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INTRODUCTION 

This notebook presents de!ailed data on 40 socioeconomic indica10rS for metropolitan 
areas/cities in the United Stms. The indicators are organized into the following eight 
categories: (I) drugs, (2) crime, (3) vital statistics. (4) health, (5) education, 
(6) income/employmen~ (7) housing. and (8) populatiOn. Within these categories. dam are 
presented on drug use by arrestees; drug·related emergency room episodes; arrest rates for 
violent, robbery, propeny, and drug crimeS; homicides; suicides; infant deaths; hospital beds; 
AIDS (acquired immune deficiency syndrome) cases among injecting drug users; educational 
atrainment; per capita income; unemployment; owner·occupied housing; population by age 
and proportion living in central city areas; and odlers. 

The following sections present (I) • discussion of the source for each indicator and the 
methodology used to present the dam and (2) a brief synthesis nf dle dam. 

DATA SOURCES 

The indicators are druwn from a large variety nf sources, including the Bureau of the 
Census. the National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS). the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
(FBI), the Slibslance Abuse and Mental Health Administration (SAMSHA). the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). the National Institute of Iustiee (NUl. Market Oat. 
Retrieval, and the American Medical Association (AMA). The years covered by the various 
data sources range from 1985 to 1991. 

The data are not consistent with respect to the use of geographic unit. Many of the 
sources used the Censu, Bureau designations of Metropolitan Smti,tieal Area (MSA). Primary 
Metropolitan Smtistical Area (PMSA), or Consolidated Metropolitan Smtistical Are. (CMSA). 
Not all of th., dam sources specified which of these units was used. Ta avoid confusion in 
using this notebook, all data soun:e$ that used one of the three Census designation. are 
labeled here as "metropoutllD are." (between the 1980 and 1990 censuses some new PMSA·s. 
CMSA's. and MSA', were c~ted or redeftned; these changes have nat been correlated 
berwcon tables in the notebook). Another group of tables used the city as the geographic 
unit. Only olettopolitllD areas or cities with populations of 100.000 or more are included in 
thi' notebook. Some sources imposed further limitations (e.g .. metropolitllD areas of 500.000 
or more) or used only selected cities; these insrances are noted below. FollOwing are the 
indicators and Ibeir specific sources by category; table numbers in parentheses identify Ibe 
table in which the indicator appears in this notebook: 

Drugs 

• 	 Data on emergency room total drug abuse episodes and cocaine. heroin, and 
marijuana mentions for 1992 are from unpublisbed data from SAMHSA's Drug 
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Abuse Warning Netwmk (DAWN) (Tables A·I through A·4). Data are for 21 
sel~ted metropolitan .mas. 

• 	 Data on any drug, multiple diug, marijuana, cccam., and opiate (heroin) use 
among male and female booked arrestees for 1991 are from NlJ's Drug Use 
Forecasting (DUF) /991 Annual Report (Tables A·5 through A·14). Data are 
for 24 selected cities: 

· . 	 Data on the price of cocaine per pure gram (for purchase. of 1 ounce or less) 
for 1992 are from unpublished data from the DEA', System To Retrieve 
Information from Drug Evidence. Data are for the 21 DAWN and 24 DUF 
metropolitan areaslcities. 

, 
Crime 

• 	 Data on arrests for violent crime, robbery crime, property crime, index crime, 
drug crime, cocaineJheroin sales, and cocainelheroin possessinn for 1991 are 
from unpublished dara from the FBI's Uniform Crime Reporting Program 
(Tables B·l through 8·7), Data are for metropolitan areas with populations of 
100.000 or more. 

• 	 Da.. on police officer sraffing for 1985 are from the Bureau of the Census 
(Table 8·8) and were obrained from the City and County Data Book. Data are 
for cities with populations of 100,000 or more. 

Vital Stalisties 

• 	 Data on homicides and suicides for 1990 are from unpublished vital statistics 
data from NCHS (Tables C·I and C·2). Metropolitan areas witli fewer than 10 
homicides or suicides are suppressed by NCHS. Data are for metropolitan 
areas with populations of 100,000 or more. 

• 	 Data on births to mothers under 20 years of age for 1990 and infant death. for 
1989 are from NCHS' Vital SllJtlstics oj the United SllJttS, Vol. 1. Natality, and 
Vol. 2. Mortality (Tables C·3 and C-4). Data are for metropolitan areas with 
populations of 100.000 or more. 

Health 

• 	 Data on beds available in general hospitals for 1989 are from the AMA's 
Guide to the Heal'" Care Field (Table 0-1). Dara are for metropolitan areas 
with populations of 100,000 or more. 
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• 	 Data on 'genem! pmctitioners for 1988 are from the AMA's Physician 
Chorocterisricsand Distribution in the United StaleS (Table D·2). Data are fOt 
metropolitan areas with populations of 100.000 or more. 

• 	 Data on reported AIDS cases for July 1992 through July 1993 are from CDC's 
1991 HlVlAlDS Swveillance Report (Table D·3), Data are for metropolitan 
areas with populations of 500.000 or more. 

• 	 Data on AIDS cases among injecting drug users reponed in June 1992 are from 
COC's 1992 HlVlAlDS Surveillance Report' and the 1992 Proceedings 0/ the 
Community Epidemiologic Work Group (Table D-4). Data are for 20 selected 
metropolitan areas. 

Education 

• 	 Data on enrollment in public schools for 1989 are from Market Data 
Retrieval's Noriofll11 Sclwol Market Indo; (Table E·l). Data are {or 
metropolitan areas with populations of 100,000 or tn<Jre. 

• 	 Data from 1990 on analnment of 12 or more years of education is from the 
Bureau of the Census' SU11I1rIiJ1Y Social, Economic, and Housing 
Chotacrerlsrics. United States, 1990 (Table E·2). Data are for metropolitan 
areas with populations of 100.000 or more. 

IncomeiEmploymenl 

• 	 Data on per capita income and families below the poveny level for 1989 and 
unemployment for 1990 are from !he Bureau of the Census' SU11I1rIiJ1Y 0/ 
Social. Economic. and Housing Characteristics. United Smtes. 1990 (Tables p. 
I through p.), Data are for metropolitan areas with populations of 100.000 or 
more. 

Housing 

• 	 Data for 1990 on year-round housing units that are owner occupied and on 
female-headed households are from !he Bureau of the Census' General Housing 
Chotacrerisrics. United Smtes, 1990 (Tables G-I and G·2), Data are for 
metropolitan areas with populations of 100,000 or more. 

Population 

• 	 nata for 1990 on proportion of the population 18·24 years of age and 
proportion of the population residing in central city areas arc from the Bureau 
of the Census' General Population Chotocterislies. United Stallis, 1990 and 
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General PopuJarian Characltristics. Urbanized Areas. n:spectively (fables H-I 
and H-I). Data on 18-24 year olds are for metropolitan areas with populations 
of 100.000 or mono. Data on population of central city areas are for urbanized 
areas within metropolitan areas with populations of 100.000 or more. 

METHODOLOGY 

For e..,b indicator. the number of cases and the percentage or the rate (per 100.000. or 
10,000 population, or per 1,000 live binhs, depending on the indicator) are given. The 
metropolitan tueaS/cities in each table are rnnked according to the percentage or rate. For all 
indicators the rankings are ftool the worst (usually the highest) to the best (usually the 
lowest). For hospital beds, general practitioners. pupils enrolled in public schools (versus 
private schools). 12 or more years of education. per capita income. and owner-occupied 
bousing the rankings are from lowest (worst) to highest (bes,). Every page of each table 
includes a metropolitan arealcity average number and ratelpen:entage to facilitate comparisons 
witl! individual metropolitan tueaS/cities. The metropolitan arealcity average was used rather 
than the U.S. average because (1) no' all sources provided a U.S. average and (2) the U.S. 
average includes metropolitan areas/cities of populations less than 100,000, and town•• 
villages, and rural areas not included in metropolitan areas. All tables are accompanied by 
explanatory foomotes. wben appropriate. and contain full source documentation. 

SYNTHESIS 

'. In thls section two methods of synthesizing the indicator data are discussed: 
(I) correlations among the indicators for selected cities and (2) • brief overview of the tables 
highlighting metropolitan areas/cities that consistently rnnk among the WOI1>t metropolitan 
areaS/cities for the various indicators. 

Correlations 

In compiling data on the indicators presented in this notebook, there is an uoderlying 
assumption that there is a certain level of association or correlation among the indicators. For 
••ample. it might be assumed that a metropolitan area with a high rate of drug crime also 
may. have high rates of other problems, such as viol.nt crimes. drug-related emergency room 
episodes. unemployment. and homicides. When rnnked on each of these indicators. the 
metropolitan area would be expected to rnnk near the !up (i.... wors,) on each Iis~ 

. To explore this assumption, Spearman rnnk older correlatinns were calculated on the 
28 indicators for which data eldsted for each of the 21 metropolitan areas in the DAWN 
system (these metropolitan are •• were selected because of the avallability of the drug us. 
indicators). For each pair of indicators a correlation coefficient was calculated that measure. 
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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 tank order of the 
metropolitan areas for the two'indicators is similar, a significant negative correlation indicates 
that the rank order of the metropolitan areas for the two indicators is reversed. This analysis 
is limited in that the data are from a variety of sources over different years with differing 
definitions of metropolitan area/cities. Rather than a defll1itive exploration of the underlying 
assumption of association between the indicators. this analysis is simply a crude indication. 

Of particular interest are the correlations between the drug use (DAWN) data and the 
other indicators. The various cOITelations among the four drug use indicators are all positive 
and significant. except for the correlation between marijuana and heroin mentions. The 
significant correlations range from 0.60 for heroin and cocaine mentions to 0.85 for total 
episodes and cocaine mentions. Total episodes, cocaine mentions, and hemin mentions all are 
positively correlated with cocaineJheroin 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 mentions 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 between the following 
indicators: 

• 	 Violent crime arrests and propeny crime (0.88) and drug crime (0.44) arrests, 
and public school enrollment (0.45); 
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Spearman 'Rank-Order Correlation Coefficient Matrix of Selected 
•Socioeconomic Indicators for DAWN Metropolitan Areas Page t of 4 

PART I 

. E¢sode. cocaine HtIn>ln Marijuana Price Vlotent Property 

Total drug episode. 1,00 ." 
. 

Cocaine mentiOns 0.85 1.00 

! Heroin mentions 0.18 0.60 1,00 I 
· , Marljuane mentions D.lI7 0.18 0.36 1.00 · · 

Price of Cooaine ·0.29 ·0,04 .0.46 0,01 1.00 

Vlolem crime arrests .0,07 ·0,11 ·0,13 .0,26 ,0,14 1,00 

• Property crime arrests 0,02 .0,01 -0,15 ·0.27 .0,04 0.88 • 
• 

1.00 : 

: Robbery crime arrests 0,25 0.39 0.25 0,23 .o,27 0,34 0.39 i 

Crime index arrests -0,01 -0,03 ·0,12 .o,25 .o,13 0.95 0.97 ' 

Drog crime arrests 0,36 0.26 0,36 0.06 -o.4Q! 0.44 0.44 

CocaineJheroin sales 0,17 0,16 0,25 .0,11 ·0,37 0.34 0,32 
...ests 

Coi:alnelheroln 0.60 0.55 0.66 0,31 ·0,26 0,30 0.25 
possession arr9sts 
Pollee ofllcers 0.41 

' 
I 0.85 0.35 0.51 0,25 0.09 0,12, 

:Homicides 0,06 0.27 -0.06 0,42 ·0,10 0,11 ·0,01 

,Suicides ·0,19 -0.49 -0.30 .0,34 ·0,07 0,06 0,06 

BirthS to molhers ·0,20 -0.03 -0,41 0,05 0.01 0.35 0.33 • 
under 20 years 

,. 
Infant deaths 0,37 0.114 0,14 0.85 0,06 0,04 0,09 

Hospital beds 0,12 0,35 0,10 0,05 0,29 ·0,37 ·0,19 

: General practitioners , .0,29 -11.48 ·0,04 -0.36 .o,12 -0,27 ·0,30. 

· AIDS case. 0,31 0,27 0,26 0,06 -0.45 0,36 0,31 : 

Public SChool -0.44 -0.62 .0,36 -0,35 ·0,24 OAS 0,33 • 
enrollment i 

, 12 Of more years of -0.20 .0.47 .o, I 2 ·0,26 0,07 .0.01 ·0,10 
i education 
iIPer cap~. Income 0.46 0.31 0.64 0,25 .o.2B 0,10 0,00 

• Unemployment rate 0,06 0,22 .o.Q1 0,14 .o,16 ·0,20 -0.10 

; Families below -0.04 ! 0,14 ·0,16 0,05 -0.13 0,01 0,12 • 
Ii poverty . . , 
Ii Owner occupied ·0,14 .o,06 .o,25 0,04 0.53 0,06 0.19 
" hoU!)8S 

.. Female head of 0,37 0.68 0,19 0.51 0,06 .0,11 , , 0.00•hOusehold . 
PopUlation 16·24 -0.14 '0,10 0,06 0,05 ·0,09 -om .o,19 

· 
· 

' 

,· 

· 
· 


· 
· 

,· 

Correlation "",,"Icients In bold are 'ignNicant at the 0,5 level. 



Spearman Rank·Order Correlation Coefficient Matrix of Selected 
Socioeconomic Indicators for DAWN Metropolitan Areas Page 2 01 4 

PART 2 
, 

Robbery Jndex Orugs Sates Possess Police Homicide, 

Total drug episodes 

Cocaine mentiOns 

Heroin mentions 
Martjuana mentions 

Price of Cocaine 

Violent crime arrests 

Property crime arasts 
,,,, 

Robbery crime arrests 1.00 

Crime inclex arrests 0A3 1.00 

Drug crime arrests 0.74 0A8 1.00 

CocainelhefOin sales 0.59 0.34 0.88 1.00 
Iarrests 
:Cocaine/heroin 0.66 0.29 0.84 0.71 1.00 
possession arrests 
Poflce officers 0.39 0.12 0.12 ·0.06 0.32 1.00 

_e. 0.42 0.05 0.14 0.06 0.07 0.24 1.00 

SuIeKlOa -i).as 0.02 -i).24 -0.23 -0.40 -0.61 0.05 

Bilthe 10 mothers .. 0.14 0.33 -i).13 -i).14 ·0.26 ·0.02 0.66 
under 20 yems 

Infanf dealhs 0.34 0.10 0.03 -0.09 0.10 0.64 0.59 

HospHalbeds 0.10 -0.25 -0.16 -0.07 0.01 0.39 0.03 

Genera! praCtitioners ·0.22 -0.29 -i).OS 0.08 -i).17 .0.59 -0.18 
•· I~es 0.56 0.36 0.71 0.67 0.61 -0.06 0.33 · 

Public school -i).IS 0.37 0.02 -0.03 -0.20 -0.46 -0.18 , 
enrollment 

, 

-0.68 .112 or more years of -0.63 -0_11 -0.25 -0.30 -i).23 -0.32 
education 

, 

Per capita income 0.03 0.05 0.33 0.16 US . 0.24 -0.26 • , 
'Unemployment rate 0.31 -0.09 -i).01 , 0.11 ..0.05 : 0.12 0.36 Ii 

,; FamHi•• below 0.39 0.12 0.10 0.22 ·0.06 -i).04 0.52, , ,, , 

occuPied -i).24 0.11 -0.46 -0.59 -0.37 0.34 -0.16 

Female nead 01 0.49 0.01 0.15 0.16 0.23 0.56 0.56 
household 

Population 16-24 0.13 -0.13 0.31 0.41 0.33 -0.10 0.04 

Correlation coefficients in bold are signHlcant at Ih. 0.5 lev.1. 
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PART 3 , 
Sulclde Births Infant Beds Docto.. AIDS School 

,,, ,, 
iTotal drug episodes 

, 

'CoCaine mentions 

Heroin mentions 

Marijuana mentions 

IPriCe 01 Cocaine 

IVimern crime arrests 
Pfoperty crime _ 

Robbery crime anests 

Crime index anests 
Drug crime arrests 

iCocalneIheroln sales 
; arrests 

, CocaIneIheroin 
possession arrests 

~ Police offiCers 
Homicides 

i SUicides 1.00 , 

Births to moIhers 0.20 1.00 
,under 20 years 

IInfant deaths -0.39 0.52 1,00 

IHospital beds -0.38 -0.05 0.16 1.00 

IGeneral practitioners 0.47 -0.33 -0.53, -0.41 1.00 

AIDS cases 0.06 ·0.07 0.03 -0.15 0,14 1,00 

Public school 0.25 O.OS -0.36 -0.74 0.24 ·0,03 1,00 I 

Ienrollment 
I'2 or mora years 01 0.26 -0.54 -0.63 -0.43 0.24 -0.24 0.53 ii 
IeduCation 

,,,, , 
iPer, capita. Income -0.32 -0.64 -0.14 -0.19 -0.02 0.39 0.10 ii 
:Unemployment rate 0.43 

, 
-0.14 0.45 0.54 ·0.33 -0.04 -0.45 ,, 

Families below 0.00 0.67 0.51 0.26 ·0,20 0.11 -0,30 Ipoverty , 
Owner occupied 

, 
·0.01 0,18 0.18 0.00 ·0.24 -0.70 0.13 

,,, 
houses 

, 

Female haad of -0.47 0.39 0.81 ,0. -0.48 0.10 -0.56 
household 

PopUlation 18-24 -0.41 0.02 ·0.02 I ·0,23 0.01 I -0,04 0.21 

, 
Correlation coeIficlents in bold ara slgn"loant at Ihe 0.5 level. 
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PART 4 


Educallon Income Unertll Poverty Houses Female ; 16·24 

Total drug episodes 

Cocaine mentions 

Heroin mentions 
Mariluana memions. 

,Price of Cocaine 
'Violent crime arrests '! 
: Property crime ctreSts ' 

:Crime index arrests 

, Drug Crime a!l'O$ls 

: Cocaine/heroin sales 
: arrests 
I Cocaineilleroln 
:1 possession arrests 
IPollco officers 

IHomicides 
!SUicidas -

: Births 10 mothers 
iunder 20 years , 
:Infant deaths 

Hospital beds 

, General practitioners, 
: AIDS cases 
Public SCIlool 

Ii en",amant 
: 12 or more years. of 1.00 ! 
educallon I : 
:',p~e~r~cap~H~a~m=co~ma~__4-__~O=A8~~___l~,OO~~__~4-__~__+-____-4______~____~ff
Ii. . I 

, Unemptoyment rat. -Q.7fI -Q.58 1,00' 

, Families below -Q.84 -0.68 0.68 1.00 
I poverty I 

:1 Owner occupied 0.19 
:1 houses' :, 

-0.24 ! ·0.26 1.00 : 

. Femate hoad '" , -11.87 -0.31 0.73 0.68 ·0.02 1.00 :1 

l~ho;::.US::.:::ho::Id=--:-___i-·_~I:--f-----+--,-j---+-..,-,-j---+--....,"
Population 16-24 I -0.04 0.05 0.02 0,10 -0.31 0.01 1.00 . 
~-====-~-=~b-=-~==~=--d====~-=~==~. 

I 

I 


ComIlatlon coefflclonts In bold 'are slgnillcant at 111. 0.5 level., 




• 	 AIDS cases and the price of cocaine per puze gram (.(l.4S), robbery crime 
(0.56), dnig crlme(0.71), cocaineJheroin sales crime (0.67), cocainelheroin 
possession crime (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 capita income (-0.64), unemployment 
(0.43), and families below the poverty level (0.67); and 

• 	 Infant deaths with police officers (0.64), homicide (0.59), general practitioners 
(-0.53), 12 or more years of education (-0.63), unemployment (0.45), 
families below the poverty level (0.51), and female-headed households (0.81). 

Overview ofTables 

With respect to the indicatorS for metropolitan areas/cities' with populations of 100,000 
or more, the large cities (e.g., Atlanta. Boston, Chicago. Detroit, Houston. Los Angeles. New 
York. Philadelphia. and Washington) do not consistently dominate the "worst" rankings. 
However. they do tend to rank among the worst for arrests for robbery crime, drug crime. 
cocainelheroin sales. and cocainelheroin possession; police officers; homicides; AIDS cases; 
public school enrollment; and owner-occupied housing. Yet, for the remaining indicators. 
these large cities appear further down the tables. The melropoUtan areas/cities appearing near 
the top of these tables are such places as Albany. AmatiIIo. BloomingtOn. Brazoria. 
Brownsville. Decatur. Flint, Greensboro, Laredo, Mcallen. Sioux City. Vancouver. 
Wilinington. and Yuba City. This is to be expected considering that the tables are ranked 
according to the rate or percentage. which is populanon based. The ""ult is that a relatively 
small metropolitan area/city. such as W!lmington. with a relatively large number of property 
crime arrests will rank number I. 

With respect to the indicators for selected melropolitan areas/cities (i.e.. the DAWN 
dam on emergency room visits. the DUF data on drug use among booked arreste"". and the 
AIDS cases associated with injecting drug users). the dam are restricted printarily to large 
cities. For the four DAWN indicators. Baltimore ranks number I for two indicatorS while 
New Orleans and San Francisco rank number I for on. indicator each. Baltimore ranks 
number 1 for cocaine and heroin' mentions while New Orleans ranks number 1 for marijuana 
mentions and San Francisco ranks number I for total drug abuse episodes. New York, and 
Newark consistently rank in the top five for total drug episodes and cocaine and heroin,
mentions. Newark. and New York rank number I and 2. respectively, for the pen;enmge of 
AIDS cases among injecting drug users. The highest average ptiee of cocaine per pure gram 
i, $261.31 for Birmingham while the lowest average price is $31.25 for Los Angeles. , 

San Diego ranks number I or 2 in four of five (any drug. multiple drug. marijuana. 
and opiate use) of the DUF indicators among male booked arrestees. Manhattan ranks in the 
top five (number I 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 ronks number I for any drug and cocaine usc among female booked 
arrestees, while Manhattan. Portland, and San Diego rank number I for multiple drug, 
marijuana, and opia", use, respectively. Manhattan also ronks in the top five for any drug, 
multiple <!lug, and cocaine usc among female booked arrestee•. 

. Following are the 40 detailed tables of indicator. data by metropolitan area/city and 
arranged according to the 8 COIegorie, described above (i.e., drugs, crime, vital statistics, 
health, education, income/employmen~ housing. and population). 
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TABLE A·l: NUMBER AND RATE OF EMERGENCY ROOM TOTAL DRUG AEUSE 
EPISODES PER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1992 

1 San Francisco, CA 
2 Baltimore, tAO 
3 New Voll<, NY 
4 Newark, NJ 
5 New Orloans, LA 
5 Philadelphia, PA 
7 DaIroiL 1,41_.MA 


_a,WA 
A_.GA 
Chicago,IL 

Phoenix. 1*2 
Washington, DC 

I San Diogo, CA 
1 Miami,FL 
16 Denver,CO 
17 Los Angalos, CA 
18 Buffalo, NY 
19 St. Louis, MO 
20 Dallas, TX 
21 Minneapolis. MN 

10,593. 
12.94& 
44,759 
8,748 
5,353 

20,573 
15,m 
12.744 
6,200 
8,161 

17.580 

6.103 
10.687 
6,086 
4,707 
3,664 

19,697 
1,962 
4,405 
4/.162 
3,923 

7052 
592.8 
587.5 
51S.5 
473.2 
461.3 
393.0 
365.1 
341.6 
338.3 
316.7 

316.5 
296.1 
268.7 
264,3 
246.8 
245.8 
219.8 
196.6 
175.9 
175.2 

Sou",,: Unpu~j.hed dala from the Drug Abuse warning Network (DAWN), 
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services AdministratiOn, 1992. 



TABLI, A·2: NUMBER ANO RATE OF EMERGENCV ROOM COCAINE MENTIONS 
PER 100.000 POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1992 

, Baltimore, MO 

New Vor!<. NY 

New Orleans, LA 
Philadelphia, PA 
Newark.NJ 
AlIarna, GA 
San Francisco. CA 
Detroit MI 
Chicago.IL 
Boston, MA 

11 Washington, DC 

12 Miami, FL 
13 _.WA 
14 BoHaIo. NY 
15, Los Angel.., CA 
161 St. Loui$. Me 
17: Denver. CO 
18 Dallas, TX 
19: San Diogo. CA 
20 i Phoenix, AZ 
:21 I MinneapoliS, MN 

369.96.076 
20,414 259.6 

2.847 251.7 
10,986 246.3 
4.017 238.1 
5.118 197.5 
2.760 183.7 

172.9 
8,21. 
6.939 

148.0 
4,288 122,2 

117,34.236 

." 

109,01.9'0 
1,446 79.7 

72,1644 
66,65.337 

1.445 	 64,6 
838 56.4 

1,221 52.9 
50,71.149 
47,190& 

449 20,0 

Soun,.: Unpublished data from the Drug Abuse Warning Networ!< IDAWN), 
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration, 1992, 

http:Chicago.IL
http:Newark.NJ


TABLE A·3: NUMBER AND RATE OF EMERGENCY ROOM HEROINIMORPHINE 

MENTIONS PER 100.000 POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1992 


\ Baltimore. MO 
2 San Francisco. eA 
3 Newark,NJ 
4 Now York. NY 
5 Seattl•• WA 
6 Boston. MA 
1 ChlOeO·.11. 
e Philadelphia, PA 
9 Detroit, 1.11 

\0 San DIOgo. CA 
\\ Washington. DC 

5.\06 
3.\31 
2,868 
8,382 
1.\00 
2.061 
2.968 
2,364 
1,843 
1.022 
1.512 

233.8 
208.4 
170.0 
106.3 

6O.S 
59.0 
53.3 
53.0 
45.9 
45.\ 
41.9 

12 

\3 
14 

15 

16 

11 

18 

19 

20 

21 


1.0$ Angel... CA 
Buffalo. NY 
Phoenlx,AZ 
New Orloans. LA 
Dallas. TX 
MJami.FL 
S1. Loul•• Me 
A_.GII 
Denver. CO 
MinneapoliS, MN 

2.944 
172 

32. 

152 

216 

181 

204 

232 

123 

94 


36.7 

19.3 

16.8 

13.' 

11.9 

102 

9.1 

9.0 

8.3 
4.2 

Soures: Unpublished data from the Drug Abuse Warning Network (DAWN). 
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration, 1992. 

http:MJami.FL
http:ChlOeO�.11


TABlE A·.: NUMBER AND RATE OF EMERGENCY ROOM MARIJUANAlHASHISH 

MENTIONS PER 100.000 I'OPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1992 


I 
 New Orleans. LA . 
D<I!rOlt. 1.11 
Phl_lphi•• PA 
A1IanIa.GA 
Washington, DC 
Baltimore, MD 
Boston, MA 
Chlcago.ll 
New Volie. NY 
Newark. NJ 
Miami. FL 

Seattle. WA 
San Francisco. CA 

1:1 San DIego. CA 
14 los Angel... CA 
151 OOnver. CO 
16 DallaS. TX 
17 i Minneapolis. MN 

18' S1. louis. Me 
19 i Phoenix, AZ 

20 Buffalo. NY 

491 

1.487 
1.848 


957 

1.259 

672 

1.006 
1.488 
2,004 


396 

364 


342 

278 

416 


1.331 

232 

341 

276 

216 

171 

64 


43'
37.0 
37.0 
36.9 
34.9 
3Q.B 
28.6 

26.8 

25.4 

23.5 

20-4 


18.8 
18.5 
18.4 
16.6 
15.6 
14.8 
12.3 
9.7 
8.9 
7.2 

SCU.Jrce: Unpublished data from the Orug AbUH Warning Network (DAWN). 
Substance Abuse atld Mental Health SeMce$ Administration, 1992. 

http:Chlcago.ll
http:A1IanIa.GA


• 


TABLE A·5: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF MALE BOOKED 
ARRESTEES TESTING POSITIVE FOR ANY DRUG USE. BY CITY. 1991 

San Diego, CA 693 75 
Chicag•• IL 639 74 
Phll_phl.. PA 832 74 
Manhattan, NY 728 73 
Mlaml,FL 463 66 
Houston. TX 625 65 

, Atlanta. GA 714 63 
6 Birmingham, AL 512 63 
7 Los Angeles, CA 830 62 
8 Fort UW<!erdale, FL 542 61 
8 Portland, ME 523 61 
9 New Orleans. LA 569 59 

9 51. Louis, MO 	 551 59 
9 Washington. DC 563 59 

10 San Jose, CA 555 58 
11 Cleveland, OH 460 58 
11 Dallas, TX 521 58 
12 Detroit, MI 472 65 
13 Kansas City, Me 473 53 
1. 	Denver, CO 463 60 

San Antonio, TX 343 49 
IndianapoliS. IN 413 45 
Phoenix, AZ. 423 42 
Omaha. HE 321 36 

~ Number estimated from the total number 01 male booked arreatees 
(not shown) times the percent posi1lvG fOr any drugs (Including C<lCOIne, 
opiates, PCP, marijuana. amphetamines. methadone, methaqualone, 
benzodiazapines. barbltura.... and ~). as tested for by urinalysis. 

S.u.... : Research In Brief, Drug Use Foracasting 1991 Annual Report, 1992. 
Washington. PC: National Ina1lMe Of JustiCe. 



TABLE A·6: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMAlE BOOKEO ARRESTEES 
TES11NG POSrTlVE FOR ANY DRUG. BY CITY, 1991 

1 Cleveland. OH 
2 Manhattan, NY 
3 Los Angoles. CA 
3 Philadelphla. PA 
3 Waohlngton, DC 
4 San Diego. CA 
5 Atlanta, GA. 
6 Delrel!. MI 
6 Portland, ME 
7 Fort Lauderdale, FL 
7 Kans.. City. MO 
a Birmingham, AL 

233 
303 
473 
333 
260 
285 
417 
246 
184 
253 
226 
236 

79 
77 
75 
75 
75 
73 
70 
68 
68 
84 
64 
62 

9 i f'hoenht, PJ. 
10 Howton, TX111, Dalles. TX 
12: Denver, CO 
12; Indianapolis. IN 
12 i 5t. Louis, Me 
13: San Joss, CA 
14: NeW Orte8flS. LA 
15: San Antonio, TX 

i Chicago. Il 
Miami. FL 
Omaha, NE 

356 
2SO 
229 
219 
156 
194 
212 
175 
110 

NlA 
NlA 
NlA 

61 
59 
56 
54 
54 
54 
52 
50 
45 
NlA 
NlA 
NlA 

NJA;, Data (lot avallab1&• 

• Number estimated trom the totW (lumber 01 female booked arrestees 
(not shown) limes ttl&' percent positive tor any drugs (including cocaine. 
opiates. PCP, marijuana, amphetamines, m&tnadone. methaqualone. 
benzodiazepines, barbiturates. and propoxyphene), as tested fOr by urinalysis. 

Source: Research in Brief, Drug Use Forecastlng 1991 AnnuaJ Repon. 1992. 
WaIJhln9tOtl, DC: Natlonallnstltute of Justice. 
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TABLE A-7: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF MALE BOOKEO ARRESTEES 
TESTING POSITIVE FOR MULTIPLE DRUG USE, BY CITY, 1991 

1 San D;ego. CA 
ChicaQo.IL 

3 Philadelphia. PA 
4 Manhattan. NY 
5 SanJo.... CA 
6 tos Ang_. CA 
6 San AnIOnic. TX 
7 Miaml.FL 
8 Ponlan~.ME 

Fort Lauderdale. FL 
Detroi~ 1.41 
Houston. TX 

New Orleans. LA 
St.louis, Me 
WashinglDn. DC 
Birmingham. At 
Dallas. TX 
CI_land.OH 
Phoenix, Al 
Denver. CO 
Indianapollo, IN 
Kansas City, MO 
Mania, GA 
Omaha. NE 

342 
3Q2 
315 
299 
211 
281 
147 
199 
183 
151 
137 
164 

164 
149 
183 
112 
130 
99 

121 
102 
101 
99 

113 
62 

37 
35 
.26 
26 
22 
21 
21 
2B 
19 
17 
16 
16 

18 
15 
16 
15 
14 
12 
12 
11 
11 
11 
10 
'7 

'" 	Number estimated from the total numbel ot male booked arresteft 
(not shown) times Ule percent positive fOr muttlple drugs (including cooairKJ• 
.opiates. PCP, marijuana, amphetamines. methadone, mMhaqualone. 
benzooiazepine•• batllilurateo. and propoxyphene). MllIsted fOr by urlnaly.... 

Source: Research in Brief. Drug Use Forecasting 1991 Annual Report, 1992. 
Washington, DC: NationallnstlbJte of Justlca. 
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TABLE 1\-8: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE BOOKED ARRESTEES 
TESTING POSITIVE FOR MULTiPlE DRUG USE. BY CITY. 1991 

San Diego. CA 
Manhattan. NY 
Portland. OR 
Los Angeles. CA 
PhOenix. AZ ' 
Philadelphia. fA 
San Antonio, TX 
Washington. DC 
Indiana{:)Olis. IN 
Kansas City. Me 
San Jose, CA 
Birmingham. AL 

11 Dallas, TX 
11 Houston. TX 
12 Cleveland.OH 
12, aanver.CO 

i~ i 6~z~,:rdaJ&. FL 

13 New Orleens. LA 
14 St Louis. Me 
15, Manta. GA 

: Chicago,IL 

i Miami. FL 


Omaha. NE 


140 
130 

81 
170 
'41 
102 

56 
76 
55 
64 
73 
65 

65 
68 
44 
61 
59 
51 
49 
43 
66 
NiA 
NiA 
NiA 

36 
33 
30 
27 
24 
23 
23 
22 
19 
19 
18 
17 

16 
18 
15 
15 
15 

14 " 

12 
11 
NiA 
NiA 
NiA 

NJA • Data not available• 

•• Number estimated from the total number of male booked arrestees 
{not shown) times the percent positive tor multiple drugs (including cocaine. 
opIateS. PCP. marijuana, amphetami11ft. methadone. methaqualone. 
benzodlazepines, barbiturates. and propoxypnenel, as tested fOr by \,lrlnalySiS, 

Source: Research in Brie1, Drug Use Forecasting 1991 Annual Report. 1992. 
Washington. OC: National tnstituta of Justice. 
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TABLE A·S: NUMBER ANO PERCENTAGE OF MALE BOOKED AARESTEES 

TESTING PCSmVE FOR MARIJUANA USE. BY CITY. 1991 


Portland. OR 
San Diego. CA 
Fort Lauderdale. FL 
emaha.NE 
Denver. CO 
San Jose. CA 
Chlcago.1l 
Indianapolis. IN 
MIami. FL 
Phoenix. AZ 
San AntoniO, TX 
Dallas. TX 

-

Los Angeles. LA 

DwolL MI 

Kansas City. Me 

Manhattan. NY 
Philadalphia. PA 
Houston. TX 

11 Birmingham, AL 
" N...~•• LA 
,,: St louis. Me 
12; Atianta.GA 
12; Cleveland.OH 

283 
 33 

30S 
 33 

249 
 28· 

232 
 26 

232 
 2S 

239 
 25 

199 
 23 

2" 
 23 

,57 
 23 

222 
 22 

1040 
 20

,77 19 


- -"~ ,', 

254 
 19 

154 
 18 

161 '8 

179 18 

202 18 

163 11 

i 30 16 

154 16 

1049 16 

136 12 

99 12 


13 
1 washln9_to_n._oo____-'-_'_os_-'-__'_'_--' 


• Number estimated from the totaJ number of male booked 8rrestees 
(not Shown} times the per"Cettt positive for marijuana. as tested tor by urlnalysis, 

Source: Research in Brief, Orug Use Forecasting 1991 Annual R84lOrt. 1992. 
Washington. DC: National InstitlJIII.' Justice. . 

http:Cleveland.OH
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TABLE A·1 0: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE BOOKED ARRESTEES 
TESTING POSITIVE FOR MARIJUANA USE, BY CITY, 1991 

Portland, ME 
Indianapolis, IN 
San Diego, CA 
Denver, CO 
Fort Lauderdale. FL 
Philadelphia. PA 
Phoenix, P2. 
Kansas CIIy. Me 
San Jose. CA 
Dallas. TX 
Manhattan, NV 
Birmingham, AL 

76 
64 
78 
65 
55 
62 
82 
48 
53 
.5 
43 
38 

28 
22 
20 
16 
1. 
1. 
1. 
13 
13 
11 
11 
10 

Los Angeles. CA 
San Antonio, TX 
Manta. GA 
Houston, TX 
St. Louis, Me 
Cleveland, OH 
New Orleans. LA 
Washington, DC 
Detroit. MI 
Chicago,IL 
Miami, FL 
Omaha. NE 

57 
23 
48 
3' 
29 
21 
2' 
21 
1. 
NlA 
NlA 
NlA 

9 
9 
8 
8 
8 
7 
7 
6 

NlA
• 

N/A 
N/A 

NJA . Data not available. 

·Number estimated from the total number of female booked arrestees 
(not shown) times the percent positive for marijuana, as tested for by urinalysis. 

Source: Research in Brief. Orug Use Forecasting 1991 Annual Report, 1992, 
Washington, DC: National Institute of Justice. 
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TABLE A-11: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF MALE BOOKED ARRESTEES 
TESTING POSITIVE FOR COCAINE USE, BY CITY, 1991 

Manhattan. NY 
Philadelphia, PA 
Chicago.IL 
Miami. FL 
Atianta.GA 
Houston, TX 
Birmingham, AL 
Now Orklans. LA 
Washington. DC 
C_land,OH 
51. Louis. Me 
San 0"110, CA 

Fort Lauderdale, FL 
Leo Angeles, CA 
Dallas, TX 
Detroit, MI 
Kill'''' City, Me 
SIlI'Jos&.CA 
San AntoniO, TX 
Denver, CO 

1 POI'IIand. OR 
17 ' Indianapolis, IN 
16 Phoenix. P;z 
1 Omah.. NE 

618 
697 
526 
415 
646 
538 
422 
482 
468 
394 
448 
416 

391 
569 
400 
352 
330 
316 
217 
278 
257 
202 
202 
125 

62 
62 
61 
61 
57 
56 
52 
50 
49 
48 
48 
45 

44 
44 
43 
41 
37 
33 
31 
30 
30 
22 
20 
14 

• Number estimated f(om the total number of male booked arrestE186 
(not shown) times the percent positive for cocaine, as tooted for by urinalysis, 

Source: Research in Brref. Drug Use Forecasting 1991 Annual Repott. 1992, 
Washington, OC; Natiooallnstltute of Justice, 

http:SIlI'Jos&.CA
http:Atianta.GA
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TABLE A·12: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE BOOKED 
ARRESTEES TESTING POSITIVE FOR COCAINE USE. BY CITY. 1991 

Cleveiand.OH 
Washington. DC 
Atianta. GA 
ManhaltM. NY 
Phllallolphla. PA 
DetrOit, MI 
Los Angeles. CA 
KaIlsas City. Me 
Rltt Lauderdale. FL 
Houston, TX 
51. Louis. Me 
Dallas. TX 

Phoenix, AZ. 
B~rming:ham, AL 
New Orleans. LA 
Denver. CO 

1. Portland. OR,. San Diego. CA 
15 SanJose.CA 

Indianapolis, IN 
17, San Antonio. TX 

: Chicago. IL 

16 

: Mlatnl,FL 
• Omaha, NE 

22' 
235 
393 
259 
284 
22. 
391 
196 
216 
221 
169 
184 

204 
169 
147 
166 

,1011 
156 
122 
75 
61 

,.,A 
NIA 
NlA 

76 
66 
66 
66 
64 
62 
62 
56 
55 
52 
47 
45 

45 
44 
42 
41 
40 
40 
30 
26 
25 
,.,A 
NlA 
NlA 

NlA . Data not avtillable. 

~ Number estimated from the total number of female booked arrastees 
(not shown) times the percent positive tor cocaine, as tested for by uritlalysts. 

Source: Research in Brief, Drug Use Foreca.&ti'nO 1991 Annual Report. 1992. 
Washington, DC; NationaJ Institute of Justice. 

http:SanJose.CA
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TABLE A-13: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF MALE BOOKED 

ARRESTEES TESTING POSITIVE FOR OPIATE (HEROIN) USE, BYCJTY, 1991 


1 

13 
13 
13 

14 " 


ChicagO. Il 

San Diego, CA 

San Antonio, TX 

Manhattan, NY 

Phlladolpl1la, PA 

Los Ang....,CA 

Washington, DC 

Portland, OR 
Oetroll, MI 
San Jose,CA 

St. Louis. Me 

Birmingham. AL 


PhoenIx, /4Z 
Dallas,TX 
New OrleaM, LA 
Manta,GA 
C_land,OH 
Houston, TX 

, lndianapo!i$, IN 
Denver, CO 
Miami, FL 
Omaha,NE 
Fort LatKI.rdaI., FL 
Kansas City, Me 

181 
157 
112 
140 
12' 
134 
96 
T7 
61) 

T7 
96 
41 

96 
37 
39 
34 
25' 
29 
96 
19 
14 
18 
9 

89 

21 
17 
16 
1. 
11 
10 
10 
9 
S 
S 
a 
5 

5 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 

.. Number estimated frOm tile totaJ number of male booked arresteea (not anown) 
times the percent positive for Opi(Ufi (heroinl, as tested for by ur1nalysls. 

Source: Research in Brief. Drug Use Forecasting 1991 Annual Report. 1992. 
WashIngton, DC; NationallnsUtute tor JustiO&, 
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TABLE M': NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE BOOKED ARRESTEES 
TESTING POSITIVE FOR OPIATE (HEROIN) USE, BY CITY, 1991 

Manhattan, NY 
San AntoniO, TX 
san Diego, CA 
Los Angeres, CA 
Phoenix. AZ 
POrtland, OR 
Washington, DC 
Birmlrtgl'1am, At 
0ot101~ MJ 
IndlanapoJ~, IN 
Dallas, TX 
Philadelphia, PA 

New Ori&ans, LA 
San JO",CA 
St. Louis. MO 
Cleveland, OH 
Atlanta, QA 
Folt Lauderdale, FL 
Houston. TX 
Kansas Ci1\', MO 
Denver, CO 
Chieago,IL 
Miami, FL 
Omaha,NE 

83 
51 

".
!l.2 

100 
46 
55 
'2 
40 
32 
37 
40 

2' 
29 
25 
18 
24 
16 
17 
14 
8 

NfA 
NlA 
NlA 

21 
21 
21 
18 
17 
IT 
16 
11 
11 
11 
9 
9 

7 
7 
7 
6 
4 
4 
4 
4 
2 

NlA 
NlA 
NfA 

N/A . Data not available. 

* Number estimated from the total number of femate bOoked meteea {not shOwn} 
times1ho portent positive for opiaIsS (heroin), as "'stad for by unnarysls, 

SOurte: Aeoearch In Brief, Drug U.. Forecasting 1991 Annual Report, 1992, 
Washington, DC: Nationallns1ltu'" 01 Justice, 



TABLE A-15: AVERAGE PRICE PER PURE GRAM OF COCAINE IN DAWN 
AND OUF CITIES (PURCHASES OF 1OUNCE OR LESS). 1992 

1 	 Binning"",". AL 
Omaha.NE 
Minnet!pOlls. MN 
Washington. DC 
Buffalo. NY 
SLLoul•• Me 
Phllat:ielpl1ia. PA 
New Or1<l8l1s.LA 
Miami. FL 
Baltimore. MD 
Boston, MA 
Denver. CO 
Manta. GA 
Phoenl,. AZ 

CI....land. OH 
New Voti<. NY 
Oall... TX 
Chic.ago.IL 
Detroit. MI 
SeaI1l&, WA 
Fort Lauda,. .... FL 
K8I1... CIty. Me 
San Antonio. TX 
Houston. TX 
San FranCISCO. CA 
San Jo••• CA 
San Diogo. CA 
Newark, NJ 
POttIan<!. OR 
Los Angatas. CA· 
indianapolis. IN 

261.31 
186.43 
139.60 
136.90 
126.16 
120.20 
100.69 
91.03 
96.49 
93.79 
91.41 
90.36 
90.32 
84.84 

84.20 
93.96 
93.61 
93.58 
81.15 
19.17 
74.87 
80.29 
57.78 
55.93 
53.29 
48.30 
45.66 
43.97 
41.56 
31.25 
NiA 

NJA • Data not availabie, 

SOU""" System To Ratrtavelnformallon from 
Drug Evidence. 1991!. 

