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INTRODUCTION

This notebook presents dewiled data on 40 socineconomic indicatars for metropolitan
greas/cities in the United States. The indicators are organized into the following eight
categories: (1) drugs, (2) crime, (3) vital statistics, (4) health, (3) education,

(6) income/employment, (7) housing, and (8) population. Within these categories, data are
presented on drug use by amrestees; drug-related emergency room episodes; arrest rates for
violent, robbsery, property, and drug criomses; homicides; suicides; infant deaths; hospital beds;
AIDS (scquired immune deficiency syndrome} cases among injecting drug users; educational
attainment; per capita income; unemployment; owner-occupied housing; population by age

. and proportion living in cenral city arcas; and others.

The following sections present (1) a discussion of the source for each indicator and the
methodology used to present the data and (2) a brief synthesis of the dam.

DATA SOURCES

The indicators are drawn from a large variety of sources, including the Burcau of the
Census, the Nadonal Center for Health Siatistcs (NCHS), the Federal Bureau of Investigation
(FBI), the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Adminisration {SAMSHA), the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention {CDC), the National Institute of Justice (NIY3, Market Data
Retrieval, and the American Medical Association (AMA). The years covered by the various
data sowrces range from 1985 w0 1991,

The daw are not consistent with respect 1o the use of geographic unit. Many of the
sources used the Ceansus Bureau designations of Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA), Primary
Metropolitan Statistical Area (PMSA), or Consolidated Metopolitan Statistical Area (CMSA).
Not all of the data sources specified which of these units was used. To avoid confusion in
using this notebook, all data sources that used one of the three Census designations are
iabeled here as “mietropolitan aren” (berween the 1980 and 1990 censuses some new FMSA's,
{CMSA's, and MSA's were created or redefined; these changes have not been correlated
berween tables in the notebook). Another group of tables used the city as the geographic
unit. Only metropolitan areas or cites with populations of 100,000 or more are included in
this notebook. Some sources imposed further limitations (¢.g.. mewopolitan areas of 500,000
or more) or used only selected cities; these instances are noted below. Following are the
indicators and their specific sources by category; table numbers in parsntheses identify the
table in which the indicator appears in this notebook:

Drugs

. Data on emergency room otal drug abuse episodes and cocaine, heroin, and
mirijuana mentions for 1992 are from unpublished data from SAMHSA’s Drug



| Crime

Abuse Warning Network {(DAWN]) (Tables A-1 through A-4). Data are for 21
selecied mewopolitan arcas.

Data on any drug, muliiple drug, marijuana, cocaine, and opiate (heroin) use
among male and female booked arrestees for 1991 are from NLI's Drug Use
Forecasting (DUF) 1991 Annual Report (Tables A-§ through A-14}. Daw are
for 24 selected cities,

Data on the price of cocaine per pure gram (for purchases of 1 ounce or less)
for 1992 are from unpublished data from the DEA’s System To Retrieve
Information from Drug Evidence., Data are for the 2] DAWN and 24 DUF
metropolitan areas/cities.

£

Data on arrests for violent crime, robbery crime, property crime, index crime,
drug crime, cocaine/heroin sales, and cocaing/heroin possession for 1991 are
from unpublished dam from the FBI's Uniform Crimne Reporting Program
{Tables B-1 through B-7). Dara are for metropolitan areas with populations of
100,000 or more.

Data on police officer staffing for 1985 are from the Bureau of the Census
(Table B-8) and were obtained from the City and County Data Book. Datw are
for cities with populations of 100,000 or more.

- Vital Statistics

P

' Health

-

Data on homicides and suicides for 1990 are from unpublished vital statistics
dats from NCHS (Tables C-1 and C-2). Metropolitan areas with fewer than 10
homicides or suicides are suppressed by NCHS. Dara are for meopolitan
areas with populations of 100,000 or more.

Data on births to mothers under 20 years of age for 19590 and infant deaths for
1989 are from NCHS® Vitai Swatistics of the United Siates, Vol, 1, Naiality, and
Vol. 2, Mortality (Tables C-3 and C4), Data are for metropolitan areas with
populations of 100,000 or more.

Data on beds available in general hospitals for 1989 are from the AMA's
Guide to the Health Care Field (Table D-1). Dawm are for metropolitan areas
with papulations of 106,000 or more.



Data on general practitioners for 1988 are from the AMA’s Physician
Characteristics and Diseriburion in the United States (Table D-2). Dam are for
metropolitan areas with popalations of 100,000 or more.

Data on reported AIDS cases for July 1992 through July 1993 are from CDC's
1993 HIVIAIDS Surveillance Report (Table D-3). Data are for metropolitan
areas with populations of 500,000 or more.

Daa on AIDS cases among injecting drug users reported in June 1992 are from
CDC's 1992 HIVIAIDS Surveillance Report and the 1992 Proceedings of the
Community Epidemiologic Work Group (Table D-4), Data are for 20 selected
metropolitan areas,

Education

. .

Data on enrollmoent in public schools for 1989 are from Marker Data
Rewieval’s National School Market Index (Table E-1). Data are for
metropolitan areas with populations of 100,000 or rore.

Data from 1990 on anainment of 12 or more years of education is from the
Bureau of the Census’ Swnmary Social, Economic, and Housing
Characteristics, United States, 1990 (Table E-2). Data are for metropolitn
arcas with populations of 100,000 or more.

Income/Employment

Data on per capita income and families below the poverty level for 1989 and
unemployment for 1990 are from the Bureau of the Census’ Summary of
Social, Economic, and Housing Characteristics, United Stares, 1990 (Tables B
1 through F-3). Data are for metropolitan areas with populations of 100,000 or
nIore.

Housing

»

Data for 1990 on year-round housing units that are owner occupied and on
female-headed households are from the Burcau of the Census’ General Housing
Characteristics, United States, 1990 (Tables G-1 and G-2). Data are for
metropolitan arcas with populations of 100,000 or more.

Population

L

Data for 1980 on proportion of the population 18.24 years of age and
proportion of the population residing in central city arcas are from the Burcau
of the Census’ General Popularion Chargcteristics, United States, 1990 and

3



: General Population Characreristics, Urbanized Areas, vespectively (Tables H-1
b and H-1). Data on 18-24 year olds are for metropolitan areas with populations
' of 100,000 or more. Data on population of central city areas are for urbanized
areas within mewropolitan aregs with popolatons of 100,000 or more.

METHODOLOGY

For each indicator, the number of cases and the percentage or the rate {per 100,000, or
10,000 population, or per 1,000 live births, depending on the indicator) are given. The
metropolitan arcas/cities in each table are ranked according to the percentage or rate. For all
indicators the rankings are fror the worst (usually the highest} to the best (usually the
lowest). Por hospital beds, general practitioners, pupils enrolled in public schools (versus
private schoois), 12 ar more years of education, per capiia income, and owner-cccupicd
housing the rankings are from lowest (worst) to highest (best). Every page of cach tabie
includes a metropolitan area/city average number and rate/percentage © facilitate comparisons
with individual metropolitan areas/citics. The metropolitan area/city average was used rather
than the U.S. average because (1) not all sources provided a U.S. average and (2 the U.S.
sverage includes metropolitan areas/cities of populations less than 100,000, and towns,
villages, and rural areas not included in metropolitan areas.  All tables are accompanied by
explanatory footnotes, whea appropriste, and contain full source documentation.

+

SYNTHESIS

! In this secton two methods of synthesizing the indicator data are discussed:
(1) correlations among the indicators for selected cities and (2) a brief overview of the tables
highlighting metropolitan areas/Cities that consistently rank among the worst mctmpaizm
amasfmm:s for the various indicators.

C‘:}ﬁe:’a:was

In compiling datz on the indicators presented in this notebook, there is an underlying
assumption that there is a cenain level of association or cormelation among the indicators, For
example, it might be assumed that a megropolitan ares with a high rate of drug ¢rime also
may have high rates of other problems, such as viclent crimes, drug-related emergency room
episodes, unemployment, and homicides. When ranked on each of these indicators, the
metropolitan area would be expected o rank near the top (i.e., worsty on each fist.

. To explore this assumption, Spearman rank order correlations were calculated on the
28 indicators for which data existed for gach of the 21 metropolitan areas in the DAWN
system (these memopolitan areas were sclected because of the availability of the drug use
indicators). For each pair of indicators a correlation coefficient was calculated that measures



the strength of association between the order of the pair of rankings. The resulting 28 x 28
correlation matrix is presented following this page.

A significant (at the 0.05 level) positive correlation indicates that the rank order of the
metropolitan areas for the two indicators is similar; a significant negative correlation indicates
that the rank order of the metropolitan arcas for the two indicators is reversed. This analysis
18 limited in that the data are from a variety of sources over different years with differing
definitions of metropolitan area/cities. Rather than a definitive exploration of the underlying
assumption of association between the indicators, this analysis is simply a crude indicaton,

Of particular interest are the correlations between the drug use (DAWN) data and the
other indicators. The various correlations among the four drug vse indicators are all positive
and significant, except for the correlation between marijuana and heroin mentions. The
significant correlations range from (.60 for heroin and cocaine mentions to 0.85 for total
episodes and cocaine mentions. Total episodes, cocaine mentions, and heroin mentions all are
positively correlated with cocaine/heroin possession (0.60, 0.55, and 0.58, respectively).

Other significant correlations for the four DAWN indicators include the following:

. Total drug episodes are positively correlated with per capita income (0.45) and
negatively correlated with public school enrollment (-0.44).

. Cocaine mentions are positively correlated with police officers (0.65), infant
deaths (0.64), and female-headed households (0.68).

. Cocaine mentions are negatively correlated with suicide (-0.49), general
practitioners (-0.48), public school enrollment (-0.62), and 12 or more years of
education (-0.47). -

. Heroin mentons are positively correlated with per capita income (0.54) and
negatively correlated with the price of cocaine per pure gram (-0.46).

. Marijuana mentions are positively correlated with police officers (0.57), infant
deaths (0.65), and female-headed households (0.57).

It is interesting that none of the drug use indicators, particularly heroin mentions,
correlates significantly with AIDS cases.

Other interesting significant correlations include those berween the following
indicators:

. Violent crime arrests and property crime (0.88) and drug crime (0.44) arrests, |
and public school enroliment (0.45);

Y
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Spearman Rank-Ordar Correlation Coefficient Matrix of Selected

Sociveconomic Indicators for DAWN Metropolitan Areas Page 1 of 4
PART I
it R — mhbb
£pisodes Cocaing| Heroln| Marijuana Price Violent| Property

Total dnigy episodes 1.00 o

Cocaine mentions 6.85 1.00

Hercin mentions 078 0.60 1.00 )

Marjuana mentions 0.67 0.79 0.3 1.00

Prge of Cocaine 0.28 D.04 <3,46 0.01 1.00

Vielant crime arrests .07 311 -2.13 {126 -4.14 1.00

Property crime drrests 0.02 4.01 {415 .27 L4.04 0.88 1.00
Rabbery cfime arresis 0.25 0.38 0.26 0.23 .27 0.34 0.39
Crima index grresis .01 0.03 .12 026 {313 0.88 Q.97
Drug crime amesis 0.36 0.28 0.38 0.08 -0.40 0.44 044
Cocainesharoin saies 0.17 016 .28 .19 -0.37 0,34 0.32
anests

Cocaine/herein 0.60 0.88 0.58 0.31 .26 0.30 0.25
PasgesEion atrests

Police officers 0.41 0.55 0.35 0.57 0.28 0.09 £.12
 Horicides 006 0.27 -0.08 0.42 -0.10 0.11 -8.01%
Suicides 019 .49 .30 .34 -0.07 0.06 0.05
Binths o mathers -0.20 -50.03 .41 0.0% 8.0 8.9% 0.33
undar 25 ysars

Imtart seaths 0.37 0.64 0.14 0.85 g.08 0.54 0.0¢
HMospital beds g.12 (.35 0.10 a.08 4028 337 019
Genaral pracifiiners 028 .48 -02.04 -3.38 012 -0.27 -{,30
AUS cases 0.3 0.27 0.26 0.08 «{).45 0.36 0.34
Public school .44 .62 -3.38 -0.35 -0.24 048 0.33
onmiiment

12 or mora yaars of 620 G 47 -3.12 .28 0.07 -0.01 -3.10
education

Per capila income 0.48 .31 0.54 8.28 43,28 0.10 $.00
Unemploymant rate 008 0.22 §.0N 4.14 -{3.18 -0.20 =610
Farmifies below -0.04 0.14 -6.18 0.05 013 R 012
povery ’

Ownar ocoupied -0.14 -0.06 -0.25 0.04 0.53 6.08 0.19
houses

Female head of 0.37 0.68 0.19 8.57 0.08 .91 0.00
household _

Population 18 -0.14 010 0.06 0.08 -0.08 -0.01 .19

A

Corralation coefficiants in boid ara signilicart at the 0.5 level.

*



Spearman Rank-Qrder Correlation Coefficient Matrix of Selected
Socissconomic Indicators for DAWN Metropolitan Areas  Page 20f 4

PART 2 o

Robbery | Index Drugs Sales Possess | Polica Homicide
Total drug episodes
Cocaine mentions
Heroin mentions
Marijuana mentions
Price of Cocaine
Violerd cime amasts
Propserty cime orrests
Robbery crime armests 1.00
Ldme index arresis 0.43 1.00
Drug crime arests 074 0.48 1.00
Cocaing/haroin sales 0.59 £.34 0.88 1.00
arrests _ :
Cocainsheroin 0.66 0.28 0.84 0.71 1.00
possession amrests
Pofice officers 0.39 0.12 012 -0.06 0.32 1.00
Homicides D42 0.05 0.14 0.06 0.07 .24 1.06
Suiciies 0.35 002 D24 -0.23 -0.40 -0.61 0.05
Births to mothers g.14 .33 413 -0.14 0.26 -0.02 D.66
uodar 20 years
Infam deaths .34 £.10 003 0.08 0.10 0.64 0.58
Hospital beds 0.1¢ -0.25 £,18 0.07 0.01 838 0.03
Ganeral practitionars 022 0.29 -0.08 0.08 G.17 .59 518
AIDS cases 0.56 0.38 on 0.67 0.61 -0.08 0,33
Public schiool 3,18 0.37 0.02 -0.03 -0.20 -0.46 0.18
gnroliment
12 or reare years of -0.63 0.1 0.25 -0.30 0,23 -0.32 -0.68
schucation
Per capita income 0.03 .08 0.33 0.16 §.49 0.24 .28
Linemployment rate 0.31 -0.08 0,01 0.1 .08 g2 $.38
Familias below 0.39 g.12 0.10 0.22 -0.08 -£.04 0.52
poverty
{wner occupied -3.24 0.1 .46 -0.59 0.37 0.34 3.18
houses
Female head of 048 0.01 418 .18 $.23 .56 0.55
househald
Population 18-24 D.13 -0.13 0.31 0.41 .33 -0.10 0.04

Lorreiation cosflicierds in bold are significant at the 0.8 level




Spearman Rank-Order Correlation Coetficiont Matrix of Selected

Socioeconomic Indicators for DAWN Metropolitan Areas

i

PART 3

Poctors

AlDS

Paga 30f 4

Total drug episodes

Cotaine mentions

Heroin mentions

Mariiuana mentions

Price of Cocaine

Vioient crime arrests

Property Crime grvasts

Robbery crime arrests

Crime indox arvesis

DOrug crims aresis

Cocaine/haroin sales
arrasts

Cocaing/heroin
pOSSASSIoN arrasts

Police oificars

Hamicides

Suicides

1.00

Births to mothars
under 20 ysars

.20

1400

Infant deaths

-0.39

0.52

1.00

Hospital bads

-£.38

0.08

8.18

1.80

General practitioners

C.47

«6.33

L.53

441

1.00

AIDS casas

0.08

.07

£.03

-8.15

0.14

1.00

Public schooi
anroliment

.25

0.08

3,36

£.74

4.24

0.03

1.00

12 or more years of
education

026

.54

.63

4043

0.24

-5.24

0.53

Per capita.income

.32

4,64

-G.14

-3.19

-0.02

838

8.10

Unemploymenrt rate

-0.14

0.43

.45

0.54

433

0,04

~£.45

Families below
poverty

0.00

0.67

0.51

028

.20

0.11

-5.30

Ownar occupied
houses

«0.0%

g8

0.18

Q.00

-0.24

L4.70

6.13

Female head of
hausehold

0.39

0.8

049

.48

8.10

{.58

Population 18-24

i

Comelation coefficlants in bokd are significant at the 0.5 level.

0.02

-0.02

-0.23

Q.01

.04

6.21

¥



Spearman Rank-Order Correlation Coefficient Matrix of Selscted

Socicaconomic Indicators for DAWN Metropolitan Areas

PART 4

Unsmp

Povarty

Fomale

Paga 40t 4

18-24

Totat drug episodes

Houses

Cocaina mentions

Heroin mentions

Marijuana manions

Prica of Cocaine

Vipiant crima arrasts

Property cnime crrests

Robbery cdme amests

Crime Indax arresis

Brag crime grests

Cacaing/heroin sales
arrests

Cocains/heroin
possession arrests

S S

Paolice ofticars

Homicides

Suicides

Binths o mothers
under 20 years

infars geaths

Hospital beds

{Gengral praciitionsrs

AIDS cases

Pubfic school
snrohmant

12 or more years of
education

i
|
7700
|

Per capita ingome

0.48

1.00

_ Unamployment rais

.78

<0.58

1.0

Farlies below
povany

Q.84
{

(.68

f.8e |

1.60

Owner occupiad
houses

0.19

3,28

-0.24

+3.26

1.80

Famale head of
housahold

«!Iiﬁ?

-0.31

0.73

0.68

-D.G2

1.00

-0.04

0.08

8.02

810

-0.31

g.01

1.00

i
i

Corralation costficiants in bold :am signiticart at tha 0.5 level.

J
:

H
#
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. AIDS cases and the price of cocaine per pure gram (-0.45), robbery crime
(0.56), drug crime (0,71}, cocaine/heroin sales crimne (0.67), cocaine/heroin
: possession ¢rime (0.61) arrests, and owner-occupied houses (<0.70);

. Births to mothers under 20 and homicide (0.66), infant deaths {0.52), 12 or
= more years of education (-0.54), per capitg income (-0.64), vnemployment
{0.43)}, and families below the poverty level (0.67); and

* '+ Infant deaths with police officers (0.64), homicide (0.59), general praciitioners
. {-0.53), {2 or more years of sducation (-0.63}, unemployment (0.45),
; families below the poverty level (0.51), and fermmale-headed houscholds {0.81).

Qverview of Tables
r

With respect to the indicators for metropolitan areas/cities with populations of 100,000
or more, the large cities (c.g., Atlanta, Boston, Chicago, Demoit, Houston, Los Angeles, New
York, Philadelphia, and Waghington) do not consistently dominate the “worst” rankings.
However, they do tend 1o rank arnong the worst for arrests for robbery crime, drog crime,
cocaine/heroin sales, and cocaine/heroin possession; police officers: homicides; AIDS cases;
public school enrollment; and owner-occupied housing. Yet, for the remaining indicators,
these large cities appear funther down the tables. The metropolitan areas/cities appearing near
the top of these tables are such places as Albany, Amarillo, Bloomington, Brazoria,
Brownsville, Decawr, Flint, Greensboro, Laredo, Mcallen, Sioux City, Vancouver,
Wilmington, and Yuba City. This is to be expected considening that the tables are ranked
according to the rate or percentage, which is population based. The result is that a relatively
small mewopolitan area/city, such as Wilmington, with a relatively large number of property
crime arrests will rank number 1.

With respect 10 the indicators for selected metropolitan areasfcities {i.e., the DAWN
dat on emergency room yisits, the DUF data on drug use among booked arrestecs, and the
AIDS cases associated with injecting drug users), the data are restricted primarily 1o large
ciges. For the four DAWN indicators, Baltimore ranks number 1 for two indicators while
New Orleans and San Francisco rank number 1 for ons indicator each. Baltimore ranks
number 1 for cocaine and heroin mentions while New Orleans ranks aumber 1 for marijuana
mentions and San Francisco ranks number 1 for total drug abuse episodes. New York, and
Newark consistently rank in the top five for total drug episodes and cocaine and heroin
mcntmns Newark and New York rank number | and 2, mmvciy, for the percentage of
AIDS cases among injecting drug users. The highest averags price of cocaine per pure gram
is $261.31 for Birmingham while the Jowest average price is $31.25 for Los Angeles.

- San Diego ranks number 1 or 2 in four of five (any drug, multiple drug, marijuana,
and opiate use) of the DUF indicators among male booked arresiees. Manhattan ranks in the
top five (number | for cocaine use) for all of the DUF indicators for male booked arrestees
except for marijuana use. There is less consistency in top-ranked cities for female booked

&
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arrestees. Cleveland ranks number 1 for any drug and cocaine use among female booked
arrestees, while Manhattan, Portland, and San Diego rank number 1 for multiple drug,
marijuana, and opiate use, respectively. Manhattan also ranks in the top five for any drug,
multiple drug, and cocaine usec among female booked arrestees.

_Following are the 40 detailed tables of indicator data by metropolitan arsa/city and
arranged according 1o the 8 categories described above (i.e., drugs, crime, vital statistics,
health, education, income/employment, housing, and population).



TABLE A-1: NUMBER AND BATE OF EMERGENCY ROOM TOTAL DRUG ABUSE
EPISQDES PER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1992

~HANK EMETROPOLITAN AHEA A

1| San Francisco, CA 10,582, 7082
2| Baltimors, MD . 12848 v g
3| Now York, NY 44,755 5878
4| Nowark, NJ 8748 B85
8| New COriagnsg, LA 5353 4782
§| PHlageiphia, PA 20,573 4813
F| Oetroi, Mi

8| Boston, MA

© 81 Senttie, WA

W01 Atlanta, GA

11} Chicago, IL

[ MAAVERAGE

12 Phoanix, AZ

13 Washington, DC 10.687 296.1
14 San Diego, CA 6,088 268.7
18 Miami, Fi, , 4,707 264.3
18 Benver, CO 3,664 248.8
17 LOs Angeles, CA 19,657 245.8
18 Buftalo, NY 1,962 2188
19 8t Louis, MO . 4405 196.8
201 Dallag, TX 4,082 1749
21 Minneapolis, MN 3,923 1782

Source: Unpubdlished data from the Drug Abuse Waming Network {DAWN],
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration, 1882,
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TABLE A-2: NUMBEFR AND RATE OF EMERGENCY BOCOM COCAINE MENTIONS
PER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1892

Baltimore, MD 8,078 J69.9

1

21 Now York, NY 20,414 258.8
3] New Orisang, LA 2,847 2817
4 Philageiphia, FA 10,986 2483
81 Nowark, NJ 4017 2381
£ Atana, GA §,118 197.5
71 San Francisesn, CA 2,780 1837
8. Datroif, M £,938 1724
g Chicago. I 8214 1480
10| Boston, MA 4,268 e el
11| Washington, DG 4.236 1173
TMAAVERAG

12| Miami FL

13| Seatlis, WA

14 BuHalo, NY

15 Los Angoles, CA
18 38t Louis, MO
17 Derver, 0O

t8 Dallas, TX

12 San Diegs, CA
20 Phoenix, AZ

211 Minneapolis, MN

Source: Unpublished data from the Drug Abuse Warning Network (DAWN),
Sutsiance Abuse and Mantal Mealth Services Administration, 1892,
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TABLE A-3: NUMBER AND RATE OF EMERGENGY BOOM HEROINMORPHINE
MENTIONS PER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1992

1| Baitimore, MD
2| San Francisco, CA
3| Newark, NJ

4| New York, NY
5| Seattla, WA

6| Boston, MA

7| Chicago, L

8 Phitadeiphia, PA
81 Dairoit, MI

g San Dingo, CA
11 Washingion, C

12| Los Angeles, CA
13| Butfalo, NY

14 Phoenix, AZ

15; New Crioans, LA
16| Dallas, TX

17| Miami, FL.

18| St Louig, MO
12! Atlania, GA

20 Danver, 0O

21 Minnaapolis, MN

5,108
31
2,868
8,382
1,100
2,081
2,858
2384
1843

Bourca: Unpublished gata from the Drug Abuse Warning Metwork (DAWN],
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration, 1992,
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TABLE A-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF EMERGENCY ROOM MARLJUANAMHASHISH
MENTIONS PER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1992

D
PN

11 New Crigans, LA 491 43 4
2| Detrolt, Mi 1,487 37.0
21 Philageiphia, PA 1,848 : aro
3| Afanta, GA ‘ 857 33
41 Washington, DC 1,258 349
&1 Battimors, MO 872 308
£} Boston, MA 1,006 288
7| Chicago. L 3,488 788
B! New Yark, NY 2004 254
9. Mowark, NJ 396 25
10 Migmi, FL 354 0.4

111 Seattie, WA a42 188
12| San Francisgy, GA 2re - ¥
13| San Disgo, CA 418 18.4
14! Los Angeles, CA 1,339 168
151 Donvear, OO 252 156
16 Dallas, TX 341 148
17 Minnsapolis, MN 276 123
18! 8t Louig, MO 218 8.7
15 Phoanix, AZ - | 83
20 Buffaio, NY 84 7.2

Source: Unpublished data from the Drug Abuse Waming Network (DAWN),
Substancs Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration, 1882,
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TABLE A-5. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF MALE BOOKED
ARRESTEES TESTING POSITIVE FOR ANY DRUG USE, BY CITY, 1991

1! San Diegp, CA €93 %
2 Chicago, iL §39 74
2 Priladaiphia, PA a3z 74
3| Manhattan, NY 728 73
4 Miami, Fi. 483 68
5: Houston, TX 625 65
"6 Afianta, GA 714 ]
8 Birmingham, AL L3V 63
7 Los Angeles, CA 830 62
& Fort Lauderdale, FL 542 Gt
8. Portland, ME 8§23 61
9 Mew Qrieans, LA 569 59

9| St Louis, MO 551 89
9| Washington, DC 563 59
10| San Jose, CA 585 58
11| Cleveland, OH 480 58
11| Dallas, TX 821 56
12| Detroit, Mi 472 58
13| Kansas Gity, MO A73 53
14| Denver, CO 483 G
15| Sar Antonio, TX 343 44 v
18} indianapolis, IN 413 48
17 Phoenix, AZ 423 42
18 Omaha, NE 321 36

* Number sstimatad rom the 168 number of mals hooked arresioes
{not shown} times the percant positive 1or any druas fintiuding cocaing,
opiates, PCP, manjuang, amphetamines, methadons, methaguaione,
banzodiazepines, barbiturales, and propoxphens), 23 tested for by urinalysiy,

Source: Research in Brief, Drug Use Forecasting 1981 Annual Report, 1892,
Washington, DC: National Insticite of Jusiice,



TABLE A-6: NUMBER AND ?ERCEN}';&GE CF FEMALE BOOKED ARRESTEES
TESTING POSITIVE FOR ANY DRUG, BY CITY, 1981

1| Sleveland, QW ’ 233
2| Manhattan, NY 303
3| Los Angsles, CA 4773
3! Philadeiphia, PA 333
3 Washington, DO 280
41 San Diggo, GA 285
51 Atlanta, GA 417
8] Detrait, MI 246
8. Portiand, ME 184
7| FortLauderdale, FL 253
7| Kansas Qity, MO 2z8
8| Birmingham, AL : 238

ggg&%%?%%@%ﬁ P BTeBRITASIAY

8 Phoonix, AZ 358
10 Housion, TX 250
11 Laitas, TX 22a
12 Dernver, CO 218
12 indianapolis. IN 156
12| 8t Louis, MO _ 194
131 San Jose, CA 212
14 New Qrdeans, LA 175
15 San Antonig, TX 110

{hicago, iL N/A

Miami, FL N7A

Omaha, NE N/A

N/A S Data not avaitable.

* Number astimated rom the (ot number of female bocked arrastecs
(n0t shown) limes e percant positivg far any drugs {inciuding cocaing,
epiaies, PP, manjana, amphetamines, methadons, methaguaions,
banzodiazepings, barbinrates, and propoxyphene), as iesixi X by urinalysis.

Source: Fesearch in Brigd, Lryg Use Forecasiing 1991 Anmugl Repon, 19492,
Washington, DC: National institule of Justice,



TABLE A-7: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF MALE BOOKED ARRESTEES
TESTING POSITIVE FOR MULTIPLE DRUG USE, BY CITY, 1991

wxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx .».w .».».» R
e ;

Eaen
Vet

11 San Diegu, CA 342 37
2! Chicago. iL 302 35
3] Philagsiphia, PA 318 |
4 Manhaitan, NY 258 26
8 San.lose, CA 241 22
81 Los Angelas, CA 281 2
61 San Anionio, TX 147 21
7i Miami, FL 138 28
8 Portiang, ME 183 19
8! Fort Lauderdale, FL 1581 17
18] Detrolt, M 187 18
101 Houston, TX 1584 i8
S OITYAVERAL
10! Now Qrisans, LA 154 18
10 St Louls, MO 149 18
10| Washingion, DG 183 18
1| Blemingham, AL 112 18
12 Dallag, TX 130 14
13 Claveland, OM a8 12
13| Phosnix, AZ 121 12
14 Danver, OO 115 11
14} indianapolis, N 101 14
14| Kansas City, MO 98 11
151 Atlanta, GA 143 H
16| Omaha, NE B2 © 3

* Numnber estimated from the total number of male bocked arrestoos
{(not shown} times the percent positive for multiple drugs lincluding cocaing,
opiates, PCP, marijuana, amphatamings, mathadong, methaguaions,
benzodiazepinas, barbiturates, and propoxyphens}, &5 1ested ior by winalysis,

Source: Research in Brisf, Drug Use Forecasting 1991 Asnual Report, 1892,
Washington, DC: National Institute of Justics,



TABLE A-8: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE BOOKED ARRESTEES
TESTING POSITIVE FOR MULTIPLE DRUG USE. BY CITY, 1881

1] Ban Diega. CA P40 36
21 Manhaan, NY 130 32
3| Portlang, 08 81 30
4! Log Angeies, CA 170 2
§i Phoanix, AZ . 41 24
£ Phiadelphia, PA 142 o3
B| Ban Antonin, TX a5 pex
7| Washington, 00 76 2
B! Indianapols, IN 55 19
9| Kansas Gity, MO 84 18
8 Ban Jose, CA 73 18
1031 Bismingham, Al &5 17
11 Dallag, TX (2443 .3
111 Houston, TX &8 8
12| GCleveland, OH 44 15
12| tienver, CO &1 15
12| Fort Lauderdale, FL 59 18
13/ Datro, M 51 14
13 New Drigang, LA 49 14
14: St Louig, MO 43 12
15 Atiarda, GA 865 19

{hicago, IL MN/A NiA

Miami, FL N/A N/A

Cymana, NE " N/A N/A

N/A - Dats not avallable,

* Number astimated from the total number of male bogked armgsiees
{not shown) timas the percent positive for multipla drugs {including cocaine,
opigtas, PCP, mariuana, amphetamings, methadone, methagquakone,
banrogiazepings, barbiturates, and propoxypiang), as tasted for by urinaysis,

Source: Research in Briet, Drug Use Forecasting 1891 Annyal Report, 1992,
Washington, DC: National ingtituia of Justice.
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TABRLE A-8: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF MALE BOOKED ARRESTEES
TESTING POSITIVE FOR MARIJUANA USE, BY CITY, 1891

SAANK!

1| Portiang, OR 283 33
1] San Diego, CA ags 33
21 Fort Lauderdale, FL 248 28
3 Omaha, NE ' 232 26
41 Denver, SO 232 25
4! San.Jose, CA 239 28
5( Chicago, iU 199 23
5| lntianapads, IN 2114 P
5| Miami FL 157 pc
& Phoenix, AZ ez Pt
7i San Antorie, TX 140 20
8 Dallas, TX ' 177 -
8| Los Angelas, LA 254 19
2! Datroit, Ml 154 T8
8] Kansas City, MC 161 18
g1 Manhattan, NY 179 18
8! Philadeiphia, PA 202 18
161 Houston, TX 163 17
11} Birmingham, AL 130 16
11| New Orisans, LA X 164 18
11 St Lonsds, MO 143 16
12 Atania, GA 136 12
12 Clavetand, OH 55 12
13 Washingten, DC 105 i

* Number astimaied from the Iotal number of male booked armasiess
{not shown} timas the percant positive for maniueng, as tested for by uinalysis,

Source: Research in Brief, Orug Use Forecasting 1991 Anrual ﬁa;:ort, 1992
Washingion, DG National Institute of Justce.


http:Cleveland.OH
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TABLE A-10: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE BOOKED ARRESTEES
TESTING POSITIVE FOR MARIWUANA USE, BY CITY, 1991

Portiand, ME {78 28

1
2| indianapolis, IN 64 22
3| San Diego, CA 78 20
4| Denver, CO 65 16
5| Fort Laudardale, FL 55 14
5| Philadslphia, PA 62 14
5| Phoenix, AZ B2 14
8| Kansas City, MO 46 13
6| San Jose, CA 53 13
7| Dallas, TX 45 11
7| Manhattan, NY 43 11
8| Bimingham, AL a8 10
s HCITY AVERAGE!
Los Angeles, CA 57 9
San Antonio, TX 23 g
Atlanta, GA 48 8
Houston, TX 34 8
St. Louls, MO 29 8
Cleveland, OH 21 7
New QOrleans, LA 24 7
Washington, DC 21 6
Detroit, Ml 14 4
Chicago, IL N/A N/A
Miami, FL N/A N/A
Omabha, NE N/A N/A

N/A - Data not available.

*“Number estimated from the total number of female booked arrestees
(not shown) times the parcent positive for marijuana, as tasted for by urinalysis.

Source: Hesearcﬁ in Brief, Drug Use Forecasting 1981 Annual Report, 1992,
Washington, DC: National Institute of Justice.



TABLE A-11: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF MALE BOGKED ARRESTEES

TESTING POSITIVE FOR COCAINE USE, 8Y CITY, 1991

. DR

1| Manhattan, NY 518 82
11 Phliadaiphia, PA 697 82
2! Chicago, il 526 81
21 8iami, Fl, - 4158 a1
3; Atlanta, GA 846 &7
4| Houstan, TX Lites 5
51 Birmingham, AL 422 52
81 Naw Qrleans, LA 482 S H
7| Washingion, DC 468 48
8 Cleveiang, OH s 48
8 B¢ Louis, MO 448 48
8{ SanDiego, CA 416 45
CCITY AVERAG
161 Fort Lauderdale, FL am 44
10} Los Angelas, CA Sag 44
11 {allas, TX 400 43
121 Delroit, M 352 #%
13| Kangsas Sity, MO 230 K14
14 San Jose, CA 318 3
15 San Antonio, TX 217 a3
187 Denver, QO T 278 30
16 Portland, OR 257 30
17 | ingianapglis, N 2028 2
18| Phognix, AZ 202 Ve
19| Omaha, NE 125 14

* Number estimatad from the tetal number of male booked aresteas
{neot shown} fimas the percent positive for cocaing, as 1ested for by urinalysis,

Seurce: Research in Briet, Drug Use Forecasting 1891 Annual Repors, 1992,
Washington, DO Nationa! ingtitule of Justice.
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TABLE A-12: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE BOOKED
ARRESTEES TESTING POSITIVE FOR COCAINE USE, BY CITY, 1881

1] Cigvelang, OM 224 78
Z1 Waghington, DO 235 58
3] Atlanta, GA 393 &6
3] Manhattan, NY 259 &8
4| Philadeiphia, PA . 284 64
£ Detroit, Mi 224 62
&| Los Angeles, CA am 62
&| Kansas City, MO 198 56
7| Fort Lauderdale, FL 218 55
8| Houston, TX 2 52
g| St Louis, MO 169 47
10| Dallas, TX 184 45
SCITY AVERAGE:
1! Phoanix, AZ 264 45
11 Birmingham, AL 168 44
12, Now Crlaang, LA 147 42
i3, Denver, CO 168 41
14 Pertland, OR , 108 40
14 SanDiego, CA 158 40
15 SanJose, Ca 122 30
18 indianapolis, IN s 28
17| Ban Andonio, TX £1 25
Chicago, (. - NIA N/A
Miami, FL N/A N/A
Omaha, NE N/A N/A

N/A - Data not available.

* Numtsar gstimated from the total number of female booked arresteas
{not shown} timas the percent positive tor cocaine, as wsted for by yrdnalysis,

Source: Resaarch: in Brigf, Drnug Use Forecasting 1991 Annual Repent, 1882,
Washington, DS Natonal instituts of Justios.
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TABLE A-13: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF MALE BOOKED
ARRESTEES TESTING POBITIVE FOR OPIATE (HEROIN) USE, BY CITY, 1891

1| Chicago, . . 181 3
2| San Diego, CA 187 1?7
3 SanAnipnie, TX 112 16
4! Manhatan, NY 144 14
& Philadeiphia, PA 124 11
§i Los Angeles. A 134 10
§i Washington, DG 86 10
71 Portiand, OR 77 9
8 Detroit, M 69 8
8! Ban Joss, CA 7 8
§ St louis, MO 56 8
101 Birmingham, Al 41 5

14 Phoenix, AZ L

8
11| Daligs, TX 37 4
11| New Crlears, LA 38 4
12| Atignta, 8A 34 3
12| Clevelandg, OH 2% - 3
12| Housien, TX 2 3
12 indianapolis, IN 28 3
13| Banvar, CO 1§ 2
13 Miamd &1 4 2
13 Omaba, NE 18 2
14! For Lawdardale, FL, 8 1

k:

14! Kansas City, MO 53

* Number estimated from the total number of male booked arrestees (no! showrny)
timas the percent positive for opiates (heroinj, a8 wsted for Dy urinalysis,

Source: Research in Brief, Drug Use Farecasting 1991 Annual Repon, 1892,
Washington, QC: Nationai Instinute tor Justice.
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TABLE A-14: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE QF FEMALE BOOKED ARRESTEES
TESTING POBITIVE FOR OPIATE (HERQIN) USE, BY CITY, 1881

1i Manhatian, NY 43 21
11 San Antonis, TX Ly ] 21
11 San Diego, CA B2 21
21 1.08 Angeias, CA 114 18.
31 Phoanix, AZ 100 17
3 Portiang, QR 48 7
4| Washington, DG &5 18
5| Birmingham, AL 4z 1
51 Detroit, M) 40 14
5i indlanapelig, IN 32 11
61 Datine, TX 37 9
8| Philadephia, PA 40 8
L AVERAGE!
71 Now Crisang, LA 24 7
7 San Juse, LA 28 7
7! St Louis, MD 25 7
81 Claveiand, QH 8 8
8i Atanta, BA 24 4
i FertLauderdaia, FL 16 4
i Houston, TX 17 4
8: Kansas {iy, MO . 14 4
181 Damnvar, CO g 2
Chicage, WL MN/A NIA
Miami, F1. ; NIA NiA
Omaha, NE N/A N/A

N/A - Data not avallabie,

* Number estimaled rom the iotal nuimber of female bockad arrestess {not shown)
times the percent positive for opiates (heroin), as tested for by urinalysis.

