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Recent & Current CNSTAT Studies 

• Panel on the Design of  the 2010 
Census Program of  Evaluations and 
Experiments (CPEX)—Larry Brown, 
chair; issued final report Envisioning the 
2020 Census in early 2010 

• Panel to Review the 2010 
Census—Thomas Cook, chair; 
2009–2014; first interim report 
issued March 2011 



58 visits to local/regional offices, data capture centers, call centers, 
and other facilities during conduct of 2010 census 
 

7 [3/18]:
Billings (3129)

48 [7/26]:
Anchorage (2711)

49 [7/28]:
Seattle (RCC)

1 [2/19]:
DC West (2313)

10 [3/30]: San Francisco 
West (2723)

22 [4/22]:
Palo Alto (2717)

26 [5/3]:
Kansas City, KS (2621)

27 [5/3]:
Kansas City (RCC)

42 [6/29]:
Wichita (2623)

45 [7/13]:
Lawrence (Call Center)

29 [5/14]:
Joliet (2531)

43 [6/30]: Chicago
Near South (2518)

50 [8/5]:
Duluth (2625)

17 [4/16]:
Milwaukee (2546)

12 [4/6]:
Jeffersonville (NPC)

13 [4/6]:
Louisville (2816)

53 [8/17]: Cincinnati 
Suburban (2431)

38 [6/18]:
Columbus Central (2436)

25 [4/30]:
North Las Vegas (3137)

36 [6/7]:
Ventura (3244)

14, 46 [4/9, 7/22]:
Phoenix (PDCC)

15 [4/9]:
Phoenix Central (3112)

47 [7/22]:
Phoenix (Call Center)

9 [3/19]:
Albuquerque (3139)

35 [6/1–6/2]:
Santa Fe (3141)

37 [6/8]:
El Paso (3039)

4 [2/23]:
Dallas Central (3034)

5, 18 [2/23, 4/16]:
Dallas (RCC)

21 [4/21]:
Austin (3027)

8 [3/18]:
New Orleans (3018)

54 [8/18]:
Jacksonville North (2933)

39 [6/22]:
Homestead (2932)

11, 16, 24 [3/31, 4/9, 
4/27]: Essex (PDCC)

20 [4/20]:
Athens (2953)

19 [4/19]:
Atlanta (RCC)

28 [5/7]:
Savannah (2965)

40 [6/23]:
Durham (2823)

23 [4/23]:
Fairfax (2855)

56 [8/26]: 
Charleston (2446)

30 [5/19]:
Rockville (2319)

44 [7/9]: Greenbelt
(DRIS Command)

32 [5/24]:
Philadelphia West (2343)

31, 57 [5/24, 8/30]:
Philadelphia (RCC)

52 [8/12]:
Bronx Northwest (2220)

51 [8/11]: 
New York City (RCC)

33 [5/25]: Queens 
Northeast/Flushing (2234)

55 [8/23]: 
Boston (RCC)

6 [3/12]:
Concord (2131)

34 [5/28]:
Burlington (2146)

2 [2/22]: 
Los Angeles (RCC)

3 [2/22]:
Culver City (3214)

41 [6/23]:
Inglewood (3225)

Site Visits, Panel to Review the 2010 Census

58 [11/4]: Detroit (RCC)



Learning from 2010 

•  Clearly, good thing that most of  the early process indicators 
point in the right direction 

•  Premature to say that others are worrisome…but they at least 
need (much more) exploration 

Feature Evaluative Indicator Relative to 2000 

Verification of  composition for 
households with dynamic membership 

Recontact with more households (7.5 
million versus 2.5 million) 

Assignment to enumerators Fewer miles per interview 

Nonresponse followup visiting rules the 
same 

Higher percentage of  population counts 
in households from proxy respondents 

Definite role for “again but better”—
but “again” on its own is not 
necessarily “better” (or good) 

Strong need to compare with 
what could have been obtained 
from other sources 



Overall Assessment of  2010 CPEX 

•  Much promise for shaping 2020 plans … but experiments 
represent mainly a squandered opportunity 

•  Some extremely vital studies merit particular interest: 
•  Census Match Study—administrative records to 2010 census 
•  Address Canvassing Assessment (and other MAF-building 

operations) 
•  Evaluation of  Address Frame Accuracy and Quality 
•  Address List Maintenance Using Supplemental Data Evaluation 

•  Great need/hope: “CPEX 2.0”—2010 census operational data 
that can be mined (and linked to auxiliary data, such as 
administrative records), a la a Master Trace System 
•  Simulate alternative approaches 
•  Refine/improve cost estimates and assumptions 



Challenges Moving Forward from 2010:  
“Not Whether But How” 
•  Need to ask “next step” questions early, to inform mid-decade 

decisions and consultation with Congress 
•  Administrative Records: Link to census operational data to study 

effectiveness in full range of  operations (get beyond the 
“administrative records census” idea) 

•  Geographic Resource Updating: Quality metrics for both MAF and 
TIGER, and good measures of  cost/quality of  individual update 
operations 

•  Field Automation and Response Options (Internet): critical challenge is 
differentiating critical research needed to inform decisions from 
development work that can proceed 

•  Fitting the pieces together—across all relevant Bureau units—
and letting research build on previous efforts 



Census Bureau Research & Development Structures 
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2010 CPEX

Assessments

Evaluations

Experiments

2010 Census Coverage 
Measurement (CCM) 

Program

2020 Census 
Directorate

2010 Research 
and Planning

American 
Community 
Survey (ACS)

Geographic Support 
Systems (GSS) Initiative 
(Geography Division)

Information Systems 
Development 

(IT/CIO; Decennial 
Systems)

Field Systems 
Development 

(including Current 
Surveys and ACS)

Administrative Records
Center (Research & 

Methodology)

Research & 
Methodology 

Directorate (General)

(simplified) 
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