\ 
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TABLE B·l: NUMBER AND RATE OF VIOLENT CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 
RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 

DECATUR 
KANSAS CITY 
WILMINGTON· 
MONTGOMERY 
KENOSHA 
PUEBLO 
ROANOKE 
DENVER 
COLONIAL HEIGHTS 
MILWAUKEE 
LYNCHBURG 
ATLANTIC CITY 
BRIDGETON 
TEXARKANA 
GALVESTON 
WICHITA 
RACINE 
YAKIMA 
ROCKFORD 
WILMINGTON 
ALBANY 
GREENSBORO 
LINCOLN 
TUCSON 
MODESTO 

WATERBURY 
CHAMPAIGN 
HAMPTON 
BATON ROUGE 
PHOENIX 
SPRINGFIELD 
KENNEWICK 
GASTONIA 
FALL RIVER 
MERIDEN 
JERSEY CITY 
LAS VEGAS METRO POL JUR 
BALTIMORE 
DALLAS 
SPOKANE 
ROCHESTER 
SALEM 
BOISE 
TACOMA 
NEW BRITAIN 
FRESNO 
NAPA 
PEORIA 
SAINT LOUIS 
BAKERSFIELD 
RENO 

2,279 
23.368 
2.051 
4.827 
2.085 
1.994 
3.320 

15.489 
12.434 
17.959 
2.005 
4.434 
1.898 
1.663 
2.981 
6.575 
2.306 
2.451 
3.582 
7.360 
1.429 
9.973 
2.5n 
8.121 
4.393 

2.159 
2.011 

13,820 
6.015 

14.500 
2.122 
1.663 

12.799 
1.695 
4.875 
4.526 
6,874 

24.758 
17.355 
3.739 
8.651 
2.851 
2.112 
6.014 
1.455 
6.167 
3,711 
3,247 

22.309 
5.135 

1.925.6 
1.813.4 
1.6n.7 
1.618.7 
.1.590.5 
1.580.9 
1.455.8 
1.441.5 
1.413.9 
1.404.1 
1.387.9 
1.382.9 
1,369.6 
1.360.7 
1.342.6 
1,341.0 
1.300.7 
1.258.9 
1.250.3 
1.249.2 
1,241.8 
1.227.0 
1.195.2 
1,190.2 
1,161.4 

1,154.2 
1.151.0 
1,141.2 
1,130.1 
1,113.4 
1.108.6 
1.088.0 
1,082.9 
1,081.0 
1,067.2 
1,039.7 
1,023.2 
1.022.5 
1.016.6 
1.003.5 
1.002.3 

999.5 
994.3 
993.9 
980.7 
978.9 
957.4 
948.0 
939.8 
925.6 
920.2 



TAilLE B-1; NUMBER AND RATE OF VIOlENT CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991 

· • 

• 

OAKLAND 9,90. 908.5 
AUSTIN 7,236 . 906.2 
SANTACRUZ 2,117 902.7 
COLORADO SPRINGS 3.655 898.1 
BRIDGEPORT 3.573 891.7 
KALAMAZOO 1.992 884.7 
CINCINNATI 12.893 880.0 
MOBILE 4.214 873.1 
MONTEREY 3.101 884.1 
COLUMBIA 959 846.6 
DURHAM 6.316 845.6 
ELPASO 5.02' 83'.0 
WARWICK 4.483 830.9 
ATLANTA 23.902 825.0 
STOCKTON 3.604 823.4 
SACRAMENTO 12.391 819.5 
ALBUQUEAQUE 3.998 814.1 
FORT WORTH 8.737 804.5 
AUBURN 849 802.0 
FAYETTEVIU.E 2.238 801.3 
CORPUS CHRISTI 2.833 7$0.1 
PORTLAND 9.090 190.2 
BROWNSVlLLE 2._ 176.9 
TRENTON 1.B61 714.8 
LITTLE ROCK 4.006 173.6 

,. ,,-"- •_UN 

LAFAYETIE 1.624 172.1 
ASHEVILLE 1.347 158.1 
SALT LAKE CITY 7.023 751.0 
LOS ANGELES 46.433 749.4 
STAMFOAD 1,081 749.2 
MACON 2,136 743.3 
SPRINGFIELD 1,BOO 742.2 
NEW YORK 59,333 731.2 

733 728.9 
TOLEDO 4.511 728.4 
SAN JOSE B.249 728.2 
KIULEEN ,.ass 722.9 
WASHINGTON 26.591 722.2 
NEWARK 11.043 719.0 
RIVERSIDE 13.923 718.3 
DETROIT 21.'29 718.3 
ASBURY PARK 5.494 705.9 
LQUISVILLE 6.754 703.0 
COLUMBUS 1.725 695.5 
PORTLAND 1.B12 690.1 
SAVANNAN '.702 688.2 
CUFTON B.769 693.3 
HOUSTON 21.701 681.2 
CHARLESTON 1,708 680.7 
SAN 8.999 672.3 
SAN 



TABLe 8-1: NUMBER !\NO RATE OF ViOLeNT CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 
RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METAOPO~ITAN AREA. 1991 

SHREVEPORT 1.897 668,$ 
103 EUGENE 1.929 663.3 
104 SANTA ROSA 2,623 661,9 
105 SPRINGFIELD 5.925 659,2 
106 AMARILLO ' 1.260 657,8 
107 LOMPOC 2.458 651,5 
108 FORT WAYNE 2.379 646.2 
109 MIDLAND 701 643,8 
1 BLOOMINGTON 637 641,6 
111 MADISON 2.317 634,9 
112 JACKSON 958 633,4 
113 ALTOONA 832 633.1 
114 PAWTUCKET 1.915 629,5 
115 OXNARD 3,273 625,8 
116 MEMPHIS 6.219 624.2 
117 WACO 1,201 621.6 

FLINT 2.669 615.4 
POUGHKEEPSIE 1,602 615,1 
ODESSA 746 614,1 
LAREDO 835 613.6 
FLORENCE 809 608,8 
READING 2.057 607,2 
CHICOPEE 3,258 606,7 
SYRACUSE 3.673 603,9 
MUSKEGON 963 601.0 

BUFFALO 4.237 586.3 
SAN ANTONIO 7.800 586,5 
NORWALK 739 579,5 
EAST LANSING 2.461 564.' 
FORT SMITH 999 562,2 
WICHITA FALLS 702 561.7 
OKLAHOMA CITY 4.365 sse,. 
BILOXI 1,104 556,0 
BEAUMONT 2.038 552.4 
NASHVILLe 5.519 551.7 
OROTONTOWN 1,562 550.5 
ALBANY 4,418 648,5 
EDINBUAG 2,124 542,2 

141 ROME 1,693 536,6 
141 NEW BRUNSWICK 4,210 $36,6 

,142 PHILADELPHIA 23.124 $36,1 
143 FITCHBURG 542 529,' 
144 JACKSONVILLe 4,679 524,3 
145 SEATTLE 10.149 $22,0 
146 BINGHAMTON 1.376 516,6 
147 MIAMI 8,473 514,0 
146 DULUTH 1,249 513,8 
149 JACKSON 2,039 511.8 
149 DANBURY 633 511.8 
150 734 511,7 

1 



TABLe 13-1: NUMBER AND RATE 01' VIOLENTORIME ARRESTS PER 100,000 
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991 

prrrSBURGH 10,2n 509.4 
OMAHA 2,870 504,2 
TALLAHASSEE 1,202 501.4 
ANN ARBOR t,413 501.1 
BROCKTON 987 498.2 
EVANSVILLe 1,395 494.5 
AUGUSTA 2,005 494.4 
GRANO RAPIDS 3,104 489.1 
ANAHEIM 6,4134 487.4 
FORT LAUDERDALE 4,285 487.0 
LUBBOCK 1,OW 485.0 
ABILENE 595 483,' 
NEW BE~FORD 859 479.2 
BIRMINGHAM 4.360 474.5 
TULSA 3,107 472.9 
LAKELAND 1,960 471.2 
HARRISBURG 2,791 470.9 
ALLENTOWN 3,22' 466.6 

197; SOUTH BEND 
198 OREM 
199 WILLIAMSPORT 
200 LAWTON 
201 JOHNSTOWN 

WEST PALM 

ANDERSON 603 456.1 
MOLINE 1,606 453,9 

7,407 
2,316 

697 
972 

1,_ 

2,752 
1,702 
5,227 
1,184 
6,128 

765 
457 

9,020 
528 
602 
512 

5,249 
465 

1,109 
3,405 

592 
1,522 
1,049 

553 
6,807 

857 
923 
405 
372 
800 

466,5 
486.2 
464.5 
464.1 
462.7 

451.0 
447.4 
444.6 
442,1 • 
441.1 
435,5 
433.0 
426.7 
424.2 
420.2 
417.4 
414,9 
405.1 
399.8 
397.6 
363.3 
357.6 
356.9 
365.3 
348.2 
346.8 
340.8 
338.9 
330.6 
329.5 

176 
179 
180 
181 
182 
183 
184 
185 
1116 
187 
188 
189 
190 
191 
192 
193 
194 
195 

170 CLEVELAND 
171 YOUNGSTOWN 
172 MARIETTA 
173 GAINESVILLE 
174 APPLETON 

In HARTFORD 
DAYTONA BEACH 
NEW ORLEANS 
ELYRIA 
COlUMBUS 
NASHUA 
ROCHESTER 
BOSTON 
BRYAN 
MONROE 
BAffiECREEK 
INDIANAPOLIS 
BILLINGS 
ERIE 
HONOLULU 
TYLER 
LANCASTER 
HAMILTON 
LIMA 
TAMPA 

I 



TABLE B·l: NUMBeR AND RATE OF VIOLENT CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000 

RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METRCPOUTAN AREA, 1991 


AKRON 2,140 325.4 
GREEN BAY 635 322.2 
MINNEAPOLIS 7,014 319.7 
EAST CHICAGO 1,935 316.3 
LAFAYETTE 415 314.0. 
HAVERHILL 1,165 305.3 
KNOXVlLLE 1,784 304A 
GADSDEN 303 3012 
CHICAGO 15,732 292.2 
SARASOTA 804 285.6 
TERRE HAUTE 376 284.1 
YORK 1,187 282.2 
ORLANDO 2,962 265.1 
MANSAELD 336 265.7 
TOPEKA 409 252.3 
SCRANTON 1,633 24a.o 
COCOA 852 246.8 
BAYcrrv 900 246.0 
ALEXANDRIA 320 241.4 
LAKE CHARLES 382 225.5 

I Ii '~." .. ,. 

WHEEUNG 343 214.0 
CHATTANOOGA 920 209.0 
LEXINGTON 70. 200.8 
MOORHEAD 301 196.2 
CANTON 735 184,9228. PENSACOLA 

CEDAR RAPIDS 
CHARLESTON 
COLUMBIA 
DES MOINES 
GREENVILLE 

229' TUSCALOOSA 

230 
 SIOUX FALLS 

231 
 WORCESTER 
232 
 MANCHESTER 

FORT MYERS233 

234: SIOUX CITY 
235 LOWELL 

, HUNTSVILLE 

237 i MUNCIE 


565 

222 

159 

373 

119 

217 


92 

149 

88 

2 

0 
0 
a 
0 
a 

165.5 
145,8 
127.1 
85.0 
82.8 
81.3 
79.4 
55.6 
38.4 

1.7 
0.0 
0.0 
0,0 
0,0 
0.0 

SOutm: Unpublished data from the Uniform Crime Report Program, 
Federa! Bureau of Investigadon. 



TABLE B·2: NUMBER AND RATE OF ROBBERY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 

i RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991 


NEW YORK 
JERSEY CITY 
LOS ANGELES 
BRIDGETON 
MIAMI 
PHILADELPHIA 
MILWAUKEE 
ATLANTIC CITY 
DETROIT 
BALTIMORE 
MERIDEN 
DALLAS • 
LAS VEGAS METRO POL JUR 
STOCKTON 
NEWARK 
OAKLAND 
MEMPHIS 
MONTGOMERY 
ALBANY 
FRESNO 
DECATUR 
ATLANTA 
SAN FRANCISCO 
TRENTON 
SAN DIEGO 

WILMINGTON 

WICHITA FALLS 

SACRAMENTO 


29 WATERBURY 
30 SAINT LOUIS 
31 LOUISVILLE 
32 DAYTONA BEACH 
32 BAKERSFIELD 
33 AUSTIN 

WASHINGTON 

SPRINGFIELD 

NAPA 

LmLEROCK 

BUFFALO 

GALVESTON 

BOSTON 

TEXARKANA 

JACKSON 

KANSAS CITY 

BRIDGEPORT 

ELPASQ 

RIVERSIDE 

TOLEDO 

HAMPTON 

STAMFORD 

CINCINNATI 


27,978 
1,049 

11,395 
216 


2,360 

6,109 

1,697 


417 

3,596 

2,908 


530 

1,826 


717 

466 


1,624 
1,150 
1,019 

293 

113 

612 

112 


2,716 

1,239 


221 

1,740 


111 

109 


1,291 

159 


2,010 

812 

321 

466 

673 


3,088 

748 

322 

430 

584 

162 


1,732 

100 

325 


1,046 

321 

478 


1,492 

469 

890 

106 


1 . 


344.8 
241.0 
183.9 
155.9 

,143.2 
141.6 
132.7 
130.1 
122.3 
120., 
116.0 
107.0 
106.7 
106.5 
105.7 
105.5 
102.3 
98.3 
98.2 
97.1 
94.6 
93.7 
93.0 
92.0 
91.3 

90.8 
87.2 
85.4 
85.0 
84.7 
84.5 
84.4 
84.4 
84.3 
83.9 
83.2 
83.1 
83.0 
62.5 
62.0 
81.9 
81.8 
81.6 
81.2 
80.1 
79.1 
no 
75.7 
73.5 
73.5 



TABLE B·2: NUMBER AND RATE OF ROBBERY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 

RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 


74 

75 

76 

n 
n 
76 

79 

60 

81 

82 

83 

84 

84 

85 

as 

a7 

88 

89 

90 

91 

92 

93 

94 


FORT LAUDERDALE 
PHOENIX 
CLEVELAND 
FAYETTEVILLE 
COLUMBUS 
WICHITA 
RENO 
RACINE 
DURHAM 
FALL RIVER 
ANAHEIM 
PORTLAND 
AMARILLO 
MODESTO 
SAVANNAH 
lAFAYETTE 
SAN ANTONIO 
WILMINGTON 
DANBURY 
FORT WORTH 
JACKSONVILLE 
GASTONIA 
ROANOKE 
WACO 
CORPUS CHRISTI 

HOUSTON 
PITTSBURGH 
NEW BRITAIN 
KENOSHA 
TACOMA 
BATON ROUGE 
MOBILE 
COLONIAL HEIGHTS 
SARASOTA 
SYRACUSE 
FLINT 
LAREDO 
ROCHESTER 
TULSA 
SANTACRUZ 
GAINESVILLE 
AKRON 
GREENSBORO 
PEORIA 
TAMPA 
BEAUMONT 
ABILENE 
MANSAELO 
SALEM 
BIRMINGHAM 
YOUNGSTOWN 

844 

944 


1.151 . 

.201 

In 
3411 

146 

121 

505 

100 

eao 
752 

125 

242 

157 

130 

820 

362 


99 

660 

560 

711 

136 

115 

212 


1.880 
1.188 


87 

76 


353 

309 

279 

508 

162 

349 

247 

n 

488 

367 

130 

116 

363 

445 

166 


1.034 

163 

64 

66 


147 

472 

263 


73.2 
72.5 
72.5 
72.0 
71.4 
69.3 
66.8 
66.2: 
67.6 
67.6 
57.4 
69.4 
85.3 
64.0 
53.3 

. 61.8 
61.7 
61.4 
eO.8 
60.8 
602 

60.2 

59.6 

59.S 

592 


59.0 
88.9 
58.6 
58.5 
58.3 
58.1 
57.8 
57.8 
57.5 
57.' 

570 

56.6 

56.5 
55.9 
55.4 
55.4 
55.2 
54.a 
54.3 
52.9 
52.3 
52.0 
51.9 
51.5 
51.4 
50.9 



TAllLE 6·2: NUMBER AND RATE OF ROBBERY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 
'. RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 


110 

110 

111 

112 

113 


114 

115 

116 

116 


111 

118 

119 

120 

121 

122 

122 

122 

122 

12. 

TALLAHASSEe 
BROCKTON 
OKLAHOMA CITY 
EUGENE 
WEST PALM BEACH 
HARRISBURG 
SAN JOSE 
OXNARD ,CLIFTON 
CHIOOPEE 
LOMPOC 
MONTEREY 
SPRINGFIELD 
SPRINGFIELD 
READING 
TUCSON 
PUEBLO 
ELYAIA 
ROCKFORD 
LYNCHBURG 
MIDlAND 
AUGUSTA 
MACON 
LAWTON 
COLUMBIA 

LAKELAND 
LIMA 
DENVER 
NEW BEDFORD 

117: WARWICK 

ERIE 
FORT SMITH 
HONOLULU 
BROWNSVILUE 
NEW ORLEANS 
ASBUAYPARK 
YAKIMA 
CANTON 
OOLUMBUS 
ODESSA 

· ALBANY 
• MUSKEGON 
• CHAMPAIGN 

KALAMAZOO 
SPOKANE 
ANN ARBOR 
SHREVEPORT 
ROME 
HAMILTON 
ALBUOUEROUE 

122 

100 

392 

144 

407 

290 

554 

251 

615 

245 

172 

165 

109 

86 


152 

305 


56 

118 

125 

63 

47 


175 

124 


411 

48
. 


173 

63 


432 

12 


216 

111 

70 


337 

104 

456 

300 


75 

153 

534 


46 

302 


60 

63 

81 


134 

101 

100 

111 

102 

170 


oM 
SO.5 
SO.1 
49.5 
49.5 
411.9 
49.3 
49.0 
47.!l 
45.7 
45.6 
45.4 
44.9 
44.9 
44.9 
44.7 
44.4 
44.1 
43.6 
43.6 
432 
43.2 
43.1 
42.7 
42.4 

".6 
40.5 
40,2 
402 

40.0 
40.0 
39.' 
39.3 
39.1 
38.8 
38.5 
38.5 
3B.5 
3B.' 
37.9 
37.5 
37.4 
36.1 
36.0 
36.0 
35.8 
35.2 
35.2 
34.1 
34.6 



TABLE B-2: NUMBER ANO RATE OF ROBBERY CRlME ARRESTS PER 100.000 
RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 

GRAND RAPIDS 215 33.9 
135 GROTOIII TOWN 96' 33.6 
196 EDINBURG 132 33.7 
137 ORLANDO 3ti7 33.3 
137 HARTFORD 203 33.3 
138 NORWALK 42 32.9 
139 POUGHKEEPSIE B4 32.3 
140 OMAHA 163 32.2 
141 SALT LAKE CITY 292 31.2 
142 NASHVILlE 309 30.9 
143 SAN ANGELO 31 30.6 
144 EAST LANSING 131 30.0 
145 INDIANAPOLIS 364 28.6 
146 JACKSQIII 43 28.5 
147 FITCHBURG 29 28.3 
146 EAST CHICAGO 169 27.S 
149 LUBBOCK 92 27.• 
150 SANTARDSA 106 27.3 
151 KILlEEN 70 . 28.6 
152 CHARLESTON !1'1 2B.7 
153 EVANSVILLE 74 26.2 
164 CHAnANOOGA 113 25.7 

ALEXANORIA 34 25.7 
VORK 107 25.4 
ASHEVILLE .5 25.3 

KENNEWICK 39 25.2 
B1LOXl 50 25.2 
NEW BRUNSWICK 194 24,7 
KNOXVillE 143 2... 
SOUTH BEND 61 24.4 
LINCOLN 52 24.1 
BAffiECREEK 33 24.1 
TOPEKA 38 23.4 
MADISQIII B4 2M 
PAWTUCKET 70 23.0 
ALLENTOWN 149 21.6 

164 FORTWAVNE 79 21.2 
165 ANOERSQIII 27 2Q.4 
166 BOISE 43 20.2 
166 MONROE 29 20.2 
167 BRYAN 25 20.1 
169 COCOA 69 20.0 
169 FORT MYERS 53 19.9 
170 LANCASTER 63 19.5 
171 ASHLAND 61 19.4 

WillIAMSPORT 23. 19.2 
HAVERHill 72 18.9 
PORTLAND .. 18.6 
FLORENCE 25 16.6 
MARlEnA 27 18.0 



TABLE IH!: NUMBeR AND RATE OF ROBBeRY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 

RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOlITAN AREA. 1991 


.• • 

LAKE CHARlES, BINGHAMTON 
BlOOMINGTON 
BAY CITY 
TYlER 
AUBURN 
GADSDEN 
PENSACOLA 
JOHNSTOWN 
TERRE HAUTE 
TUSCALOOSA 
STEUBENVILLE 
CHICAGO 
ROCHESTER 
MOLINE 
NASHUA 
ALTOONA 
GREEN BAY 
APPLETON 
WHEELING 

MINNEAPOLIS 
SCRANTON 
LAFAYETTE 
DULUTH 
BILLINGS 
OREM 
LEXINGTON 
MANCHESTER 
SIOUX FALLS 
LOWELL 
MOORHEAD 
WORCESTER 
MUNCIE 
HUNTSVILLE 
CEDAR RAPIDS 
CHARLESTON 
COlUM91A 
DESMQINES 
GREENVILLE 
SIOUXClTV 

.,2S 


20 

60 

23 

14 

13 

44 

30 

16 

18 

15 


560 

11 

35 

17 

12 

17 

27 

13 


174 

58 


8 

14 

6 


14 

16 

7 

5 


10

•
9 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

a 

0 


16.5 
15.' 
15.3 
14.9 
14.9 
13.2 
12.9 
12.4 
12.4 
12., 
11.8 
10.5 
10.4 
10.2 
g.g 
9.7 
9.1 
8.6 
8.5 
8.1 

7.9 
7.8 
6.1 
5.8 
52 

5.2 
5.1 
4.9 
4.0 
3.7 
2.6 
2.1 
1.7 
A.' 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

SOIlrce: UnpubliShed data from tI1e Uniform Crime Report Program, 

, FOderai Su""," of tn_ligation. 



TABLE B·3: NUMBER ANI) RATE OF PROPERTY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000 
RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOUTAN AREA, 1991 

1 WilMINGTON 
GREENSBORO 

KENOSHA 

ALBANY 

AMARILLO 

RACINE 

YAKIMA 

COlUMBUS 

BRIDGETON 

PUEBLO 

ROANOKE 

ATl.ANTIC CITY 

LITTLEROCK 

ODESSA 

SALT LAKE CITY 

MILWAUKEE 

RENO 

DECATUR 

FORT SMITH 
TEXARKANA 
ROCHESTER 
COlORADO SPRINGS 
WICHITA 
COLONIAL HEIGHTS 
KENNEWICK 
TUCSON 

PHOENIX 

GASTONIA 

WATERBURY 

AUSTIN 

FRESNO 
MODESTO 
LAS VEGAS METRO POLJUR 
BATON ROLGE 
GREEN BAY 
BAN ANGELO 
KANSAS CITY 
BOISE 
HAMPTON 
STOCKTON 
ROCKFORD 
WACO 
MACON 
SPRINGFIELD 
EUGENE 

EL PASO 

CORPUS CHRISTI 


. AUBURN 
491 ASHEVILl.E
50: DENVER 

4,615 3.775.1 
24,557 3.021.3 
3.319 2.556.3 
2,938 2.553.1 

2,423.94.643 
2.389.34.236 

4,498 2.310-4 
2,305.55.718 

3.148 2.271.5 
2,815 2.231.8 

2.231.55.089 
2.213.47.097 

11.147 2.152.6 
2.574 2.119.0 

19.743 2.111.2 
26.944 2.106.6 
4.454 2.071.0 
2;414 . 2.038.6 
3.565 2.008.' 
2,407 1.969.' 

1,922.416.593 
1.892.17.700 
I.B76.19.199 

16.394 1,86'.2 
1,847.52.856 

12,550 1.839.4 

23.226 1.783.5 
20.666 1.748.5 

3.252 1.738.5 
13.107 1.716.6 
10.695 1,697.6 
6.372 1.664.7 

11,261 1.676.2 
8,896 1.671.7 
3.282 1.565.1 
1,656 1.648.6 

21,173 1,643.1 
3.482 1.639.2 

19.786 	 1.633.9 
7,104 1.623.1 
4.S08 1.608.4 
3.095 1.502.' 
4,600 1.600.7 
3.043 1.569.6 
4.610 1.565.1 
9.660 1.562.2 
5.655 1.578.4 
1.668 1.575.7 
2.797 1.574.2 

16.890 1.571.9
L ..._.. 51l..!!~~~__-.l_-"~1~~U 



TABLE a-3: NUMBER AND RATE 01' PROPERTY CRIMe ARRESTS PER 100.000 
RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOlITAN AREA. 1991 

69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 

GAlVESTON 
LINCOlN 
LOUISVIl.l.e 
TAENTON 
MONTGOMERY 
SPOKANE 
ROME 
DURHAM 
MERIDEN 
SALEM 
BAKERSFIELD 
LYNCHBURG 
SANTACRUZ 
JERSEY CITY 
POUGHKEEPSIE 
NEWBRITAlN 
BAlTIMORE 
HARRISBURG 
EVANSVILLE 
WILMINGTON 
FAYETTEVIl.l.e 
COLUMBIA 
ROCHESTER 
CINCINNATI 
OMAHA 
BROWNSVIl.l.e 

SYRACUSE 
MADISON 
SAN ANTONIO 
LAREDO 
ALBANY 
LAFAYETTE 
BIRMlNGHAM 
SACRAMENTO 
OAKLAND 
CHAMPAIGN 
BilliNGS 
ATLANTA 
FORT WORTH 
CHARLESTON 
APPLETON 
TALLAHASSEE 
WARWlCK 
NEW YORK 
KAlAMAZOO 
PORTLAND 
NAPA 
TACOMA 
BINGHAMTON 
EDINBURG 

3.467 
.3,347 
14.699 
3.703 
4.594 
5.722 
4.837 

11,405 
6,830 
4,252 
6,250 
2,137 
3,467 
6,411 
3,624 
2,162 

35,077 
8,579 
4,083 
8.469 
3,990 
1,604 
1,514 

2i),521) 
7,944 
3.694 

8.433 
5.056 

16.383 
1.872 

11.031 
2,890 

12,407 
2O,3S6 
14,664 
2,330 
1,529 

38,571 
14,384 
3,321 
4,156 
3,132 
7,029 

105,460 
2,906 

14,795 
4,949 
7,701 
3,313 

1,561.5 
1,552.3 
1,550.8 
1.541.7 
1,537.2 
1,535.7 
1,533.2 
1,526,9 
1,495,2 
1,490.5 
1,467,0 
1,479,3 
1,478.' 
1,472.7 
1,466,4 
1,457.3 
1,446,7 
1,447,3 
1,447,3 
1,437,4 
1,429,8 
1,416,0 
1,403,6 
1,400,6 
1,395,7 
1,390,5 

1,386,6 
1.365,5 
1.383,3 
1.315.7 
1.365.5 
1,369.3 
1,350,3 
1,346.3 
1,346.6 
1.333.5 
1,332.0 
1,331,2 
1,324.5 
1.323.6 
1,319,5 
1.306,5 
1.302,6 
1,299.6 
1,291,6 
1,296,2 
1,276,6 
1,212,7 
1,288,4 



TABLE B·3: NUMBER AND RATE OF PROPERTY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 

RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 


103 

104 

105 

106 

107 


109 

110 

111 

112 

113 

11. 

115 

116 

117 

118 

119 

,20 

121 

122 

123 

124 

'26 

126 


136 

137 

138 

139 

140 

141 

"2 

143 


JACKSON 
YORK 

5.007 
5.237 

1.256.8 
1.245.1 

OREM 
PEORIA 
SHREVEPORT 
DALLAS 
SAINT LOUIS 
OETROff 
OKLAHOMA CrTY 
BRIDGEPORT 
KILLEEN 
MEMPHIS 
LUBBOCK 
SAVANNAH 
ANN ARBOR 
SPRINGFIElD 
SAN FRANCISOO 
TOPEKA 
HONOLULU 
TOLEDO 
BUFFALO 
SANTA ROSA 
LOMPOC 
TYLER 
MONTEREY 
NORWALK 

STAMFORD 
SPRINGFIElD 
ABILENE 
NEWARK 
MONROE 
ASBURY PARK 
MIAMI 
CLIFTON 
SAN JOSE 
DANBURY 
TULSA 
MARIETTA 
LAFAYETTE 
DULUTH 
WILLIAMSPORT 
MUSKEGON 
lOS ANGELES 

'L FALL RIVER 
RIVERSIDE 

, 1, ALEXANDRIA 

147 PORTLAND146 BEAUMONT 
149 ANAHEIM' 
150 PHILADELPHIA 
151 GROTON TOWN 

3.352 
4,213 
3.473 

20.869 
28.801 
35.532 

9,421 
4.811 
3.112 

11,735 
2.658 
2.698 
3.292 

10.477 
15.526 

1,SS7 
9.892 
7,139 
8.123 
4.549 
4,313 
1.763 
4.134 
1,447 

1.837 
2.748 
1,391 

17,329 
1.613 
8.738 

18,481 
14.360 
12.639 

1.809 
7,301 
1,667 
1,465 
2.694 
1.323 
1.182 

68,107 
1.111 

21.158 
1.438 
2.508 
3.906 

14.075 
45.199 
2.943 

1.237.9 
1.230.1 
1.223.9 
1.222.5 
1.213.3 
1.208.0 
1.205.2 
1.200.6 
1,193.5 
1.177.9 
1.173.1 
1.168.' 
1.167.4 
1.165.7 
1.165.0 
1,'64,1 
1.165.0 
1.152.7 
1,1-48.4 
1.147.9 
1,143.1 
1,141.3 
1.138.7 
1.134.7 

1.134.6 
1.133.5 
1,130.2 
1.128.3 
1.125.9 
1.122.8 
1.121.0 
1,119,0 
1.112.7 
1.111.5 
1.111.3 
1,110,9 
1,109,4 
1.108.3 
1,101,' 
1.099.7 
1.099.3 
1.095.0 
1,091.6 
1.094.9 
1.073.6 
1.058.7 
1,058.1 
1,047.9 
1.037.2 



TABLE B-3: NUMBER AND RATE OF PROPERlY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 
RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOliTAN AREA. 1991 

181 
182 
183 
184 
185 
186 
187 

195 
196 
197 
198 
199 
200 
201 

MOBILE 
GRANO RAPIDS 
WASHINGTON 
BRYAN 
FLINT 
FLORENCE 
FORT WAYNE 
MIOlAND 
GAINESVILI.E 
LANCASTER 
OXNARD 
SAN DIEGO 
ASHLAND 
BilOXI 
MINNEAPOliS 
NEW BRUNSWICK 
LAKELAND 
FORT LAUDERDALE 
PAWTlJCKET 
ALl.ENTOWN 
ERIE 
BlOOMlNGTON 
JACKSONVlLI.E 
HARTFORD 
AKRON 
CHICOPEE 

DAYTONA BEACH 
READING 
HOUSTON 
NASHUA 
SEATTLE 
AUGUSTA 
BATTLE CREEK 
NASHVILLE 
HAMILTON 
EAST LANSING 
INDIANAPOLIS 
LAWTON 
NEW ORLEANS 
.	SARASOTA 

ELYRIA 

MANSFIELD 


. WEST PALM BEACH 
CLEVELAND 
LIMA 
TAMPA 
ALTOONA 
CANTON 
YOUNGSTOWN 
TERRE HAUTE 

4,993 
. 6.510 
37,447 

1,244 
4,334 
I.3OB 
3.614 
1.066 
2.036 
4,112 
5.027 

18.268 
2.961 
1.866 

20.605 
7.332 
3,l!8:1 
8.140 
2.182 
8.314 
2.518 
1.178 
8.351 
5.411 
5.1162 
4.780 

3.328 
2.906 

28.302 
1.4:17 

15.858 
3,255 
1,091 
7,890 
2.291 
2.360 
9.414 

834 
8.605 
2.002 
1.893 

989 
5.744 

10,994 
1,041 

.12.083 
941 

2.519 
3.141 

829 

1.034.6 
1.025.9 
1.011.1 

999.5 
999.3 
984.2 
981.7 
979.0 
913.0 
900.1 
961.1 
958.6 
941.6 
93U 
999.2 
934.5 
933.4 
925.2 
914.5 
913.8 
907.7 
903.0 
997.3 
896.6 
891.3 
990.7 

914.8 
957.9 
925.6 
918.1 
815.7 
802.7 
796.2 
766.7 
779.6 
77o.s 
744.1 
741.1 
731.9 
711.2 
706.8 
698.9 
697.9 
692.4 
668.9 
668.3 
640.0 
833.1 
832.3 
626.3 



TABLE B·3: NUMBER AND RATE OF PROPERTY CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 

RESIDENT POI'ULJ-nON. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 


203 

204 

205 

206 

207 

20S 
209 

210 

211 


216 

217 

218 

219 

220 

221 

222 


223 

224 

225 

226 

227 

226 

226 

230 

231 

232 

233 

234 

235 

236 

237 

23B 

236 

236 

23B 


CHATTANOOGA 
STEUeENVILLE 
HAVERHILL 
PITTSSURGH 
EAST CHIOAGO 
eOSTON 
COCOA 
JAOKSON 
KNOXVILLE 
SOUTH BEND 
ORLANDO • 
NEWBEOFORO 
BAVCITY 
ANDERSON 
SCRANTON 
FITCHBURG 
JOHNSTOWN 
LAKE CHARLES 
WHEELING 
COLUMBUS 

LEXINGTON 
PENSACOLA 
CHICAGO 
MOORHEAD 
MOLINE 
SIOUX FALLE 
FORT MYERS 
TUSCALOOSA 
GADSDEN 
LOWELL 
SIOUX CITY 
MANCHESTER 
WORCESTER 
HUNTSVILLE 
MUNCIE 
CEDAR RAPIDS 
CHARLESTON 
COLUMBIA 
DES MOINES 

2.693 

675 


2.310 
12.064 
3.630 

12.315 
2.009 

B7' 
3,360 
1.396 
6.019 


980 

2.156 


707 

3.797 


525 

1.232 


64B 

794 


6.712 

1.600 
1.607 

24.297 

682 


1,41 .. 
445 

723 

381 

235 

426 

193 

20S 
601 

126 

42 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

611.7 
609.9 
605.3 
596.0 
593.4 
562.6 
562.1 
579.1 
571.7 
556.4 
546.8 
546.7 
536.2 
534.7 
513.8 
512.5 
507.4 
500.6 
495.4 
483.1 

458.1 
454.7 
451.3' 
444.6 
396.B 
355.7 
270.8 
250.2 
233.6 
158.8 
158.0 
142.6 
136.9 
52.1 
34.7 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0GREENVILLE 

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



TABLE B-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF INDEX CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 

RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 


," 
1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


,6 

7 

8 

9 


10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 


'19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


:.:.', ::::),·,Y)'· ','
,','," 

25 

26 

27 

2B 
29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 


MERIDEN 

FORT SMITH 

WILMINGTON 
GREENSBORO 
KENOSHA 
DECATUR 
ALBANY 
PUEBLO 
BRIDGETON 
RACINE 
ROANOKE 
ATLANTIC crrv 
MILWAUKEE 
YAKIMA 
KANSASCrrv 
TEXARKANA 
COLONIAL HEIGHTS 
WICHITA 
MONTGOMERY 
AMARILLO 
TUCSON 
COLUMBUS 
RENO 
DENVER 
LITTLE ROCK 
GALVESTON 

ROCHESTER 
WATERBURY 
PHOENIX 
KENNEWICK 
LYNCHBURG 
MODESTO 
ROCKFORD 
SALT LAKE CITY 
GASTONIA 
BATON ROUGE 
HAMPTON 
COLORADO SPRINGS 
LAS VEGAS METRO POL JUR 
FRESNO 
LINCOLN 
ODESSA 
JERSEY crrv 
WILMINGTON 
SPRINGFIELD 
AUSTIN 

6.7n 
34.975 

5,460 
4.805 
4.480 
4.885 
5.262 
6.683 
8.545 

11.948 
46.600 
7,024 

45.587 
4,'70 

29.336 
16,114 
9.704 
6.026 

20.976 
7.620 
6.581 

32.811 
15.583 
6.830 

25.732 
5.570 

38.670 
4.580 
4,205 

11.007 
8.315 

27.058 
34,176 
15.222 
34.496 
11.494 
18.852 
17,474 
5.976 
3.366 

" ,986 
16,191 
5.251 

21.616 
12.235 
5.637 
4.833 

5.543.6 
4.303.1 
4.205.3 
4.059.8 
3.893.1 
3.857.0 
3.797.0 
3.758.2 
3.747.0 
3.726.4 
3,643.4 
3.607.8 
3.537.7 
3.411.9 
3.335.8 
3.286.4 
3.254.1 
3,147.0 
3.074.3 
3.072.4 
3.060.0 
3.053.7 
3.009.2 
2.966.0 

2.981.2 
2.9n.8 
2,969.4 
2.960.7 
2.910.8 
2.910.1 
2.902.3 
2.893.5 
2.891.6 
2.859.8 
2.848.6 
2.824.3 
2.806.1 
2.n3.6 
2.nl.6 
2.nl.0 
2.753.4 
2.748.0 
2.743.4 
2.707.2 
2.678.4 
2.653.7 
2.610.0 

See footnote at end of table. 

BOISE 



TABLE B·': NUMBeR AND RATE OF IND1!X CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000 
RESIDENT POPUlATION, BY METROPOliTAN AREA, 1991 

SPOKANE 
STOCKTON 
SAlEM 
CHAMPAIGN 

BAKERSFIELD 

NEW BRITAIN 

ELPASQ 


, DURHAM 
SANTACRUZ 
CORPUS CHRISTI 
SAN ANGELO 
TRENTON 
AUBURN 
MACON 
NEW YORK 
OAI<LAND 
ASHEVILLE 
CINCINNATI 
DALLAS 
LOUISVILLE 
TACOMA 
NAPA 
COLUMBIA 
FAYETTEVILLE 

EUGENE 
WACO 
SACRAMENTO 
ATlANTA 
FALL RIVER 
SAINT LOUIS 
PEORIA 
WICHITA FALLS 
KALAMAZOO 
BROWNSVILLE 
lAFAYETTE 
FQRTWORTH 
WARWICK 
BRIDGEPORT 
PORTlAND 
POUGHKEEPSIE 
ALBUOUERQUE 
ROME 

9,595 
11,174 
7,250 
4,404 

13,853 
3,704 

15,059 
18.226 
5,714 
8,700 
2,422 
5,785 
2,531 
6,860 

192,771 
25,740 

4,169 
34,489 
40,050 
22,465 
14,068 
8,9B2 
2,611 
6,427 

6,683 
4,411 

34,068 
65,189 

3,518 
53,120 

7,648 
2.172 
4,981 
5,B62 
4,634 

23.781 
11,727 
a,705 

24,631 
5,510 

10.340 
6,641 

2,575.2 
2.553.0 

. 2.541.7 
2,520,6 
2,497.0 
2,496.6 
2,4922 
2,440.1 
2,436.5 
2,428.3 
2.408.6 
2.408.5 
2,390.9 
2,387.1 
2,375.5 
2,380.8 
2,357.7 
2,354,1 
2.348.1 
2,338.3 
2,325.0 
2,317.3 
2,305.0 
2.303.1 

2.297.9 
2,263.7 
2,253.3 
2,249,9 
2.243.6 
2,237.7 
2,232.4 
2.217.8 
2.212.3 
2.206.5 
2.203.3 
2,189.9 
2,173.6 
2,172.4 
2.141.8 
2,115.8 
2.105.6 
2, lOS.1 

DETROIT 60,257 2,048.5 
SYRACUSE 12,455 2,047.9 
LAREOO 2,784 2.045.8 

I MADISON 7,4fi1 2,043.5 
, MONTEREY 7.400 2.038.2 

96: LOS ANGELES 125,935 2.032.6 

See footnote at end of table, 



, TABLE B-4; NUMBER AND RATE OF INDEX CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 

RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOUTAN AREA. 1991 


97 

99 

99 


100 

101 

102 

106 

104 

105 

108 

107 

108 

109 

110 

111 

112 

113 

"4 

115 

118 

117 


120 


CHARLESTON 
SAN ANTONIO 
GREEN BAY 
EVANSVILLE 
HARRISBURG 
MOeILE 
STAMFORD 
TOLEDO 
ALBANY 
NEWARK 
KILLEEN 
OMAHA 
SAN FRANCISCO 
SHREVEPORT 
SPRINGFIELD 
SAVANNAH 
SPRINGFIELD 
MEMPHIS 
SAN JOSE 
RIVERSIDE 
BIRMINGHAM 
ASBURY PARK 
TAUlAHASSEE 
JACKSON 

CLIFTON 


5.096 
27.003 
3.934 
5.552 

'11.660 
9.466 
2.824 

12.119 
15.751 
29.996 
5.057 

10.997 
25.724 

5,470 
4.658 
4.757 

17.160 
18.973 
21,442 
36.573 
17,239 
14,532 
4.458 
7.371 

23.744 


2.031.0 
2.030.5 
1.995.9 
l.m.o 
1.997.1 
1.965.5 
1.957.2 

1.958.8 
1.955.5 
1,953.1 
1.943.3 
1.932.1 
1.930.2 
1.927.7 
1.920.7 
1.917.8 
1.908.1 
1.904.4 
1.887.7 
l.m.9 
1.876.2 
1.887.3 
1.858.9 
1.850.2 

1.850.2 

121 ROCHESTER 1.992 1,847.0 
122 
 EDINBURG 7.214 1.841.6 
123 
 LOMPOC 6.943 1.840.2 
124 
 SANTA ROSA 7.280 1.837.0 
125 
 BUFFALO 12.954 1.829.1 
123 
 WASHINGTON 87.126 1.823.2 
127 
 OKLAHOMA CITY 14.178 1.813.7 
128 
 BINGHAMTON 4.790 1.798.4 
129 
 APPLETON 1.790.75.991 
130 PORTlAND 4.164 1.782.5 
131 MIAMI 29.31' 1.778.2 
132 NORWALK 2.228 1,747.1,, 193 BILLINGS 2.000 1.742.4 
134 MUSKEGON 2.785 1.738.2 
135 PHILADELPHIA 74,432 1.725.6 

, 136: SANDIEGO 32.805 1,721,4:. , 137: ANN ARBOR 4._ 1.704.3 
138: LUBBOCK 3.819 1.685.5 
138 
 DANBURY 2.141 1.684.1 
140 
 FLINT 7.250 1.671.6 
141 
 MIDlAND 1.814 1.666.0 
,42 ABILENE 2.050 1.865.6 
143 
 BEAUMONT 6.137 1.863.5 

See fOO1nOl. al.nd of U!bl•• 



NASHUA 

TABLE B·': NUMBER AND RATE OF INDex CRIME ARRESTS PeR 100.000 

RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 


148 

147 

148 

149 

150 

151 

152 

153 

15' 

163 

164 

155 

156 

167 


168 

169 

170 

171 

172 

173 


179 

180 

181 : 

182 

183 

184 

185 


• MINNEAPOLIS 

JACKSON 
BATTLE CREEK 
CLEVELAND 

FORT WAYNE 6.071 1.649.2 
TULSA 10.775 1.640.1 
OXNARD 
DULUTH 
GROTON TOWN 
ANAHEIM 
FLORENCE 
MARIETTA 
HONOLULU 
OREM 
PAWTUCKET 
MONROE 
HOUSTON 
BLOOMINGTON 
YORK 
GRAND RAPIDS 
CHICOPEE 
TYLER 
BILOXI 
READING 
NEW BRUNSWICK 
GAINESVILlE 
FORT LAUDERDAlE 
JACKSONVILLE 

ASHLAND 
WILLIAMSPORT 
LAKeLAND 
BRYAN 
TOPEKA 
LAFAYETTE 
DAYTONA BEACH 
AlLENTOWN 
HARTFORD 
NASHVILlE 
EAST lANSING 
SEATTLE 
AleXANDRIA 
ERIE 
LANCASTER 
AUGUSTA 
ALTOONA 
AKRON 

8.551 
3.957 
'.601 

21,455 
2.142 
2,391 

13.634 
4,269 
4,767 
2,244 

49,883 
2,035 
6,531 
9.829 

8..281 

2.378 

3,020 

5.115 


11.736 

3.126 


13.055 

13.790 


4.629 
1,751 
6.016 
1.797 
2,334 
1,889 
5.351 
9,697 
9,426 

13,718 
5,952 

26,347 
1,792 
3,739 
5,717 
5.435 
1.685 
8,365 

27,793 
2,219 
1,873 

1.634.9 
1,627.9 
1.621.5 
1,612.9 
1.611.8 
1,593.4 
1.1>22.0 
1,593.8 
1,567.1 
1,566.3 
1,565.9 
1.560.0 
1.552.7 
1.548.9 
1,543.0 
1,SS9.5 
1,521.0 
1,510.0 
1,49511 
1.492.4 
1.465.' 
1,481.8 

1,472.0 
1,465.3 
1,446.2 
1,443.8 
1,439.8 
1.429.5 
1,406.6 
1,401.9 
1.390.9 
1,371.4 
1.365.0 
1,355.2 
1.351.9 
1.347.5 
1,343.2 
1,340.3 
1,262.3 
1.271.8 

1..285.8 

1,283.3 

1,241.0· 

1.237.7 
1,231.3 

See footnote at end of table. 