Source: Research in Briaf, Drug Lise Forecasting 1991 Annual Regon, 1992,
~ Washington, DO National Institute of Justice,
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TABLE A-15: AVERAGE PRICE PER PURE GRAM OF COCAINE IN DAWN
AND DUF CITIES (PURCHASES OF 1 QUNCE OR LESS), 1882

11 Birmingham, AL 2813
2 Omaha, KE 186.43
3 Minneapolis, MN 139.60
41 Washington, DG 136.80 3
5 Buffals, NY 126.16
8 8L Louis, MO 120.20
71 Philadelphia, PA 100.69
8] New Oriaang, LA 97.03
$1 Miami, FL 96.49
10 Balimorg, MD 89378
11| Boston, MA 1.4
12] Denver, 0O 50.38
13| Atlanta, GA 80.32
14] Phoenix, AZ 8484

18| Clevetand, OH 84,20
16| New York, NY 83.96
171 Dallas, TX 83.61
18| Chicage, L 83.58
18! Dotroit, M a1.15
201 Seattle, WA 9.7
211 Fort Laugerdals, FL 74.87
221 Kansas Cly, MO £0.29
23 San Antonio, TX 5.8
24| Houston, TX 5583
25! San Francisco, CA 53.28
251 San Jose, CA 48.30
271 San Disgo, CA 4565
281 Newark, NJ 43.97
25| Porflang, OR 41.58
30| Los Angeles, CA~ K3

indianapolis, IN NA

N/A - Diata not availabie,

Source: Bystem To Retrieve information rom
Drug Evidence, 1882,
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TABLE B-1: NUMBER AND RATE OF VIOLENT CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

i METROPOLITAN

1| DECATUR ' 2279 1.925.6
2| KANSAS CITY 23,368 1.813.4
3| WILMINGTON: 2,051 1.677.7
4 MONTGOMERY . 4,827 1,618.7
5 KENOSHA 2,085 -1,590.5
6| PUEBLO : 1,994 1,580.9
7| ROANOKE 3,320 1,455.8
8| DENVER 15,489 14415
9| COLCNIAL HEIGHTS 12,434 1,413.9
10| MILWAUKEE 17,959 1,404.1
11| LYNCHBURG 2,005 1,387.9
12| ATLANTIC CITY 4,434 1,382.9
13( BRIDGETON ' 1,898 1,369.6
14| TEXARKANA 1.663 1,360.7
18| GALVESTON 2,381 1.342.6
16| WICHITA © 5,575 13410
17| RACINE 2,306 1,300.7
18| YAKIMA 2.451 1,258.9
' 19| ROCKFORD ‘ 3,582 1,260.3
20| WILMINGTON 7,360 1,249.2
21| ALBANY 1,429 1,241.8
22| GREENSBORO 9,973 1,227.0
23| LINCOLN 2,577 1,195.2
24| TUCSON 8,121 1,180.2
25| MODESTO . ' 4,393 1,161.4

26| WATERBURY 2159 1,154.2

27| CHAMPAIGN 2,011 1,151.0
28| HAMPTON : 13.820 1,141.2
29| BATON ROUGE 6,015 1,130.1
30} PHOENIX 14,500 1,113.4
31| SPRINGFIELD 2122 1,108.6
32| KENNEWICK 1,683 1,088.0
33| GASTONIA 12,799 1,082.9
34| FALL RIVER 1,695 1.081.0
35| MERIDEN 4,875 1,067.2
36| JERSEY CITY 4,526 1,039.7
37| LAS VEGAS METRO POL JUR 6,874 1,023.2
38 | BALTIMORE 24,758 1,022.5
39| DALLAS - 17,355 1,016.6
40| SPOKANE 3,739 1.003.5
41| ROCHESTER . 8.651 1,002.3
42| SALEM 2,851 999.5
43| BOISE 2,112 994.3
44| TACOMA 6,014 993.9
45| NEW BRITAIN 1,455 280.7
46| FRESNO 6,167 g978.9
47 | NAPA 3,711 957.4
48| PEORIA 3,247 948.0
48| SAINT LOUIS 22,309 939.8
50| BAKERSFIELD 5,135 925.6

51| RENO 1,979 920.2
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© TABLE B-1: NUMBER AND RATE OF VIOLENT CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPQLITAN AREA, 1491

52| DAKLAND - 9506 908.5
53] AUSTIN 72361 | 9062
54| SANTA CRUZ 2,117 902.7
55! COLORADO SPRINGS 3,655 898.1
56| BRIDGEPORT 3,573 891.7
§7{ KALAMAZOO 1,982 8847
58| CINCINNATI 12,893 880.0
59| MOBILE 4214 873.1
60| MONTEREY 3,101 8541
61| COLUMBIA 954 846.6
62| DURHAM 6318 845.6
63| EL PASO 5,021 831.0
64| WARWICK 4,483 830.9
65| ATLANTA 23,902 825.0
66| STOCKTON 3,604 823.4
67| SACRAMENTO 12,301 8135
88! ALBUQUERQUE 3,998 814.1
63| FORT WORTH 8737 8045
76| AUBURN 849 802.0
71| FAYETTEVILLE 2238 8013
72| CORPUS CHRISTI 2833 790.7
73| PORTLAND 3,080 790.2
74| BROWNSVILLE 2,064 776.%
75| TRENTON 1,861 774.8
76| LITTLE ROCK 4,006 773.6

77 LAFAYETTE 1,524 T
781 ASHEVILLE 1,347 758.1
781 SALT LAKE CITY 7.023 751.0
BO1 LOS ANGELES 46,433 749.4
81| STAMFORD 1,081 7492
821 MACON 2136 7433
83! SPRINGFIELD : 1,800 7422
841 NEW YORK 59,333 T2
851 SAN ANGELD 733 7288
861 TOLEDO _ 4511 72684
87! SAM JLSE 8,243 7282
881 KILLEEN 1885 72239
BS WASHINGTON 26,591 7222
301 NEWARK 11,043 7180
841 RIVERSIDE 18,8923 7183
41 DETROIT 21,128 7i18.3
821 ASBURY PARK . 5,494 705.8
43 LODUISVILE 8,754 70348
84 COLUMBUS 1,725 £3% 8
851 PORTLAND 1812 £80 1
661 SAVANNAH 1,702 €862
87 CLIFTON 8,765 E83.3
98| HOUSTON 21,701 6812
89 CHARLESTON 1,708 680.7
1061 SAN FRANGISCD 8953 672.3

1011 SAN DIEGO 12,797 671.5




TABLE B-1: NUMBER AN{3 RATE OF VIOLENT CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPQLITAN AREA, 1983

102] SHREVEPORY 1,897
-103| EUGENE 1,929
104| SANTA ROSA . 2,623
105 | SPRINGFIELD 5928
108 AMARRLLO £ 1,260
107 | LOMPOC 2,458
108| FORT WAYNE 2378
108 | MIDLAND 701
110] BLOOMINGTON 837
111] MADISON 2317
112| JACKSON 956
113| ALTOONA 832
114| PAWTUCKET 1,815
115] OXNARD 3273
118 MEMPHIS 8219
117 WACO 1,201
118] FLINT 2,669
118] POUGHKEEPSIE 1,602
120| ODESSA : 746
121| LAREDO 835
122| FLORENGE 808
123] READING 2,057
124] CHICOPEE 3256
125! SYRACUSE 3,673
126| MUSKEGON 983

127| BUFFALD

128| SAN ANTONIO 7.800

129 NORWALK 739

130] EAST LANSING 2,461

132] FORT SMITH 998

133| WICHITA FALLS 702

134| OKLAHOMA CITY 4,365

135| BILOX) 1,104

136| BEAUMONT 2,038

137 | NASHVILLE 5,519

138{ GROTON TOWN 1,562

139| ALBANY 4,418

140| EDINBURG : 2,124

141 ROME 1,699

141} NEW BRUNSWICK £210 .
142| PHILADELPHIA 23,124 536.1
143| FITCHBURG 542 529.1
144| JACKSONVILLE 4.879 524.3
. 145| SEATTLE 10,148 5220
146| BINGHAMTON 1,376 516.6
147 | MIAMI 8,473 514.0
148| DULUTH ' 1,249 513.8
148 JACKSON x 2,039 511.8
143| DANBURY 833 5118
150| STEUBENVILLE 734 5117

151| ASHLAND 1,807 §11.0



© TABLE 8-1: NUMBER AND RATE {F VIOLENT CRIME ARRESTS FER 100,000
. RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPCLITAN AREA, 1951

[{TAN AREA MA

182 PITTSBURGH
153 OMAHA
154 TALLAHASSEE
1551 ANN ARROR
155 | BROCKTON
187 | EVANSVILLE
1581 ADGUSTA
1861 GRAND RAPIDS
160 ANAMEIM
1817 FORT LAUDERDALE
162| LUBBOCK
163 | ABILENE
164 NEW BEDFORD
185 BIRMINGHAM
166 TULSA
1671 LAKELAND
168 | HARRISBURG
188 | ALLENTOWN
17481 CLEVELAND
CO17 D YQUNGSTOWN
172: MARIETTA
1737 GAINESVLLE
74| APPLETON
178! ANDERSON
1781 MOLINE
177 | HARTFCRD
1781 DAYTONA BEAGH
178 NEW ORLEANS
180 ELYRIA
181 COLUMBUS
. 1821 NASHUA
183 ] ROCHESTER
184 BOSTON
185 BRYAN
1861 MONROE
187 BATTLE CREEK
1881 INDIANAPOLIS
189 BILLINGS
1901 ERIE
181 HONOQLULY
1821 TYLER
193 LANCASTER
194 | HARILTON
195! LIMA
1851 TAMPA
197 SQOUTH BERD
188 OREM
189 WILLIAMSPORY
2001 LAWTON
. 207 JOHNSTOWN
202 WESYT PALM BEACH




TABLE B-1: NUMBER AND RATE OF VIOLENT CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1591 :

METHOPOLITAN AREA (MA

203} AKRON 2,140 325.4
204| GREEN BAY 635 3222
205 MINNEAPCLIS 7,014 3197
206| EAST CMICAGO 1,935 316.3
207| LAFAYETTE 415 3140,
208| HAVERMILL 1,65 3053
209 | KNOXVILLE 1,784 304.4
210| GADSDEN 303 301.2
211] CHICAGO 15,732 2922
212| SARASOTA 804 2B5.6
213| TERRE HAUTE 376 284.1
214] YORK 1,187 2822
215| ORLANDO 2,962 269.1
216| MANSFIELD : 338 285.7
217| TOPEKA . 409 2523
218| SCRANTON 1,833 248.0
2181 COCOA . 852 2468
220{ BAY CITY 996 246.0
225 ALEXANDRIA 320 241.4
223| LAKE CHARLES 382 2255

VEFE

223 WHEELING .
224| CHATTANDOGA 920 208.0
2251 LEXINGTON 705 200.8
2261 MOORHEAD KIv)) 196.2
2271 CANTON 735 184.9
228 PENSACOLA 385 1655
229 TUSCALOOSA 2 1458
230 SIQUX FALLS 158 127 .1
231 | WORQESTER : 373 8588
232! MANCHESTER 118 g2.8
233 FORTMYERS 217 813
234 SIOUX CITY 92 79.4
235 LOWELL 149 55.6
238 HUNTSVHLE 88 36.4
247 | MUNCIE 2 1.7
238| CEDAR RAPIDS i 4o
238 CHARLESTON @ 0.0
238! COLUMBIA it 00
238 OES MOINES c 0.0
238 GREENVILLE ¢ 0.0
238| WATERLCO 2 0.0

Source: Unpublished data from the Unifoen Crime Repont Program,
Foderal Bureau of investigation.



, TABLE B-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF ROBBERY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
1 RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

METROPOLITAN'AREA (MA).

1| NEW YORK ' 27,978 344.8

2| JERSEY CITY 1,049 | 2410

3| LOS ANGELES 11,395 183.9

; 4| BRIDGETON 216 |  155.9

5| MIAMI 2,360 143.2

6| PHILADELPHIA 6109 | 1416

7| MILWAUKEE 1607 | 1327

8( ATLANTIC CITY 417 130.1

9| DETROI 3596 | 1223

10| BALTIMORE 2908 | 1201

11| MERIDEN . 530 116.0

12| DALLAS . 1,826 107.0

13| LAS VEGAS METRO POL JUR 717 | 1067

14| STOCKTON 466 106.5

15| NEWARK 1624 | 1057

18| OAKLAND 1,150 | 1055

17| MEMPHIS 1.019 102.3

18| MONTGOMERY 203 98.3

19| ALBANY 113 98.2

20| FRESNOQO 812 87.1

21| DECATUR 112 848

22| ATLANTA 2,718 83.7

23| SAN FRANCISCO 1,239 93.0

. 24| TRENTON | 221 92.0

25| SAN DIEGO _ 1,740 91.3

{MATAVERA

26| WILMINGTON 111 90.8

" 27| WICHITA FALLS 109 gr.2

' 28| SACRAMENTO 1,291 85.4
* 29| WATERBURY 159 85.0 '

30| SAINT LOUIS 2,010 84.7

31| LOUISVILLE 812 84.5

. 32| DAYTONA BEACH 321 84.4

, 32| BAKERSFIELD 468 84.4

33| AUSTIN 673 84.3

34| WASHINGTON 3,088 83.9

35| SPRINGFIELD 748 83.2

36| NAPA az 83,1

37| LITTLE ROCK 430 83.0

38| BUFFALO 584 82.5

39| GALVESTON 182 82.0

40| BOSTON 1,732 81.9

, 4 TEXARKANA 100 81.8

42| JACKSON 325 81.6

| 43| KANSAS CITY 1,046 81.2

44| BRIDGEPORT a1 80.1

45| EL PASO 478 79.1

46| RIVERSIDE 1,492 77.0

47| TOLEDQ 469 75.7

;48| HAMPTON 890 73.5

. 48| STAMFORD 106 735

43| CINCINNATI 1076 73.4




TABLE B-2: NUMAER AND RATE OF ROBBERY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1931

80! FOHT LAUDERDALE 644 732
51 PHDENIX 4¢ @ 725
5t QLEVELAND 1,184 725
52 FAYETTEVILLE 2n 72.0
53, COLUMBUS 177 71.4
54 WICHITA 340 63.3
55 BRENDO 144 588
561 RACINE 121 88.2
57| DURHAM BB 87.8
57| FALL KIVER 06 78
58| ANAHEIM 898 874
58| PORTLAND 752 §5.4
60 AMARILLD 128 853
81! MODESTO - Ppep L BAD
£21 SAVANNAM 157 3.3
83| LAFAYETTE 136 . 818
B84 SAN ANTONID 2420 61.7
51 WILMINGTON 362 61.4
66 DANBURY 99 60.8
65: FORT WORTH 680 608
671 JACKSONVILLE 560 60.2
67| GASTONIA 7it 402
68| ROANCKE 138 885
69| WACD 118 58.5
70| CORPUS CHRISTT 212 53.2

71 HOUSTON 1.880 69.0
72 PITTSBURGH 1,188 58.9
73 NEW BRITAIN a7 58.6
74| KENQSHA 76 54.5
78] TACOMA 53 583
76| BATON ROUGE 08 8.1
77| MOBILE ' 279 §7.8
77| COLONIAL HEIGHTS 508 578
78| SARASQTA 162 57.8
79| SYRACUSE ) 349 87 4
BG| FUNT 247 570
Bt! LAREDO 77 $6.6
82 ROCHESTER 488 56.5
83 TULSA 367 58.9
B4 SANTA CRUZ 130 554
84 GAINESVILLE 116 54.4
85 AKRON 363 85.2
86! GREENSBORO 448 54.8
87| PEORIA 186 B54.3
88| TAMPA 1.034 2.9
B9 BEAUMONT 183 &3
90 ABILENE 54 820
91 MANSFIELD 88 519
92 SALEM 147 515
93 BIRMINGHAM 472 51.4
84 YOUNGSTOWN 253 50.




TABLE 8-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF ROBBERY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
- RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

| ee
| -85
s
| os7
| er

a9
100
101
102
1063
e
108
108
105
106
197
108
109
108
110
116
111
112
113

114
118
116
116
117
197
118
119
120
121
122

122
123
124
125
126
127,
128
128
129
130
130
131
132
133

TALLAHASSEE
BROCKTON
OKLAHOMA CITY
EUGENE

WEST PALM BEACH

HARRISBURG
SAN JOSE
OXNARD
CLIFTON -
CHICOPEE
LOMPOC
MONTEREY
SPRINGFIELD
SPRINGFIELD
READING
TUCSON
PUEBLO
ELYRIA
RQCKFORD
LYNCHBURG
MIDLANO
AUGUSTA
MACON
LAWTON
COLUMBIA

DENVER
NEW BEDFORD
WARWICK
ERIE

FORT SMITH
HONCLULU
BROWNSVILLE
NEW ORLEANS
ASBURY PARK
YAKIMA
CANTON
COLUMBUS
CDESSA
ALBANY
MUSKEGON
CHAMPAIGN
KALAMAZOO
SPOKANE

ANN ARBOR
SHREVEPORT
ROME
HAMILTON
AUBUQUERQUE

COLORADO SPRINGS

25

it}

114
102
70
138

asg
352
5.2
347
348

34.2



TABLE B-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF ROBBERY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPLLATION, 8Y METROPOLITAN AREA, 1391

METROPOLITAN

[}
158
168
153
160
160
18
162
162
163
164
168
168
168
167
168
169
174
171
172
173
174
174
175
178

GRAND RAPIDS
GROTON TOWN
EDINBURG
CRLANOO
HARTFORD
NORWALK
POUGHKEEPSIE
OMAMHA .
SALY LAKE CITY
NASHVILLE
SAN ANGELO
EAST LANSING
INEIANAPCLIS
JACKSON
FITCHBURG
EAST CHICAGO
LUBBOCK
SANTA ROSA
KWLLEEN
CHARLESTON
EVANSVILLE
CHATTANODGA
ALEXANDRIA
YORK
ASHEVILLE

MK AVERADE

113

KENNEWICK
BLOXI

NEW BRUNSWICK
KNOXVILLE
SOUTH BEND
LINCOLN
BATTLE CREEK
YOPEKA
MATHSON
PAWTUCKET
ALLENTOWN
FORT WAYNE
ANDERSON
BOISE
MONROE
BRYAN

COCOA

FORT MYERS
LANCASTER
ASHLAND
WIHLLIAMSPQORT
HAVERMIL
PORTLAND
FLORENCE
MARIETTA

SEATTLE

81




TABLE B-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF ROBBERY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
- RESIDENT POPULATION, 8Y METROPOLITAN AREA, 1981

i
i

i

168
399
198
260
201
202
203
204
205
206
207
208
208
208
208
208
208
<ta

LAKE CHARLES
BINGHAMTON
BLOOMINGTON
BAY CITY
TYLER
AUBURN
GADSDEN
PENSACOLA
JOMNSTOWN
TERRE HAUTE
TUSCALOOSA
STEUBENVILLE
CHICAGD
ROCHESTER
MOLINE
NASHUA
ALTOONA
GREEN BAY
APPLETON
WHEELING

MINNEAPOLIS
SCRANTON
LAFAYETTE
QULUTH
BILLINGS
OREM
LEXINGTON
MANCHESTER
SICUX FALLE
LOWELL
MOORMHEAD
WORCESTER
MUNGIE
HUNTSVILLE
CEDAR RAPIDS
CHARLESTON
COLUMBIA -
DES MOINES
GREENVILLE
SIOUX CITY

BOOQOOo0 AN RO

WATERLOO

Source: Lnpublished data from the Uniform Crime Report Program,

Foderal Bureau of investigation,

|

+



TABLE B-3: NUMBER AND RATE OF PROPERTY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
HESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPGLITAN AREA, 1931

© \METROPOLITAN AREA (

1] WILMINGTON 4,615
2| GREENSBORO 24,557
3] KENOSHA 3,319
4| ALBANY 2,938
5| AMARILLO 4,643
6 RACINE 4,236
7| YAKIMA 4,498
8] COLUMBUS 5,718
$| BRIDGETON 3,148
10| PUEBLO 2815
11| ROANOKE 5,089
12| ATLANTIC CITY 7,097
13| LITTLE ROCK 11,147
14] ODESSA 2,574
15] SALT LAKE CITY 19,743
16| MILWAUKEE : 26,944
17| RENO 4,454
18] DECATUR 2:414
18| FORT SMITH 3,565
20| TEXARKANA 2,407
21| ROCHESTER 16,593
22| COLORADO SPRINGS 7,700
23] WICHITA 9.198
24| COLONIAL HEIGHTS 16,334
25| KENNEWICK - 2858
28] TUCSON 12,550

PHOENIX 23,225

7

281 GASTONIA 20,666
26 WATERBURY 3,252
30 AUSTIN 13,707
31| FRESNG 18,695
32! MUDESTO 6372
33! LAS VEGAS METRO POL JUR 11,281
34| BATON ROUGE 8,848
35 GREEN BAY 3,282
351 S8AN ANGELG 1,658
371 KANSAS CITY 21,1473
38 BOISE 3,482
35 HAMPTON 19,788
48 STOCKTON T84
41 ROCKFORD c 4,608
42 WALD 3,098
461 MACON 4. 606
44| SPRINGFELD 3,043
48! ELIGENE 4,810
48; EL PASQ 9,560
47| CORPUS CHAISTI 5885
48 AUBLIRN 1,568
48 ASHEVILLE 2797
53 DENVER 16,880
5

WIGHITA FALLS 1,961




TABLE B-3: NUMBER AND RATE OF PROPERTY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1981

52

BERELEBRIBBRIRE

101

GALVESTON
LUINCOLN
LOUISVILLE
TRENTON

DURHAM
MERIDEN
SALEM
BAKERSFIELD
LYNCHBURG
SANTA CRUZ
JERSEY CITY
POUGHKEEPSIE:
NEW BRITAIN
BALTIMORE
HARRISBURG
EVANSVILLE
WILMINGTON
FAYETTEVILLE
COLUMBIA
ROCHESTER
CINCINNATI
OMAHA
BROWNSVILLZ

SYRACUSE
MADIBON
SAN ANTONIO
LAREDQ
ALBANY
LAFAYETTE
BIRMINGHAM
SACRAMENTO
OAKLAND
CHAMPAIGN
BHLINGS
ATLANTA
FORY WORTH
CHARLESTON
APPLETON

NEW YORK
KALAMAZOO
PORTLAND
NAPA

TACOMA
BINGHAMTON
EDINBURG
ALBUQUERQUE




E

TABLE £-3: NUMBER AND RATE OF PROPERTY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,600
RESINDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

104] PECRIA ' ‘ 4213 | 12301

108! SHREVEPORT - 3,473 1,223.9
106 DALLAS 20,869 1,222.5
107 | SAINT LOUS 2880 1,213.3
108 DETROIT 35,532 1,208.5
108 DKLAHOMA CTY 9.421 1,208.2
1161 BRIDGEPOATY 4811 1.200.6
111 KHLEEN 4112 1.19a.5
1121 MEMPHIB 11,735 1,177.8
1131 LUBBGEK 2658 1734
114 SAVANKAH 2,898 1.168.4
1151 ANN ARBOR 3,292 1.167.4
116! SPRINGFIELD 10,477 1,188.7
1171 SAN FRANCISCO 15,826 1,880
118 | TOPEKA 1,887 1,184,
118 HONOLLLY 2.5882 1,155.0
1201 TOLEDO 7,338 11827
121] BUFFALD 8,113 1,148.4
122 SANTA ROSA 4 549 1,147.9
123 | LONMPCC 4313 1,142.1
1241 TYLER 1,783 1,141.3
1281 MONTEREY 4,134 1,138.7
1261 NORWALX T 1,447 1,134.7

[(MAAVERAGER e Rl
127! STAMFORD 1,837 1,134.8
128 SPRINGFIELD 2,743 1,133.8
128 ABEENE 1,391 11302
130| NEWARK 17,329 1,283
131 | MONROE 1.513 1,12889
132] ASBURY PARK 8,738 i.122.8
1331 MIAMI 18,481 11210
134 CLIFTON 14,360 111840
135; BAN JOSE 12,639 1.192.7
136 DANBURY 1808 11118
137 TULBA 7,301 1.191.3
138! MARIETTA 1,587 1,110.8
1381 LAFAYETTE 1,466 1,109.4
140 DULUTH 2,884 1.108.3
141 WHLLIAMSPORT 1,323 1,107 1
1421 MUSKEGON 1,782 1.088.7
143| LOS ANGELES 88,107 1.088.3
144 FALL HIVER 1717 1,085.0
145¢ RIVERSIOE 21,158 1,091.8
145, ALEXANDRIA 1,438 10849
147 PORTLAND 2,508 1.673.6
148| DEAUMONT 3908 1.058.7
148 ANAHEM 14675 1.088.1
150 PHILADELPMIA 45,199 1.047.9

181 GROTON TOWN 2,943 1,037.2



TABLE B-3: NUMBER AND RATE OF PROPERTY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1381

152] MOBILE . 4,893 1,034.6
1531 GRAND RAPIDS ' 8,510 10259
154 WABHINGTON 37,447 1,047
155 BRYAN 1284 §99.5
156 FLINT 4334 998.3
157 FLORENCE 1,308 984 .2
188} FORT WAYNE 3,814 881.7
158 MIDLAND 1,068 979.0
1801 GAINESVILLE 2,038 g973.0
161 ] LANCASTER 4,112 966.1
1821 OXNARD 5,027 §61.1
163 SANDIEGO 18,268 958.6
1641 AGHLAND 2,861 9416
168 BLOX] 1.866 9398
166 MINNEAPOLIS 20,608 939.2
1871 NEW BRUNSWICK 7,332 8934.5
1681 LAKELAND 3843 933.4
168{ FORT LAUDERDALE 8,140 9252
' 170| PAWTUCKET 2,782 4.5
171} ALLENTOWN 8314 913.8
172! ERIE 2,518 807.7
173| BLOCMINGTON 1,178 630
1741 JACKSONVILLE 8,351 8873
175| HARTFORD 5471 858.6
176| AKRON " 5862 881.3
177 CHICOPEE 4780 890.7

178] DAYTONA BEADH 3328 g74.8
179] READING 2.808 857.8
180 HOUSTON 283402 8258
187 NASKUA 1.487 8181
182 SEATTLE 18858 M5y
1831 AUGUSTA 3255 a7
184 | BATTLE CREEXK 1,881 7882
185| NASHVILLE : 7,880 TER?
186 HAMILTON 2,291 Firi
187 | BEAST LANSING 3360 FilitL:
1881 INDIANAPOLIS $,414 7441
188 LAWTON 834 7411
180 | NEW QRLEANS 5,505 7319
191 . SARASOTA 2,002 7112
182 ELYRIA 1,803 7088
193 1 MANSFIELD ' 2725 BaRY
184 | WEST PALM BEACH 5744 8379
195 CLEVELAND 10,504 832 4
186 LIMA . 1,041 668.8
187 TAMPA 13,083 6683
188 ALTOONA 841 §40.0
188 GANTON 2518 533.1
260 YQUNKGETOWN 341 5323
207 TERRE HALTE 829 628,31

202 BROCKTON | 1,240 §25.9




TABLE 8-3: NUMBER AND RATE OF PROPERTY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

METROPOLITAN AREA (MA

203| CHATTANQOGA 2,893 611.7
204| STEUBENVILLE 875 609.9
205 HAVERHILL 2310 605.3
208] PITTSBURGH 12,064 £98.0
207| EAST CHICAGO 3630 | . 5934
'208| BOSTON . 12315 582.6
209| COCOA 2,008 582.1
210| JACKSON \ B74 579.1
211] KNOXVILLE 3,350 571.7
212| SOUTH BEND 1396 | 5584
213; CRLANDG . 6,018 546.8
214| NEW BEDFORD 580 546.7
215| BAY CITY 2,158 536.2
218| ANDERSON 707 5347
217| SCRANTON 3,797 513.8
218] FITCHBURG 525 5125
213 JOMNETOWN : 1,202 507.4
220] LAKE CHARLES 848 500.6
2211 WHEELING 794 495.4
222| COLUMBUS 6712 483.1
I MATAVER

223 LEXINGTON 1.608 458.1
2241 PENSACOLA 1.807 4547
225| CHICAGO 24,287 4513
226| MOORHEAD 682 444 8
2271 MOLINE 1,411 3888
2281 SIQUX FALLS 445 3557
228 FORT MYERS 723 270.8
230| TUSCALOOSA , 381 250.2
2311 GADBLEN 235 233186
232| LOWELL 428 158.8
233| SIOUX CITY 183 158.0
234| MANCHESTER 205 142.6
235| WORCESTER 601 136.9
236] HUNTSVILLE 126 52.1
237 | MUNCIHE 42 347
238| CEDAR RAPIDS 0 0.0
238| CHARLESTON 0 0.0
238 COLUMBIA 0 0.0
238 DES MOINES 0 0.0
238 GREENVILE 0 0.0
238 WATERLOGO Y 0.0

Source: Unpublished data from the Uniform Crime Report Program,
Federal Bureswu of invastigation,



: TABLé 8-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF INDEX CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
- RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

1| WILMINGTON - 6.777 5,543.6

2| GREENSBORO 34,975 4,303.1

1 3| KENOSHA ' 5,460 4,205.3

: 4| DECATUR 4,805 4,059.8

5| ALBANY 4,480 3,893.1

6| PUEBLO 4,865 3,857.0

7| BRIDGETON 5,262 3,797.0

8| RACINE ' 6,663 3,758.2

9| ROANOKE 8,545 3,747.0

10| ATLANTIC CITY 11,948 3,7268.4

11| MILWAUKEE : 46,600 3,643.4

12| YAKIMA 7.024 3,607.8

13| KANSAS CITY 45,587 3,537.7

14| TEXARKANA i 4,170 3,411.9

15| COLONIAL HEIGHTS 29,336 3,335.8

, 16| WICHITA - 16,114 3,286.4

17| MONTGOMERY 9,704 3,254.1

! 18| AMARILLO 6,028 3,147.0

19| TUCSON 20,976 3,0743

20| COLUMBUS 7,620 3,072.4

21| RENO 6,581 3,060.0

22| DENVER 32,811 3,053.7

. 23| LITTLE ROCK 15,583 3,009.2

' 24| GALVESTON 6.630 2,986.0
i - K

| 25| ROCHESTER 25,732 2,981.2

' 26| WATERBURY 5,570 2.977.8

27| PHOENIX ' 38,670 2,969.4

. 28| KENNEWICK 4,580 2,960.7

. 29| LYNCHBURG 4,205 2,910.8

30| MODESTO 11,007 2,910.1

' 31| ROCKFORD 8,315 2,902.3

+ 32| SALT LAKE CITY 27,058 28935

33| GASTONIA ) 34,176 2,891.6

34| BATON ROUGE 15,222 2,859.8

. 35| HAMPTON 34,486 2,848.6

» 36| COLORADO SPRINGS 11,494 28243

' 37| LAS VEGAS METRO POL JUR 18,852 2,806.1

38| FRESNO 17,474 2.773.6

39| LINCOLN 5,976 2.771.6

1 40| ODESSA 3,366 2771.0

' 41| JERSEY CITY 11,986 2,753.4

" 42| WILMINGTON 18,191 27480

43| SPRINGFIELD 5.251 2,743.4

i 44| AUSTIN 21,616 2707.2

i 45| MERIDEN 12,235 2,678.4

46| BOISE 5,637 26537

, 47| FORT SMITH 4,633 2,610.0

! 48| BALTIMORE 62,743 2.591.2

See footnote at end of table.



" TABLE B-4; NUMBER AND RATE OF INDEX GRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
REGIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPCOLITAN AREA, 1991

43| SPOKANE 8,595 2.575.2
501 STOCKTON 11,174 | 25830
51| SALEM 7250 ¢ 25417
52} CHAMPAIGN 4,404 25206
53| BAKERSFIELD 13,859 24970
54| NEW BAITAIN 3.704 2,4368
851 EL PASQ 15,058 24822
56! DURMHAM 18.226 2,440.1
57 SANTA CRUZ 5714 2,436.5
58 CORPUS CHRIST! 8,700 24283
59| SAN ANGELO 2422 2,4088
60| TRENTON 5.785 2,408.5
61] AUBURN 2,531 2,390.%
821 MACON 6,860 236871
63| NEW YORK 192,771 2378.5
84| CAKLAND 25740 2380.8
65| ABHEVELE 4,189 2,357.7
86 CINCINNATI 34,488 23541
67| DALLAS 40,050 23481
88| LOUISVILLE 22,465 23383
69| TACOMA 14,068 23250
TG NAPA 8,882 23173
71§ COLUMBIA 2,611 2.305.0
72) FAYETTEVILLE 6,427 2.303.1

2 MAAVERAGE

73] EUGENE
78] WACO . ;

75| SACRAMENTO 34068 | 22533
76 ATLANTA 65188 | 2,249.9
77| FALL RIVER 3518 | 22438
78| SAINT LOUIS 53,120 | 22377
79| PEORIA 7846 | 22324
80| WICHITA FALLS : 2772 | 22178
81} KALAMAZOO 438t 22123
82 BROWNSVILLE 5862 | 22065
83| LAFAYETTE 4634 | 22033
84| FORT WORTH 23781 | 21839
85| WARWICK 14,722 | 21738
86| BRIDGEPORT 8705 | 29724
87| PORTLAND 24637 | 21418
88| POUGHKEEPSIE 5510 | 21158
89| ALBUQUERQUE 10340 | 21058
90| ROME 6841 2,105.1
gt | DETROIT 80,257 | 20485
32! SYRACUSE 12455 | 20479
93| LAREDO 2784 | 20458
94/ MADISON 7457 | 20435
95' MONTEREY 7400 | 20382
6 LOS ANGELES 125935 | 2.0326

Soo footnoie gt and of table,



. TABLE B-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF INDEX CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
_ RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1831

97| CHARLESTON 5096 | 20310

: ' 98] SAN ANTONIO 27,003 20380.5
; 98| GREEN BAY ' 3,934 1,995.5
' 1081 EVANSVILLE . 5,552 1,968.0
, 101] HARHISBURG 11,660 1,967 1
) 102] MOBILE 9,486 1.968.5
| 108| STAMFORD 2824 1,.957.2
. 104 TOLEDO 12,119 1.956.8
' 108] ALBANY 15,751 1,985.5
106! NEWARK 29,996 1,983.1
107 KLLEEN £,067 1,843.3
108! OMAMHA 10,997 1,932.1
108 SAN FRANCISCO 25,724 1.830.2
110} SHREVEPORT 5470 1.8272.7
111} SPRINGFIELD 4,658 $.920.7
1121 BAYANNAM 4,757 148178
1131 SPRINGFIELD 17,150 1.808,1
114 MEMPMIS 18,873 1,804.4
115 SAN JOSE 21,442 1.887.7
116 RIVERSDE 385723 18889
117 | BIRMINGHAM 17,228 1,878.2
118] ASBURY PARK - 14,532 1.867.3
118! TALLAHASSEE 4,456 18588
120 JACKSON 7371 1.850.2

120, CLIFTON 23,744 1.850.2
121 ROCHESTER 1.992 1.847.0
122 EDINBURG 7.214 1,848
1231 LOMPQC - 6,943 1,840.2
124 SANTA ROSA 7,280 1,837.0
128| BUFFALO 12,954 1,829.1
123| WASHINGTON 67,126 1,823.2
127 | OKLAHOMA CITY 14,178 18137
128| BINGHAMTON 4,780 1,798.4
1281 APPLETON 5,681 1,790.7
130, PORTLAND 4,164 1,782.8
1311 MIAMI 23,314 1.7:82
132 NORWALK 2228 1,747 .%
;133 BILLINGS 2,000 17424
- 136 MUSKEGON 2785 1.738.2
138 PHILADELPHIA 74,432 17258
138 BANDIEGO 32,805 1,721.4
137 ANN ARBOR 4,808 1.704.3
138 LUBBOCK 38189 16855
+ 139 DANBURY 2741 16841
' 140 FLINT 7.250 16718
141 MIDLAND 1,814 $,6880
142, ABILENE 2,080 1,665 6

1431 BEAUMONT ; 6,137 1,683.5

See fastnote at ond of table.



TABLE B-4: NUMBES AND RATE OF INDEX CRIME ARREGTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

144] FORT WAYNE .07 1,649.2
145 TULSA 10,778 1,640.1
148 OXNARD 8,55 1.634.9
147 DULUTH 3,957 1,647.9
148, GROTON TOWN 4,601 1.821.5
145] ANAMHEIM 21,4585 16128
150] FLORENCE 2,142 1.611.8
151 MARIETTA 2,39 1,583.4
1821 HONGLULY 13,6834 1,582.0
153, CREM 4,489 1,:983.8
1541 PAWTUCKET 4,767 1.567 .1
155] MONROE 2,244 1.966.3
1568 HOUSTON 49,883 1,565.9
157 | BLOOMINGTON ' 2,035 1,860.0
158 YORK 8,531 1,552.7
159 GRAND RAPIDS 9,829 15489
160| CHICOPEE 8,281 1,543.0
161| TYLER 2378 15388
162} BILOXI 3020 | 15210
- 1831 READING 8,115 15108
164 NEW BRUNSWICK . 11738 1.4858
165! GAINESVILLE 3126 14824
166! FORT LAUDERDALE 13,068 1,485.4
1687 | JACKBONVILLE 13,750 1,418
14780
14883
14482
14438
1439.8
1.429.5
1,406.6
14019
1,380.9
13714
1.369.0
179 SEATTLE 28347 1,355.2
180 ALEXANDHIA 1,792 1,351.9
181 ERIE 3,738 134725
182 LANCASTER . 5717 1343.2
183 AUGUSTA 5,435 1.340.3
184 ALTOONA 1,685 1,282.3
185 AKRON ' B365 12718
186 MINNEAPOLIS 27,793 1.266.8
187 NASHUA 2219 1,263.3
188! JACKSON 1,873 1,241.0.
189, BATTLE CREEK 1,698 12377
198 CLEVELAND 18,552 12313
200) NEW ORLEANS 14,268 12153

o0 footnote at gnd of tabta,



TABLE B-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF INDEX CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
. RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1981

208
210
21
212
213
214

boao
©ang
j 303
304
308
306
{307
308
' 309
30
311
1312
1213
214
315
318
318
318

HMAAVERAGH

ELYRIA
INDIANAPQLIS
BROGKTON
HAMILTON
PITTSBURGH
YOUNGSTOWN
STEUBENVILLE
LAWTON

BOSTON

WEST PALM BEACH
FITCHBURG
TAMPA

KEW BEDFORD
LiMA

SARAGCOTA
MANSFIELD
ANDERSON
COLUMBLS

EAST CHICAQGQ
SOUTH BEND
HAVERHILL

TERRE HAUTE
KNOXVILLE
MOLINE

CANTON
JOHNSTOWN
ORLANDD
COCOA
CHATTANGOGA
BAY CITY
SCRANTON
CHICAGO

LAKE CHARLES
WHEELING
LEXINGTON
MOQORHEAD
PENSACOLA
GADSDEN
SIOUX FALLS
TUSCALOOSA
FOHT MYERS
SIQUX CITY
MANCHESTER
WORCESTER
LOWELL
HUNTSVILLE
MUNRCIE

CEDAR RAPIDS

20,8504
1,811

1,192.9
1,187.7
19748
1,171.2
1.166.4-
114584
11321
11144
1091.3
10765
$,068.8
1.068.4
1,068.0
10648
1.054.3
10165
140112

937.4

215

See 100tnote &t 8nd of 1able.
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TABLE B-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF INDEX CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPQLITAN AREA, 1991

319| CHARLESTON 0
319| COLUMBIA 0 0.0
319| DES MOINES 0

stdd F 1. 0h . % A i
o [MAAVERAGE

GREENVILLE
WATERLOO

* The number of index crime arrests is the sum of viclent crime, property crime,
and robbery crime arests.

Source: Unpublished data from the Uniform Crime Report Program,
Federal Bureau of Investigation.

Sea footnote at end of table.



TABLE 8-5: NUMBER AND RATE QF DRUG CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

SAN FRANCISCO
BAN DIEGO
BAKERSFIELD
BALTIMORE
ATLANTIC ODTY
LOS ANGELES
SAN JOSE

NEW BEDFORD
FRESNO
RIVEHSIDE

LAS VEGAS METROQ POL JUR
NEWARK

SANTA CRUZ
STOLOKTON
OXNARD

FORT LAUDERDALE
LAFAYETTE
MEMPHIS
BEAUMONT
ANAHEIM
CORPUS CHRISTI

MACON
WATERBURY
LAREDO
GALVESTON
WILMINGTON
MERIDEN
SACRAMENTO
MODESTO
RENCQ

NEW BRITAIN
GREENSBORO
LOMPOC
TUCSON
COLONIAL HEIGHTS
ATLANTA
WICHITA
CINCINNATL
WASHINGTON
CHICOPEE
NAPA
STAMFORD
CLEVELAND
MIAMI
WILMINGTON
DAYTONA BEACH
DALLAS

o 4 e R
by

e Ik B
AR

5778
§76.8




TABLE B-5: NUMBER AND RATE OF DRUG CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

52| BRIDGEPORT 1,814 452.7
53| COLUMBUS 1.115 449.6
54| TEXARKANA - . 540 441.8
55| POUGHKEEPSIE , 1,122 430.8
56| GASTONIA : 5,062 428.3
57| FLINT 1,848 426.1
58 PHOENIX 5,490 421.6
59| SPOKANE 1,563 419.5
60| DETROIT 12327 | 4194
61| EUGENE 1,216 418.1
62| CLIFTON 5,360 77
63| SAVANNAH 1,034 416.9 |
64| PHILADELPHIA 17,943 416.0
65| SANTA ROSA 1,648 4158
‘66| BUFFALO 2,939 415.0
67| ALBANY 3.327 413.1
68| ASBURY PARK 3,205 411.8
69| BRIDGETON 568 409.9
70| AUSTIN 3,269 409.4
71| SYRACUSE 2,440 401.2
72| OMAHA 2,280 © 400.6
73| DANBURY 646 396.9
74| SAN ANTONIO 5,257 3953
75| SAN ANGELO

76| PORTLAND

AAVERAGE
77| BATON ROUGE 2,081 391.0
78| FAYETTEVILLE 1,076 385.6
79| FORT SMITH 683 3848
80| MONTEREY , 1,386 3818
81| HOUSTON 12,107 380.0
82| EL PASO 2,268 375.4
B3| KANSAS CITY 4,821 374.1
84| LOUISVILLE 3,521 366.5
85| ODESSA 441 363.0
86| OKLAHOMA CITY 2,781 355.8
87| BOSTON 7.508 355.2
88| FALL RIVER 556 354.6
89| HAMPTON 4,293 a54.5
a0 | DENVER 3,808 354.4
91| JACKSON 1,397 350.7
92| ROCHESTER 3,018 349.7
93| FORT WORTH 3,703 3410
84| EAST LANSING 1,477 3387
95| DURHAM 2,446 3275
96| TACOMA 1,968 325.2
97 | ASHEVILLE 573 3225
98| LITTLE ROCK 1,663 321.1
99| ROME 977 309.7
100 | BROCKTON 611 308.4
" 101| KENOSHA 388 298.8

102| LAKE CHARLES 502 296.3
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TABLE B-5: NUMBER AND RATE OF DRUGC CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

103] MANSHIELD 378 2856
1047 MUSKEGON 473 285.2
105| JACKSONVILLE 2,744 284.5
106 JACKSON 444 2942
107 WARWICK 1,582 293.2
108] HAVERHULL 1,118 290.9
1081 YAKIMA 566 290.7
1151 NEW BRUNSWICK 2279 2508
113 | ALEXANDRIA 3a3 288.9
112| SPAINGFIELD 700 288.6
113| ALLENTOWN 1,587 B 8
114 ROANOKE 853 2863
115 ANN ARBOR BO? 286.2
116! LINCOLN 612 2838
1171 GROTON TOWN 796 280.5
118] SPRINGFIELD 2,520 2804
119| BINGHAMTON ‘743 279.0
120 MIDLAND 302 277.4
121 | KALAMAZOO 608 270.0
122 BROWNSVILLE 718 263.5
123| PITTSBURGH 5,408 268.0
1241 EDINBURG 1,048 267.5
128 AKRON 1,758 267.3
126] GRAND RARIDS 1,684 288.4
127 | HONOLILU .
[ (MAAVERAGED

128 WICHITA FALLS 325 2608
128| MILWAUKEE 3323 259.8
136! AMARILLO 497 253.5
131 DECATUR 307 289.4
132 ALBANY 296 asr.2
133 | SAINT LOUIS 8,070 288.7
134| BOISE 543 2558
135| BRYAN 317 254.7
136! LYNCHBURG 364 2524
137 SALEM 710 2488
138 NORWALK 37 248.6
138 PEQRIA 843 2476
14G; KULEEN 644 247.0
1411 RACINE 434 244 8
142] TOLEDQ 1,508 243.7
143 AUBURN 251 271
144 TYLER 368 2363
145 BILOXI 483 236.2
148 SARASOTA 663 235.5
147 | BATTLE CREEK 320 - 2335
148 KENNEWICK 261 2334
148 | BIRMINGHAM 2,104 224.6
1501 COCOA 750 2288
151 LEXINGTON 801 2282
1521 MOBHLE 1.088 226.9
1531 TAMPA 4412 2257




TABLE 8-5: NUMBER AND RATE OF DRUG CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1881

W \
o
TTANAHEA (MA) | NOMBERL

1541 LAKELAND

185] TALLAHASSEE

- 188! HARRISBURG

157 MONROE

158} WACO

153 TULSA

160] CHARLESTON

161] WEST PALM BEADH

162| QORLANDO
163 | SPRINGFIELD
164 | LUBBOCK
185 | READING
188| ABILENE
167 SHREVEPCORT
168| PUEBLQ
168{ YORK
1201 HARTFORD
171} COLORADQO SPRINGS
122) ELYRIA
173 | NASHVILLE
173] KNOXVILLE
174] TOPEKA
175| LANCASTER
176 MADISCN
177 | NEW ORLEANS

MAAVERAG
178 GAINESVILLE 355 1671
178 QOREM 446 164.7
180] CHATTANOOGA 723 164.2
181] ALBUQUERQUE 802 3.3
182| SALT LAKE QITY 1,508 161.4
183 CHAMPAIGN 281 160.8
1841 PORTLAND 364 185.8
164, GREEN BAY 07 155.8
185 NASHUA 273 155.4
1686 ASHLAND 485 1542
187 YOUNGSTOWN 737 148.4
188 INDIANAPOLIS 1.7¢1 141.8
189 FORT WAYNE 521 1418
150 HAMILTON 412 Tianz2
181 ROCHESTER 148 137.2
182 FORT MYERS 363 138.0
193 PAWTUCKET 405 1331
194| FITCHBURG 136 132.8
195 COLUMBUS 1837 132.2
196 STEUBENVILLE 188 1317
1497 MARIETTA 197 1313
185 ALTOONA . 178 128.4
193 PENSACOLA 453 128.2
200 MOLINE 447 1283
200 DULLUTH ‘ 307 1283

2011 LIMA 194 124.8




TABLE B:5: NUMBER AND RATE OF DRUG CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1931

B e
i METROPOLITAN'AREA (MA) |

202 BLOOMINGTON

203 ANDERSON 161 1218
204 EVANSVILLE \ 338 119.8
205 LAWTON 133 118.2
206 | BAY CITY 470 1168
207 | EAST CHICAGQO 708 115.9
208| ROCKFOREL) 331 118.8
209 | FLORENCE 148 168.9
210 COLUMBIA 123 108.6
211 | MONTQOMERY 318 1056
212| ERIE iy 104.9
213 | MINNEAPOLIS 2,279 1038
214} TERRE HAUTE 135 102.0
215! CANION 3 833
218] WILLIAMBPORT 190 83,7
217 APPLETON 286 8G.4
218! BEATTLE 1,548 785
218 CHICAGO 4417 783
220 WORCESTER 343 78.1
221 SCRANTON 584 763

222 SICUX OITY 84 728
223 LAFAYETTE | 81 - 1.3
224 MOORHEAD 87 86.7
225 AUGUSTA 180 43 4
226 SIQUX FALLS 439 82
227 JOMNSTOWN 84 387
28 GADSDEN 37 368
223 MANCHESTER 52 36.2
230 WHEELING , 56 349
231 SOUTH BEND 72 a8
232 LOWELL 77 282
233 TUSCALOGSEA 36 238
2341 BHLLINGS 17 148
235, HUNTSVILLE 8 . 118
236 MUNCIE 1 08
2371 CEDAR RAPIDS 0 Q0
237 CHARLESTON 0 0.0
2371 COLUMBIA 0 0.0
237 DES MQINES 0 0.0
237 | GREENVILLE 0 0.0
237 | WATERLOX) 0 0.0

Source: Unpublishad data from the Uniform Crime Repont Program,
Federal Bureay of Investigation.



