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TABLE 2b: 100 Largest Places Ranked by Percent of Asians (race alone or in
combination*) Living in Hard-to-Count (HTC) Census Tracts**

Rank | Place State | Asian population | Asian population Percent of the
(alone orin (alone orin Asian
combination with | combination with population
other races) other races) living (alone orin

in Hard to Count combination
(HTC) tracts** with other
races) living in
HTC tracts**
1 Newark NJ 6,120 5,524 90.3
2 Detroit Ml 10,789 9,509 88.1
3 Jersey City NJ 68,428 59,124 86.4
4 Buffalo NY 12,729 10,845 85.2
5 New Orleans LA 12,637 9,518 75.3
6 Paradise (CDP) NV 27,302 20,279 74.3
7 Cleveland OH 9,558 6,773 70.9
8 Irving TX 41,050 26,113 63.6
9 Boston MA 66,466 42,241 63.6
10 Dallas TX 44,740 26,876 60.1
11 | New York City NY 1,231,039 730,215 59.3
12 | Philadelphia PA 116,758 68,600 58.8
13 | Atlanta GA 20,405 11,481 56.3
14 Louisville KY 7,144 3,687 51.6
15 Baton Rouge LA 8,945 4,590 51.3
16 Cincinnati OH 7,327 3,740 51.0
17 | Stockton CA 72,935 37,013 50.7
18 Milwaukee Wi 24,553 12,255 49.9
19 North Las Vegas NV 17,740 8,692 49.0
20 | Memphis TN 13,469 6,592 48.9
21 | Toledo OH 5,267 2,416 45.9
22 | Miami FL 4,760 2,140 45.0
23 | Riverside CA 26,708 10,976 411
24 | Arlington X 31,282 12,650 40.4
25 Columbus OH 43,681 17,578 40.2
26 | Bakersfield CA 27,481 10,652 38.8
27 | LongBeach CA 70,798 27,323 38.6
28 San Antonio TX 45,966 17,713 38.5
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29 | Tucson AZ 21,324 8,203 38.5
30 | Aurora co 22,686 8,618 38.0
31 Houston TX 152,748 57,630 37.7
32 | Austin TX 67,236 25,350 37.7
33 | Anaheim CA 58,443 20,900 35.8
34 | Chicago IL 184,453 65,923 35.7
35 Norfolk VA 11,240 4,012 35.7
36 | Oakland CA 76,305 27,139 35.6
37 Tulsa OK 13,651 4,746 34.8
38 Nashville-Davidson TN 25,457 8,761 34.4
39 | Chula Vista CA 44,265 15,140 34.2
40 Phoenix AZ 64,449 21,736 33.7
41 | St. Louis MO 11,646 3,887 33.4
42 Fresno CA 78,696 25,749 32.7
43 | Orlando FL 10,348 3,378 32.6
44 | Anchorage AK 33,965 10,909 321
45 | Santa Ana CA 33,852 10,798 31.9
46 Los Angeles CA 508,350 161,062 31.7
47 Corpus Christi TX 7,853 2,443 31.1
48 | Glendale AZ 12,388 3,785 30.6
49 | Charlotte NC 51,602 15,695 304
50 | San Diego CA 263,444 78,990 30.0
51 | Jacksonville FL 47,977 14,291 29.8
52 | Laredo X 1,721 494 28.7
53 | Mesa AZ 12,668 3,596 28.4
54 | Wichita KS 22,212 6,234 28.1
55 | Fort Worth X 38,611 10,815 28.0
56 Las Vegas NV 52,924 14,666 27.7
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57 | Lubbock TX 6,677 1,735 26.0
58 Baltimore MD 19,132 4,829 25.2
59 | Portland OR 57,959 13,539 23.4
60 | Raleigh NC 21,351 4,982 23.3
61 | Omaha NE 15,988 3,556 22.2
62 Minneapolis MN 28,780 6,244 21.7
63 Denver Cco 30,043 6,494 21.6
64 | Durham NC 15,139 3,239 214
65 Virginia Beach VA 37,193 7,936 21.3
66 | Oklahoma City OK 31,199 6,609 21.2
67 | El Paso TX 12,780 2,633 20.6
68 | Albuquerque NM 23,157 4,664 20.1
69 | Irvine CA 99,992 19,538 19.5
70 Kansas City MO 15,272 2,981 19.5
71 Fort Wayne IN 11,327 2,150 19.0
72 Sacramento CA 100,388 18,884 18.8
73 Greensboro NC 12,780 2,391 18.7
74 Lexington-Fayette KY 13,146 2,458 18.7
75 | Lincoln NE 13,416 2,390 17.8
76 | Plano TX 54,041 9,606 17.8
77 Chandler AZ 26,890 4,765 17.7
78 Madison WI 22,798 3,753 16.5
79 | Tampa FL 16,081 2,564 15.9
80 | Garland TX 26,862 4,126 15.4
81 San Jose CA 362,797 49,503 13.6
82 | Indianapolis IN 25,780 3,376 13.1
83 Colorado Springs co 20,539 2,631 12.8
84 | Louisville/Jefferso KY 10,914 1,381 12.7
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85 St. Paul MN 51,805 6,479 12.5

86 Fremont CA 129,912 15,779 12.1

87 St. Petersburg FL 9,712 1,119 11.5

88 Seattle WA 113,758 12,916 11.4

89 Henderson NV 26,023 2,823 10.8

90 San Francisco CA 308,154 33,402 10.8

91 Honolulu (CDP) HI 233,364 21,943 9.4

92 Pittsburgh PA 18,489 1,693 9.2

93 Reno NV 19,073 1,517 8.0

94 Gilbert AZ 18,488 1,419 7.7

95 Washington DC 31,284 2,299 7.3

96 | Winston-Salem NC 6,260 425 6.8

97 Arlington (CDP) VA 26,260 1,351 51

98 | Scottsdale AZ 11,379 506 4.4

99 Chesapeake VA 10,521 184 1.7

100 | Hialeah FL 861 0 0.0
Total in 100 4,923,316 1,412,662 28.7
Largest Places
Total in Balance of 14,244,400 2,833,933 19.9
Country

* Anyone who marked Asian in the Census is included in this table even if they marked another race in addition to

Asian. Also anyone who marked Hispanic in addition to Asian is included in this table.

** In this table, Hard-to-Count Census Tracts are those in the bottom 20 percent of 2010 Census Mail Return Rates

(i.e. Mail Return Rates of 73 percent or less) or tracts for which a mail return rate is not applicable because they

were enumerated in 2010 using the special Update/Enumerate method.

Some census tracts straddle city boundaries. If the majority of the population in such tracts is inside the city, the

total population for the census tract is considered to be inside the city.

CDPs are Census Designated Places. These are places delineated to provide data for settled concentrations of

population that are identifiable by name but are not legally incorporated under the laws of the state in which they

are located.

Source: Population totals in this table are from the U.S. Census Bureau's 2011-2015 American Community Survey

estimates.