I TABLE 13-4: NUMBeFIAND FlATE OF INDEX CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000 

, RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991 


ELYRIA 
INDIANAPOLIS 
BROCKTON 
HAMILTON 
PITTSBURGH 
YOUNGSTOWN 
STEUBeNVIULE 
LAWTON 
BOSTON 
WEST PAUM BeACH 
FITCHBURG 
TAMPA 
NEW BEDFORD 
LIMA 
SAMSOTA 
MANSFIELD 
ANDERSON 
COLUMBUS 
EAST CHICAGO 
SOUTH BeND 
HAVERHILL 
TERRE HAUTE 
KNCXVILLE 
MOLINE 

CANTON 
JOHNSTOWN 
ORLANCO 
COCOA 
CHATTANOOGA 
BAY CITY 
SCFlANTON 
CHICAGO 
LAKE CHARLES 
WHEELING 
LEXINGTON 
MOORHEAD 
PENSACOLA 
GADSDEN 
SIOUX FALLS 
11JSCALooSA 
FOATMYERS 
SIOUX CITY 
MANCHESTER 
WORCESTER 
LOWELL 
HUNTSVILLE 
MUNCIE 

3,195 
15.027 
2.327 
3.442 

23,529 
5.710 
1.624 
1,254 

23,067 
5,860 
1,096 

20,904 
1,911 
1,657 
2,968 
1,293 
1,337 

13,314 
5,134 
2,324 
3,541 
1,221 
5:2.77 
3,052 

3,404 
2,062 
9.349 
2,930 
3,725 
3,208 
5,688 

40.589 
1,258 
1,150 
2.331 

967 
2:2.36 

551 
609 
621 
993 
275 
331 
983 
585 
215 

46 

1,192,9 
1,187,7 
1,174.6 
1,171.2 
1,166.4· 
1,149.4 
1,132.1 
1,114.4 
1,091.3 
1,076.5 
1,069,6 
1,069.4 
1,066,0 
1.064.6 
1,054.3 
1,015.5 
1,011.2 

962.6. 
937.4 
929.7 
929.4 
922.5 
900.5 
862.8 

856.5 
649.2 
549.2 . 
848.9 
646.4 
797.2 
769.7 
753.9 
742.6 
717.8 
864.0 
643.5 
632.7 
547.8 
486.8 
407.S 
372.0 
237.• 
230.3 
223.9 
218.1 

88.9 
36.0 

See footnote at 8"" of tabl., 



TABLE B-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF INDEX CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000 

RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991 


319 CHARLESTON 
319 COLUMBIA 
319 DES MOINES 

319 GREENVILLE 
319 WATERLOO 

o 0.0 
0.0o 

o 0.0 

• The number of index crime arrests is the sum of violent crime. property crime, 
and robbery crime arrests. 

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

See footnote at end of table. 
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TABLE B,5: NUMBER AND RATE OF DRUG CRIME ARRESTS PER 100.000 

RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 


, 


•, 


, 


21 

22 

23 

2' 

25 


26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

3' 

35 

36 

37 

38 

39 

40 ATLANTA 14,648 505.6 
41 WICHITA 2.472 5042 
42 CINCINNATI 7,317 499,' 
43 WASHINGTON 18.103 491.7 
44 CHICOPEE 2.630 490.1 
45 NAPA 1.872 <183.0 
46 STAMFORD 695 481.7 
47 CLEVElAND 7.611 479.3 
48 MIAMI 7.846 475,9 
4S WILMINGTON 2,724 462.3 
50 DAvrONA BEACH 1,756 461.6 
51 DALlAS 7,863 460.6 

OAKLAND 
TRENTON 
JERSEYCnY 
NEWYOAK 
SAN FRANCISCO 
SAN DIEGO 
BAKEASFIELO 
BALTIMORE 
ATLANTIC CnY 
lOS ANGELES 
SAN JOSE 
NEWBEOFOAO 
FRESNO 
RIVERSIDE 
LAS VEGAS METRO POl JUR 
NEWARK 
SANTACRUZ 
STOCKTON 
OXNARD 
FORT LAUDERDALE 
LAFAYETTE 
MEMPHIS 
BSAUMONT 
ANAHEIM 
CORPUS CHRISTI 

MACON 
WATERBURY 
LAREDO 
GAlVESTON 
WILMINGTON 
MERIDeN 
SACRAMENTO 
MODESTO 
RENO 
NEW BRITAIN 
GREENSBORO 
LOMPOC 
TUCSON 
COLONIAL HEIGHTS 

14,022 
2,839 
4,390 

76,496 
12,270 
17,529 
4,690 

19,_ 
2,558 

<18,342 
8.639 
1,363 
4.646 

13,847 
4.758 

10,7<18 
1,63B 
3,026 
3,555 
5.613 
1.332 
6258 

2295 

8.239 
2.121 

1.660 
1,019 


159 

1.217 

667 

2,472 
8.071 
2.009 
t,13O 

771 

4,184 
1,941 
3.413 

...56 


1.286.I 

1.182.0 
1.008.5 

942.6 
920.7 
919.8 
845.4 
804.8 
797.8 
780.2 
778.2 
760.3 
737.4 
714.' 

7082 

699.8 
698.5 
691.4 
679.1 
638.0 
633.3 
828.1 
622.1 
619.4 
592.0 

sn.6 
576.8 
557.8 
5<18.1 
545.6 
541.1 
533.8 
531.2 
525.' 
519.7 

51 • .8 

514.4 
509.0 
506.7 



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

69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 

BRIDGEPORT 
COLUMBUS 
TEXARKANA· 
POUGHKEEPSIE 
GASTONIA 
FLINT 
PHOENIX 
SPOKANE 
DETROIT 
EUGENE 
CLIFTON 
SAVANNAH 
PHILADELPHIA 
SANTA ROSA 
BUFFALO 
ALBANY 
ASBURY PARK 
BRIDGETON 
AUSTIN 
SYRACUSE 
OMAHA 
DANBURY 
SAN ANTONIO 
SAN ANGELO 
PORTLAND 

1,814 
1,115 

540 
1,122 
5,062 
1,848 
5,490 
1.563 

12.327 
1,216 
5.360 
1,034 

17,943 
1,648 
2,939 
3.327 
3,205 

568 
3.269 
2.440 
2,280 

646 
5,257 

394 
4.499 

77 BATON ROUGE 2,081 
78 FAYETTEVILLE 1,076 
79 FORT SMITH 683 
80 MONTEREY 1,386 
81 HOUSTON 12,107 
82 EL PASO 2,268 
83 KANSAS CITY 4,821 
84 LOUISVILLE 3,521 

ODESSA 441 
OKLAHOMA CITY 2,781 
BOSTON 7,508 
FALL RIVER 556 
HAMPTON 4,293 
DENVER 3,808 
JACKSON 1,397 
ROCHESTER 3,018 
FORT WORTH 3.703 
EAST LANSING 1,477 
DURHAM 2,446 
TACOMA 1,968 
ASHEVILLE 573 
LmLEROCK 1,663 
ROME 977 
BROCKTON 611 
KENOSHA 368 

1 LAKE 

452.7 
449.6 
441,8 
430.8 
428.3 
426.1 
421.6 
419.5 
419.1 
418.1 
417.7 
416.9 
416.0 
415.8 
415.0 
413. , 
411.8 , 
409.9 
409.4 
401.2 
400.6 
396.9 
395.3 
391.8 
391.1 

391.0 
385.6 
384.8 
381.8 
380.0 
375.4 
374.1 
366.5 
363.0 
355.8 
355.2 
354.6 
354.5 
354.4 
350.7 
349.7 
341.0 
338.7 
327.5 
325.2 
322.5 
321.1 
309.7 
308.4 
298.8 



TABLE B-5: NUMBER AND RATE OF DRUG CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000 

RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991 


133 

134 

135 

136 

137 

138 

139 

14Q 

141 

142 

143 

144. 
145 


MANSFIELD 
MUSKEGON 
JACKSONVILLE 
JACKSON 
WARWICK 
HAVERHill 
YAKIMA 
NEW BRUNSWICK 
ALEXANDRIA 
SPRINGFIELD 
ALLENTOWN 
ROANOKE 
ANNARBOA 
LINCOLN 
GAOTONTOWN 
SPRINGFIELD 
BINGHAMTON 
MIDLAND 
KALAMAZOO 
BROWNSVILLE 
pmSBURGH 
EDINBURG 
AKRON 
GRAND RAPIDS 
HONOLULU 

WICHITA FALLS 
MILWAUKEE 
AMARILLO 
DECATUR 
ALBANY 
SAINT LOUIS 
BOISE 
BRYAN 
LYNCHBURG 
SALEM 
NORWALK 
PEORIA 
KILLEEN 
RACINE 
TOLEDO 
AUBURN 
TYLER 
BilOXI 

146; SARASOTA 

141 

148 

149 

150 

151 

152
, 153 


BATTLE CREEK 
KENNEWICK 
BIRMINGHAM 
OOOOA 
LEXINGTON 
MOBILE 
TAMPA 

376 

473 


2,744 

444 


1,582 

1,110 

566 

2,279 


383 

700 


1,_ 
653 

807 

612 

796 


2,520 

'743 

302 

608 

716 


5.406 
1,048 
1,758 
1,_ 
2,264 

328 

3,323 


497 

307 

296 


6,070 

543 

317 

364 

710 

317 

646 


295.6 
295.2 
294.9 
294.2 
293.2 
290.9 
290.7 
290.5 
298.9 
288.6 
287.6 
286.3 
286.2 
283.9 
280.5 
280.' 
279.0 
277.4 
270.0 
269.5 
268.0 
267.5 
287.3 
265.4 
284.4 

. 280.8 
259.8 
259.5 
259.4 
257.2 
255.7 
255.6 
254.7 
252.0 
248.9 
248.6 
247.6 

644 

434 


1,509 

251 

365 

400 

663 


247.0 
244,8 
243.7 
237.1 
236.3 
236.2 
235.5 

320 233.5 
361 233.4 

2,104 229.0 
790 226.9 
801 226.2 

1,095 226.9 
4,412 225.7 



TABlE 8-5: NUMBER AND RATE OF DRUG CRIMe ARReSTS PER 1Q(j,Q(jO 
ReSIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991 

164 
155 

. 158 
157 

161 
162 
163 
164 
165 

191 
192 
193 
194 
195 
196 
197 
198 
199 
200 
200 
201 

LAKElAND 
TAlLAHASSEE 
HARRISBURG 
MeNROE 
WACO 
TULSA 
CHARLESTON 
WEST PALM BEACH 
ORLANDO 
SPRINGFIELD 
LUBBOCK 
READING 
ABILENE 
SHREVEPORT 
PUEBLO 
YORK 
HARTFORD 
COLORADO SPRINGS 
ELYRIA 
NASHVILLE 
KNOXVILLE 
TOPEKA 
LANCASTER 
MADISON 
NEW ORLEANS 

GAINESVILLE 
OREM 
CHATTANOOGA 
ALBUQUERQUe 
SAlT LAKE ClTV 
CHAMPAIGN 
PORTLAND 
GREEN BAY 
NASHUA 
ASHLAND 
YOUNGSTOWN 
INDIANAPOLIS 
FORT WAYNE 
HAMILTON 
ROCHESTER 
FORT MYERS 
PAWTUCKET 
FITCHBURG 
COLUMBUS 
STEUBENVILLE 
MARIETTA 
ALTOONA 
PENSACOLA 
MOLINE 
DULUTH 
LIMA 

224.8 
535 
935 

223.2 
1,298 219.0 

3011 215,7 
414 214.3 

1,4011 214.0 
213.2535 

1.744 211.9 
2,301 209.0 

397 207.4 
469 207.0 
701 208.9 
248 201.5 
551 197.7 
247 165.6 
818 194.5 

1,171 191.9 
755 185.5 
473 176.6 

1,764 176.3 
176.3 

282 
1.033 

174.0 
739 173.6 
629 172.4 

1.969 167.5 

350 167.1 
446 164.1 
723 164.2 
502 163.3 

1,509 161.4 
281 16Q.8 
364 155.8 
307 155.8 
273 155.4 
485 154.2 
731 148.4 

1,791 141.6 
141.5 

412 
521 

140.2 
148 137.2 
363 136.0 
405 133.1 
136 132.8 

1,837 132.2 
189 131.7 
197 131.3 
170 129.4 
453 128.2 
447 128.3 
SO? 126.3 
194 124.6 



TABLE B·5: NUMBER AND RATE OF DRUG CRIME ARRESTS PER 100,000 

RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AAEA, 1991 . 


202' BLOOMINGTON 
203 ANDERSON 
204 EVANSVILLE 

LAWTON 
BAY CITY 
EAST CHICAGO 
ROCKFORD 
FLORENCE 
COLUMBIA 
MONTGOMERY 
ERIE 
MINNEAPOliS 
TERRE HAUTE 
CANTON 
WILLIAMSPORT 
APPLETON 
SEATTLE 
CHICAGO 
WORCESTER 
SCRANTON 

162 

161 

338 

133 

470 

709 

331 

146 

123 

316 

291 


2,279 

135 

371 

100 

255 


1,548 
4,217 

343 

584 


124.2 
121.8 
119.8 
118.2 
'16,8 
115.9 
115.5 
109.9 
109.6 
105.6 
104.9 
103.9 
102.0 
93.3 
83,7 
00.4 
79.5 
78.3 
78.1 
76.3 

SIOUXCITV 
LAFAYETTE 
MOORHEAD 
AUGUSTA 
SIOUX FALLS 
JOHNSTOWN 
GADSDEN 

64 

81 

87 


100 

49 

94 

37 

52 

55 

72 

77 

36 

17 

28 


1 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

72.S 
61.3 
55.7 
44.4 
39.2 
38.7 
36:8 
36.2 
34.9 
28.8 
28.7 
23.6 
14.8 
11.6 
0.8 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

229 MANCHESTER 
230 WHEELING 
231 SOUTH BEND 
232 LOWELL233. TUSCALOOSA 
234 BILLINGS 
235 HUNTSVILLE 

MUNCIE 
237 CEDAR RAPIDS 
237 CHARLESTON 
237 CCLUMBIA 
237 DES MOINES 
237 GREENVILLE 
237 WATERLOO 

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



TABLE U: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINElHEROIN SALES ARRESTS 

PER 100,001) RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 


OAKLAND 
OXNARD 
FRESNO 
SAN JOSE 
TRENTON 
SAN DIEGO 
SANTACRUZ 
CLEVELAND 
LOS ANGELES 
ATLANTIC CrTY 
NEW BEDFORD 
NEW YORK 
BAKERSFIELD 
JERSEYCrTY 
FORT LAUDERDALE 
RIVERSIDE 
BEAUMONT 
SAN FRANCISCO 
GALVESTON 
BALTIMORE 
CHICOPEE 
BUFFALO 
MACON 
NEWARK 
BRIDGETON 

WATERBURY 
STOCKTON 
PORTLAND 
LAFAYETTE 
MIAMI 

31, ATLANTA 
32' ANAHEIM 
33 AUSTIN 
34 ALEXANDRIA 
35 CLIFTON 
36 FORT WORTH 
37 DALLAS 
38 WICHITA 
39 DANBURY 
40 LOMPOC 
41, POUGHKEEPSIE 

~! ~?L\:~i~IGHTS 
44, WASHINGTON 
45 'I CORPUS CHRISTI 
4S BRIDGEPORT 

, MONTEREY 

MODESTO 

WILMINGTON 

SAVANNAH 


6.630 
2.472 
2,935 
4.687 

963 
7.345 

772 
5.221 

20.333 
1,047 

582 
26.269 

1.768 
1.3n 
2.722 
5,S!18 
1.115 
4.022 

668 
7.007 
1.S00 
1.93' 

783 
'.046 

358 

475 
1.107 
2,607 

507 
3.B7' 
6.699 
2.968 
1.753 

265 
2.733 
2,243 
3.377 

96' 
316 
71. 
482 

1,606 
1,060 
6.536 

63' 
705 
637 
644 
208 
417 

608.1 
472.6 
465.9 
412.6 
'00.9 
385.4 
326.2 
326.8 
3262 
326.5 
324.7 
323.7 
316.7 

.316.3 
309.4 
303.8 
302.2 
301.8 
300.9 
2Jl9.' 
279.5 
273.1 
272.5 
263.4 
258.3 

253.9 
252.9 
244.0 
241.1 
235.0 
231.2 
223.1 
219.5 
215.0 
213.0 
206.5 
197.8 
196.6 
195.4 
189.2 
185.1 
182.6 
179.9 
177.5 
177.0 
175.9 
175.5 
170.3 
170.1 
168.1 



TABLE B·6: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINElHEROIN SALES ARRESTS 

PER 100.000 RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 


ASBURY PARK 
TEXARKANA 
ELPASO 
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 
SANANTONI9 
SARASOTA 
GROTON TOWN 

52 

63 

54 

55 

56 

57 

58 

59 

60 

61 

62 

63 

64 

65 

86 

67 

86 

69 

70 

70 

71 

72 

73 

74 

75 


.. 

76 

n 
n 
78 

79 

60 

81 

B2 
83 

84 

85 

86 

87 

88 

89 

90 

91 

92 

93 

94 

95 

96 

97 

9B 
99 


1.300 

193 

945 

635 


1.632 

217 

321 


1,761 
176 


1.052 
1.204 

1n 
216 


2.650 

507 


1.167 

243 


','16 
149 

464 


1.803 

173 


1.499 
163 


2.390 

1.335 

320 

597 

955 

148 

338 

311 


4.5n 

114 

563 

806 

286 

127 

804 

478 

278 

396 

142 

1n 


1.763 
215 

308 


1.183 

249 

246 

163 


167.0 
157.9 
156.4 
156.2 
151.9 
150.4 
149.3 
145.4 
144.9 
140.8 
139.5 
138.8 
137.8 
131.4 
127.9 
127.0 
125.8 
119.9 
119.7 
119.7 
119.3 
, 16.6 
115.1 
113.8 
113.1 

113.0 
112.2 
112.2 
111.5 
1oa.8 
107.1 
106.9 
106.1 
104.7 
104.4 
103.1 
102.5 
101.6 
99.8 
99.0 
98.0 
95.2 
91.9 
90.9 
90.2 
89.7 
89.2 
89.0 
88.5 
86.7 
85.1 



TASI.E B·6: NUMBER ANO RATE OF COCAlNElHEROIN SALES ARRESTS 
PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOl.ITAN AREA. 1991 

WEST PALM BEACH 696 /34,6 
BROCKTON 167 /34,3' 
NEW BRUNSWICK 649 82,7 
LYNCHBURG 116 90,3 
KILLEEN 206 79,0 
GREENSBORO 825 76,9 
DECATUR 91 76.9 
HAVERHILL 291 76,3 
SPOKANE 284 76,2 
BROWNSVILLE 201 75.7 
SAN ANGELO 76 75,6 
ANN ARBOR 209 74,1 
FLINT 317 73.1 
KALAMAZOO 163 72,4 
HARTFORD 433 71.0 
CINCINNATI 1,015 69,3 
SPRINGFIELD 617 68.6 
GRANO RAPIDS 423 68,7 
TOLEDO 409 68,0 

119 GAINESVILLE 136 64,9 
119 MUSKEGON 104 64,9 
119 LUBBOCK 147 64,9 
120 EDINBURG 246 62,8 
121 PAWTUCKET 190 62,5 
122 OMAHA 349 61.1 

CHAMPAIGN 
LmUEROCK 
HOUSTON 
MOLINE 

123 SPRINGFIELD 
124 READING 
125 BATILECREEK 
126 LIMA 
127 SPRINGFIELD 
127 JACKSON 

COLUMBUS 
KANSAS CITY 

130 FORT WAYNE 
131 FORT MYERS 
132 ORLANDO 
133 ALLENTOWN 
13. MILWAUKEE 
135 ALBANY 
125 KENOSHA 
125 LANCASTER 
137 CANTON 
138 EAST LANSING 
139 MADISON 
14() ELYRIA 
141 LAKE CHARUES 

147 
205 
82 
92 

113 
69 

809 
741 
211 
152 
611 
368 
648 

55 
52 

203 
188 
206 
172 
126 
79 
90 

237 
1,464 

159 

90,6 
60,5 
59,8 
59,1 
59,0 
59,0, 
$9,2 
57,5 
57.3 
$9,9 
55,5 
53.3 
50,7 
47,8 
47.8 
47,7 
47,3 
47.2 
41.1 
47,0 
46,6 
45,8 
45,8 
45,6 
44,9 



TABlE B·6: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINElHEROIN SALES ARRESTS 

PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION;BY METROPOUTAN AREA. 1891 


•,. EVANSVILLE 102 
 36.2 ' 
MANSFIELD .5 
 35.' 
COlUMBIA 34.439 

CHARlESTON 86 
 34.3 
RACINE 33,359 

DETROIT 32,6960 


155 
 MERIDEN 149 
 32.6 
156 
 COLORADO SPRINGS 131 
 32.2• 
157 
 LAWTON 32.036 

158 
 ROCKFORD 91 
 31.ll 
159 YORK 131 
 31.1 
160 WIllIAMSPORT 35 
 29.3 
'61 SAINT LOUIS 679 
 28.6 
162 BINGHAMTON 75 
 28.2 
163 
 PENSACOlA 9. 26.6 
164 
 FITCHBURG 27 
 28,' 

ANDERSON 3. 28.7 
AlBUOUEROUE 28.5'25 
LOUISVIlle'67 25.'24' 

168 
 TULSA 2'.2'59 
169 
 EAST CHICAGO 23.9'46 

«< ~, ,,), ::'" 

BILOXI 46 
 23.2 
SALT lAKE CITY 213 
 22.817' 

172 ASHEVILLE 39 
 22.0 
'73 HAMILTON 21.t62 

'7. ASHLAND 20.786 

175 KNOXVILLE 119 
 20.3 
176 LEXINGTON 19.970 

177 
 TOPEKA 31 
 19.1 

18,7178 
 YOUNGSTOWN 93 

179 
 WORCESTER 18.280 

180 
 BLOOMINGTON 17.623 


16.7ROANOKE 36
'81 
PORTlAND 37 
 15.8'82 

183 
 SCRANTON 115 
 15.6 
184 
 MINNEAPOLIS 15.3336 

Hl5 PUEBLO 19 
 15.1 
186 
 COLUMBUS 37 
 '4,9 

GREEN BAY 14.729
'87 

CHICAGO 2,244 41,7 
KENNEWICK 54 .1.4 
TUCSON 277 40.6 
MONTGOMERY ". 38.2 

SEATTLE 287 13.7'86 
189 
 AUGUSTA 54 13.3 
190 
 FlORENCE 17 12.8 

INDIANAPOLIS 158 12.5'91 
HARRISBURG 73 12.3'92 

193 
 BAY CITY 47 , 1.7 ' 
NASHUA 19 10,8194 


195 
 OREM 29 10,7 



TABLE e·s: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAiNElHEROIN SALES ARRESTS 

PER 100.000 RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1991 


TUSCALOOSA 
JACKSON 

MEMPHIS 

DULUTH 

ABILENE 

SYRACUSE 

SOUTHBENO 

BOISE 

JOHNSTOWN 

OAOSOEN 

TERRE HALITE 

FORT SMITH 
SIOUX FALLS 
CHAnANOOGA 
LOWelL 
AKRON 
WHEELING 
APPLETON 
MOORHEAD 

AUBURN 
NASHVlWE 
LAFAYETIE 

ROCHESTER 

BILLINOS 

LINCOlN 
HUNTSVlLLE 
ALTOONA 
ERIE 
STEUBENVILLE 
MARlEnA 
MANCHESTER 
CEDAR RAPIDS 
CHARLESTON 

223 COLUMBIA 
223' DES MOINES

IGREENVILLE 
LAS VEGAS METRO POL JUR 

223: MUNCIE 
2231 SIOUX CITY 

16 

40 

93 

22 

10 

49 

19 

'5 
17 

7 

9 


41 

12 

a 

27 

16 

31 

7 


13 

6 


, 

34 


4 

3 

3 

4 

4 

2 

4 

2 

2 

1 

0 
0 
0 
0 
a 
a 
0 
0 

10.5 
10.0 
9.3 
9.1 
6.1 
8.1 
7.6 
7.1 
7.0 
7.0 
6.8 
6.B 
6.8 
6.4 
6.1" 
6.0 
4.7 
4.4 
4.1 
3.9 

3.8 
3.4 
3.0 
2.8 
2.6 
1.9 
1.7 
1.5 
,.4 
1., 
1.3 
0.7 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

SoUrc&: Unpublished data from the Uniform Crime Report Program, 
Federnl Bureau ollnvestigatlon. 



TABLE B·7: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAlNElHEROIN POSSESSION ARRESTS 
• PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOliTAN AREA. 1991 


TRENTON 
JERSEY CIlY 
NEW YORK 
OAKLAND 
NEWARK 
BALTIMORE 
COLUMBUS 
SAN FRANCISCO 
NEW BRITAIN 
BAKERSFIELD 
WATERBURY' 
FliNT 
NEW BEDFORD 
PHIlADELPHIA 
LOS ANGELES 
FAVEnEVILLE 
STOCKTON 
WASHINGTON 
BRIDGEPORT 
STAMFORD 
COlONIAL HEIGHTS 
FRESNO 
GASTONIA 
BOSTON 
FORT LAUDERDALE 

ATlANTIC CITY 
ATlANTA 
ALLENTOWN 
WILMINGTON 
BROCKTON 
HARRISBURG 
SAN ANTONIO 
MACON 
ANAHEIM 
KENOSHA 
SANTACRUZ 
MUSKEGON 
LYNCHBURG 
SACRAMENTO 
GREENSBORO 
HAMPTON 
TEXARKANA 

1,333 
2,122 

37.462 
3,724 
4.624 
7.071 

681 
3.659 

393 
1,38() 

442 
975 
402 

9.368 
13,077 

539 
841 

6.737 
6B8 
229 

1.302 
925 

1,698 
2,93. 
1.209 

430 
3.631 

909 
761 
254 
762 

1,595 
332 

1.507 
146 
257 
175 
157 

1.585 
840 

1.249 
126 

555.0 
-\S7.5 
461.6 
341.6 
301.1 
292.0 
274.6 
274,6 
264.9 
248.7 
236.3 
224.8 
224.3 
217.9 
211.1 
193.2 
192.1 
183.0 
171,7 
158.7 
148,1 
146.8 
143.7 
138.8 
137.1 

134.1 
132.2 
131.6 
129.2 
129.2 
126.9 
119,9 
115.5 
113.3 
112.4 
109.6 
109.2 
108.7 
104,8 
103.3 
103.1 
103,1 

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

46 

47 


SAN DIEGO 
WILMINGTON 
UTILE ROCK 
HAVERHILL 
SAN JOSE 
PHOENIX 
NEW BRUNSWICK 
DANBURY 

I 


1.953 

122 

516 

373 


1.088 
1,240 


747 

152 


102.5 
99,8 
99.6 
97.7 
95.8 
95.2 
95.2 
93,' 

I 



TABLE B-7: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINEiHEROIN POSSESSION ARRESTS 
PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 199t 

49 

50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

56 

57 

57 

58 

59 

60 

61 

62 

63 

64 

65 

86 

67 


91 

92 

93 

93 

94 

951 

96 


GALVESTON 
LOMPOC 
GRAND RAPIDS 
READING 
BINGHAMTON 
DURHAM 
FALL RIVER 
T,:>LEDO 
EAST LANSING 
RACINE 
CLEVELAND 
YORK 
RIVEASIDE 
MILWAUKEE 
Y.~IMA 
DALLAS 
AUBURN 
LOUISVillE 
RENO 
SAVANNAH 
NAPA 
MIAMI 
POUGHKEEPSIE 
ORLANDO 
KENNEWICK 

MONTEREY 
OKLAHOMA CITY 
FITCHBURG 
MODESTO 
CHARLESTON 
GROTONTQWN 
NEW ORLEANS 
JACKSONVILLE 
CHICOPEE 
OXNARD 
MANSFIELD 
BRYAN 
LANCASTER 
WICHITA 
TAMPA 
LAKELAND 
CINCINNATI 
SHREVEPORT 
JACKSON 
OilvrONA BEACH 
WARWICK 
WEST PALM BEACH 
COLORADO SPRI"IGS 
BRIDGETON 
SPRINGFIELD 
KII.LEEN 

204 

345 

565 

301 

230 

643 

133 

513 

352 

145 


1.275 
333 


1.520 

986 

146 


1.275 
79 


715 

156 

179 

275 


1,149 

181 

765 

107 


232 

490 


64 

233 

154 

174 

720 

556 

307 

299 

72 

69 


231 

265 


1.049 
223 

774 

149 

79 


199 

279 

419 

207 

70 

95 


9t ,9 
91,4 
89.0 
88.9 
6M 
86,1 
64,8 
821! 
60.7 
60.7 
60.3 
792 

78.4 
75.5 
75.0 

747 

74.6 
74.4 
72,5 
72.2 
7"2 
69.7 
69.5 
69,5 
69.2 

,"" ""h,.' 

63.9 
62.7 
62.5 
6L6 
61,4 
6L3 
61.2 
59.7 
57.2 

572 

56$ 
SM 
54,3 
54.0 
63.7 
63,6 
52.8 
52.5 
52,3 
52.0 
51.7 
50.9 
90.9 
50.5 
49.6 



TABLE Il-?: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINElHEROIN POSSESSION ARRESTS 
PER 100.000 RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOlITAN AREA. 1991 



TABlE 1l-7: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINElHEROIN POSSESSION ARRESTS 
PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991 

174 BROWNSVILLE 20 7.5 
175 MEMPHIS 73 7.3 
176 SOUTH BEND 18 72 
In AKRON 45 6.8 
178 WILLIAMSPORT 8 S.7 
179 JOHNSTOWN 16 M 
180 EUGENE 19 6.5 
181 CHATTANOOGA 28 6.4 
182 BLooMtNGTON 8 6.1 
183 'TACOMA 3' 5.6 
184 NORWALK 7 5.5 
165 EDINBURG 21 5,0 
186 JACKSON 21 5.3 

MOLINE 
COLUMBIA 
BATON ROUGE 
SCRANTON 
FORT WAYNE 
1(ALAMA200 
I.AKE CHARLES 
BOANOKE 
SALEM 
DENVER 
PAWTUCKET 
ERIE 
SALT LAKE CITV 
AMARILLO 
MERIDEN 
INDIANAPOLIS 
MONTGOMERY 
BILOXI 
FlORENCE 
LIMA 
ALBANY 
ASHLAND 
ELPASO 
EAST CHICAGO 
HOUSTON 

I MOBILE 
, SANANGELO 
: ANDERSON 

1 • ROCHESTER 
167 KANSAS CITY 
167 ~)EATTLE 

166 LUBBOCK 
169 DULUTH 
169 NASHVILLE 
170 OREM 
171 EVANSVILLE 
172 SAINT LOUIS 
173 BIRMINGHAM 

72 
23 

107 
148 
72 
44 
33 
4' 
55 

204 
56 
50 

161 
32 
75 

207 
·46 

30 
20 
23 
17 
45 
65 
85 

441 

58 
12 
15 
12 

126 
190 
22 
21 
8S 
23 
23 

189 
73 

20.4 
20,3 
20.1 
20,0 
19,6 
19,5 
19,5 
19,3 
19,3 
19.0 
18,' 
18,0 
17.2 
16,7 
16A 
16.4 
16,1 
15.1 
15.0 
14,8 
14.8 
14,3 
14,1 
13,9 
13.8 

12,0 
11.9 
11.3 
11.1 
9,8 
9,8 
9,7 
8,6 
a,s 
8,5 
8,2 
8.0 
7.9 



TABLE B-7: NUMBER AND RATE OF COCAINelHEROIN POSSESSION ARRESTS 
o PER 1000000 RESIDENT POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1991 

, 


189 
190 
191 
191 
192 
183 
19' 
194 
19. 
195 
196 
196 
196 
197 
198 

199 
200 
201 
202 
203 
204 
205 

207 
207

T" 207 ' CHARLESTON 

207 
 COLUMBIA 
207 DES MOINES 
207 GADSDEN .,, 207 GREENVILLE 

HUNTSVILLE 
LAS VEGAS METRO POL JUR 

207 , MUNCIE 

207' WATERLOO 

207, WHEELING 


YOUNGSTOWN 
SIOUX CITY 
AUGUSTA 
ABILENE 
SYRACUSE 
WORCESTER 
MONROE 
WICHITA FALLS 
MINNEAPOLIS 
AlEXANDRIA 
PEORIA 
SPRINGFIELD 
CANTON 
MOORHEAD 
LAFAYETTE 
BOISE 
STEUBENVILLE 
MANCHESTER 
MARIETTA 
CHICAGO 

PUEBLO 
LAREDO 
TUSCALOOSA 
APPLETON 
WACO 
LOWELL 
LINCOLN 
SIOUX FALLS 
TERRE HALITE 
BILLINGS 
CEDAR RAPIDS 

26 
6 

20 
6 

28 
20 

6 
5 

5 '" 

12 
8 

13 
5 
4 
6 
4 
4 
4 

137 

3 
3 
3 
6 
3 
4 
3 
1 
1 
a 
a 
a 
0 
a 
a 
0 
a 
a 
a 
a 
0 

$,2 
5,2 
4,9 
4,9 
4,6 
4,6 
',2 
4,0 
4,0 
3,8 
3,5 
3,3 
3,3 
3,3 
3.0 
2,8 
2,8 
2,8 
2.7 
2,5 

2,4 
2,2 
2.0 
1,9 
1,6 
1.5 
I,' 
0,8 
0,8 
0.0 
0,0 
0.0 
0,0 
0,0 
0,0 
0,0 
0,0 
0,0 
0,0 
0,0 
0,0 

Source: Unpublished data from the Uniform Crime Report Program.
1Federal Su"'.u of InvestigatiOn, 



TABlE B·8: NUMBER AND RATE OF POLICE OFFICERS PER 10,000 
RESIDENT POPULATION BY CITY, 1995 . 

1 	 WashingtOn. DC 
Detro;" MI 
Philadelphia, PA 
Jersey City, NJ 
Chlcago,IL 
Baltimore. MD 
St Louis, Me 
Hartford,OT 
NewYorI<,NY 
Newark. NJ 
Milwaulo!e, WI 
Boston, MA 
Cleveland, OH 
Pittsburgh, PA 
Onando, FL 
Springfield, MA 
Atlanta, GA 
Buffalo; NY 
Elizabetll. NJ 
New Ha_.CT 

Bridgeport, CT 
Fort Lauderdale, FL 
Richmond. VA 
Miami, FL 
Starnloro, CT 
Durham, NC 
Providence, RI 
Denver, CO 
San Franc:isco, CA 
Pa18fsan, NJ 
Syracuse. NY 

3,837 
4,640 
6,966 

920 
11,871 
2,965 
1,627 

SOl 
26,073 

1,122 
2,041 
1,829 
1,742 
1,210 

423 
446 

1,278 
993 
307 
35' 

401 
434 
6,2 

1,040 
275 
275 
412 

',349 
1,929 

365 
423 

61,3 
42,5 
42,5 
41.0 
39,6 
3ll.5 
37,7 
36.7 
36,3 
35,5 
32,8 
31.9 
31,9 
30,2 
29,8 
29,5 
29,3 
29,2 
28,4 
28,1 

28,0 
28,0 
27,S 
27,0 
26,8 
26,S 
26.6 
26,3 
26.3 
26.2 
25,] 

Houston, TX 4,363 25,0 
Kansas CI1y, Me 1,114 25,0 

25,0Reno,NV 271 
Now 000..,., LA 	 1,378 24.5 
Oayton,OH 	 440 24,3 

29 Tampa. FL 	 692 24,3 
24,230 Waterbury, CT 251 
23,931 Cincinnati. OH 863 

32 Baton Rouge, LA 575 23.4 
32 Hoi OOd,FL 291 23.4 

See footnol. 810nd 01_, 



TABLE B-6: NUMBER ANO RATE OF POLICE OFFICERS PER 10.000 

RESiDENT POPULATION BY CITY. 1985 


32 

33 

34 

35 

36
t.. 
36 

37 

38 

36 

39 

40 

41 

41 

42 

42 

43 

44 

44 

44 

45 


Aooh_r.NV 
Wo"",..tor. MA 
GreensbOro. NC 
Rint. MI 
Las Veg... NV 
Louisville. KY 
W",ston·SaIom. NO 
Los Angel... CA 
Toledo.OH 
Birmingham. At 
Chattanooga. TN 
Dallas. TX 
Norfolk, VA 
COlumbus. OH 
Roanoke, VA 
South Bend. IN 
Macon.GA 
MenlOomary. AL 
_.WA 
Salt Lake City, or 

46 

47 

48 

49 

49 

50 

51 


Portland, OR 
Nash"lIe-oa_. TN 
Indianapolis. IN 
Honolulu. HI 
Raleigh. NO 
Alexandria. VA 
Savannah. GA 
Springfi.IO. lL 
Akron.OH 
Hlaleall. FL 
SL Paul. MN 
Columbus. GA 
Uttie Rock, AR 
Gary. IN 
JackSon. MS 
Phoenix, f.2 
V""ngstown. OHI 
 Shreveport. LA 
Minneapolis. MN 

59. Lansing, MI 
,---,,60oeJi Fort Wayne. IN 

i 

See footnote at end of table. 


570 

368 

366 

336 


1.021 
650 

325 


1.051 

758 

619 

364 


2.170 

611 


1.223 
220 

230 

258 

391 


1.039 
341 


756 

984 

951 


1.639 

345 

214 

291 

196 

439 

304 

517 

344 

326 

273 

401 


1.704 

2116 

418 

sn 
240 

308 


23.4 
l!2.9 
l!2.6 
l!2.5 
22.4 
22.4 
22.3 
22.1 
22.1 
22.0 
21.9 
21.8 
21.8 
21.6 
21.6 
21.5 
21.0 
21.0 
21.0 
2o.e 

20.6 
20.4 
20.2 
20.1 
20.1 
19.8 
19.6 
19.5 
19.4 
19,3 
19.3 
19.2 
19.2 
19.1 
19.1 
19.1 
19.1 
18.9 
18.8 
18.7 
18.6 

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


TABLE B-6: NUMBER AND RATE OF POLICE OFFICERS PER 10,000 

RESIDENT POPULATION BY CrTY, 1985 

Topeka. KS 
Tulsa, OK 
FortWOI1!1, TX 
PonsmOUth. VA 
Charlotte, NO 
Albuqu""!UlI. NM 
Ingk>wood, CI\ 
Rockford, IL 
Evansville, IN 
San BernaKIino, CII 
Dos Moines, III 
MemphiS. TN 
Erie, PII 
Odessa. TX 
Beaumon~ TX 
Tallah......,FL 
Aurora, CO 
Madison, WI 
Tacoma. WA 
Torrance, CA 

72; Oakland, CI\ 
72[' Pasadena. IX 
72 Tucson. AZ 
73: Austin, TX 
73: Pueblo,CO 
73' St Peteroburg. FL 
74 Long Boach, OA 
75 Chesapeake, VA 
75 Wichita, KS 
76 OI<IaI1oma City, OK 
76, Peoria, IL 
77 Knoxville, TN 
7e;~,CA 

221 
694 
771 
199 
60S 
644 
183 
243 
231 
238 
332 

1,154 
203 
19. 
21S 
201 
340 
29' 
276 
234 

617 
208 
647 
661 
171 
419 
652 
212 
474 
732 
194 
288 
173 

18,5 
18,5 
18.2 
18,2 
18.1 
18,0 
18,0 
17,8 
17,7 
17,7 
17,6 
11,6 
17.4 
17.4 
17.3 
17.3 
17.2 
17.2 
17,1 
17,1 

11,0 
11,0 
11,0 
16.8 
16,8 
16,8 
16,1 
16.6 
16.6 
16,5 
16,5 
16,4 
16,2 

: 16.0, 79 i Sacramento. CA 502 
15.9 ,80 Huntsville. At 239 

,169 15,9 ,80 Wo<». TX 
15,881 Omal1a,NE 57. 