TABLE B-6: NUMBER AND RATE OF CQCAINE/HEROIN SALES ARRESTS
PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION, 8Y METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

1] CAKLAND 8,630 | $08.1
2| OXNARD 2472 | 47286
3| FRESNO 2935 | 4653
4] SAN JOSE 4687 | 4128
5| TRENTON 963 | 400.9
&| SAN DIEGD 7345 | 3854
7| SANTA CRUZ 772 | 3292
8! CLEVELAND 5221 | 3288
8| LOS ANGELES 20,333 | 3282
10{ ATLANTIC GITY 1047 | 3265
11| NEW BEDFORD 582 | 3247
12| REW YORK 26269 | 23237
13| BAKERSFIELD 1,768 | 347
14| JERSEY CITY 1377 | ,3163
15| FORT LAUDERDALE 2722 | 300.4
18] RIVEASIDE 58688 | 3038
17| BEAUMONT 1115 | 3022
18] SAN FRANGISCO 4022 | 3018
19| GALVESTON

20| BALTIMORE

21| CHICOPEE

22| BUFFALO

23| MACON

24| NEWARK

25| BRIDGETON

26| WATERBURY
27! STOCKTON
28| PORTLAND
29| LAFAYETTE
30! MiaM)
31 ATLANTA
32| ANAHEIM
33| AUSTIN
34| ALEXANDRIA
3s| CLUETON . ,
36| FORT WORTH 2243 | 2085
37| DALLAS 3377 | 1978
38| WICHITA 964 | 196.6
39| DANBURY . 318 | 1954
40! LOMPOC 714 | 1892
41| POUGHKEEPSIE 482 | 185.1
42| COLONIAL HEIGHTS 1,606 | 1826
43 WILMINGTON 1080 | 179.9
44 WASHINGTON 8,538 1778
451 CORPUS CHRIST 544 177.8
46| BRIDGEPORT 705 | 1759
47| MONYEREY 837 | 1755
48| MODESTO 844 | 1703
49! WILMINGTON 208 | 170.1
55| SAVANNAH 417 | 168.1

511 DAYTONA BEACH 636 8672




TABLE B-6: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINE/HEROIN SALES ARRESTS
PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

2a332282828985288 |5

ASBURY PARK
TEXARKANA
EL PASO
PEORIA
DENVER
STAMFORD
RENO
HAMPTON
ODESSA
DURHAM
ROCHESTER
NORWALK
FALL RIVER
PITTSBURGH
SANTA ROSA
BIRMINGHAM
WACO
JACKSONVILLE
BRYAN

NAPA
SACRAMENTO
NEW BRITAIN
PHOENIX
MONROE
BOSTON

GASTONIA
SALEM

BATON ROUGE
HONOLULU
LAREDO

ROME

EUGENE
PHILADELPHIA
MIDLAND
WARWICK
OKLAHOMA CITY
FAYETTEVILLE
WICHITA FALLS
ALBANY
MOBILE
SHREVEPORT
LAKELAND
TYLER

YAKIMA

TAMPA
TALLAHASSEE
COCOA

SAN ANTONIO
SARASOTA
GROTON TOWN
AMARILLO

1,183
249
246
163

4

X388

167.0
157.9
156.4
156.2
151.8
150.4
149.3
145.4
144.9
140.8
138.5
138.8
137.8
131.4
127.9
127.0
125.8
119.9
119.7
119.7
119.3
116.6
1151
113.8
1131

113.0
112.2
1122
1M1.5
108.8
107 .1
106.9
1061
104.7
104.4
103.1
102.5
101.6
99.8
99.0
98.0
952
91.9
909
802
89.7
89.2
89.0

86.7

e

85.1



TABLE 8-6: NUMBER AND RATE QF COCAINEMERCOIN SALES ARRESTS
PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPCGLITAN AREA, 1891

e
101] WEST PALM BEACH 646 846
192] BROCKTON 187 843
103 NEW BRUNSWICK 649 827
104 LYNCHBURG 116 803
165 KILLEEN 206 780
108! GREENSBORO 825 %8
106{ DECATUR a1 763
107 HAVERHILL 281 78.3
108 SPOKANE 284 782
109 BROWNGVILLE 201 75.7
110} SAN ANGELG 78 75.8
1111 ANN ARBOR 209 741
112( FLINT 317 731
113| KALAMAZOO 163 2.4
114 HARTFORO 433 Fa R
115| CINCINNATI 1015 69.3
116| SPRINGFIELD 8517 8.6
117 GRAND AAPIDS 423 668.7
118 TOLEDOD 409 66.0
119} GAINESVILLE 138 84.9
118} MUSKEGON 104 64.9
1181 LUBBOCK 147 649
120 | EDINBURG 246 62.8
121 | PAWTUCKET 190 62.5
122 | OMAMA . 348 1.

123| SPRINGFIELD 147 80.8
124 | READING 205 605
125 | BATTLE CREEK 8z 558
126 LIMA g2 581
127 | SPRINGFIELD 113 584
127 | JACKBON £9 5848,
128 SOLUMBUS 808 582
1281 KANSAS QITY 741 575
133 FORY WAYNE ’ 211 57.%
121 FORT MYERS 182 £63
1321 ORLANDD 8114 885
1331 ALLENTOWN 368 33
134 MEWAUKEE 548 507
135 ALBANY . &5 478
13%1 KENOSHA g2 478
136 LANCASTER 202 477
137 CANTON 188 47.3
138 EASY LANSING 208 £22
135 MADISON 172 47.1
1440 ELYRIA 128 4§20 .
141 LAKE CHARLES 78 486
142 CHAMPAIGN #0 458
142 LITTLE ROCK 237 458
143 HOUSTON 1,454 458
144 MOLINE 158 448

145 NEW ORLEANS 510 43.4
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TABLE B-6: NUMBER AND RATE OF CQCAINEMERQIN SALES ARRESTS
PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPQLITAN AREA, 1591

148
147
148
148
180
159
152
183
154
185
155
158
137

159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169

170
17
172
173
174
178
176
177
178
179
180
181
182
183
184
188
186
187
188
188
13
191
192
193
194
195

CHICAGOD
KENNEWICK

-TUCSON

MONTGOMERY
EVANSVILLE
MANSFIELD
COLUMBIA
CHARLESTON
RACINE
DETROIT
MERIDEN
COLORADO SPRINGS
LAWTON
ROCKFORD
YORK
WILLIAMSPORT
SAINT LOUIS
BINGHAMTON
PENSACOLA
FITCHBURG
ANDERSON
ALBUQUERQUE
LOUISVILLE
TULSA

EAST CHICAGO

BILOXI
SALT LAKE CITY
ASHEVILLE
HAMILTON
ASHLAND
KNOXVILLE
LEXINGTON
TOPEKA
YOUNGSTOWN
WORCESTER
BLOOMINGTON
ROANOKE
PORYLAND
SCRANTON
MINNEAPOLIS
PUEBLO
COLUMBUS
GHEEN BAY
SEATILE
AUGUSTA
FLOBENCE
INDIANAPCLIS
HARRISBURG
BAY CITY
NASHUA

QOREM




TABLE B-6: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINE/HEROIN SALES ARRESTS
PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1831

136 TUSCALODSA 161 105
" 197| JACKSON 40 | 100
198 | MEMPHIS 93 9.3
199 DULUTH ‘ 22 9.1
200| ABILENE 10 [ B4
200| SYRACUSE 48 8.1
201 | SOUTH BEND 19 786
202| BOISE 15 7.1
203{ JOHNSTOWN 17 70
203| GADSDEN 7 7.0
204| TERAE HAUTE 8 6.8
204] TACOMA a1 6.8
204| FORT SMITH 12 6.8
205| SIOUX FALLS 8 6.4
208 | CHATTANDOGA 27 8.1
207| LOWELL ‘ 16 6.0
208] AKRON a1 47
209| WHEELING 7 4.4
218! APPLETOM 13 41
211] MOORHEAD 6 33

IMAAVERAGE" i A KR
AUBURN 4 38
NASKVILLE 34 a4
LAFAYETTE 4 3.0
BOCHESTER 3 28
BILLINGS 3 2.8
LINCOLN 4 1.8
HUNTSVILLE 4 17
ALTODNA 2 1.5
Efg 4 1.4 ’
STEUBENVILE 2 1.4
MAFIETTA 2 13
MANCHESTER 1 a7
CEDAR RAPIDS 0 0.0
CHARLESTON 4 .0
COLUMBIA 0 8.0
DES MOINES 0 0.0
GREENVRLE ) 0.0
LAS VEGAS METRO POL JUR 0 4.0
KRUNCIE 6 0.8
SIOUX CITY G 0.0
WATERLDO 0 8.0

Sawrce: Unpubiished data from the Uniferm Crime Raport Program,
Faderal Bureau of Investigation.
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TABLE B-7: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINE/HEROIN POSSESSION ARRESTS
: PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPLILATION, BY METROPQLITAN AREA, 1891

S

F

i e R Rt L T

38
37

38

46
41
42
43
44
45
46
46
47
48

TRENTON
JERSEY CITY
NEW YORK
OAKLAND
NEWARK
BALTIMORE
COLUMBUS

SAN FRANGISCO
NEW BRITAIN
BAKERSFIELD
WATERBURY
FLINT

NEW BEDFORD
PHILADELPHIA
LOS ANGELES
FAYETTEVILLE
STOLKTON
WASHINGTON
BRIDGEPORT
STAMFORD
COLONIAL HEIGHTS
FRESRO
GASTONIA
BOSTON

FOQRT LAUDERDALE

ATLANTIC CITY .
ATLANTA
ALLENTOWN
WILMINGTON
BROGKTON
HARRISBURG
SAN ANTONID
MACON
ANAHE M
KENDSHA
SANTA CRUZ
MUSKEGON
LYNCHBURG
SAGHRAMENTO
GHREENSBORD
HAMPTON
TEXARKANA
SAN DIEGD
WILMINGTON
LITTLE ROCK
HAVERHILL
SAN JOSE
PHOENIX
NEW BRUNSWICK
DANBURY
GLIFTON




TABLE B-7: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINEAERCIN POSBESSION ARRESTS
PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPCLITAN AREA, 1801

43: GALVESTON 204 518
80| L.OMPOC 348 91.4
511 GRAND RARPIOS : 565 20.0
821 READING C 304 884
53| BINGHAMTON B30 B4
54| DURHAM 843 BG.¢
551 FALL RIVER 133 84.5
86 TOLEDQ 513 828
571 CAST LANSING 3B 80.7
871 RACINE 143 80.7
58! CLEVELAND 1,275 g6.1
5% YORK 333 702
801 RIVERSIDE 1,520 18.4
81| ML WAUKEE 488 785
g2! YAKIMA 148 75.0
831 DALLAS 1.275 747
841 AUBURN 79 748
65 LOUNSVILLE 7t5h 74.4
56| AENG 58 725
671 SAVANNAH 179 722
B8 NAPA 276 712
63| MIAMI 1,144 B3.7
70| POUGHKEERSIE 181 69.5
7 QRLARDG 765 688.5
741 KENNEWICK 107 ) 84.2

73| OKLAHOMA CITY 490 627
74| FITCHBURG &4 825
78| MODESTD 233 61.56
78! CHARLESTON o 154 81.4
77! GROTON TOWN | 174 | - 613
78] NEW ORLEANS 720 61.2
79| JACKSONVILLE 556 59.7
80| CHICOPEE a7 57.2
81] OXNAAD 299 572
82| MANSFIELD 72 56.6
83| BRYAN 69 55.4
84| LANCASTER 231 54.3
85! WICHITA 265 54.0
86| TAMPA 1,049 53.7
87| LAKELAND 223 53.6
88| CINCINNAT 774 52.8
83{ SHAEVEPORT 148 52.5
501 JACKSON 79 523
91| DAYTONA BEACH 198 | 520
92| WARWICK 273 51.7
93| WEST PALM BEACH 419 50.9
33| COLDRADO SPRINGS 207 50.9
94| BRIDGETON 70 50.5
95| SPHINGFIELD B 49.6
88 XKILEEN 127 487




. TABLE B-7: NUMBER AND BATE OF COCAINE/HEROIN POSSESSION ARRESTS
PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1891

97 OMAMA ‘ 272 47.8
88| ASBURY PARK 3711 477
9% SARASOTA 133 47.2
1901 SPRINGFIELD _ 415 482
1041 FORT SMITH 81 458
1021 ELYRIA 402 455
102 | PITTSBURGH 817 45.5
103 | ROME 141 447
103 | ANN ARBOR 108 447
104} ALBUGQUERQUE 215 434
108 DECATUR 51 43.1
1061 MADISON 151 . 41 4
1071 TOPEKA \ &6 40.7
1081 COLUMRBLS ] 850 388
109 | TALLAMHASSEE - o4 »2
110| LAWTON 44 39.1
110 | KNOXVILLE 228 391
111} HONOLULL 334 39.0
112! ODESSA 47 8.7
1131 ROCKFORD 110 8.4
1141 SPOKANE 142 48,1
115] BUFFALD . 2684 73
118] CHAMPAIGN . 85 372
1171 COCOA 128 374
118 ROCHESTER . 318 37.0

119 BEAUMONT 135 38.8

1204 TUGCSON 232 340
121 | FORT MYERS 83 311
122| CORPUS CHRIST! 11 31.0
123 | PENSACOLA 108 30.6
124] FORT WORTH * 315 29.0
125| LAFAYETTE : 80 28.5
126 HARTFORD ; 169 | 277
127! SANTA ROSA o 108 27.3
1281 ASHEVILLE 48 27.0
129| ALBANY 216 26.8
130| GAINESVILLE 54 258
131| PORTLAND 293 255
132] AUSTIN . 202 25.3
133 TYLER _ 39 252
134 ALTOONA a3 25.1
134, BAY CITY ~ 101 25.1
135| BATTLE CREEK 34 24.8
136| MIDLAND . 28 239
137| TULSA 148 22.5
138| GREEN BAY 44 | . 223
139| PORTLAND ‘ 51 21.8
138 HAMILTON ‘ 64 218
139 DETROIT 840 21.8
140 NASHUA 37 21.1

1411 LEXINGTON 72 2.5



TABLE B-7: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINEHERQOIN POSSESSION ARRESTS
PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991

1421 MOLINE 72 264
143 COLUMBIA 23 1. 203
144 BATON ROUGE 107 261
145 SURANTON 148 V. 3]
146 FORY WAYNE 72 188
1471 KALAMAJZIDO &4 185
147 | LAKE CHARLES 33 168
148 ROANCQKE 44 183
148 SALEM 85 183
149 DENVER 204 19.0
1501 PAWTUCKET 56 18.4
15t ERIE S0 18.0
1821 SALT LAKE CITY 161 17,2
1531 AMARRLLO 32 i8.7
1854 MERIDEN T 75 164
1541 INDIANAPOLIS 207 1684
1881 MONTGOMERY - 8.1
156 BHOX 30 151
1871 FLORENCE 28 156
158 LIMA 23 14.8
158 ALBANY 17 14.8
153 ASHLAND 45 143
160! EL PASQ 85 141
181} EAST CHICAGD a5 3.8
1862 HOUSTON

7 IS AVERAGE
183 MOBUE
164 SAN ANGELD
165 ANDERSON

166 ROCHESTER
1687 KANSAS CITY

187 | SEATTLE

188! LUBBOCK

169 | DULUTH

169 | NASHVILLE

170 OREM

171 EVANSVILLE )
172 SAINT LOUIS 188 8.0
173 BIRMINGHAM 73 73
174 BROWNSVILLE 26 7.5
175, MEMPHIS 73 73
176! SOUTH BEND 18 72
177 | AKRON 45 6.8
178| WILLIAMSPORT 8 6.7
176| JOHNSTOWN 16 6.6
180| EUGENE 19 6.5
181 | CHATTANOOGA 28 8.4
182] BLOOMINGTON 8 8.1
1683 TACOMA 34 55
184| NORWALK 7 5.5
185! EDINBURG 21 5.4

188 JACKSON 21 5.3




TABLE B-7: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINE/HEROIN POSSESSION ARRESTS
. PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPCOLITAN AREA, 1991

PUEBLO
LAREDS
TUSCALOOSA
APPLETON
WACO
LOWELL
LINCOLN
SIOUX FALLS
TERRE HAUTE
BILLINGS
CEDAR RAPIDS
CHARLESTON
COLUMBIA
PES MOINES
GAQSDEN
GREENVILLE
HUNTSVILLE
LAS VEGAS METRO POL JUR
MUNCIE
WATERLOO
WHEELING

Al
¥
| 187| YOUNGSTOWN 26 5.2
| 187| sloux CITY B 6.2
{| 188 AUGUSTA 20 49
188 ABILENE 6 49
'l 183| SYRACUSE 28 4.5
169 | WORCESTER 20 46
‘| 190| MONROE 6 4.2
FE191| WICHITARALLS § 4.0
| 191} MINNEAPOLIS 87 4.0
| 192| ALEXANDRIA 5 3.8
183| PEORIA 12 3.5
194| SPRINGFIELD 8 3.3
+i 194 CANTON 13 a3
194| MOORHEAD 5 33
i 195| LAFAYETTE 4 3.0
196 BOISE 8 28
196| STEUBENVILLE 4 28
188 MANCHESTER 4 25
197] MARIETTA 4 2.7
198| CHICAGO 137 2.5

OO OO OGO OO R W .G D oG

+

Saures: Unpubiishad daia from the Liniform Crime Repent Program,
§ Faxdoral Bureau of investigation,




TABLE B-B: NUMBER AND RATE OF POLICE OFFICERS PER 10,000
RESIDENT POPULATION BY CITY, 1885

1| Washington, 0C 3837 §1.3
21 Detrait, Ml 4640 42.5
2| Philadsiphia, PA 6,968 42.5
3| Jersay City, NJ 920 41.0
4! Chicage, I, 11,871 39.8
5: Baltimora, M 2988 3.8
6 St Louis, MO 1,627 377
7 Harthorg, T 501 387
8, New York, NY 28073 3.3
8 Newark, NJ : 1,122 358
10 Miwaukes, Wi 2041 328
11] Boston, MA 1829 318
11} Clevelard, OH 1,742 318
12] Plitssthurgh, PA 1.2 3c.2
i3] Oriando, FL 423 28
14| Springfiald, MA 444 29.5
15| Atlanta, GA 1.278 293
161 Buffalo; NY 293 26.2
171 Elizabath, NJ a7 284
181 New Haven, OT kE) 28

; S $Coi i
%}2&0’? %

181 Briggepont, (T 401 288
181 Fort Laudendaie, FL 434 280
2G Richmong, VA 812 278
11 Miam, Fi. 1,040 27.0
221 Stamiorg, CT 275 268 .
23] Durham, NC 275 266
23| Providencs, Ri 412 26.6
241 Denvar, CO ' 1.349 263
24| San Francisea, CA 1.929 8.3
25 Paterson, NJ 3568 262
28| Syracuse, NY . 423 23.2
27 Houston, TX 4,353 2540
27 Kansas City, MO 1,114 250
27 Reno, NV 2% 228
28 New Origans, LA 1,378 248
28 Dayton, OH 440 243
29 Tampa, FL £92 243
30! Waterbury, CT 251 4.2
31| Cincinnati, OH ‘ 883 239
32! Baton Rouge. LA 575 234
32 Hollywoed, . 291 23.4

Sen footnste at end of tabis,



TABLE B-8: NUMBER AND BATE OF PQLICE OFFICERS PER 10,000
RESIDENT POPULATION BY CITY, 1385

32 Rochester, NY
33! Worchester, MA
34 Graensboro, NG
35 Flint M

38| Las Vagas, NV
38! Louigvilie, KY
37 Winston-Sajers, NG
38| Lus Angeles, CA
38! Tolado, OH

381 Birmingham, AL
40 Chattanooga, TN
417 Daligs, TX

X 41! Norlolk, VA

421 Lolumbus, OH
42 Roangka, VA

431 South Bang, IN

, 44! Macon, GA

: 44 Mongomery, Al
: 441 Sastlie, WA

t 45: Salt Lake City, UT

CITCAVERA

Partiang, OR
Naghville-Davidson, TN
indianapalis, IN
Hongiviy, Hi

Raleigh, NG
Alpxangria, VA
Bavannah, GA
Springfieig, iL

Alapn, OH

Higieah, FL

5t Paut, MN
Lolumbus, GA .
f.itle Rock, AR 328 18.2
Gary, IN 273 18.1
Jackson, MS a5 159.%
Phoonix, AZ _ , 1,704 19.1
Youngstown, OH 206 181
Shraveport, LA 418 18.9
Minneapuis, MN 877 188
Langing, Mi 240 18.7
ot Wayne, IN 308 18.8

e Aebn o

i

48
47
48
49
48
5
81
52
B3
34
54
85
55
56
58
86
58
57
58
)
60

i

;
See tootnote at end of tabls.


http:Akron.OH
http:Springfi.IO
http:Macon.GA
http:Toledo.OH
http:Aooh_r.NV

TABLE 8-8: NUMBER AND RATE OF POLICE OFFICERS PER 10,000
RESIDENT POPULATION BY CITY, 1985

RANK
51| Topeka, KS 221 18.5
81 Tuisa, OK 894 8.5
821 Fort Worth, TX 771 182
821 Porsmoulh, VA 195 8.2
83| Charlotte, NC 68 18,1
64| Albuguerque, NM 644 i8.0
44| Inglewood, CA 183 © 8.0
85| Rockford, IL 243 17.8
661 Evansville, IN 21 177
66| S8an Bernarding, CA 238 17.7
671 Das Moines, 1A 3 17.8
67| Mamphis, TN 1,154 17.6
81 Erig, PA 203 17.4
88 Odessa, TX 184 174
: £3) Besumont, TX 218 17.3
£81 Tallzhassee, FL 201 17.3
7G| Aurora, GO 340 17.2
70 Madison, Wl 284 17.2
71| Tacoma, WA 276 171
71| Torrance, CA 234 171
CITYAVERAGEY
72 Oakiand, CA 8§17 17.0
72, Pasadeng, TX 208 $7.0
72! Tueson, AZ 847 17.8
73 Austn, TX ga81 16.8
73 Puebie, CO 171 18.8
73 St Petsrsburg, FL 419 18.8
74| Long Beach, CA 652 16,7
75| Ghesapeaksa, VA 212 16.6
75| Wichita, KS 474 18.6
76! Oklahoma City, OK ‘ 732 6.5
76! Peara, IL 164 6.5
77 Knoxvilie, TN 288 165.4
78 Barketay, CA 173 8.2
79 Sacramenio, CA 502 18.0
BO Muntswille, AL . 239 5.8
801 Waeo, TX 163 1589
81 Omaha, NE 574 15.8
821 Jacksamlle, FL a45 15,7
82 Lakewood, CO 193 18.7
82| Pasadena, CA 202 187
B3

Allentown, PA 161 15.6

Eoa footnots 51 and of table,
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TABLE B8-8: NUMBER AND RATE OF POLICE OFFICERS PER 10,000

RESIDENT POPULATION BY CITY, 1888

RREBERLEELERBRBRAGERR

Warren, M|

Colgrado Springs, CO
Lexington-Fayets, KY
Santa Ara, CA

Piano, TX'

krving, TX

Newport News, vA
San Antonio, TX
Cedar Rapids, 1A
Abitare, TX
Bakersliaid, CA
Hamipton, VA

Sterting Haights, Ml
Ei Pasg, TX

Stockton, CA

Mabila, AL

San Diago, CA
Scottsdale, A2

Grand Rapids, Mi
Hayward, CA

1273

185

1,407

84| Virginia Beach, VA 440 14.1
95| Ann Arbar, Ml 1851 14,0
951 Glandale, AZ 168 14.0
96 Ariington,TX a4 139
98] Masa, AZ 28 13.9
971 San Josa, CA 878 $2.8
98 Amarilln, TX 224 137
48! Laredo, TX 182 13.7
9% Tempe, AZ 168 138
106 | Lubboek, TX prd ] 15.8
100G Pomona, CA 148 13.5
* 100 Riverside, CA 254 13.8
101 Spokane, WA 236 13.4
02 Anahgim, CA 318 13.2
182 Fullerton, CA 144 142
102 incapendance, MO 149 13.2
102 Bpongfeld, MO 181 13.2
183 Eugene, OR 132 128
104 Gompus Cheisti, X 338 128
105 Fresno, GA asg 187
108 Lincoln, Nk 228 12.8

Sse fooinoie at and of tabie.



http:Anaheim.CA

TABLE B:8: NUMBER AND RATE OF POLICE OFFICERS PER 10,000
RESIDENT POPULATION BY CITY, 1985

107 | Anchorage, AK 268 . 12.5
107 Concard, CA 133 i2.5%
108| Modasty, GA : 154 2.2
10%| Oxnargd, CA 1453 124
113| Ontario, CA 130 it.4
111 | Browngvitie, TX 18 1.8
12| Glandals. TA 178 1.6
112| Qrange, CA 117 th¥:!
1131 Garden Grove, CA 153 1.5

114] Huntington Beach, CA 202 10.9

115 Fremort, CA 41:74 0e
* 118 Garland, TX 173 0.5
117 Chuig Vista, CA g7 104
318 Sunnyvalp, CA 117 0.3
NA BoisaCity, 1D N/A N/A
WA Kansas City, KS N/A NA
N/A Livonia, MI HIA WA
NA: Yonkers, NY L N/A N/A

N#A - Data not availabls,

* Par 10,000 resident populaton estimated for 1985 by the Federal Bureau of
Invoastigation.

Source: County and City Data Book, 1988, Washington, DC: U.8. Govermmant
Printing Office,

Soe fooinote at end of tabie.



E

! .
TABLE C-1: NUMBER AND RATE OF HOMICIDES PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION,

8Y METROPCLITAN AREA, 1890

1| New Orleans, LA

2| Mamphis, TN

3| Shreveport, LA

4| Jacksonville, FL

§ | Houstan, TX

6| Miami-Hialeah, FL

7| Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA

8| Savannah, GA

§| Dallas, TX

10| Birmingham, AL

11| Bridgeport-Stamford-Norwalk-Danbury, CT
12| Calvaeston-Texas City, TX
13| Detroit, MI

13| Fiint, Mt

14| San Antonio, TX

15| Mobile, AL’

16 | Jackson, MS

17| Washington, DC-MD-VA

-18| Florence, SC

18| Chicago, IL

20| Baltimore, MD

21| Richmond-Petersburg, VA
22| Augusta, GA

22| Gary-Hammond, IN

23| Budington, NC

[ MAAVERAGE
24| Stockton, CA
25| Waco, TX
26| Little Rock-North Little Rock, AR
27| Amariilo, TX
28 Charlotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill, NC
28| Montgomery, AL
29( Columbia, SC
29| Fayetteville, NC
; 29| Odessa, TX
30 | Huntaville, AL
30| Las Vegas, NV
31| Saint Louis, MO-IL
Baton Rouge, LA
32| Riverside-San Bamardino, CA
33| Macon-Warner Robins, GA
33| Oakland, CA
34| Atlanta, GA
34| Philadalphia, PA-N.J
35| Frasno, CA
36| Longview-Marshall, TX
36| Ocala, FL
37 Anniston, AL
38| Tuscaloosa, AL
39| Brownsvilla-Hartingen, TX
40| Biloxi-Gulfport, MS
40| Fort Worth-Arlington, TX
41| Kansas Clty, MO-KS
41| Norolk-Virginia Beach-Newport News, VA
41| Tyler, TX
42| Beauront-Port Arthur, TX
43| Joliet, IL

]
n

o
2.4
233
22
213
21.0
20.5
19.8
18.9
18.7
18.5
18.4
179
17.9
174
17.2
18.9
18.8
18.6
18.2
15.2
15.1
14.9
149
14.8

14.8
143
14.0
13.9
13.7
13.7
13.5
13.5
13.5
13.4
134
13.2
129
12.9
12.8
12.8
12.7
12.7
128
12.3
12.3
12.1
12.0
11.9
1.7
1.7
11.2
11.2
11.2
1.1
11.0



http:Savannah.GA

TABLE -1 NUMBER AND RATE OF HOMICIDES PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1690

PANK A
44 Bakerstield, CA 59 10.9
45 Claveland, OH 197 10.8
46 Milwoukes, WI 182 10.6
4G Wichite Falls, TX 13 10.6
47 Beonton Marbor, MI 17 0.8
47 Noplea, FL . 18 105
4% ¥Fon Laudardaia-Hollywood-Pompano Beach, Fl. 130 14
48| Fori Pierca, Fl, 26 4
43| Gainesville, FL £t 0.3
801 Abuguergua, NM 48 1052
811 Fort Myers-Cape Coral, FL 34 1.1
511 Lakeland-Winter Haven, FL . 41 0.1
51| Vinalend-Miltvitle-Bridgston, NJ t4 0.1
52| Abilers, TX iz 0o
53| Chattanvoga, TN 43 £
54| West Palm Beach-Boca Raton-Deiray Beach, FL 85 4.3
851 Newark, N} 178 g8
561 Leka Charles, LA : 18 8.5
§8| Tulss, OK &7 8.5
87 Jorsey City, NJ 52 8.4
57 1 MoAllea-Edinburg-Mission, TX 36 2.4
57| Yuba Gy, CA 11 4.4
§8 Oklahoma City, 0K 88 4.4
59 Bradenton, Fi, 18 a4
£9 San Franciscn, CA 144 2.0
0 Chicey, CA 18 8.8
£ Houma-Thibadaux, LA . 8.8
MAAVERAGE?
81| Fon Saith, ARVOK 14 8.5
81 Nashville, TH &4 45
81 New Bedivrd Foll Rivar-Attlebom, MA 15 85
82 Alaxandrn, LA 1 84
82! Greenville-Spanunbwrg, 5C 54 84
82| Lima, OR 123 84
82| Phoanix, AZ 178 g4
62| Tampa-8!, Petersburg-Cloarwater, FL 174 8.4
831 Corpun Christl, TX 29 83
831 Bargsota, FL 23 8.3
64 Kilgon-Tomple, TX 21 8.2
84| Orando, FL a8 82
€41 Raleigh-Durham, NC 60 8.2
85 Greensboro-Winatan-Salam-High Point, NC 78 8.1
68 | Kalarmazoo, Mt 18 8.1
85 | Pensacoln, FL 28 8.1
661 Foanoke, VA 18 8.0
88| Visalia-Tulare-Paortorvilla, CA 2 88
87! Chadeston, 8C 43 78
87 Salinag-Seasids-Monteray, CA 28 78
68 Saginaw-Bay City-Midiand, M at 7.8
89 Charksville-Mopkingvilie, TN-KY 13 1.7
89 Now Haven-Walabyry-Maeriden, T ) 41 7.7
£9. Sae Diego, CA 182 7.7
4% South Bond-Mishewsks, N 1% b
T Anderson, 50 11 7.8
71 Tacores, WA 44 75
72 Las Cruces, N 10 74
T2 YTromton, Nl 24 7.4



http:Cl\1I!1.1tIOoga.TN

TABLE C-1: NUMBER AND RATE OF HOMICIDES PER 100,000 RESIDENT PQPULATION,
8Y METROPOLITAN AREA, 1980 -

100

Brazods, TX

Tueson, AZ

Knenevilia, TN
Youngstown-Warran, O
Meiboume-Titusville-Paim Bay, FL
Rockford, IL

Toledo, OH
Dayton-Springfiald, OH
Springfiskd, IL
Anaheim-Sania Ang, CA
Austin, TX

Merowd, CA

¥odaste, CA
Hichland-Kennewick-Pasco, WA
indianapclis, IN
Louisvilla, K¥N
Sacramaniy, CA
Chadeston, W

Bl Pass, TX
Laingion-Fayalts, KY
Racine, Wi

Daytona Boeach, FL
Lafaverie, LA

Topeks, KS

Forn Wayne, IN

Hickary, NG

New 'fark. NY
Rochastar, NY

Rano, NV

Gnlum\bus. OH

Derver, G0

Bramarion, WA

Canton, OM
Hamilton-Middietown, OH
Seattie, WA
Bogten-Laursrce-Saiam-Lows|i-Brockion, MA
Yancouver, Wh

. Lubbaek, TX

Porsmouth-Dover-Fochester, NH:-ME
Auvrcra-Bigin, 8,

Santa Cruz, GA

Bufinio, NY

Ginglnnat, OH

Log Moines, 1A

{range Coundy, NY

Santa Rosa-Poatalums, LA
Huntingtor-Ashband, WY-IOAOH
Akron, OM

Poughkesapsie, NY
Vallajo-Faitiekd-Napa, CA

Atlantic City, NJ

San Joge, CA

Pittsburgh, PA
Providence-Pawtucket-Woonsockat, Rl
Spokans, WA

Witmington, DE-NJ-MD

LEBRBER

7.2

g9

6.6

!



http:Columbus.OH

TABLE C-1: NUMBER AND RATE OF HOMICIDES PER 100,000 RESiDEﬂT POPULATION,

BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1890

109
14
118
111
112
113
114
118
116

Massau-Suftolc, NY

Portland, OR

Salt Lake City-Ogden, UT
Honeluls, H!

Oxrard-Ventura, CA

Springfiald, MA

Ann Areor, Wi

Minnoaapolis-S!. Paul, MN
Harriaburg-Lebannon-Carlisle, PA
Johnsor City-Kingspori-Bristol, TH-VA
Lake County, i,

Reading, PA

Lensing-East Lansing, Ml

ﬁ«%"g«f wi:;ecmlﬁw)’ ..'_.Z : S
Omaha, NE-1A
Sants Barbara-Santa Monica-Lompos, GA
Borgarn-Fassic, NJ
{solorado Springs, CO
Syracuse, NY
Worchestar-Fitchbung-Leomingler, MA
Hardtord -Now Brilain-Middietown -Bristol, CT
Wichita, KB
Middiesex-Somerset-Humerdon, N
Scrantion-Wilkes Bares, PA
Grang Rapids, Ml
Lancaster, FA
Atiantown-Bathieham, PA

Albany-Schenoctady-Troy, NY

Manmouth-Oonar, NJ

20
12
38
12
20
13
R
14
29
20
18
18
18
19
21

Source: Unpublished vitad statistics data, Hyaitsvilie, MD: Natienal Center for

Hoaalh

Statintics,
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TABLE C-2: NUMBER ANO RATE OF SUIG!OES PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990

1] Porsmeuth-Dover-Rochester, NH-ME 83 4
21 Las Vegas, NV 179 243
b 3] Amario, TX ‘ : 44 | 235
4; Chico, GA 41 225
§{ Yuba City, CA - 25 214
&| Albuguengue, NM 300 0.8
6} Dayiona Beach, Fl, - 77 20.8
7| Huntsvilg, Al 47 18.7
. 8| Melhourae-Tiusville-Paim Bay, Fl. 77 19.3
§ 8 Heno, NV - 43 18.2
" 101 Saresota, FL : 53 184
1% Lima, OH 28 18.8
. 111 New Bedfoxt-Fall River-Afllebore, MA - 33 18.8
121 Jacksonvils, FL 188 19.5
t 131 Longview-Marshall, TX 36 18.5
P 13| Phoenix, A2 368 8.2
T 4] Tucson, AL 119 17,8
© 18| Gaineaville, FL, 38 17.6
18 Galvaston-Texas Cy, TX 38 17.8
. 18] Ocala, FL 8| 178
17 Tampa-3t Paiemburg-Claarwater, FL 387 17.3
17| Vallejo-Faidiski-Napa, CA 78 17.3
18| Sak Lake City-Lgden, UT 84 17.2
; 18| Poughkeepsie, NY 44 8.8
20! Denver, CO 27 18,8
21 Bridgeport-Stamissd-Norwak-Oanbury, CT T4 18,7
i 221 Coloradp Springs, CO : 86 6.8
A MASNERAGE s S me aIa]
| 22) Wast £aim Heach-Boca Raton-Dalray Beach, FL 43 16.8
| 23| Houma-Thibodaux, (A 36 16.4
231 Macun-Wamer Robing, GA 46 15.4
i 241 Columbia, $C 74 8.3
251 Savannuly, GA a9 15,1
i 28| Font Lauderiaie-Hallywood-Pompans Beach, FL 200 15.9
} 26| Lansing-East Lansing, Mi 89 15.9
+ 27| Naples. FL 24 15.8
1 28| Buriingion, NC 17 18.7
-+ 28| tubbock, TX 38 5.7
p 29 Tacoma, WA a1 55
. 28 Wichita Falls, TX 19 155
- 361 Racine, Wi 27 184
31| Bremeron, WA 29 5.3
§ 31 Mobils, AL 73| 183
+ 32| Omaha, NE-IA &4 152
33| Bragenton, FL a2 15.1
33; Fon Piorce, FL ¥l 5.1
+ 341 Kalamazoo, Mi a3 14.8
i 34 Cdando, AL 155 4.8
i 35| Anniston, AL 17 1 147
35! Bilog-Gulfport, M8 28 14.7
© 36| Augusts, GA 58 14.8
! 38| Fon Myars-Cape Coral, FL 49 14.8
| 38! Sante Batsars-Santa Mosica-Lompos, CA 54 14.8
1 38 Worchestor-Fitchburg-Leominster, MA 64 4.8
37 San Franciseo, CA 233 14.5
{ 38 SantaCruz, CA 33 1 144
< 38| Stockion, CA 83 4.4



http:Brad_.Fl
http:GaiMavlllo.FL
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TABLE C-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF SUICIDES PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1880

San quu CA

Sesatile, WA

Eas Moinas, A
Greansboro-Winston-Salam-High Poim NC
tiami-Hialoah, Fl.

Topaka, KS

Bakearsfiald, CA

Brazoria, TX

Odeasa, TX

Kaoxville, TN

San Antonia, TX

Oxnard-Ventura, CA

Charlegton, WV

Kansas City, MO-KS

Aiverside-San Bamardino, CA

Lake Charles, LA

Louisville, KY-IM

Mitwaukae, Wi

Reading, PA
Clarkaville-Hopkingvitts, TN-XY
Dailas, TX

Minnsapolis-St Paui, MN
Salinas-Seaside-Monterey, CA
Alonigwn-Bethisham, PA
Austin, TX

Baaumond-Port Arthur, TX
Cinginnatl, OH

Houston, TX

South Bend-Mishawnka, IN
Springtiuid, MA

Wichita, XS
Tharlotte-Gastonla-Rock Hill, KC
Flint, Mt
Grennvilie-Spananburg, SC
Lexington-Fayette, KY -
Marcad, CA

Fort Worth-Aington, TX
Oakinng, CA

Saint Louis, MO-1L

Pitsburgh, PA

Spokane, WA

fort Wayne, IN

Kilean-Temple, TX

Columbus, OH

Corpus Christl, TX
Norfolk-Viminia Beach-Newpon Rews, ¥A

174

187

348

88
L

M
432

34!
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TABLE C-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF SUICIDES PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION,
‘BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1890

S

a2

NEERBERERE

Aaleigh-Durham, NG
Shravepod, LA

indianapoiis, IN

Bpringhieald, IiL .
Nashville, TN

Datrolt, Mi
Richiang-Kennawici-Fasoo, WA
Vancowvar, WA

Ef Pasg, TX

Philadetphia, PA-NuJ

Fresno, CA

Bimmingham, Al,

Jolist, 1L

Scranton-Wilkes Harre, PA
Atianta, GA

Momgomery, AL
Visalls-Tulare-Fonamvils, GA
Honoluhs, Hi

Los Angeles-Long Beach, 0A
Syracuse, HY
Hamilton-Middletown, OH
New Haven-Watarbury-Meriden, CT
Richmond-Petarsburg, VA
Tylat, TX

Banton Harbor, Mt
Claveiand, OH

Tulsg, OK

Youngatown-Warran, £

Laz Cruces, NM '

Fayettavilie, NC

Fort Smith, AR-OK

San Jose, CA
Vinsland-Miliville-Bridgeton, MJ
Abilens, TX

Anaheim-Santa Ana, CA

Wilmington, OE-NJ-MD

Alexandria, LA

Baltimore, MO .

