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2005-2009 ACS 5-Year Estimates 
What we released 

 

Design of products for data users based largely on 

historical product line 

 

Fundamental differences were acknowledged – 

period estimates and reduced precision 
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2005-2009 ACS 5-Year Estimates 
What we released 

 

5-year estimates included essentially all topics 

covered in 2000 

Same formats – tables, files, public use files 

Same access – American FactFinder 

Same geographic detail 

Some missing tables, some new tables 

4 



2005-2009 ACS 5-Year Estimates 
What we released 

Estimated number of 

geographic summary 

levels 

Detailed tables 670K 

Data profiles 190K 

Subject tables 180K 

Geographic comparison 

tables, thematic maps 

90K 
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2005-2009 ACS 5-Year Estimates 
Quality Assessments 

Item Allocation Rates 

 2000 Census  2009 ACS 

Educational Attainment 7.2 4.6 

Employment Status 11.1 4.2 

Wage/salary 20.0 14.0 

Tenure (owner/renter) 8.0 0.7 

Mortgage 18.6 1.4 

Real estate taxes 32.0 14.4 
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2005-2009 ACS 5-Year Estimates 
Quality Assessments 

Interviewed persons Percent 

Census 

2000 

5-year  

ACS 

Census 

2000 

5-year 

ACS 

Nation 43,459,449 22,556,247 15.4 7.5 

Georgia 1,113,498 585,991 13.6 6.2 

Texas 3,096,667 1,560,051 14.9 6.5 

Indiana 904,038 504,173 14.9 7.9 

Washington 853,607 479,449 14.5 7.4 

Vermont 160,403 77,239 26.3 12.4 
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NOTE: PRINT EDITION ALSO INCLUDED A 2-PAGE SPREAD INSIDE 
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2005-2009 ACS 5-Year Estimates 
Expectations 

• Challenges for some users 

– Concept of multiyear estimates 

– Reliability of estimates for smallest areas 

 

• Many users would ignore period estimates and 

margins of error 
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Current Status 
2010 ACS Release Schedule 

Sep 2011   

 

Oct  2011   

 

Dec 2011   

 

Spring  2012 
    

2010 ACS 1-year estimates 

 

2008-2010 ACS 3-year estimates 

 

2006-2010 ACS 5-year estimates 

 

2006-2010 ACS 5-year detailed 
population products 
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Current Status 
Production issues 

• Can we continue to produce full set of 1-, 3-, and 

5-year products? 

– Should geographic scope be reduced? 

– Should 3-year be eliminated? 

– Should number of tables be scaled back for 1 and 3? 

– Do we need 1-, 3-, and 5-year PUMS? 

• Added burden of new detailed population 

products  

• Increasing burden of custom tabulations  
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Current Status 
User issues 

• Diversity of users and lack of access to many 

categories of users 

• Increasing demand for detailed files for 

increasingly complex uses 

• Often contradictory needs – how to determine 

priorities 

• Continued need for communication, education 

and outreach 
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Current Status 
Quality issues 

• Sample size and reliability concerns 

• Data errors 

• Maintaining high quality  - response and other 

key measures 

• Managing risks associated with changes 
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Looking Ahead 
Program Review 

• New strategic vision for the ACS that improves 

overall operations 

 

• Improve ACS capacity to produce timely and 

relevant products 

 

• Has begun, expected duration – 6 to 18 months 
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Looking Ahead 
Program Review 

1. Strategic Review   

2. Business Process 

3. Systems Engineering 

4. Product Line Review 

5. Methodology Improvements 

6. Program Management Processes 

7. Communication and Stakeholder Analysis 

8. Research and Evaluation 
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Looking Ahead 
Quality Initiatives 

• Initial annual sample expanded from 2.9 million 

to 3.54 million addresses 

• Additional quality initiatives to conduct full follow 

up of all sample addresses in selected areas 

• Sample reallocation 
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Looking Ahead 
Working with Users 

• Recognition that the Census Bureau must 

do more to work with the data user 

community 

 

• Look forward to feedback and ideas from 

today’s workshop 
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