Jacksonville, FL 945 15,782 
15,719382 ~ood.CO 

Pasadena, CA 15,720282 
Allentown, PA 161 15.6B3 

See foOI!1OtO at end Of labia, 



TABLE 8-8: NUMBER AND RATE OF POlICE OFFICERS PER 10,000 
RESiDENT POPULATION 8Y CITY. 1985 


, 

99 

100 

100 


. 100 

101 

102 

102 

102 


Warren, 1.11 238 15.5 
Colorado Springs. CO 386 15.3 
Lexino_Fayell8, KY 3Z! 15.3 
San1a Ana, CA 352 15.2 
Plano. TX' 136 15.1 
Irving, TX 182 14.8 
N8WJ>Ort N..... vA 231 14.8 
San Antonio, TX 1.273 14.8 
CeQar Rapjds. IA 158 14.7 
Abilene, TX 152 14.6 
8aJ<ersf~ld, CJ>. 196 14.6 
Hampton, VA 186 14.6 
Stertlng Heights. 1.11 160 14.6 
EI Paso. TX 586 14.4 
Stockton. CA 253 14.3 
Mobile, AL 294 14.2 
San Diogo, CA 1,407 14.2 
Scottsdale, i>Z. 147 14.2 
Grand Rapids, 1.11 259 14.1 
Hayward, CA 144 14.1 

Virginia Beach, VA 440 14.1 
Ann Arbor. MI 151 14.0 
Glendate. i>Z. 166 14,0 
Ariinoton, TX 304 13.9 
Mesa.AZ 281 13.9 
SanJ..... CA 976 13.8 
Amarillo, TX 229 13.7 
Laredo, TX 152 13.7 

Springftol<i, !.to 
Eugene. OR 

Christi, TX 
CA 

Tempe, A2 
Lubbocl<. TX 
Pomona, CA 
Ri_.CA 
Spokano, WA 
Anaheim.CA 
Fulie_,CA 
Independana!, !.to 

166 

246 

149 

254 

236 

316 

145 

149 

181 

132 

339 

350 

229 


13.6 
13.5 
13.5 
13.5 
13.4 
13.2 
13.2 
13.2 
13.2 
12.9 
12.8 
12,7 
12.6 

See footnote at end of tallie. 

! 

http:Anaheim.CA


TABLE B·B: NUMBER AND RATE OF POLICE OFFICERS PER 10.000 
RESIDENT POPULATION BY CITY.19BS 

AnChorage. AK 
ConCOrd. CA 
Model110. CA 
Oxnard.CA 
OntariO. CA. 
BrownS\tille, TX 
Glendale. CA 
Orang•• CII 
Garden Grove. CA 

Huntington BoaCh. CII 
FremontCA 
Garland. TJ( 
Chula V<sIa. CA 
Sunnyllale. CA 
Boise City. 10 
Kansas Cily. KS 
LiVOtlia. MI 
Yonkers, NY 

288 
'33 
'54 
'49 
130 

" 6176 
117 
153 

202 
157 
173 
97,,7 

NlA 
NlA 
NlII 
NlA 

12.5 
12.5 
12.2 
12.0 
, 1.9 
11.8 
'1.5 
11.S 
11.5 

10.9 
10.6 
10.5 
1Q.4 
10.3 
NlA 
NlA 
NlA 
Nt" 

NlA . Oata not available, 

... Per , 0,000 residant population estimated for 1985 by the Federal Burea\J of 
InvostigatiOn. 

Source: County and City Data Book, 1988. Washington, DC: U,S. Government 
Printing Office. 

See footnote at end of table, 
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TABLE Co1: NUMBER AND RATE OF HOMICIDES PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION, 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990 

1 Orleans. LA 
2 Memphis. TN 
3 Shreveport, LA

• J8cksonville, FL 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
13 
1_ 
15 
18 
17 

"8 
19 
20 
21 
22 
22 
23 

2_ 
25 
26 
27 
28 
28 
29 
29 
29 
30 
30 
31 
32 
32 
33 
33 

Houston, TX 
Miami-Hialeah, Fl 
los Angeles-long Beach, CA 
Savannah.GA 
Dallas, TX 
Birmingham. AL 
Bridgaport-Stamford-Norwalk-Oanbury, CT 
G8Jveston-Texas City, TX 
Detroit, MI 
Flint. MI 
San Antonio, 1')( 
MObil., AL' 
Jackson, MS 
Washington, DC-MO-VA 
Flcirence. SC 
Chicago,lL 
Baltimore, Me 
RiChmond.Petersburg, VA 
Augusta, GA 
Gary·Hammond, IN 
Burlington, Ne 

'",' ., 
, " ': :::,;,:::i : ' : : i : : ' : : : : :' 'l ~ :.". 

StOckton. CA 
Waco, 1')( 
Little Rock-North UtIle Rock, AR 
Amarillo, TX 
Chariotte-GastOllia·Roc:k HUl, Ne 
Montgomery, Al 
Columbia, SO 
Fayetteville, Ne 
Odessa, TX 
Huntsville, AL 
LaS Vegas. NV 
Saint louis. MO-tL 
eaton Rouge, LA 
Riverside-San Bemardino, CA 
MaCon-Warner Robins, GA 
Oakland, CA 
Atlanta; GA 

Fresno, CA 

Ocala. FL 
Anniston, AL 
Tuscaloosa. AL 

Tyler. TX 

Philadelphia, PA-NJ 

Longview-Marshall. TX 

Brownsville-Harlingen. TX 

Biloxi-Gulfport. MS 

Fort Worth-Arlington. TX 

Kansas CI1y, MO-KS 
Norfolk-Virginia Beach-Newport News. VA 

Beaumont-Port Arthur. TX 

384 
230 

78 
201 
703 
406 

1,816 
48 

483 
170 
82 
40 

786 
n 

227 
82 
67 

658 
19 

985 
363 
131 
59 
90 
16 

70 
27 
72 
26 

159 
40 
61 
37 
16 
32 
99 

323 
66 

333 
36 

267 
359 
619 

64 
20 
2',. 
18 
31 
23 

156 
176 
157 

17 
40 
43 

31.0 
23._ 
23.3 
22.2 
21.3 
21,0 
20.5 
19.8 
18.9 
1B.7 
18.5 
18._ 
17.9 
17.9 
17._ 
17.2 
16.9 
16.8 
16.8 
16.2 
15.2 
15.1 
14.9 
14.9 
14.8 

14.8 
14.3 
14.0 
13.9 
13.7 
13.7 
13.5 
13.5 
13.5 
13._ 
13.4 
13.2 
12.9 
12.9 
12.8 
12.8 
12.7 
12.7 
12.6 
12.3 
12.3 
12.1 
12.0 
11.9 
11.7 
11.7 
11.2 
11.2 
11.2 
11.1 
11.0 

http:Savannah.GA


TABLE 0..1: NUMBElI ANI) RATE OF HOMICIDES PER 100.000 RES1DENT POPULATION, 
BY METfIOPOUTAN AREA. 1_ 

Bal<onlflold, CA 59 10.9 
C!eveland. OH 
MUwaukee, WI 
Wichita Falls, TX 
Benton H&Ibor, MI . 
Naploa. FL 
Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood-Pompano Beach. FL 
Fort Pierce, Fl 
Gainesville, Fl 
AIbllquerqU8, NM 
Fort Myers-Cape Coral:, FL 
LakeIand·Wlmer Haven, Fl 
Vlneland-MiIIvHIe·8Jidgeton. NJ 
Abilene, TX 
Cl\1I!1.1tIOoga.TN 
West Palm BaacMloca Raton-Delray Beach. Fl 
NewaJ1l;, NJ 
I.ako CIIorkl>, LA 
T"".. OK 
J...... CIly, NJ 
MeAIfen-Edinbu~. 1)( 
Yuba Oily. CA 
Oklahoma cay, OK 
Bradenton. FL 
San Francisco. CA 
Chico. CA 
Houma-Thibodaux, LA 

Fort Srnilll, AR-OK 
N._Io. TN 
New Bedford.fall RiYef·AIt1eboro, MA 
Alexandria. LA 
Gl'Mnvlll...spal1anburg, SO 
Lima. OH 
Pho.t'lix:, A2. 
Tampa-$t, Pfltersburg-Clearwatef. FL 
Co",". CI\,isll, TX 
S ......... Fl 
Kileen·Tflmple. TX 
O"IIndo. fL 
Aateigh-Durham. NC 
GrefWlsboro-Winatan-SalGm-High Point. NC 
Kalamazoo, Mt 
PO_,FL 
Roanoko, VA 
Visalia--Tu!are.PartaIViUe. CA 
Ch""''''n,SC 
Salinas-Seaside-Monterey, Cit 
Saginaw-8ay Clty-Midiand, UI 
CIar1<avillo·Hopkinovilio. 'IN-KY 
N:ow HaVtjll\·Wurbury·U.riden. or 
San Diogo, CA 
Sooth Boruj.M~_.. IN 
AndOf100. SC 
Taooma. WA 
Las Crucu, NU 
Tretrtol\ NJ 

45 

46 

46 

47 

47 

48 

46 

49 

50 

51 

51 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

56 

56 

57 

57 

57 

sa 
59 

59 

60 

60 


61 

81 

61 

52 

82 

62 

52 

92 

63 

53 

64 

64 

64 

65 

65 

65 

66 

S8 


69 

69 

69 

70 

71 

72 

72 


197 10.8 

152 10.6 

13 10,6 

17 10.5 

18 10.5 


130 10.4 

2& 10.4 

21 10.3 

49 10..2 

34 10.1 

41 10.1 

14 10.1 

12 10.0 

43 9.Q 

85 9.8 
178 9.8 
16 9.5 
67 9.5 
52 9.4 
3!\ 9.4 
11 9.4 
89 9.3 
19 g.o 

144 9.0 
19 8.8 
18 6.8 

15 8.5 
84 8.5 
15 8.5 
11 8.4 
54 8.4 
13 8.4 

178 8.4 
174 8.4 
29 U 
23 a.3 
21 &.2 
sa 8.2 
60 8.2 
76 6.1 
18 8.1 
29 6.1 
16 6.0 
25 a.o 

7.9.. 
28 7.9 
31 7.8 
13 7.7., 7.7 

192 7.7 
19 7.7 
11 7.e 
44 7.5 
10 7.'
2. 7.4 

http:Cl\1I!1.1tIOoga.TN


TABLE C-I: NUMBER AND RATE OF HOMICIDES PER 100.000 RESIDENT POPUlATION, 

:<:. 

BY METROPOI.ITAN AREA, 1990 .., 

1-
" 
.. -;, 

, 
73 Brazoria. TX 
74 Tucson, AZ 
75 KnoxvUIe:. TN 

75 Youngstown-WarrGn_ OH 

76 Melboum...rrtuaviliawPaim Bay. FL 

76 Roddord, IL 

76 Toledo, OH 
77 DaYton-Springfield, OH 

n Springflald, IL 

78 AnahGim-Sll/lla AmI, CA 

78 Austin. lX 

7B M8!c9d, CA 

78 _ ..... CA 

78 Rich1and-K&nnGWic:k·Pueo, WA 

79 IndlMapolla. IN 
79 Louisvilia, KY·IN 

79 SacramonIO. CA 

SO ChatiulOn, WV 

81 E! Puc. TX 

81 LexinglOl'l'<Fayette. KY 

81 Racine. WI 

82 Daytona Beach. FL 

82 LalaYG11e. LA 

82 Topeka. KS 

83 Fort Wayne, IN 

84 HicI<ory, NC 


85 New York. NY 

85 Ro<::twister. NY 

aa Reno, NV 

87 Columbus.OH 
87 Oenver, CO 
8S 8t'emerton. WA 
89 Canton, OH 
89 Hamilton-Middletown, OH 
89 Seattle, WA 
90 BoS1Qf1'-laureru:::&wSalem·LoweU·Brockton. MA 
90 VaneoUV4t, WA 
91 ,lubbock, TX 
91 Portsmouth-OOvt(·Rooh••r. NH·Me 
92 Aurora-Elgin. It. 
92 Santa ClIn. CA 
93 Buff.." NY 

93 CinCinnati. OH 

93 Des Moina, tA 

93 o.ano. County, NY 


; Santa R04;Ia-Petaluma. CA 
: HuminOlOn·Aahland, WV·I(Y'()H 

Akmn.OH 

RI 

,. 

48 

43 

as 
28 

2l> 

43 

68 

13 


161 

52 

12 

25 

10 

82 

63

.8
,. 

37 

22 

11 

23 

13 

10 

22 


" 


486 

57,.
7. 

87 

10 

20 

15 


101 

207 


12 

11 

11 

17 

11 

4S 

87 

18 

14 

18 

14 

29 

11 

19 

13 

61 

63 

48,. 


7.3 
7.2 
7.1 
7.1 
1.0 
7.0 
7.0 
8.9 
6.9 
6.7 
6.7 
6.7 
6.7 
6.7 
6.6 
8.8 
6.6 
8,' 
U 
8.3 
6.3 
6.2 
6.2 
6.2 
6.0 
5.9 

-- ! , 

6.1 
5.7 
5.5 
5.' 
5.4 
5.3 
6.1 
5.1 
5.1 
5.0 
5.0 
'.9
'.9 
'.8 
4.8 
4.6 
.u 
'.6'.8 

U 
4.5... 

4.2 
U 
'.1' 
4.1 
'.0 
'.0 
3.9 

http:Columbus.OH


TABLE C-l: NUMBER AND fIATE OF HOMICIDES PER 100.000 RESIDENT POPULATION, 
BY ME1'ROPOLITAN AREA, 11190 


Nassau-Suffolk. NY 
Portland. OR 
Sa. Lak. CiIy.<Jgden, UT 
Honolulu. HI 
OltnISl'd-V.ntura, CA 
Springfield. MA 
Ann Arbor, Ml 
Minneapolis-SI, Paui, MN 
Harrisburg-lebannon..car!iale. PA 
Johnson City-Kingsport-Bristol. TN-VA 
Laka County, It 
Reading. PA 
Lanaing~East lansing. MI 

Omaha. NE-IA 
SatM Barbara-Santa ~t.ompcx:, CA 
eOfgfln-PauaiC, NJ 
CoIo,ode Springs, CO 
Syr....., NY 
Wotches1e'wF"lI:chburg·Leominsler. MA 
H8.I'tfOrd~N8W Britaln·Middietown-&istol. Of 

97 
46 
40 
30 
2_ 
19 
10 
87 
2Q 
15 
17 
11 
14 

20 
12 
39 
12 
20 
13 
32 

3.7 
3.7 
3.7 
3.6 
3.6 
3.6 
3.5 
3.5 
3.4 
3.4 
3.3 
3.3 
3.2 

3.2 
3.2 
3.1 
3.0 
3.0 
3.0 
2.9 

109; 	Wichita, t(S 
11 Q I Middles••-SO~-Hunt.rdon• .NJ 
111' 	Scranton-Wilk"$ 8amI:. PA 
11 	 Grand Rapids. MI 

Lancaster. PA 
Atientown·8ethleham, PA 

NY 

14 

29 

20 

,9 
10 

16 

19 


2.9 
2.8 
2.7 
2.6 
2.4 
2.3 
2.2 

Source: Unpublishod vi1ll1 $talltliCa data, HyaruMlle. MO: National Center for 
Hea~h Slatfstk:s.. 



I 

TABLE c.2; NUMBER ANO RATE OF SUICIOES PER 100.000 R!!SIOENT POPULATION. 
BY METROPOtITAN AR!!A. 199<) 

PortsmoVlh·Oovor___or. NH-ME 
LasVogaa.NV 
Amarillo. TX 
Chla>. CA 
Yuba City. CA 
Albl.lquarquo, NM 
Oayto... Beach. FL 
Huntsville. A1. 
_ ......nt""vIIJo.Paim Bay. FL 
Reno, NV . 
_ 	 .. FL 

Um.. OH 
Now Btdtold-Fail RI,er-Anlobo.... IdAJ_.. Fl 
longyiew-Ma",hali. TX 
P_.N:. 
Tucson,foZ 
GaiMavlllo.FL 
Galvaeton-TexuClly, TX 
Ooala. Fl 
Tampa-St POlemburg-CJearwa18f, rt. 
Vallojo-falrllold-Napa. CA 

Sa. We Clty.(lgd... UT 

Poughka...... NY 

DGnv.t. CO 

Bridgeport-Slamfom._.oanbulY. CT 
Colorado Springs. CO 

w..Palm Beach·Boca RatorrOolray 8dch. FL 
Hout'tIa·l'hibod81Jlt, I..A 
Macon~Wamer Robins. GA 
Co/..,bi.. sa 
Savannah,QA 

; 	 Fen u._....HoIIywood-Pompano Bead!. FL 
Lansing-Easl Lansing, MI 
Neplea: FL 
Burlington. NC 
l_TX 
Tacoma, WA 
Woehita Falla. TX 

Racine. WI 

Bremerton. WA 

Mobile. AL . 

Omaha. NE·IA 

Brad_.Fl 
Fort Pieroe, Fl. 

Kalamazoo, MI 

Otlando. FL 

Anniston. Al 

Blloxl-GlIIfport. MS 
Aug...... GA 
Fort Myon-Cape Coral. FL 
samn Barbara-Santa ~Lompoc. CA 
Worehester·FitchburQ-LaomitUdor. MA 
San Francisco. CA 
Santa CfU2, CA 

CA 

68 

119 

44 

41 

2S 


100 

77 

47 

77 

49 

53 

29 

33 


HI8 

30 


368 

119 

36 

38 

34 


3S7 

76 


164 

44 


273 

74 

66 


143 

30 

46 

74 

39 


200 

69 

2. 

17 

35 

91 

19 

27 

29 

73 

94 

32 

38 

33 


159 

17 

29 

58 

49 

54 

84 


233 

33 


30.4 
24,1 
23.5 
22.5 
21,4 
20,8 
20.8 
19,7 
19.3 

1902 

19,I 

18,8 
18,8 
18,5 
18,5 
16,2 
17,8 
17.6 
17.S 
17,5 
17.3 
17.3 
17,2 
16.9 
16.9 
16,7 
16,6 

16.8 
16.4 
16.4
16,3 
16.1 
15,9 
15,9 
15.8 
15.7 
15.7 
15.5 
15.5 
15.-4 
15,3 
15,3 
15.2 
15, t 
15.1 
14.8 
14.8 
14.7 
14.7 
14,6 
14.6 
14,6 
14.8 
14,5 
1-4,4 
,14.4 

http:Brad_.Fl
http:GaiMavlllo.FL
http:LasVogaa.NV


TABLE 0.2: I'IUMBER AI'ID RATE OF SUICIDES PER 100.000 RESIOEI'IT POPULATION. 
BYMETIKWOUTANA~l~ 

50 

50 

51 

51 

51 


51 

52 

53 

53 

54 

55 

55 

55 

55 

55 

55 


Sacmmanto. CA 
Gaty-liammond. 11'1 
Momphla. TI'I 
Oklahoma ClIy. OK 
laI<oland-Wintor Hawn. Fl. 
New OrIaana. LA 
LaIay.... LA 
Santa _·P_a. CA 
AAderson.SC 
PortIond. OR 
San Diego, CA 
Seattle, WA 
On Uoinas. IA 
Greensboro-WtnSton-Salam-High Point. Ne 
Miami-HIaleah. FL 
Topeka, KS 
Bakersfield. CA 
Brazoria, TX 
Odessa, TX 
Knoxville. TN 
San Antonio. tx 
Oxnard·Ventura. CA 
Charlellon, WV 
Karulas Oily. MO-KS 
Riverside-San a.rnardino. CA 
Lake Chartae, LA 
louisville. KY·IN 
Milwauk.e, WI 

Reading, PA 
ClaI1<sYilIe-HopklnavIIIe. TN·KY 
Dallas. 1)( 

Mlnn~lP"'.MN
S......s___.CA 

Alfentown-Bethlaham. PA 
_.1)( 
Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX 
CInoinnall. OH 
Houston, TX
Sooth __a....., IN 
Springfield. MA 
WId1ita, KS 
Charlolte-Gastonla-Rock Hill. NO 
flint loll 
Gt..nvil»-Spartanburg, SC 
LexingWn-Fayetta. KY_CA 
Fort Worth-Arlington, lX 
0aIdand. CA 
Saint louis, MO-IL 
P-"rgh.PA 
Spokano. WA 
Fort Wayne. IN 
KiIMn·Temple. TX 
Columbua. OH 

Christ, 1)( 

212 

88 


139 

136 

57 


113 

29 

54 

20 


171 

344 

213 

54 


129 

255 

22 

74 

26 

16 

69 


174 

89 

33 


207 

343 

22 


125 

187 


44 

22 


327 

318 

45 

88 

98 

45 


lSI 
412 


31 

88 

80 


143 

53 

79 

43 

22 


183 

251 

295 

244 

43 

43 

30 


181 


14.3 
14.2 
14.2 
14,2 
14.1 
14.0 
13.9 
13.9 
13.8 
13.8 
13.8 
13.6 
13.7 
13.7 
13.7 
13.7 
13.8 
13.6 
13.5 
13.4 
13.4 
13.3 
13.2 
13.2 
13.2 
13.1 
13.1 
13.1 

13,1 
13.0 
12.8 
12.8 
12.7 
12.5 
12.5 
12.5 
12.5 
12.5 
12.5 
12.5 
12.4 
12.3 
12.3 
12.3 
12.3 
12.3 
12.2 
12.1 
12.1 
11.9 
11.9 
11.8 
11.8 
11.7 
11.7 

http:P-"rgh.PA
http:Mlnn~lP"'.MN
http:AAderson.SC


TABlE 0-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF SUICIDES PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATION, 
'BY METROPOLITAN AREA, '990 

Raleigh-Durham, NC 
ShnMlpon, LA 

IndianapQiia. IN 

Springfield, Il 

Nashville"TN 

Ootroh,MI 
Rid\lano-KlMOWIcI<·_ WA 
VancalNGr. WA 

EIPaso, TX 

PhHadeiphla, PA·N,) 

Fresno. CA 
Birmingham. AI.. 
JoUo!, Il 
Sc1anlon-Wilkea Barra. fA_GA 
~"'Y,Al 
VtsaJla-Tulato-PotiervHle. CA 
Honoivlu, HI 
los AngeIos4.ong BlariI, CA 
Syracuse. NY 

, Hamilton-Middletown, OH 
j New Haven-Waterbury..Moriden, CT 

Richmoncl-Peteraburg, VA 
Tyler, TX 
SenlDn Harbor, MI 

Cteve!and, OH 


, ,, 	 Florence, SC 
_Rouge, LA 

-TuItaOK 
Youngstown..Warron. OK 
Las Cruces. NM 
Fayetteville. Ne 
Fon Smith. AA-QK 
San JOS8, CA 
VineJand-MilIvUle-Bridgeton, NJ 
Abilene, TX 
Anaheim-Senla Ana, CA 
W","ington, OE.NJ.MO 
Alaxandria.LA 
BaitlmOr8. MO 
Chicago, Il 
John",,, CIty·Klng_-&ilIOI, TN·VA 

: Orang. County, NY 
: Providence-PaWiuaurt·Woon$Odcet. AI 

Akron.OH 
Aurora-Elgin. IL 

- --."-' 

S8 
39 

145 
22 

1'2 
497 

17 
27 
S8 

5<13 
74 

100 
43 
81 

308 
32 
34 
90 

955 
71 
31 
56 
92 
18 
17 

193 
'2 
55 

7. 
5' 
'4 
28 
18 

152,. 
12 

242 
58 
13 

238 
802 
43 
30 

111 
63 
34 

11,1 
11.7 
11.6 
11.6 
11,4 
11.3 
11.3 
11.3 
11.2 
11.2
,1.1 
11.0 
11.0 
11.0 
10.9 
10,9 
10.9 
'0.8 
to.8 
10.8 
10.6 
Hl.6 
10.8 

,10.8 
10.S 
10,$ 
10.5 
10.. 

10.4 
10.' 
10.3 
10,2 
10,2 
10.1 
10,1 
10.0 
10.0 
10.0 
9.• 
9.9 
9.9 
9.• 
9.8 
9.7 
9.B 
9.5 

Pensacola. FL 32 '.3 
TuscaJoosa. AL I. 9.3 
Hat1fOtd~ew Britain·Middlotown-8risl~. CT 100 9.2 
I.aneastot, PA 39 9.2 
_,CA 
Oayoo~,OH 
Ut1I. Rock...... LilIIo -. AR 

34 
87 
46 

9.2 g., 
9.0 

To'-do. OH 55 9.0 
W""" TX 
Roanoke, VA 

17 
' 20 

9.0 
8.9 

http:Akron.OH
http:Alaxandria.LA
http:OE.NJ.MO


TABLE C-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF SUICIDES PER 100,000 RESIDENT POPULATlON, 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990 

88 Ann Arbor, Mt 
88 Harrisburg~le, PA 
89 Alb.arty-sen.n_·Troy. NY 

Ch81Idon. SC 
J...il)' CIty, NJ 
HIdwty, NC 
Jack$on. MS 32 8,1 
WashingtOn. OC-MO·VA 316 8,1 
Gr..,d Rapld>, MI 55 8,0 
MonmoutlI-Ocoan, NJ 79 8,0 
Buffalo, NY 76 7,8 
Chat_a. TN 34 7,8 
Canton,OH 30 7,6 
Nassau-Suffo&, NY 198 7.6 

" , 

95 Boslon~l.auronce-Salem.towolJ..BrocktOt'l, MA 313 7,5 
95 Saginaw-Bay City-Miclland, MI 30 7.5 
96 Lake County. IL 36 7 •• 
96 _".Il 20 7.0 
97 Mlddleaex-Somerstlt·Huntetdon. NJ 69 6.8 

8,825 
8,952 
9,77ll 
B,'42 
8,348 
8,118 

-', ,• 

96 Huntlrtglon-Aslrland. WV-KV-OH 21 6.7 
. 99 Sergen-Passu, NJ 83 6.5 
100 Newark, NJ 111 6.1 
100 Trenton, NJ 20 •. 1 
101 Rochester. NV 57 5.7 
102 McAllen-Edinburg-Mission, TX 21 5.5 
103 Atlantic City, NJ 16 5.• 
103 Brownsville-Harlingen, TX 13 5.' 
104 NY 

Source: Unpublished vital statistics daia. Hyattsville, MO; NalionaJ Cantsr for 
Health Slatisl~. 



TABLE.c·3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF BIRTHS TO MOTHERS UNDER 
AGE 20, BY METROPOlITAN AREA, 1990 


1 Texar1<ana, TX·Taxa_a, AR 

2 Albany. (lA 

'3 
 Waco.TX 

4 Anniston, AL 

5 Flo"",,,,,. SC 

5 Lal<eland-WinlBr H.".,". FL 

'6 Banlon Harllor, MI 

,7 WIChita Falls. TX 

a Vlnaland·MiIIviIIe-Bridgelon, NJ 

a Monroe, LA 

'9 ca••••. TX 


10 	 Pascagoula, MS 
Amarillo, TX 

11 	 Chattanooga, TN·GA'" 11 	 Shreveport, LA 
12 	 Puet>lo. CO 
12 	 Macon-Warner Robins, GA 
13 	 COlumbuS. GA-Al 
14 	 Hickory·Morganton. NC 

Yakima. WA" Huntlnglon·AshIand. WV-KY-OH
16 

15 	 L_.TX 
16 	 Corpus Christi. TX 
16 	 Biloxi·Gulfport. MS 
1,7 	 Memphis, TN·AR~MS 

17 	 AnderSon. SC 
18 	 Montgomery. AL 
19 	 Oca1a,FL 
20 	 lOngview-Marshall. TX 
21 	 Florence. AL 
21 	 Fort Smilh. AR-oK 
21 	 Mobile. AL 
22 	 Tuscaloosa. AL 
22 	 Joplin. Me 
23 	 Decatur,lL 
23' 	 Battle Creek, MI 
23 	 Johnson City-Kingsport-Brlstol, TN-VA 
2' 	 Anderson, IN 
2' 	 Lake Charles. LA 
2. Visaiia-Tu~PortervilJ&. CA 

24 Houma-Thlbodaux.LA 

25 G_IIe-Spartanb!Jtg. SO 

25 Savannah, GA 

28 Las Cruces. NM 

27 Now Orleans. LA 

27 Muskegon. MI 

27 i Louisville, KY-IN 

27 JaCkSon, MS 

28 : Alexandria, LA 
28 : Terre IN 

412 

457 

654 

355 

397 


1.316 

528 

405 

454 

473 

440 

341 

628 


1.229 
1,105 


333 

909 

848 

589 

744 

728 

733 


1.165 

608 


3.406 

386 

954 

498 

457 

321 

512 


1.420 

337 

343 

304 

393 

933 

317 

480 


1.270 

574 


1,692 
780 

496 


3.671 

470 


2.460 
1.165 


345 

312 


22.5 
22.0 
21.3 
20.9 
20.3 
20.3 
20.1 
19.9 
19.5 
19.5 
19.3 
19.0 
16.9 
la.9 
18.9 
la.8 
18.8 
18.7 
18.5 
18.5 
18.4 
18.4 
18.3 
18.3 
18.2 

16.2 
la.l 
18.0 
17.9 
17.8 
17.a 
17.8 
17.7 
17.7 
17,6 
17.6 
n.6 
17.5 
17.5 
17.5 
17.5 
17.3 
17,3 
17.1 
17.0 
17,0 
17.0 
17.0 
16.8 
la.8 

I I 

http:Houma-Thlbodaux.LA


TABLE C·3; NUMBEA AND PERCENTAGE OF BIRTHS TO MOTHERS UNDER 

AGE 20, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990 


28 

29 

29 

29 

29 

30 

3t 

31 

32 

32 

33 

33 

33 

33 

33 

34 

35 

35 

35 

36 

36 

37 

38 

38 

38 


3B 
39 

39 

40 

40 

40 

40 

41 


.,41 


41 

41 

42 

43 

43 

44 

44 

44 

44 

45 

45 

46 

46 

47 

47 


Mansrlakl. OH 
Dothan, Al 
San Antonio, TX 
Alnt. Mt 
Fresrl(J, CA 

Jaoks<m, loll 

Tyler, IX 

Augusta, GA·SC 

Danvil!e. VA
Muncie,lN 

laredO, TX 
Decatur. AL 
Cumb<!lland, MD·WV 
Pana"a CIIy, FL 
Bmwmont·Port Arthur, TX 
Tallahassee,FL 
Fort Pierce, FL 
Midland. TX 
Bradenton, Fl 

MerCOd,CA 

EI Pa.o, IX 

Fayetteville, NC 

Bakenliield, CA 

Charlotte-Gas,onla·Roe!< Hili, NC·SC 
Faye_lie-Springdale, AR 

Uma,OH 

Brazoria, TX 

Athem;, GA 

Abilene,TX 

Birmingham, AI... 

JacksottviUe,Fl 

Charleston. WV 

KUleen~Temple, TX 

SteuoonVille-Weirton, OH~WV 


Clarksville-Hopkinsville, TN-KY 

Peoria, It 

McAllen-Edinburg-Mission, TX 

Srownsvilte-Har1ingen. TX 

NapIoo.FL 

Yuba CIIy, CA 

Elkhart'Goshen, IN 

I Baton Rouge, LA 
I Ashev,lle:, NC 
: PensaCOla. FL 

510cklon, CA 
Greensboro-WiI'lSlon--SaJem·High point, NO 
Wilmington, NO 
Oklahoma City. OK 
SOuth Bend-Mishawaka, IN 
_,0,CA 

316 

366 


3,972 

1,278 

2,590 


398 

368 


1,192 

246 

255 

633 

327 

202 

336 

899 

578 

611 

345 

455 

592 


2,387 

919 


1,980 

3,049 


286 


399 

515 

371 

335 


2,225 

2,573 


492 

875 

235 

529 

776 


1,655 

1,017 


383 

401 

412 


1.373 

365 

880 


1,_ 

2,101 


267 

2,213 


579 

1,175 


16.S 
16.7 
16.7 
16.7 
16.7 
16.6 
18.5 
16.5 
16.4 
16.4 
16.3 
16.3 
16.3 
16,3 
16,3 
18.2 

,16.1 
16.1 
16.1 
16.0 
16.0 
15.9 
15.8 
15.8 
15.8 

15.8 
15.7 
15.7 
15.B 
15,6 
15.6 
15.6 
15.5 
15.5 
15.5 
15.5 
15.5 
15.3 
15.2 
15.2 
15.1 
15.1 
15,1 
15.1 
15,0 
15.0 
14.9 
14.9 
14.8 
14.8 
1 . 


http:NapIoo.FL


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

AGE 20, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990 


r•• 

47 

47 

47 

48 

48 

48 

48 

49 

49 

49 

49 

49 

49 

50 

50 

50 

50 

50 

50 

51 

51 

52 

52 

52 

53 


53 

53 

54 

54 

54 

55 

55 

55 

56 

56 

56 

56 

56 

56 

57 

57 

58 

58 

58 

58 

59 

59 

59 

59 

59 


Nashville, TN 
Fort Myers-Cape Coral. FL 
Gaiveston·Texas City, TX 
Davenport-Rock Island-Moline, IA·IL 
Lynchburg. VA 
Saginaw-Say City-Midland, MI 
Indianapolis. IN 
lorain-Elyria. OH 
Greeley, CO 
Toledo.OH 
Burlington, NC 
Knoxville, TN 
Lawton. OK 
Evansville, IN-KY 
Columbia, SC 
Yuma. A2. 
Redding. CA 
Rockford, IL 
Gary-Hammond, IN 
Gainesville. FL 
Tulsa. OK 
Williamsport. PA 
Canton.OH 
Tampa-St. Petersburg-Clearwater. FL 
Youngstown-Warren,OH 

Jacksonville, NC 
Houston, TX 
Sioux City, IA·NE 
Wheeling, WV·OH 
Medford,OR 
Cincinnatl.OH-KY-IN 
Parkersburg-Marietta. WV-OH 
Orlando. FL 
Altoona. PA 
Janesville-Beloit, WI 
Roanoke, VA 
Salem, OR 
Bryan·Coliege Slation, TX 
.Chico, CA 
Racine, WI 
Dallas, TX 
Richland-Kennewick-Pasco, WA 
Daytona Beach, FL 
Springfield, IL 
Kenosha, WI 
Riverside-San Bernardino, CA 
Phoenix, A2. 
Erie, PA 
Albuquerque, NM 
Waterloo-Cedar Falls, IA 

2,369 

671 

551 

770 

307 

969 


3,219 

615 

322 


1,494 
221 


1,203 

310 

604 


1,098 

389 

332 

666 


1,331 
441 


1,660 

243 

815 


4,107 

950 


486 

9,262 


275 

270 

291 


3,351 

277 


2,540 

= 

301 

421 

625 

259 

364 

371 


6,724 

386 

648 

388 

282 


7,941 
5,469 


569 

1,095 


262 


14.8 
14.8 
14.8 
14.7 
14.7 
14.7 
14.7 
14.6 
14.6 
14.6 
14.6 
14.6 
14.6 
14.4 
14.4 
14.4 
14.4 
14.4 
14.4 
14.3 
14.3 
14.2 
14.2 
14.2 
14.1 

14.1 
14.1 
14.0 
14.0 
14.0 
13.9 
13.9 
13.9 
13.8 
13.8 
13.8 
13.8 
13.8 
13.8 
13.7 
13.7 
13.6 
13.6. 
13.6 
13.6 
13.5 
13.5 
13.5 
13.5 
13.5 

I 

http:Canton.OH
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TABLE C·3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF BIRTHS TO MOTHERS UNDER 
AGE 20. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990 

60 
60 
61 
61 
61 
62 
62 
63 
63 
63 
63 
64 
64 
64 
64 
64 
65 
66 
67 
sa 
sa 
sa 
69 
70 
71 

Tucson. AZ 
Detroit, MI 
Kansa!l City, MO·KS 
Fort Worth-Ar1ington, TX 
HuntsvlUe,AL 
CharlestOn. SC 
NorlolkNirglnla Beach-Newport News, VA 
Milwaukee. WI 
Columbus, Ot! 
Hamilton-Middletown, OH 
la!l Vegas, NV 
ChiCago,IL 
_ ..lown·Dunldr1<. NY 
Lexington-Fayette. KY 
Fort Wayne, IN 
Atlanta, GA 
Manti< OilY, NJ 
Topeka. KS 
Austin, TX 
Sharon, PA 
Kalamazoo. MI 
Spokane,WA 
WIChita. KS 
Akron, OH 
Spril1gfleld, MA 

1,529 13.4 
10,063 13.4 
3.460 13,3 
3.341 13,3 

534 13.3 
1,314 13.2 
3.489 13.2 
3,068 13,1 
2,926 13,1 

579 13,1 
1,780 13,1 

14,903 13,0 
260 1$.0 
679 13,0 
921 13,0 

6,522 13,0 
702 12,9 
320 12.8 

1,152 12.7 
166 12,6 
448 12,6 
702 12,6 

1,090 12,S 
1,212 12,4 
1,090 12.3 

72 JoIlnsrowo.PA 
Lafay.tII>, LA72 
Salinas.-$eas.id&-Montefey. CA72 
CI_and,OH72 
Hagerstown, MO73 
Eugene-Springfield, OR73 
Sacramento, CA 


74 Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA 

75 Springfield, MO 

76 ' Aurora--Elgin. IL 


73 

76 : Baltimore, MO 

76 
 Glens Falls, NY 

Tacoma, WA76 
Miaml·Hialeah. FLn 

n Melbourne-Tib,tsvilla.-Palrn Say, FL 
, 78 York, PA 
79 Wilmington. DE·NJ·MD 
79 Lansing·East Lansing, MI 
80 Richmond·Pete..burg, VA 

Champaign-Urbana·Rantoul, ILBO 
Trenton, NJBO 

61 Utica·Rome, NY 
81 Harrisburg-Lebanon-Carffsle, PA 
61 Billings, !.IT 

Springs,CO62 

• 

NJ62 
" 

348 
442 
966 

3,530 
201 
469 

3,211 
24,509 

396 
BOB 

4,723 
206 

1,250 
4,055 

665 
705 

1,087 
768 

1,620 
294 
576 
519 
934 
191 
811 

12.2 
12,2 
12.2 
12,2 
12.1 
12.1 
12.1 
12,0 
11.9 
11,B 
11.8 
11.8 
11.8 
11.7 
11.7 
11,6 
11.5 
11.5 
'1.4 
11,' 
11 A 
11,3 
11,3 
11.3 
11,0 
11,Q 

http:JoIlnsrowo.PA


TAB~~ C-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF BIRTHS TO MOTHERS UNDER 
AGE 20, BY METROPO~ITAN AREA. 1990 


83 

63 

63 

83 

63 

84 

84 

84 

84 

84 

84 

84: 

84 

84 

85 

85 

85 

85 

86 

B6 
86' 

87 

87 

86; 

86 


89i 

89' 
89' 

89, 

90 

90'· 

91 1 

91 ' 

91 ' 


. 92 

93 

93 

93. 
93 

9'
9. 

95 

96 

98 

96 

97 

98 

98 

98: 
99 


Santa 9arbara..$anta Marja~Lompoc. CA 
Lafay_-West ~fay_, IN 
Wesl Palm Beach-aoca Raton·Delray Beacl1. FL 
Grand Rapklo. MI . 
Philaoolphia, PA-NJ 
Bloomington, IN 
RoaIling.PA 
ProvidenC&-Pa_·Woonsocke!. RI 
51""","', NY 
Santa Fe. HM 
Denver, CO 
Rane,NV 
Beaver c..unty, PA 
Olympia. WA 
Vancouver, WA 
Sarasota, FL 
Bremerton, WA 
New aeofottl-Fail River-Attleboro. MA 
Sal. ~ke Cily-Ogden, UT 
Des Moines, IA 
JOllet.ll 
Charlottesville. VA 
San Diego, CA 
Omaha.NE 
Bellingham. WA 

Folt Waiton Beach. FL 
Rochester, NY 
Vallejo-Fairfield·Napa. CA 
Niagara Falls, NY 
Seranton·Wilkee·Barre. PA 
Fort Lauderdale-Hollywood·Pompano Beacl1, FL 
HooOluiu, HI 
Portland. OR 
Bulfalo. NY 
Duluth. MN~WI 
New Yorl<. NY 
PkloborOh, PA 
RaJelgh·Ourham. NC 
Worces'",-Fill:hbo'll-LaominslBf, MA 
Oxnard-Vontura, CA 
Eau Claire, Wi 
Santa Cruz. CA 
Cedar RapiOs. IA 
Anaheim-Santa Ana. CA 
Newark. NJ 
Anellorago. AK 
OaJdand. CA 
Boise Cily, 10 

New Havsn·Waterbury-Me:riden. CT 
Ann MI 

739 

200 


1,409 
1,408 
8.7'7 


138 

537 


1.517 
1,149 

175 

2.987 


487 

283 

253 

437 

302 

366 

639 


2,333 

664 

587 

202 


5,294 

1.141 

184 


259 

1.687 


840 

340 

923 


1.902 
1.532 
1.983 
1,433 	. 


263 

15.017 
2.806 
1,141 
1,092 
10212 


181 

408 

246 


4.757 
2.734 


452 

3.372 

303 

1,129 


374 


10.9 
10.9 
10.9 
10.9 
10.9 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.7 
10.7 
10.7 
10.7 
10.8 
10.6 
10.6 
lo.s 
10.5 
10,4 
'0.4 

10.3 
10.3 
10.3 
10.3 
10.1 
10.1 
9.9 

9.9 

9.9 

9.e 

9.7 

9.7 

.9.7 

9.7 

9.5 

9.5 
9.4 
9.3 
9.3 
9.3 
9.2 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9.0 

http:Omaha.NE
http:JOllet.ll
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TABLE C·3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF BIRTHS TO MOTHERS UNDER 

AGE 20. BY METROPOlITAN AAEA. 1990 

100 Lal<e County. IL 
101 San Jo.... CA 
102 Washington. DC-MDNA 
102 Alllany,Schenectady·Troy. NY 
103 I'o<1land. ME 
103 AJlentown~Bethlehem·Easton, PA~NJ 

104 Binghamton. NY 
104 Fort CoUlns~Loveland. CO 
104 Santa Rosa~Petaluma, CA 
105 Unc:oln. NE 
106 Lanca!.ter. PA 
106 Columbia. Me 
107 Sheboygan. WI 
108 S_ COlklg•• PA 
108 Sioux Fall•• SD 
108 Provo-Oram. UT 
109 New London-Norwich. CT 
109 Groen Bay. WI 
110 Bloomington-Normal. IL 
111 Soulde,·LongmonL CO 

861 
2.472 
6.036 
1,115 

305 
828 
327 
235 
518 
252 
806 
140 
115 
123 
168 
537 
317 
247 
141 
252 

8,9 
8,8 
8.7 
8.7 
8,6 
8.6 
8.5 
8,5 
8.5 
8,' 
8,3 
8.3 
82 
8,0 
8,0 
8,0 
7,8 
7.8 
7.7 
7,6 

7,5406112 Orlll1C'l COunty. NY 
7.4113 Mlnneapolis-St. PatJl. MN-WI 3.093 
7,3114 Saattl&, WA UTI 
7,2122115 Wausau. WI 
7,2935115 Bridgopon-$tamton:J·Norwalk-Danbury. CT 
7,2417115 Manchester-Nashua. NH 
7,01.672116 San Francisco, CA 
6.73.97.117 Boston4.awrenetrSalem·Lowell-Brockton, MA 
6,7111 Appieton..QshkOSh·Neenah. WI 31' 
6,3130118 Burlington, VTI 

6,21.170119 Bergen-Passaic. NJ 
6,1179120 51. Cloud. MN 
6,1898120 Monmouttl·Qrcean. NJ 
5,92Zl121 i Pough...~.NY 
5,8128122 : Fargo·Moomead, NIJ..MN . 
5,296123' : Rochester. MN 
5,1292124 POrlllmoutl\·oa"",·AocfIoslar. NH'I' 

4,8255125 Madison. WII 

4,5 
127 
126 : Nassau~Suffolk, NY 1.763 

4,3Middle$ex~Somerset·HW1terQon. NJ 685 

Source: Vital Statistics of ttl. United States, Vol. 1, Natality. 1990. 
in press, Hyattsvilfe. MD: National Center for Health Slatistics. 