Chicago, &

Jehasen Chy-Kingaport-Brisiol, TN-VA
QOrange County, NY
Providence-Pawiucket-Woonsocket, H!
Akron, OH

Aurora-Elgin, It

Pensacola, FL

Tuscaloosa, AL

Hantord-Mew Britain-Middistown-Sristal, CT
Lancaster, PA

Moxiante, CA
Qaywn-Springfiekd, OH
Liftie Fock-Nonh Litte Rock, AR
Tolpdo, OH

Waso, TX

Rounoke, VA

CHE e

11.7
11.7
11.8
116"’
11.4
1.3
11.3
11.3
1.2
11.2
11,1
11.0
110
i1.0
10.9
10.8
0.9
10.8
1e.8
10.8
10.8
1088
10.8
10.8
10.5
16,5
185
10.4

10.4
10.4
10.3
1.2
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TABLE C-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF SLICIDES PER 100,000 BESIDENT POPULATION,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 158G

(HANKES
88 Aan Arbor, Ml &5 8.8
88 Harrishurg-Lebannon-Carlisle, 7 68
85 Afhany-Schanectady-Troy, NY 78 87
90 Charlasion, 8C a2 8.3
80, Jamoy Chy, NJ 48 83
81 Hickary, NC 18 8.1
91] Jackson, M3 32 8.1
&1: Washinglon, DC-MD-VA 218 8.1
82! Grand Rapids, Mi 86 8.0
82 Monmouth-Ocaan, NJ 79 8.0
83 Buftais, NY 78 7.8
93 Chatisnooga, TN M 7.8
84 Canton, OH an 7.6
84: Nassau-Suffolk, HY 198 7.6

] N

55! Boston-Laurence-Salent-dowoll-Brockton, MA 313 P&
85| Saginaw-Bay City-Midland, M ae 7.8
88 Lake County, 1L ] 14
88 Fockiord, it 20 1.8
871 Middlesex-Somarsat-Huntardon, NJ €9 8.8
88 Huntington-Ashiand, WVKY-OH a1 &7
" 92 Bergun-Passaic, NJ 43 &5
100 Newark, NJ 111 -9
100! Tremton, NJ 2 8.1
101! Rochester, NY ’ 5% 8.7
102 McAilen-Edinburg-Mission, TX 23 88
103 Atlantic City, NJ 18 8.5
103 Brownsvilla-Harlingan, TX 4 5.0
104 | New York, NY &85 34

Sourca: Unpublished vital statistics data, Hyatisvilie, MD: National Canter for
Health Statistics,



TABLE £.3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF BIRTHS TO MOTH!ERS UNDER

AGE 20, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1850

i

Taxarkana, TX-Texarkang, AR
Albany, GA
Waco, TX
Arnigton, AL
Figrance, SC
Lakpland-Wintar Haven, FL.
Benton Harbor, Mi
Wichitg Falls, TX
Vingland-Millvitie-Bridgeton, NJ
Montos, LA
Caassa, TX
10 | Pascagouta, M8
11 | Amarillo, TX
11 | Chattanooga, TN-GA
11 | Shroveport, LA
12 | Puablo, CO
12 | Macon-Warnar Robing, GA
13 | Golumbus, GA-AL
14 | Mickory-Morganton, NC
14 | Yakima, WA
18 | Huptington-Ashiand, WVWKY.OH
1% | Lubbock, TX
. 6 | Comug Chrsti, TX
16 | Biloxi-Guliport, MS
17 | Mempnhis, TN-AR-MS

WM IS AW = T

20 | Longviow-Marshall, TX

2t | Florence, AL

21 | Font Smith, AR-OK

21 1 Maobiig, AL

22 1 Tusealopsa, AL

22 1 Joplin, MO

23 | Decatur, IL

23| Batte Creok, MI

23 | Johnson City-Kingsport-Bristol, TN-VA
24 : Angsrson, IN

24 | Lake Charles, LA

24 | Visalia-Tulare-Portarville, CA
24 | Mouma-Thiibodaux, LA

25 | Greenville-Spartanbury, SC
Savannah, GA

Las Cruces, NM

How Orleans, LA

Muskegon, M

Louisville, KY-IN

Jackson, MS

Alexandria, LA

Tars Haute, IN

1.ittle Rock-Morih Little Flock, AR

IBRBANUNER

317

1,270
574
1,682

456
3871
473
2,460
1,168
345
312
1,442

179
17.8
178
17.8
7.7
7.7
178
17.8
178
17.5
7.5
1748
17.5
17.3
17.3
171
1740
1240
174
170
188
188
16.8
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TABLE C-3; NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF BIRTHS TO MOTHERS UNDER

AGE 20, BY METRQPOLITAN AREA, 1990

K NX

Manstield, OM

Dothan, AL

San Antonio, TX

Flint, Ml

Frasng, CA

Jacksan, M

Tyler, TX

Augusia, GA-5C

Danviilg, VA.

duncia, iN

Laredy, TX

Decatur, AL

Cumbedand, MD-WY
Panama City, FL
Begumont-Porl Arthur, TX
Taliahassas, FL

Fort Pisrce, FL

Midlang, TX

Bragdenton, Fi,

Mercod, CA

zl Paso, TX

Fayattaville, NC
Hakerfiald, CA
Charlotte-Gastonis-Rook Hill, NC-SC
Faysttovilig-Springdale, AR

BEELSE80GRR8EHBURBLLLEEBERRE

(MAAVERAGE

Lima, OH

Brazoria, TX

Athens, GA

Abtiarwg, TX

Birmingham, AL

Jacksonvilie, FL

Chariasion, WV
Killagr-Tempie, TX
Steubanville-Wairton, OH-WY
Clarksuille-Hogkingville, TN-KY
Pooria, i,
MeAllen-Edinburg-Mission, TX
Brownsville-Harlingen, TX
Rapilas, FL

Yua City, CA
Eiknare-Goshan, IN

Baton Houge, LA

Ashavile, NC

Pensacoia, FL

Stockton, CA
Groensbers-Winstan-Salem-High Point, NC
Wilmington, NG

Okiahoma City, OK

South Bang-Mishawaka, IN

Modasto, CA

Dayton-Boringfield, OH

38
a8
38
A5
40
T AD
40
#1
41
41
41
41
42
43
43
44
44
44
44
45
45
46
48
47
47
47

178
1,658
1,637

401
412
1,373
365

1,488
2,101
87
2213
579
1,175

2,134

1
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TABLE C-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF BIRTHS TO MOTHERS UNDER

AGE 20, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1930

47 | Nashville, TN
47 | Fort Myers-Cape Coral, FL
47 | Galveston-Texas City, TX
48 | Davenport-Rock isiangd-Moling, 1A-IL
48 | Lynchburg, VA
48 | Saginaw-Bay City-Midland, MI
48 | Indianapolis, IN
43 | Lorain-Elyria, OH
49 | Greeley, CO
49 | Toledo, OH
. 49 | Budingtan, NC
43 | Knoxville, TN
45 | Lawton, OK
50 | Evansville, IN-KY

Columbia, SC
50 | Yuma, AZ
50 | Redding, CA
50 | Rockford, IL
30 | Gary-Hammond, IN
51 | Gainesville, FL
51 | Tulsa, OK
52 | Williamsport, PA
52 | Canton, OH
52 | Tampa-St. Petarsburg-Clearwater, FL
53 | Youngstown-Warren, OH
IMATAVERAGE: e
53 | Jacksonville, NC
53 | Houston, TX
54 | Sioux City, |JA-NE
54 | Wheeling, WV-OH
54 | Medtord, OR
55 | Cincinnatl, OH-KY-IN
55 | Parkersburg-Marietta, WV-QOH
55 | Orando, FL
56 | Altoona, PA
56 | Janesville-Baloit, Wi
56 | Roanoke, VA
58 | Salem, OR
56 | Bryan-College Station, TX
56 |.Chico, CA

57 | Ratine, Wi

57 | Dallas, TX

58 | Richland-Kennewick-Pasco, WA
58

58

Daytona Beach, FL
Springtield, IL

58 | Kenosha, WI

59 | Riverside-San Bernardino, CA
59 | Phoenix, AZ

59 | Erie, PA

59 | Albuguerque, NM

59 | Waterloo-Cedar Falls, 1A

59 | St Louis, MO-IL

7,941
5,469
569
1,095
262
5,481

13.7
13.7
13.6
13.6.
13.6
13.6
135
13.5
135 .

T 135

13.5
13.5
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TABLE C-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF BIRTHS TO MOTHERS UNDER
AGE 20, BY METROFOLITAN AREA, 1990

72
72
72
72
73
73
73
74

MEBEERUBERRRLLLBIBRB222328

I MAAVERAGEST

Tucson, AZ

Datroit, MI

Kansas Gity, MO-KS
Fort Worth-Ardington, TX
Huntsville, AL
Charieston, SC
Nortolk-Viminia Beach-Newport News, VA
Mitwaurkee, Wi
Columbus, OH
Hamiitor-Middletown, OH
{as Vegas, NV
Chigage, IL
Jamaestowe-Duniirk, NY
Laxington-Fayeits, KY
Fari Wayne, IN

Allanta, GA

Atlantic City, NJ
Topuka, KS

Austin, TX

Sharon, PA

Kalamazrog, M
Spokane, WA

Wichita, KS

Akron, OH

Springhield, MA

Johinglawn, FA
Lafayotto LA
Safinag-Seagkie-Momergy, CA
Ciaveiang, OH

Hagerstown, MD
Eugene-Springfield, OR
Sacramenip, CA

Log Angeles-Long Beach, CA
Springfiaid, MO

Aurora-Elgin, IL

Baitirore, MD

{Slong Faily, NY

Tacoma, WA

Miami-Hiateah, Fi.
Malboume-Titssville-Paim Bay, FL
York, FA

Wilmingtan, DE-NJ-MD
Langing-East Lansing, M
Richmond-Petarsburg, VA
Champaign-rbana-Rantaul, IL
Trenton, NJ

Liica-Rome, NY
Harrisburg-Labarion-Carlisle, PA
Bitlings, MT

Colorado Springs, CO

Jursey City, N

3,530
261
469

az2n

24,509
396
808

4,723
206

1,250

4,055
665
705

1.087
768

1,620
294
576
319
934
191
811

1,073

134
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TABLE C-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE QF BIRTHS TO MOTHERS UNDER
AGE 20, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990

_BBIIBBEBREERERTLRTREBEES ]

}
Rt s e

89’

89,

8

) MA AVERAGE

E fxw FEEE B bbb

Santa Barbara-Santa Marig-Lampos, GA
Latayotie-Wast Lalayate, IN

West Paim Boach-Boca Raton-Delray Beach, FL
Grand Rapids, M

Philageiphia, PA-NJ

Bioomington, IN

Reading, FA
Providanuo-Pawluckeb-Woangocket, Rl
Syracuse, NY

Sania o, NM

Banver, O

Ranp, NV .
Baaver County, PA

Olympia, WA

Yancouver, WA

Sarasota, FL

Bramerion, WA

New Bedfgrd-Fal Rivar-Attiehorn, MA
Sait Lake City-Ogden, UT

a5 Moinas, 1A

Joliat, IL

Charlottesvilla, VA

San Diego, CA

Omaha, NE

Ballingham, WA

Fort Watton Boeach, FL
Rochastar, NY
Vailgjo-Falrfisld-Napa, GA
Niagara Fails, NY
Scranton-Witkas-Barrmg, PA
For Lauderdale-Hollywood-Pompans Beach, FL
Monoluiu, M

Portiang, OR

Buffalo, NY

Ouluth, MN-WI

New York, NY

Pitlaburgh, PA
Ralgigh-Ourham, NC

| Worcester-Fitchburg-Leominsier, MA

Qunargd-Venlurg, A
Eau Claire, Wi
Sarda Cruz, CA

{| Cedar Rapids, (A

Anaheim-Sanda Ana, CA
Noewark, NJ

Anchorans, AK
Qaxlang, CA

-1 Boise Oity, 10

MNow Haven-Watarbury-Merigen, CT
Ann Arbor, M

-| Hartfard-New Britain-Middletown, T

739 0.9
206 0.8
1.408 0.8
1.408 08
8747 10.9
138 0.8
337 038
1,517 10.8
1,148 10.8
175 6.8
2887 168
487 08
253 038
253 08
437 0.7
362 10.7
3e8 16.7
B339 0.7
233 108
664 10.8
587 10.8
202 10.5
5,294 10.5
1,141 10.4
184 10.4
259 10.3
1,687 T 103
B840 1.3
340 10.3
923 101
1,802 191
1,832 . 85
1.863 85
1.433 . 8.8
283 4.8
15,017 3.7
2808 a7
1,141 a7
1,082 8.7
1212 8.5
181 8.5
408 4.4
246 93
4757 9.3
2,734 83
452 82
3372 8.1
a3 9.1
1,128 9.1
374 9.0
1,490 89
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TABLE C.3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF BIRTHS TO WTHEHS UNDER
AGE 20, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1590

100
161
102
102
103
103
104
104
104

107

124

G METROPOLITAN

Lake Caunty, It

Ban Juss, CA

Washington, DC-MD-VA
Aiany-Schenectady- Troy, NY
Poriand, ME
Alsrtown-Bathiaham-Eastan, PA-NJ
Binghamion, NY

Fort Collins-Lovalang, CO
Sants Rosa-Fataluma, GA
Lincoln, RE

Lancaster, PA

Lolumbia, MO

Sheboygan, Wi

State Collage, PA

Sioux Falis, S0

Prove-Qram, UT

New London-Nomwich, 0T
Grean Bay, Wi
Bloomington-Narmal, I
Soulder-Longmont, CO

Crange Courty, NY

Minnaapoiis-St. Paul, MN-WI

Soattle, WA

Wausau, Wi
Bridgaport-Stamiord.-Norwak-Danbury, CT
Manchester-Naghua, NH

San Francisco, SA
Boston-Lawrance-Saiem-Lowel-Brockion, MA
Appreton-Oshkosh-Nognah, Wi

Buriington, VT

Bergen-Passait, NJ

St. Cloud, M

Monmouit-Ocean, NJ

Paughkeepsie, NY

FargoMoorhead, NO-MN

Rochester, MN
Porlsmouth-Duver-Roachastor, NH
Madison, WA

Nassau-Buffolic, NY
Middtese-Somarset-Hunterdon, NJ

255
1,763

Sourpe: Vital Statistics of the United States, Vol 1, Matality, 1990,

in prags, Hyaltsviile, MD:: National Center far Meaith Statistics.
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TABLE C4: NUMBER AND RATE OF DEATHS OF INFANTS UNDER 1 YEAR OLD PER

1,000 LIVE BIRTHS, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989

1

|

1Albany. GA
+Sioux City, IA-NE
{Florence, SC
.Juscaloosa, AL
'Gadsden, AL
‘Monroe, LA
‘Memphis, TN-AR-MS
Greenville-Spartanburg, SC
Anniston, AL
Davenport-Rock Istand-Moline, IA-IL
Montgomery, AL
Savannah, GA
Frenton, NJ
Bloomington-Mormal, 1L
Flint, Mi
Amarillo, TX
Atlantic City, NJ
Saginaw, M|
Rock Hill, SC
Elkhart, IN
Billings, MT
Detroit, M
Baton Rouge, LA
Newport News-Hampton-Norfolk-Virginia Beach-Portsmouth, VA-NC
Sharon, PA

3

27

SRREEBY

Shreveport, LA

Chicago, IL

Charleston-North Charleston, SC
Greansboro-Winston-Salem-High Point, NC
Raleigh-Durham, NC

Columbus, GA-AL

New York, NY-NJ

Anderson, SC

Fayetteville, NC

New Orieans, LA \
Kengsha, W

Richmond, VA

Jacksonville, NC

Mobile, AL

Redding, CA
Youngstown-Warren, OH
Gary-Hammond-East Chicago, IN
Philadelphia, PA-NJ

Fort Wayne, IN
Vineland-Millville-Bridgeton, NJ
Hickory, NC .
Benton Harbor, M|

Atlanta, GA

Washington, DC-MD-VA

113
324

1,952

137

78
104
923

24
N
542
731

Pascagoula-Moss Point, MS
|

i

i



TABLE C-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF DEATHS OF INFANTS UNDER 1 YEAR OLD PER
1,000 LIVE BIRTHS, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1889 ‘

ey @mya :3

Battle Creak, M}
Athens, GA
Wimington, NC .
Wilmington, DE-NJ-MD
Cloveiand, OH
Gaingsvilla, Fl.
Longviaw-Marghatl, TX
Aygusia, GA-EC
SpringBeit, OH
Indianapolis, IN
Evanaville, iN-KY
Richiand-Kennewick-Pasco, WA
Biloxi-Guiipont, M3
QOcala, A,

Yakima, WA
Pitsburgh, FA

Glona Falis, NY
Jackgon, M

Roanoke, VA
Burtington, NG
Alnxandria, LA
Birmingham, AL
Balimore, MD
Columbus, OH
Columbia, SC

4 4

Tacoma, WA

Ranine, Wi

Litde Rogk-Nonh Litde ok, AR
Fort Lauterdals-Hollywood, FL
Decatur, L

Lynchburg, VA

Sisubanville- Weirton, OH-WV
Kalamazoo-Portage, Mi
Charlotte-Gastonia, NG
Colorado Springs, CO

Nowrk, N

Lakeiand-Winter Haven, FL
Dayton, O

Wost Palm Beach-Boca Raton, FL
Wichita, K8

take Charles, LA

Loulsvilie, K IN

Miami, FL

Akeon, OH

Tampa-St. Petorsburg, FL
Lorain-Elynia, OH

Kansas City, MO-KS

Eau Clairg, Wi

Now Maven-Waterbury-Meriden, CT

Muskegon-Norton Sheras-Muskagen Heights, Mi

192

16
134

133
133
138

85
278

243

128
a3

10.8
0.8
HL?
0.8
10.6
10.8
0.5
105
108
10.5
10.5
10.5
104
0.4
10.4
183
0.3
103
143
10.1
0.1
10.1
1.1
10.1
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TABLE C-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF DEATHS OF INFANTS UNDER 1 YEAR CLO PER
1,000 Li‘{& BIRTHS, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 16989

§

i

42 | Bsakersileld, CA 118 14.1
43 | Kokemo, IN 13 10.0
43 | Ede, PA 41 100
43 | Fresng, LA 141 14.0
43 | Johnson Clty-Kingsport-Bristol, TN-VA 52 10.0
43 | Ulica-Roms, NY 48 100
43 | Springfieid-Chicopee-Holyoka, MA 88 Hiike
& 1 Spokana, WA 54 53
44 | Jackson, MB 57 89
44 | St Louis, MOXIL 3454 9.9
44 { Daliap-Forth Worth, TX 126 2.4
44 | Dos Moines, 1A 80 89
44 | Chantanooga, TN-GA ] g8
44 ; Fargo-Moorhead, NO-MN b 9.8
44 | Providance-Warwick-Pawtucket, Ri 136 4.5
45 | Daywonn Beach, FL 45 98
45 Lafsgm LA - 28 9.8
45 | Jacksonvile, FL 1 98
45 | Reaging, PA 47 a8
45 | Porsmouth-Dover-Rochaster, NH-ME 70 88
45 lﬁcusmn. TX 840 88
45 | Miwaukes, W) a8 g8
48 1 Okishama City, UK 143 8.7
46 lNasm%%bawdson ™ 152 9.7
48 Comzzs Ohist, TX 59 4.7
. '§;§£&‘i‘&"- "
46 | Huntington-Ashiandg, WY-KY-OM 35 9.7
46 |, Rocidary, L 45 9.7
46 | Wacs, TX 28 9.7
48 | Bufiale, NY 166 a7
48 | Visglia-Tulare-Portarvitle, CA 64 8.7
47 |'Lexington-Fayetis, KY S0 8.8
47 | Clarksvilla-Hopkinsvifie, TN-KY 33 9.6
47 | Lubbock, TX 38 98
47 | Topeka, K8 &7 9.8
47 | Salam, OR 41 9.6
48 | Madlsan, Wi 49 8.5
48 | Begumoni-Fort Arthur-Orangs, TX 52 8.5
48 | Pordand, OR-WA 202 4.5
48 | Sradenton, FL & 9.5
48 | Binghamion, NY-PA 40 8.5
48 | Syracussa, NY e 98
48 | Riversige-Sar Bermasdine Ontario, CA 506 a5
43 | Kilfgen-Templa, TX 55 9.5
48 | Mamisburg, PA 63 9.4
50 | Canton, O 5 8.3
50 | Fort Walton Beach, FL 23 8.3
50 | Phoenix, AZ 365 9.3
50 | Fort Myars-Cape Cargl, FL 40 9.3
S0 | Munigviiig, AL 53 9.3
5t | Puable, CO 15 82
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TABLE C-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF DEATHS OF INFANTS UNDER 1 Y&ﬂﬁ OLD PER
1.000 LIVE BIRTHS, 8Y METROPOLITAN &REA 1989

£2 | Nassau-Suliolk, NY 354 8.1
&2 | HManiong-New Britain-Bristol, €T 147 8.9
52 | Sprngfield 1L . . 2R 8.1
82 | Lancaster, PA 83 8.1
§2 | Lafayeits-Wast Lafayetie, IN 17 8.1
82 | Las Veguas, NV 130 9.1
53 | Williamsoort, PA 15 8.0
§3. | Champaign-Urbana-Banttul, IL : 24 3.0
53 | FortColling, O 24 3.0
53 | Cumberiang, MD-WY 11 g X
53. ] Sacramenin, CA 268 4.0
53 | Macon, GA 40 a9
54 | Cingcinnall, OH-KY-IN prg - S 83
54 | El Pasp, TX 123 8s
54 | Arm Arhor, Mi 37 83
54 | Grand Rapids, M} 1" 88
85 | Jersey City, N . a8 88
§5 | Brownsaville-Harlingen-San Benits, TX 55 88
55 | Pensacgia, . 51 88

i

55 | Salisbury-Concord, NG 26 88
55 | Stockton, CA 8% 88
55 | Columbia, MO 15 g8
56 | Petersburg-Colanial Heights-Hopeweall, VA 18 87
56 | Sheboygan, Wi 12 87
56 | Abilens, TX ‘ 24 87
57 | Charlottesvilie, VA . . 17 88
57 | Omaha, NE-IA 80 88
57 | Scuth Bend, IN as 8.6
57 | Joplin, MC 17 8.8
57 | Orando, FL 148 as
57 | Medfard, OR 17 B8
57 | New London-Norwich, CY 34 8.8
58 Lima, OH 29 8.5
52 Gaiveston-Texas City, TX a2 85
58 = Neow Brunswick-Parth Amboy-Sayrevilie, NJ 29 8.5
58  Appiston-0Oshkosh, Wi 40 8.5
58  Salttaks Chiy-Ogden, UT : 188 8.5
58" Denver-Boulder, 0O - 255 8.5
83 : Terrs Haule, IN 18 8.4
58 : Jonmnstown, PA 23 a4
© B9 | Fiorance, AL 18 84
53 | Tyier, TX 19 84
§5 | Springfieid, MO 21 a4
80 | Rochester, MN | 15 | 83
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TABLE C-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF DEATHS OF INFANTS UNDER 1 YEAR QLD PER
1,000 LIVE BIRTHS, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989

| Greetey, CO ’ 18 g3

| Vailejo-Fairtieid-Napa, CA £8 83
Lareda, TX b+ 83
Waterloo-Coddar Failg, 1A 14 8.3

1 Mansfietd, OM 15 82

Paoria, I A0 82
Seattie-Everalt, WA 248 82

Ashewvifle, NG g | B2

‘ 1 Bridgeport-Stamiord-Norwaik-Danbury, CT ) 109 8.2

! Boise City, 10 - - 8.2
| Lingoln, NE 28 8.2
; Sﬁinwﬁa&sm&m CA : 62 8.2
; 62 i wa’ﬁ??‘ K O T 45 8.1
62 | Bromorion, WA 2% 81

B2 | Hagersiown, MD 13 . 8.1
;82 Charlesion, WV 26 8.1
{ 83 | Danville, VA 12 8.0
83 | Mogdesin, CA 57 BO

&3 | San (iego, CA 380 8.0
P83 | Lawion, OK 18 8.0
. & | San Francisco-Oakland, CA 468 7.8
1 84 | Muncie, IN 12 79
; &4 | Tallahasses, FL b 75
' 85 | San Antonio, TX 185 78
68 | Yuba Chy, CA 19 78

_ 66 | Rochester, NY 124 4
I 66 | Honoluly, M3 114 7.7
66 | Las Cruces, NM 21 77
66 | Panama City, FL 18 3.7
66 | Worpaster-Frinhhurg-Leomingtor, MA 84 7.7
66 | HBoston-doweli-Brockton-Lawrance-Haverhil, MA - 447 2.7
67 | Cadar Rapids, IA 18 78
68 | SanJuse, CA ' 202 15
88 | Albany-Schenectidy-Troy, NY 87 1. 78
68 Parkersburg-Maroha, WV.OM 14 78
68  BayCiay. M 12 75
88 | Wichita Faills, TX 16 7.4
€5 | Allsmpwn-Befhiehem-Basion, FA-NJ T 7.4
70 = Bioomington, IN 9 7.3
70 | Bryanr-College Station, TX 13 13
70 | Buringion, VT 16 2.3
70 | Minneapolis-5L Paul, MN-WI 268 1.3
78 | Angheur-Santa AnsGargen Grave, CA 336 73
74 | Tucson, AZ 81 T2
Tt | Knoxvills, TN a8 . 72
71 | Lansing-East Lansing, M &3 72
72 | Wausay, Wi 12 74
72 | 8t Cloud, MN 2% 7.1
72 | AHoong, PA ¥ 74
73 | Provo-Orem, WUT 45 7.8

-



TABLE C-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF DEATHS OF INFANTS UNDER 1 YEAR QLD PER
1,000 LIVE BIRTHS, BY METROFPOLITAN AREA, 1883

73 | Austin, TX : B4 7.0

73 | Sants Barbars-Santa Maria-Lompoe, CA _ 44 7.0
73 | Savaseta FL : 19 7.0
74 | McAllen-Phar-Edinturg, TX 66 6.9
74 | Poughkeepsie, NY 28 83
74 | Meboume-Titusville-Cocoa, FL ’ 37 83
74 | Odessa, TX 18 69
79 | Anchorage, AK a2 8.8
75 | Stats Collage, PA 10 68
75 | Wheeling, WV-OH .13 88
76 | Oxnard-Simi Valley-Ventura, CA 81 87
76 | York, PA 40 8.7
78 | Albuquerque, NM 5 87
77 | Olympia, WA 18 8.8
77 | Janesviiig-Batolt, Wi : 14 8¢

78 | Fort Smith, AR-LK ) Food 8.5
78 | Sioux Failg, Si} . 13 6.5
79 | Hamiton-Mitdiotown, OH 27 6.3
73 | Bollingham WA 11 6.3
78 | New Bedfprd-Fali Rivar, MA 48 6.3
88 | Reng, NV ) ] 6.2
81 | Manchestsr-Nashua, NH 4 6.1
81 | Portland, ME 28 8.1
81 | Fayetoville-Springdale, AR 19 8.1
81 | Texarkann, TX-Yexarkana, AR 12 6.1
82 | Migland, TX 12 6.9
83 | Green Bay, Wi B ) 857
84 | Santa Rosa, CA ) a3 54
85 | Eugene-Springfield, OR 21 83
86 | Ouluth-Supearior, MN-W| 14 43
85 | Santa Cruz, CA 20 48

Source: Viial Statistics of the United Statss, Vol, 1, Natality, and Vol. 2, Mortality, 1889,
Hyaitgville, MD: National Center for Haalth Staiistics.
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TABLE D1z NUMBER AND RATE QF SHORT-TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS
PER 108,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA

t! Boulder-Lonymont, CO 354 158.4

2] Vancouver, WA asy’ 158.4

3] Bryan-Colfage Station, TX 232 175.7

4| Brazorig, TX 340 176.8

© 5l -Lag Gruces, NM 238 180.3

. 81 Lowall, MA-NH 450 1.5

71 Sama Rosa-Petaiuma, CA . 734 1866.0

1 8 Bramerion, WA 350 196.4

9| Ballingham, WA ‘ 234 £00.0

- 10 Prove-Uram, UT 516 203.4

* 411 Midlang, TX 247 2074

t12: Marced, CA ’ 357 208.5

' 18] Salem, OR . 566 209.7

© 14} Fort Dolling.Loveland, {0 388 2008

;15| McAlien-Edinburg-Mission, TX 823 211.6

! 18 Salinas-Seaside-Montoray, CA 808 220.2
v 181 Austin, TX 1,718 2202

i 17 Oxnard-Ventura, CA 1,477 2231

18| Ocalg, FL 438 228.0

i 19! Stockion, GA 1.024 228.7

201 Visalia-Tulare-Portervillg, CTA

22| Richland-Kannewiok-Pasco, WA 5 ;
v 24 Joliet, 1L 901 236.7
, 24| Hagsmtown, MD 27 2882
o 25| Middiesex-Somersat-Hunterdon, NJ 2400 2382
« 28! Yuba City, CA 282 2418
; 27 Brownsville-Hardingen, TX 8689 244.5
» 28 Eugene-Springtiels, OR 656 250.8
r 28] York PA 1,022 2510
i 301 Lawrenca, KS 188 252.1
< 31 Sacramenin, CA 3,482 2531
3 32| Hongluly, Hi 2,132 254.1
i 33| Greelay, CO ‘ 355 2549
E 34} Bakwrstield, CA 1,315 2558
35| Lawrence-Havehlil, MA-NM 1.00 2554
i 38| Jacksonvills, NC 341 260.3
{37 Wausau, Wi 3 264.2
' 38] Santa Barbara-Santa Maria-Lompoes, CA 967 266.9
< 391 Angheim-Santa Ana, CA 8,291 268.4
40| Ovessa, TX . 36t 2682
411 Nashua, NH 481 ar2.s
|+ 42 Pawtucket-Woansacket-Attlebors, RI-MA q04 788
| 43 Fresno, CA : ‘ 1,609 279.4
! Ad

Malbourna-Titlusvilie-Faim Bay, Fl. 1,068 2807
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TABLE D-1: NUMBEW AND RATE OF SHORT-TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS

PER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA

SBEIS

71

N

73
74
%5

78
79
B

84

86
87

Rivargide-San Bernarding, CA
Haples, FL

State Collsge, PA

Ganbury, CT

Baton Rougo, LA

Olympia, WA

Waterbury, OV

Salt Lake City-Ogden, UT
Bioomingion, IN

Waco, TX

Brooktan, MA

San Diego, CA

Tacoma, WA

For Piarce, Fl.

Qakiand, CA

‘Andarson, SC

Laradn, TX

Seattio, WA
Chariotte-Gastonia-Rock Hil, NC-5C
Fort Worth-Ardington, TX

Las Vegs, NV

Haoing, Wi

Bergon-Passaic, N
¥akima, WA

Jarkson, Mi

Lancaster, PA

Reading, PA

Akron, OM

Rewding, CA
Longview-Marshall, TX
Phoenix, AZ
Monmouth-Ocean, NJ
Wast Palm Beach-Boca Ralpr-Delray Beach, FL
Ban Jose, CA

{hico, CA

Pascagouls, MS
Ranville, VA

Hanta Fo, NM
Appleton-QOshkosh-Neanah, Wi
Burlington, NC
Nassau-Suffolk, NY
Washington, DC-MD-VA
Baaver County, PA
Oenver, CO

1,081
381
8,347
12918

5,923

3148
3121
318.8
3228
324.4
324.8
3254
3255

3310
3388
3331
3381

341 ﬁ
341.3
3424
3444
344.6
344.8
348.6
345.8
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TABLE D-1: NUMBER AND RATE OF SHORT-TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS
PER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA

P S e

.-

e

N . S I

PEECERRGERLLR8RE]

105
105
108
107
C108

TMAAVERAGE

Afianta, GA
New Boglord, MA
Fort Walton Beach, FL
Aochaster, NY
Lake County, i

 Kariogha, Wi
Oalias, TX
Grsansboro-Wington-Salam-High Paint, NC
Houma- Thinodaux, LA
Greonvitie-Spartanburg, G
For Myars-Cape Coral, FL
pickury, NG
Qrangs County, NY
Boise Gity, [
Culumbug, OH
Ortando, FL
Lafayetits, LA
Lansing-East Langing, MI
El Pago, TX
Fitehburg-Leomingter, MA
Jacksonwville, FL
Las Angelas-L.ong Beach, CA

11(39
¢ 14
11
112
’113
114
‘115
P18
,%i?
118
F 119
f 190
128
fepe
1123
<124

1127

Modesto, CA
Hamitan-Middistown, OH
Colorago Springs, CO
Janasville-Beloit, W)
Portang, OR

8t Cloud, MN
Nortoik-Virginia &az:h-&awpcr: Nows, VA
Fueson, AL

Baltimore, MD .

Detrait, Mi

Minneapolis-8t. Pay, mw:
Panama City, FL

Laspar, WY

Madiord, OR
{Lakaiang-Winter Haven, FL
Litica-Boma, NY

Syracuse, NY

Norwai, Y

Shahoygan, Wi

Fhint, M

Atlantic City, N

Wilmington, DE-NJ-MB
Stardord, CT



http:caapor.WY
http:Angele.�L.ng
http:Lafay_.LA
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http:AUanta.GA

TABLE D-1) NUMBER AND RATE OF Sﬁﬁﬁf-TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS
PER 160,000 POPLILATION, BY METROPOUTAN AREA

130| Grand Rapids, M 243 404.0

1311 Housion, TX ' 13,200 404 5
1321 Aurdra-kigin, IL 1.447 404.7
133 Muntgvilig, AL 9o 406.8
134 Now Britain, CY 898 407.0
135| Tulse, OK , 3,054 407.2
136 Saiam-Gloucaster, MA 1,083 #07.8
1371 Allentown-Bethlehem, PA-NJ 2723 408.1
148 Battle Crouk. M : 554 410.8
139: Rockdory, L. 1,168 4118
1401 Hanisburg-Lebanon-Cardisle, PA’ ) 2,428 412.3
141 | Loran-Elyria, OH ‘ 1,110 413.7
142| Sarasota, FL 1,122 4150
143! Springhsid, MA 2178 4178
144 Philadelphia, PA-NJ 20,558 415.4
145 Porismouth-Dover-Rochastar, NH-ME 49497 an.?
148] San Francisco, CA 7.015 4297
146 | Tyigr, TX 682 - g
147 Tallahassed ‘ 1002 430.3
1481 Lanton, OH 1,788 4308
148 Puablo, 0O 561 431.7
150 Binghamton, NY ] 1,133 4319

151 Fapid City, 8D 339 433.0
1821 Vinoland-Millvilie-Bridgeton, NJ 585 433.5
153 | Grean Bay, Wi 842 433.8
154 | Kalamazon, M 953 4338
185! Charieston, SO 2223 4387
156 Fayettaviile, NG 1,154 436.3
157 Daytona Beach, FL 1,502 436.4
1581 Jorsey City, NJ 2427 436.5
155 | Manstield, OH 562 438 .4
160} Davenpart-Rock Island-Moiing, IA-IL, 1.841 4364
161} Atheng, GA 634 441 ¢
161 Niagara Fails, NY 862 441.1
1621 South Bend-Mishawaka, IN 1,061 442.5
163 Wiimington, NC 532 4432
164] Oklahoma City, OK 4,458 444 8
1651 Albuguergue, M 2213 347 4
185, New London-Norwich, CT-Ri 1,172 447 4
188 Muskegon, M 712 447 8
187 Mabite, AL 2162 #4847
168] Saginaw-Bay City-Midiand, M! 1830 4528
169 Mungie, iN 547 453.9
178 Lincoin, NE 857 454.7

174 Macon-Warner Robing, GA 1,313 455.7



TABLE D-1:

PER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA

NUMBER AND RATE OF SHORT-TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS

MBE

R.

208
207
208
208
219
2
a2

Feort Lavdardale-Hollywood-Pampant Beach, FL
Vallgio-Faitheid-Napa, CA
Laks Charles, LA
Cinoinnall, OH-KY-IN
Poughkeepsie, NY
Bradanton, FL

Topaka, KS
irdianapois, IN

Billings, MT

Pravidence, W
Coumbig, 86

Anderson, IN
Youngsiown-Warren, OM
Cricago, iL

Wichiin Fallg, TX
Gecatur, Al

Lynchburg, VA
Knoryvitle, TN

(Gisng Falls, NY

Gorpus Ohrigl, TX
Gatisden, AL

New York, NY

M AVERAGE

Spokane, WA

Tarce Haute, IN

Albany, GA
Bloomingion-Naormal, I
Abilene, TX

Marttord, CT

Chatansoga, TN-GA
Milwaukes, Wi

Tampa-8t. Petersburg-Clearwater, FL
San Angelo, TX

San Antonio, TX

Fort Wayne, 1IN

Kokomg, IN

Savannah, GA

Burlinglon, VT

Fort Smith, AR-OK
Huntington-Ashiang, Wy KYQH
Louigvilie, KY-iN
Latayene-Wesi La?aym iN
Annigton, Al )
Tromon, NJ

Maw Orisans, LA

Lawtan, OK

5825
1,984
803
6,658
1,232
B85S
758
5,831
562
3.066
220
627
2,424
29,820
615
628
896
2.901
548
1,768
488
41,229

x"@m

1,741
845
i85
g02
825

3,703
2118
6,848

10,3289

491
6,718
1,776

517
1,225

668

929
1,682
4,914

639

632 .
1.678
7085

831
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TABLE 0.1: NUMBER AND RATE OF SHORT-TEAM GENERAL HOSP ITAL BEDS
PER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA

e@*‘ e U T e 3
ANAREATMAI " ool NUMEER A

213 Ralsigh-Durham NC
214 Gary-Hammond, IN

215 Wasrioo-Cedar Fails, 1A
218 Pensacola, FL

217 Miami-Higlegh, FL

218 Cedar Rapids, A

218 Uma, O

220 Nowark, N

221 Brstel, T

222 Beaumant-Port Arthur, TX
222 Wichita, KS

223 Kansas City, MO-KS .
224 | Parkarsburg-Marietla, WV-OH
225 Ranp, NV

226 Johnstown, PA

227 Shwon, PA

228 Tuscaloosa, AL

229 Buffaig, NY

230! Boston, MA

231! Pittsburgh, PA

232} Jopiin, MO

233 Montgomary, AL

R
g Ty otia-a5

2341 Pine Bluff, AR

235! Portland, ME

236} St Louwis, MO-IL

237| Champaign-Urtana-Hanteut, IL
238[ Cumberand, MD-WV

239 | Pedria, IL

240 | Charlaston, WV

241 Madison, Wi

242 | Steubenville-Weirton, OH-WY
243 | Nashville, TN

2431 Dothan, Al )

244/ Bridgeport-Mitford, CT

245 Scranton-Wilkes-Barrg, PA
246, Fiorence, 5C

247 Jahnson City-Kingsport-Bristol, TN-VA
248! Kankakee, L.

248 Richmond-Petersburg, VA

249 Decatur, L ;

25C| Birmingham, AL 5,343 5830
251 Columbus, GA-AL 1,485 5833
251 koa, PA 1,640 5653
252 Clavaland, OH - 16,979 593.0

283 Alicona, PA 802 5992
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Ykﬁiﬁ D-1: NUMBER AND QATE OF SHORT-TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS

FER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA

<61

Evansviiia, IN-KY

Buluth, MN-WI

New Haver-Marican, CT
Cheyenns, WY

Elrrira, NY

Mamphig, TN-AR-MS
Laviston-Aubum, ME
Sheman-Denison, TX
Moanrce, LA
Daywon-Springfield, OM
Fayettevillg-Springtsle, AR
Willamapory, PA
Kikpan-Tempis, TX

Dos Maines, [A

Vietonia, TX

Grand Forks, ND
Texarkana, TX-Texarkana, &R
Owansbors, K

IMATAVERAGE S

Lubbock, TX
Eau Claire, Wi

Bigmarck, ND

Enid, OK

Anchorage, AK

Banton Harbor, Mi
Ashaville, NC

Omaha, NE-A

Figrance, AL

Jackson, MS

Springfieid, &
Chariottesville, VA

Sioux City, IA-NE
Fargo-Moorehead, ND-MN
L.ittle Rack-North Little Rock, AR
Lg Crosse, WI

Shreveport, LA
Bpringfisld, MO

8t Joseph, MO

Gront Falls, MT
Galvaston-Taxas City, TX
Biloxi-Guliport, M8

Ann Arbor, Mi

3774
1,242
1,755
1528
3265

H 4{18

B5S
1,107
3928

730
4811
tad

§74

1,723
1.724
2.ee

739 6

?55 7
759.8
761.1
7715

?95,2
82g
810.9
8228
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TABLE D-1. NUMBER AND RATE OF SHORT-TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS

PER 100,000 PCPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA

W{& m s ﬁk@% 2 : '-
HANK gzzaaszmmpou*rmm A{MA

299 Galnasvilla, Fl, 1,758 8329
300| Augusta, GA-SC 3.488 8524
301 Wheeling, Wv-OM 1,524 8608
302| Alexandsin, LA 1,218 8566
ana| Pinstiold, MA 7R 8882
304| Lexington-Fayetie, KY KEHC3 838.0
308| Bangor, ME 775 923.5
308| Sioux Falis, 80 1,837 965.4
307 Roanpke, VA 2380 8659

Jaekson, TN £00 8985,1
308 Mitdistown, 0T 888 1,027.9
310 Manchester, NM 1,722 1,101
341 Fgi R, MARI 1,841 1,135.6
312 Columbig, MO 1,368 1,247 8
313 pwa Gy, 1A 1,421 1.6830.9
§14. Rochaster, MN 1,767 1,722.5
315 Albany-Schenectady-Troy, NY 4,156 3.463.9
316 Clarsville-Hopkingville, TN-KY 8,658 4,188.5

Sowree:

Guide to the Health Care Fiald, 1989, American Mospital Associatine,
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TABLE D-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL PRACTITIONERS PER 100,000
POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1888

AREAMAY
1| Fayetteville, NG 23 87
2| Albany, GA 11 82
3| Danville, VA 1 8.9
4! Clarksville-Hopkingviilg, TN-KY 16 109
51 Panama City, FL 14 167
5§ Detroit, Mi 474 1.7
& Wilmington, NC 13 08
7, Midiand, TX 13 0.9
8 Orarge County, NY 33 118 -~
3| Joliet, it 43 1.3
10 St Louis, MO-IL 281 11.4
13 Monmouih-Ocean, NJ 143 11.4
i1 Niagara Falls, NY 25 11.5
12| Youngstown-Warren, OH 59 118
13 Brownsville-Hattingan, TX az 11.7
14 Afanta, GA 320 118
15| Dothan, AL 18 11.8
18| Poughkespsie, NY 32 120
17 Fiorance, AL 17 12.2
17! Jacksonvilie, NC 18 12.2
18 Ocaia, FL 24 12.5
TMATAVERAG
18 NewOrigans, LA . 172 12.5
18 Fort Walton Beach, FL Pyl 12.7
20 Trenton, NJ 42 12.8
21 Rochaaler, NY 128 124
22 Shreveport, LA 48 13.0
2| Now Yorg, NY 1,117 13.0
23 EiPaso, TX 79 13.4
24! Colorado Springs, CO 54 13.5
23] Nowark, NJ 261 137
25| Atigntic City, NJ 43 13.7
28! Columbug, GA-AL a5 3.7
28] Memphis, TN-AR-MS 138 13.8
271 Jersey City, NJ 79 14.2
28| Claveland, OM 265 4.3
28 Bergan-Passaic, NJ 188 4.3
29| Houmgz-Thibodaux, LA 28 14.5
30| Bloxi-Gulfpart, MS 31 48
30| Augusta, GA-SC 60 14.8
31| Providencs, Rl 95 147
32| Aurora-Elgin, IL 53 148
32 Laredo, TX 19 14.8
33| Midkdiesex-Somarset-Hunterdon, NJ 149 143
33| Boston, MA 422 149
33] Mentgamery, AL 45 4.9
34| Balt Lake City-Ogden, UT 165 15.1



http:Clovoland.OH
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TABLE §-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL PRACTITIONERS PER 100.060
POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1888 -

34

38
36

36
37

58885884

41
41
41
42

43

44

45
45
46
48
47
48
45
43
49
49
49

$1

53
53
54
54
&b
85
58
86
&6

Dallas, TX

Janosville-Beisit, Wi
Nashville, TN

Bufaio, NY

Topeka, K8

Green Bay, W

Lawdsn, OK

Raltimaors, MO
Staubenville-Weirtor:, QOH-WV
Odossa, TX

Kiean-Temple
Hamiiton-Middlgtown, OH
Alexandria, LA
Charisttie-Gastonia-Rock Mill, NC-5C
Decatur, i

Nagsau-Suffoik, NY

Billings, MT

Pascagoula, MS

Binghamton, NY
Vinatan-Miliville-Bridgaton, NJ
Tulsa, OK

Springfield, MO
Jacksonvilte, Fl,

Grand Rapidy, Mi

Batile Craok, MI
Lorain-Eiyda, OH

Honoiut, Hi

Pensacois, Fi.

Kenosha, Wi

Fart Piarce, FL.
Bryan-College Stason, TX
Tucson, AL

Birringham, Al
Washington, DC-MD-VA
Fargo-Moorehead, ND-MN
Annistor:, Al
Lakaland - Wintmer Havan, FL
Manstioid, OH

Savarmah, GA

Jackson, Mi

Bakersheld, CA

Amariio, TX
Gresnsboro-Winston Salerm-Migh Point, NC
Las Vags, NV ‘
Springfieid, MA

Fant Lauderdaie-MHolivwood-Pompang Baach, FlL

38

119

x?fs
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TABLE D-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL PRACTITIONERS PER 100,000
POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1988

TrrrTETT=Y

- ME TROPOUITAN AREA' IMA

2
8%38328%%993888%&Qﬂﬂ%s§,

Canton, OH

Lake County, IL

Fort Worth-Arlingten, TX
Criando, FL

Philadeiphia, PA-NJ

Sharon, PA

Tampa-St. Petarsburg-Clearwater, FL
Mobile, AL

Wilmington, DE-NJ-MD
Kansas City, MO-KS

New Haven-Meriden, CT
Baton Rouge, LA

Monroe, LA .

Fort Myers-Cape Coral, FL
Chattanooga, TN-GA
McAllen-Edinburg-Mission, TX
Texarkana, TX-Texarkana, AR
Tyler, TX
Vallejo-Fairfield-Napa, CA
Brazoria, TX

Springfield, IL

Charieston, SC

Lafayette, LA

San Antonio, TX

Milwaukee, Wi

Lansing-East Lansing, Ml

Beaver County, PA

Racine, Wt
Melbourne-Titusville-Palm Bay, FL
Akron, OH

Columbia, MO

Denver, CO

Utica-Rome, NY

Vancouver, WA
Bloomington-Normal, IL
Riverside-San Bernarding, CA
Huntsville, AL

West Paim Beach-Boca Raton-Delray Beach, FL
Parkersburg-Marietta, WV-OH
Albuguerqus,NM

Davenport-Rock Island-Moline, IA-IL
San Jose, CA

Boise City, ID

Pueblo, CO

Saginaw-Bay City-Midland, Mi

Worcester, MA

19.8
19.9
20.0

20.0
20.1
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TABLE [3-2: NUMBEHR AN BATE OF GENERAL PRACTITIONERS PER 100,000
POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1988

HANK

CLLEREREEERIZRELRIEES

100
103
pit
102
103
104

Pittshurgh, PA

Joplin, R0

Fochestar, MN

Fiint, Mi

Daytona Beach, FL -
ragarstown, MD
Nurfolk-Virginia Beach-Newpert Nows, VA
Salinas-Seasidge-Montaray, CA
Wace, TX

Grestey, CO

bies Moines, 1A

piartiond, CT

Afhens, GA .

