons per room
- Marital status

- Avalilability of telephone

- Educational attainment

- Poverty

- Public Assistance income

- Unemployment

- Linguistic isolation

- Residential mobility
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