TABLE C04: NUMBER AND RATE OF DEATHS OF INFANTS UNDER 1 YEAR OLD PER 
1.000 LIVE BIRTHS. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1989 , 

1 jAlbany, GA 41 20.0 
2 I City. IA·NE 30 16.8 
3 IFlorence. se 31 16.4 
4 ,Tuscaloosa, AL 33 15.5 
5 :Gadsden. Al 21 15.4 
6 :Monroe, LA 36 15.2 
7 Memphis. TN·AR·MS 266 14.6 
8 Greenville-Spartanburg, SC 140 14.5 
9 tAnniston, At 25 14.4 
9 Davenport-Rock ISland-Moline, IA-Il 76 14.4 

10 Montgomery. At 74 14.3 
11 Savannah. GA 66 14.2 
12 :Trenton, NJ 73 '14.1 
13 Bloomlngton-Normal.IL 24 13.8 
14 Flint. MI 11. 13.7 
15 Amarillo, TX 45 13.6 
15 Mantic City. NJ 53 13.6 
16 Saginaw, MI 47 13.2 
17 Rock Hili. SC 27 13.0 
17 Elkhart. IN 36 13.0 
18 BIUings, MT 21 12.8 
19 Detroit. MI 886 12.6 
20 Baton Rouge, LA 113 12.5 
21 Newport News-Hampton-Norfolk-V1rginia Beach-Portsmouth, VA-NC 32' 12.4 
21 Sharon, PA 18 12.4 

21 Shreveport. LA 62 12.4 
21 Chicago. IL 1.623 12.4 
22 Charleston-North Chaneston, se 120 12.3 
22 Greensboro-Winston-Salem-High POint. NC 164 12.3 
23 Raleigh-Durham, NC 135 12.2 
23 Columbus. GA-AL 49 12.2 
24 New York, NY-NJ 1.952 12.0 
24 Anderson, se 25 12.0 
24 Fayetteville. NC 69 12.0 
24 New Oneans, LA 240 12.0 
24 Kenosha. WI 25 12.0 
25 RIchmond, VA . 137 11.9 
25 Jacksonville, NC 40 11.9 
26 Mobile, AL 93 11.8 
27 Redding. CA 26 11.7 
27 Youngstown-Warren,OH 78 11.7 
27 G"ary-Hammond-East Chicago, IN 104 11.7 
27 Philadelphia, PA-NJ 923 11.7 
28 Fort Wayne, IN n 11.6 
28 Vineland-Millville-Bridgeton, NJ 26 , 1.6 
28 Hickory. NC 24 11.6 
28 Benton Harbor, MI 31 11.6 
28 Atlanta. GA 542 11.6 
28 Washington,OC-MO-VA 731 11.6 

. I 



TABLE C-4: NUMBER AND !\ATE OF DEATHS OF INFANTS UNDER 1 YEAR OLD PER 
1.000 LIVE BIRTHS. BY METROPOLITAN AAEA. 1989 


29 

29 

29 

29 

30 

30 

30 

31 

31 

31 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

33 

33 

33 

33 

33 

33 

34 

34 

35 

38 


36 

36 

36 

37 

38 

38 

38 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

40 


., 40 

40 


41 

41 

41 

42 

42 

42 

42 


Battle Creek. MI 
A1hens.GA 
Wllmlng1lln. NC 
Wllmlng1lln. DE-NJ-MQ 
CkWSIand.OH 
Galnesvm.Et, FL 
Lo"gvlew~Marshall. TX 
Aug...1a, GA-SC 
Spnngfield.OH 
IndianapoliS. IN 
Evansville. IN-KY 
RIohIand-I(on_-f>asco. WA 
BliOxl'Gulfport. MS 
OcaIaFL 
Yakima. WA 
Pittsburgh. PA 
Glens Falls. NY 
JacJ<son. Ml 
Roanoke. VA 
Burtlngton. NO 
"_rtaLA 
Blnningham. Al 
BaJtjmore, MO 
Columbus.OH 
Columbia. SO 

Tacoma.WA 
RacllI<I. WI 
Lilli. _-North ume Rock. AR 
Fort L.audIlrdaIo-Hollywood. FL 
Docatur.IL 
Lynchburg. VA 
Staubenvilio-Weirton. OH-WV 
Kalamazoo-Portage, MI 
Charloll&<3astonia, NC 
CoiOrado Springs. CO_.NJ 
lakeland-Winter H_. FL 
Dayton. OH 
West Palm Beach-Boca Ratan. FL 
WIchI1a, KS 
Lake ChBlles. LA 
Louisville. KY·IN 
Miami, Fl 
Akron. OH 
Tampa-St. Petsf1>burg. FL 
Lorain-Elyna. OH 
Kans.. Cily. MO-KS 
Eau Claire. WI 

CT 125 10.1 

.32 

26 

Z7 

10' 

324 

32 

30 

75 

30 


236 

49 

29 

38 

31 

41 


299 

'9 

25 

33 

'7 
Z7 

'49 

'21 

2'5 

79 


'08 

30 

n 

192 

'9 

23 

16 

46 


134 

82' 


329 

68 


133 

133 

85 

29 


138 

344 

95 


278 

42 


243 

20 


11.5 
11.5 
11.5 
11.5 
11.' 
11.' 
11.4 
11.3 
11.3 
11.3 
11.2 
11.2 
11.2 
11.2 
11.2 
11.1 
11.1 
11.1 
11.1 
11.1 
11.1 
11.0 
11.Q 
1M 
'0.8 

10.8 
'0.9 
'0.8 
'0.7 
10.6 
10.6 
10.6 
,0.5 
10.5 
10.5 
10.5 
10.5 

1•.5 

10.4 
,Q.4 
10.4 
10.3 
10.3 
10.3 
10.3 
10.' 
10.1 
10.1 

http:Docatur.IL
http:Tacoma.WA
http:Columbus.OH
http:Spnngfield.OH
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http:CkWSIand.OH
http:A1hens.GA


TABLE 0-4; NUMBER AND RATE OF OEATHS OF INFANTS UNDER 1 YEAR OlD PER 
1.000 liVE BIRTHS. BY MIlTROPQlITAN AREA. 1989, 

I 

42 
43 
43 
43 
43 
43 
43 ... 
44 
44 
44 
44 
44 
44 
44 
45 
45 
45 
45 
45 
45 
45 
48 
48 
48 

,': . 

BlII<8rsIJeld.CA 

Kokomo. IN 

Erie. PA 

Fresno, Ok 

Johnson ClIy-Klngsport·BrIstoJ. TN·VA 
Utica·Rome. NY 
SUringfleld.ClliCCpIIe<Holyoke. MA 
SpoI<ane. WA 
J_n.MS 
51. Lo.... MO.II. 

Dallas·Forth Worth. IX 

D.. Mo_.1A 


. Chauanooga. TN-GA 
Fargo·Moomoad. N[)'MN 
_noe-W__.RI 
DaytOna _. FL 
-~LA' .,Jackilonville. FL 
: Reading. PA 
PMsmoulh·[)owr·AocI1estef. NH·ME 

.TX 
WI 

.OkIaIloma I OK 

TN 


-~ 

115 
1.., 


141 
52 
46 
98 
54 
01 

394 
726 
eo 
65 
22 

136 
45 

-26 
163 

41 
70 

840 
226 
143 
152 
59 

10.1 
10.0 
10.0 
10.0 
'0.0 
10.0 
10.0 
9.9 
9.9 
U 
9,9 
9,9 
9,9 
9.9 
g,g 
9,8 
9.8 
9.8 
9,8 
9,8 
9,8 
9,8 
9,1 
9.7 
9,7 

4S WV·KY-oH 35 9.7 
48 II. 45 9,7 
46 26 9.7 
48 168 9,7 
4S 64 9.7 
47 KY 50 9,6 
47 •T1H(Y 33 9,6 
47 lubboCk. TX 38 9.S 
47 Topeka, KS Zl 9,6 
47 SaJam.OR 41 9.6 
46 Madlaon. WI 49 9,5 
48 Beaumont·Port Arthur.()(ange. IX 52 9,5 
48 Ponland. OR-WA 202 9,5 
48 Sradenton, Fl Zl 9,5 
48 Binghamton. NY·PA 40 9.5 
48 
48 

S"""",... NY 
A_San BemMllrlo-Dntarto. CA 

• 99 
506 

9,5 
9,5 

48 KIII_·TempJe. IX 55 9,5 
49 HarriSburg. PA 63 9,0 
50 Canton.OH 63 9.3 
50 Fort Walton Beach. FI. 23 9.3 
50 PhOenix. AZ. 365 9.3 
50 Coral. FI. 40 9,3 
50 63 9,3 

I 

.
• 

) 

http:BlII<8rsIJeld.CA


TABLE C"': NUMBER AND RATE OF DEATHS OF INFANTS UNDER 1 YEAR OlD PER 
1.000 LIVE BIRTHS. BY METROPOlrfAN AREA. 1989 


51 

51 

51 

51 

51 

51 

52 

52 

52 

52 

52 

52 

53 

53. 

53 

53 

53· 

53 

54 

54 

54 

54 

55 

55 

55 


55 

55 

55 

56 

56 

56 

fj/ 

fj/ 


!'iT 
fj/ 

fj/ 

fj/ 

fj/ 


58 

58 

58 


Anderson, IN 
T.fSa. OK 
los AngeIos-\.ong Beach. CA 
Chico.CA 
PaII>fSOn-Clifton-_. NJ 
To_.OH-MJ 
Nassau·Suffolk. NY 
Hartford-Now Britaln-Brlstol. CT 
Springfield. IL •1..aru:ast8r. PA 
Lafayelt&-W8St La/ayet1II. IN 
Laa Vegas. NV 
Williamsport. PA 
Champaign-Urtlal1a-RanlCul. Il 
Fort Colli.... CO 
C._and. M[).WV 
Sacrainento. CA 
Macon.GA 
CInCinnali. OH-KY·IN 
EI Paso.TX 
Ann Arbor. MI 
Grand Rapids. MI 
Jersey City. NJ 
Brownsvlll... HMlngen·5an Benl1l>. TX 
Pensacola. Fl 

Salisbury-Concord. Ne 
StocI<ton. eA 
Columbia, MO 
Poterst>urg·Colonlai HolghlS-H~. VA 
ShOOoygan. Wl 
Abilene, TX 
CharloltoSville. VA 
Omaha. NE·IA 
South Bend. IN 
Joplin. lAO 
Orlando. FL 
_m.OR 
Now london-NoIWICh. CT 
Uma.OH 
_.",·To_ CIty. TIC 
Now BrunSWiCk-Por1ll AmllOy·Saynovilie. NJ 

18 

107 


1,742 
24 

75 


115 

354 

147 

28 

63 

17 


110 

15 

24 

24 

11 


206 

40 


212 

123 

37 


111 

as 
55 

51 


28 

81 

15 

18 

12 

23 

17 

90 

39 

17 


148 

17 

34 

29 

32 

89 


9.2 
9.2 
9.2 
9.2 
9.2 
9.2 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9.0 
9.0 
9.0 
9.0 
9.0 
9.0 
8.9 
8.9 
8.9 
8.9 
8.8 
8.8 
a.8 

8.8 
8.8 
8.8 
8.7 
8.7 
8.7 
a.6 
8.6 
a.6 
8.6 
8.6 
8.6 
•.6 

8.5 
8.5 
8.5 
8.540
58 Applaton-Oshkosl1. Wi 
8.5188
58 Salt lal<8 Cily.Qgdan. UT000_-80._. CO 8.5255 


59 

58' 

8.418
TelT8 Haute. IN 
8.423
Johnstown. PA59 

8.415
F1orence.Al59 

8.419
Tyler. TX 59 

8.427
Spring_.Me59 

8.315
R~.MN60 


http:Spring_.Me
http:F1orence.Al
http:Macon.GA
http:Chico.CA
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TABU! C-4: NUMBER AND RATE OF DEATHS OF INFANTS UNOER 1 YEAR 0lJ) PEA 
1.000 LIIIE BIRTHS, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989 


60: Greeley, CO 
60 . 
Vallejo·Fairfield·Napa, CA 
60 L.atado, TJ( 

60 Waterloo-Codar Falls, IA 
61 Mans_,OH 
61 Peoria,IL 
61 _Ev<!Iett, WA 
61 Asheville, NO 
61 Brtdgeport·Stamfom-Norwalk-[l."Dury, CT, . •61 Boise Cl1y, 10 

61 Lincoln, NE 

61 Salin...SeasIde-Monlorey, CA 

62 Newburgh·_, NY 

62. Bremerton, WAH__, MIl 62' 

62 C_n,WV 

63 Danville, VA 

63 Ma_,CA 

83 San Diego, CA 

63 LawtOn,OK 

64 San FnltIcisco.()aJdand. CA 

64 Muncie. IN 

64 T.IIah....... FL 

65 San Antonio, TX 

65 Yuba Clty/CA 


68 Roche.llIr, NY 
66 Honolulu. HI 
68 Las CNoeo. NM 
68 Panama City, FL 
66 Worcester~F1tchburg·Leominst9f. MA 
68 BoslOn·LoweIl·erocktoo·Lsw",narH.,.,miU, MA 
67 Codar Rapid., IA 
68 San JOse. CA . 
68 • Albany·Schonecta<Jy·Tmy. NY 

68 Parkorsburg'_, WV.QH 

68 BaV City. loll 

69 . Wlcltila Falls. TJ( 

69 AIIe_·!!ettllellG...Eas1on. PA·NJ 

70 Bloomington. IN 

70 ary.....COIlege Slation, TJ( 


70 Burtlng1<m. VT 

70 Minneapolls-SL Paul. MN·WI 

70 Anaha<m·Santa Ana-Ganion 13""",. CA 

71 Tucson, AZ 
71 Knoxville, TN 

71 Lansing-East Lansing. MI 

72 Wausau. WI 
72 St ClOUd, MN 

72 AllOOna, PA 


18 

65 

30 

I. 
15 

40 


248 

21 


109 

.2fl 
.2fl 
62 

45 

25 

13 

26 

12 

!>1 


380 

18 


465 

12 

23 


165 

19 


124 

114 


21 

16 

69 


447 

19 


202 

67 

15 

12 

16 

71 


9 

13 

16 


296 

336 


Bl 

48 

63 

12 

21 

11 


8.3 
8.3 
8.3 
8.3 
B.2 
8.2 
B.2 
B.2 
B.2 
B.2 
B.2 
8.2 
8.1 
8.1 
8.1 
8.1 
8.0 
B.O 
B.O 
8.0 
7.9 
7.9 
7.9 
7.8 
7.8 

7.7 
7.7 
7.7 
7.7 
7.7 
7.7 
7.6 
7.5 
7.5 
7.5 
7.5 
7.' 
7.' 
7.3 
7.3 
7.3 
7.3 
7.3 
7.2 
7.2 
7.2 
7.1 
7.1 
7.1 
7 




TABLE C·4: NUMBER AND RATE OF DEATtiS OF INFANTS UNDER 1 YEAR OLD PER 
1.000 LIVE BIRTHS. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1989 


73 

73 

73 

74 

74 

74 

74 

75 

75 

75 

76 

76 

76 

n 
n 

78 

78 

79 

79 

79 

60 

61 

61 

81 

81 

82 

93 

64 

65 

66 

66 


Austin. TX 
Santa _·Santa Maria·l<>mpoc. CA 
_""FL 
McAlIen-P!wT·Edlnburg. TX 
Poughkeepsie. NY 
Meilloumo-TrtlJSVillO-COcoa. FL 
Odessa, TX 
Anchorage. AK 
State Colklge. PA 
Wheeling. WV·OH 
Oxnald·SlmI Valley·VenlUra. CA 
Yolk, PA 
Albuquerque, NM 
Olympia. WA 
Janesllille·Belo~. WI 

Fort Smllh. AR.QX 
Sioux Falls. SO 
HamlIt!ln-Mlddlotown. OH 
Bellingham. WA 
New Bedfotd-Fall Rlwr. MA 
Reno.NV 
Manchester-Nashua. NH 
PorIIand. ME 
Fayet1Bllilie-Sprtngdale. AR 
Texarkana, TX·Texari<ana, AA 
Midland, TX 
Graen Bay. WI 
Santa Rosa. CA 
Eugene-Springfield. OR 
Oululh-SupenO(, MN·WI 
Santa Cruz. CA 

~ m ~ ~ ~ 
, -; 

94 7.0 
44 7.0 
19 7.0 
68 6.9 
26 6.9 
37 6.9 
16 6.9 
32 6.ll 
10 6.6 
13 6.6 
61 6.7 
40 6.7 
63 6.7 
15 6.6 
14 6.6 

l!2 6.5 
13 6.5 
'J.7 6.3 
11 6.3 
48 6.3 
26 6.2 
44 6.1 
25 6.1 
19 6.1 
12 6.1 
12 6.0 
17 5.7 
33 5.• 
21 5.3 

4,9 
20 " ,.9 

Sou"",: Vital Statis1lal of lI1e Un~ StaIIIS. Vol. 1. Natality. and Vol. 2. Mortality. 1989. 
Hyalltvil". MIl: National eon... for HeaIIh S_1laI. 



TABLE 0-1: NUMBER AND RATE OF SHORT·TERM GENERAL HOSprrAL BEDS 
PER 100,000 POPULATION. BY METROPOLrrAN AREA 

1 	 Boulder*Longmont, CO 

Vancouwr, WA 

IlIyan-Coliage Station, TX 
Ilr.!IZoria. TX 
Las Cruces. NM 
Lowell. MA·NH 
Sanla Rosa-POIaluma, CA . 
Bwmerton. WA 
BalllnQham, WA 
PtOIIO-U..... , UT 
Midland. TX 
Men:ed, CII 
Salem, OR 
Fort CotUna-Loveland. CO 
McAIIen-Edlnburg·Mlsslon. TX 
SaJlnas·Saaslda-Mon18r9y, CA 
Au••n, TX 

!
• 

Omard-Venrura. CA 
OcaJa.FL 
Slockton. CAI 
 Vi&alia·Tulare-PortetviUe. CA 
Santa Cruz, CA 

li:~;;:;.'5 i II 

RIChland·Kannswlok·P..... WA 
Jollet,lL 
Hagerstown, MO 
Middlooex-Somerset·Hunterdon, NJ 
Yuba CiTy. CA 
Brownsville-Harlingen. TX

I
, Eugo....Spnngllold, OR 
York, PA 
Lawroru:a, KS 
Sacramento.CII 
Honolulu, HI 
GroeIoy, CO 
Bokorslleld, CA 
Lawt8l'lC&Haverttlll, MA-NH 
Jacksonville. NC 
Wausau, WI 
Santa Be_a·Santa Maria·Lompoc, CA 
Anaheim-Santa Ana, Oil 
Odeha, TX 
Nashua. NH 

'I 
, 


Pawlucket·WOonoockat·AttJoboro, RI·MA 

: Fresno, CA 


44 i Melbourne-Titusville-Palm Bay. FL 


- ,'i,-;'iIillr' 

354 

3!;3' 
232 

340 

239 

490 

734 

350 

234 

516 

247 

357 

556 

386 

823 

806 


1,719 
1,477 

438 

1,024 


681 

555 


354 

901 

277 


2.400 

282 

669 

656 


1,022 
1118 


3,482 

2,132 

355 

1,315 
1,001 


341 

300 

967 


6.291 

361 

461 

904 


1,693 
1,056 

158.4 
159.4 
175.7 
176.8 
160.3 
192.5 
196.0 
196.4 
200.0 
203.4 
207.' 
206.5 
209.7 
209.8 
211.6 
220.2 
220,2 
223,1 
228.0 
226.7 
229.7 

'233.3 

233.6 
236.7 
238,2 
239,2 
241.9 
244,5 
250,5 
251,0 
252,1 
253,1 
254,1 
254,9 
255,8 
259,' 
260.3 
254.2 
268,9 
268.4 

2692 

272,6 

278.8 
279.4 
280.1 

http:OcaJa.FL


TABLE 0-': NUMBER AND RATE OF SHOAT·TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS 

PER 100.000 POPULATION. BY METROPOlITAN AREA 

~-San Bemardino, OA 
Naples. FL 

Stale College. PA 

Danbury. CT 

Baton Rougo. LA 

Olympia Wi>, 

Waterbury. CT 

Sail Lake City-Qgdon.1JT 

Bloomington, IN 

Waco. TX 

Brockton. MA 

San Diego. OA 

Ta(:oma, WA 

Fort Pierce, FL 

OekIand. CA 

·And....oo.SC 

Late<lO. TX 

Seall!e. WA 

CharlOl!&-Gastonia·Aock Hill. NO·SC 

FOlt Worth-Arlington, TX 
L!I!l Veg•• NV 

Racioo. WI 


Bergen·P......,. NJ 
Yakima, WA 
Joe_,MI 

Lancaslllr. PA 

Reading. PA 

Akron. OH 

Redding.CA 

Longview·Marshali. TJ( 


7. PtIo&nix. AZ 
75 Monmoulh-Qce..,. NJ 
76 W..t Palm Beach-8oca Raton·Delray Beach. FL 
77 S.nJ..... CA 
78 Chico.OA 
79 Pa.scagoula. MS 
SO Danville. VA 
81 Elkhart·Goshen.IN 
82 Santa Fe. NM 
83 Appleton.Qshkosl1·Neonall. WI 
84 Burlington, NC 
85 Nassau·Suffolk. NY 
86 Washington. DC·MDNA 
87 Boo"'" County. PA 

CO 

6.233 
389 
330 
543 

1.627 
450 
618 

3.137 
301 
557 
581 

6.881 
1.611 

690 
6.023 

430 
383 

5.564 
3,434 
4.050 
1.946 

535 

4.128 
586 
462 

1.322 
1.041 
2.133 

458 
556 

6.862 
3.286 
2.861 
4.864 

S03 
449 
377 
51. 
387 

1,081 
361 

9.347 
12.918 

869 

280.8 
282.0 
283.8 
284.2 
284.7 
286.2 
286.2 
286.4 
288.7 
289.4 
281.3 
293.1 
293.3 
294.7 
296.8 
297,4 
289.2 
306,1 
308.5 
307.9 
308.1 
311.0 

31'.9 
317.1 
319.9 
322.9 
324.4 
324.8 
325,4 
325,5 
330.0 
331,0 
332,8 
333,1 
339,' 
340,9 
3",0 
341.3 
342,1 
344.' 
344,6 
344.8 
345,5 
3'5.8 

http:Elkhart�Goshen.IN
http:Chico.OA
http:Redding.CA


TABt.E 0·1: NUMBER AND RATE OF SHORT·TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS 
PER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLfTAN AREA 

AUanta.GA 
New Bedlold. MA 

Fon Walton Beach. FL 

Roc!\..tsr. NY 


; LW County. IL 

I :1.~=:;'";!WI 
G_ro·WlnslOn-$alem·Hlgh Point. NC 
Houma-Thibodaux, LA 
Groenville-S_bu'll. SC 
F.n My.",·cape Coral. FL 

Hickory. NC 

Orange COunty. NY 

BoI... CIIy, 10 

COlumbu'.OH 

Orlando. FL 

Lafay_.LA 

Lansi"G~East Lansing, MI 

EIP.... TX 
Fltct1burg·LeominstGf. MA 
Jacksonville, FL 
Los Angele.·L.ng Beach. CA 

ModeslO. CA 

Hamilton.-Mfddletown. OH 

C.lOradO $prings. CO 

Janesville·Beoi~ WI 

Portland. OR 
51. CI.ud. MN 
Nortolk-Yi'llinia Beach-Newpot! News. VA 
Tucson. AZ 
Baltim.,... Me 
DetrOit. MI 
Minneapolis-St Paul. MN-Wi 
Panama City, Fl 
caapor.WY 
_m.OR 
t.ak8latid·Wint&r Haven. Fl 
Ulica~Roma, NY 
SyracuS•• NY 
N.rwalk. CT 
Sheboygan. WI 
Flint, MI 
Manne 

9.836 
510 
576 

3,476 
1.760 

425 
9.211 
3,310 

689 
2.259 
1.151 

619 
1.070 

7324._ 

3.716 

799 
1.596 
2,161 

376 
3.402 

32.sn 

1.233 
1.027 
1.516 

523 
4,481 

698 
5.220 
2.410 
8.942 

17.034 
9.146 

505 
282 
559 

1,543 
1.228 
2.559 

515 
403 

1.772 
1.255 
2.250 

BOO 

346.4 
347.1 
347.5 . 
350.t 
351.1 
359.1 
359.1 
355.5 
357.6 
356.3 
359.6 
350.0 
362.8 
355.6 
366.3 
366.5 
356.9 
370.3 
370.3 
373.4 
374.7 
375.3 

376.0 
376.2 
3n.9 
3.78.6 
380.1 
380.6 
380.7 
362.8 
383.5 
383.9 
384.5 
384.6 
365.2 
386.0 
386.5 
389.4 
390.4 
392.6 
394.2 
396.8 
300.8 

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


TABLE [).1: NUMBER AND RATE OF SHORT-TEAM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS 

PER 100.000 POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA 


130 Grand Rapids, MI 2.431 
131 Houston. TX 13.200 
132 Aurora·Elgln. Il 1,447 
133 Huntsville. AL 998 
134 New Britain. CT 595 
135 Tulsa, OK 3,054 
136 Salom-GlOucsster. MA 1.083 
137 Allentown·Bethlehem, PA-NJ 2.7:13 
132 Battle Creel<. MI 554 

Rocldord. IL 1,165 
Hatri!bIJrg-l.ebanOn.()aI1lsle. PA' 2,426 

141 Lorain-Elyria, OH 1,110 
142 Sarasole. Fl 1.122 
143 Springfield.MA 2.170 
144 Philadelphia. PA-NJ 20,556 
145 Ponsmouttl·Dover-Rochester, NH-ME 997 
146 San Froncisco, CA 7.015 
146 Tyler. TX 662 
147 Tallah..... 1.002 
146 Conten.OH 1.700 
149 PueblO. CO 561 
150 Binghamton, NY 1.133 

Rapid City. SO 339 
Vinoland-Mlllvlll<>-8ridgeton. NJ 595 

163 Gmen Bay. WI 642 
154 Kalamazoo. MI 953 
155 ChatieOlon.SC 2223 
156 Fayetteville. NO 1.154 
157 Daytona Beach. Fl 1.502 

JetlIey City. NJ 2,427 
Ma""lield.OH 562 
Davenport-Rock Island-Moline. IA-IL 1,541 

161 Atl1<Ins. GA 634 
161 Niagara Falls. NY 962 
162 South Bend-Mishawaka. IN 1.061 
163 Wiimington, NC 532 
164 Oklahoma City. OK 4.456 

: Albuque<que.NM 2.213 
; New London-Norwich. CT-RI 1,172 

156 Muskegon. MI 712 
'67 Mobile. Al 2.162 
166 Saginaw-Bay City-Mldlend. MI 1.630 
169 Muncle, IN 647 
170 Uncoln, NE 957 
171 1. 

404_0 
404.6 
404.7 
406.6 
407.0 
4<)7.2 
407.6 
408.1 
410.8 
411.6 
412.3 
413.7 
416.0 

.417.0 
419.4 
421.7 
422.7 
422.7 
430.3 
430.9 
431.7 
431.9 

433.0 
433.5 
433.6 
433.8 
435.7 
435.3 
436.4 
436.6 
438.4 
439.4 
44' .1 
441.1 
442.5 
443.2 
444.6 
447.4 
447.4 
447,5 
449.7 
452.9 
453.0 
454.7 



TABLE 0·1: NUMBER AND RATE OF SHORT·TERM GENERAL HosPITAL flEDS 
~ER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA 

Fort Lauderoal..Hollywood·Pampano Beach, FL 
Vall$jo·FairflGld·Napa, eA 
Lake Charlos, LA 
ClnoiMaU, OH·KY·IN 
PoughkeopslO, NY 
BradIOnton,FL 
Topeka, KS 

179 Indianapolis, IN 
, 180 BIllings, MT 

180 _ ....,RI 

181 Colu_SC 

182 A_n.IN 

183 Younostown-Wermn, OH 

184 Chlcago,IL 


Wlcllila. Falls, TX 

CIOoalur, AL 

Lynellburg, VA 


187 Knoxville, TN 

188 GI..,. Falls, NY 

188 Corpus CMott, TX 

190 Gadsden, AL 

191 New York, NY 


192 Spokane, WA 

193 Te"" Haute, IN 

19' Albany, GA 

195 BlOomington·Normal.IL 

196 Abilene, TX 


Hattford, CT 
Chattanooga, TN·GA 
Milwaukee. WI 
Tampa·St, Petersburg·Clearwater, FL 
&In Anoelo, TX 

200 &In Antonio, TX 

201 Fort Wayne, IN 

202 Kokomo, IN 

203 SaVlll1nall, GA 

204 Bunington. VT 


Fort Smith, AR·OK 
HunHngton·l\shlanO, WV·KY-oH 
L""lsville, KY·IN
Lalay__Latay_, IN 
Anniston, AL 
Trenton,NJ 
NawQrleans, LA 

5,625 
1,964 

803 
6,658 
1,232 

895 
758 

5,831 
562 

3,066 
2,201 

627 
2,42' 

29,820 
615 
625 
696 

2,901 
546 

1,769 
496 

41.229 

1,741 
649 
588 
602 
625 

3,703 
2,118 
6,648 

10,329 
491 

6,718 
1,776 

517 
1,225 

666 
929 

1,682 
4,914 

639 
632 

1,678 
7,065 

456.9 
457,1 
45B,B 
462,3 
462,5 
463,4 
466,3 
470,2 
470,8 
470,8 
471.1 
472,3 
475,9 
4n,0 
4n.9 
.n,9 
478,5 
478.8 
476,9 
479.' 
462,' 
461.5 

461.6 
466,1 
466,' 
<8U 
492,0 
492,1 
493.3 
493.5 
493,5 
493,9 
493,9 
494,0 
501,3 
501,7 
503.5 
503,7 
505.8 
507.0 
509,1 
510,3 
512,6 
513,4 

http:BlOomington�Normal.IL


TAlILE Q.l: NUMBER AND RATE OF SHORT·TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS 
PER 100.000 POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA 


213 

21' 

215 

218 

217 

218 

219 

220 

221 

222 

222 

223 

224 

225 

22B 

227 

228 

229 

23G 
231 

232 

233 


234 

235 

236 

237 

238 

239 

240 

241 

242 

243 

243 

244 

245 


I 

Raleigh·Durham. NC 
Gary,Hainmond. IN 
Walerloo-Cedar Falls. IA 
Pansacola. FL 
Miami~laleah. FL 
Cedar Rapids. IA 
Uma,OH 
N&watk.NJ 
_,CT 
Beaumont·Port Arthur, TX 
Wichita. KS 
Kansas City. MO-KS 
Par1<Btsburg·Mari&l1a. WV·OH 
Rano.NV 
Johnstown. PA 
Sharon, PA 
TuScaloosa, At 
Buflalo, NY 
Boston, MA 
Pit1Sburgh. PA 
Joplin, Me 
Montgomery, AL 

Pine Bluff. AR 
Portfand. ME 
Sl Louis, Me-Il 
Champaign·Urbana-Rantoul.IL 
Cumberland, MD-WV 
Peoria. IL 
Charleston. WV 
Madison, WI 
Steubenville-Weirton. OH-WV 
Nashville. TN 
Dothan. AL 
Brldgopo~·Miltord, CT 
Scranton-Wilkes-Barre, PA 

2~ Flo"",,,,, SC 
247 Johnson City-Kingsport-Brlstot, TN·VA 
248 Kankal<ae, IL 
249 Aldlmond-Petersburg. VA 
249 Decatur, IL 
250 Birrrungham, AL 
251 Columbus, GA·AL 
251 En•• PA 
252 CIoYoland. OH 

3.638 
3,157 

789 

1,869 

9.728 

BOO 
B2B 

10.169 

415 


2.012 
2.581 
8.318 

842 

1.2136 

1.386 

870 

780 


5.297 
15,578 
11,721 

752 

1.703 

500 

1,171l 

13.736 

995 

583 


1.871l 
1,514 
1.998 

863 

5,485 

754 

2.578 
4,204 


685 

2.581 

sal 
4,68l 


734 

5.363 
1.485 
1,640 

10.971l 

517.4 
521.0 
524.0 
524.1 
524.6 
524.8 
528.6 
631.9 
634,6 
634.8 
634.8 
536.4 
536.5 
536,7 
541.8 
542.8 
542.8 
547.2 
548,7 
549.7 
551.4 
552.4 

553.5 
554.1 
555.6 
558.6 
557.6 
559.1 
550.3 
551.9 
582.3 
562.5 
552.8 
500.1 
575,1 
575.2 
575.4 
577.8 
550.3 
550.3 
583.0 
563.3 
585.3 
593.0 

http:Champaign�Urbana-Rantoul.IL
http:N&watk.NJ


· TABLE 1).1: NUMBER AND RATE OF SHORT·TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS 
PER 100,000 POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 

Worcester. MA 
Dubuque,1A 
Toledo,OH 
AmarillO, TX 
Evansville. IN~KY 
Dulu1h. MN·WI259 

New Haven~Meriden. CT280 

Cheyenne. WV261 

Elmira, NY282 

Memphis, TN·AR-MS 

LawlslOn·Aubum, ME 


,283 
• 264 


Sherman-Denison, TX• 265 

.265 
Monroe. LA-Dayton·Springfield, OH 

.Fayet1lMIle-Springdaie, AR 
WllH8J!l$I)Ort. PA 
Klleen-Temple, TX 
Des Moines, fA 

Victoria. TX 


, 271 


• ·272 Grand Forks, NO ,~! Te_a. TX·Texari<ana. AR 
Owensboro, K't· 275 


,>Iii ,"" 

Lubbock, TX 
Eau Claim, WI 
Bismarck. NO 

i~ 	
Enid. OK 
Anchorage, AK 

281 
 Benton Hamor, MI 
Asheville, NC

1= Omaha. NE-IA 
· 282 


Florance. Al 
~ 285 

1265 

i 
.282 

1289 


290 

,291 

; 292 

" 293 


, 1294 

295 

296 

297 


" 298 


JacI<SOn, MS 
Springfleld.ll 
ChatlOll!iOville. VA 
Sioux Clly, IA·NE 
Fargo-Moo_, ND·MN 
lime Rock-Nortt1 Ultio Rock, AR 
La Crosse, WI 
Shreveport, LA 
Spnngfiold, MO 
S~Jo..ph, 1.40 
Great Falls, MT 
GaI....lOn·Tex.. Oily, TX 
Blloxl-Gulfport MS 
Ann Arbor, MI 

2,580 

558 


3,774 

. 1,242 

1,755 

1,529 

3,265 


481 

573 


6.259 
548 

830 

958 


6.004 

702 

751 


1,561 
2,528 


516 

469 

803 

590 


1.560 
950 

eoo 

421 


1,679 

81' 


1.221 
4,_ 
1,004 
2,939 
1,409 

922 

855 


1,107 

3,928 


730 

2,811 
1,814 


67' 

830 


1.723 
1,724 
2.222 

608.9 
610.2 
615.0 
616.9 
623.8 
625.1 
825.8 
634.3 
837.9 
838.5 
838.8 
839.9 
641.4 
641.5 
641.9 
643.8 
644.6 
650.9 
683.6 

·669.7 
669.8 
671.1 

676.0 
en.5 
en.9 
681).3 
689.1 
696.5 
699.8 
705.4 
119.6 
727.2 
732.7 
737.5 
739.6 
743.8 
755.7 
759.9 
761.1 
771.5 
777.6 
795.2 
802.0 
810.9 
822.9 

http:Springfleld.ll


TABLE 0·1; NUMBER AND RATE OF SHORT·TERM GENERAL HOSPITAL BEDS 

PER 100.000 POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA 


GaJnesvillo, FL 
Augusta. GA·SC 
Wheeling. WV·OH 
Alexandria. LA 
PltlStield.MA 
lexfngton~FavettG, KY 
Bangor. ME 
Sioux Falls. SO 
ROBlloka. VA 

1.759 
3,459 
1.521 
1.210 

122 
3.031 

116 
1,237 
2.190 

832.9 
659.1 
860.6 
866.6
_2 
898.0 
923.5 
965.4 
965.9 

Source: Guide to the Health Care Field, '989, American Hospital Association. 

http:PltlStield.MA


TABLE 0·2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL PRACTITIONERS PEA 100.000 

POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1988 

Fayettevilte, NC 
Albany.GA 
Danville. VA 
Clarksville-HopkinSville, TN-KY 
Panama City. FL 
Detroit. Mt 
Wilmington. NC 

, MidJand. TX 
Orange Count;. NY 
Joliet.IL 
S~ Louis. MQ.IL 
Monmouth-Ocean. NJ 
Niagara Falls, NY 
Youngstown-wanoo. OH 
Brownsvlll ... Harllngan. TX 
AUanla.GA 
Dothan. A!. 
Poughkeepsie. NY 
FIorenoa. A!. 
Jacksonville. NC 
Ocala. FL 