Cumhenand, MOD-WV

Erie, PA

Ann Arbor, Mi

Las Cruces, NM

San Francisea, CA

Houston, TX

Macon-Warnar Robins, GA
Columbia, SC

Gainagville, FL

Ghicago, 1L

{adsden, AL

Oakland, CA

Phoenix, AL

Sheboygan, Wi

Rookiord, i

Lohumbys, OH

Cinginoat, OH-KY-IN
Eldhan-Goshan, IN
Huntington-Ashiand, WV-KY-0OH
Muskegon, Mi

Jackson, MS
Allartown-Bethiehsm, PA-NY
Abilang, TX
Hamishyrg-Lebanon-Carligle, PA
Charmpaign-Usana-Rantoul, I
Oldahoma City, OK

Prove-Urem, T

Joknson Cily-Kingspori-Bristol, TH-VA
Raleigh-Durham, NC

147
131
228

02
180

20,4
20.4
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TABLE D-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL PRACTITIONERS PER 100,000
POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1388

118
118
i19
120
120
121
122

123
123
123
124
124
128
125
125
128
126
i27
127
128
129

130

Renp, NV

Lalaystie-Wost Lalayelte, IN
Richmond-Petarsburg, VA
Lincaln, NE

Marced, CA

Lubbock, TX

Knoxviileg, TN

Florance, SC

Omaha, NE-A

Comus Dheist, TX
Lexingion-Fayale, KY
Appleipn-Oshkosh-Neanah, Wi
Kalamazos M

Johnstown, PA
Longview-Marshall, TX
visatia-Tulare-Portarviiie, CA
Naplesg, FL

Terre Haute, IN

Lynchburg, VA
Charioitesvillg, VA
Burtington, NC

sy

Poriand, ME

Los Angoles-.ong Beach, CA
Roanoks, VA
Dayton-Springfisld, OH
Fresno, CA

Bramerton, WA

San Diggo, CA

Glens Falls, FY

Stockdon, CA

Wichila, X8
Baaumont-Pon Arthur, TX
Louisvilie, KY\IN
Fayetieville-Springdale, AR
Murgig, 1N

Medford, OR

Lake Charies, LA

Yuba City, CA

Fart Smith, AR-QOK
Galveston-Texas City, TX
Brockinn, MA

Yakima, WA

Tolads, GH

Charigston, WV |
Gary-Hammond, IN

55
23
185
49
142

147

114

248
24.7
248

254
255
28,5
255
256
296
25.7
28.7
25.7
28.7

283
26.1
265
286
26.8
26.7
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TABLE D-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL PRACTITIONERS PER 100,000
POPULATION, BY METROPCOLITAN AREA, 1588 -

130
3
™
132
133
134
135
135
138
136
138
138
136

137
137
138
138
138
140
140
141

142
142
142
143
144
145
145
146
147
148
148
148
150
i3]
152
153
154
155
158
156
157
157
157

Oxnard-Ventura, CA’

Santa Barbara-Santa Maria-Lompoc, CA

Hickory, NC

Bradenton, FL.

Sarsola, Fl.

Now Larddon-Naowwish, CT-81
York, PA
Gresnville-Bpartanburg, 8C
indianapolis, IN
Scranton-Witkos-Barre, PA
Ashovilp, NG

Scuth Bong-Mishawaka, IN
State College, PA
Bridgapor-Miford, CT
Peeonia, Il

Sioux City, IA-NE
Bloomington, IN
Sacramenin, CA

Wichita Falig, 7%

Wausau, Wi

Tacoma, WA

Tallghasson

Motests, GA
Richlang-Kannowick-Pasco, WA
Fort Wayne, IN
Burfington, VT
Santa-Cruz, CA

Sants Fa, NM .
Watarloo-Cadar Falls, 1A
St Cloug, MN

Madizon, Wi

Salem, OR

Altoona, PA

Beflingham, WA
Williamanort, PA
Kokomag, IN
Angheim-Santa Ang, CA
Litte Rock-North Little Rock, AR
Anderson, IN

Anderseon, 56

Wheefing, WV-OiH
Benton Harbor, Ml
Boulder-Longment, CO
Olympia, WA

Lima, OH
Minneapolis-8t Payl, MN

157
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TABLE D-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL ?é&CTIYIONEﬁs PER 100,000
PORULATION, B8Y METRQPOLITAN AREA, 1988

Ersduths, MN-WI

Chico, CA

fvansyille, IN-KY

Cedar Rapids, 1A
Reading, PA
Bugene-Springhieit, OR
Recidding, CA

Lancaster, PA

Spokane, WA

Eau Claire, Wi

Fort Colins-Loveland, CO
Saattla, WA

Santa Hosa-Petalums, CA
Miami-Hialeah, Fl.

Sioux Fails, 5D

1711 Parismouth-Cover-Hochagter, NH-ME or 41.0
3721 Fali Rivar, MA-Ri 68 419
173 | Manchaster, NH 78 5.3
174 | Anchorags, AK 172 70.8
178| Albany-Schanectady-Troy, NY 149 1242
Danbury, &Y NAA N/A
Fitchburg-4 sominster, MA NIA N/A
Lawronce-Haverhill, MA-NH NiA M/A
Loweil, MA-NH N/A h/A
Nashua, NH R/A NiA
New Badford, MA H/A /A
New 8rtain, OT N/A N/A
Norwalk, T N/A N/A
Pawluckeb-Woonsocket-Atdeboro, RI-MA KA N/A
Saism-Giloucestar, MA NzA NZA
Btamfond, CT MN/A N/A
Watarbury, CT N/A S/A

N/A - Data not available.

Source: Places Rated Almanac, 1989, p. 187213, Physician Charactaristics and

Distribution in the Linited Staws, 1988, American Medical Assaciation,




TABLE D-3: NUMBER AND ANNUAL RATE OF AIDS CASES PER 100,000 POPULATION,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA OF RESIDENCE (POPULATION OF 500,000 OR MORE), '

REPORTED JULY 1982 THROUGH JUNE 1983 *

-t
- DD AT P KT PO

mgw‘w‘w‘m‘vﬁﬂl—iw‘
k. LR R R R

SRRNBEIRRER

San Francisco, CA
New York, NY
Migmi, Fi,

West Paim Beach, FL
San Juan, PR
Jacksonwvitio, FL
Fart Lauderdals, FL
Datigs, TX

Jarsay Gity, NJ
Neowark, NJ
Ortande, #.
Tampa-8t, Patorstiurg, Fl
Houston, TX _
Los Angeies, CA
Baitimiore, MD
Austin, TX

MNow Haver, O7
Danver, 0O

San Diggo, CA
Oakiand, CA
Washinglon, DO

Attlarta, GA

Karwas City, MO

Mow Orisansg, LA
Wilmnington, DE

Las Vegas, NV

Seatte, WA

Charission, 5C
Richmond, VA

Harttorg, Y

Portiand, OR

Tuscon, AZ

Philadainhia, PA

Phoenix, AZ
Monmouth-Cosan City, NJ
Nassau-Sulfolk, NY
Chicage, i

Litde Rogk, AR

Mamphis, TN

Mitklionsx, NI
Hiversidae-San Bermarding, CA

1 696
4
1.283

1314
2180
5,196
1394

288’?

47.4

428
42.8
40.4
40.0
389
378
373
354
34.6
3.7
33
330
330
32.3
322
316

-

Ses footnole a1 end of tabis.
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TABLE D-3: NUMBER AND ANNUAL RATE OF AIDS CASES PER 166,000 POPULATION,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA OF RESIDENCE (POPULATION OF 580,000 OR MORE),
REPORTED JULY 1992 THROUGH JUNE 1883~

—_ R — S

Albany-Schenectady, NY

«,% * 40 Bergen-Passaic, NJ 402 314
41 St Louls, MO 783 310

l 42| Springfieid, MA 183 305

] 43} Qwdahoma City, OK 299 30.4

g 44| Boston, MA 1;?{}? 303

' 45¢ Tuilsa, OK 2va 297

| 46| Birmingham, AL 250 9.1

| 47| Font Worh, TX 381 28.8

i 48| Sacramento, CA 408 284

i 48| Sarasota, FL 134 28.1

; 50| Albuquerque, NM 159 274

: 51| Ban Jose, CA 402 26.8

P 5¢] Datroit, M 1082 254
o © 83| Incianapolis, IN 349 24.4
l 54! Greenville, SC 208 243

$4| Oranga County, CA 8oz 24.3

i, 851 Providance, Ri 221 24.1

i 55| San Antonie, TX 330 24.9

56 Baton Rouge, LA 123 2.5

| §7] Nashvilie, TN 206 223

See foom;nta at end of tabe.

!

; &8 194 2.1
i 58 Milwaukea, Wi 3 21
59| Sait Lake City, UT 247 218
60 Bakeratield, CA 125 21.2
61| RaWwigh-Durham, NG 189 208
621 Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN £30 20.2
. 63| Honolulu, Hi 186 182
B4{ Chariotte, NC - 232 18.0
| 64| Freanog, LA 153 190
H 65! Rochogtar, NY 205 8.9
65| Syracuse, NY 143 188
868( Norfolk, VA 274 18.4
§7] Bt Paso, TX 118 17.4
: 87 Omaha, NE 118 17.4
i 67; Venlura, CA 118 17.4
i 68 Columbus, OH 238 5.8
t 88: Wichita, K5 84 58
! 70 Buftalo, NY 181 18.0
i 71} Cleveland, OH 354 15.8
| 72| Louisville, KY 150 155
i 72| Stockten, CA 78 15.8
|
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TABLE 0-3: NUMBER AND ANNUAL RATE OF AIDS CASES PER 100,000 POPULATION,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA OF RESIDENCE {POPULATION OF 500,000 OR MORE]},
REPOATED JULY 1592 THROUGH JUNE 1983 * '

OF E&SIDENCE‘:{ {%3&33;%1
72 Tacoma, WA g7 185
73 Gmensboro, KL 147 136
741 Tolaco, OM 83 13.5
%1 Gary, IN 77 1258
76! Dayton, OM 118 123
771 Allantowrn, PA 73 120
78! Cincinnal, LM 180 118
78 Grand Rapics, Ml 11t 115
741 Hamisburg. PA 64 10.8
B0 Knoxvitls, TN 60 9.8
81 Ann Ao, MI 44 a7
82| Scranton, PA 53 82
83 Pitmburgh, FA 164 &8
84! Akron, OH 38 8.7
89| Youngstown, OH 4 4.5

* Inciudes § months of data sollected under the 1983 AIDS surveltlanoe case
dofinttion fur adults and adoiesconts,

** Based on Metropaiitan Statistical Area dafinitions sevised June 1833,

Sourca: HIV/AIDS Survellance Report, July 1993, pp. 4-5, Atlanta, GA:
Centors for Diseass Control, Divislon of HIVAIDS.

Sae foninote at end of fabla.
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TABLE D-4: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF AIDS CASES AMONG
INJECTING DRUG USERS, BY CITY, JUNE 1982 *

© % Nowark, NJ™ 1,836 720
' 21 New York NY* . 18083 440
¢ 3| Phoenix, AZ** 498 29.0
4| Boston, MA* 12312 | 270
4 Detroit M 787 220
Y B Miami, FL ™ 1,797 268
t @] Philadelphia, PA™ 769 254
. 7] Atlanta, GA 1351 2.0
_‘ 71 Washington, DC §12 2.0
el cni

Chicage, IL 1.271 19.0

¢ 8] New Oreans, LA* §28 18.0
¢ gl Daltag, TX 2833 8.0
10 Denvar, CO 34% 18.7
« 11 Honoluly, Hi 117 180
- 12 San Disgo, CA 428 13.0
12 Seatie, WA 254 13.0

13 SanFrmancises, LA 1,588 128
| 14 Los Angotes, CA ™ 1,728 1.7
+ 15! St Louis, MO 115 10.8
© 18! Minneapokis, MN ** 141 .0

. Casss raportad by Community Epidemiciogic Work Group representatives.
¢
** Aduit and adolescent cases only.

}
Source: HIV/AIDS Surveillance Raport, April 1952, p. 1-18, Atlanta, GA:
Centsrs tor Disease Controi, Division of MIV/AIDS.

'
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|
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TABLE E-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS,
BY METROFPCLITAN AREA, 1889

1} Dubugua, 1A 13,076 55.8
2| Now Qrtagns, LA 183433 727
3| Philagisiphia, PA-NJ 8§37 402 74.4
4| New York, NY 1,095,524 76.3
5| San Francisce, CA 160,657 718
€| Trenisn, NJ 46,194 774
71 Jersay City, NJ 70,681 2.8
8| Grang Rapids, M} 102,532 788
8! Wilmington, DE-NJMD 82,493 789
13| Owanshorg, KY 13,187 78.0
¥t} Erie, PA 42,251 731
111 Migdistown, C7 10,197 791
121 Miwaukoe Wi 212,078 %3
13| 5t Louis, MO-JL 383,778 79.7
13| Honokily, M 120,333 78.7
13| Cleveland, OH 283.827 79.2
14| La Crasse, Wi 13,353 798
15| Bergen-Passaic, NJ 170,618 800
18| Chicags, it 83,383 8o
16 Savannalh, GA 34227 881
16! Groon Bay, Wi . 303584 80.1
17 Watsrbury, 07 23518 80.5

Applaton-Oshkngh-Noangh, Wi 46,068 810

18

18 Baton Fouge, LA 88913 810
18 Buffalo, NY 138,857 81.2
201 Cincinnati, OH-KY-IN 220382 81.4
201 Lawrence-Haverhill, MA-NH 54,850 814
21| Fitchburg-Laominstar, MA 14,802 81.7
22| Springhield, H. 28278 81.8
23| Bridgepart-Mitiord, CT : 8.2 82.1
24| Sheboygar, Wi 18881 82.2
25 Louisvitie, KY-IN 146,533 82.4
25| Salem-Gloucasier, MA 33,554 82.4
28 Miami-Hialesh, Fi 253,261 82.5
26, Wast Paim Beach-Bovg Raton-Delray Beach, FL BB.B78 a5
27 Lancaster, PA 55,748 82.9
28 Racine, Wi 28,202 830
28 Tolade, OH ' 101,936 83.1
28| Fort Laudardale-Mollyweod-Pampano Beaeh, Fi. 135,984 83.1
30 South Benc-Mishawaka, IN 37,454 8.4
31| Fort Wayne, (N 61,108 8.5
32| Pittsburgh, PA 278,414 836
32| Stamfard, CT 23001 88
33| Scranten-Wilkes-Barmp, PA $8.808 837

34 Jackson, M5 68,168 27
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- iTABLE £+1: NUMBER AND PEACENTAGE OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS,

BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1969

35| Wausau, Wi 17,413 #4.3

a5; St Cloud, MN 32.268 843

38] Sioux City, IA-NE 223 84.5

' 36| Boston, MA 358319 84 5
a7) Lataystia. LA 38,783 847

35| Pusfiaid, MA 11,3998 a4.8

38( Manchestar, N 21,027 848

i a8 Mikiissax-Scmerset-Hunterdon, NJ 133,257 848
| 3% OUmaha, NEYA 102,394 84.9
g’ 39| Orange County, NY 8,892 849
40 Waterioo-Cedar Falls, 1A 24,058 85.1
J 407 Springfisld, MA 75,897 851
{ 4% | New Haven-Meriden, CT 70838 852
{ 42! Sicux Falls, SD 19,678 85.3
431 Mobilg, AL L8687 855

i 43| Baltmoare, MD 341335 8538
: 44! Clarksville-Hopkingvilia, TN-KY 25,956 855
4% Providance, fif 88,144 85.7

48| Newark, NJ 283,107 858

471 Los Angeias-Long Baach, CA 1271304 86.0

; 48 Atlantic City, NJ 45,423 86.1
: 48| Bdstol, CT 1,769 86.3
i1 48| Aurorg-Eigin, 1L 2,012 8.2
{ 431 Macon-Warnar Fiobing, (A 45835 88.2
‘ 507 Kenosha, Wi 26,500 BE4
50| Montgomary, AL 54,2682 86.4

53 Monmoputh-Cean, NJ 148,131 86 .4

51| Fall River, MA-RI 22958 B8.5

51| Washington, OC-MD-VA 568,181 885

82 Atentown-Beiiohem, PA-NJ 84,934 86.6

52| Santa Fg, NM 15,950 866

83! Qakiang, CA a81.781 86.7

233 Evansville, IN-KY 44373 88,7

531 Rockdord, & 47653 887

541 Memphis, TN-AR-MS 163,843 86.8

84: Rochester, NY 154,823 86.8

54| Albany-Schenestady - Troy, MY 123,568 888

581 Neow Britain, CT 17,841 86.9

86! Eau Claire, Wi 218580 87.0

871 Altnona, PA 21,857 TB7.%

57 | Detroit, Mi 737.687 87.1
58, Saginaw-Bay City-Midland, Mt 75597 B7.2

58| Nassau-Suffoll, NY 417 847 872

59 Fort Pierce, FL 27,384 8.3

a8 Jjohnstown, PA 37807 87.3
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TABLE £-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPRLS ENROLLED IN PUBLIC SCHOOQLS,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989

Benton Habor, Mi
Minngapoiis-8t. Paul, MN-Wi
Anghgim-Santa Ana, CA
Pawtucket-Woonsocket-Atifebors, Ri-MA
Kankakee, IL

Lincgin; NE

Nashyille, TN

Joliat, H.

Poughkeepsia, NY
Oxnard-Yontura, CA
Rochaster, MN

‘Tampa-St. Patershury-Cleaswater, FL -
Kalamazon, M

Dothan, AL

Wheeling, WV-OH
Charottesville, VA

New Begiford, MA

Sarasota, FL

Tallahassee, FL

Jackson, Mi

Lake Charles, LA

Lake County, i

Niggara Fails, NY
Houma-Thibodaux, LA .
New Langon-Morwich, CT-Ri
Jacksonvilie, FL

Hartford, CT

Kansas City, MO-KS
Lorain-Elyrig, OH

Agading, PA
Youngstown-Warren, OH
Worcaster, MA

Anrs Arbor, MI
Biloxi-Guitport, MS

San Joss, CA

Peoria, .

Seatlis, WA

Topaka, K8

Elmira, NY

Gary-Hammond, IN

Sanita Barbara-Sania Maria-L.ompac, CA
Harrigburg-Labanon-Cartiste, PA
Hagersiown, MD
Alexandria, LA
Chattanooga, TN-GA

33257
363,703
332003

48,142

17,608

28,989
152,931

66,893

39,393
108,098

17.388
251071

32348

23570

25873

17,592

28,271
28,325
38,158
24817
33248

112,916
258,838
50,308
49,180
86,816
62,384
37623
33,543
214,995
58,554
265,881
26,168
13,808
116,325
48,935
1,917
17474
24,533
75,677
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TABLE £.1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENROLLEO IN PUBLIC SCHOCLS,

BY METRQPOLITAN AREA, 1888

3

Codar Rapids, A
Steubenville-Weirton, OM-WV
Bloomington-Normal, I,
Bigmank, ND

Wichita, K&
Hamilign-Middietown, OH
Lite Rock-North Little Roak, AR
Akron, OH

Dayton-Speingfieid, OH

Danta Cruz, CA
Vallsjo-Fairfiald-Napa, OA
Lima, OH

Victoria, TX

Decatur, I

Danbury, CT

ingdianapois, IN

Bradenton, FL
Vineland-Millville-Bridgeion, NU
Lowiston-Aubum, ME
Davanport-Rock isiand-Mading, 1AL
York, PA

Mashug, NH

o el
WP

FRARERERERRB2BRER

Charteston, SC
Atbuguergque NM

{aytona Baach; FL
Madison, Wi

Orands, FL

Augusta, GA-SC '
Molboumne-Titusville-Palm Bay, FL
Nerwalk, CT

Deas Moines, A

San Diego, CA

Santa Rosa-Petaluma, CA
Columbus, GA-AL
Burington, VT

Fort Myers-Cape Carad, FL
Mansfield, OH

Catumnus, OH
Sacramento, CA
Flororea, 8C

Lowall, MA-NH

Portiand, ME

QOcala, FL

Jackson, TN

Sharan, PA

- e -y

PRELREERERELERBEERVZEEER

b 4

28377
26002
18,4833
18,112
80,741
47,582
87.652
108,071
162,538
31,409
63,172
29183
14,863

. e
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TABLE E-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS,

BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1983

24| Lynchburg, VA

94| Ponsacola, FL

95| Manroe, LA

95 Lexington-Fayette, KY
86| Cantor, OH

36| Ruwigh-Durham, RC
88! Bangor, ME

98! Larads, TX

g7! Albany, GA

97| Lafayeite-West Lafoyelts, IN
87| Huntgviie, Al

48] Athens, GA

$8{ Columbia, SC

88 Famo-Moorehead, ND-MN
981 Beaver County, PA
98| Portland, OR

99| Binghamton, NY

99 Uﬁca”n.@me NY

99 Atlants, GA

99| San Antanig, TX

104 | Janesville-Belolt, Wi
100! Spokana, WA

MR AVERAGE

101 Denver, 0O

101] Birmingham, AL

102 Ashegvilie, NC

1025 Syracuge, NY

1021 Tucson, AZ

102| Wilmington, NG

102} Elkhant-Goshen, IN

102| Champaign-Uthang-Rantoul, iL
122 Norlolk-Virgiia Beacd-Newpart Nows, VA
103 St Josaph, MO

104 Dalias, TX

104! Rivorsie-San Bemnarding, CA
104, Rapid Gity, SD

104 Lakeland-Winter Haven, FL
104, Cumbedand, MD-WV

105 Gainesville, FL

105 Stockion, CA

1058 Fedding, CA

105! Battle Creek, M)

108 | Lansing-East Lansing, Ml
107 | Muskegon, Ml

107 | Flint, Ml

108! Shreveport, LA

24,273
£6,744
27,584
82,878
71477
103,725
12724
31,075
21,844
16,520
37,570
21,803
75,891
24,307
23,242
184,665
43579
52,178
436.868
245,253
23,168
61,730

272,443
155,036

381,130
16,482
$9.081
17,499
27,444
85,780
24,187
23 457
75858

< 30,848

83,853
70678

91.2
9.2
81.5
91.5
/s
Mne
9186
81.6
91.7
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”F&SLE E-1; NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENHOU..EQ IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS,
EY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1959

108 | Chariote-Gagtonia-Rock Hill, NG-5C 187,903 828
108 | Tuscaloosa, AL 24.889 83.0
108| Salinas-Seaside-Monierey, CA $3.398 83.0
109 Anniston, Al 21,855 83.0
110| Fort Worth-Adington, TX 202,134 831
110| Ballingham, WA 18,307 93.¢
110| Phoenix, AZ 327 836 831
110| Greenvillo-Spartarburg, SC 109,254 93.1
111| Naples, FL 16,664 832
11| Grand Forks, ND 11,083 83.2
111 | Motesto, CA 82,128 83.2
112| Midland, TX ) 20,027 83,3
1121 Grepnshoro-Winston-Salem-High Polrt, NG 149,148 833
112| Panama City, FL. 21,237 932
1181 Amariite, TX 35,748 234
114( Brockton, MA 32,748 83.8
114 Boulderdongmont, CO : 3823 - 838
15| Gadsden, Al 19,025 8337
115! Portsmouth-Dover-Rochestar, NH-ME 34058 a7
118! Tacoma, WA | \ 94,360 83.7
116! Danville, VA * 18,000 - B3B8
RS *«aﬁ&%&&%ﬁ&%x@*
17| Forance, AL 23,824 838
117/ Biflings, MT 21,637 838
(| 118| Stam Collegs, PA 12,585 84.0
G 1IB| Qorpus Christ, TX 77,834 84.0
i VIB| Anderson, iN 24,468 84.0
4 V18| Anchorage, AK 42.88% a4.0
v TR Richmond-Patarsburg, VA 143,018 841
i 115 Houston, TX ‘ 589,118 84.1
Y 118] Austin, TX 125,520 94.1
1201 Crice, CA 2387 942
1201 Medgion, OR 23,815 84,2
i 1201 Bryan-Collage Station, TX 15,666 942"
1211 Roanoke, VA . 38,178 94.3
121 Waoe, TX 31,089 943
112 lowa City, 1A 10,389 94.3
122 Besumont-Port Adhur, TX : 73,733 4.4
123 Tulss, OK 129,252 94.8
4 124 Brownsville-Hastingen, TX 69,140 84.7
i 124 Duluh, MNWI 42,778 894.7
d 128 GrostFals, MT ) 13,667 94,7
4128 Colorads Springs, CO 70,823 94.8
125 wiliamapornt, PA ’ 18,735 94.8

128 Lag Vegs, NV 89,913 94.9,

e R o e
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TABLE E-{: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989

METROPOLITAN AREA (MA)

130
130
130
130
131
131
131
131
a3
31
132

133
133
133
134
134
134
135
135
138
136
136
157
138
138
139
138
139
139
140
140
141
141
141

TR e

Qklshoma City, OK
Eugeng-Springfieid, OR
Bakersfield, CA
Charieston, WV

Muncie, IN

Rano, NV

Yuba Clty, CA

Marced, CA

Kokoma, IN

Hoiga City, (D

Columbia, MO _
Fort Collins-Loveland, €O
Richiard-Kannowick-Pasco, WA
El Pase, TX

Spring finid, MO

Burtington, NC

Wichita Falls, TX
Pascagouia, M8
Jacksonvilie, NC

Eoid, OK

Knoxville, TN

Tyler, TX

Fean0, CA
Lubbook, TX

Yakimg, WA
Parkershurg-Manetta, WV-OM
Fayettoville, NG

Giang Falis, NY

Aacarson, 8C

vanoouver, WA

Soplin, MO

Bromarton, WA

Dacatur, AL

Tere Hauts, IN

Cheyanne, WY

Fort Smith, AR-OK

Fusbia, CO

Bloomingion, IN
Galveston-Texas City, TX
Lawrance, KS
Fayetiovile-Spangdale, AR
Casper, WY

San Angsia, TX

Fort Walton Beaeh, FL
Abllang, TX

96.8
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TABLE E-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS,

142! Visalia-Tulare-Portervilie, CA

143 Olympia, WA

1431 Johnson Qity-Kingsport-Bristol, TN-VA
144 Ping Biull, AR

144} Hizkory, NG

145| Longview-Marghall, TX

46| MeAllen-Edinbung-Mission, TX

1471 Sheman-Danison, TX

147 Lag Cruces, NM

R MAAVERAGE TS

48| Huntingten-Ashiand, WV-XY.(OH
T 148| Ooessa, TX

150! Sait Lake City-Ogden, UT

151! Kigon-Tampde, TX

152 Texarmana, TX-Texarkans, AR
_ 153 Greelay, CO

184 | Brazorig, TX

185! Lawton, OK

1581 Provo-Uhem, UT

‘Sturce: National School Market Ingex, 1989, Wastport, CT: Market Data Retrisval.
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TABLE £-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 28 YEARS AND OVER, HIGH
SCHOCOL GRADUATE OR HIGHER, BY METROPQLITAN AREA, 1880

mmgu-‘;d““_‘d““_‘ﬁ“
— D WD CO U IR PN A0 O D% W O D LR s

23
24
25
25
26
26
27
27
8
29
30
31

7]
N

R

e vk i G0 LA DR GN LR

Meallan-Edinburg-Mission, TX
Lareds, TX
Brownsvillg-Haringen, TX
Danviile, VA

Fall Rivar, MA-f31
Houma-Thibodaux, LA

Now Bediord, MA
Visaha-Tylgra-Portorville, CA
Jehnson City-Kingsport-Bristol, TN-VA
Merced, CA
Vinsiand-Millvillg-Bridgeton, M
Hickory-Morganton, NG

£ Pase, TX

Andersan, 5C

Jersay City, NJ

Figranoe, SC

Yuma, AZ

Miami-Hialagh, FL

Lynchburg, VA

Yakima, WA

Docatur, AL

Frasno, CA
Huntingtan-Ashiang, WV-KY-OH
Florencs, AL

Oxegsa, TX

Annigton, AL

Fort §mith, AR-QOK
Bakershield, CA

Comug Chrigs, TX
Chattanooga, TN-GA
{rsenvilig-Spartanburg, 8C
Albany, GA

Burlington, NC
Lakalang-Wintar Maven, FL
Mudeats, CA

Stockion, CA

Algxandna, LA

Hagearstown, MD

{Lalayslte, LA

Columbwus, GA-AL
Pawiuckel-Woansockat-Aftfeborg, Ri-MA
Atong, GA

Cicala, Fl.

Taxarkang, TX-Toexarkana, AR
Tuscalonsa, AL

Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA
Hoaging, PA

Knoxzville, TN

Lake Chatles, LA

New York, NY

92 856
32,584
53,852
41,724
59,469
1,108
67,510
106,948
184,933
62,3585
48,178
92,582
208,935
81,011
238,520
45,011
40,908
832 842
£9,850
75,018
85,749
255,357
135.640
§7.279
45867

48,828
75,433
215,785
141,078
191,248
276,358
44 211
43,168
184,552
151,544
198.620
55,168
56,230
g4 814
106,976
15G,198
61,338
95,353
53,071
61,918
3,836,855
157,328
279,628
71,946
4518531

465
47.8
300
568
57.2
58.0
5p.2
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TABLE E.2: NUUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS AND OVER, HIGH
SCHOOL GRADUATE QR HIGHER, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1980
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BDathan, AL

Las Cruces, NM

Johnstown, PA

Lancastar, PA

Yuba City, CA

Mabile, AL

Cumbarignd, MD-WV

Marres, LA

Waco, TX

Birmingham, AL

Augusta, GA-5C

Joplin, MO

Macon-Wamer Robins, GA
Greansboro-Wington-Salem-High Point, NG
Naw Britain, OT
Btoubuonville-Wairton, OH-WY
New Orisansg, LA

Yok, PA
Charicie-Gastonia-Rock M, NG-BG
Charlasion, WV

Providenon, Fi

San Antorio, TX
Ekhan-Goshen, IN
Salinag-Seaside-Montaray, CA
Savannah, GA

56,610
53,058
114,885
187 547
§1,845
210,188
47 823
58,176
80,763
422,180
174772
62,502
128,887
446,702
71243
69,492
854,976
188838
541,068
123,421
12177
567,583
69,890
154,551
110,088

70.4
70.4

. 51} Whealing, WV-OH 78850 728
;521 Atiantic City, NJ 157,896 732
© 52 Fayeteville-Springdale, AR 48,979 73.2
' 52| Montgomary, Al 132,242 732
. 53| Roanoke, VA 112,705 734
' 53| Scranton-Wilkes-Barre, PA 362,992 73.4
+ 54| Andarson, IN 62,391 73.5
. 54! Louisville, KY-IN 457 402 73.5
54 Mansfiokl, OH 53,802 73.5

I 54] Memphis, TN 442 007 73.5
T 85 BeaumontPort Arthur, TX 168,038 738
! 55 Bioxi-Guitpon, MS 88,523 736
© 56 Waterbury, T 108,347 737
E 57 Longview-Marshall, TX 75.206 738
§7 Pusbic, CO 56,768 7398

58 Nashvilla, TN 467 B2 74.0

- 9% Allentown-Bethlgham-Easton, PA-NJ 341,161 74,1

¢ 601 Lubbeok, TX 94,842 74.2
v 601 Muskeqgon, M 73992 742

. B Jackson, M§ 178,184 744

s 81 Jamasiown-Dunkirk, NY 57,3483 744

! 81 Pascagouls, MS 52032 74.4

P g2 Ashevile, NG 89,262 74.5

82| Muncis, IN 52,604 745

- §2] Willamanport, PA §7,782 748
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TABLE E.2. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS AND QVER, HIGH
SCHOOL GRADUATE OR HIGHER, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1590
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Ltica-Rome, NY

HBaitimore, MD

Benton Harbor, Ml

Panama City, FL

Springhieid, MA

Riverside-San Bernarding, CA
Shrevapory, LA

HBeaver County, PA
Cincinnati, QH-KY-IN
Fitchburg-Lgominster, MA
Girsaiay, GO
Youngsiwn-Warren, OH
Altnans, PA
Parkersburg-Masietisa, WV.OH
Evansvillg, IN-XY

Fort Plaren, FL

Housion, TX

Kanosha, Wi

Sharen, PA

Tampa-§t, Pelersburg-Claarwaler, FL
Wichita Falis, TX
Lorain-Elyria, OH

Abileng, TX

Daytena Beach, FL
Gary-Hamrond, [N

Brazoria, TX

Hraganion,
Glarksvilla-Hopkinsvilie, TN-KY
Lanton, OM

Chadeston, 8C

Chscage, iL

Clovelandg, OM

Detroit, M

Tyler, TX
Bridgeport-Milford, CT
Galveston-Texas City, TX
Niagara Falls, NY
Richmond-Pelersburg, VA
Lgxington-Fayetta, KY
Phriladlsiphia, PA-NJ
Wausay, Wi
Mamilton-Middistown, OH
St Lous, MO8,

Teorre Hauts, IN

South Bang-Mighawaka, IN
Oocatur, it

Glens Failg, NY

Lima, OM

Rockford, IL,

Saginaw-Bay City-Midiand, MI

S

NUMBER =

182,632
1,158,168
76,556
61,589
254,336
1,158,051
154,185
95,158
686,731
49,519
58,255
244,534
85,153
73.78%
136,487
136,138
1,505,211
BO.676
60,216
1,105,483
56,607
127,627
53,851
198,500
285,145

190474078

8839483
118,221
73,451
195,518
228,831
£.855,141
815,385
2123748
72,358
225,195
104,875
109.616
428993
166,579
2,408,478
54,327
134,512
1,188,273
$2.576
117.53%
58,138
58,309
73,586
138,927
190,539

748
747
74.7
74.7
74,7
74.8"
74.8
74.9
4.8
744
749
74.9
780
75.0
758.1
75.1
751
75.4
751
751
751
75.3
75.4

784

75.4

785
758
788
757
757
787
8.7
75.7
75.7
75.8
58
758
78.8
764
75.9
758
B840
788
780
78.1
8.2
6.2
76.2
768.2
78,2
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TABLE £-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS AND QVER, HIGH
§cm GRADUATE OR HIGHER, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990

. 781 Amarilly, TX 88,438 76.4
l 79| Bultaio, NY 483,065 784
. 78| Racing, Wt 84 493 7684
| 881 Newark, NJ 328,339 76.5
; 817 Litta Aock-North Little Rock, AR 247 8581 78.6
; 82| Pansacols, FL 166,451 787
, 83| Baton Rouge, LA 237,956 | ~ 768
: 83} Batde Creak, Mi 66,526 76.8
! 83] Flint, Mt 203,850 768
§ 83| Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood-Pempano Beach, Fi §90,301 78.8
: 83 Midlang, TX 49,303 76.8
841 Charictiosville, VA 2,026 78.5
84| Fort Mysrs-Cape Coral, FL 188,835 6.8
84! Harrisburg.ebanon-Carlisle, PA 288 488 76.9
: B&| Trenton, NJ 165,236 77
¢ 86| Orange County, NY 146,641 772
. £7! Bergon-Passaic, NJ 679,182 713
V87 Las Vegas, NV 376,380 77.3
i‘ 88 Jaoksonvilte, FL 445172 ¥7.4
H 88| Pisburgh, PA 1,083,084 77.4
: 88} Sheboygan, Wi 51,810 7.4
§ 89} EBria, PA a2en 7758
83| Manchoesiar, Nk 73502 77.5
. 951 Chico, CA 89,1688 778
| 90| Dayton-Springtieid, O 472,685 778
H
' a0 Toledn, OH 293,222 77.6
91| Jackson, MI 75,407 777
1 921 Lowell, MA-NH 132,641 779
. 92 Sioux City, IANE 55,668 773
: 93| Witmingion, NC £8,8495 781
P 831 Worcestar, MA 220,849 76.1
94/ Janesville-Belol, Wi 88872 w2
U o8] Aurora-Eigin, it 168,330 78.4
. 85 Paona, il 169,928 784
| 95| Redding, CA 74,358 78.4
. 98| Akron, OH 329,892 78.5
88 Springfraig, MO 117,542 785
871 Gotumbia, 8C 220,807 788
. 97 indianapol, IN 627411 788
i 88| Wilmingion, DE-NJ-MD 292,424 TH7
I 89 Wes! Paim Beach-Boca Raton-Deiray Beach, Fi 498,077 78.8
100| Salem, OR 140,006 89
. 101y Dallas, TX 1.852.077 78.6
- 101} Naples, FL 87,143 79.0
! 102 Ravenport-Rock isignd-Moling, 1A-, 177.383 791
¢ 102! Fort Worth-Arlington, TX , 653,856 781
© 102 Norfolk-Virginia Beach-Newport Nows, VA 662,170 781
. 102| Rochester, NY 506,109 79.1
; 103| Binghamion, NY 135,994 782
- 1031 Qkiahoma City, OK 478 885 79.2

[
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TABLE E-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS AND QVER, HIGH
SCHOOL GRADUATE OR HIGHER, BY METROPQLITAN AREA, 188D

104
104
104
kit
105
108
108
108
106
107
108
108
108
108
HWa
108
114
110
11
T
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121

124
125
125
126
126
127
127
128

Lawrance-Haverhil, MA-NH
Monmouth-Ceean, NJ

New Havar-Muariden, CT
Killgen-Tomple, TX
Lxnard-Veotura, CA

Tuisa, OK

Atlznm, GA

&t Cloud, MN

Syracusa, NY

Eau Cloire, W
Albany-Schonectady-Troy, NY
Columbuas, OM

Ouluth, MN-WI

Milwaukes, ‘Wi
Bryan-Coliage Station, TX
Poughkeepsia, NY
Srockion, MA

Odango, FL

MNow London-Norwich, 7
Banta Barbara-Santa Maria-Lompoce, CA
Maciford, R
Waterlno-Cadar Fallg, 1A
Grand Rapids, Mi

Hartford, CT

Muntaviile, Al

Richiang-Kennewick-Fasce, WA
Fayetievilie, NG :

Joliat, ik

Tallahasses, FL

Gainagville, FL

Fugson, AZ

FortWayne, IN
Appiston-{shkosirKeanah, Wi
Lawion, OK

Andheim-Santa Ana, CA

Honoiahs, Hi

Barasola, FL

Phoanix, AZ

Springfieta, IL.
Middlasex-Somersat-Hunterdon, KJ
San Dingo, GA

Sana Cruz, CA

San Joge, CA

Aluguergua, NM

Bloamington, IN
Vallejo-Fairfieiti-Napa, CA
Wichita, K§

Kangas City, MO-KS
Meoume-Tilusvitle-FPaim Bay, FL
Raleigh-Durham, NC

200,066
831345
278,801
112,363
329,347
358,738
1,426,841
84,757
az2eANn
65,695
454,257
888,887
125092
727 674
45377
134,420
94,566
851,572
138,078
185,078
78,18
71,923
338,707
413,101
142,587

121,593
188,800
108,277
94777
341,348
182,983
159,041
§1,074
1,240,698
433,760
178,726
1,085,883
101937
562,778
1,276,068
121,183
783,322
251,745
47,038
233,483
250,878
831,820
228,256
384,277

e ST
72,425 °

824

BO.3
80.3
80.5
80.5
80.6
80.9
811
81.2
8.2
81.3
815
81.5
318
81.9
81.8
B2O
821

82.2
g2.3

82,3
824
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TABLE E-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS AND OVER, HIGH

f
i
, 135
136
i136
;137
i 138
. 138
b o140
c 149
. 141
141
141
142

SCHOOL GRADUATE OR HIGHER, 8Y METROPOLITAN AREA, 1980

$an Francisco, CA
Aystin, TX

feno, NV

Green Bay, WI
Sacramento, CA
Eugene-Springfield, QR
Jacksonvile, NG

Sigux Falls, S0
Befingham, WA
Rassau-Sutolk, NY
Tacoma, WA
Kalamazao, Mi

Cakland, CA

Swate College, PA
Billings, MT-

Hoston, MA

Fort Walton Seach, Fl.
Vancouver, WA
Lansging-East Langing, Mi
Porismoyth-Dover-Hochaster, NH-ME
{mgha, NE

Santa Rosa-Pataluma, CA
Spokane, WA

Topeka, K$
Saem-Gloucesiar, MA

112,326
1,143,431
35474
60,980
1605712
78213
125.584
212,955
120,738
324,462
218347
192,730
88,447
154818

i 142| Santa Fe, RM 65,537 BAS
¢ 1431 Portland, OR 889,323 845
144 Bloomington-Normal, L 61,795 B4.7
{ 144 Lake Qounty, IL 289,748 84.7
1451 Columbia, MO 52,938 848
148 Cedar Rapids, 1A §1,595 848
. 147! Danbury, CT 106,187 88,1
b 147] Fargo-Moorhead, ND-MN 76,034 85.1
- 147 Norwalk, CT 76,628 5.1
147 Portiandg, ME 121,423 85.1
" 148| Lafayetin-West Latayetts, IN 58914 852
}14& Wastington, DC-MD-VA 2184012 852
+ 143 Dos Maines, 1A 214,111 85.4
{ 180 Danver, CO 406,722 85.5
. 151 Salt Laka City-Ogden, UT 497,319 85.6
: 1821 Stamfont, CT 123,038 857
153 | Nashua, NH 93,561 862
“154] Qlympia, WA 82,178 865
P 158! Bremenon, WA 101,340 86.6
1155 Burlington, VT 68,522 6.6
liisﬁ Ann Argor, Mi 145811 87.2
1561 Boise Cily, 1D 111,257 g7.2
1156 Minneapoiis-8t. Paul, MN-wi 1.368.119 87.2
+157 Champaign-Urbana-Rantoul, i 83875 87.8
158 Beaftle, WA 1,182,708 897.7
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TABLE E-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS AND OVER. HIGH

SCHOOL GRADUATE OR HIGHER, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1890

UMBER.