New Orleans, LA 
Fort Walton _. FL 
Tranton, NJ 
Roches"". NY 

Shreveport. LA 

New York. NY 

1:1 Paso. TX 

COIo<ado Springs, CO 

Newatk, NJ 

Atlantic City. NJ 

COlumbus. GA·AL 

Memphis. TN·AR·MS 

4....., City. NJ 

Clovoland.OH 

Bergon·Passaic. NJ 

HOuma·Thibodaux. LA 

Blloxi.(lulfport. MS 

AUQusta. GA'SC 

Providence, RI 

Aurora-elgin, IL 

lafed•. TX 
Middlesex-$omer5Ot-Hunt9rdon, NJ 
BOOlen. MA 

23 8.7' 
11 9,2 

1. 
g,g 

10,1 "'8 
10,7 

47. 10,7 
'3 lo.s 
13 10,9 

11233 
43 11.3 

11.428' 
113 11.4 

11.5 
59 
25 

'1.6 
32 11.7 

11.8329 
,1.9 

32 
16 

12,0 
17 '22 
16 12,2 
24 12,5 

172 12,5 
21 12,7 
42 12,8 

125 12,9 
48 13.0 

1,117 13,0 
79 13,' 
54 13,5 

261 13,7 
43 13,7 
35 13,7 

135 13,8 
79 14,2 

265 14,3 
188 14,3 
28 14,5 
31 14,6 
!Xl 14,6 
96 14,1 
53 1•.8 
19 14.8 

149 14,9 
422 14,9 

~~~~~~~____________~__~48~__~'4~,9~ 


, 
1 • 

http:Clovoland.OH
http:AUanla.GA
http:Joliet.IL
http:Albany.GA


TABLE [).2; NUMBER ANO RATE OF GENERAl. PRACTmONERS PEA 100.000 
POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1988 


Dallas, TX 
Janesvilie-Belol, WI 
Nashville. TN 
Buffalo. NY 
Topeka. KS 
G""", Bay. WI 
Lawton. OK 
BaltImore. MO 
Sf8ubenvlllO-_~on. OH-WV 
Odessa. TX 
Klleen-Temple 
Hamilton-Middletown. OH 
Alexandria, LA 
CharlO1IO-Gas1Ilnla·Rock Hili. NC·SC 
Decalur.IL 
N....u·Suffoik. NY 
Billings. MT 
PascagolJla, MS 
Binghamton. NY 
VinelatKl~MmvjJI9-Btldg9ton, NJ 
Tulsa. OK 

Springfield. Me 
Jado;soovifle. FL 
GtllIld Rapids. Mt 

_Creak.Mt 

Loraln·Elyria. OH 

Honolulu. HI 

Pensacola. Ft. 

Kenosha, WI 

Fort Pierce, FL 

Bryan·Colieg. SfBtion. TX 
Tucson. AZ 
Birmingham, AL 
Washington. DC-MO·VA 

: Fargo·Moo19head. ND·MN 
Anniston, AL 
LakeIand·Wlnter Haven, FL 
Msnsfield. OH 

Sovannah. GA 

Jackson. MI 

Bakarslield.CA 

Amarillo, TX 

GreensbonrWlnston Salem-High Point, Ne 


.NV 
MA 

FL 

394 

21 


150 

149 


25 

30 

19 


362 

2. 
21 

38 

43 

22 


177 

20 


431 

19 

21 

42 

22 


121 


38 

147 

98 

22 

44 


138 

59 

20 

39 

22 


. 105 

154 

625 


25 

21 

68 

22 

42 

25 

89 

35 


162 

110 

91 


:-- '> 

15.1 
15.2 
15.4 
15.' 
15.' 
15.' 
15.5 
lS.5 
15.6 
15.7 
15.7 
15.8 
15.8 
15.8 
15.8 
15.9 
15.9 
15.9 
16.0 
16.0 
16.1 

16.2 
16.2 
16.3 
16.3 
16.4 
16.4 
16.5 
16.6 
16.7 
16.7 
16.7 
16.7 
16.7 
16.8 
17.0 
17.1 
17.2 
17.2 
17.3 
17.3 
17.• 
17.' 
17.4 
17.5 

http:Bakarslield.CA
http:Creak.Mt
http:Decalur.IL


TABLE 0·2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL PRACTITIONERS PER 100.000 

POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1988 


56 Canton,OH 

57 lake CountyI IL 

57 Fort Worth·Mngton. TX 


.57 Orlando. Fl 
58 Phil_phla. PA·NU 
59 Sharon, PA 
60 Tampa-St. Petersburg-Clearwater. FL 
60 Mobile.AL 
60 Wilmington, DE-NJ-MD 
60 Kansas City. MO-KS 
61 New Haven-Meriden, CT 
61 Baton Rouge. LA 
62 Monroe. LA 

Fort Myors·Capa Coral. FL 

63 Chattanooga, TN-GA 

64 McAllen-Edlnburg-Mlssion, TX 

65 Texarkana, TX-Texar1<ana. AR 

B6 Tyler, TX 

67 Vallejo-Fairfield-Napa, CA 

68 Brazoria, TX 

68 Springfield, IL 


69 	 Charleston, SC 
69 	 LalaYOIl8. LA 
70 San Antonio, TX 

71 Milwaukee, WI 

71 Lansing-East Lansing, MI 

72 Beaver CountyI PA 

73 Racine, WI 

73 Melboume-TlbJsville-Palm Bay. FL 

73 	 Akron.OH 
73 	 Columbia. MO 
73 	 Denver, CO 

Utica-Rome. NY 
Vancouver, WA 
Bloomington-Normal, IL 
Riverside-San Bernardino, CA 
Huntsville, AL 
West Palm Beach-Boca Raton-Delray Beach, FL 
Parkersburg-Marietta, WV-OH 
AlbuquerquB.NM 
Davenport-Rock Island-Moline, IA-IL 
San Jose, CA 
Boise City, 10 
Pueblo, CO 
Saginaw-Bay City-Midland, MI 

.MA 

72 

88 


232 

179 

869 


22 

374 


B6 

101 

278 


94 

103 

27 

58 

78 

71 

22 

29 

80 

36 

36 


96 

41 


257 

263 


82 

37 

33 

73 


126 

21 


329 

61 

43 

24 


434 

4B 


169 

31 

98 

74 


291 

40 

26 

81 


17.5 
17.6 
17.6 
17.6 
17.7 
17.8 
17.9 
17.9 
17.9 
17.9 
18.0 
18.0 
18.1 
18.1 
18.2 
18.3 
18.4 
18.5 
18.6 
18.7 
18.7 

18.8 
18.8 
18.9 
19.0 
19.0 
19.1 
19.2 

192 

19.2 

19.2 

19.2 
19.3 
19.4 
19.5 
19.6. 
19.6 
19.7 
19.8 
19.8 
19.8 
19.9 
20.0 
20.0 
20.0 

http:AlbuquerquB.NM
http:Akron.OH
http:Mobile.AL


TABLE [).2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL PRACTmONERS PER 100.000 

POPULATION, BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1968 


AUStin. TX 157 
 20.1 
29 
 20.2TuScaJoosa. Al 

Syracuse. NY 133 
 20.2 
Port/..,d, OR 241 
 20.4 
Pittsburgh, PA 43l) 20A 

20.5Joplin.MO 28 

21
RocI1..ter, MN 20.6 

Flint. MI 92 
 20.6 
Daytona Beach. FL . 71 
 20.6 
Hagerstown, Me 24 
 20.6 
Nonolk·V!rlllnla Beach·Newport News, VA 264 
 20.7 
Salin..·_MonlO"'Y. CA 76 
 20.6 
Waco, TX 20.6 
Greeley, CO 

40 

20.829 


Des Moines, IA 81 
 20.9 
HartfCro.CT 157 
 20.9 
Athens, GA . 30 
 20.9 
Cumbel1and, M[).WV 21.0 

91 Erie, PA 
22 


21.159 

21.1 

91 Las Cruces, NM 
91 	 Ann Arbor, M' 57 


28 
 21.1 

, -,--

91 	 San FranciSCO. CA 351 
 21.1 
91 Houston, TX 21.1690 


Macon-Watner Robins. GA 61 
 21.2 

92 

92 


99 
 21.2 

93 


Columbia, SC 
45
GainG:SYine. Fl 21.3 

1,33293 
 ChiCaQo,IL 21.3 
21.3 


93 

22
93 
 Gadsdan. AL 

21.3 

94 


Oakland, eA 433 

Phoenix, lIZ 446 
 21.4 
Sheboygan, WI 22 
 21.595 

ROCIdord, IL 61
96 
 21.6 
Columbus, OH 288 
 21.6 


97 

96 


312
Cincinnati,OH·KY·IN 21.7 
9ll 21.9 

99 


Elkhart·Coshon. IN 33 

73 
 22.0Huntington·Ashllll1d, WV·KY.QH 

22.0Muskegon. MI 35
99 

22.0 


99 

Jackson, MS 89
99 


147 
 22.0 

99 


Allentown·Bethlehem, PA·NJ 
22.0 


100 

Abilene, TX 28 

Harrisburg-Lebanon..cat1iale. PA 131 22.2 

101\ Champa!gn·UlIlOna·Ranl<>ul, IL 40 22.4 
101.0klahomaCHy,0K 225 22.4 
102: Provo-Urem. UT 	 57 22.5 
103: 	Johnson TN·VA 102 22.7 


I 


http:WV�KY.QH
http:HartfCro.CT
http:Joplin.MO


TABLE 0·2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL PRACTITIONERS PER 100.000 

POPULATION. BY METROPOLfTANAREA. 1988 


.. 


. 
125 

126 

127 

127 

128 

129 

129 

130 


D<IcaIur. AL 
Reno. NV 
LafayellB·Wes, LafayOIIB. IN 
AiChmond·Patersburg, VA 
Lincoln, NE 
M.rood.CA 
Lubbock. TX 
Knoxville, TN 
Florance. SC 
Omah•• NE·IA 
Corp... Christ!. TX 
Loxlngton-FayollB. KY 
AppIeton.o.hkosh·Noenah. WI 
Kalamazoo. 1.11 
Johnstown. FA 
Loo~Marshall. TX 
Vlsall.·Tul ..... Portervlll•• CA 
NapIes.FL 
Terre Haute. IN 
Lynchburg. VA 
ChariOtlOSVilio. VA 
Burtington. NC 

POrtland. ME 
Los Angoloo-t.ong BeacIl. CA 
RoanOke. VA 
Oayton·Sptlngfi.kl.OH 
Ftesno, CA 
Bremerton. WA 
San Diogo. CII 
Glens Falls, FV 
StOCktOn. CA 
Wichita. KS 
Baaumoo,·Port Arthur. TX 
Louisville. KY·IN 
F.~I...Sptlng_.AR 
Muncie,IN 
Medfol<j. OR 
Lake Charles. LA 
Yuba City. CA 
Fort Smith, AR-OK 
Galv.Sl0n-Toxas City. TX 
Brockton, MA 
Yakima. WA 
Toled•• OH 
Charlas1Drl.WV 

·Hammond. IN 

30 

55 

29 


195 

49 

40 

54 


142 

28 


147 

87 

82 

77 

54 

62 

42 

73 

34 

33 

36 

31 

26 


63 

2.189 


57 

236 

153 

45 


596 

29 


II. 
123 


96 

248 


2B 

31 

37 

45 

30 

48 

56 

52 

49 


163 

72 


162 


22.9 
23.0 
23.1 
23.2 
23.3 
23.4 
23.4 
23.4 
23.5 
23.5 
23.8 
24.3 
24.5 
24.6 
24.6 
24.6 
24.6 
24.6 
24.7 
24.8 
24.8 
24.8 

,"'".. , 

24.9 
25.1 
25.1 
25.2 
25.2 
25.3 
25.' 
25.4 
25.5 
25.5 
25.5 
25.6 
25.6 
25.7 
25.7 
25.7 
25.7 
26.0 
26.1 
25.1 
26.5 
25.6 
25.6 
26.7 

http:Charlas1Drl.WV
http:Sptlng_.AR
http:Oayton�Sptlngfi.kl.OH
http:NapIes.FL
http:M.rood.CA


TABLE 1).2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL PRACTfTlONERS PER 100,000 
POFULATION. BY METROPOUTAN AREA. 1988 


130 

131 

131 

132 

133 

13_ 

151 


Omard-Ventura. CA' 
Santa Bartlara·Santa Marla-Lompoc. CA 
Hickory. NC 
Bradenton, FL 
Sarasota. FL 

Now London-Norwich, CT-RI 

Yoll<. PA 

Greenville-Spartanburg. 50 

Indianapolis, IN 

Scranton-WII~8a.n'e. PA 
Asheville. NO 
5ou1l1 Bond-MlsI1awaka, IN 
s_ COtlege, PA 
Btldge"oM..tllfofd, CT 
Peoria,IL 
Sioux City. IA·NE 
Bloomington, IN 
Sacramento. CA 
Wichita: FeUs, TX 
Wausau. WI 
Tacoma.WA 
Tallahassee 

Modesto,CA 
Rlchland·Kennewick-Pasco, WA 
Fort Wayne. IN 
Burlington, VT 
Santa-Cruz. ell 
Santa Fe. NM 
Walatloo·Cettar Falls, IA 
51. ClOud. MN 
Madison, WI 
Salem,OR 
Altoona. PI, 
Boilingnam, WA 
Williamsport. I'A 
Kokomo. IN 

1$2, Anah&Jm·Santa Ana, CA 
153: Little RoCk·North Little Rock. AR 
154 

155 

156 

156. 

157 

157 

157 

157 


Anderson, IN 
Anderson. SO 
Wheeling. WV.QH 
Benton Harbor, MI 
Boulder-Longmont CO 
Olympia. WA 
Lima.OH 
Minne lis·S!. Pout. MN 

177 

97 

61 

62 

73 

71 


111 

172 

339 

201 


48 

66 

32 


125 

93 

32 

29 


383 

38 

32 


155 

66 


93 

43 


102 

38 

59 

33 

44 

54 


105 

79 

40 

35 

35 

31 


707 

158 


41 

45 

56 

37 

71 

50 

50 


757 


26.7 
26.S 
26.S 
26.9 
27.0 
27.1 
27.3 
27.3 
27.3 
27.5 
27.5 
27.5 
27.5 
27.5 
27.7 
27.7 
27.8 
27.8 
28.0 
28.2 
28.2 
28.3 

28._ 
28._ 
28._ 
28.5 
29.0 
29.2 
28.2 
29.4 
29.5 
29.8 
29.9 
29.9 
30.0 
30.1 
30.2 
30._ 
30.9 
31.1 
31.7 
31.7 
31.8 
31.8 
31.8 
31.8 

http:Tacoma.WA
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TABLE D-2: NUMBER AND RATE OF GENERAL PRACTITIONeRS peR 100.000 
POPULATION. BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1988 . 


Duluill. MN-WI 
Chleo. CA 
Evansville. IN·KY 
Cedar Rapldo. IA 
ReMing.PA 
Eugen...Sptingfiel<l. OR 
Redding.CA 
Lan....ter. PA 
Spokane. WA 
"au Claire. WI 
Fort COlllns·LoveIand. CO 
Saa!tla. WA 
Santa Rosa-Petaluma. CA 
Mlami..J.Ualeah, Fl 
SI,,", Falls. SO 

Portsmoulh-Qover-Rochester, N~ME 
Fall Alvar. MA·RI 
Manchesler.NH 
Anchorage. AI( 

Albany·Schenectady·Troy. NY 
Danbury. CT 
FitchburQ-i.oominster, MA 

!=~:.~::;-niU. MA·NH 

. Nashua. NH 

i==rd~, . 
: Norwalk, CT 
Pawtuc:ket,.Woonsocket~AttIeboro. RI·MA 
Salam·Gloueaster. MA
Stamford. CT 

76 
!'i1 
91 
55 

106 
69 
46 

142 
126 

49 
6$ 

660 
140 
694 

46 

97 
68 
76 

172 
149 

31.9 
32.1 
32.3 
32.' 
32.6 
34.0 
34.1 
34.7 
34.9 
34.9 
35.3 
36.3 
37.4 
37.' 
37.5 

41.0 
41.9 
60.3 
7D.6 

124.2 
NlA 
NJA 
NlA 
N/A 
N/A
N/A 
NlA 
NlA 
NlA 
NlA 
N/A 

NlA 
NlA 
NlA 
NJA 
NJA 
NJA 
NJA 
NlA 
NlA 
NlA 
N/A 

NJA • Data not available. 

Source: Places Rated Almanac, 1989. p. 181~.213; Phvsician Characteristics ana: 
DiStribution in the United States, 1988, American Medical AssocIation, 



Atlanta, GA 
Kanl!ao City. Me 
Now Orleans. LA 
Wdmington. DE 
Las Veg... NIl 
Sa_.WA 
Chartasllln.SC 
Richmond, I/A 
Harttord.CT 
Portland. OR 
T_.fV'. 
Philadelp/lill, PA 
Phoenix. tV. 

Nassau·Suffolk. NY 
Chicago.IL 
Ut1la Rock, AR 

NJ 

• 
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). 
REPORTED JULV 1992 THROUGH JUNE 1993 • 

San Francisco. CA 
NowVork. NY 
Miami. FL 
WOO! Palm Besch. FL 
SanJuan. PR 
Jacksonville. FL 
Fort LaudOrdalll, FL 
Dall... TX 
.ieIS8\' Cily, NJ 
Nowlllk. NJ 
Ortando. FL 
Tampa·St, ""_UIlI. FL 

, Houston, TX 
• LooAngaleo.CA 
, Baltimore. Me 

3.862: 
11.798 
2.083 

837 
1.645 

813 
I,OSO 
1.696 

421 
1,283 

850 
1,314 
2.160 
5.198 
1,394 

253.3 
137.9 
102.3 
9.2.0 
1!7.7 
84.6 
81.9 
002 
76,0 
70.5 
84.8 
61.6 
60,6 
57.1 
57.0 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 


Austin. TX 
Now Ha_.CT 
Danvat.CO 
San Dlago. CA 
Qai<iand. CA 
Washington, DC 

Monmou_an Clly. NJ 

TN 

1,490 

738 

579 

231 

425 

904 

218 

359 

425 

815 

256 


1.756 
809 

339 

878 


2.500 
173 

334 

333 


47,4 
45.5
44.' 

43.S 
42.S 
42,6 
40.4 
40.0 
38,0 
37.8 
37.3 
35,4 
34,6 
33.7 
33.3 
33.0 
33.0 
32,3 
32.2 

605 

563 

925 


1.400 
1.106 
2.01!7 

56.0 
54.1 
54.0 
53.9 
SUI 
47.8 

Sao roolnOle at and of ta!lI&. 

http:Danvat.CO


,, 
TABLE 0-3: NUMBER AND ANNUAL RATE OF AIDS CASES PER 100.000 POPULATION.I 


I 
I BY METROPOLITAN AREA OF RESIDENCE (POPULATION OF 500.000 OR MORE). 

REPORTED JULY 1992 THROUGH JUNE 1993' 

, 

I 

I 


i 


I 

Indianapolis. IN 

Greenville. SC 

Orange County. CA 
Ptl)vi""""". RI 

San ,,"IOnio. TX 


! 

Baton Rouge, LA 
Nashville, TN 

1 

I 


, '., 
' 	 ,"W""_.." ' 

AIbany·Schenectady. NY 
MIlwaukee. WI 
Salt Lake City. UT 
Bal<enItiold. CA 
_gh·Dumam. NC 
Mlnneapolls·St. Peul. MN 
Honolulu, HI 
Chatlot1&. NC 
Fresno, CA 
Rocheo18r. NY 
Syracuse. NY 
Norfolk. VA 
EIP.... TX 

Iii'! Omaha.NE 
87 
 Venlu", CA 
68 
 Columbus. OHI 
 69 
 Wichita. KS 
70 
 BuffalO. NYI 

71 
 Cleveland.OH 

Bergen·Passaic. NJ 402 31.4 
St. Louis. MO 183 31.0 
SprInglield.MA 183 30.5 
OI<lahoma CIty. OK 299 30.4 
8_n.MA 1.7IY1 30.3 
Tuls.. 01< 219 29.7 
BirmIngham, AL 250 29.1 
Fort Wortll. TX 381 28.8 
Sacram...IO. CA 408 28.4 
S......ta.FL 134 28.1 
Albuq"",,,"e. NM 159 21.4 
San Jose, CA 402 26.6 
Detroit, UJ 1.092 26'-

LOUisville. KY Ii 

24.4 

205 

349 


24.3 
B02 24.3 
221 
 24.1 

330 
 24.1 

123 
 22.5 

22.3228 


; :~', 

194 
 22.1 

322 
 22.1 

247 
 21.8 

126 
 21.2 

20.8 

590 

189 


20.2 
166 
 19.2 

232 
 19.0 

19.0'59 

205 
 lB.9 

149 
 18.9 

274 
 lB.4 

110 
 11.4 

115 
 11.4 

118 
 17.4 

16.9238 

16.8 


181 

64 


16.0 

354 
 15.9 
150 	 15.5 

78 


.,
See footnote at ena of taIlIe. 

I 

I 


i 
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TABLE 0-3: NUMBER AND ANNUAL RATE Of AIDS CASES PER 100,000 POPULATION, 
BY METROPOLlTAN AREA Of RESIDENCE (POPULATION Of 500,000 OR MORE), 
REPORTED JULY 1992 THROUGH JUNE 1993 • 

Tacoma. WA 
Glgensboro, NC 
TolOOo,OH 
Gary, IN 
OayU>n, OH 

97 
147 

!13 
77 

118 

15.5 
'3.6 
13.5 
12.5 
123 

77 Allentown, FA 

78 Cincinnati, OH 
78 	 Grand Rapids, MI 

Harrlsbul\l, PA 
Knoxville, TN'LJ'82 Ann MIor. MI_n,FA 

83 PiI!ob\J'1lh, PA
841 Akron, OH 
85 Youngs"",n, OH 

73 

180 
111 
64 
60 
49 
53 

184 
38 
27 

12.0 

11,$ 
11,5 
10,8 
9.8 
9.7 
8.2 
6.6 
5,7 
4.5 

• In_6 monttls of data cotJec1ed under ttle 1993 AIDS surveilllll100 case 
definition tor adults and adoleSCents, 

•• eased on Metropolitan Sta1is1leal Are. clGflnJHons"'ised June 1993. 

Sou"",: HIViAIOS Survelltance Report. July 1993, pp. 4-5. Atlanta, GA: 
canta~ fOl' 01..... Control. DIvision of HIVIAIDS. . 

See footnote at end of table. 
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TABle 1).4: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF AIDS CASES AMONG 
INJECTING DRUG USERS, BY CITY, JUNE 1992',, 

1 Newark"NJ 1._ 72,0, 
2 New YOOt. NY .. 16.093 44,0 , 3 Ph08nix, 1-2 .. 498 29.0 
4 Boston. MA 1.312 27.0

• Detroit Ml 7!fl 27.0 
5 Miami. Fl. 1.797 26,8 

Philadelphia. PA  759 25.4 
AIIanta.GA 1.351 22.0 
Washing"';, DC 612 22.0 
Chieago.IL 1.271 19.0 

New 0r1eans. LA ** 626 19.0 
• 9 Dallas. TX 2.833 1B.O 

10 Denver. CO 349 15.7 
11 Honolulu. HI 117 15.0 
12 San Diego. CA 42B 13.0 
12 _.WA 259 13,0 
13, San Francisal. CA 1,585 12.9 
14: Los Angeles. CA  1.729 11.7 

St. louis. Me 115 10.9 
MN·· 

• C.... reportsd by Community Epidemiologic Wori< Group __. , 
•• Adult and adolescent ..... only. 

I 
Source: HIVlA'DS SurveiUance Report. AprlI1992. p. H8. AIlarlIa. Gil: 
Centers for Disease Contro!, DiVIsion of H.iV/AlOS. 



TABLE E-l: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 
BY METROPOUTAN AREA. 1383 


DiJbuqlJ&. I... 
Now Orleans. LA 
Philadelphia. PA-NJ 
New VOrl<. NY 
San Francisco. CA 
Trenton, NJ 
Jersey City. NJ 
Grand Rapids. MI 
Wilmlngton.DE-NJ-MO
ONensboro. KY 
Erie. PA 
MIddIolown.CT 
Mliwaukae. Wi 
Stlouis. MO-IL 
Honolulu, HI 

13 Cle_d.OH 
14 La Crosse. WI 
15 Bergen-Passaic, NJ 
16 ChlcagO.IL 
16 Savannah. GA 
16 Green Bay. WI 
17 WalBrbury.CT 

16 ~toII.()sIl"""h·Neenah. WI 
16 Baton Rouge, LA 
19 Buffalo. NV 
20 Cincinnati. OH·KY·IN 
20 Lawrence-Haverhill, MA·NH 
21 Fitchburg-leominster. MA 
22 Springfield, IL 

Bridg.part-MI~ord. CT 
Sheboygan. WI 
Loul.ville, KY-IN 
Salem-Gioucest .... IdA 
Miaml-HlaIeah, F!. 
Wes1 Palm _·Boca Raton-Delray Beach, FL 

: Lancaster, PA 
: Racine, Wi 

Toledo.OH 
Fort Lauderdaie-Hollywood·Pompano Beach. FL 
South Bend·Mlshawaka. IN 
Fort Wayne. IN 
PIlISburgh. PA 
Stamford. CT 
Scranton·Wllkes·aam!, PA 

1 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 

30 
31 
32 
32 
33 

13.076 
193.439 
63].402 

1.005.52' 
160.957 

46.194 
70.661 

102.532 
62.493 
13.187 
42.251 
10.197 

212.078 
363.778 
120.333 
263.827 

13.353 
170.618 
863.383 
34.227 
30.394 
29.510 

46.066 
88.913 

136,857 
222.282 

54,890

".802 

29.279 
59.221 
16.991 

146,533 
33.594 

253.261 
86,878 
55,746 
29.202 

101.938 
135.984 
37.454 
61.109 

276,41' 
23.001 

66.6 
72.7 
74.4 
763 
77.0 
77.1 
77.6 
76.5 
78.9 
79.0 
79.1 
79.1 
79.3 
79.7 
79.7 
79.7 
79.6 
60.0 
80.1 
80.1 
80.1 
80.6 

': ~, 

81.0 
81.0 
81.2 
81.4 
81.4 
81.7 
81.8 
82.1 
822 
82.' 
82.' 
82.5 
82.5 
82.9 
83.0 
83.1 
83.1 
63.' 
83.5 
83.6 
83.6 
83.7 

http:1.005.52
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. ,TABLE E·1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENRou.EO IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 
,BY METROPOUTAN AREA, 1989 , 


j 
j 

I 
! 

! 
, 

, 


39 
39 
40 
40 
41 
42 
43 
43 
44 

Wausau. WI 
StCioud, MN 

Sioux CII)', IA·NE 

Boston, MA 

Lafay8l!S,t,o. 
PilIsfield, MA 
Man""""ISr, NH 
Midd_·Scm......,·Hun_n, NJ 
Omaha, NE·IA 
O/1ll1g& County, NY 
WaUII1co-Ceclar FaJl$, IA 
SptIngfleld, MA 
New Haven-Meriden, cr 
SIoux Falls, SO 

Mobile, Al 

Baltimore, Me 

Ciarl<$ville-Hcpkinsville, TN-KY 

Providence, RI 
Newark, NJ 

lOS Angeles·Long Beach, CA 

Atiantlc ClI)', NJ 

Bristol, CT 


Aurora-Elgin, IL 

Macon-Warner Robins. GA 

Kenosha. W1 

Mcn1gcmery, AL 
Monmou~~,NJ 
Fall River, MA·RI 

Washington, OC·M!).VA 

Allentown·Bethiehem, PA-NJ 

Sama Fe, Nt.! 

OakIano, CA 

Evansville, IN-KY 
RockfOrd, Il 

.	Memphis, TN,AR·M$ 
Rochester, NY 
Albany·Schenectady·Troy, NV 
New Britain, CT 
Eau CIai... WI 
A11OOrIa, PA 

57: 0&Ir<>it. MI 
58 Saginaw-Bay CiIy·Mldland, MI 
58 Nasaau·Suffnlk, NY 
59 Fort PIerce, Fl 
59, J~nstown, PA 

11,413 
32.266 
20,223 

366,319 
36,783 
11.199 
21,027 

133.257 
102.394 
50,532 
24,058 
75,997 
70.839 
19,678 
85.857 

341.335 
25,958 
86,144 

283,107 
1,271,384 

45,423 
11,789 

. ;',012 
46,899 
20,500 
54,292 . 

148,131 
22.918 

588,161 
94,934 
16,998 

281,781 
44,373 
47,653 

163,843 
154.923 
123,566 
17,8'1 
2l,990 
21,657 

737,667 
75.597 

417,847 
27,384 
37,807 

84.3 
84,3 
84,5 
84.5 
84,7 
84.6 
84,6 
84.6 
84,9 
84,9 
85.1 
85,1 
852 
85.3 
85,5 
85.5 
85,6 
85.7 
85.8 
86.0 
98.1 
86,' 

86,2 
86.2 
86,' 
86.4 
86.' 
88,5 
88.5 
88,6 
86,6 
88.7 
86,7 
88.7 
88,8 
86.8 
66.8 
66.9 
87.0 

. 67.1 
87,1 
872 
872 
87,3 
67,3 

http:OC�M!).VA
http:ENRou.EO


TABlE E·'; NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN PUBlIC SCHOOLS. 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA 1989 


I 
, Benton H_. MI 

Mlnneapolis-St, Paul. MN·Wl 
Anaheim·Santa Ana. CA 
PawluckB,·WoonsockOt·AtUebo",. RI·MA 
Kankakae. IL 
Uncoln; NE 
Nashville. TN 
Joliet. IL 
PoughkaepSle. NY 
Oxnl!l<!·Vantura, CA 
RochssIllr.MN 
Tampa·S!. PatsrsbullJ·C1eatwatst, FL 
KaLamazoo, Mf 
Dothan. AL 

WhOeiing.WV-QH 

Cn_villa.VA 

New Bedford. MA 

Sarasota.FL 

T.llahas.... FL 
Jackson, MI 
lakeCharlea.,LA 

lake County. IL 


Nlagil1li Falls, NY 

Houma·ThibocIaux, LA _ 

New lOndOo-Norwich. CT·Rt 
JackSonville, Fl 

71 Hl!I<!ord. CT 
71 Kansas City. MO-KS 
11 Lorain-Elyria, OH 
71 Reading, FA 
71 Youngstown-Warren, OH 

Wo_.MA 

Ann "tbor, MI 

Biloxi·Gulfport. MS 


73 SanJosa.CA 
13 i Peoria, II 
731 So.llIe. WA 
74 Topal<a, KS 
74 Elmira. NY 
74 GOf\'·Hammond. IN 
75 Santa Barbara·Santa Marla-Lompoc, CA 
76 HarriSbullJ·Lebanon-Carlisle, PA 
78 Hagerstown, MO 
76; Alexandria. LA 
77; Chattall. a, TN-GA 

67.533.257 
363,70:3 87.5 

87,6332.00:3 
87,748.142 
87,717.608 
87.7211.989 
87,8152.931 
87,866,893 

39,393 88,0 
106,098 88,0 
17,398 88,0 

88,0251,071 
88,132,319 
88,123,570 

2,5,873 88.1 
17.592 . 88,1 
211.271 88.2 

88,3211,325 
88.336.158 
88,424,617 

33.245 88" 
98,463.937 

34,672 ' 88.5 
38,027 88.5 
32,975 88,5 

141,857 88,6 
88,7112,918 

258,836 88.7 
88,750.305 
88,749,190 
88,788,816 

62.384 88.8 
37,623 88,8 

88,833.543 
88,9214,995 
88,958,554 

265,891 88.9 
211,166 69,0 
13.608 89.0 

89.0116.325 
89,148.935 

91,917 89.2 
17,474 89.2 
24,533 8U 

89.375.677 

http:SanJosa.CA
http:Sarasota.FL
http:Cn_villa.VA
http:RochssIllr.MN
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TAeLE e·l: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 
B'fMETROPOUTAN AREA, 1989 

Cedar Rapids, IA 
Slsubenllille-Weirton, OH·WV 

, Bloomington-Normal, IL 
7S Blsmatek,NO 

• WICt1l1a. KS 
: Hamilton'_,OH 

Ut1Ie _-North Ultle Rod<. AR 
AI«on. OH 
Dayton·Springfleld, OH 
SantaCruz.CA 
VaJlfljo·FallfIeid·Napa, CA 
uma.OH 
V1ctorla. TX 
Decalur.IL 
OanbUl)'. or 
1M1an!lj)Olis, IN 
_,",,",FL 
VineiancHoAJlMIie-Bridg6I<ln. I'4J 
Lewiston-Auburn. ME 
Oavenport·_lsland·MoIlne, IA·IL 
Yori<, PA 
Nashua, NH 

Charleston, SC 
Albuquerque.NM
Daytona _; FL 
MadISOn, WI 
OIiando. FL 
Augusta, (lA·SC 
Melbourne-nw.vilie-Palm Bay, FL 
NO""'II<. CT 
Des Moines, fA 
San DiOgo, CA 
Santa Rosa-Petaluma, CA 
C<>lumbu•• GA·AL 
llur1lng1On. VT 
Fort Myets-Cape Coral. FL 
Mansfield. OH 
C<>lumbuS. OH 
Sacramento, CA 

29m 
26,092 
16.933 
16.112 
80,741 
47,582 
87.652 

106.071 
162,539 
31,409 
63.172 
26,153 
14.969 
22.658 
29,790 

204,383 
22,71' 
25.823 
12.756 
63.493 
57,679 
27,052 . 

85.056 
, 80,508 

40,038 
46,872 

146,125 
67,942 
48,101 
17.114 
85,328 

332._ 
52.501 
41,359 
18.111 
37.680 
24.190 

221,952 
217.531 

89.3, 
89.4 
89.5 
8S,S 
8S.S 
89.6 
89.6 
89,6 
89,7 
89.7 
89.S 
9011 
90.0 
90.0 
90.0 
90.1 
90,1 
90,1 
90,1 
90,2 
90,2 
90,2 

90.2 . 
90.2 
90.3 
90,3 
90.3 
90.4 
SO,6, 
90,8 
90,7 
90.7 
90,7 
90,8 
90,9 
91.0 
91.0 
91.0 
91.0 

92 Flo",""", SC 
93 Lowell, MA·NH 
93 POrtland. ME 
93 Oeaia. FL 
93. 	JackSOn. TN 

,PA 

23,932 
42,755 
25,840 
25,372 
14,507 

91.0 
91.1 
81,1 
91,1 



TABLE E·l' NUMBER ANO PERCENTAGE Of PUPilS ENRCLLEO IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 
BY METRCPClITAN AREA, 1989 

98 
98 
98 
98 
99 
99 
99 
99 

100 
100 

101 
101 

102 
102 
102 
102 

lynchburg, VA 
Pons_la, Fl 
Monroe, LA 
Lexlngton·FayatlS, KY 
Cnnton,OH 
RaIoigh·OUlllam, NO 
Bango,. ME 
Laredo. TX 
Albnny,GA 
Lalayetl8-W"", LafayetlS, IN 
HuntlWllle. At 
A1hens,GA 
Columbia, SC 
Fargo-MooA>haao, NO·MN 
Boa"", County. PA 
POrtland, OR 
Binghamton. NY 
Utica·Acme, NY 
AUanfa, GA 
San Antonio. TX 
J."...vi_. WI 
Spokalle. WA 

Denver,CO 
Birmingham. Al 
Asheville, NO 
Syracu.., NY 
Tucson. AZ 
WllmlnglOn. NC 
el~I1I11t·Goshen, IN 

24.273 
56,744 
27,584 
52,878 
71,477 

101,725 
12,724 
31,015 
21,844 
16,520 
37,570 
21.803 
75,891 
24.307 
29,242 

184,665 
43.579 
52.178 

436.868 
245,253 

25.168 
61.730 

272,443 
155,036 
26,258 

111,409 
100,019 

19,594 
27,378 

91,2 
91,2 
91,5 
91,5 
91,S 
91.6 
91.6 
91.6 
91.7 
9t.7 
91.7 
91.8 
91.8 
91.8 
91.8 
91.8 
91,9 
91.9 
91.9 
91,9 
92,0 
92,0 

>' '~:,i,,~: ~:, 

922 
922 
92,3' 
92.3 
92,3 
92,3 
92,3 

102 23.172Champaign·Urbano·Rantoul, Il 92.3 
Norlolk'\Ilrginla _·Newport _. VA 227.613 92,3 

14.953 92,4Sl JoS9!>h. Me 
DallaS. TX 437.144 92,S 

92,SRIWflIIdo-Sen _ino. CA 381.130 
92,5Rapid C<ly, SO 16.482 
92.5Laksiand-Winter Haven, Fl 59.081 
92,5CumbOrlnnd, M[).WV 17.499 
92,621,444Galn"""mo. fL 

85,760 92,6105 SlOCktcn. CA 
24,187 92.6105 Aoddlng,CA 

lOS Battis C,ook. 1.11 23.497 92.6 
92.775.955106 LanSlng·East lansing, 1.11 

30.948 92.8107 MuskSgon, 1.11 
92.8107 Flint. 1.11 69.853 
92,970.675108 Sh""",p'>ft. LA 

http:J."...vi


'TABU: E,I: NUMBER AND PERCeNTAGE OF PUPILS ENRCLLED IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 
'BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989 


lOS Salem, OR 
lOS CI1ar1olte-GaslOnia,Rock Hill, NC,SC 
lOS Tu,"""oo••, AL 
lOS Saiinas·S.......Monloroy, CA 
109 AnnlolOn, AL 
110 FM Worth·Mngton, TX 
110 Ballingham, WA 
110 Phoenix. A2 
110 Groenvill..Spat\anburg, SC 

111 Napl.., Fl 

111 Grand Forks, NO 

111 ModeslO, CA 

112 Midland, TX 

'112 Greensboro·W1nston·Salem·Hlgh Point, NC 
112 PanamaCiIy, FL 
113 Amarillo, TX 
1 Brock1on, MA 

Boulder·Longmon!. CO 
a_n,AL 
PMSmou!h·OOVtlr·_tor, NH·ME 
Tacoma, WA. 
Danville, VA 

AOr&11ce.Al 
Billings, !AT 

Slam College. FA
J: 

, 	 COIl>US Christi, TX 
, 	 _"",n, IN 

Ancnorage, AI( 

Richmond-P...IlIbu'll. VA 
Houston, TX 
Au.'n, TX 

Chico. CA 

_,OR 

BIYan-CoIIege Stanon. TX 


121 Roaneka. VA 

121 WIlCO,TX 

121 iowaCiIy.IA 

129 BarwmOn!·Port Arthur. TX 

123 Tuls., OK 


, 

, 
" 12' Brnwnsville-Harlingan, TX 


124 Oulum. !AN·WI 

124 Gmal Falls. !AT 

125 Col"""'" Springs, CO 

125 FA 


42,745 
167,903 
24.859 
59.398 
21,855 

222,134 
18.307 

327,836 
109,254 

16,664 
11,053 
62,129 
20,027 

149,146 
21.237 
35,748 
32.748 
29.223 
19,D25 
34,056 
94,360 
19.000 

23,824 
21.637 
12,585 
77,894 
24,456 
42,585 

143.015 
599,119 
125,520 
23,871 
23,615 
15,666 

,36.179 
al,0S9 
10.389 
73,733 

129,252 
69,140 

92,9. 
92,9 
93.0 
93.0 
93.0 
93.1 
93.1 
93.1 
93.1 
93.2 
93.2 
93.2 
93.3 
93.3 
93.3 
93.4 
93.8 
93.6 
93.7 
93.7 
93.7 
93.8 

93.9 
93.9 
94.0 
94,0 
94,0 
94,0 
94.1 
94.1 
94.1 
94.2 
94.2 
94.2 
94.3 
94,3 
94.3 
94.4 
94.5 
94.7 
94.7 
94.7 
94.8 
94.8 

http:iowaCiIy.IA
http:AOr&11ce.Al


TABLE E·l: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1989 

Oklahoma City. OK 170.035 94.9 
Eogeno-Springfieilj. OR 42,074 94.9 
Bakersfield, CA 99,192 95.0 
Charleston, WV 48,544 95.0 
Muncie, IN 19,781 95.0 
Rano,NV 33,610 95.1 
Yuba City, CA 21,325 95.1 
Merced, CA 34,362 95.3 
Kokomo, IN 20,080 95.3 
Boise City, 10 37.894 95.3 
Columbia, MO 1S,116 95.3 
Fort Collins-Loveland, CO 29,835 95.4 
Ricnfand·KeMewick·Pasco. WA 31.199 95.4 
EfP.... TX 132,731 95.4 
Spnngl!eld, Me 36,392 95.4 

131 Buninglcn. NC 17,101 95.5 
131 Wichita Falls, TX 21,763 95.5 
131 pascagoula. MS 21,285 95.5 
131 _nville,NC 15,667 95.5 
131 Enid. OK 10,733 95.5 
131 Knoxville, TN 99.724 95.5 
132 Tyler. TX 21,496 95.6 

133 FfOOIlO,CA 
133 Lunbock,TX 
133 Yakima,WA 
134 Parl<etsoorg·MarieIta, WV·OH 
134 Fayetteville. NO 
134 Gle.. Falls, NY 
135 Anclerson, SC 
135 Vancouver, WA 
136 Joplin, Me 
136 8remerton. WA 
136 oecarur.AL 
137 Te"" HaulB. IN 
136 Cheyenne. WY 
136 Fo" Smllll, AR·OK 
139 Pueblo, CO 
139 Bloomington, IN 
139 Galveston-Texas City, TX 
139 Lawrence, KG 

AR 

TX 

'11 
,WY 

122.800 
41,483 
36,367 
29,752 
44,218 
21,231 
25.536 
42,613 
24,313 
31,675 
25.504 
21.522 
14,315 
32,359 
21,194 
13,280 
54,541 
9.677 

21,147 
13,316 
17, 

95.8 
95.8 
95.8 
95.9 
95.9 
95.9 
99.0 
96.0 
96.1 
96.1 
96.1 
96.2 
96.3 
99.3 
96.• 
96.4 
96.4 
96.• 
96.5 
96.5 
96.8 
96.6 

http:oecarur.AL


ITAlatE E·1: NUMBER AND P£RCENTAGE OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 
METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989 


151 
152 
153 
154 
155 
156 

Visalia·Tul.....Portervill8. CA 
Olympia. WA 
Johnson CIty-Kingsport·BrisIOl, TN-VA 
Pine Bluff. AA 
Hid<aIy, NC 
l.ongview·M...hall, TX 
IIo4cAUen·Eainburg·Mission. TIC 
Shen'nan-Qonls... TX 
loa er......,Nt.! 

HuntinV", ... Ashland. WV·KY-oH 
Odessa. TX 
SaIl Lakl! CIty.()gden. UT 
Ki_-Temp1e. TX 
Tax_a. TX·Texa_a. AR 
GIIIOIey, CO 
Brazoria. TX 
Lawton, OK 
Provo-Utem, UT 

61.522 
27.969 
75.648 
17.525 
37,923 
34.620 

101.153 
17,596 
26.356 

53,674 
25.233 

253.197 
45,881 
23,918 
22,080 
3U12 
22447 
82.193 

95.7 
95.8 
96.8 
95.9 
96.9 
97.0 
97.2 
97.3 
97.3 

97.4 
97.5 
97.6 
91.8 
97.9 
98.1 
98.2 
98.6 
98.8 

, 
.Source: National5chonlMatllst Index, 1989, WestpOrt. Cl: Market Data R_val. 
I, 
i 



TABLE 6-2: NUMBER ANO PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS ANO OVER, HIGH 

SCHOOL GRADUATE OR HIGHER, BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990 


Fall Rlwr. MA-RI 
Houma·Ttllibodaux, LA 
New Bedfor<l.MA 
Visalia-Tuiare-Portervllle. CA 
Johnson CIIy-Klngspott-8r1s1ol. TN,VA 
Meroed. CA 
Vineland-Millville-Bridgeton. NJ 
HIckoIY-Morganton. NO 
EI Paso. TX 
Anderson. SO 
Jersey CIIy, NJ 
Flo"""",. SC 
Yuma.~ 
MlamiwHialeah. FL 
lynchburg. VA 
YaJ<ima. WA 
Decatur, Al 
Fresno, CA 
Huntington-Ashland. WV-KY.QH 
F10!'OOC&.AL 
Ode.... TX 

Anniston. AL 
Fort Smith. AR-CK 
Bakersfield. CA 
Corpus Christi, TX 
Chattanooga. TN-GA 
Greenvill&-Spartanbutg, SO 
Albany. GA 
Burlington, NC 
lakeland·Winter Ha~. FL 
Mode!llO. CA 
Stockton, CA 
Alexandria. LA 
Hagerstown, MD 
lalaye118_ LA 
Columbus, GA.-Al 
Pawtucke,-W_socket-Attleboro. RI-MA 
AtlleIIs. G1. 
Clcala FL 
Texarl<ana. TX-I_a. AR 
TUscaJoosa.AL 
los Angeles-long Beach. CA 
Fleadlng, PA 
Knoxville, TN 
lake Chari,•••• LA 71. 70.3 

1 
 _lIen-Edlnburg-Mlsslon, TX 

2 
 Laredo,TX 

BrownSViIle-Hartlngen, TX3


• Danville. VA 
5 

6 

7 

B 

9 

9 


10 

11 

12 

13 

14 


17 

18 

18 

·19 

19 

20 

21 

22 


23 

24 

25 

25 

25 

26 

27 

21 

28 

29 

50 

31 

32 

32 

33 

34 

35 


92.856 
32,564 
69.852 
41]24 
59.469 
61.109 
67,510 

106.946 
164.933 
62,355 
56,178 
92.582 

208.935 
61.011 

236.520 
45.011 
40,903 

632.842 
59.850 
75.016 
55,749 

255,357 
135.640 
57/279 
46.867 

<3.828 
75.433 

215.785 
"'.076 
191.246 
276,359 

44,211 
49.168 

164.559 
151.S44 
196.620 

55.168 
56.230 
64.614 

100.976 
150.198 
61.338 
95,353 
53.071 
61.918 

3.636,855 
157.326 
279,629 

46.6 
47.8 
SO.O 
56.8 
57.2 
56.0 
59.2 
60.2 
63.1 
63.1 
63.4 
63.5 
63.7 
64.0 
64.1 
64.3 
64.9 
65.0 
66.1 
66.1 
66.2 
66.2 
66.7 
66.8 
56.9 

67.' 
67.5 
67.5 
67.6 
67.7 
67.7 
67.9 
67.9 
68.0 
68.' 
66.6 
S9.0 
69.3 
69.3 
69.' 
69.5 
69.6 
69.6 
69.6 
69.6 
70.0 
70.0 
70.3 

http:F10!'OOC&.AL
http:WV-KY.QH
http:Bedfor<l.MA


I 
TABLE E-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS AND OVER. HIGH 
SCHOOL GRADUATE OR HIGHER. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 19oo 

Do1han. AL 

Las Cruces. NM 

Joh.nstown, PA 

Lancaster, PA 

Yull. City. CA 

Mobile. AL 

CumbGriand. MD-WV 

Monroe.lA 
Waco,TX 
Birmingham. Al 
Augusta. GA-SC 

JOplin. MO 

Macon~Warner Robins, GA 
Greensboro-Winston·Salem~Hlgh pornt. NC 
Now Britain. CT 

StoobenvIlIe-WeJrton.OH·WV 

New Orleans. LA 
YOIl<. PA 
Charlotte-Gastonla·Roc!< HIli. Ne-SC 
Chatle!Jton. WV 
Providence. RI 
San AntoniO. TX 
Elld1art-Go.hen. IN 
Salinas-Seaside-Monterey. CA 

Savannah, GA 


WheeJlng. WV-QH 
, AttanlicC,ty. NJ 

, . 


\ 

49 
49 
49 
50 
51 
51 

51 

52: Fayetteville-Springdale. AR 
52 Montgomery. AL 
53 Roanoke. VA 
53 Scranlon-Wilke.·Barre. PA 
54 Anderson. IN 
54 louisville, KY~IN 
54 Mansfieki. OH 

54 Memphis, TN 

55 Beaumont-Port Arthur. TX 

55 BIIoxI·Gulfport. MS 

56, W_ry, CT 

67 Longvlew.Marshali. TX 

57, Pueblo. CO 

58 Nashvill•• TN 

59 	 Allentown·Bethlehem-Easton, PA-NJ 

, 	 60 lubbOCk. TX 
60 Muskegon, MI 
61 JacI<son, MS 
51 J......town-OUnklrk, NY 
61 Pascagoula. MS 

Asheville. NO 
Muncio.IN 

56.610 70,4 
53.058 70.4 

114.565 70.S 
1117.547 70.S 

51.946 70.5 
210.189 70.8 
47.823 71.4 
59,176 71.6 
oo.763 71.6 

422,190 71.7 
174.772 71,8 
62.502 71.8 

125.881 71.9 
446.702 72.0 
71,.243 72.0 
59.492 72.0 

554.975 72.3 
196.639 72.3 
541._ 72.5 
123.421 72.7 
312.177 72.7 
567.663 72.7 

59.e90 72.8 
154.551 72.9 
110.088 72,9 

78.850 72.9 
167.896 732 

49.919 732 
132,242 732 
112.705 73,4 
362.992 73.4 

62.391 73.5 
457,402 73.5 

59.802 73.5 
442.007 73.5 
168.038 73.6 
88.523 73.6 

109,347 73.7 
75.208 73.9 
58.768 73.9 

467.828 74.0 
341,161 74,1 

94.842 74.2 
73,992 74.2 

179.184 74,' 
67.393 74.4 
52.092 7 • .4 
89.262 74.5 
52.604 74.5'--'._=",,'1 !!!'!!!!!l!!:!!~_________J...-,57~.~_..:!.7~4.!5-.J 


I 

http:Muncio.IN
http:Monroe.lA


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

SCHOOL GRADUATE OR HIGHER. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1900 


71 

72 

72 

73 

73 

73 

73 

73 

73 

74 

74 

74 

74 

75 

75 

75 

76 

76 

76 

77 

76 

76 

78 

76 

78 


Uttea-Aome, NY 
Baltimore. MO 
Benton Harbor, MI 
Panama City. FL 
Spnngfield. MA 
Riversid&-San Bemardino, CA 
Shreveport. LA 
Beaver County, PA 
Cincinnati,OH·KY·IN 
Fit(;hburg-leominster, MA

I'''''''oy. CO
Youngstown-Warren, OH 
Altoona. PA 
P_rsbu'G-MarietIa. WV.()H 
Evansville, IN-KY 
Fort Pierce, FL 
Houston. TX 
Kenosha. WI 
Sharon. PA 
Tampa-St, Petersburg-Clearwaler, Fl 
Wichita Fall._ TX 
Lor..n-Elyria. OH 
Abilene. TX 
Daytona Beach. FL 
Gary-Hammond, IN 

Brazoria, TX 
BraQeflton. FL 
Clarksville-Hopkinsville, TN-KY 
C"""'n. OH 
Charleston. SC 
Chicago.IL 
CIOI/Oland.OH 
Detroil MI 
Tyl.r. TX 
Bridgeport-Milford. CT 
Gal_ton·Texas City, TX 
Niagara Falls, NY 
Richmond-Petersburg, VA 
Lex1ngtoo-FaYGtte. KV 
Philadelphia. PA-NJ 
Wausau, WI 
Hamilton·Middietown. OH 
SL Lou... MO-IL 
Terre Haute. IN 
Sou1h Bend·M..__• IN 
Decatur.IL 
Glens Faits. NY 
Lim'.OH 
Rockford. tL 
Sa inaw·Ba Cl -MldllIfld. MI 

152.632 
1.168.166 

76.556 
61.569 

254,336 
1,159.051 

154.195 
95,158 

686.731 
49,51Q 
58.255 

244.534 
65.153 
73.799 

136.487 
136.136 

1.505,211 
60.676 
60.216 

1,105,493 
56.607 

127.627 
53.851 

198.500 
285.145 

88,993 
118,221 
73.151 

195.516 
228,631 

2.959.141 
919.395 

2.123.748 
72,358 

225,195 
104.975 
109.616 
428.993 
166.579 

2.408.476 
54.927 

134.512 
1.196.273 

62.576 
117.531 

56.136 
58,309 
73.586 

138.927 
190.539 

74.5 
74.7 
74.7 
74.7 
74.7 
74.8' 
74.8 
74.9 
74.9· 
74.9 
74.9 
74.9 
75.0 
75.0 
75.1 
75.1 
75,1 
75.1 

75.1 

75.1 

75.1 

75.3 

75.4 


.75.4 

75.4 

75.5 
75.6 
75.5 
75.7 
75.7 
75.7 
75.7 
75.7 
75.7 
75.8 
75.8 
75.8 
75.8 
75.9 
75.9 
75.9 
75.0 
75.0 
76.0 
76.1 
76.2 
76.2 
76.2 
76.2 
75.2 

http:Decatur.IL
http:CIOI/Oland.OH
http:Chicago.IL


, 
TABLE E·2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS AND OVER, HIGH 
SCHOOl GRADUATE OR HIGHER, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990 , 

AmarOlo. TX 

Buffalo, NY 

Racitl6. WI 

Newarl<, NU 

ume Rock·North UI\1e Rock, AF! 
Pensacola. FL 

Baton RQuge, LA 

8a11!e Creek, MI 


I 	 Flint, MI 
; 	 Fort La_..Hollywood·Pompano Beach, FL 

MldIand,TX 
Charlottesville, VA 
Fort M)'<!rlI'Cape Coral, FL 
Harrisburg·lebanon·Carlisfe. PA 
Trenton,NJ 

Orange County, NY 

Bergen-Passaic, NJ 

Las Vegas,NV 

Jack$onlliltG.FL


i 	 Pinsburgh, PA 
Sheboygan, WI 
Erie, PA 
Manchester. NH 

Chico, CA 

Dayton·Springfleld, OH 


TOfado,OH 
Jackson, MI 
lowell, MA-NH 

Sic"" City, IA·NE 

Wilmington, NC 
Worcester. MA 

Jaoesville~S810it. W) 

Aurora-Elgin, IL 
Peoria,IL 
Redding, eA 


, Akron, OH
, Springfield, Me 
Columbia, SC 
Indianapolis, IN 
Wilmington, oe·NJ-MO 
West Palm Beach-Boca Ratcrl'-OeIray Beach, FL 
Salem, OR 

• 

Dallas, TX 
Napes, FL 
Davenport·RoCk Island·Moline, I!I·IL 
FortWorth-Arlington, TX 

102: Norfolk-Virginia Beach-Newport News, vA 
102 NY,

i 	 103 NY 

88,439 ' 
489,065 

84.493 
928.339 
247,591 
166.451 
237,956 

66,528 
20:),850 
690,301 

49,303 
82,028 

188,635 
299.466 
165,236 
146,841 
679,162 
376.380 
445,172 

1,099,094 
51,810 

132,S11 
73,902 
89,169 

472,685 

293,222 
75,4()7 

132,641 
55,668 
60,895 

220,849 
68,872 

169,:)30 
169,928 
74,398 

329,632 
117,942 
220,907 
827,411 
292,424 
498,077 
140,006 

1,252,077 
67,143 

177,383 
653,856 
662,170 
506,109 

76.4 
76.4 
76.4 
76.5 
76,6 
75,7 

. 	76.8 
76,8 
76.8 
76,8 
76,8 
76.9 
76.9 
76,9 
77,1 
772
77.3 
77.3 
77,4 
77.4 
n.4 . 
77,5 
77.5 
77,6 
n.S 

n.6 
77,7 
77.9 
77.9 
78.1 
76,1 
78,2 
78.4 
78.4 
78,4 
78.5 
78.5 
78.6 
78,6 
78.7 
78.8 
78,9 
79.0 
79,0 
79.1 
79,1 
79,1 
79.1 
79,2 

http:Jack$onlliltG.FL


TA8LE E-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS AND OVER, HIGH 

SCHOOL GRADUATE OR HIGHER. BY METROPOUTAN AREA. 1990 


lawrence-Haverhill. MA-NH 
Monmouth-Qcean, NJ 
New HaVOO~Meriden, CT 
Killeen-Temple. TX 

200.066 
531.345 
278.601 
112.363 

79.3 
79.3 
79.3 
79.4 

105 

105 

106 

106 

106 

107 

108 

108 

108 

108 

109 

109 

110 

110 

111 

111 

1 

1 

113 

113 

113 


114 

1 

115 

115 


Oxnard-Ventura, CA 
Tul••, OK 

Allanlll, GA 

Sl Cloud, MN 

Syracuse. NY 

Eau Claire, WI 

Albany-Schen""llIdy·Troy. NY 

COlumbuS, OH 
Duluth, MN·WI 

MilWaukee. 1M 

BlYan·Colioge SIlItion, TX 

Poughkeep$ie, NY 

BrocI<Ion, MA 

Ortando.FL 
New London-Norwich. CT 
Santa BaIbara-Santa Marla-lompoc, CA 
Modioro, OR 
Watarloo-cedar Falls, IA 
Grand Rapids, MI 
Hartforo, CT 
Huntsville, AL 

JolIet. IL 
. Tallah...... FL 

Gainesville, Ft 
Tucson, AZ 

Ric;hland-Kennewicl<-Paaeo. WA 
Fayetteville, NO 

72.425 . 
121,593 

BO.2 
BO.3 

11 a Fort Wayne, IN 
117 AppIeIon-Qshl<O..._nah. WI 
118 Lawton,OK 
119 Anaheim-Santa Ana, CA 
; Honolulu, Hi 

Sarasota, FL 
Phoenlx.AZ 

121 Springfio1d, IL 
1 : Mfddlesex·Somersat~Hunterdon. NJ 
123 San Diego, eA 
123 S"maCryz,CA 
124 SanJ..e,CA 
125 AlbuquOlqUe, NM 
125 Bloomington, IN 
126 Vallejo-Fairfield-Napa, CA 
126: Wichita, KS 
127' Kansas City, MQ-KS 
127 M&lboum&-Titusville-Palm Bay, FL 
128 Ral h-Durharn. NO 

329.947 
359.138 

1,426.841 
84,757 

326.471 
65,595 

454,257 
686,l167 
125,092 
721,674 

45,377 
134,420 
94,568 

651,572 
138,078 
185.078 
78,181 
71,929 

333,707 
413,101 
122,597 

189,800 
108,277 
94.m 

341,346 
182,983 
159.041 
51.074 

1.240.898 
433,760 
176.726 

1.095.693 
101,937 
562,719 

1,276,069 
121,183 
799,322 
251.745 

47.099 
233,463 
260.579 
831.820 
228,256 
364,277 

79.4 
79.4 
79.5 
79.5 
19.5 
19.6 
79.7 
79.7 
79,7 
79.7 
79.6 
79.6 
79.9 
79.9 
90.0 
90.0 
90.1 
90.1 
80.2 
60.2 
80.2 

80.3 
BO.3 
80.5 
BO.5 
60.6 
80.9 
81.1 
au 
au 
81.3 
81.5 
81.5 
81.6 
81.9 
81.9 
62,0 
62.1 
62.1 
82.2 
82.2 
82.3 
82,3 
82.4 

http:Phoenlx.AZ
http:Ortando.FL
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TAIILE E·2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS AND OVER, HIGH 
~ GRADUATE OR HIGHER, BY METROPOUTAN AREA, 1990 

San FraI1cisco. CA 951.193 82,4 
Austin, TX 385.588 82,5 
Reno,NV 139,706 82.5 

?ortsmouth·Dover~Rochest8r, Nt-'HAI:. 120,738 84.3 
amah"NE 324,462 84.' 
Santa Rosa-Petaluma, CA 218,347 84.4 
Spokano. WA 182,730 84.4 
Topeka, KS 68.447 84.4 
SaI<lm·GlolJC8Stet. MA 154,818 84.5 

, 

I 
i 

i 
\ 
i 

: 

I 

" i 47: Portland. ME 
, 148 i LaJaY"t1<!·W••t Lalayett&. INi 148: Washington, DC·MO·VA 
• 149; Des M......, 1/\ 
I 150 
· 151 
; 152 
· 153 
· 154 
: 155 

G""", Bay, WI 
Saeramoruo, CA 
Eugen..Springfiold, OR 
Jaeksonvilie, NO 
Siou. Falls. SO. 
Bellingham. WA 
Nassau·Suffolk, NY 
Tacoma.WA 
Kalamazoo, MJ 
Oakland, CA 
Sial<! College. PA 
BiUlngs. t.IT . 
Boston, MA 
Fort WailOO Boach, FL 
Vancouver. WA 
LanSlng·East Lansing, MI 

Santa Fe, NM 
Portland, OR 
Bloomington-Normal, IL 
LaI<ll County, IL 
COlumbia, Me 
Cedar Rapids, IA 
Danbury, CT 
Fargo·Moorhead, ND·MN 
Norwalk, cr 

Denver, CO 
Salt Laka CIty-Qgden, UT 
Stamlon:!, cr 
Nashua, NH 
Olympla.WA 
Bremerton. WA 

1155, Burlington, VT 
,155 Ann_r,MI 
, 156 i BoiSe Cily. 10 
1156! Minneapolis-St. MN·WI 
'157' IL 

99,595 
777,7ff1 
150.158 

6().444 
64,269 
66,069 

1,444,419 
300,383 
112.326 

1.143,431 
55,474 
60,990 

1,605,712 
76.213 

125.584 
212.955 

55,537 
689,323 

61,795 
269,748 

32,936 
91,595 

106.161 
76.03' 
76,628 

121,423 
58,914 

2,194,012 
214,111 
906,722 
497,319 
123.038 

99,581 
89,176 

101.340 
68,522 

145,811 
111.257 

1, 

82.6 
82.6 
83,0 
83.0 
83.1 
83.2 
83.2 
83.2 
83.4 
83.' 
83.6 
83.7 
83.7 
83.8 
83.9 
8',2 

84,5 
84.6 
84,7 
84.7 
84.8 
84,9 
85,1 
85.1 
55.1 
55.1 
55.2 
85.2 
85.4 
85.5 
85.6 
85,7 
86,2 
86.5 
86,6 
86,6 
87.2 
87.2 
87.2 
67.5 

• 


http:Olympla.WA
http:Tacoma.WA


TABLE E·2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS 25 YEARS AND OVER. HIGH 

SCHOOl. GRADUATE OR HIGHER. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1900

• 

Provo-Oram. UT 
Rochester. MN 
Uneoln. NE 
Colorado Springs, CO 

Fort COllins-Loveland. CO 
Madison. WI 
Anchorage. AI( 

Boulder-Long-mont, CO 

100.591 
59$37 

113.931 
212.142 

100,110 
200.890 
123.536 
128.847 

87.9 
88.0 
88.1 
88.3 

88.6 
88.9 
90.' 

. 91.3 

Souroe: Summaty SQcial, EconomiC, and Housing Characteristics, United States, 1990 Census 
of Population and Housing, 1992, Washington. DC:· Bureau of the Census. 



· TABLE F·1; PER CAPITA INCOME. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1989 




TABLE F-l: PER CAPITA INCCME. flV METROPOLITAN AREA. 1989 

53 Fay&t1eville-Springfi<>ld. AR 
54 W_ Fall •• TX 
55 Duluth. _WI 
55 Long_-Man!~all. TX 
57 Beaver COUnty. PA 
55 T9m> Haute. IN 
55 W'liamspon. PA 
60 . P_u'g-Marietta. WV-OH 
61 Ocala. Ft 
62 Athens. GA 
63 ADile09. TX 
64 Fresno, CA 
65 State College. PA 
66 Sl Cloud. MN 
67 San AnlOnlo. TX 
00 Utica-Rome. NY 
69 Sioux City, IA-NE 
70 Llma,OH 
71 lubbock. TX 
72 Bloomington, IN 
73 Beaumont·Port Arthur, TX 
74 Anderson, SC 
75 Sall Lak& CIIy-Ogd90. LIT 
76 ClalnesviDe. FL 
n C~ico.CA 
78 Decatur. ill 

11.625 
11.555 
11.644 
11.549 
11.655 
11.102 
11.114 
11,712 
11.782 
11.185 
11.791 
11.824 
11.854 
11.860 
11.865 
11.8n 
11,988 
11.994 
12.008 
12.017 
12.024 
12.027 
12.029 
12.035 
12.055 
12.104 

79 _Orleans.LA 

80 Ilak&rsf..ld. CA 

81 Lynchburg. VA 

82 Muncie,lN 
83 Watertco-C<!dat Falls. IA 

84 SOran.,n-Wil"".-Bar.... PA 

85 Panatna Cily. FL 
86 Voungstown·Warren,OH 
87 Springfield. Me 

88 Montgomery. AL 

55 SalGm. OR 

90 p."""""la. Ft 

91 Balon Rouge. LA 
92 JacI<son. MS 

93 Erie. PA 

94 Charl...,n. SC 
95 _O.CA 
96 lakeland-WInter Haven. FL 
rn Billings. MT 

98 Farge-Moorhead. NO-MN 

99 _.OR 

100 Chattanooga. TN-GA 
101 Mansfield.OH 
1 02 Jackson. MI 
103 Vineland-Millville-Bridgeton. NJ 
104 .OA 

12,108 
12,154 
12.162 
12.100 
12,213 
12,216 
12,225 
12.237 
12,250 
12.258 
12.260 
12,278 
12.305 
12,311 
12,317 
12,334 
12,381 
12,392 
12,416 
12,449 
12,492 
12,493 
12,51. 
12,555 
12,560 
12,570 

,IN 


http:Mansfield.OH
http:Orleans.LA
http:C~ico.CA


'TABLE F-l; PER CAPITA INCOME, BY METROPOliTAN AREA. 19B9 

105 Benton Harbor, loll 

106 Amarilla. TX 

101 S!DCkton,CA 

108 COlumbia. MO 

109 Charleston, lIN 
110 Niagara Falls. NY 
111 Wausau. WI 

112 Augusta, (lA-SC 

1 I 3 Bat1Ia Creek, MI 

114 MoOosto,CA 


•115 LOrain-Elyna, OH 
116 Tyler, TX 
117 Savannah.~ 
118 Hlekoly-Morganton, NC 

119 Spokane, WA 

120 Uttte Rock-North Uttle Roek. AR 

121 Anderson.IN 

122 Canton, OH 


. 123 Macon-Warner Robins. GA 
124 Fall River, MA-RI 
125 New _Id, MA 
126 Memphis. Tt>I 

121 Greenville-Spartanburg, SC 

126 Hagerstown. Me 

129 Knoxville, TN 

130 Saginaw-Bey City-Midland, MI 


131 Birmingham. AL 

132 Tallahass... FL 

133 Rlchland-KennewiCk-Pasco, WA 

134 Champalgn.lJrbana-Rantoul,IL 

135 Fort Walton Beach, Ft 

136 Gary-Hammond. IN 

137 Tucson, AZ 
138 As_lIo. NC 

139 Davenport-Rock Island-Mollne.IA·IL 

140 Evans"illo. IN·KY 

140 Keno$ha.~ 


141 O~""omaCIIy, OK 

142 Sov1h Bend·Mishawal<a. IN 

143 Daytona Beach, Ft 

144 Burlington, Ne 

145 Glens Falls. NY 

146 Sioux Falls, SO 

147 Sheboygan, WI 

148 Janesvllle·Belolt WI 

149 T~a, VVA . 

150 IBrazoria. TX 

151 : NortOlk·Vlrglnia BeaCh·Newport News. VA 
152 : Binghamton, NY 

153 i Buffalo, NY 

154 i Flint. MI 

155 NM 


12.536 
12.687 
12.705 
12.707 
12.706 
12.710 
12,718 
12,721 
12.729 
12,731 
12.733 
12.742 
12,759 
12,760 
12.B04 
12.809 
12.811 
12.848 
12,878 
12,887 
12,900 
12.935 
12,952 
12.970 
12.984 
13.040 

13,082 
13.122 
13.123 
13.130 
13,147 
13,174 
13.177 
13.211 
13.251 

.13,255 
13.255 
13,269 
13.277 
13,288 
13,290 
13,255 
13.345 
13.425 
13.428 
13.439 
13.468 
13.495 
13,515 
13.560 

http:Anderson.IN


TABLE F·1: PER CAPITA INCOME. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1989 

1fiT 
158 

159 

160 

161 

162 

163 

164 

165 

166 

167 

168 

169 

170 

171 

172 

173 

174 

175 

176 

In 
In 
178 


. 179 

180 

181 


Columbia, SC 
Colorado Springs, CO 
Mlaml·Hlaleah. Fl 
Appleton-Oshkosh-Neenah, WI 
Toledo,OH 
Bellingham. WA 
Decatur,IL 
Tulsa, OK 
Peoria, Il 
Lincoln. NE 
Elkhart·Goshen, IN 
Wilmington, NC 
Riverside·San Bernardino, CA 
O~mpia. WA 
Green Bay, WI 
Syracuse, NY 
lexington-Fayette, KY 
Hamiiton-Middletown,OH 
Fort Collins-Loveland, CO 
Omaha. NE 
Galveston·Texas City. TX 
Vancouver, WA 
Akron. OH 
Racine, WI 
Lansing-East Lansing, MI 
Pittsburgh. PA 

182 

163 

184 

185 

186 

187 

188 

169 

190 

191 

192 

193 

194 

195 

196 

197 

'98 

199· 

200 

201 

202 

203 

203 

204 

205 

206 


Dayton-Springfield, OH 
Topeka. KS 
Bloomington-Normal. IL 
Jacksonville, FL 
Lancaster, PA 
Springfield, MA 
York. PA 
Boisa City, 10 
Fort Wayne, IN 
Wichita, ~S 
Bremerton, WA 
Roanoke, VA 
Grand Rapids. MI 
Tampa·St. Petersburg·Clearwater, FL 
Bradenton, FL 
Jel1ley City. NJ 
Rockford, IL 
Columbus, OH 
Austin, TX 
Kalamazoo, MI 
Nashville, TN 
Pawtucket·Woonsocket·Attleboro, RI·MA 
Saiinas·Seaside-Monterey, CA 
Greensboro·W1nston·Salem·High Point, NC 
Reading, PA 

OH·KY·IN 

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 
1 , 



\ 

• 

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

Harrlsburg-Lebanon-Catlisle. FA20a 
209 Brookton. MA 

Fil<:t1burg-LoarnlnBter, MA210 
211 Mllwauke&, WI 
212 Springfield. Il 
213 Fort Worth-Arllnglon. TX 
214 Orlando. FL 
215 Codar RapKis. IA 

, 216 St Louis, MO-IL 
217 Phoenix. AZ 
218 DeoMolnos,IA 
219 Al~ntown·Beth~orn-E"lOn. FA-NJ 

Kansas CII;'. MO-KS220 
221 HauSion. TX 
222 Cleveland.OH 

Melbourn..TlWSllIII..Palm Bay. FL223 
224 LasVegas.NV 
225 Joliet IL 

Prallldance. RI226 
227 Indlllllapolis, IN 

AIbany-Sch<O!l<!Ctlldy-Troy. NY22!1 
229 Orang. Counl;', NY 
230 CharlOtlllOvllle, VA 
231 Portland. OR 
232 Roctlestaf, NY 

·•• . • 

233 Sacramento. CA 

14,659 
14,_ 
14,762 
14,785 
14_829 
14,842 
14,895 
14,902 
14,917 
14.970 
14,972 
14.995 
15.067 
15,091 
Is.o92 
15,093 
15,109 
15.127 
15,135 . 
15,159 
15,167 
15,198 
15,227 
15,286 
15.355 
15,4(l7 

234 Midland, TX 
235 HuntsvUle, AL 

Vailejo-FairllelO-Napa, CA236 
Madison, WI237 
Fan Myers-Cape Coral. FL236I 

, •, 239 Worcester. MA 
24(l DetrolL MI 

I 241 Portsmouth-Dover-Rochester, NH·ME ,, 242 Richmond-Petersburg, VA 
Atiantic City, NJ243 

244 Aurora-Elgin, IL 
245 Bul1ington. VT 

Porlland, ME246 
247 Los Angel.s-Long Beach, CA 
248 Ralelgh-Comam. NC 
249 FM Pierce, FL 
250 Rocheslllf, MN 
251 San Diego, CA 
252 Honolulu. HI 
253 Mancha$Illf, NH 
254 Lawall. MA-NH 
255 Mlnneapolls-S!. Paul. MN·WI 
256 Rano, NV 
257 Philadelphia. PA,NJ 
256 Chlcago,IL 
259 Oall... TX 

15,417 
15,443 
15.522 
15,542 
15,623 
15,657 
15,694 
15.830 
15,1148 
15,873 
15.915 
16,037 
16,120 
16,149 
16,170 
IS,ln 
16,21' 
16,220 
16,256 
16,276 
16,250 
16.342 
16.355 
16.366 
16,447 
16.455 

http:LasVegas.NV
http:Cleveland.OH


TABLE F-l; PER CAPITA INCOME, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989 

261 san ... Fe, NM 

262 
 D.,,,..r, CO 
263 Baltimore, Me 
264 Wilmington,DE·NJ·MD 
265 Waterbury. CT 
266 Fort laude__HoIIywOOd-Pompono Beach, Fl 
267 AtiM.... GA 
268 lawrence-HavorlllH. MA-NH 

269 New Britain. CT 

270 Ann Arbor, MI 

271 san ... Barbar.-San... Maria-lompoc, CA 

272 santa Rosa-P....luma, OA 

273 Santa Crul. CA 

274 Boulder-Longmont. CO 
275 New VOM<. NV 

278 PoughkeepSie. NY 

277 Oxn_Vontunl, CA 

278 Seatl!&. WA 

279 New Haven-Meriden, CT 

280 MonmoutM)(:ean. NJ 

281 Sarasota.. FL 


262 Bridgeport-Milford. CT 
2S3 Nashua. NH 
284 oakland. CA 
285 Trenton. NJ 

286 SO$ton. MA 

287 Hartford. or 
·268 SaIem·Glouces.... , MA 
289 . Anchorage, AK 

290 i Anaheim-Santa Ana, CA 

291 : West Palm Beach-Boca Aaton·Delray Beach, FL 
292 NewaM<. NJ 

293 San Jose. CA 

294 Mlddlesex-Somerset-Hunterdon. NJ 
295 Nassau-Suffolk, NY 
296 . Bergen·Passaic, NJ 
297 , NapIeo, Fl 
298 I Washington, DC-MONA 
299 : lake County, IL 
300 : San Francisco. CA 
301 ,Danbury. CT
3021 Norwalk. OT 
303 Stamford, OT 

15.499 
16.539 
16.596 
16._ 
16,752 
15,863 
16.897 
16,920 
16,965 
17,115 
17,155 
17,239 
17,347 
17,359 
17,397 
17.420 
17,861 
17.921 
18,158 
18,383 
18.441 

18.611 
18.725 
18.782 
18,936 
19.288 
19,454 
19.609 
19,620 
19,890 
19.937 
19,966 
20,423 
20,699 
20.884 
21.234 
21.366 
21,416 
21.765 
\'2,049 
23,258 
31,407 
37,044 

Sautee: Summary Sodal. ECOfIomlc. and HouSU'lQ Characteristics, 
United States, 1990 Census of Population and Housing, !992, 
Washmgton. DC: Bureau of the Census. 



TABLE F.2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF UNEMPLOYED PERSONS 16 YEARS AND OVER. 

CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE. BV METROPOLITAN AREA.la90 

20.383 
13.243 
6.009 
4.782 

21.912 
4.559 

25.974 
14,254 
7.843 
5,301 

15.718 
16.781 
8,467 

18,445 
8.407 

23.057 
7.442 

28,340 
4,799 

12,303 
5,506 
3.917 
8,469 

52.376 
,'.690 
'.768 

5,726 
190;)35 
25.941 
6.494 
5,650 

18,863 
5,679 
5,534 
6,031 

13,567 
9,048 
6,153 
5,155 
4,356 
9,385 
4.492 
8.589 

13.464 
18.821 

351,629 
49.711 
20,810 
6.571 
6,557 
6.029' 
7,918 

1 McalienwEdinburg·MlssiOO. TX 

2 Brownsvitle-Hat1ingen. TX 

3 Laredo, TX 


Yuma.A1.•
5 Flint. Ml 

6 Lawton. OK 

7 EI Paso. TX 

7 Visalia-Tulare-Porterville, CA 

8 Merced.CA 

8 Yuba Cily. CA 

9. Sh'OIIlIport. LA 

10 Modesto.CA 
11 New_rd.MA 
12 Saginaw-Bay City·Midlan<l. MI 
12 Y"'",.. WA 
13 _kllO.CA 

Chlco,CA" Fresno. CA'4 
15 Albany.GA 
15 Huntington-Ashland. WV·KY~ 
15 LasC",_, NM 
lS Jacksonville. NC 
16 KiUeslrTemple:. TX 
16 New Orloans, LA 
17 Puabo,CO 
18 Alexandria, LA 

Battle Crook, MI 
19 Detroit, MI 
19 Jersey City, NJ 
19 Lake Chari••, LA 
19 Reading, CA 
19 StOCkton, CA 
20 Clarksvill..Hopkinsvill•• TN-KY 
20 Monroe. LA 
20 Wheeling, WV·OH 
21 Co'llu. ChMSti. TX 
21 Fayottevilkl. NC 
21 Muskegon. MI 
21 Sloubanville-Woirton. OH·WV 
22 Anniston,Al 
22 Duluth, MN·WI 
22 Pascagoul.. MS 
23 ColumbO•• GA·AL 
23 Balinas·S...Ide-Monlemy, CA 
23 Youngstown,WIlmlf1,OH 
2. : New Vorl<, NV 
24 san Antonio, TX 
25 Baton Rouge, LA 
25 Biloxi·Gulfpon. MS 
25 Fall River, MA·RI 
25 Houma~Thibodaux, LA 
25 LA 

".3 
13.3 
11.6 
11.4 
10.9 
10.8 
10.7 
10,7 
10.6 
10.6 
10.5 
10.0 
9.9 
9.8 
9.8 
9.7 
9.5 
9.5 
9.4 
9.' 
9.' 
9.2 
9.2 
9.2 
9.0 
8.9 

B.9 
8.8 
B.8 
B.6 
8.8 
6.8 
8.7 
a.7 
8.7 
a.6 
8.6 
8.6 
8.6 
8.5 
8.5 
8.5 
8.4 
8.4 
8.4 
8.3 
8.3 
8.2 
8,2 
8.2 
8.2 
8.2 

http:Albany.GA
http:New_rd.MA
http:Modesto.CA
http:Merced.CA


TABLE F·2: NUMBER ANO PERCENTAGE OF UNEMPLOYED PERSONS 16 YEARS AND OVER. 

CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990 


26 

26 

26 

26 

27 

28 

29 

29 

29 

29 

29 

30 

30 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

32 

32 

32 

32 

32 

33 

33 

33 


33 

33 

33 

34 

34 

34 

3. 
34 

35 

35 

35 


. 35 

35 

35 

35 

35 

35 

36 

38 

36 

36 

36 

36 

37 

37 

37 


Beaumont·Port Arthur, TX 

Beaver County. PA 

Johnstown, PA 

Lowell, MA·NH 

Cumberland, MD·WV 
TOledO,OH 
Fitchburg-Leominster, MA 
Gary·Hammon<!. IN 

Jackson, tldl 

Miami-Hiafeah, FL 

Odessa. TX 
Brockton, MA 
Tucson.AZ 
longview·Marshall, TX 

Los AngeleHong BoaCl1. CA 

_oro. OR 

Riv...i<l.·$an BernardinO, CA 

Vineland·MiIIviIie-Bridgeton, NJ 

Benton HarbOr. MI 

Colorado Springs. CO 

Jamestown-Dunkirk. NY 

lawrElflee-HavemiU, MA-NH 

Spokane, WA 

Canton.OH 

Chlcago,IL 

lakeland-Winter Haven, FL 

Memphis, TN·AR·MS 
Muncie, IN 
Texarkana, TX·Texarkana, AR 
Charleston, WV 
Erie. PA 
Evgen..Springfieid. OR 
Pawtuokel·WoonsockeMItlebOfo. RHAA 
Wichita Falls. TX 
Altoona. PA 
AnchOrage. AK 
Buffalo. NY 
Gaiveslon·Te... City. TX 
Glens FailS. NY 
lima. QH 

Mansf..ld, OH 

Niagara Falls, NY 

Pittsburgh, PA 
JaCkSon, MS 
Olympia. WA 
Pensacola, FL 
Savannah, GA 

. Tyler, TX 

. Utica·Rome, NY 
CI_lan'.OH 
Houston, TX 
Kenosha, WI 

PA 

12.907 
6,604 
7.999 

12.017 
3,494 

23.519 
. 4.142 
22.180 

5,364 
75,210 

4.168 
7.552 

23,esl 
5.572 

335.839 
5,012 

86.232 
4,811 
5.7el 

13,581 
4,904 

15,308 
12.371 
13,609 

228,372 
13,321 

34.609 
4,278 
3.852 
8.065 
9.388 
9,916 

12.628 
3.900 
4,143 
8,376 

. 33.276 
7.500 
3,981 
5,071 
4,229 
1,566 

67,436 
13,404 
5,52' 

10.827 
7,813 
4.915 
9.91' 

61.214 
111.081 

8.0 
8.0 
8.0 
8.0 
7.9 
7.8 
7.7 
7.7 
7.7 
7.7 
7.7 
7.6 
7.5 
7A 
7.4 
7.4 
7.4 
7.4 
7.3 
7.3 
7.3 
7.3 
7,3 
7.2 
1.2 
7.2 

7.2 
12 
7.2 
7.1 
7.1 
7.1 
7.1 
1.1 
7.0 
7,0 
7.0 
1,0 
7.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1,0 
7.0 
6.9 
6.9 
6.9 
6.9 
6,9 
8,9 
6.8 
6.8 
6.8 

http:CI_lan'.OH
http:Canton.OH
http:Tucson.AZ


TABLE F-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF UNEMPLOYED PERSONS 16 YEARS AND OVER, 
CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990 


I 


38 

38 

38 

38 

38 

38 

38 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

40 

40 

40 

40 

40 

41 

41 

41' 

41 


1 


41 

41 

41 

41, 

41, 

42' 
42 

42 

42: 

43) 

43 

43' 

43 

43', 
43' 
431 


43; 

43, 

« 
«' 
441 

44, 

44. 

441 

45 \ 

Johnson Cily-~ngspon-Brlstol, TN-VA 
Las Vegas, NV 
Ocala, FL 
Panama City, FL 
Spnngfield, MA 
Terre Haute, IN 
Williamsport, PA 
Abilene, TX 
Albuquerque. NM 
Amarillo, TX 
Bndgepon-Milford, CT 
Oecaiur, IL 
Lubbock, TX 
Macon-Warner Robins. GA 
Manchester, NH 
Rlchland·Kennewick·Pasco. WA 
Worcester. MA 
Anderson. IN 
Danville, VA 
Montgomery, AL 
Oklahoma City, OK 
Waco, TX 
Akron,OH 
Bremerton. WA 
Lorain-Elyria,OH 
Newark, NJ 

"""'" J!ili' 
Parkersburg-Marietta, WV-oH 
Providence, AI 
Salem. OR 
St. louis, MO-IL 
Tacoma, WA 
Fort Pierce. Fl 
Knoxville. TN 
Midland, TX 
Waterbury, CT 
Boston, MA 
Eau Claire. WI 
Florence. AL 
FortSmith,AR-OK 
Janesville-Beloit, WI 
Kalamazoo, MI 
Lansing-East Lansing, MI 
New London-Norwich, CT-RI 
Portsmouth-Dover-Rochester, NH-ME 
Atlantic City, NJ 
Birmingham, AL 
Evansville, IN-KY 
Fort Walton Beach, FL 
Sacramento. CA 
San Diego, CA 
Davenport-Rock Island-MOline, IA-IL 

13,974 6.7 
6.7 

5,381 
26,613 

6.7 
3,824 6.7 

17,982 6.7 
4,071 6.7 
3,775 6.7 
3,554 6.6 

16,071 6.6 
6,201 6.6 

15,560 6.6 
3,720 6.6 
7,264 6.6 
8,870 6.6 

6.6 
4,814 
5.482 

6.6 
15,087 6.6 

4,106 6.5 
3,522 6.5 
B.946 6.5 

31.349 6.5 
5,734 6.5 

20,902 6.4 
5.400 6.4 
8,367 6.4 

62,856 6.4 

4,443 6.4 
21.883 6.4 
8,393 6.4 

78,950 6.4 
17.226 6.4 
6,886 6.3 

19,221 6.3 
3,276 6.3 
7,398 6.3 

99,785 6.2 
4.266 6.2 
3,757 6.2 
5,148 6.2 
4,481 6.2 
7,332 6.2 

14,329 6.2 
8,257 6.2 
7,517 6.2 

10,046 6.1 
26,370 6.1 
8,598 6.1 
3.805 6,1 

45.024 6.1 
74,405 6.1 
10,340 6.0 

~~4~5~:~~~~Be~~:h~,~~t~~__~____________~___ 9~,9~26~__~6~.O~ 



TABLE F·2; NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF UNEMPLOYEO PERSONS 16 YEARS ANO OVER. 

CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE. SY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990 


45 louisville. KY~IN 
45 Now 6ritaln. CT 
45 Norlolk-Virginia Beach-Newport News, VA 
45 Phoenlx,1\l 
45 Tuscaloosa, Al 
46 Chattanooga. TN·GA 
46 Racine. WI 
46 Vancouver, WA 
47 Athons.GA 
47 Austin. TX 
47 Fort WOl'thw Al1ington. TX 
47 Nashua, NH 
47 Philadelphia. PA·NJ 
.7 Scranton-Wilkes·Batre, PA 
47 Tulsa. OK 
47 Vallejo·Falrfield-Napa, CA 
48 Augusla. GA·SC 
48 Binghamton, NY 
48 Blyan·College Sta~on, TX 
48 Dallas, TX 
48 Greeley. CO 
48 Melboume-Titusville-Palm Bay. Fl 
48 Oakland. CA 
48 Orange Counl)'. NY 
46 South Bend-Mishawaka, IN 
46 Syracuse. NY 

48 Waterloo-Cedar Falls.1A 
49 Bloomington. IN 
49 Cedar Rapids, IA 
49 Decatur, AL 
49 Joplin, Me 
49 Little Rock·North Little RoCk. AR 
49 State College, PA 
50 Dothan, AL 
50 Gaines\·me, FL 
50 Kansas Cil)'. MO-KS 
50 Monmouth-Ocean, NJ 
50 New Haven-Meriden, CT 
50 Peoria, IL 
50 Salem-Gloucester, MA 
51 Bergen-Passaic. NJ 
51 . Fort lauderdale-HollywOod,Pompano Beach. Ft. 
51 Huntsville. AL 
51 Jacksonville, FL 
51 Joliet. Il. 
51 MHwaukee. WI 
51 Santa Barbara-Santa Maria-Lompoc, CA 
51 SI, Cloud. MN 
52 Denver. CO 
52 Florence. SC 
52 Fort Collins·loveland, CO 
52 Hamilton-Middletown. OH 

ME 

21l.954 
4.908 

37.908 
64.240 

4.209 
12.637 
5.272 
6.954 
4.600 

24.912 
41,452 

6,126 
142.053 
20.141 
20.716 
12.549 
10.643 
7.454 
3,406 

60.646 
3.613 

11.099 
6.2.973 
6,550 
7.062 

16.69' 

4.073 
3,1'9 
5,197 
3.559 
3.653 

14.326 
3.426 
3.323 
5.474 

45.240 
26.554 
15.755 
9.012 
8.124 

37.7n 
34.183 

6.836 
24,120 
10.737 
40.012 
10.290 
5':379 

47.665 
2.911 
5.266 

6,0 
6,0 
6.0 
6.0 
6,0 
5.9 
5,9 
5.9 
5.8 
$,8 
5.8 
5.6 
5,6 
5,6 
5,8 
5,8 
5,7 
5,7 
5.7 
5.7 
5.7 
5.7 
5.7 
5.7 
5.7 
5.7 

5,7 
5.6 
5,6 
5.6 
5,6 
5.6 
5.6 
5,5 
5,5 
5,5 
5.5 
5,5 
5,5 
5.5 
5.4 
5.4 
5.4 
5.4 
5,4 
5.4 
5.4 
5.4 
5.3 

http:Falls.1A
http:Athons.GA


TAB~E F-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF UNEMP~OYED PERSONS 16 YEARS AND OVER. 
CIV1~IAN ~BOR FORCE. BY METROPOUTAN AREA, 1990 

Charleston. SC5:3 
lynchburg, VA5:3 
Provo.()mm, UT5:3 
Rochester. NY5:3 
Rockford, I~5:3 
Santa Cruz, CA5:3 

5:3 Tampa-St, Petersburg-Clearwater. FL 
5:3 Trenton. NJ 
5:3 West Palm Beach-Boca _-DelraV Beaeh. FL 
54 Anderson,SO 
54 Atlanta, GA 
54 Brazoria, TX 

Cln<;iMati.OH-KY-IN54 
54 ColumbuS. OH 

Reno, NV54 
54 Spri~gllel(!. Me 

54 
 Wichita, KS 

Wilmington, NO54 
55 Albany-scnenectadv·Troy. NY 

Grand Rapids, MI .55 
55 Portland. OR 

San FranCisco, CA55 
Sioux City, IA-NE55 
Baltimore, MD56. 

66 Bradenton. F~ 

Fort Wayne, IN
~ 

, 
56 saJl La"" Cily.Qgden, UT 
56, Tallahassee. Fl 

57 
 AlIaheim-Sa.nta Ana. CA 

Greenville-Spartanburg. SC57· 
Hanfonl.CT 


57, 

57, 

NashVflJe, TN 

57, : Oxnard-Ventura. CA 

51; : Santa flosa-Petaluma. CA 

58 ' Boulder-Longmont CO 
58: Fargo-Moomead, ND-MN 

IndianapoliS, IN58. 
lexington-Fayette, KY 


58 

58, 

Orlan<lO, FL 
58' SanJo.... CA 
59: Allentown-Bethlehem-Easton, PA·NJ 
59: ' Aurora-Elgin, IL 
59: : Columbia, MO 

59, i Danbury. CT 


.59, 	! Green Bay. I'll 
59 ' Minneapolis-St. Paul. MN·WI 64.099 4.6 

12.122 
3.674 
5.767 

26.952 
7.694 
6,470 

50.677 
9.127 

21,232 
3.780 

80,691 
4,658 

37,15:3 
37.110 

7.563 
6,319 

12.751 
3,235 

22.578 
18,091 
33.010 
45.557 

2.866 
61,421 
4.511 
9,468 

24.7« 
6.149 

65,1n 
16,086 
20,220 
25,313 
16,973 
9.743 
6,142 
3,904 

31.247 
8,759 

27.374 
39,805 
16,029 
8,757 
2,797 
4.945 
4.779 

5,2 
5,2 