163
164
165
186

Prove-0ram, UT
Rochaster, MN
Lincoln, NE

Goiorado Springs, G0

IMATAVERAGE TS

Fort Colling-Lovetand, CO
Madison, Wi

Anchorage, AK
Bouigar-t.ongmont, CO

100,591

59,237
113,931
212,142

Sourcdr: Summary Social, Economic, and Houslng Characteristics, United States, 1990 Census
of Population and Housging, 1992, Washington, DG Bureau of tha Census,
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© TABLE F-1: PER CAPITA INCOME, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989
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Mcallen-Edinburg-Mission, TX
Laredo, TX
Brownsville-Haringen, TX
Pravo-Orem, UT

El Pagg, TX

Las Cruces, NM
Houma-Thibodaux, LA
Alexangria, LA
Wisalia-Tulare-Portarvillp, CA
Puebio, GO

Blioxi-Gultport, MS
Kliiean-Tample, TX

Yuma, AZ

Johnsiown, PA
Clarksvills-Hopkinayillg, TN-KY
Monroe, LA

Lawton, OK

Merced, CA

Annision, AL

Jacksonvills, NG

Yakima, WA
Huntingtor-Aghland, WV.KY-OH
Joplin, MQ

Cdassa, TX

Albany, GA

Bryan-Collaga Station, TX

amsssnnl o e e X 2wy
SRR R e R R,

Florance, SO

Corpus Chrigl, TX

Fort Smith, AR-OK
Fayattaville, NG

Whoeelirg, WV-OH
Cumbeariand, MD-WV
Lafayette, LA

Taxarkana, TX-Texarkans, AR
Waco, TX

Alcona, PA

Lakg Charies, LA
Pascagoula, M&

Danville, VA

Columbus, GA-AL
Jamaestown-Duniirk, NY
Sharon, FPA

Muskegon, Mi

Grasley, CO

Mohile, AL

Yuba City, CA

Tuscakoosd, AL

Johnson Cly-Kingsport-Bristol, TN-VA
Stauhenviile-Wairton, DM-WV
Shrevaport, LA

Dothan, AL

Eau Claire, Wi

Florance, AL

14,131
11,144
14,147
14,385
11,233
11,233
11.246
11,268
11,282
11,287
11,338
11,345
11,350
14,388
11,381

. 11,408

11,827
11,487
11,530
11,535
11,560
11,582




TABLE F-1: PER CAPITA INCOME, BY METRQPCLITAN AREA, 1889
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Faysitevilie-Springfeid, AR
Wichaa Fallg, TX

Duiuth, MN-W
Longview-Marshall, TX
Beaver County, PA

Tarre Maute, IN
Wiliamsport, PA

" Parkarstourg-Marietia, WV-OH

Ocala, FL

Athens, GA

Abilgng, TX

Frasno, CA

Siate Coliege, PA

5t Cioud, MN

San Antonic, TX
{Hica-Rome, NY

Sioux City, IA-NE

Lima, OH

Lubback, TX
Bloomington, IN
Besumaont-Port Arthur, TX
Anderson, SC

Sait Lake City-Ogdan, UT
Gainasville, 1,

Chigg, GA

Deacatur, Al

New Origang, LA
Bakerafield, CA

Lynchiburg, VA

Mungia, IN

Waterloo-Cedar Falls, 1A
Soranton-Wilkes-Barrg, PA
Panama City, FL
Youngstown-Warren, O
Springhieid, MO
NMosigomary, Al

Saiam, OR

Pansacols, FL

Baton Rouge, LA

Jackson, M3

Erig, PA

Chariaston, 80

Rexiding, CA
Laksiandg-Winter Haven, FL
Billings, MT
Fargo-Mocrhagd, ND-MN
Medford, OR

Chaltanonga, TN-GA
Mansfield, OH

Jackson, Mi
Vingland-Millvilie-Briddgeton, N
Eugene-Springhiels, OR
Latavoths-Wast Latayelte, IN

11,625
11,835
11,844
11,648
11,883
11,702
11,714
13,772
11,782
11,785
11,791
11,824
11,854
11,860
11,865
11,877
11,988
11,984
12,008
12M7
12,024
12,027
12,029
12,035
12,083
12,104
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' TABLE F-1: PER CAP(TA INCOME, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989
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124
125
128
127
128
128
130

Banttn Harbhor, M

Amarilis, TX

Stociion, CA

Coiumbia, MO

{harioston, WV

Niagara Falig, NY

Wausau, Wi

Augusta, GA-SC

Battie Creek, M)

Modesto, GA

Lorain-Elyra, OH

Tylar, TX

Savannah, GA
Hickory-Morganion, NG
Spokang, WA

Litthe Bock-North Litie Bock, AR
Andgerson, IN

Lanton, OH

dMacon-Warner Fobing, GA
Fall Rivar, MA-RI

Naw Badiord, MA
Mamphis, TN
Greenvilie-Sparanburg, 50
Hagarstown, MD

Knaxville, TN

Saginaw-Bay Gity-Midland, Mi

131 | Birmingham, AL, - 18,082
132 | Tallahassee, FL 13,122
133 | Richland-Kermawick-Pasco, WA 13,123
134 | Champagn-Urbana-Ranioul, il 13,150
135 | Fort Waltan Beach, FL 13,147
136 | Gary-Hammond, IN 13,174
137 | Tucson, AZ 13,177
138 1 Ashevifie, NC 13,211
138 | Cavenport-Rock sland-Moline, 1A-H. 13.251
140 | Evangville, IN-KY 13,288
140 | Kenosha, Wi 13.265
141 | Cklahoma City, OK 13,269
142 | Scuth Bend-Mishawaka, IN 13,277
143 | Daytona Beach, FL 13,288
144 | Berington, NG 13260
1458 | {lens Falls, N¥ 13,208
148 | Sioux Falls, 8D 13,545
147 | Sheboygan, Wi 13,425
148 | Janasvilig-Beloit, Wi 13,428
149 * Tacoma, WA 13,439
156 | Brazoria, TX 13468
181 | Norfolk-Virginia Beach-Newpart News, VA 13,485
152 | Binghamton, NY 13,518
153 | Buftaio, NY 13,880
154 | Fling, M 13,583
158 | Albugquerque, NM 13,584
186 . Louisville, KY-IM 13,600
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TABLE F-1: PER CAPITA INCOME, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989

157
158
159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
187
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176
177

178
179
180
181

182
183
184
185
186
187
188
189
180
191
192
193
194
195
196
197
198

200
201
202
203
203
204
205
206
207

199

Columbia, SC

Colorado Springs, CO
Mlami-Hialeah, FL
Appleton-Oshkosh-Neanah, Wi
Toledo, CH

Ballingham, WA

Decatur, IL

Tulsa, OK

Peoria, IL

Lincoln, NE
Elkhart-Goshen, IN
Wilmington, NC
Riverside-San Bernardino, CA
Olympia, WA

Graen Bay, Wi

Syracuse, NY
Laxington-Fayetts, KY
Hamiiton-Middletown, OH
Fort Collins-Loveland, CO
Omaha, NE
Galveston-Texas Clty, TX
Vancouver, WA

Akron, CH

Racing, WI

Lansing-East Lansing, M|
Pittsburgh, PA

Dayton-Springfield, OH

Topeka, KS

Bloomingten-Normal, iL

Jacksonville, FL

Lancaster, PA

Springfield, MA

York, PA

Boise City, ID

Fort Wayne, IN

Wichita, KS

Bremerton, WA

Roanoke, VA

Grand Rapids, MI

Tampa-5t. Petarsburg-Clearwater, FL
Bradenton, FL

Jersey City, NJ

Rockiord, IL

Columbus, OH

Austin, TX

Kalamazao, M|

Nashville, TN
Pawtuckat-Woonsockst-Attieboro, RI-MA
Salinas-Seaside-Montarey, CA
Greensboro-Winston-Salem-High Point, NC
Reading, PA

Cincinnati, OH-KY-IN
Charlotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill, NC-SC

13,618
13,664
13,686
13,698
13,710
13,753
13,762
13,783
13,796
13,803
13,825
13,863
13,879
13,901
13,906
13,918
13,945
13,947
13,968
13,989
13,993
13,993
13,997
14,023
14,044

- 14,052

14,087
14,091
14,138
14,141
14,235
14,242
14,258
14,268
14,287
14,303
14,311
14,318
14,370
14,374
14,444
14,480
14,498
14,516
14,521
14,548
14,567

. 14,578

14,578
14,588
14,604
14,610
14,611




TABLE F-1: PER CAPITA INCOME, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989

230
231
232
233

Harrishurg-Labanon-Cartisip, FA
Brockton, MA
Fitchburg-Leomingter, MA
Milwaukes, Wi

Springfield, 1L

Fort Worth-Ardington, TX
Orando, Fi,

Cadar Rapids, 1A

81 Louis, MO-I,

Phoerix, AZ

Das Moines, IA
Allgniown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ
Karsas City, MO-KS

Housten, TX

Claveland, (K
Moboume-Tiugvilie-Palm Bay, FL
Las Vegas, NV

Jolat, i

Provigence, B

indanapos, IN
Albany-Schenectady-Troy, NY
Orange County, NY
Chartotipevilie, VA

Portiang, OR

Rochagtor, NY

Sacramanty, A
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234
235
236
237
238
239
240
241

242
243
244
245
246
247
248
248
250
251
2852
253
254
255
256
257
258
253
260

Midland, TX

Huntawlle, AL
Vallgio-Fairfiold-Napa, CA
Madison, Wi

Fort Myears-Cape Coral, FL
Worcastor, MA

Detroit, M1
Portsmouth-Dover-Rochester, NH-ME
Richmond-Patersburg, YA :
Atiantic City. NJ
Aurora-Elgin, Ik

Bulington, V¥

Portiand, ME

105 Angelas-long Beach, CA
Ralgigh-Durham, NC

Fort Piercn, FL

Houhastor, MN

San Uingo, CA

Honoluly, Hi

Manchesier, NH

Lowel, MA-NM
Minnaapolis-St. Paul, MN-WI
Heng, NV

Philadeiphia, PA-NJ
Chicago. L

Baltas, TX

Now Lordon-Norwich, O7

14,658
14,686
14,762
14,785
14,829
14,842
14,895
14,902
14,917
14.97¢
14,972
14,5488
15,087
15,091
15,092
15,093
15109
15,127
§5,145 .
15,189
15,187
15,108
15287
15,288
15,358
15,407

15417
15,443
15,522
15542
18,623
15,857
15,694
15,830
15,848
15813
154915
18,037
16,120
16,148
16,170
16,177
18,214
16,220
16.256
16,278
16,280
16,342
16,385
18,386
15,447
165,458
165,480
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TABLE F-1: PER CAPITA INCOME, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1888

261 | Santa Fe, NM 16,499
262 | Benvar, CO : . 16,539
253 | Baitimore, MDD 18,596
264 | Wilmingioa, DE-NJ-MD : 18,864
288 | Waterbury, &7 16,752
286 | Fort Lauderdale-Haliywood-Pompane Beach, FL 16,883
267 | Atlinta, GA 16,847
268 | Lawrgnpe-Haverhtl, MA-NH 16,920
268 | Now Britain, CT 18,965
270 | Ann Arbor, M 12,115
271 | Santa Barbarg-Santa Maria-Lampoe, CA 17,155
272 | Santa Hosa-Fataluma, CA 17,238
273 | Santa Cruz, A 17,347
274  Boulderl.ongmont, 80 17,358
275 | New York, NY 17,3487
278 | Poughkeepsie, NY 17,420
277 | Oxoard-Ventura, CA 17.861
278 | Sealtie, WA 17.92%
279 | New Haven-Mariden, G7 18,198
280 | Monmouth-Ocean, NJ 18,383
281 | Sarasots, FL 18,441

Bridgapont-Milferd, CT 18,811

283 | Nashua, NM 18,7825
284 | Qakland, CA . 18,782
28% | Tronton, NJ 138,938
288 [ Boston, MA 18,288
287 1 Harviord, CT 19,484
288 1 Saiem-Gloucestsr, MA 18,608
289 ! Anchorage, AK 18,820
290 | Angheim-Santa Ana, CA 18,890
231 | West Paim Beach-Boca Raton-Dolray Beagh, FL 18,837
282 | Nowark, NJ 18,9668
293 | BanJoss, CA 26,423
284 | Middlesex-Somerset-Hunterdoss, NJ 20,698
265 © Nassay-Suffoik, NY 20884
286 | Bemen-Passaic, NI : 21,234
237 | Nepiss, FL. 21,386
298 | Waghington, DC-MI:VA 21418
299 | Lake County, L Z1.765
300 | San Franciseo, CA 22 049
301 | Danbury, CT _ 23,258
32 | Norwalk, OT 31,407
363 | Staford, CT 37,044

Bource: Summary Social, Economies, and Housing Characteristics,
United States, 1990 Censys of Population and Housing, 1882,
Washingion, DC: Burmsau of the Cansus, )



TABLE F-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF UNEMPLOYED PERSONS 18 YEARS AND OVER,
CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1950

S RANK:

1 | Mcallen-Edinburg-Mission, TX 20,383 4.3

2 | Brownsville-Hadinger, TX 13,243 133

3 | Laredo, TX 8008 118

4 | Yuma, AZ 4,782 11.4

5 | Flingf, M1 - 291,912 108

& | Lawton, OK 4,556 108

7 | Bl Paso, TX- 25974 10.7

7 | Visalia-Tulare-Porterville, CA 14,254 W7

8 | Merced, CA 7.843 10.6

8 | Yubs City, CA 5301 0.6

8 .| Shraveport, LA 15,718 10.5

10 | Modesto, CA 16,781 10.0

11 | Now Bedfoni, MA 8,467 9.8

12 | Saginaw-Bay City-Midland, MI 18,445 9.8

12 | Yakima, WA ' 8.407 a8

13 | Bakersfield. CA , 23,057 9.7

14 | Chico, GA . 7.442 9.5

: 14 | Fresno, CA 28340 8.5
; 15 | Albany, GA | 4,798 8.4
15 | Hungington-Ashiond, WY-KY-OH 12,303 9.4

1§ | Las Cruces, NM §,506 9.4

186 | Jacisonvilie, NG 3817 8.2

16 | Killsan-Tample, TX 8,468 92

16 | New Orlgans, LA 52,376 9.2

17 | Pueblo, CO ' . - 4,880 a0

18 | Algxandria, LA 4,768 8.9

18 | Battle Creek, Mi 5726 88
19 | Detroit, Mi 180,338 8B
19 | Jarsey City, NJ 25941 #8

; 18 | Lake Charlas, LA 5,454 78
| 19 | Redding, CA 5,650 8.8
19 | Stockion, CA 18,863 88
20 | Clarksvilie-Hopkinsville, TN-KY 5878 8.7
20 | Monrog, LA 5,534 8.7
20 | Whaesling, WV-QH ' 8,031 8.7
21 | Corpus Chrigti, TX , 13,567 88
21 | Fayetteville, NC 9,048 8.6
21 | Muskegon, M) 5,153 8.6
21 -1 Steubenville-Weirdon, OH-WY 5,155 B&
22 | Anmision, AL 4,356 8.5
22 | Duluth, MN-WI 8,385 85
22 | Pascagouia, M8 4,492 8.5
23 | Columbus, GAAL 8,589 8.4

- 23 1 Salinss-Seaside-Monterey, GA 13,464 8.4
23 1 YoungsiowrnsWarren, OH ' 18,821 8.4
24 | New York, NY 351,629 8.3
24 | San Andonin, TX ’ 48,771 83
25 | Haton Bouge, LA 20810 8.2
25 | Biloxi-Guilpon, M8 \ B8O71 82
25 | Fal Rivar, MA-RI 8,557 82
25 | Houma-Thibedaus, LA 6028 82
25 | Lafayette, LA 7518 82
25 | Mobile, AL 17,688 82
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TABLE F-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE QF UNEMPLOYED PERSONS 16 YEARS AND OVER,
CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1980

-

26 | Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX

28 | Baaver Counly, PA

26 | Johnstown, PA

26 | Lowsell, MANH

27 | Gumberland, MD-WV

28 | Toindo, OH

28 i Fighhurg-Leomingter, MA

29 | Gary-Hammaond, IN

25 | Jackson, Mi

29 | Mismi-Hiafpah, FL

29 | (xwssa, TX

32 | Brookion, MA

35 | Tueson, AZ .

31 | Longwew-Marshall, TX . 5.572 7.4

I | Loz Angeles-Long Besch, CA 335,839 7.4

3t | Mediom, OR ’ 5012 7.4

3% | Riverside-San Bernarding, CA 88,232 7.4

31 | Vingsland-Millvile-Bridgeton, N¢ : 4,87 7.4

32 | Benton Haor, Ml 5781 73

32 { Celorato Springs, £O 13,581 73

32 | Jamesiown-Duniirk, NY 4,504 73

32 | Lawrarce-Haverbil, MA-NH 15,308 73

32 | Spoxang, WA 12371 73

33. | Canton, OM . 13,808 72
- 33 | Chicago, Il 228,372 1.2

33 | Lakaland-Winter Haven, FL 13,321 7.2

a3 | Memplig, TN-AR-MS 34,809
33 | Muncia, IN 4,278
33 | Texarkang, X Texarkana, AR 3.853
34 | Charsston, WY : 8,065
34 | Eng PA 3,368
34 | Eugena-Gpringfield, OR 3,918
34 Pawtuckal-Woonsocket-Attleborg, Ri-MA 12,628
34 | Wichita¥Falls, TX 3,808
a5 | Alloons, PA : 4,143
a5 | Anchorage, AK 8376
35 | Buftalo, NY T 33,276
35 1 Gaveston-Texas Lity, TX 7.500
3% | Glens Fglis, NY 3,581
A% | Lima, OH 5077
35 | Manseig, OH 4,229
35 | Kiagara Falls, NY 7,566
35 | Pitsburgh, PA 67,436
36 | Jacksen, MS 13,404
36 | Olympis, WA 5524
© 36 | Pensasoia, FL 18,627
¢ | Savannah, GA 7,813
38 | Tyler, TX 4,875
36 | Utica-Rome, NY 84914
37 | Clevsiang, OH 81,214
37 | Housion, TX 117.081
37 | Kenosha, WI 4,365

37 | Shnaron, PA 3.651
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TABLE #-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF UNEMPLOYED PERSONS 16 YEARS AND OVER,
CIVILIAFJ LABOR FORCE, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990

L ¢ A s AT RRRANA Sl Bt

38 | Johnson City-Kingsport-Bristol, TN-VA 13,974 6.7
38 | Las Vegas, NV 26,613 |- 6.7
38 | Ocala, FL ‘ 5,381 8.7
38 | Panama City, FL .. 3824 © B.7
38 | Springfield, MA 17,982 6.7
38 | Terre Haute, IN 4,071 6.7
38 | Wiliamsport, PA 3.775 6.7
39 | Abilans, TX 3,554 6.6
389 | Albuquerque, NM 16,071 6.6
39 | Amarillo, TX 6,201 6.6
39 | Bridgeport-Mitford, CT 15,560 6.6
39 | Decatur, IL 3.720 6.6
39 | Lubbock, TX 7,264 6.6
39 | Macen-Warner Robins, GA 8,870 6.6
38 | Manchester, NH 5,482 6.6 .
39 | Richland-Kennewick-Pasco, WA 4814 6.6
39 | Worcester, MA 15,087 6.6
40 | Anderson, IN 4,106 8.5
40 | Danville, VA . 3,522 6.5
40 | Montgomery, AL ) 8,946 6.5
40 | Oklahoma City, OK 31,349 85.
40 | Waceo, TX 5,734 6.5
41 | Akron, OH 20,902 6.4
41 | Bremerton, WA 5,400 6.4
41: | Lorain-Elyria, OH 8367 6.4

41 | Newark, NJ

41 | Parkersburg-Marietta, WV-OH 4,443 6.4
41 | Providence, RI 21,883 6.4
41 | Salem, CR . 8,393 6.4
41, | St. Louis, MO-IL ' 78,950 6.4
41 | Tacoma, WA 17,226 6.4
42" | Fort Pierce, FL 6,886 6.3
42 | Knoxville, TN ‘ 19,221 6.3
42 Midland, TX ' 3,276 6.3
42 | waterbury, CT 7,398 6.3
43; | Boston, MA ‘ 99,785 8.2
43 | Eau Claire, Wi . 4,266 6.2
43" | Florance, AL 3,757 6.2
43 | Fort Smith, AR-OK 5,148 6.2
43, | Janesville-Beloit, Wi 4,481 - 6.2
43' | Kalamazoo, M| 7,332 6.2
43! | Lansing-East Lansing, Mi 14,329 6.2
43, | New London-Norwich, CT-RI 8,257 6.2
43, | Portsmouth-Dover-Rochaster, NH-ME 7.517 6.2
44i Atantic City, NJ ] 10,046 6.1
44 | Birmingham, AL 26,370 6.1
44 | Evansville, IN-KY 8,598 6.1
44, | Fort Walton Beach, FL. 3.805 6.1
44, | Sacramento, CA 45,024 6.1
441 | San Diego, CA 74,405 6.1
45, | Davenport-Rock Island-Moline, (A-iL 10,340 6.0
45, | Daytona Beach, FL 9,926 6.0
45. | Dayton-Springfigld, OH 28.015 6.0

- ——



TABLE F-2. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF UNEMPLOYED PERSQNS 18 YEARS AND QVER,
CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE. BY METROPQLITAN AREA, 1990

BOLITANAREA’
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45 | Louisvillg, KY-IN

45  New Brain, T

45 | Nodok-Virginia Beach-Newpart News, VA
45 | Phoenix, AZ

45 | Tuscaloosa, AL

46 | Chatianooga, TN-GA

48 : Racgine, Wi

45  Vanoouver, WA

47 | Athens, GA

47 | Auslin, TX

47 | FostWorihAdiinglon, TX
47 | Nashug, NH

47 | Philadeiphia, PA-NJ

47 | Scraron-Wiikes-Basre, PA
£7 | Tuisa, 0K

47 | Vallejo-Fairfieid-Naga, CA
48 | Augusts, GA-SC
Binghamion, NY
Bryan-College Station, TX
Dalas, TX

Graslay, GO
Maboume-Titlusville-Paim Bay, Fi
Cakdand, GA

Crarge County, NY

South Band-Mishawaka, IN
Syracuse, NY

S I MATAVE RAGE

48 | Watertoe-Cadar Falis, 1A

4% | Bioomingion, IN

49 | Cedar Rapids, 1A

43 | Decatur, AL

49 | Joplin, MO

49 | Little Rock-North Littie Rock, AR
49 | State Collage, PA

80 | Dothan, AL

80 | Gainesgville, FL

50 | Kansas City, MO-KS

50 | Monmouth-Qoaan, N

53 | New Haven-Meriden, GT

50 | Peoria, IL

50 | Salem-Gloucester, MA

51 | Bergen-Passdic, NJ

51 | Fort Laudergale-MHollywoed-Pompane Beach, FL
51 | Huntgville, Al,

81 | Jacksonville, FL

51 1 Jediet, i

51 | Miwaukee, W1

51 | Santa Barbara-Santa Maria-Lompoe, CA
51 | 8 Cloud, M

$2 | Denwer, CO

52 | Florgnea, 5C .

52 | Fon Collins-Loveland, CO

52 | Hamillon-Middlatown, QH

52 | Portland, ME
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TABLE F-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF UNEMPLOYED FERSONS 16 YEARS AND OVER,
CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990

Charleston, SC

Lynchburg, VA

Prove-{mm, UT

Rocheasiar, NY

Hocktord, 1L

Santa Cruz, GA

Tampa-St. Petarsburg-Clearwater, FL
Trenton, NJ

Waest Paim Beach-Boca Raton-Delray Beach, FL
Andersen, 53C

Atlanta, GA

Brazoria, TX

Cleginngti, OM-KY-IN
Cotumbdls, OM

Reng, NV

Springfiold, MO

Wichita, KS

Witmington, NG
Abany-Schenectady-Troy, NY
Grand Rapids, Ml

Porfiand, OR

San Francisco, CA

Sioux Gity, 1A-NE

Ballimore, MD

fradenton, Fl.

Fort Wayne, IN

[ IMAAVERAGE S
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Sait Laks Cay-Ogdan, UT
Taflahassee, FL
Anahoim-Santa Anz, CA
Grosnville-Spartanburg, SC
Hartford, OV

87, | Nashville, TN

57 | Oxnarg-Ventura, CA

57, | Qanta Rosa-Pataluma, CA

94988

58 | Bouidar-Longmont, CO
58 | Fargo-Moomead, ND-MN
§8 | ingianapolis, IN
58 | Lexinglon-Fayetts, KY .
58 | Orando, FL 27,374 47
58 San Joga, CA 38805 4.7
59, | Allentown-Bethighem-Easton, PA-NJ 16,028 4.8
59, | Aurora-Eigin, K. . B757 48
59 | Columbia, MO 2,797 484
59 | Danbury, CT ' 4,945 4.6
89 | Green Bay, Wi 4779 48
"3 | Minneupolis-St Paul, MN-W 64009 4.8
80 Ann Aror, Mi 7,147 45
&6 | Burdington, VT 3% 4.5
&6 | Coumbia, SC 10,686 4.5
60 | Nassau-Sulfolk, NY 62,495 4.5
60 | Reading, PA 7833 4.5
€1} | Fort Myers-Cape Coral, FL §,852 4.4
81 | Latayatio-Waest Lafayette, IN 2350 4.4

[P iy
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TABLE F-2; NIUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF UNEMPLOYED PERSONS 16 YEARS AND OVER,

CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1880
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Middlesex-Somerset-Huntardon, NJ
Santa Fa, KM

Springfield, &

Stamicg, 1

Tepeka, KS ‘
Greensboro-Winston-Salem-High Point, NG
Norwaii, CT

Aghgvilig, NG
Champaign-Urbana-Rantoul, (L
Omahg, NE

Poughkeupsie, NY
Richmondg-Patarsburg, VA
Applaten-Oshkogh-Neenzh, Wi
Fayetiovile-Springtiale, AR
Hagarsiown, MD

Sealtio, WA

Saeboygan, Wi

Bioomingten-Normal, il

Boise City, i
Charlotis-Gastanig-Rock Hill, NC-SC

Wilmington, DE-NJMD
Napies, FL

Wausau, Wi

{es Moines, 1A
Harrisburg-Lebanon-Carligle, PA
Sarasots, FL

York, PA )
Elkbhart-Goshen, IN
Lake County, Il
Rateigh-Durham, NG
Hoanaka, VA
Washington, DC-MD-VA
Honoly, Mt

Lincoln, NE

Rochoster, MA
Hickory-Morganton, NG
Burlington, NC
Charioitasyille, VA
Madison, Wi
Lancaster, PA

Sigux Falls, 56

25,577
2,735
4,478
4,956
3,688

22,525

3213

3755
3,821
13,442
5,609
19,408
§,787
2375
2402
45,087
2,228
2,837
4,353
25,584

1,980

Source: Summary Social, Econamic, ang Housing Characteristics,
Unitad States, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, 1392,
Washington, DC: Bureau of tha Cengus.
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Tﬁéi.ﬁ F-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW

THE POVERTY LEVEL, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1889
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Scallen-Edinburg-Mission, TX
Brownaville-MHadingen, TX
Larodn, TX

Ei Paso, TX

Las Cruces, NM
Hoyma-Thibodaux, LA
Monroe, LA

Alexandra, LA

Albany, GA

visalia- Yulare-Porterville, CA
Carpus Christi, TX

Latayeits, LA

Mew Orieans, LA

Shrevepart, LA

Frasng, CA
Huntington-Aghiand, WV.KY-OH
Pustle, GO

Ocessa, TX

Biloxi-Gulfpart, MS

Mobile, AL

Florensg, S0

Ban Antonio, TX
Yakima, WA
Lake Charlas, LA
Merood, CA

L MA AVERA

Y¥uma, AZ

Jdokson, MS

Columbus, GA-AL
Beryan-College Station, TX
Taxarkana, TX-Taxarkans, AR
Baton Raugs, LA
Memphis, TH
Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX
Now York, NY
Longview-Marshali, TX
Gainsevile, FL
Miami-Higieah, Fl,

Flint, Mt

Pascaguuls, MS

Yuba City, CA

Waco, TX

Bakersfeld, CA
Tuscaloosa, Al
Macon-Warar Robing, QA
Lawion, LK

Montgomery, AL
Savannah, GA

Lubbock, TX

Whoeling, WV.OM
Pensacola, Fl.

For: Smith, AR-QK

32,172 3.3
20,544 337
2,838 334
32259 4
Bu8 0.7
8,578 19.8
7,188 19.6
6,380 18.6
5393 18.2
13,97 180
15910 12.7
8,562 17.7
58,870 17.5
15,482 17.4
27,483 168
14,907 188
5,604 18.7
§.305 168
8347 1840
20,818 16.0 -
4,784 16.9
32,347 8.8
7,564 15.8
7020 5.8
8,765 15.4

4 50?
6712
18,881
5.087
10,108
3,880
10218
8,543
7,368
5,852
12,123
8328

15.4
5.1
180
14.8
14.9
14.7
14.6
14.4
14.4
3143
M2
142
14.0
14.0
4.4
138
13.7
13.5
13.4
13.3
3.3
3.3
3.2
13.1
28

2.7

R S,




TABLE F-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE QOF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW
THE POVERTY LEVEL, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1889

40 | Tyier, TX B | 5238 128
41 | Gaivaston-Taxas City, TX 7,298 128
41 | Johnson Clty-Kingspon-Bristol, TN-VA 15,851 125
41 | Wichita Fails, TX 4058 12.5
42 | Jorsoy City, NJ 17,043 12.4
42 | Musksgon. Ml 5,283 124
43 | Amarilio, TX €280 123
43 | Saginaw-Bay City-Midiand, Ml 13,405 123
44 | Chico, CA 5711 12.2
44 | Danville, VA 767 122
45 1 Augusta, GA-SC 12,782 12.1
458 | Birmingham, AL 30,343 124
45 | Chariaston, 5C 15,852 12,1
45 | Clarksville-Hopkinaville, TH-KY 5341 2.1
45 | Cumbertand, MD-WV , 3,415 2.1
45 | Dohan, AL 4,382 12.1
45 | Fayottavilig, NC 8,554 12.1
A% | Steubenville-Weirton, OH-WY 4,908 121
46 | Athens, GA 4,505 12.0
46 | Mouston, TX 100,455 12.0
46 | Stoekion, CA 14,261 124
48 | Tugson, AZ 20,488 12.0
47 1 Lhareston, Wy B452 11.8
48 | Anniston, AL 37z 13.7
48 | Takahassag, FL §,5448 1.7
£8 | Benton Harbor, Mi 5144 186
43 | Kileen-Temple, TX 7455 11.8
48 1 Los Angeles-Long Beach, A 237,153 11.8
50 | Mitiang, X 3,324 1.5
51 | Modesin, CA 16,890 114
52 | Abilena, TX ’ 3,497 1.2
52 | Florence, AL 4281 11.2
52 | Johngtown, PA 7 A4AE8 11.2
82 | Joplin, MO 4,258 11.2
52 | Panamg City, FL 4015 11.2
52 | Porkersburg-Marienia, WW-OH 4773 1.2
52 | Richiand-Kennewick-Pases, WA 4,495 11.2
52 | Youngatown-Warran, OH 15,283 11.2
53 | Decatur, AL 4,158 11
54 © Aloona, PA 3,985 11.0
84  Battle Croek, MI 4,041 110
54 | Redding, CA 4,490 11.0
55 | Albuguergue, NM 13,724 105
85 | Waterioo-Cedar Fals, 1A 4,212 16.9
58 | Boaver County, PA §,748 108
56 | Knoxvills, TN 18,443 108
56 | Loxinglon-Fayete, KY 8,819 168
58 | Ocala, FL 8211 0.8
57 | Chattanooga, TN-GA 13,087 0.7
58 | Grealey, CO g2z 108
58 | Provo-Orem, UT 5968 10.68
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TABLE F-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW
THE POVERTY LEVEL, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989

| 53 | Detroit, Ml 120,685 10.4
. 59 | Oklahoma City, OK ' i 26,693 10.4
' 59 | Terre Haute, IN . 3,511 10.4
60 | Anderson, IN o 3,709 10.3
. 80 | Muncie, IN 3,134 103
' 60 | Toledo, OH 16,392 10.3
61 | Gary-Hammeond, IN 16,429 10.2
61 | Sioux City, IA-NE 3,110 10.2
1 61 | Vineland-Miliville-Bridgeton, NJ 3.603 10.2
; 62 |.Sharon, PA 3,404 10.1
i 62 | Springfield, MA 13,808 . 10.1
y 62 | Tulsa, OK 19,848 10.1
. 63 | Duluth, MN-WI 6360 10.0
, 63 | Littie Rock-North Litle Rock, AR 13,923 10.0
. 63 | Louisville, KY-IN 28,208 10.0
. 63 | New Bedford, MA 4,730 . 100
' 64 | Jamestown-Dunkirk, NY 3,710 9.9
| 84 | Lynchburg, VA 3,720 9.9
' 64 | Wilmington, NC 3.217 9.9
, 65 | Austin, TX 18,533 9.8
65 | Decatur, iL 3.208 9.8
' 85 | Fayettaville-Springfield, AR 2,988 " 98
© 65 | Jacksonville, NC
+ 65 | Spokane, WA
+ 66 | Medford, OR

MAAVERAGE 0

i 67 | Davenport-Rock !sland-Moline, tA-IL 9,085 9.6
+ 68 | Bloomington, IN 2,203 9.5
. 88 | Chicago, iL 144,874 9.5
. 68 | Erie, PA ) 6.816 9.5
' 69 | Buffalo, NY 23,957 9.4
, 69 | Eugene-Springfield, OR 6,946 9.4
i 89 | Jackson, M| 3,688 9.4
! 69 | Lakeland-Winter Haven, FL 10,827 9.4

69 | Pittsburgh, PA ‘ 53,266 9.4
y 69 | Riverside-San Bernardino, CA 61,548 94
1 70 | Cleveland, OH 45,481 9.3
. 70 | Columbia, MO 2421 9.3
t 71 | Salem, OR 6,614 9.2
. 72 | Akron, OM 16,063 9.1

72 | Cincinnati, OH-KY-IN 34,682 9.1

72 | Dayton-Springfield, OH 23,742 9.1
~ 72 | Lorain-Elyria, OH 6,683 91
. 72 | Peoria, IL ~ 8,393 9.1
i 73 | Blllings, MT ’ . 2,799 9.0

73 | Canton, OH 9,835 9.0
i 73 | Dallas, TX 59,218 9.0
| 73 | Eau Claire, W . 3,136 9.0
i 73 | Norfolk-Vimginia Beach-Newport News, VA 32,600 90

73 | Springfisld, MO 5,800 9.0
. 74 | Jacksonvillg, FL 21,676 89

t 74 | Kalamazoo, Mt 4,985 8.9
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TABLE F-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW
THE POVERTY LEVEL, BY METROPCOLITAN AREA, 1989

Milwaukes, Wi
tima, QM
Phoenix, AZ
Sacramento, CA
Sania Fo, NM
Litca-Rome, NY
Lansing-East Langing, Mi
Tacoma, WA
Andersan, 5C
Evansvifin, IN-KY
Nashvillg, TN
Nizgara Falla, NY
Solumbia, 8C

" Calumbug, OH

Salinas-Seaside-Montargy, CA
Hunmvillg, Al

Mansfield, OH
Williamaport, PA

Aghavile, NG

Fali Rivar, MA-R)

Fort Worth-Adingtan, 'TX
Colorago Springs, CO
Graenvilie-Spartanbury, SC
San Diege. CA,

St Louis, MO

EEEEERERYNIINERRRBEILRBEER

Champaign-Litbana-Rantoul, i
[aytong Beach, FL

Fargo-Moorhead, ND-MN

Racing, WI

Fort Walton Beach, FL
Janesville-Baigil, Wi

Tampa-5t. Patarsburg-Clearwatar, f'-‘l.
Wichita, K8

Atiana, GA

Hrazoria, TX

Philadeiphia, PA-NJ
Hamiitan-Middiatown, OH

Kengsha, Wi .

Bramerton, WA

Brockinn, MA

Las Vagas, NV

Roikdord, it

Seramon-Wikkes-Bare, PA
Batimore, MD

Ballingham, WA
Fitchburg-Lesminstar, MA
Gresnsboro-Winston-Saiem-High Point, NC
Richmond-Petarsburg, VA

Sait Lake City-Ogden, UY

Santa Barbara-Bonta Maria-Lompoc, CA
Topoka, X5

13217

8,661
22,953
5,144
9,886
30298
7118
5,578
2,980
2,717
4 048
3,567
29,106
8,542
14,378
49,280

3130
8,168
2,870
3,738
3,428
2838
45437
10,304
§7.509
3911
98,150
5,963
2,583
3,802
3,884
14,383
8823
14,848
48,490
2405
2013
18,474
17,052
13,314
6,519
3,187
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TAgiﬁ F-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE COF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW
THE POVERTY LEVEL. BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989
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100
100
0o
180
100
181

Kansag City, MOWKS
tawrente-Haverhill, MANH
Ormaha, NE

1 Chartotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill, NG-8C

Detwer, CO
Hagerstown, M
rnddianapolls, iN
Springfsid, IL
Syracuse, NY

i Fort Laudardale Hollywood-Pampany Beach, FL

Fort Pierce, Fl.

Clyrpia, WA

Haanoks, VA

Rochester, NY

South Band-Mishawaka, !N
Oakland, CA

Ortands, FL

Providance, Bl
vancouver, Wa

£1. Cloud, MN

Bradentan, 1,
Lafayette-Wast Latayetts, IN
Porldand, OR
Chiariotlasvilie, VA

Groen Bay, Wi

Newark, NJ

faleigh-Dutham, NC
Binghamton, NY

Fort Colling-Laveland, CO
Gleng Falls, NY

Lowall, MA-NH

Anes ADor, M

[as Moings, 1A

Naples, FL

Crange County, NY
Waormaster, MA

Atantic City, NJ
Maiboume-Tiusville-Palm Bay, FL
Rano, NV

Boise City, ID

Now Hritgin, CT

San Francisco, CA

Hants Cruz, CA

State Collegs, PA

Wast Paim Beach-Bocs Raton-Deiray Beach, Fl.
Bricgeport-Mitord, CT
Fort Myars-Capa Coral, i
Grand Rapids, M

Hickasry-Morganton, NC
| Kew Maven-Meriden, OT
I A!msmwecfady-*fwg, NY

30,668
? 1] 5 m
11,820
22,926
30,598
2,330
24,054
3,661
12,101
24,030
5218
3,086
4,459
13,438
4532
37.084
19,658
11,755
4519
3.2G7
4240
1,983
21,885
2,154
2387
31,84

12,809
4572
3,121
2,055
4,626
411
8,598
2,828
4,964
7,318
5214
7.208
4,084
3,389
2468

22,784
345
1,641

15258
7,280
8,158

18,954
3318
8,369

13,480

| JPSEESINP - S
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TABLE F-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW
THE POVERTY LEVEL, BY METROPCOLITAN AREA, 1983

101 | Buringten, NG 1849 8.0

101 | Lincoin, NE ' az22 8.0
161 | Pawtucket-Woonsocket-Attleborg, REMA 5330 §.0
102 ; Blsominglon-Nammai, 1L . 1,814 58
102 | Boston, MA 41322 5%
103 | Cedar Rapigs, 1A 2819 58
103 | Watertury, CF 3423 5.8
104 | Martforg, OT 11555 5.7
104 | Minnaapoliz-51, Pxul, MN-W| ag 472 57
105 | Bouider-Longmiont, CO 3,086 58
105 | Portiand, ME 3,197 58
108 | Vallgjo-Fairfinid-Napa, CA §.448 56
168 | Wausay, Wi ' 1,712 58
108 | Wimington, DE-NJ-MD 8372 55
107 1 Anchorape, AK : 3,118 5.4
107 | Mongisy, Hi 10,733 54
107 | Sioux Falls, 8D 1,742 5.4
. 108  Ekhan-Goshen, N - 2243 53
108 | FortWayne, IN 5126 53
108 | Harisburp-Lebhanon-Cariisle, PA 8,429 £3
108 | Lancaster, PA 8,043 83
108 | Trenton, NJ 4,431 h3
108 | Anaheim-Santa Ang, CA 0,853 5.2
108 | Heading, PA , . 4 806 52
109 ) Santa Aosa-Pataluma, CA 5,234 52

113 | Aortown-Boethisham-Eastorn, ?&%& 8348 - 50

110 | Burtington, VT 1,583 50
110 | Oxnarg-Yontura, CA 8292 50
110 | San Jdose. CA ) 18,574 50
110 | Seattie, WA 25288 5.4
111 | Appleton-Oshkosh-Neanah, Wl 4,060 4.9
111§ Manchostar, N - 1,883 49
112 | Magdison, W 4,230 4.8
112 | Neww London-Nomwich, ©7 339 4.8
113 | Aurora-Eigin, L 4347 47
T34 | Joliat, iL 4727 4.6
194 | Sarazoi, FL 3,888 4.6
118 | RAochaater, MN 1,255 4.5
115 | Salsm-Gloucestor, MA 32 45
115 | Shetwygan. Wi 1.282 45
118 | Borgen-Pagsaic, NJ 15,044 4.4
117 | Porsmouth-Dover-Rochester, NH-ME 2,485 4.3
117 | Washingion, DC-MD-VA 42,026 a3
117 | York, PA 8047 4.3
118 | Monmouih-Ocean, NJ 227 a8
118 | Lake County, IL. 4,991 37
128 | Ppughkeepsig, NY 2338 3.6
121 @ MNashua, NH 1,532 3.1
122 1 Nassawe-Suffolk, NY 2301 28
122 | Norwalk, ©7 1018 23

122  Stamford, C7 1,551 238
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TABLE £-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW
'2'81:?; POVEATY LEVEL, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1289

iz:aa Darbury, OT 1,274 25
i

Source: Summary Secial, Economic, and Housing Characteristics,
United States, 1980 Cansus of Population and Housing, 1992,
Washington, DG Bureau of the Census,
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TABLE G-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF OWNER-OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS,

BY METROPQLITAN AREA, 1990

Jarsey City, NJ

Newv York, NY

Bryan-Coliage Station, TX

Los Angsies-l.ong Beach, CA
San Franciseo, {A

Austin, TX
Saiinas-Seaside-Monierey, CA
Las Vogas, NV

Monaluly, M

13! Kitloen-Tomple, TX

111 Fait Rivgr, MA-RI

12 {Anchorags, AK

13 LJacksunyitie, NC

14 Ban Diege, CA

15| Rone, NV

161 Fresno, CA

18| Miami-Hialaah, Fl.

171 Meroed, UA

181 Champaipn-Urhana-Raniou, 1L
19| Santa Barbara-Banta Marig-Lompoc, CA
20 | Bloomington, IN

21 | Mouston, TX

22 | Cotumbia, MO

22 | Cohimbug, GA-AL

23 1 Dallag, TX

24 Madison, Wi
28| Ann Aror, M|
26| Albany, GA
27 | Boston, MA
Yuba City, CA
Sanagvile, FL
Marchostar, NH

Lalavone-West Lafavelie, IN

Colerae Springs, CG

Stociaon, GA

Fayetteviiie, NG

Lexington-Fayanie, KY
Pawhicket-Woonsorkat-Attiabon, RI-MA
New Orieans, LA

CiangvilineHopkingviile, TH-KY

Lubbock, TX

Now Badtons, MA

Athens, GA

Chicago, I

El Pago, TX

Quakland, CA

Famo-Moorhead, ND-MN
Norfalk-Virginia Baach-Newpoit News, VA
Ralgigh-Durtiam, NC

Wagn, TX

Sacramento, CA

MNowark, M)

' Ban Jase, LA

OO ALONN =

EEARLRREEBEEEURERERUENEY

67,840
1,083,045
18321
1,440,964
310328
156720
87,160
148506
137,858
43,726
31,666
43867
21833
477 423
534
119,567
375,949
30,100
34,826
71,002
21,564
851,320
23,088
47,433

104,704
458,526

34,027
250,693
168,424

41,353
328,304
385,353
307.428

871

57.4
57.8
47.7
57.8
57.9
$3.0
58.1
58.2
58.2
58.6
$8.6
58.7
s8.8
58.9
58.3
5.3
588
8.0
89.3
88.1
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TABLE G-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF OWNER-OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1890
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San Artonio, TX
Bakersfield, A
Chariotiasville, VA
Miwaukes, Wi
Tallahasses, Pl

Corpus Christh, TX
Fuchburg-Laomingiar, MA
Siaia Collage, PA

Bama S, $A

New Britain, 07
Anahoim-Santa Ana, CA
Columbus, OH
Visalia-Tulare-Pantorville, GA
Lawion, OK

Waorcaster, MA

Fort Worth-Adingion, TX
Springfigitt, MA
Tacoms, WA

Saattio, WA

Linagin, NE
Washington, DC-MD-VA
Lereds, TX
Albutiusrts, NM
Modasts, CA

Poartand, OR

Eugene-Springfisld, OR
Savannah, GA

hico, GA

Tucson, AZ
Bouldar-Longmont, CO
Greedley, GO

Providence, RI

Memphis, TN
Tusgcaloosa, AL

Canver, GO
Fayetteville-Springdale, AR
Orlando, FL
Galveston-Taxas City, TX
Abitane, TX

Fort Waiton Beach, FL
Atlanta, GA

Sioux Falls, SO

New Havan-Macdidan, Y

Charleston, SC
Macon-Warner Robins, GA
Prove-Cram, UT
Wilmington, NC

Fort Coling-Lovaland, 0

£ Santa Rosa-Petalums, CA

Cincinnay, OH-KY-iN
Nashwvifle, TN

Yakima, WA

Richlang-Kennewick-Pason, WA

287,004
107,618
28933
318,407
82,678
70,873
283
25524
50,056
34,228
497,067
315248
a4
28
97,133
288,572

118,933 .

128,438
475,853

50,089

882912
20,869
112,648
76,103
295,664

T [
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TABLE G-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF OWNER.OQCCUPIED MOUSING UNITS,
BY METROPOLITAM AREA, 1980

Phoanix, AZ §11,185

77

77 Valinjo-Fairfieid-Napa, CA 7,551
771 Waterbury, CT £3.402
781 Wichitg Falls, TX d 28702
74 Bloomington-Nasmal, IL 24,718
78! Pordand, ME 53,708
78 : Salam, OR 64,555
801 Baiimore, MD 560,652
80 | Builgio, NY 240,145
80| Spokane, WA 8521y
81 { Magerstown, MD 28,558
811 indianapofis, IN 306,246
811 New London-Noemwich, OT 82,618
82 ] Began-Passalc, NJ 288,50
821 Lawrente-Mavarhifi, MA-NH 80,418
83 | Burtingon, VT i 30,820
84| Albany-Bchenoctady-Troy, NY 215,263
851 Amarillo, TX - 48,158
858! Omaba, NE 149,170
88| Bafiingham, WA 31,213
§6i Bioxi-Gulfport, MS 45.883
BB | Bramearnon, WA 44,539
86| Oklahoma City, OK 236478
88| Vancouver, WA . 56867

| MAAVERAGE i BN

87 | Browngvillg-Hariingen, TX 47,191
87 | Kalamgzoo, Mi 53,504
853! Brockton, MA 41,450
88! Hodding, CA 36,058
881 Salem-Gloucaester, MA' . 58,000
89 | Las Cruces, NM 29,089
90 ) Lansing-£ast Lansing, Mi 101,506
90| Olympia, WA 40,211
g1l Jacksonwille, F, 222 605
911 Litie Rock-Norih Litlle Rock, AR 126,043
%11 Monmoe, LA Az 136
§1 | Stamford, 0T 48,821
92 | Latayetta, LA 48704
42 Portsmouth-Dover-Hochester, NH-ME 54,718
93 i Martford, &Y 188,213
83 | Richmond-Petarsbueg, VA 215 688
a3 Shrovepont, LA 80,578
94 Huntsville, Al. §8.378
981 Dothan, AL 31,569
95! Riverside-San Bernarding, CA 565,158
45  Wichita, K8 121 6R9
98 Baton Rouge, LA 123,010
97  Claveland, OM 485,885
97| Kansas City, MO-KS , 393,935
97 | Springfisid, MO $1.084
98, Oxnard-Veniurd, CA 142,330
88 Panama Clty, FL 32,084
88: Tulsa, OK 181,567

88 Qolumbia, 80 107,074
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TABLE (-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF OWNER-OCCUPIED HOUSING UMITS,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990
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88
100
100
106
101
102
103
104
104
108
108
107
107
107
107
108
108
W0e
W
108
110
thh
"
112

113
113
114
118
118
118
118
117
118
119
119
126
120
3
122
182
123
124
124
125
125
128
125
125
1258
126
128

127

| MATAVERADY

Green Bay, Wh
Billings, MT
Dayton-Springhiald, m
Jacison, MS 3
Odessa, TX

Midiand, TX

Yuma, AZ

Megtorg, OR
Syrucuse, NY
Augusta, GA-SC
Lowell, MA-NH
Alexandria, LA
Trenton, NJ

Tylar, TX

Litica-Roma, NY
Toledo, OH

Topeka, KS

Agantic City, NJ
cﬁmcasmia»ﬁm il NC-SC
Muncig, IN

Das Muines, A
Montgomaery, AL
Springfield, 1i.
Peansacoia, FL

Greansbore-Winston-Balem-riigh Point, NC
Longview-Marshall, TX

Sait Lake City-Oguan, UT
Louisville, KYIN

Qrange County, NY
Bridgepon-Milford, CT

Hochester, NY

Roanoke, VA

Qavenport-Aock [siang-Maline, 1A-L
Binghamton, NY

Pyebin, €0

Fort Lauderdaie-Hollywood-Pampane Beach, FL
Feoria, L

Niagars Falls, NY

Eau Claire, W

Janesvilie-Baloit, WI

HMatine, Wi

Charancoga, TN-GA
Greenville-Spananburg, SC
Lynchburg, VA

Roektord, IL

Sioux City, IA-NE

St Louig, MO-IL
Vinelang-Millville-Bridgeton, NJ
Waterino-Cadar Falls JA

Erig, PA

Jamaestown-Dunkirk, NY

Knoxville, TN

Minnaapolis-St, Paul, MN-WI

47,418
$8.381
2583435
82083
27,848

25,548

2822
J7 892
181,481
94,590
§1,768
30,581
77,768
372
78,1386
! &Q&‘
42,489
82,150
294,368
30178
102,424
70,811
51,287
B8357

PR—.




TABLE G-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF OWKER-OCCU PIED BOUSING UNITS,

BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990

128 | Harrisburg-Lebanon-Carlisle, PA
128 Kenpsha, Wi

128 | Santa Fa, NM

129 ) Evansvilia, IN-KY

1301 Alaan, OH

130 i Birmingham, Al

131| Boise {ity, ID

131 Poughkeopsie, NY

132 Breoria, TX

132 Hamiton-Middiatown, OH

132} Mebhoume-Titusville-Paim Bay, FL
133 i Danviile, VA

133 Gary-Mammong, IN

133 | Mobila, ALl

138 ) Pitssburgh, PA

133! Tampa 81, Pewrsbury-Clearwater, FL
134 Fort Smith, AR-QK

134 | Lancastsr, PA

135 | Wiimington, DE-NJ-MD

136 | Banton Harbor, M!

136 Nashua, NH

136 Philadeiphia, PA-NJ

137 | Sesumont-Fort Anttwr, TX

137 | Wiillamspont, PA

mﬂl‘ﬁ% g

Datroit, MI
Seranton-Witkes-Barre, PA
139 Toxarkana, TX - Taxarkang, AR
140 Decatue,
1401 Napies, FL
141 Anmigton, AL
141 | Appleton-Oshkosh-Neenah, Wi
141 ] Ashaevilis, NG
141} Aurora-Eigin, IL
141 Mmllen-Edtmtg-Mission. TX
141 Shehoygan, Wi
1421 Ceddar Rapids, 1A
T 1421 Flint, M
142 Lake Charies, LA
143 | Florence, S5
143 ] Lakstand-Winter Haven, FL
1441 Norwalk, CT
145 { Canton, OH
145 | Middlesex-Somerset-Huntardon, NJ
148 ) Charaston, WV
148  Manshol, OH
147  Bradenton, FL
148 | Battto Greek, Mi
148 Terrs Haulg, IN
150 Giars Falls, NY
151 Allgntown-Bethiahom-Easton, PA-NJ
152 Joplin, MG
153 : Busdington, NC
183! Cumberland, MD-WY

158,731
32,356

. 35598
74,869
171,967
238,278
83,332
81,891
44,901
72,338
111,685
29331
149,624
120842
588,249
802.550
48417
134,783
147,813
42473
45358
1,237.048
93,564

690

‘?8¢°

705
70.8
70.7
70.7
708
708
70.9
?1 $$
12
71.4
71.8
N7
718
71.8
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"Z'ABLE G-1; NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF OWNER-QCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS,

BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1880

153 EYdhant-Goshen, (N
154 | Dayitona Beach, FL.
154 | Lorain-Eiyra, OH

Hurtingtor- Ashiand, WV-KY-OH
155 | South Bend-Mishawaka, IN
156 ; Fort Myers-Cape Coral, F,
158 i Fort Wayne, IN
157 | Youngstown-Warren, OH
168 | Rochaster, MN
158 | Whesling, WV-OM
159 j Grand Rapids, M
Altoona, PA

1601 8t Gloud, MN

161 [Andarson, IN

162 | Lima, OH

163 Beavar County, PA

164 | Dluth, MN-W

185 | Pascagouia, MS
168 | Saginaw-8ay Glty-Midiand, M1
Jackson, M|

167 [ Johrson City-Kingsport-Brigtol, TRN-VA
168 | Decatur, Al

; 168 ; Feading, PA

MAAVERAGE

Wecees, Wl AR i d—— b ——
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1746 Florence, AL
170 | Parkersburg-Marietta, WV-OH
171 | Lake County, IL -
1711 Yok, PA
172 i Houma-Thibodaux, LA
172 {Musksgon, M
174 | Johngiown, PA
174 | Hickery-Morganion, NG
174 1 Wausay, Wi
178 [ Danbury, 87
176 | Bharan, PA
177 | Anderson, ¢
178 i Steubenville-Wairton, OM-WV
179 | Ocala, FL.
180 Sarasota, FL
181 L Jotiat, 1L
; 182 | Monmowth-Ocean, NS
183 | Nassau-Suffolk, NY

!
E 168 Fort Piarce, FL
4

e o — -

EE " P R

L

Waest Palm Beach-Boca Ralon-Delray Beach, FL.

40,720
110,308
63,070
262 836
85,141
66,503
101,029
98,108
135340
29,002
45,508
177,183
3854
48,721
38,407
40,541
82,73
69,332
29,734
108,101
38,547
125,708
383585
84,333

74,885
37,782
42,833
129,083
116,298
45,140
43,002
88,317
83,656
31,038
£6,008
34,193
44,722
41,638
58,102
35,626
98,876
283,085
687 556

718
718
?109
7.9

72.1
721

2.4
724
725
728
728
731
732
713

3.4

735
738
737
73.7
73.9
738

740
741
74.1
742
742
74.4
74.4
748
74.7
7437
748
50

75.2

75.4
758
76.2
a7
774
843

¥

Seurce: General Housing Charactaristics, United States, 1890 Cergus

of Housmg, 1882, Washington, DC: Buresu ofthe Can.sus

t
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TABLE G-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE FAMAY HOUSEHOLDERS,

BY METROQPOLITAN AREA, 1930 *

2
7

e

ETHOPOLITAN AREA
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Alhany, GA

Momphis, TH

Larodn, T4

Columnibus, GA-AL

Naw Orieans, LA

Florence, 5C

Jackson, MS

Now York, NY

Maniroa, LA

Shreveport, LA

Fling, M

Jarsey City, NJ
Macor-Werner Hobins, GA
Browngville-Haringen, 7X
El Pags, TX
Vinpiand-Miliville-Bridgeton, NJ
Monmgomery, AL
Savanngh, GA

Alexandria, LA

Mobila, Al

Detroit, Mi
Meallen-Edinburg-Mission, TX
Miami-Hialeah, Fl.
Springfielt, MA

Baitimore, MD
Baton Rouge, 1A
Gary-Hammand, N
Chicage, 1.
Danville, VA
Fayattoville, NC
Newark, NJ

San Antonio, TX
girmingham, Al
Frasng, CA
Muskagon, M|

New Badfned, MA
Talighassee, F1.
Brockinn, MA
Toaxarkans, TX-Texarkana, AR
Prilageiphia, PA-NJ
Pugbic, GO
Glaveland, O
Richmong-Pgtarshurg, VA -
Chariggton, SC
Columbia, 8C
Louisvillg, KY-IN
Pascagoula, ME
Biloxi-Guifpon, M5
Corpus Christ, TX

17.8
17.6
17.5
17.8
1.3
121
17.1
120
8.9
8.7
185
185
16.1
15.8
15.8
18.7
18.8
18.3
153
15.1
840
180
4.5
14.7

14.6
14,4
14.3
14,4
14,1
141
4.1
4.0
138
13.8
38
138
138
13.8
158
13.7
1.7
138
138
13.5
i3.8
133
138
134
134

* Soe toninots at end of wabis,
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TABLE G-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE FAMILY msmzﬁﬁs
BY METROPCOLITAN AREA, 1990 °

31 | Benton Hamor, Ml L8118 13.3

31 | Buffalg, NY 50,140 133

31 | Wilmington, NC 8402 133

' 32 | Lake Charles, LA 7,883 13.2
32 | Tremon, N 15,436 13.2

! 33 | Sattle Creek, Mi 8,787 13.1
: 33 | 8ndgeport-Milforg, CT 21,373 131

33 | Lafayells, LA 89,831 13.1

33 | Los Angeles-long Baach, CA 391,60 13.1

: 33 | Nodolk-virginia Beath-Nowport News, VA 64,653 131
. 33 | Pensacols, FL 16,835 13.1
‘ 34 | Atianta, GA 137,338 13.8
i 34 | Mitwaukee, W) 69,304 13.0
t 34 | Tuscaloosa, Al 7,188 1380
' 35 | Baaumont-Fort Arthue, TX 17,317 128
i 3§ | Lynchburg, VA 8,827 12,9
! 36 | Visalia-Tulare-Porianville, CA 12,526 128
| 36 | Youngsiown-Warren, OH 23,961 12.8
37 | Dethhan AL §,149 12.7

37  Saginaw Bay City-Midiand, M 18,626 12.7

; 47 | Stockton, CA 20,088 12.7
. 38  Atantic City, NJ 15,485 126
t 38 . Cincinnati, OH-KY-IN 83,097 1286
! 38 | Galveston-Texas City, TX 10,263 12.6
38 | Jacksonville, Fl. 43,264 128

LI,

38 | New Haven-Meriden 0T 25,165 12.6
38 | 5t Louis, MOWHL 116,516 12.8
33 | Chatdanoops, TN-GA 20,801 12.8
. 39  Merced, CA 6,916 12.5
39 Toledo, OH 28,838 12.8
: 40 | Anniston, AL 5,330 12.4
. 41 | Bakersfigl, CA 22322 23
i 41 | Fall River, MA-S3I 7.448 123
l 41 | Houma-Thibodaux, LA 7.483 i3
l 41 | Hauston, TX 145,924 123
| 41 | Racing, Wi 7.840 123
i 42 | Hantford, O 35328 12,2
' 42 | Longview-Marshall, TX 7.408 12.2
$ 42  Nashyille, TN 45,851 12.2
43 | Lawrenoo-Haverhill, MA-NH 17,121 121
: 43 | Lawton, 0K . 4,546 121
: A3 | Littie Rock-North Lite Rock, AR 23,648 124
' 43 | Lowell, MA-NH 11258 2.3
43 | Qakltand, CA 84,357 121
43 | Waco, TX 8,485 12.1
44 | Buriington, NC 5118 124
44 | Charlotie-Gastonia-Rock Hilt, NC-SC 52,880 1240
44 | Dayton-Springfieit, OM 43,7186 12.0
44 | QGainesville, FL 9,414 120
44 Gwemiiie-s_samrg, 8L 28,696 12.0

* See footnote at end of table.
|
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TABLE G-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE FAMILY HOUSEHOLDERS,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1680 °

44 a8 Cruces, NM 5,403 12.0
44 | Washington, DO-MD-VA 178123 12.0
45 | Albuquergus, NM 22,084 11.9
45 | Boston, MA ) 128,808 118
48 | Providence, R 28,194 | 11.9
4% | Huanoke, VA 10,674 11.8
45 | Watgrbury, CT . 10,039 1.8
45 | Wilmington, DE-NJMD 25208 118
A6 | Akron, OH 29,408 11.8
46 | Athens, GA : 6,818 11.8
46 | Grasnsboro-Winston-Salem-High Point, NC 43,813 11.8
46 | Pittsburghs, PA 96,758 11.8
48 | Sacramento, CA £5.661 118
4% | Yuba City, CA 8,081 11.8
47 | Andarson, SC 8,491 117
47 | indlanapolis, IN 58,167 1.7
47 | Lexington-Fayetie, KY 15,687 117
47 | Lorain-Eiyria, OH X 11,238 1.7
47 | Noew Britain, CT 8878 1.7
47 | Rochester, NY 43814 1.7
48 | Clarksville-Hopkingville, TN-KY 5,484 116
48 | Columbus, OH 680,846 11.8
48 | Kenosha, Wi 5455 116
48 | Niagara Falls, NY 4,838 11.6
48 | Wotnaster, MA 18,717 1.6

49 | Ern, PA 11,680 11.5
49 | Jackson, Mi 6,171 - 118
48 | Modesto, CA 14,418 11.5
49 | Pawiycket-Woonsocksi-Attigboro, Ri-MA 14,252 11.5
50 | Altogna, PA , 5,738 1.4
50 | Andargon, IN 5,878 11.4
80 | Dallas, TX 108,838 14.4
5 | Decatur, ik 5,244 11.4
50 | Oklahoma City, OK 41,928 114
50 i Omaha, NE 26488 11.4
50 | South Bend-Mishawaka, IN - 10,536 1.4
51 | Charlesion, WV ' 11,348 11.3
51 | Karsas Clty, MO-KS 68,065 11.3
51 | Odessa, TX 4782 1.3
8% ! Syracuse, NY 27,581 11.3
8¢ | Tyler, TX 8,418 11.3
8¢  Yakima, WA 7458 113
52 | Beaver County, PA 8,087 11.2
52 | Bergen-Passaic, NJ §1,985 1.2
52 | Fiirhburg-Leomingter, MA 4,085 1.2
52 | Las Vagas, NV 32,147 1.2
£2 | Raleigh-Durham, NC 32216 1.2
53 Huntinglon-Astiand, WV-KY-0OM 13,280 111
53 | Langing-East Lansing, MI 17,414 11.1
53 | Panama Cily, FL 8432 11.1

* Sea footnote &t end of table.
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TABLE G-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE FAMILY HOUSEHOLDERS,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990 *

[ S S

53 | Springfield, IL B,474 11.1
‘ 54 | Orandoe, FL . 44,182 11.0
| 54 | Redding, CA 6,156 11.0
| 54 | Riverside-San Bernardino, CA .o 95,348 11.0
' 54 | Scranton-Wilkes-Barre, PA 30,877 11.0
' 55 | Asheville, NC 7,717 10.9
! 55 | Kalamazoo, MI 9,124 10.9
i 55 | Steubenville-Weirton, OH-WV 6.019 10.9
f 55 | Tacoma, WA 23,397 10.9
X 55 | Tucson, AZ . 28,535 10.9
i 55 | Utica-Rome, NY 12,807 10.9
: 55 | vallejo-Fairfield-Napa, CA 16,867 10.9
] 55 | Wheeling, WV-OH 6,852 10.9
. 56 | Davenport-Rock Island-Moline, IA-IL 14,717 10.8
! 56 | Knoxvile, TN 25.685 10.8
! 56 | Lakeland-Wintar Haven, FL 16,845 10.8
) 56 | San Diego, CA 95,840 10.8
' 56 | Spokane, WA 15,285 10.8
i 66 | Wichita Falls, TX 4,889 10.8

57 | Albany-Schenectady-Troy, NY 35,933 10.7
t 57 | Canton, OH 15,969 10.7
I 58 | Amarilio, TX 7.621 10.6
' 58 | Cumbertand, MD-WV 4199 10.6
! 58 | Florence, AL 5,406 10.6
! 58 | Janesvilla-Beloit, Wi 5,539 10.6
i

IMAAVERAGE T
; 58 | Muncia, IN 10.6
! 58 | Rockford, IL 11,414 10.6
! 59 | Denver, CO 68,187 10.5
+ 59 | Evansville, IN-KY 11,410 10.5
[ 59 | Fort Worth-Artington, TX 51,990 |- 10.5
: 59 | Hickory-Morganton, NC 8,948 10.5
] 59 | Honolulu, HI 27.857 10.5
59 | Huntsville, AL ] 9,577 10.5
‘ 59 | Lima, OH 5815 10.5
59 | Santa Fe, NM 4,731 10.5
59 | Sioux City, IA-NE 4,508 10.5
‘ 59 | Topeka, KS . 6,696 10.5
60 | Hamilton-Middletown, OH 10,872 10.4
1 60 | Lubbock, TX 8,480 10.4
' 60 | Mansfield, OH 4,948 10.4
1 60 | Salinas-Seaside-Monterey, CA 11,748 10.4
‘ 60 | Stamford, CT , 8,012 10.4
60 | Tulsa, OK 28,829 10.4
. 61 | Decatur, AL : 5,069 10.3
' 61 | Fort Wayne, IN 14,015 ' 103
61 | Grand Rapids, Mt 25,174 10.3
] 61 | Jamestown-Dunkirk, NY 5,531 103
. 61 | Nassau-Suffolk, NY 88,192 103
61 | Ceala, FL 8,052 10.3
( 61 | Peoria, IL 13,324 10.3
}

. See foc}tnote at end of table.
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TABLE G-2: NIUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE FAMILY HOUSEHOLDERS,
BY METROPQLITAN AREA, 1880

R

SEEERAGRRLLIBBBAABR

San Josa, CA

Sharon, PA

Tarre Hauts, IN

Austin, TX

Charipttesvilie, VA

Orange County, NY

Phoanix, AZ

Saiem-Gloucegter, MA

Anchorage, AK

Fort Smith, AR.OK

Johnaon City-Kingsport-Brisiel, TR-VA
Kittesn-Temple, TX

Porgand, ME

Salem, OR

Fort Laugdsrdale Hollywood-Pompano Beach, FL
Glens Faily, NY

Sait Lake City-Ogdon, UT

Das Momes, 1A

Tampa-§i. Petarshurg-Clearwater, ¥,
Vancouver, WA

Williamsport, PA

Binghamton, NY

Colorado Springs, CO

Johnsiown, PA

Manchesiar, NH

Midiand, TX

Norwatk, O

Oxnami-Yanium, CA
Parkarsturg-Marofta, WV.OH
Santa Rusa-Petaima, CA
Anaheim-Santa Ang, CA
Bitlings, MT

Chico, CA

Hagerstowr:, MD
snneapolis-BL Paul, MN-W
New London-Norwich, CT
Ciympia, WA

Portiand, OR
Hichlang-Kennawick-Pasco, WA
San Franciscs, GA

Wichita, K8
Harrisburg-Lebanon -Cartisip, PA
Jotie, 4.

Sarta Cruz, CA
Waterine-Cedar Fallg, 1A
Aurora-Elgin, &

Columbia, MO

Daytona Beach, FL

Duluth, MN-WI

Fort Waiton Basch, FL,

3,814
4,745
21,285
5,668
14,6503
80,225
4335
8952
4,342
90,744
9,520
8,029
47,248
5273
62,323
18,104
21,730
12376
Bo2
5311
11,445
2,964
14,878
8081

8085

* Ses fooinole at end of table.




TABLE G-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE FAMILY HOUSEMOLDERS,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1880 "

R %* ApEIE
MBER! | PERCENT.

U

% 2

Jacksonvilie, NO _ 3,863 4.5
70 | BEugeno-Springfield, OR 10,415 84
7 | Reno, NV 3618 .4
70 | Yuma AZ ’ 3,364 3.4
71 | Abilene, TX - 4027 9.3
: 71 | Allentown-Bethleham-Easton, PA-NJ 24,164 9.3
! 7% | Ann Arbor, Mt 9721 9.3
! 71 | Monmouth-Ogean, NJ 34,012 9.3
: 71 | Poughkeepsie, NY 8.330 93
, 71 | Sania Barbara-Sania Maria-Lompoe, CA 12,072 9.3
! 72 | Boise Cly, 1D EA Y. g2
! 72 | Middlesex-Somersat-Munterdon, NJ 33,588 9.2
# 73 | Bryan-College Station, TX 3878 2.4
: 73 | Elknan-Goshen, IN ‘ 5,161 9.1
73 | Gregiey, 0O 4,320 8.1
73 | Jopdin, MO 4,825 9.1
' 73 | Madford, OR 5,208 8.1
: 73 | Malboume-Titusville-Palm Bay, FL 14,684 9.1
: 73 | Reading, PA 11,616 9.1
A 73 | Sprngfaid, MO B.499 9.1
74 | Green Bay, Wi 8,505 a0
! 74 | Soctlle, WA 70875 84
: 75 | Buriington, VT 4,300 8.9
78 | Sioux Fails, 5D 4,196 88
77 1 Lake County, IL 15,135 8.7
: 77 | Lincol, NE 7.200 87
78 | Brazotia, TX 5,506 85

; 78 | Ponsmouth-Dover-Roghester, NH-ME 72851 88
: 78 | Wast Paim Beach-Bota Haton-Delray Beach, FL 31,438 85
: 7% Bramerton, WA 5888 B85
p 79  Gedar Rapids, A 5568 B5
79 | Fort Piercs, Fl. 8,602 8.5
80 | Bradenton, FL 7,649 8.4
, 80 | Ghampaign-Urbana-Rantoul, IL 5368 84
£1 | Blaomington-Normal, 1. 3884 | - 83
' 81  Bloomingion, IN ’ 3.268 83
X 81 | Danbury, C7 5,542 8.3
. 81 | Eau {lgire, Wi 4,180 83
: 81 | Yok, PA 13.008 83
) 82 | Fort Myers-Cape Coral, FL 11,480 8.2
i 8¢ | Nashua, NH - 5344 8.2
; 83 | Fayetaville-Springdale, AR 3,513 . 84
' 84 | Bellingham, WA 3,883 8.0
l 84 | Madison, Wi ‘ 11,423 89
85 | Boulder-Longmont, 8O 6,884 73
; 85 | Fargo-Moorhead, ND-MN 4,584 7.8
% 85 | Lalayote-West Lafoyatta, IN - 3604 78
| 85 | Lancaster, PA | 11,928 79
86 Provo-Orem, UT 5473 78
i 87 | Appieton-Oshkogh-Neenah, Wi 8,895 7.7

* Sea potnote 4t ond of table,
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TABLE G-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE FAMILY HOUSEMOLDERS,
BY METROPCLITAN AREA, 18990 °

88 | Fort Colling-Loveland, CO 5158 78
£9 | Rochoster, MN

&0 | Bt Cloud, MN
81 | Sarasota, FL

MAAVERADE

92 | Wausay, Wi

93 | Napias, FL X

93 | Sheboygan, Wi 2,740 7.

84 | State College, PA 2846 8.2
* No husvand present,

Source: Gengral Population Chargcteristcs, United States, 1990 Census of Fopulation, 1892,
Washingion, RO Bureau of the Cansus,

* Sea footnote atand of tabls.
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TABLE H-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS AGED 18-24 YEARS,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1980

1| Bryan-College Station, TX 38,996 32¢
2| Bloamington, IN 31.604 290
3 | State Coflegs, PA 34,908 28.2
4| Jacksonville, NC 41,056 27.4
: 5| Latayette.West Latayetta, IN 335855 8.0
i 6 | Champaign-Urbana-Rantoul, L. 39,277 27
7 | Cotumbia, MO 24 836 224
] & | Bloomington-Normal, IL. 26,740 0.7
| 9| Gainesville, F1. 42,047 piak
10| Athens, GA 32435 268
+ 11 [Ann Ahor, Ml 55,458 188
p 12 Muncie, IN 22,738 1840
i 13/ Provo-Qrem, UT 49 555 188
, 14| Tallahasses, FL 43,683 18.7
¢ 18| Tuscaloosa, AL 28,341 17.5
! 16| Fayettevitie, NG 46,951 17.4
{ 17|Kileen-Temple, T% . £3,148 163
¢ 181 Fargo-Moorhaad, NO-MN 25,754 16.8
1 191 Charlottesvilie, VA 21,764 186
Y 1a Clarksvilie-Hopkinsville, TN-KY 28,127 16.8
. 20!Burington, VT 21,687 1858
t21iLubbock, TX 38512 8.4
. 22tlansing-East Langing, M) 70,093 16.2
23 t Madisor, W1 87832 157
. 24:ilireoin, NE 33328 158
v 25 i Kalamaroo, M 34,623 1585
28 Lawton, OK 17.280 15.5
} 26 Austin, TX 118,581 152
< 26 8L Cloud, MN 28.211 153
' 27 Fayettevilie-Springdaln, AR 17,238 152
28 Sana Barbara-Sarta Maria-Lompoe, CA 53.963 4.6
5 28 Waon, TX 27 812 14.8
{20 Bouideriongmont, CO 32,674 14.5
I 25 Las Cruces, Nm 19845 - 145
i 30 Fon Colting-Loveland, CO 26,817 143
¢80 Ralaigh-Durham, NC 108,174 143
;31 Springfieid, MO 33,683 140
i 32 Eay Claire, Wi 19,118 138
P33 0hen, CA 25,133 13.8
t 33 Notolk-Viginia Beach-Newnon Nows, VA 192,663 138
{ 34 Ters Hauts, IN 17.780 13.8
38 Golumbug, GA-AL . 2815 13.5
t 381 San Diege, CA 337,232 13.5
o35 Waterioo-Cadiar Falls, 1A 19,792 13.5
T4 35 Abllens, TX , 16,034 134
37 Cotumbia, $C 59,840 13.2
i 37 Gmeey, CO 17,400 13.2
;37 Hamditon-Middistown, OH 38,475 13.2
i 37 Lexington-Faystte, KY 45,892 132
E 38 Belingham, WA 16,739 13.1
{38 Lynchburg, VA 18,628 13,1
- 38 Salinas-Seaside-Monterey, CA 46,591 13.1
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TABLE H-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS AGED 18-24 YEARS,

BY METHOFOLITAN AREA, 1880

RS,

- _...@%fgégémm

{ hariesion, SC

Anniston, AL

Baton Rouge, LA
Syracuse, NY

Monrpe, LA
Portismouth-Dover-Rochester, NH-ME
Ananpim-Santa Ana, CA
Boston, MA

igrede, TX

Provigance, Rl

Wiimington, NG

Columbus, OM

Souilft Band-Mishawaka, iN
EiPaso, TX

Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA
Tolado, OH

Wichita Falls, TX

Brockton, MA

Cotorado Springs, CO
Greanville-Spananburg, SC
Santa Cruz, CA

Erig, PA

Negw Londan-Norwich, CT
Honoiuiy, i

Trenion, MJ

Akrar, OH

SHEIREEEELSGLGERALLBLR/0258

48 | Eugang-Springtieid, OR
4G Latayetie LA
49 Tutsoen, AZ
5G| Albany-SchenecCtady-Troy, NY
80 Lownll, MA-NH
50 | Mealien-Edinburg-Mission, TX
51 Alpany, GA
51 | Bilexi-Gullport, MS
51 | Cumberiand, MD-WV
" 87 Huntsvitle, AL
51 Qrango, Fl
£1 1 Springfald, MA
&1 Worcester, MA
Wilmington, DE-NJ-MD
Burlington, NC
Fitehburg-Laominster, MA
Greensboro-Winston-Salem-High Point, NC
Jackeon, MS
Knoxvilie, TN
Manrchester, NH
New Britain, CT
Peansacola, Fl.
Sar Antonig, TX
San Jose, CA
Tacoma, Wa
Yyuma, AZ

LEBERBBEEBHER

Té ’?68
1,080,169
75,838
15,062
23116
48,436
76,185
28,048
33069
2018
99,511
B3
72,594

170,724
66,827
12,186

130
23
2.9
127
12.8
12.8
128
12.5
12.8
125
12,53
12.4




TABLE H-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS AGED 18-24 YEARS,

BY M‘ETROPOLITAN AREA, 1980

Brownsville-Harlingen, TX
Fresno, CA

New Haven-Meriden, CT
Rochester, NY

Binghamton, NY
Houma-Thibedaux, LA
Augusta, GA-SC
Charlotte-Gastoma-F!ock Hill, NC-SC
Grand Rapids, M o
Green Bay, Wi

Jarsey City, NJ

Memphis, TN

Poughkeepsio, NY
Washington, DC-MD-VA
Appleton-Oshkosh-Neanah, Wi
Cedar Rapids, IA

Dallas, TX ,
Fort Walton Beach, FL
Jamastown-Dunkirk, NY
Montgomery, AL

Oklahoma City, OK
Savannah, GA

Utica-Rome, NY

Atlanta, GA

Dothan, AL

1983888838850 LRY

$EI099999

..__.,-

| MAJAVERAGE e

-—————

58 | Fort Worth-Arlington, TX
58| Lake County, IL
58| Nashville, TN .
Dayton-Springfield, OH
59 | Jacksonville, FL
59 | Macon-Warner Robins, GA
Marced, CA
59 | Middlesex-Somerset- Huntardon NJ
59 | New Bedford, MA -
60 | Butfalo, NY
60 | Fiorence, AL
60 | Houston, TX
60 | Orange County, NY
680 | Oxnard-Ventura, CA
. 60| Phoenix, AZ
« 61| Anchorage, AK
" 61 |Bromanon, WA
Das Mcines, 1A
61| Fall River, MA-RI
61| Florence, SC
61| Hagerstown, MD
. B1|Lancaster, PA
' 61| Litle Rock-North Littla Rock, AR
! 61| Richmond-Petersburg, VA
Sioux Falfs, SD
61| Spokane, WA
62 | Albuguerque, NM

—-

h
w

— ——
[ £4]
[T+ ]

N
-

(=2}
—

145,194
56,290
107,368
102,737
97,927
30,359
19,268
110,142
18,968
103,633
14,052
333,307
32,918
71,585
227,065
23,992
20,111
41,650
16,671
12,120
12,868
44,819
54,390
91,758
13,124
38,305
50,461

10.6
10.6
10.8
10.6
10.5

R [y Ay




TABLE H-1:

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PEHSONS AGED 18-24 YEARS,
BY METROPOQLITAN AREA, 1990

T
\ETROPOLITAN'AREA (MA): 4

NUMBE

AN
PERCENTS

22RREOBEBCEEBRBBIVIRIRBAND

MAAVERAGE

Chicago, IL
Harrisburg-Lebanon-Carlisle, PA
Huntington-Ashland, WV-KY-OH
Johnson City- ngspon-anstol TN-VA
New York, NY
Pawtucket-Woonsocket-Attleboro, RI-MA
Portland, ME

Reng, NV

Sacramento, CA

Amarillo, TX

Anderson, IN

Baltimore, MD
Hickory-Morganton, NC
Oakland, CA .

Philadsiphia, PA-NJ
Riverside-San Bernarding, CA
Salt .ake City-Ogden, UT
Scranton-Wilkes-Barre, PA
Stockton, CA

Alexandria, LA

Flint, Mi

Kenosha, Wi

Nassau-Suffolk, NY

New Orleans, LA

Sharnn, PA
Bridgeport-Milford, CT
Cincinnati, OH-KY-IN
Elkhart-Goshen, IN

Lake Charles, LA

Las Vegas, NV

Lorain-Elyria, OH |

Omaha, NE

Tyler, TX
Vineland-Millville-Bridgeton, NJ
Visalia-Tulare-Porterville, CA
Chatianooga, TN-GA

Duluth, MN-WI

Glens Falls, NY

Milwaukee, Wi
Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN-WI
Newark, NJ

Bakearsfield, CA

Corpus Christi, TX

Detroit, MI

Hartford, CT

Miami-Hialeah, FL

Mobile, AL

Reading, PA

Saginaw-Bay City-Midland, M|
Salem, OR
Vallgjo-Fairfield-Napa, CA
Yuba City, CA

637,347
61,739
32,816
45,785

897,419
34,585
22,605
26,740

185,516
19,505
13,680

247,746
23,057
216,623
505,116
269,234
111,512
76,354
49,985
13,550
44,337
13,203
268,749
127,598

12,463
45,260
148,170
15,932
17,150
75,629
27,655
63,063
15,434
14,081
31,816
43,754
24,237
11,972
144,647
248,877
184,256
54,348
34,989
438,230
76,784
193,709
47,692
33,652
39,832
27,802
45119

12,264

gziede1s)

10.5
10.5

10.0
10.0
10.0
10.0
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Tﬁsﬁl.ﬁ H-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PEASONS AGED 18-24 YEARS,
BY METROP{}«EJ}”AN AREA, 1980

ETROPOLITANAREA (MA

JEp——

ZREBIBIZERRBRTEREE

= e o e

+
+
4
b
L]
i
1
i
;r
i

L Y

L E e

Allantowrn-Bathighem-EBaston, PA-NJ
Andarson, 5C
Atiantic City, NJ
Birmingham, AL
indianapotis, IN
Joliet, it

Jopiin, MO

Panama City, FL
Williamsport, PA
York, PA
Aurera-Eigin, iL
Patte Croak, Ml
Boisa City, 1D
Decatur, AL

Fort Wayns, IN
Janegvilo-Beloil, Wi
Longview-Marshal, TX
Muodesto, CA
Paoria, IL

Saattio, WA
Stwaveport, LA
Yakima, WA
Benton Harbor, M
Borgen-Fassaic, NJ

MAAVERAGE

Gary-Hamenond, N
Niagarg Falis, NY
Pascagoula, MS

Haoanoke, VA
Salem-Gloucester, MA
Watarbury, U7

E\fmﬁﬁle, IN-BCY s
Lawrgnee-Havernill, MA-NKM
Lima, OH

Louigvilg, KY-IN

Odassa, TX

San Francson, A

Sipux City, IA-NE

Tuisa, OK

Wichits, K8

Brazora, TX
Davenpore-Rock Island-Maling, tA-fl,
Daytona Beach, Fl,
Jackson, Mi

Reckforg, L.

81, Louis, MO-IL

Ashavitia, NC
Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX
Fort Smith, AR-OK :
Mansfigid, OM

Muskegon, Mi

Pasburgh, PA

Canton, OM




TABLE H-1; NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS AGED {8-24 YEARS,
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1920

74 | Danbury, CT ' 17,472 a3
74 | Decatur, ik 18,800 8.3
74| Miami-Fon Laudercale, Fi ‘ 296,510 3.3
74| Nashua, hip 18,752 8.3
24 Qlympia, WA 14,985 9.3
741 Pitshurgh-Boaaver Valloy, PA 208,588 93
74 1 Foriand, OR 115,305 843
74 Wausay, Wi 10,732 4.3
75| Altosas, PA ] 12,010 32
75| Clavealang, O 168,483 8.2
75| Danville, VA 3,001 9.2
75: Gaiveston-Texas Clty, TX 20,001 8.2
75| Kansas City, MOKS 144,098 9.2
75| Lakgtang-Winier Haven, FL 37,285 2.2
75 | Parkersburg-Marietta, WV-OH 13,724 8.2
75| Puable, 80 1.3 - 82
75 | Rochaster, MN 8,785 82
75 Texarkans, TX-Toxarkana, AR 11052 82
75 i Topaka, KS 14,850 9.2
76| Danver, CO 147,691 .1
76 | Stoubenville-Weirton, OH-WV 12,970 81
77 [ Johnstown, PA - 21,718 a0

77 i Raving, W . i .
77 Wheseling, WV-Oi 14,337 2.0
77 | Youngstown-Warren, OH 44,336 4.0
78| Bilings, MY 10,094 88
78! Richland-Kennawick-Pasco, WA 13.383 89
78, Santa Rosa-Pewluma, CA 34,552 8.9
78| Maboume-Titusville-Palm Bay, FL 35,110 8.8
78| Vancouver, WA 20,043 28
B0 | Bheboygan, Wi 9,037 87
81 | Monmauth-Ocgan, NJ 84,824 88
81 | Bpringtisid, It o 18301 88
81| Stamfpr, O7 17,420 88
81 Tampa~-St. Petersburg-Clearwater, FL 177,844 4.8
82 | Boaver County, PA 15818 a3
82 Charleston, WY 21,289 85
B2 Medford, OR 12,443 a5
B2 | Midiand, TX 8,062 85
82! Norwalk, T , 19827 85
83 Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood- Pompano Baach, FL 162,880 8.2
84 Rexing, CA 11,810 8.1
84 Sana Fe, NM T 8,480 8.1
85 Naplas, FL 11,864 78
86 Cala, FL 15002 7.7
87| West Paim Bsach-Boca Raton-Dalray Beach, FL, 64,784 75
88| Bradenion, ¥l : 18,485 73
88 Font Myers-Céape Coral, Fl. 24,483 73
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TABLE H-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS AGED 18-24 YEARS,
BY ?EYQOFQLIT AN AREA, 1980

? 88| Fort Pierca, FL. 18,328

| MATAVERAGE
R - Sarasota, FL

Source: General Population Characteristics, United States,
1990 Cansus of Population, 1892, Washingtars, DC:
Bureau of tha Cengus.
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TABLE H-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE QF PERSONS IN CENTRAL PLACES,

8Y URBANIZED AREA, 1980

ST

37

Duiuth, 8N-W
Columbla, MO
Oothan, AL

Visalia, CA

Topeka, KS

£l Paso, TX

Wichita, KS§

Albany, GA
Montgomery, Al
Salinas, CA

Santa Fo, NM
Springtialg, MO
Huntsvilie, AL
Bellingham, WA
Farge-Moorhaad, ND-MN
Dacatur, iL

Lithe Roch-North Litile Rock, AR
Chariots, NC

Marcad, CA

Lagwton, QK
Manchastar, NH
Champaign-Urbana, IiL
Vingland-Miivilla, N

RANIC A
1] Anchorags. AK 221 BR3 100.0
11 8loux Falls, 80 100,814 100.0
2: Bryan-College Station, TX 107458 g3.4
3| Amariis, TX 157,618 828
4] Lincoln, NE 191,872 - 99.7
81iaredo, TX 122 899 39.4
81 Lexinglon-Fayetis, KY 218,825 882
7| Lubhock, TX 186,206 951
7 Wichita Falig, TX 98,250 29.1
8 Aullang, TX 108,684 88.9
Q[ Janasviile, W! £2.133 g8.4
10 HLongmant, CO 51,855 98.3
111 Shraveport, LA 251248 98.0
12 | Danviile, VA 53,058 427
12 | Bloamington-Nomal, it 81,885 977
131 Fart Stith, AR-OK 91,870 97.2
13 Midiand, TX 85,443 872
13 | Hagerstown, MD-PA-WNY £8,226 gro
14| Fitchburg-L.eominster, MA 79,339 98.5
15 Fayetoville-Springtiale, AR 72,040 982
181 Rochester, MN 70745 ag2
16| Compus Chrstl, TX 257,453 854
17 Tyler, TX 75,450 94.7
18 Grasnshoro, NG 183,51 844
16} Waterioo-Cedar Faijtg, (A 100,785 431

817
87.3
87.3
889
868
86.8
B6.6
86.4
85.7
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TABLE H- Z NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSDNS IN CEM’R&L PLACES,

BY URBANIZED AREA, 1980

ARZBEBEANUBRALTH.

E3
&3
84
68
66
67
68
89

Kanosha, Wl

Jacksonvilla, FL.

Bloomingtan, IN

Redding, CA

Springlieid, 4.

Graelay, CO

Naghviils, TN

Bouider, 0O

Brownsvills, TX

Sioux City, IA-NE-SD
Texarkang, TX-Texarkana, AR
Eugene-Springfield, OR
Evanasvilla, IN-KY
Norfolk-Virginia Baach-Newpert News, VA
Fort Colling, OO

San Antonio, TX

Aystin, TX

Macon, GA

Nachua, NH

Sheboygan, Wi
Richland-Kennawick- Pasce, WA
Muncig, IN

Stockton, CA

Arderson, iN

Takanassee, FL )
indiznapolis, iN v

Cedtar Rapids, 1A
Colorade Springs, CO
Springfisid, OM
Odessa, TX
Columbus, GA-AL
Magison, Wi

Frasno, CA

Yuma, AZ-CA
Abuguengue, NM
Memphis, TN-AR-MS
Tuigsa, OK

70| Clarksville, TN-KY
| | Dacatur, AL

Phoeanix, AZ

a8 Grucas, NM

Boise City, 1D

Yore Hauts, IN

Tuscaloosa, Al

Latayetts, LA

Noraalk, CT

Now Badlord, MA '
Waco, TX

{maha, NE-IA

1 Modesto, CA

Eau Claire, W
Utica-Roms, NY

8& 835
173,198
191262
3542062

54823
384,736
638,598
367,302

75,454

48.761

1,536,559

62,128
128,738

57,483

77.758

94 449

7890

89,922
103,580
340,110
184,730

86,856
111,708

76.7

?33
748
748
7a.1
728
71.9
nas
71.8
M7
714
768
705




TABLE H-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS IN CENTRAL PLACES,

BY URBANIZED AREA, 1990

Madford, OR

Provo-Orem, UT

Tutson, AZ

Fort Wayne, iN
Lafayeite-West Lafayets, IN
Savannah, GA

Aacine, Wi

Satem, O

Batlls Croeiq M
Elkhart-Gashen, IN

Toiade, OH-MI

Joplin, MGy

Ralgigh, NC

Jackson, MS

Altoona, PA

Davenpon-Rock istand-Mofing, 1Al
Portsmouth-Dover-Rochestar, NH-ME
Lynchburg, VA

Gainesvilie, FL

100 | Lansing-k:ast Lansing, Mi

100 Rockiord, 1L

101 | Columbus, O

102 | McAllan-Edinburg-Miasion, TX
103 | Lima, OH

104 | Mansfigid, OM

105 8t Cloud, MN

BURBRLRLRLLBBLBARER

L)
@

106 Das Moines, A

107 Oulahoma City, OK
108 Mobile, AL -

1039 Wausauy, Wi

110 Steuhanvile-Waeirton, OH-WV-PA
111 State Coliage, PA
112 Spokane, WA

113 Aeno, NV

114 Athons, 8A

115 Yakima, WA

115 South Band-Mishawaika, IN-MI
118 Waterbury, {7

116 Bigin, it

117 Ocala, FL

118 Erdp, PA

119 Paoria, Ib

120 Balon Rougs, LA
121 Chariotiosville, VA
122 Groen Bay, Wi

125 Lake Charlas, LA
124 | Dallas-Fort Worth, TX
125 | Housion, TX

125 San Jose, CA

126 | Sania Rosa, CA

127 | Honcluiu, M)

127 | Stamford, CT-NY

46,851
154,383
A08.281
1734072

§3.871
137,560

B4,268
147,786

83339

£7 424
J3z848

40,981
207 851
1968637

51,8814
178,648

T1.587

86,048

84,770
177,998
139,426
832,910
175,480

45,5448

50,627

48,812

1.870, 847
1.894,403
837,806
113,313
365,272
108,056
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TABLE +-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS IN CENTRAL PLACES,

BY URBANIZED AREA, 1990

127
128
125
130
131
1432
133
134
138
138
137
138
139
144
141
142
143
144
145
148
147
148
148
148
149}

4
150
151
152
153
154
155
158
166
156
152
157
158
159
159
180
161
1682
163
164
145
165
166
167
168
156

Wiimington, RC

Fiorence, SC

Knoxvilig, TN

Roanoke, VA

Worcaster, MA-CT

Fort Myers-Cape Coral, FL
Fordtang, ME

Budington, NC

Akron, OH

New Britain, CT

Florenca, Al

$San Diego, CA

Hamilton, OH

Aurora, L.

New York, NY-Northeastern NJ

Chattansoga, TN-GA
Lawrence-Haverhill, MA-NH
Kansas City, MO-KS
Springfisid, MA-CT

Antierson, SC

Saginaw, Mt

Marirne, LA
Allaniown-Bgihlehem-Easton, PA-NJ
Aries Arhor, M

Kalamaron, Mi
Oxnargd-Vanture, A
Blioxi-Gutilport, MS

Jdackson, M

Birrringham, Al

Laksiang, FU

Now Orleans, LA

Chicage, i

Canton, OH

Sarta Barbara, CA

HMouma, LA
Hurdington-Ashiand, WV-KY-0OH
Kikean, TX

Jodief, i

Busington, VT

Fascagoula, MS
Albany-Scheneciady-Troy, NY

92,788
174,101
48,188
127,991
103,439
85,585
685,048
61,607
31,933
88914
55,530
20,812
185,121
96,397
169,759
118215
64,358
49,498
279,477
75.491
36,426
1,218,567
€1,368
99,581
8,243,008

1740
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TABLE H-2; NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS IN CENTRAL PLACES,

BY URBANIZED AREA, 1930

178

181
182
183
184
188
186
167
163
189
180

Cumbertand, MD-WY
Grand Rapids, Mt

Fiint, M ‘

Los Angsles, CA

New Longnn-Norwich, CT
Syracuse, NY

Reading, PA

Hew Haven-Marigen, CT
Spartanbury, 8C

Whaeling, WV-OH
Poriand-Vancouver, OR-WA
Buffaln-Miagara Falls, NY
Youngstown-Wamen, OH
Hickory, NC

Louisvillg, ICY-R
Phitadalphia, PA-NJ
Maboume Palm Bay, FL
Anniston, AL

Baltimorg, MD

Muskegon, Mi

Bagramento, CA

San Franciscen-Qakland, CA
Rochaster, NY
Providenca-Pauiucket, RIWMA
Las Vegas, NV

Tampa-$t. Ferarsburg Ligarwater, FL

191
182
192
193

195
196
197
1988
195
209
200
200
201
202
203
204
265
208
207

209
210
218
21
211

Yuba City, OA

Tacoma, WA

Sealtis, WA

Olympia, WA
Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN
Ghariaston, WY
Richmand, VA

Bosion, MA

Bramerton, WA
Binghamton, NY
Hartford-Micidietown, CT
Riverside-San Bemardino, GA
Miami-Hialoah, F1.
Scranton-Witkes-Barre, PA
Panama Cliy, FL

Sharon, PAGH

Sants Gnuz, CA

Datroit, ki

Fayatteviiie, NC

Denver, GO

Clevelang, OH
Cincinnal, OH-KY ]
Trenton, NJ-PA

Dayton, OH

Jacksonviie, NG

York, PA

1,703,818
122,278
26623
736,014
40,283
414,050
1,384,865
23’ ;638
315632
258,054
617,428
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TABLE H-2:

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS IN CENTRAL PLACES,

BY URBANIZED AREA, 1990

;;;5

| HAAVERAQE”

212{ Colurabia, SC

St Louis, MO-IL

Fart Piercy, FL

L.ancasier, PA

Paytona Beach, FL

Fort L&uﬁerdaée—ﬁallmad—?nmpam Beack, FL,
Glens Falls, NY

Pitisburgh, PA

Greanvile, SC

Washingtarn, DC-MB-VA

Penaarsia, Fl

Atlantia City, NJ

Beonton Habaor, M .

West Paim Beach-Hoca Raten-Delray Beach, Fl
Sarasota-Bradenton, Fl,
Napies, i

Chariesion, SC

Atlanta, GA

Salt Lake City, UT
Poughkoepsie, NY

Fort Walion 8each, FL
Ortands, FL

Wimington, DENJ-WD-PA
Augusts, GA-SC

B R ¥

[ .

L

Soures: {General Popuistion Charactaristics, Urbanized Arsgs, 1990 Census
of Population, 1992, Washington, DC: Bureau of the Census.,
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PREFACE

Since the introduction of the President’s first National Drug
Control Strategy in 1589, the American public has substantially
raducad 1ts cocalne use. According to the National Household
Survey on Drug Abuge, £.42 million Americans used cocaine at lsast
once in 1988. By 1991, this figure had declined by over 25
percent. This decline wag even more pronounced among
adolescents, whose use of cocaine fell by almost 63 percent,

Degpite these gaing, there remains a persistent, hard-core group
of cocalne users, who have not responded to conventipnal anti-
drug approaches. We estimate that there were approximatrely Z.1
million hard~cure cocaine users in 1991, an increase of 9 parcent
from 1990, For these users, cocaine use is 8 compulsion that
costs thougands of dollars per year and produces a myriad of
complications, including a disrupted family life, reduced sarning
power, degraded health, and trouble with the law. :

Cocaine's strong physiclogical and psychological effects promote
continuing uge., Tha intense sensation of cocaline euphorias alone
is a2 compelling behavioral reinforcement. The depression and
fatigue ssgociarad with cessation following an extended perioed of
consumption encourages additional use to relleve gsymptous,

Haavy cocaine users have great difficulyy breaking this cycle of
use. Reducing the numbar of heavy Cocaineg users <continues to
challenge medical professionals, law enforcement officisls, and
governnent pelicy makers,

1f we are to make progress in reducing the number of heavy
cocasine users, we must better understsarngd the characteristics of
thig group and how they differ from other drug usera. This
raport describes the demougraphic charactarigtics of the heavy
uger. It also provides useful information about their drug
congumption patterng, their involvement with the criminal Justice
systam, and thé special health problemg they face.

Since no one national survey on drug abusse provides enough
information to develop a completa profile of the drug using
population, the analysias draws upon informatvion from four
gseparate dara sources. These sources depict drug use by
housaholders, arrestess, hard-core streat sddicts, and those who
roquisre emeargency medical services.

Uging these data sources, the analysis found that heavy cocalne
users are twice as lLikely to be men as they are o be women: that
minority group membsrs are overreprasented among tha heavy users;
that a large percentage are unamployed and exist on msrginal
incomas: and, that most heavy users live in urban arsass.
Addirionally, the report found that most heavy cocsine users
supplement thair cocains usze with alcohol, ssdatives, marijuana,
heroin, and amphetamines: that many of the heavy users have
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recent inveolvement with the criminal justice system: that a good
pertion of the heavy cocaine users have poor health: and, that
many exhibit behaviors that put them at risk for HIV infecrtion,
principally by injecting drugs, ]

The National Drug Control Strategy promotes programs that seek to
limitv the availabllity of drugs and mitigate the harmful effecis
of drug use., It suppores effective cutreach programs, like the
National AIDS Demonstration Regearch Project, which have proven
affective in getting heavy users, particularly those who iniect,
into drug treatment. In addition, it will continue to pursue
efforty that seek to improve the overall effesctiveness of drug

treatment sc that relapgss, which often ocours after clients leave
tregatment, is minimized.

The Strategy also will continue to support efforts to develop
medications that will aid in the treatment of cocaine addiction.
And most importantly, the Strategy will continue to follow
policies that expand the capacity of the National treastment
system so that all those who need and can benefit from traazmant
have the opporrtunity to receive it.

DR, LEE P, BROWN
Director, Qffice of National
Prug Contzol Policy

o



Introduction

Cocaine use expleoded in American sociery in the 1870s and
early 1980s -« inereasing from five million Americans who
reported ever using cocaineg in 1974 o 22 wmillion just eight
years later.' 7This unprecedented incresse was further fueled in
the 1880s by the appearance of a highly potant, inexpensive,
smokable form of cocaine--crack.

Since the Navion intensified its war on drugs in the
mid-~1980s, Americans have hardened their attitudes against
islicit drug use, and thé appeal of ¢OCcaine to mOgt users has
diminished. In fact, since 1988, there are almost 2 million
fewer cocaine users.’ .

$till, a core of heavy cocaine users remains.’ For these
people, cocaine use is a compulsion costing them thousands of
dollars a year and producing a myriad of complications, including
disrupted family life, reduced earning power, degrsded health,
ang trouble with the law. Thedir use also craates costs o
society because they ¢log the criminal justice system, sometimes
overwhelm local drug treatment programs, and force the public
health and welfare systems to cope with the unfortunate
congequences of drug use.

‘ These data are derived from {ocaine Use in Amevirca: Epidemiolegic and
Gilnical FPerspectives, ed. B, Kozel and E. Adams, NIDA Research Honograph 81

{Bockville: Dapartment of Health and Human Sevvigces, L%9835).

? according to the National Household Survey on Drug Abuse (NHSDA), Main
Findings 3988 Table 2.1, 8.7 million Amerizans used coszaine gt some time
during 1388, According to tabulagions of the 19%) NHSDA, performed by Abt
Associstes, 6.1 million Americans used c¢ocaine at some time during 19%1.

} Heavy uaers are thuse who consisientiy used cocalrie at least once a week in the prier {2
month period. Exgiuded from this group are those who are recent initiates. more aporadic users.
and those who have experimenied with tut have since stopped using cocaine. Because of the
consistent sonsumption patkern implied by this defisution. heavy users would be vulnerable to
cocaine’s psvchological and physiological attractions and. unless the quantities consumesd each
time were very small, (o 1% financial demands,



Who Are the Heavy Cocaine Users?

' Four dats sources were used in this report: the National
Household Survey on Drug Abuss {(NHSDA), Narional AIDS
Demonstration Research (NADR) Project, The Drug Use Forecasting
{DUF) Program, and the Drug Abuse Warning Network (DAWN). A
discussion of these sources ingluding thelr limitavions osn be
fcun& at Appendix A.

i Because using cocaine is illegal, users are generslly
gvasive when asked about vtheir drug~using behavieor. Thus, any
profile of heavy users drawn from national survey data is
imperfect at hest. When national survey data are combined with
data based upon criminal justice and health care system

enawunters however, a fairly reliable profile ©f heavy cocaine
?s&rs emerges. '

4
¥

The lure of cocaine

Cocaine use is highly reinforcing. It is a drug that, given
unlimited ac¢cess, laboratory animals will select over food ~~
naazly to the point of starvavion.® Because ¢f cocaine’s
p&warfully reinforoing capabilities, users are prone to binges,
consuming large guantities over short periods of tima. The binge
is characteristically followed by a "crash,” or depression, which
encourages further use of Ccocaine or ctharAﬁrugs to alleviate
discomfore.

] Heavy cocaine use is also expensive. Heavy users among
arrestees claimed o spend $100 to 300 & week on cocsine:® those
who admitred both heavy heruin and cocaing usa clsimed to gpend
about 5450 a week on drugs.® Heavy users who answered the 1891
NHSDA claimed to spend just under $100 per week on cocaine.
Escalating use may lead users to divery income from other needs,

h

. * 1.6, Aigner and R.L. Balster, "Choice Behavicr in Rhesus Monkeys:
Cocaine versus Food.* Science, 201 (1978):534-535, For further discussion of
tocaxﬁa studies in animais see Chris Johanson, "Assessment of the Depondence
??cent¢az ef Cocaine in Animals,” in Cocaine; Pharmacology, Effecte and
Traacment of Abuse, ed. J. Grabowski, NIDa Reszearch Monograph 58, {Rockville:
Deparument of Health and Human Services, 1984).

* pased on the 19%0 DUF data, 3100 is the median response from
respondents who admitted using cocaine on 11 te 20 days per wonth during which
they did roz also use heroin on 10 or more days; $300 is the median response
for those who used cocaine on 21 or move days.

: : :
) ¢ Agrording to DUF data. arresiees who used both heroin and cocatne on 11-20 days per
month spend a median amount of about S300 per week on drugs. Those whu use both drugs on
21 or more cays perinont; spend S600 peér week.

; )
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including family expenses and health maintenance. Intensified
use may also increéasingly disrupt a conventional life-style,
compounding the difficulty ¢f racovery from compulsive use. For
those with limited resources, crime may ultimately become 8 means
to sfford Adrugs.

Number of Heavy Cocaine Users

THe NHSDA excludes those who are not homeless but whose
residentisl ties are To0 ungtable for them to be counted as part
wf a household, and these who, if part of a houseghold are
unlikely t0 answer surveys. However, this papulation is well
represented in dats collected by the DUF. Although 1t i3 true
that not all heavy druyg users are arrested at some time in their
drug-using careers, a large proportion sre, 50 the ¢riminal
justice system provides wvaluable supplemental dacrs when counting
heavy drug users.’

Converting the DUF data into estimates of heavy drug users
throughout the criminal justice system required adopting
assumptions about how the arrest procgss works and then applying
mathematical models and statistical analysis. Methods for making
that conversion have been described elsewhere.®

Afvar applying those conversign methods, we derived a2
composite estimate of the number of ceogaine usears by adding
estimates from the Household Survey t0 estimates £rom DUF, and
then subtracting the overlap. We egtimsted there were over 2.1
million heavy cocaine users in 1991, and the number of heavy
users has c¢hanged little over the last four years {see Table 1}.
There were an estimated 5.5 million casual users, and their
numkbers have declined since 1988,

" See the ciscussion of criminal justice involvement, pg 12.

" The methodology is described in W. Rhodes, "Synthetic Estimation
Appiied 2o the Prevalence of Drug Use." Journal of Drug Issues {in press).

3
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$ TABLE 1

{ Estimated Number of Heavy and Casual Users of

\ Cocaine 1988-1991

i 1988 1989 1990 1991

NHEDA

Cocaine )

f o Hesvy 484,148 776,768 668,328 €28,000
 Casual 7,347,000 6,466,000 5,585,000 5, 440,000
'f‘

DUF .

Cocaine '

i Heavy 1,587,052 1,884,778 1.%61,391 1,790,546
i N

CbM?GSZTE

Cocaine

t Heavy 2,082,322 2,334,509 . 1,965,544 2,142, 597
} Casgual 7,347,000 £,466, 000 8,585,000 %, 440,000
i .

Saurces: HHESDA 1988, 1990, 19%1: LUF 1988, 1989, 1990: iniform.Crime

j Kepar»s 1935 2939 199%

The demographics of heasyy users

4+ v

i As discussed above. the NHSDA identifies few heavy cocaine
usars and those whe are identified differ in some respects from
thmsa found in the populations sampled for DUF, NADR and DAWN
{see Table 2}.° In the DUF data, the heavy cocaine users are
arrestees; in NADR, they are likely to be heavy drug users who
ara net in treatment and who are injecting drugs: in tha DAWR
data, the heavy cogaine users have sought emergency medical
zraatmeﬁt‘ Neverthelass, the profiles of heavy cocsine users
vased on each of these data sources are similar, although the
degree to which characterigtics are axhibitaﬁ is less pronounced
in the NHSDA.

’ As Table 2 indicates, heavy cocaine users are twige as
lxkely to be men than they are to be women., Blacks and Hispanics
arg overrgpresented among heavy users. Fewer than one-quarter
?;ve with a spouse or other partner. About 75 pergent of the
heavy users identified in the NHEDA live in urban areas with
populations in excess of 250,000. The NADR, DUF and DAWN samples

are alsc drawn £rom urban populations,
i

i

| ®* These four samples are not equivalent. They are not demographically
matched nor have they been derived using The zame level of pracision. They are
presented here for deserigtive purpeses only.

i
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Alrhough all heavy users identified in these data sets have
similar ¢haracteristics, those in the non-NHSDA samples show
+<arger concentrations of Blacks and many more unemployed persons.
Only 25 percent of the NHSDA sample of heavy users are unemploved
compared with 71 percvent and 27 pearcent in the DUF and NADR
samples respectively.® Only 31 percent of the NADR population
hold full~ or part~time iobs {see Figure 1). Heavy cocaine users
in the mon-NHSDA samples’™ are also older and less educaved, on
average, than the NHSDA population of heavy users.

ety SaTue
W T O
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Figure 1

As these data show, a large percentage of heavy users are
unenployed and axist on marginal incomes. However, heavy cocaine
use iz found at higher sociceconomic levels as well, Data from
the NHSDA show that 3 percent of the heavy users sre college
graduates, 20 percent live in a household where the primary wage
sarner holds a professional or managerial position, and 5§ percent
earn over $30,000 per year. More than half are full-~time or
part-time workers, angd 17 percent are elther homemakers or adults
gnraolled in schooel.

19 pespondents are ouzside of rhe labor forca if they are unemployed,
revired, rely on welfare, or engage in illegal activities as their primary
mesns of suppers,

' The QUF population iz rastricted to adults, as juveniles have separats
pooking facilicies.



TABLE 2

" CHARACTERISTICS OF CABUAL AND HEAVY COCAINE USERS

!

b ' CASUAL’
RACE |
Black ' i3 %
White : 75
Hispanio g
Other . 2
{Bubtoral } - {100%)
EMPLOYMENT STATUS
FT ar PT Employment 54 %
Cut of the Labor Force’ 21

In S¢hool, Homamaker,
eisabzad Retired,Orher 15

‘iSuhtaral} £100%;
1
INCOME LESS THAN 859.000 42 %
LIVE IN URBAN AREAR
{»250,000) 70 %
AGE i
12-17 5 %
L1828 36
' 26~ 34 31
35+« 28
HSubtatal ) £ 100%})
!
EDUCATION
1217 Years Olds 3%
< High 3g¢hool Diploma 22
2 High School Dipioma 73
{Bubtotal)} {100%)
MARRIED OR COMMON LAW 33 %
SEX |
Male 66 %
Female 34
1i5&bt¢tali {1008%)

4
Total Heasvy Cosaine
Users %n Sample

NHSDA*

33 %

42

21

3
{100%;

38 %
25

17
{100%)

S0 %
75 %

7 %
3¢&
40
17

{100%)

7 %
44
49

{100%;

20 %
56 %

44
(100%)

N=625, 000"

DUF?

67 §
20
12
(4
{100%)

24 %
71

o
{ 100%)

83 %

A,

(%)
27
48
25

{100%)

75 %
25
{100%)

2 %

63 %
37
(100%)

N=3,621

NADR®

36 %

18

24

2
{100%)

31 %
57

12
(100%)

-

-

(*) %
i3
46
33
{100%)

56 %
44
{100%)

e - -

71 %
29
{ 100%;

Ne34,000

nawN®

58 %
33
(%)

9

(100%)

-

66 %

N=8Q, 3355

“ote: Detail may not add to total due To rounding.
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These middle-class users are much less likely to appear in
the other three data files, of course, because they are unlikely
to be homaelasgs, sre bettar able toc avopid contact with the law,
and are more likely to seek medical sttantion through private
physicians than through emergency rooms,*?

In shore, all four data sets provide a glimpse of specific
segments of the larger population of heavy cocaine ugsers. The
characreristics and behaviors of heavy drug users smay not be
reflected accurately in the NHSDA because heavy users often do
not live in permanent housing: nanetheless, the NHSDA captures
that segment of heavy users who live in households. The heavy
cocaine usars who are reached by the NHSDA have characteristics
that are similar to but less pronounced than thoae of heavy users
described using DUF, NADR, and DAWN.

Although drug usars are often characrarized in terams of
their drug of preference (heroin addicts, ¢ocaine usgers), few
heavy users consume only one drug, even when drug preference is
strongly driven by physiological dependence. Heavy users of
cotasine arg most often polydrug users {see Table 3). They
fragquently wse alcohol, mariiuans, hercin and sedatives, or other
drugs to cffgat thae rush associated with heavy cocaine use and 1o
ease the aftermath or "crashing*® phanomenon,®

Cocaine may also not ba the primery drug of abuse even among
those who use 1t regularly. Many daily heroin users add a
substantial amount of cocaine in what one haroin addict refarred
o as a "bonus, ™ in an injected combination known as a
‘"speedball.” Sixty-nine percent of the NADR sample of heavy
cocaine users also use heroin, and 41 percant report daily heroin
use. Twenty-six percent of the heavy cocaine users in the DUF
sample are current hercin users, and 16 percent of them use
heroin datily.

Alcohol is the most often used companion drug for heavy
cocaline usars. A guartar of the heavy cocaine users in the NHSDA
sample and over half in the NADR sample are also freguent

1 Middle-income snd low.income drug users are probably equally likely co
seek emergency room rraatment for acuze reactions. Newvertheless, in 1990,
avout half of all smergency room contacts wers dus o "chranic effects.”
"withdrawal, ™ or "resking detoxificarcion™ (DAWN 183G, Table 2.16). It might
be assumed that msiddle-class users would bs more likely to seek medical care
from privace physicians and frem clinics for these non scuts health problems,

3 . Strug et al.. "Patterns of Cocatne Use among Methadone Cllientcs,”
International Journsl of rhe Addicrions, Vol, 20, Ne. 8 (1983):1171.

* D. Hunt et al., "The Costly Bonus: Cocaine Relaved Crime among
Methadone Treatment Clients,* Advances in Alcohol and Substance Abuse, Vol.
16, No. 2 (1987):107-122.
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%rimkars. ¥hile not shown in this table, data Indicate that
cocaine users consume more alcohol than those who abstain from
using cocaine. Fifteen percent of the heavy cocaine users in the
NHSDA drank five or more drinks on at least 10 of the prior 30
days compared with 16 percent of the moderate users and only 2
percent uf the cocains abstainers.

ariwinalfj §§;§§‘§xafem

Research has shown ng inexorable iink between drug use and
criminal activity (beyond illicit drug uge ). Many drug users

commit no other crimes and many c¢riminals do not congume drugs.
However, studies have found that criminal activity escalates
during periods of intensified drug use and declines during
periods when drug users are in treatment. These associations sre
particularly prowminent for hesvy users of heroin and cocaine.'*
DUF data point to the strong associstion between

criminal activity and the use of cocatne: roughly 30 percent of
‘arrestess have urine tests that are positive for aoaaina.*
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A, Brtween [ N1J Reseazch
in Brief, February laas ¥, R Chaiken and B.D. Johnsoa‘ ﬁhurac:erigazca of
‘Digfarent ITypes of gggg»lnvulvaé Difenders, NI1J Issuss and Practices Report
J(NCJ 10B560), Fabruary 1988.

=£ 18 Ses M. Tonry and J. Wilsen {eds.), Druzs and Crime, (Chicags:
iﬁniversity of Chicago Press, 1989) for a review of che research in this ares.
; " This is a national estimate based on DUF data from 22 cities. For
details on how the percentage was derived, see V. Khudca* “Synthetic
iEsczma:ion Applisd to the Prevalence of Drug Use," Journal of 18 Jasues {in
yrTess;, .
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TABLE 3
PERUENTAGE OF HEAVY COCAINE USERS
WHO CONSUME SELECTED OTHER DRUGS

NHEDA' LyE’ NADR'

HERQIN

Any Past Month Use &% 26% £3%

2 Weexly® (* 20 58

Daily (*) 16 41
SEDATIVES/TRANQUILIZERS “

Any Past Month Use 7 10 27
2 Weekly (*) 3 13

Daily (%) 1 8
STIMULANTS /AMPHETAMINES

Any Pest Month Use & 3 15

> Weekly {*) ! 7

Daily {3 (* vl
PLP .

Any Past Month Use 1 3 7

> Weekly {*) i 2

Datily (%) *) *)
HALLUCINOGENS

Any Past Month Use 7 1 g

2 Weekly 1 (*} 2

Daily {*; *) (*)
MARTIIUVANR

Any Past Month Use 54 43 69

> Waekly 18 12 44

Daily g & 18
ALCOHOL ‘

Any Past Month Use : 78 . 75 86

1«11 Times/Month 44 33 28

1229 Timeg/Month 23 17 20
" Dailly 10 26 38
Total Heavy Cocaine Umers

in Sample Nw§25, 0007 Nn3,621A N«34,138

Ratisnal Housabold Turewy se Deuy Abuse. 1991, DENETIONE Of frequancy oI ke are pRPAned sx Tha

sumier ¥ times the drug was consvead in tha paax i1 scnthe. Howewar, in the NENDE, for soma drugs.

hie fa phrimeid OBIT S8 &y (WRrER wome} ase I8 thie paet 3D ders.  Total welghted N30 milllon fov

. EHEDA mampin,

+ Brug Ges Forecsstios progres, 3997, Questions on frequenty of use in DUF are phresed su the sumbet
of days In the past 30 on which the drug vas consieed. Yotal B for OUF + 28,300,

i matiotel Inatiture on Drug Abvae, Maflonal AIDS Gewiecvimttatice Peoject. 1500-19%L. Queations an
fraguancy of use [n XADE are seksd a5 the trpical patyemn sf use in thes pamt sl months, {.3.. nonw,
oe than four Times & Sonth. wBouk one Time & wdk, CWO«aix TINAE & wAAR. AROUE DAk TiNe & weak.
abgut are tiee & day, twosthpred tiees s day jalmont svery darvi. four oF watv Cless o day isimowst
wwary dayi. Total ¥ for NAUE » 4% 391,

M Pxfined & more than 10 days 45 the past IO days In NHEDA snd DUF and 8 tvivsll tisws s week or sore

{8+%3 Timen x monthi in KXBR.

Laww thin i parcent.

k infareation nox enilmeted st thie lavel of specificity.

' thin is the suaber of hanvy Cocaine users projscted o the catsl U.8. population from weishtad
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: Heavy cocaine ugers ars more involived in crime than
ab&tainers due to econamic motivationg {(they commit Crime to
obtain the resources to buy expensive drugs), the effects of the
drug itnelf {thaey become disinhibited and commit Crimes), or
because of a life-style choice (they participsate in both drug use
and criminal activity). As to the latter, drug dealing is a
natural cutgrowth of heavy use bacause most heavy users will as
‘some point stumble onto the opportunity to distribute a larger
amount of drugs than they consume. Selling druygs helps them to
maintain their. own supply of drugs and provides supplementary
income.

i The 139)1 NHSDA asked respondents Lf thay had evar been
arrosted and booked for a crime and, if ¢hey had, how many times
they had been arrested and bocked during the 12 months before the
interview.*® - Half of the heavy users reported having been
arrested or booked; only 8 percent of those who abstained from
cocsing use had been arrested. Furthermore, 23 percent of the
heavy users, comparsed with only 1l percent of those who abstained,
raported baing bocked during the year before the interview.

| NAﬂR raegpondents are also heavily invelved in criminnl
aativity, Eighty-one percent of the heavy users have been
incarcerated at some point in their lives, and 30 percent have
been in jail in the last six monthg (mes Figure 2). No data are
?vamlable aanaarning tha specific crimes committed by this group.
: In the DUF sampla, 52 paercent of all robbery arrestess and
52 percant of all hurglary arresteas tegt positive for cocsine,
indicating recent use.’
i .

: Drug use both precipitates and aexscerbates health problems
‘among heavy users. Some problems are triggered by the drug
gtself, such as oardiac irregularities, The method of
administration c¢an also cause problems, such mgs deviated nasal
sepra from snorting, respirstory damage from c¢rack seoking, or
'AIDS from shared injection equipment or unprotected sexusl
acvivity while intoxicated or in exchange for drugs.

Seomg health problems are directly related to the use of
cacaina and can be prevented by abstaining. For gthers, it is
more difficult to establizh cocaine as the causal agent, given

|

18 Respondents are told that being booked means that “you were caken into
feusccdy and processsd by the police or by sowmeone connected with the courts,
laven 1f you wers then releaged.™ Respondents were told te ignore miner
;:zaffic viclations.

* Urinalysis detects cocaine for up to two or three days after use. Not
'all ef those who tast positive for cocaine ars heavy users, but 58 percent of
!arrestees who adait cocaine use veport that they use cecaine on more than 10
days per menth,
i .
10
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the other drugs used (alcohol, hercin, tranquilizers) and the
often careless life-style and poor access to health care that
accompanies heavy use. In short, heavy cocaine users have many
- madical needs and make significant damands on the health care
sysiem.

Both the NHSDA and the NADR surveys include guestions
regarding the respondent’s health status., In both cases, heavy
cocaine use was associated with a8 poorer (self-reported) health
status. NHSDA dats indicate that 26 percent of haavy users
reportad their health as "fair” or "poor,” compared with 13
percent of more moderate usars and 12 percent of those who
abstainaed. Furthermore, heavy users in this sanple were twice as
likely B3 abatainers to have had motor vehicle accidents. Haeavy
cocaine users were also more likely to have been absent from work
dues to 1llness in the praviocus month (39 percent) than wers
abstainars (32 percent). And, six percent of the heavy users
lost seven or more days of work in the prior 30 days compared
with 2 percent of the abstainers.

In the NADR sample, only 16 percent of heavy users reported
their health to be "excellent." Furtharmore, 20 parcent reported
hRaving had hepatitis: 4 percent, tuberculosis; snd 10 percent,
gyphilig. Similar health dats sre not available for the DUF and
NHSDA samples.

al ex

One ¢©f the most tragic problems asgociated with cocaine use
results from exposing fetuses to cocsine. Fetal cOcaline eaxposure
has been aszociated with low birth weight and premsture bisth. A
recent study conducted at Harlem Hospital® indicates that
hogpital costs at discharge for cocsina-exposad infants ware over
$5,000 more than for unexposed infante. Thess additionsal coats
result partly from longer stays in the hospital awaiting social
service evaluation or foster ¢are placement sexrvices. The raport
also indicates that the discharge cogts for infants exposed to
crack and to cocaine in combination with other substances were
even higher than for cocsine axposure alone.

Almogst a third of the heavy users sre women of childbheering
age. In the NADR sample, 8 percent of the women who were using
cocaing weekly or more report being pregnant .at the time nf the
intervioew. Eatimates of the number of fetal cocaina exposures
vary. In tha Naticonail Maternsl and Infant Health Survey (NMIHS),
an estimated 46,700 pregnant women stopped using cocaine after
recognizing that they were pregnant; however, 22,400 wouen

. " €. Phibbs et al.., "The Neonatal Costs of Macternal Cocaine Use,®

Journal of rhe Amecican Medicn]l Associscion, Vol. 226, No. 11 {September 18,
1991):1521-1526.
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cantinuad tw use cocaine after Knowing that they were
pregnant.® Other estimates of pregnant cocaine users range
from 91,500 to over 250,000.%

Risk of HIV infection

‘As with othar drugs, heavy cocaine users who inject drugs
are at risk for HIV infecticon. Of the heavy users in the NHSDA,
i7 percent reported they had injected cocaine during the 12
months before the survey. Seventy-one percent snorted 1t and 54
jpercent smoked it.

¥

{ Iin the DUF sample, arvestees were asked their preferred
‘mathod of ¢ocaine use: 23 parcant reported injection as the
preferred method. BSeven percent preferred snorting ft: S4
percent preferred smoking it as crack, and the rest preferred to
‘freebasa.

: Among the heavy cocaline users In thae NARR sample, 81 percent
had injected cocatine in the prior six months. The high fraguency
©of indscrion by those in the NADR sample can be explained by the
ifocus of the NADR project, HIV prevention and education.

In the DAWN data, injection was identified as the route of
jadminisetration between 2Z percent and 32 percent af all mentions
lof cocaine.¥

' pestn

»

i Medical examinars raport drug-relatad deaths to DAWN.
Puring 1591, 3,081 deaths could ha sttributed to cocaine slone or
‘in combination with other drugs.?®

h
!
3
i
i

S — s

# Tabulations of the NMIHS performed by M. Gross and V. Lelter of Abt
‘agsociates Inc. Beceuse the NMIHS {s & mall survey, it undoubtedly suffers
{from the same problem as the NHSDA: hesvy drug users, who often are homeless
or transient, are likely to be underrepresented in the survey, and thoge who
‘answer the survey may decline to adwit their drug use. Estimates basad on the
Exxxas should be considersd to be lowar limits.

2 ceneral Accounting Office, Dru esnd Infanta: A gration at
Rizk, (Washington D.C.: Qeneral Accounting Office, 1990).

i 22 The route of adminisrration was unkmown for 32 percenc of the
emergency room wmentiens of cocaine. The lowar limit is the reported
percentage: the upper limit is the reported psrcentage divided by 0.68.

! M National Instituts on Drug Abuse, *Release of Third and Fourth Quarter
1992 DAWN Medical Exsminer Data,* memo from Mark Barnss, Counsel to the
Secretazry for Drug Abuse Policy, August 18, 1992,

!
\ , 12
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Based on the NHSDA, ws know that heavﬁ' cocalng use engenders
othar gsocial and economic problems that sffect the useyr, his or
her family &nd friends, and employex. Table 4 reports a list of
problems that weekly cocaine users sattributed ¢o drug use. while
these problems (e.g., “argued with family or friends™) are
certainly not experienced exclusively by heavy druy users, it is
notable that the respondents attributed these problems to their
own drug use.

TABLE 4
SOCTAL/EMOTIONAL PROBLEMS ASSOCIATED WITH
- HEAVY COCAINK USE
{in percantags of heavy users)}

A7% Argued with family or friends
51% Had difficulty thinking clearly
45% Felt irritable or upseat '
44% Became depresgsged or lost interast in things
40% Felt nervous or anxious
34% Feltr alone or isolated
3% Found problems harder t¢ handle
34% Felt distrustful or suspiciocus
32% Got less work done at school or on’'the job
18% Had health problems
7% Had to get emargency medical help

Source: National Household Survey on Drug Abuss, 1991. Percentages were
adjusted by dividing by 1 minus the percentage of canes whers the answver was
missing. .

Conclusions

Heavy cocaine users ate more likely to be meambers of
minority groups, unsmployed, in poorer health, and involved with
criminal activities than morg moderate usarsgs and abstaliners.
However, ths heavy ugsers identified in the NHSDA exhibit these
characterigtica to a lesser degree than the users identified in
DUF, DAWN and NADR.

Heavy users found in the NHSDA are more likely to be
unempioyed than thelr counterparts who are not uweing cocaine as
frequently, even though many of them have medium to high inconss
and hold down professional or managerisl jobs. They are also
likely to consume other illicit drugs in addition to cocaine, and
those drugs are more likely to be marijusna and alcohol than
hersin. This type of user lives in a large metropolitan srea,
reportg poorer health than the more mcderate user or the
abstainer, has more traffic accidents, and is absent from the
workplace more often wiien employsc. ’

13



The heavy cocaine user described in the samples of DUF,
xana and DAWN is also likely to e 2 member of a minority group,
unemployed, living in an unstable residence or homeless, in
poorer health, uses many drugs, and likely to be involved in
criminal activities. The degree to which these characteristics
are exhibited are more pronounced than the characteristics of the
heavy users found in the NHSDA. In addition, heavy cocaine users
in DUF and NADR use a larger quantity of cocaine and other
1ilicit substances than thelr ¢ounterparts in the NHSDA.

t

It is regrettable that so little is definitively known
abcut the effectiveness of sither punighment or trastment on
heavy cocaine use. Those heavy users who are: identified in the
criminal justice system seem Lo appear repeatedly: best eastimates
indiaate that arrestees who test positive for cocaine use will be
arrested an average of 1.5 timea par year whan they are not
confined.?® And while many users benefit from treatment, ,
compulsive ugse is most frequently a chronic condition.’® The
Treatmaent Cutcome Prospectives Study (TUPS) showed that for every
10 clients who uzed cocaine regularly during the yesr prior to
treatment, six clients had returned to heavy use one year after
treatment, and eight Clients had relapsed Intc heavy use within
thres to five years after treatment.” These statistics do not
aacurataly reflect the success of treatment cutcomes. (The TOPS
study is the most recent large-scale study of treatment cutcomes.
Many smaller seale treastment studies ghow results with better
long~term outcomes. )’ Nevartheless, the TOPS data suggest
that treated cocaine users are mors likely than not L0 return to
drug uge.,

%

i

, ** Frequency of rearrast ars from an snalysis of rearrest rates based on
da:a veporzed in eleven arudles. Dstails of thase calculatious are reported
in'Rhodes, *Synthetic Estimation Applied to the Pravalence of Drug Use,®

aagggg of Drug Iszuss {(in press).

i ¥ 5. Gerstein and H, Harwood (eds.), I ins
{Uafhington, D.GC.: Natioznal Academy Fress, 1990).

. i 7 Hubbard et al., D Hat 8l Stud £f
{Chapel Hill: Universicy of &ax:h Carolin& Press, 1989} ?ahla A-2. Kubbard
reports the percentsge of all treatment cllents who reporiad regular cocaine
usa*ona year prior to trsatment, rhe parcentage whoc raported regular cocsine
use one year aftar treatmsent, and the percentags who rsported Tegular use
ahrae to five years sfter treatmenc, The stacistics reported in the text wers
computed by dividing the second poercentage by the firsc and the third
percentage by the first. Becauss Hubbard reports rates by frsatment wods, the
rates were weighted by the number of clients in esch mode of treatment. Those
who ‘'were treaced for less than three months and more than three soenths were
weighted equally. ) :

H .

¥ Gerstein s.i Harwood, Tresting Drug Problems.

; . ' i4
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Limits to the effactiveness of both. tresatment and law
enforcement when dealing with heavy cocaine users are reflected
in the trends reporved earlier. It is encouraging that Americans
increasingly regard even occasional cocaine use as harmful and
increasingly report that they had not used cocaine during the
year before the survey. After what appeared sarlier o have been
sncouraging news that hesvy cocaine use was also abating, more
racent statistics point toward an intractableness anong heavy
users. Given the pasychological and physiological cravings that
cocsine engendarg in established users, the Nation faces &
continuing battle 2o deal with this probles,

1s



Appendix A

pata Sources Used to Describe the Heavy User Population

‘No one dsta set accurately describes the beavy cocaine using
population. To develop an accurate composite, it is necessary to
examnine several differant data sets.

The ho napul

rion

g -

The National Household Survey on Drug Abumse (NHSDA),
canduatad by the National Institute on Drug Abuse {NIDA)}, is a
survey of drug and alcochol use reported by a nationwide
probability sample of residents of U.S. households aged 12 and
clder. The responses for these individusls are statistically
weighted to raepresent the total U.S. housshold population.
-However, caution should be exercised in using these data to
develop estimates, since they cften represent a small number of
actual respondenta. 1In this instance, the number of paraons
raparting or imputed to report heavy coosine use is 21?;

b The NHSDA does not reach drug users who live outside
households, and this group may comprise s large numbeyry of heavy
drug users. Some evidence of this comes from tabulstions of the
19%1 NHSDA which reveal that resporddents from unatable
-households™ are twice as likely to use drugs as those from
stable householda,® suggesting an sssociation between drug use
and transience and homelessness. Descriptions of the sctivities -
of this homaless and transient population ars only avsilable in
studias that use snowball and oppertunistic sampling or both
among heavy users, or that conduct ethnographic research in the
areas many heavy users fregquent. For sexample, data from s NIDA
damonstration rasearch project, National AIDS Demonstration
Ragearch (NADR), indicate that naarly 50 percent of heavy users

i

£

¢ ™ consiasent with NIDA’s definltion, weekly use means that the
respondgnt replied thur ha or she uced cocaine on at least one or twe days per
veek every week during the year prior to the survey, Of the 217 affirmacive
responses, 539 wers {moured based on other daca in the survey. & 935 percent
confidence interval places the ranges of household mexbers vho admit weekly use
of cocaine at toughly 482,000 te 768,000. The range i» approximste becauss
the high lsvel of tmputation in these data affect the mean and standard srror
in unknown ways.

¥ In this analysis, ias:ability is defined as five or more changes of
xaaidence within five years and living with thres or mors unrelated
individuals in the household.

1 Srability 1s defined as fewer than five residential changes within
five vears and living wich relatives only. ,

i 16
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in that sample would have been excluded from the NHSDA.®
Consequently, data from the NHSDA are sugmented to .obtain a
reliable profile ¢f hesvy drug users.

The NADR data are derived from & 83-sita project
involving ocutreach t¢ and intervention with injecting drug users
and their sexusl partners On i(ssues relating to HIV infection.
Becausa thess groups sre not drawn from a representative sample,
the resulls Cannot be generalized to the entire population of
heavy usaers. Nonetheless, tho data base is useful for describhing
heavy cocaine users who inject the drug. The data bamse containg
information on over 34,000 heavy cocaine users.

The Drug Use Forecasting (DUF) progranm mossures the rate
-of drug use among those arrested for sericus crimes in central
booking facllities in 24 large clities. Arrestees sre guestioned
about their recant and long-term drug use, and thair urine is
tested for the presaence of 10 drugs. DUF is not a probabilicy
sample, so sample statistics may not reprasant tha general
population of all arrestees. For example, only arrestess in
large cities are voluntarily surveyed and tested. Further, DUF
respondents ars self-sslecting; that is they msust consent o the
survey and urinslysis. Finally, because dats collection
procedures may vary from city to city, it 1s difficult to mske
meaningful comparisons between cities, Nevartheless, DUF
provides a unique view of the prevalence of drug use among
individualg who are involved with the criminal justice system.

The Drug Abuge Warning Network (DAWN) provides another
perspective on the characteristics of heavy cocaine users. DAWN
racords the charscteristics of individuals whosa amargoency room
sdmission 15 associated with drug usae. Not all those who sesk.
emergency medical treatment for cocaine-relatad problems are
heavy cocaine users, but 72 percent are described sz having a
"dependence"” on cocaine, Thus, DAWN raflects the characteristics
of heavy users who seek emergsncy medical trestment.’

*? This psrcentage is s rough estimare based on the obssrvation that
about half of zhe heavy cocains users in the NADR data reportsd that they wers
either homeless {(living on the straets or in shelters} or had livad in someona
. else’'s hooe for six months or less.

. 33 This estimate was derived from NIDA Statistical Series: Annual
Emergency Room Date 1390, Series I, Number 10-A, Table 2.13, Hotive for drug
use vas not veported for 11.8 percent of the emergency room visits involving
cocaine. Thus, the 3.3 parcent of visits in which the morive for using
cocaine was described as depsndence was divided by 0.884 to account for
unknown: sotives. 7This adjustment, which assumes that ths reaponse of
“unknown® iz distributed uniformly across those whe are and those who are not
dependent, results in an estimace that 72 percent ara deperdant,
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