5.2 
5.2 
5,2 
5.2 
5,2 
5.2 
5.2 
5,1 
5,1 
5,1 
5,1 
5.1 
5.1 
5.1 
5,1 
5.1 
5.0 
5,0 
5.0 
5.0 
5.0 
4,9 

' 	4.9 
4,9 

4.9 
4.9 
4,8 
4.8 
4,8 
4,8 
4.8 
4.8 
4.7 
4,7 
4.7 
4,7 
'.7 
4.7 
4,6 
4.6 
4,6 
4.6 
4.6 

60' ; Ann Albo.. MI 
SO' , Burllngton. VT 

7,147 
3,391 

4.5 
4,5 

60 COlumbia. SC 10.68e 4.5 
60 Nassau-Suffolk. NY 62,495 4,5 
50 Reading, PA 7.639 4,5 
611 FO" Myer&'Cape Coral, FL 
61, I.aI .West Lafa: ette. IN 

6.652 
2.950 

4,4 
4.4 

http:Hanfonl.CT
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TABU: F-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF UNEMPLOYED PERSONS 16 YEARS AND OVER. 

CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE, BY METROPOLITAN AREA; 1990 


61 

61 

61 

61 

61 

62 

62 

63 

63 

63 

63 

63 

64 

64 

64 

64 

64 

65 

65 

65 


65 

66 

65 

67 

67 

67 

67 

68 

68 

88 

68 

68 

89 

70 

70 

71 

72 

72 

72 

73 

7. 

Middlesex-Somernet·Huntordon, NJ 

Santa Fe. NM 

SpongfiGlO. IL 


, Stamfo"'. CT 
Topeka. KS 
Greensboro·Winston·Sruem-Hlgh Point, NO 
NOlWaJl<, CT 
"'''''ville. NC 
Champaign·Ulbana·Rantoul.IL 

Omana. NE 

Poughkaepsle. NY 

Richmond-Petersburg. VA 

Appletnn.()shkosh·Noenah. WI 

Fayetteville-Springdale. AR 

HagollIlOWn. MO 

_ •• WA 

Sheboygan. WI 

Bloomington-Normal, IL 

Boise City, 10 

Charlotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill. Ne-Se 


4.4 
4.4 
• .4 

4.4 
4.3 

4.3 

42 

'.2 
4.2 
4.2 
4.2 
4.1 
4.1 
4.1 
4.1 
4.1 
4.0 
4.0 
4.0 

'.0 
3.9 
3.9 
3.8 
3,8 
3.8 
3,8 
3.7 
3.7 
3.7 
3.7 
3.7 
3,5 
3.4 
3.4 
3.3 
3.2 
3.2 

32 

3,1 

2,9 

Wilmington. DE-NJ·MO 
NapIeo.FL 
Wausau, WI 
Des Moines. IA 
Harrisburg-labanon-Car1isIG. PA 
Sarasota, Fl 
YOrl<. FA 

Elkhart·Goshen. IN 

Lal<a County. IL 

Raleigh-Durham, NC 

Aoanol«t. VA 

Washington, DC·MD~VA 


Honolulu. HI 

Uncoln, NE 

Rochester, MN 

HJckOry-Morganton, NC 


: 8urlington, NC 
: Chartottesville. VA 

Madison, WI 
Lancaster. fA 
Sioux Falls. SO 

25.577 
2.735 
4.478 
4,956 
3._ 

22.525 
3,213 . 
3.755 
3,ll21 

13.442 
5.609 

19,409 
6.'197 
2.375 
2.402 

45.087 
2,229 
2,ll37 
4.353 

25,584 

12.330 
2.778 
2.343 
8.316 

11.803 
4.511 
8,573 
3.097 
9.910 

15.584 
4.339 

83.942 
14,351 

4,137 
2,018 
4.137 
1.902 
2.190 
6.875 
6.889 
1.980 

Source: Summary Sodal, EconomiC:. and HOlJsing Characteristics. 
United States. 1990 Census of Population and Housing, 1992. 
Washington, DC: Bureau of the Census. 

http:NapIeo.FL
http:Champaign�Ulbana�Rantoul.IL
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TABLE F·3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW 

THE POVERTY LEVEL. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1989 


1 

2
I 3
, 

i 5 
4 


! 8 

6 

7 

8 

9 


, 10 

i 10 

1 t 1 

• 12 

; '3 

• 13' 

I 14 


15 

I 16 

· 16 

, 17 

, 16 

, 19 


20 

, 21 


21 

122 

'23 
124 

i 24 

, 25 

i26 

27 


• 27

;29 

;29 

.29 

,30· 


30 

.30 

· 31 

.32 

.33 


34 

,35 

,35 


35 

36 

37 


t, 


Mcallen-Edinburg~Mjsslon. TX 
BrownsvlUe-Har1lngan. TX 
Latedo. TX 
EI Paso. TX 
Las Cruces. NM 
Houma-Thibodaux, LA 
Monroe. LA 
Alexandria. LA 
Albany. GA 
Vlsalla·TulanrPortervllle. CA 
CO<puS Christi. TX 
Laiayel!9. LA 
New Orleans. LA 
Sh..-LA 
F,esno, CA 
Huntington·Ashland. WV·KY-oH 
Pueblo. CO 
Odeooa. TX 
SiIOxi-Gullport. MS 
Mobile. At 
Flo,""ce. SC 
San Antonio, TX 
Yakima. WA 
~ Charles. LA 
_.CA 

Yuma,f\Z. 
Jad<SOn. MS 
Columbus, GA-AL 
Btyan-<:oIlege StatIOn. TX 
TexariQina, TX·TexBl'kana. AR 
Baton Rouge. LA 
Memphis, TN 
Beaumont-Port Arthur, TX 
New Yorl<, NY 
Longviow·MaJOhall, TX 
Gainesville. FL 
Miami-Hialeah. Fl 
Rint. MI 
Pascagoula. MS 
Yuba Oily. OA 
Waco, TX 
_field. Oil 
Tuscaloosa,AL 
Macon·Warner Robins. GA 
Lawton, OK 
Montgomery. At 
SavOllnall, GA 
Lubbock, TX_,mg. WV-oH 
I'et1sa.:ola, FL 

32.172 
20.544 

9.838 
32.259 

6.918 
9.579 
7,186 
6.390 
5.393 

13.971 
15.910 
9.582 

55,870 
15.492 
27.483 
14.907 
5.904 
5.305 
8.347 

20.916 
4.794 

52.341 
7.584 
7.020 
9.765 

4.341 
15,410 
9.507 
3.799 
4.940 

flO.079 
37,415 
14.336 

299,431 
6.326 
6.S47 

68.679 
16.369 
4.466 
4.507 
6.712 

18.891 
5,087 

10.165 
3,890 

10.21' 
8,543 
7.368 

36.3 
33.1 
33.1 
22.• 
flO.7 
19.6 
19.6 
18.6 
18.2 
18.0 
17.7 
17.7 
11.5 
17.4 
16.8 
18.9 
16.7 
16.6 
16.0 
16.0· 
15.9 
15.8 
15.6 
15.5 
15.4 

15A 
15.1 
15.0 
14.9 
14.9 
14.7 
14.6 
1••• 
14,4 
14.3 
14.2 
14.2 
14.0 
14.0 
14.(1 
13.9 
13.7 
13.5 
13.4 
13.3 
13.3 
13.3 
13.2 
13.1 
12.9 

I 



TABU: F·3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW 

THE POVERTY lEVEL, BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989 

4() 
41 
41 
41 
42 
42 
43 
43 
44 
44 
45 
'5 
45 
45 
45 
45 
45 
45 
46 
46 
46 
46 
47 
48 
48 

49 
49 
49 
50 
51 
52 
52 
52 
52 
52 
52 
52 
52 
53 
54 
54 

TylOr, TX 
Gal_on·Te,.. CIIy, TX 
Johnson Clty·Kingsport·BriStol, TN-VA 
W,chila Falls, TX 
Jars.., City, NJ 
Muskegon, IAI 
Amarillo, TX 
Saginaw-Bay CIIy·Mldland, MI 
Chico, CA 
Danville, VA 
Augusta. GA·SO 
Birmingham, AL 
Charleston, SO 
ClaI1<svillo-Hopkinsvllle. TN-KY 
Cu_and, MD·WV 
oolhon. AL 
Fayetteville:, NC 
SteubenviUe-Welrton. ()H..WV 
Attoons. GA 
Houston. TX 
Stockton,CA 
Tucson, f(Z 
CharleS",", WV 
AnniSton, AL 
Tallahassee, FL 

·i:~·, 

Banton Harbor. MI 
KilJeen~Tem~, TX 
Los Ang_,Long Beach. CA 
Midland, TX 
Modesto, CA 
Abilene, TX 
FI.ronco, AL 
Johnstown, p~ 
Joplin. Me 
Panama City, FL 
po-urg·Malietta, WV'()H 
RIchIand·Kennewick'Pasco. WA 
Youngstown·Wanan, OH 
Deca!ur. AL 
Altoona, FA 

, Battle Creek, MI 

5,238 
7,298 

15,851 
4,OSS 

17,043 
5.293 
6,280 

13,4()5 
5,711 
3,767 

12,792 
30,343 
15.852 
5,341 
3.415 
4.392 
8,594 
4,909 
4,505 

100,455 
14,251 
20.495 
8,452 
3,712 
6.544 

5,141 
7,495 

237.153 
3,32' 

10.890 
3,497 
4,291 
7,458 
4,258 
4,015 
4,773 
4,495 

15,293 
4,198 
3,968 
4,041 

12,6 
12.5 
12,5 
12.5 
12,' 
12,' 
12.3 
12.3 
122 
122 
12,1 
12,1 
12,1 
12,1 
12,1 
12,1 
12,1 
12,1 
12.0 
12,0 
12.0 
12,0 
11.8 
11.7 
11,7 

,,~::"! 

11.6 
11.6 
11.6 
11.5 
11.4 
11,2 
112 
11.2 
112 
11,2 
11.2 
11.2 
112 
11.1 
11.0 
11,0 

54 
55 
55 
SS 
55 
55 
98 
57 
58 
58 

' Redding. CII 4,490 
Albuquerque, NM 13.72' 
Watenoo-Cedar Falls, IA 4,212 
_var County, PA 5,749 
Knoxville, TN 18,443 
Le,lnglch·Fayette, KY 9,919 
OcaIa.FL 6,211 
Chattanooga. TN-GA 13,097 
GroeIay, CO 3,622 
P.....'Qrem,UT 5,968 

11,0 
10,9 
10,9 
10,8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10,7 
10.6 
10.6 



TABLE F·3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW 
THE. POVERTY LEVEL. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1989 

59 Detroll. MI 120.685 10.4 
59 Oklahoma City. OK 26.693 10.4 
59 Terre Haute. IN 3.511 10.4 
60 Anderson. IN 3.709 10.3 
60 Muncie, IN 3.134 10.3 
60 Toledo.OH 16.392 10.3 
61 Gary-Hammond. IN 16.429 10.2 
61 Sioux City. IA·NE 3.110 10.2 , 61 Vineland-Millville-Bridgeton, NJ 3.603 10.2 
62 .Sharon. PA 3.404 10.1 
62 Springfield. MA 13.808 . 10.1 
62 Tulsa. OK 19.848 10.1 
63 Duluth. MN-WI 6.360 10.0 
63 Uttle Rock-North UtHe Rock, AR 13.923 10.0 
63 Louisville, KY-IN 26.206 10.0 
63 NeW Bedford. MA 4.730 10.0 
64 Jamestown-Dunkirk. NY 3.710 9.9 
64 lynchburg, VA 3.720 9.9 
64 Wilmington, NC 3.217 9.9 

I 65 Austin, TX 18.533 9.8 
65 DecaI1Jr. IL 3.208 9.8 
65 Fayetteville-Springfield. AA . 9.8 
65 Jacksonville, NC 

2.988 
3.235 9.8 

65 Spokane. WA 9.276 9.8 
66 Medford. OR 3.937 9.7 

',',', <, 'I, ~',.11'1\ ,i,,:i, ' ,::,:::p~::,:, ---~- - :~'" i: ':{)r) 

Davenport-Rock Island-Moline, lA-ILl 67 9.065 9.6 
• 68 Bloomington. IN 2.203 9.5 

Chicago,IL 144.874 9.5• 68 
Erie,PA 6.816 9.5 

· 69 
:68 

Buffalo, NY 23.957 9.4 , 
6.948 9.4 

f 69 
69 Eugene-Springfield. OR 

Jackson, MI 3.688 9.4 
I 69 10.827 9.4Lakeland-Winter Haven. Fl• 53,266 9.4 
I 69 

69 Pittsburgh. PA 
Riverside-San Bernardino, CA 61.548 9.4 

I 70 Cleveland. OH 45.481 9.3 
70 Columbia. MO 2.421 9.3 

I 71 6.614 9.2 
72 

Satem.OR 
16.063 9.1 

72 
Akron.OH 

34.682 9.1 
72 

Cincinnati.OH-KY-IN 
23.742 9.1 

72 
Dayton-Springfield, OH 
lorain-Elyria, OH 6.883 9.1 

8.393 9.1Peoria,IL72, 
2.799 9.0Billings, MT73 

I 73' 9.635 9.0Canton,OH 
, 59.216 9.0 

73 
, 73 Datlas. TX 

3.136 9.0 
I 73 

Eau Clatre. WI 
Norfolk-Virginia Beach-Newport News, VA 32.600 9.0 

173 5,800 9.0 
: 74 

Springfield. MO 
21,676 6.9Jacksonville, FL 

B.9 

http:Akron.OH
http:Satem.OR
http:Toledo.OH


TABLE F·3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW 

THE POVERTY LEVEL. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1989 • 


7' Milwaukee, WI 
75 Uma.OH 
75 Phoenlx, AZ 
75 S"",""""""CA 
75 S""taFe. NM 
75 utica·ROme. NY 
76 i.aIIslng·East Lansing. MI 
7& Teooma.WA 
77 And8!'8Oll. SC 
77 EvansvHIe. IN·KY 
77 Nashville, TN 
77 N,-a Falls, NY 
78 Columbia. SC 
78 . Columbus. OH 
78 Sailnas·SeasiCfeoMontll\'8y. CA 
79 Huntsville. AI.. 
79 Mansfleld. OH 
79 Williamsport PA 
80 Asheville. NC 
80 Fall AI""r. MA·RI 
80 Fort WOr1l!·Anington. TX 
81 ColoradO Springs. CO 
81 Graenvill...~bul1l. SC 
81 San Diego. CA. 
81 St lOuis. MO-Il 

82 Champaign·Ulbana·RanlDui. IL 
53 Daytona Baach. FL 
53 Fal1lo-Moomead. N[)'MN 
63 Racine, WI 
84 Fort WallDn Beach. FL 
84 J""..vili9-8elolt, WI 
84 Tampa·Sl Petarsbul1l·Clealwalar. FL 
84 WicIlila, KS 
85 A1Ian1a. GA 
85 Bruona. TX 
85 Philadelphia. P...·NJ 
86 Ham!ltcn~MiddletQwn, OH 
86 K<mooha. WI 
87 Bremerton. WA 
B7 Brockton. MA 
B7 Los Vegas. NV 
B7 Rockford. IL 
B7 Sctanton·Wilkss·eam>. P ... 
88 BaH:lmor&, MD 
66 Baliingham. WA 
88 Fitchburg-Leominster, MA
88 Greensbo....Winston·SaIsm-High Point, NC 
88 VA 
88 UT 
88 I .CA 

33.022 
3,666 

48,505 
33.724 
2.668 
7.187 
9,230 

13,217 
3,601 
6,BSl 

22.953 
5.144 
9.668 

33,299 
7.118 
5.578 
2.980 
2.717
'.040 

3.567 

29.106 
8.542 

14,178 
49.280 
52.1128 

. 
,0'" ,<

3.133 
8.166 
2.970 
3.736 
3.128 
2.939 

45,437 
10,304 
57,509 

3.911 
98,150 
5.953 
2.563 
3,802 
3,584 

14,393 
5.823 

14,945 
48.499 
2.405 

B.9 
B.B 
8.8 
8.B 
B.8 
B.8 
B.7 
8.7 
8.6 
8.6 
B.6 
B.6 
8.5 
8.5 
8.5 
8.4 
8.4 
8.' 
8.2 
B.2 
B2 
8.1 
8.1 
8.1 
8.1 

8.0 
7.9 
7.9 
7.9 
7.8 
7.B 
7.8 
7.8 
U 
7.7 
7.7 
7.S 
7.S 
7.5 
7.5 
7.5 
7.5 
7.5 
7.4 
7.' 
7.' 
7.4 
7.• 
7.' 
7.4 

http:Teooma.WA
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TABlE F-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BEl.OW 
THE POVERTY lEVEL. BV METROPOLITAN AREA, 1989 


I 
 89
I 	89 

~. 	 89 


90 

90 

90
I 

90
I 
<90 


I 90
), 	91 

,, 91 


91 

91 

91 

91 

92 


I 
92 

92 

92 

93 

94 

94 

94 

95 

95 
. 95 


\ 

95 


I 
96 

96 

96 


I 


I 	
98 

97 

97 

97 

97 

97 

98 


. 	 98
, 98
\<, 99 

99 

99 

99 

99 

99 


100 

100 

100 

100 


Kansas City. MO-KS 
Lawrence-HaveJttID, MA·NH 
0malIa, NE 

Ch_Gas",nia,·ROC\< Hm. NC·SC 

Oem/ar. CO 

Hagers1Cwn, MD 

Indianapolis. IN 

SpringliGld,IL 

Syracuse. NV 

Fort Lauder_Hollywood-Pompan. _, FL 
Fort Pierce. FL 
Olympia, WA 

RoanOkB.VA 

_1Or,NY 

SOuU1 B&fl<I.MI.hawaka, IN 

O_.CA 

Orlando. FL 

Providence. RI 

Vancou_. WA 

SlCIoud. MN 

Brode...... FL 

latayetts-West Lafayel!O. IN 

Portlarld. OR
Chat1_. VA 

Green Bay. WI
_.NJ 

Raleigh-Durham. He 
Binghamton, NY 

Fort Collin..loveland. CO 

Glens Falls. NY 

Lowen. MA-NH 

Ann Artier. MI 

Des Mol"... IA 

Naples. FL 

Orange County, NY 

Worcester, MA . 

Attantlc CIty, NJ 

Melboul't\&<Titusvil..Palm Say. FL 
Reno. NV 
_Clty,ID 
New Blllain. CT 
San Francisco, CA 
Santa CIUl. CA 
S_ College. PA 
West Palm _-Boca Raton·Delray Beach. FL 
Bridgoport-Mllford, CT 
Fort MY""'-Cape Coral, FL 

Grand Rapids, Ml 

Hickory-Morganton. He 


. New Haven-Meriden, CT 

30,668 
7.598 

11.820 
22.926 
30,595 
2.330 

24.054 
3,661 

12,101 

24,030 

5216 

3,086 

4,459 


18,436 

4,532 

37.064 
19,658 
11.755 

4,519 

3.207 

4240 

1.933 

21.995 
2.154 
3.387 

31.931 

12.609 
4.572 
3.121 
2.055 
4.628 
4,131 
6.698 
2.933 
4.964 
7.316 
521. 
7.209 
4,064 
3,381 
2.466 

22.784 
3,415 

1,641 


15259 

7,291l 
6,158 

10,954 
3.919 
8.369 

7.3 
7.3 
7.3 

72 

72 

72 

72 

72< 

72 

7<1 

7<1 

7.1 
7<1 
7.1 
7.1 
7.0 
7.0 
7<0 
7.0 
6.9 
6.8 
U 
6.8 
6.7 
6.7 
6.7 

6.7 
6.6 
6.6 
6.8 
6<6 
6.' 
6.4 
6.4 
6.4 
8.' 
6.3 
8.3 
8.3 

62 

6.2 

62 

62 

62 

52 

6.1 
6.1 
6.1 
5.1 
6.1 

http:RoanOkB.VA


TABLE F-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIeS WrTH INCOME BELOW 
lHE POVERTY LEVEL. BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1989 

1,849 
3222 
5,330 
1.814 

41.322 
2.619 
3,423 

11.555 
38.472 
3.096 
3.187 
8.498 
1.712 
8,372 
3,116 

10.733 
1,742 

. 	2,213 
5,126 
8,429 
6,D43 
4.431 

30,853 
4.808 
5,234 

9,349 
1,583 
8.292 

18.074 
25.226 

4,060 
1._ 
4,230 
3,391 
.,347 
4.727 
3.826 
1,255 
3,211 
1.282 

15,044 
2,495 

42,026 
5.041 

10.227 
4.991 
2,336 
1.532 

20.011 

6.0 
6.0 
6.0 
5.9 
5.9 
5.8 
5.8 
5.7 
5.7 
5.6 
5.6 
5.6 
5.5 
5.5 
5.4 
5.' 
5.4 
5.3 
5.3 
5.3 
5.3 
5.3 
5.2 
5.2 
5.2 

5.0 
5.0 
5.0 
5.0 
5.0 
4.9 
4.9 
4.8 
4.8 
4.7 
4.6 
4.6 
4.5 
4.5 
4.5 
4.4 
4.3 
'.3 
4.3 
3.8 
3,7 
3,6 
3.1 
2.9 
2.9 
2.9 

107 
108 
108 
108 
108 
108 
109 
109 
109 

110 
110 
110 
110 
110 
111 
111 
112 
112 
113 
114 
114 
115 
115 
115 
116 
111 
111 
117 
118 
119 
120 
121 
122 
122 

101 Burlington. He 
101 Uncal". NE 
101 Pawlucket-Woonsockot-AttIeb.",. RI-MA 
102 BioominglOn·NonnaI. IL 
102 BoSlOn. MA 
103 Cedar Rapids. IA 
103 WatBfl>UlY. CT 
104 Hartfortl. or 
104 Minneapolis·SI. Poul. MN-WI 
105 Boukier-Longmont, CO 
lOS Portland. ME 
lOS Vallejo·Falrfial<1-Napa. Cf< 
106 Wausau,Wt 
106 Wilmington, DE·NJ~MO 
107 AnchOrage,AI< 
107 . Honolulu, HI 

Sioux Falis. SD 
.	Elkhart-G..hen, IN 
Fon wayno, IN 
HanlsbUrg-Lebanon-Qartlsla, PA 
Lancastet. PA 
TranlOn. NJ 

Anahoim,San1a Ana. CA 

Reading, PA 

Sanla Ros.-Palaluma. OA 


,.~,~" ''''~ 

AlJenlOwn-IleUlI8lla.,..Easttln, PA·NJ 
BurlingtOn, VT 

Oxnaro--Ventura. CA 

SanJose.CA 

Saat1la. WA 

AppleWn-()shkosh-Naanah, WI 

Manchester. NH 

Madison, WI 
New London-NolWlch. or 
Aurora·Elgin. lL 
JollellL 

SarasOIa. FL 

Rochastar. MN 

Sruem-Gloucester. MA 
Shellcygan. WI 

Sargan·PassaIc. NJ 

Portsmouth-Cover-ROChester, NH~ME 
Washing",n, DC-MD-VA 

York, PA 

Monmouth-Qcean. NJ 

Lake County. IL 

PoughkeepSie, NY 
Nashua, NH 
Nassau-Suffolk, NY 

CT 
OT 

http:SanJose.CA
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TABLE F-3: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES WITH INCOME BELOW 
THE POVERTY LEVEL. BY METROFOUTAN AREA. 1989

• 

, 
SoU...: Summary Social. Economic. and Housing Ch.....".ristlcs, 

Un!te<l States. 1990 Census 01 PopulaIIOn and Housing. 1992. 
W~lngton. DC: Buteau of I.tle Census. 



TABLE (\\.1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF OWNEA.QCCUPIEO HOUSING UNITS. 

BYMETAOPOLITAN AREA. 1990 


NJ 
NY 

II TX 
Angeles-Lung Beach, CA 
Fr011Cisoo, CA 

TX 

NV 
HI 

13 NC 
14 S011 Diego. 
15 Reno.NV 
16 Fresno. CA 
16 MIamI-Hialeah, FL 
17 _.ell 

OA 

18 Champaign-UI'bana,Rantoul,IL 
19 Santa BaI!lara-S011ta Maria-Lompoc. CA 
20 Bloomington. IN 
21 Houston, TX 
22 Columbia. Me 

Columbus. GA-AL 

67,840 
1.083,049 

18,321 
1.440,964 

310.326 
150.720 
57,160 

148._ 
137.958 
43.726 
31.658 
43.667 
21.833 

477.423 
55.341 

119,967 
375.949 
90.100 
34.826 
71.002 
21,564 

651.320 
23.065 
47,433 

32.5 
33.3 
41.9 
48.2 
48.3 
49,6 
50.6 
51.9 
52,0 
52.1 
52.3 
52,8 
53.7 
53.8 
64.1 
64.3 
64.3 
64.4 
64.5 
64.7 
64.8 
64.9 
55.0 
55.0 

23 Dallas. TX 
24 Madison. WI 
25 Ann Arbor. MI 
26 II_y,GA 
27 Boston. MA 
27 Yuba CIIy, CA 
28 GalnesviHe, Fl 

_tar.NH 
LalIIy<!ttO-Wes! LalsyOIta. IN 

31 COlOradO Springs. CO 
SIOCi<ton.CA 

33 Fay_'ie, NO 
34 Loxlngton-Foyolta. KV 
35 Pawruclult-Woon..cIuIt-Altloboro. RI-MA 
36 New Orleans, LA 
37 Clarl<sville-Hopldnsville, TN-KY 
38 lubbOck, TX 
38 New _"'. MA 
311 IIlhens. GA 
40 Chicago, IL 
40 EIPaso. TX 
41 Oal<lond. CA 
42 Fa'll0-MOOmead, ND-MN 
42 NOrlOlk-Virglnl, Be,ch-N.wpM News. VA 
42 Raleigh-Dumam, NC . 
42 •TX 
43 Sacramento. CA 
44 Newark. NJ 

S011 

526.065 
78.818 
57.804 
21.925 

804.123 
23.974 
44.089 
32.189 
28,048 
64,358 
91,098 
52.796 
77,497 
71.757 

264.003 
32.525 
47,453 
38.176 
33.863 

1.301.958 
104.701 
458.528 

34.027 
290.893 
189.424 
41,353 

328.304 
365.353 

65.1 
55.2 
65.3 
55.7 
65.9 
55.9 
58,2 
58.9 
57.1 
57.4 
57.6 
57.7 
57.8 
57.9 
58.0 
58.1 
58.2 
58.2 
58.8 
58.6 
58.7 
58.8 
58.9 
58.9 
58.9 
58.9 
59.0 
59.1 

http:SIOCi<ton.CA


TX 26,933 
Beach, FL. 33,161 

GA 656,154 
Fall•. SO 29,705 

I Haven·Meriden, CT 124,929, 
WA 33,960I 

I SC 111,220 

I Robins. GA 
, Pro"",Omm. UT 

I I ,NO 

1 
comns-l.Ove/and, CO 

R...·Petaluma. CA 
, QH·KY·IN 

632 

,
•

TABLE G·l: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF OWNER-OCCUPIEO HOUSING UNITS. 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990 

T)( 
CA 

'1 VA 
WI 

FL 
TXI 
I MA 

PA 
Cruz, CA 

CT 
CA 

CA 
01( 

MA 
TX 

MAi 
WA 

WA 
NE 

DC-MO-VA 
,
, NM 

1, 

59 Eugen..spnngfleld. OR 
59 Savannah. GA 
60 Chico,CA 
60 Tucson,AZ 
61 Boulder·l<>ngmont, CO 

Greeley, CO 

63 Providence. RI 


Memphis. TN 

Tuscaloosa,At 
Denver, CO 
Fayettevill..Spnng""",. ARt OnanOO. FL 
GaiveslOn·Tox.. City. TX 

257,004 
107,618 
26,933 

319,407 
52,675 
70,873 
22,933 
26,52' 
SO,056 
3.,229 

497,057 
315,246 

56,814 
22,617 
97,133 

298,572 
118,933 . 
129,435 
475,853 

50,0119 
882,912 

20,869 
112,646 
76,103 

295,664 

57,366 
54.641 
43,644 

159,431 
54,01' 
29,052 

150,357 
219,196 
34,043 

400.033 
29,717 

246,627 
50,500 

59.2 
59.3 
59.4 
59.4 
59.7 
59.8 
59.8 
59.8 
59.9 
60.0 
60.1 
60.1 
60.1 
60,2 
60,2 
60.3 
60.3 
SO.3 
SOA 
60.5 
SO.5 
SO.6 
SO.7 
SO.7 
60.7 

60.8 
SO.8 
60.9 
SO.9 
61.1 
61.2 
61.3 
61.' 
61,5 
61.8 
61.6 
61.9 . 
62,0 
622 
62.2 
62.3 
62.3 
62.' 
62,4 
62.S 
62,6 
62.7 
62,7 
62,9 

. 62.9 
63.1 
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TABLE G·l: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF OWNER.QCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS. 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990 


CA 

.IL 

Me 
8' IN 
8' New LondOn·Norwlcl1. CT 

Beqjen-P...aIc. NJ 
L.awt'eoo&-Havert1il, MA·NH 

83 Bunil1g1on. VT . 
AlbIlny·Scheneetady·Troy. NY 
AmarOlo, TX 
Omaha.NE 

86 Bellingham. WA 
86 BlloxKluffpon. MS 
86 St8mertDn. WA 

Oklahoma City. OK 
Vancouver. WA 

511.185 
97.951 
53.402 
28.702 
29.115 
53.108 
64.555 

550.652 
240.145 

90.211 
26.558 

306.246 
62.618 

296.591 
90.418 
3tl.920 

215.283 
46.158 

149.170 
31.213 
45.893 
44.539 

236,479 
56.867 

83.3 
83.3 
83.3 
83.4 
83.5 
83.5 
83.5 
83.7 
83.7 
83.7 
83.8 
83.8 
83.8 
83.9 
83.9 
64.0 
64.' 
64.2 
642 
64.3 
64.3 
64.3 
64.3 
64.3 

87 SrownsWI&-Har1!ngen, TX 47.191 64•• 
87 KIII......... MI 
 64.453.904 

Brockton. MA 41,450 64.5 
Redding. CA 64.536.096 
SaJem.Glou",""er. MA' 64.568.000 

64.6Las Cru<e•• NM 29.089 
90 Lansing",..! Lansing. MI 101.506 64.7 

64.7Olympia. WA 40.211 
Jacksonville. A.. 64.8222.605 
lilli. Rock·NOM Lillie Rock. AR 126.643 64.8 

64.aMonroe, LA 32.736 
SIamfoRl. CT 49.921 64.8 

64.9Lafaye1lD. LA 48.104 
NH·ME 54.118 64.9 

198.213 65.0CT 
65.0.VA 215.666 
65.060.678 

'1 55.159.376 
AL 31.569 55.2 

565.158 65.2Bernaraino. CA 
121,689 65.2 

65.3123.010 
65,4455.985 
55.4393.935 
65,461.064 
55.5142.33tl 

32.054 65.5 
161.567 55.5 



B~:~~~~~~~:i~ AND PERCENTAGE OF OWNER-QCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS, 
·h AREA. 1990 

Green Bay, Wl 47,416 65,6 
,MT 29,361 65,7 

239,345 65,7 
, , 
I 
j 

I ~ 

LA 
NJ 

NY 
OH 
KS 

NJ 
HUI,NC'SC 

IN 
I( IA 

• ,AL, 

Pain!, NC 
Longview,M....halI, TX 
Salt Lake Cny.ogdefl, lIT 
LOUisville. KY-IN 

• 1 Orange County, NY
• 116 Bridgeport,Milford. CT• 

116 Rochester. NY 
117 Roanoke. VA 
118 Davenport,Rock IsJano-Moline.IA,IL 
119 Blng~amton, NY 
119 PueblO. CO 
120 Fort Laudofdal&.HolfywOod-Pompano Beach, FL 
120 Peoria,IL 
121 Niagara Fall>, NY 

Eeu Clalno, WI 
Janesville...aeloit, WI 

123 RacJoe. WI 
124 Chattanooga. TN,GA 
124 G"",nvilie-Spartanbutg. SC 

Lynchbutg, VA 
Rockford, IL 
Sioux City, IA,NE 
Sl Louis. MO-IL 

1 
VI_Millvill&-!!lidgetorl, NJ 

125 Waterloo-Cadar FallS, IA 
Erie. PA 

NY 
127. KnOXVille, TN 

I I 

92.oaJ 
27,846 
25,646 
23.622 
37,892 

161,461 
94,590 
61,769 
30,551 
77.768 
37,772 
76.136 

153.69' 
42,469 
82,150 

294,366 
30,178 

102,42' 
70,811 
51,227 
68,367 

250,451 
40,873 

234.236 
246,278 

66,517 
110,290 
253,145 
60,723 
92,390 
66,382 
31,952 , 

369,341 
87,967 
;7,755 
34,345 
35.636 
43,532 

113,820 
164,709 
36,252 
73,759 
29,"0 

633,442 
22.276 
37.899 
69.673 
36,635 

65,7 
65,8 
65,9 
66,0 
66.2 
66.2 
66.3 
66.4 
68.5 
68,5 
68.5 
68.5 
66,6 
68,6 
68,8 
68.8 
66.8 
68.9 
67.1 
67.1 
67,2 

67,3 
87,3 
67,' 
67,5 
67,5 
67,6 
67,6 
67,7 
67,8 
67.9 
67.9 
66,0 
66,0 
68,1 
66,2 
66,2 
68,3 
68,' 
68.4 
68.5 
68.5 
68,5 
68,5 
68,5 
68,5 
68,6 
68,6 
68,7 

• 




TABLE G·l: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF OWNER-OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS. 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990 


PA 

NY 

.OH 
iI Bay. FL 

VA 
IN 

PA 
P018rsllurg·CIeBIWa..,. FL 
AR« 
PA 

ISS.731 68.8 
32.356 68.8 

. 90.996 68.8 
74.869 68.9 

171.967 69.0 
238.278 69.0 

53.632 69.1 
81.891 69.1 
44.301 69.2 
72.338 69.2 

111.665 69.2 
29.331 69.3 

149.624 69.3 
12o.s42 69.3 
568.249 69.3 
602.550 69.3 

46.417 69.4 
104.763 69.4 

DE·NJ·MD 

NH 
Philadelphia. PA·NJ 

137 Beaumont-Port Arthur. TX 
137 II PA 

138 O<!1roit. MI 
139 SClll11ton·Wll....·ewre. PA 

139 TX·Texar1<ana, AI'! 

140 oec.ltur.ll 

140 Naples, 

141 An"iston. AL 
141 AppletorK)shkOSh·Neenah. WI 
141 Ashellille. NC 
141 Aurora-Elgln,IL 
141 Mcalien-Edinburg·Ml$Slon. TX 
141 ShebOygan, WI 

142 Cedar Rapids: IA 


. 142 AiMt. MI 

142 lake Charles. LA 
143 Florence. Be 

143 Laketand-Winter Haven. FL 

144 Norwalk. CT 

145 Canton. OH 

145 Middlesex·Somerset-Hunteman, NJ 
146 Charles""', WV 

146 Mansfield. OH 

147 Bradenton, FL 
146 B.me CIlIOk. loll 

149 T""" Hauls. IN 

150 Glens Falls. NY 

151 .AIlentOwtl·Bellllel1Om·Eastcn. PA·NJ 
152 i Joplin. MO 
153 .Bu~ington. NC 

~_.',..,53"Ji-"C",umbe=",n=an:::d",.M"D-:o.:;WV"-___.____.. 

1.130.021 	 69.8 
196,488 70.0 
31.408 70.0 
32.289 70.2 
43.318 70.2 
90,217 70.3 
81,207 70.3 
49.774 70.3 
84.695 70.3 
72,746 70.3 
21.190 70.3 
46,113 70.4 

113.552 70.4 . 
42.471 70.' 
28.353 7O.S 

109.958 70.5 
34.184 70.6 

105.513 70.7 
258.115 70.7 
71.089 70.8 
33.682 70.8 
84.562 70.9 
36.787 71.0 
35,020 71.2 
90,570 71.4 

186,037 71.8 
38.015 71.7 
30.624 71.8 

__ i 28.444..~_7!..!';!!.8_ 

147.813 69.5 
42.473 69.6 
45.358 69.6 

1.231.046 	 69.S 
93,584 69.1 
31.329 69.7 

http:oec.ltur.ll
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TABLE G-l: NUMBER AND PERCEHTAGE OF OWNER-OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS. 
BY ~ETROPCLITAN AREA. 1990 

40.720 
110.306 

69,070 
Raton-Delray Beach. Fl. 262,836 

WV-KY-OH 88,'41 
IN 88.5C3 

I Coral. FL 101.029 
I 1 98,1OS 

I , 135.340 , 1 MN 29,002 
I 45,509 

• MI 177.193 

I I PA 36,541 
ClOUd. MN 46,721 

IN 36.407 
OH 40.541 

County,PA 52,731 
MN-WI 69.932 

,MS 29,734
• Olty-Mldland. MI 109,101, 
I 1 39,547 

1 City-KIIlgSport-Brlstol, TN-VA 125,709 
36.365 
94,333 

1 FL 
1 

, IL ' 

MI 
173 PA 

Hickory-Morgantoo. He 
Wausau, wt 

CT 
PA 

SC 

NJ 
Nassau-Suffolk. NY 

71,8 
71,9 
71,9 
71,9 
72J) 

72,0 
72,1 
72_1 
72.3 
72,4 
72,4 
72.5 
72,6 
72,6 
73,1 
73.2 
73.3 
.73.4 
13,5 
13,6 
73,7 
73.7 
13,9 
73.ll 

WV-OH 

LA 

OH-WV 

• 


74.885 
37.792 
42.833 

129.083 
116.296 

45,140 
43,002 
66,317 
83.656 
31.036 
SO.ooe 
34,193 
41,722 
41.638 
59,162 
95,626 
98,876 

283.065 
967,556 

14,0 
74,1 
74,1 
74.2 
74,2 
74,4 
74.4 
74.6 
74,7 
74,7 
74,9 
75,0 
,75.2 
75.4 
75,6 
76.2 
76,7 
77.4 
80.3 

SOurce: General Housing ChamderiSdcs, Unitlld States, 1990 Census 
'ot Housing, 1992. Washington, DC: Bureau attne Census., 



TABLE G-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE FAMILY HOUSEHOLDERS. 

BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990' 

• 

1 Albany.GA 
2 Memphis. TN 
3 laredO. TX 

Columbuo. GA·AL•• _Orleans. LA 
Florence, SC 
JacI<son. MS 
Now Yo",. NY 
Monroe. LA 
Shreveport. LA 
Flint. MI 
JerseyClty.NJ 
Macon·Warner Robins. GA 
Brownsvll!&-Harlingen. TX 
EIPaso. TX 
l/ineland-Milivillo-Bddgeton. NJ 
MonlQOme<y. AL 
Savannah. GA 
A""'and••• LA 
Mobile. AL 
Oetrol~ MI 
AUll\lst •• GA·SC 
Mcallen·Edlnburg·Mlsslon. TX 
Mlaml·Hlaieah. FL 
Springfield, MA 

BalHmore. MD 
Balon RouglI. LA 
Ge<y-Hammond. IN 
Chloago.IL 
Denville. VA 
Fayelleville. NC 
Newat1<.NJ 
San Antonio. TX 
Blrmll1gham. AL 
Fresno. CA 
MUSkeGOn. MI 
New _ottl. MA 
Tallah...... FL 
BmcId!>n. MA 
Te_.. TX·Texat1<ena. AR 
Philadelphia. PA·NJ 
Pueblo. CO 
Cklveland,OH 
Richmond-Petersburg, VA 
Charleston. SO 
Columbia. SC 
Louisville, KY·IN 
Pascagoula. MS 
Biloxl-Gulfport. MS 
Co us CM.ti, TX 

5 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 


10 

10 

It 
12 

12 

13 

1. 

15 

15 

18 

17 

17 

18 

19 


20 

21 

22 

23 

23 

23 

23 

24 

25 

25 

25 

25 

25 

26 

28 

27 

27 

28 

26 

29 

29 

29 

29 

30 

30 


8.161 
63.902 

6.061 
15.092 
79.656 
6.958 

23.967 
556.160 

8.588 
20.950 
28.936 
34,442 
17.025 
11.798 
28.182 
7,445 

16.568 
13.930 
7.029 

28.613 
244.481 

21,400 
15,522 

103,161 
28.994 

128.501 
27.128 
30.875 

313,270 
5,968 

12.902 
91.937 
63.143 
48.001 
30.710 
8.034 
9.118 

12.264 
8.868 
6.192 

243,499 
6.447 

96.881 
45.128 
23.985 
22.035 
49.656 
5.461 
9.564 

15,681 

20.8 
17.9 
17.6 
17.5 
17.5 
17.3 
17.1' 
17.1 
17.0 
16.9 
16.7 
16.5 
16.5 
16.1 
15.8 
15.8 
15,7 
15.5 
15.3 
15.3 
15.1 
15,0 
t5.0 
14,9 
14.7 

14,6 
14.4 
14,3 
14.1 
14,1 
14,1 
14,1 
14.0 
13,9 
13.9 
13.9 
13.9 
13.9 
13,8 
13.8 
13.7 
13.7 
13,6 
13,6 
13.5 
13,5 
13,5 
13,5 
13.4 
13.4 

• See toomota at end of table. 

http:Newat1<.NJ
http:Chloago.IL
http:JerseyClty.NJ
http:Albany.GA


TABLE 0·2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAoe OF FEMALE FAMILY HOUSEHOLDERS. 

BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990' • 


31 

31 

31 

32 

32 

33 

33 

33 

33 

33 

33 

34 

34 

34 

35 

35 

36 

36 

37 

37 

37 

38 

38 

38 

38 


, ~iIl 

38 

38 

39 

39 

39 

40 

41 

41 

41 

41 

41 

42 

42 

42 

43 

43 

43 

43 

43 

43 

44 

44 

44 

44 

44 


Senton Harbor, MI 
Buffalo. NY 

Wilmington. NO 

Lake cnarle&. LA 

Trentol'!. NJ 
9a1tIe Or.... MI 
BriQgepoI1·MilloIO. CT 
Lafayette, LA 
Los Angeles·Long Boaon. OA 
Not!olk·Vlrglnla Beaon-Newport News. VA 
Pensacola, FL 
Atianta, GA 
Milwaukee, WI 
Tuscaloosa, AI.. 
Beaumont-Port Arthl,lr, TX 
Lynonburg. VA 
VlSalia·Tu_Porterville, CA 
YoungstOWf'l·Wamm. OH 
Dothan,AL 

· Sagmaw-Bey OIIy·Midland. MI 
: Stockton. CA 
· A11atl1ic Clly. NJ 
, ClnciM.ti.OH·KY·IN 
i 	Galveston.Texas City, TX 

Jackson_. FL 

::::E! " 

New H."",,·Meri<lon, CT 
St lOuiS. MQ..il 

, Chattanooga, TN·GA 
: Merced. CA 
: Toledo.OH 

Anniston,AL 
Bakersfield. OA 
Fall River, MA·RI 
Houma-Thibodaux, LA 

' 	Houston, iX 
Racine, WI 
Hartforll. CT 
longYiew·Marshali. TX 
Nashville, TN 
Lawren<e-Ha""rhill, MA·NH 

Lawton,OK . 

Ut1Ie Rock·North Little Rock. AR 

Lowell, f,AA·NH 

Oakland. CA 

Waco, TX 

Burlington, NC 

Charlotte-Oa.stonia·_ HIli, NO-SO 
Dayton·Springfield, OH 
Gainesville, Ft 

• Greenvlll&-Soa_ ,SO 

, 8.116 
50,140 
6.402 
7.963 

15.436 
6.787 

21.373 
9.631 

391.631 
64.653 
16.835 

137.336 
69.904 

7.196 
17.317 
6.827 

12,52B 
23.961 
6.149 

18.826 
20,086 
15,495 
69.097 
10,263 
43.284 

25.185 
118.516 
20.801 

6,916 
28.835 

5.330 
22.322 

7.445 
7.463 

145.924 
7.840 

35.325 
7.409 

45.851 
17.121 
4.546 

23.649 
11.255 
94.357 

8.495 
5.118 

52.880 
43.716 
9,414 

28.896 

13.3 

13.3 

.13.3 

13.2 

13.2 

13.1 
13.1 
13.1 
13.1 
13.1 
13.1 
13.0 
13.0 
13.0 
12.9 
12.9 
12.8 
12.8 
12.7 
12.7 
12.7 
12.6 
12.6 
12.6 
12.6 

,,', 

12.6 
12.6 
12.5 
12.5 
12.5 
12.4 
12.3 
12.3 
12.3 
12.3 
12.3 
12.2 
12.2 
12.2 
12.1 
12.1 
12.1 
12.1 
12.1 
12.1 
12.0 
12.0 
12.0 
12.0 
12.0 

• See footnote at ono of table. 
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• TABLE G'2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMAlE FAMILY HOUSEHOLDERS, 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990' 

• 

44 • Las Cruces, NM 
44 i Washington, DC·MD·VA 

45 Albuquerque, NM 
45 Boston. MA 
45 Providence. Rl 
45 Roanoke, VA 
45 , Walert>ury. CT 
45 : Wllmll1gton,DE-NJ·MD 
46 ,Akron, OH 
4S ' Athens, GA 

46 
 GreensbonrWinston·SaJem~Hjgh Point. NC 
46 
 Pittsburgh, PA 

46 
 Sact1ImGMto. CA 
46 
 Yuba City, CA 

47 
 Anderson, SC 

47 
 Indla!13jlOIiS, IN 

47 
 LexinglOn·Fayetla, KY 
47 
 Lorain·Etyria, OH 

47 
 New Britaln, CT 

47 
 Rochester. NY 

48 
 ClatI<sville-Hopkinsville, TN-KY 

48 
 Columbus, OH 

48 
 Kenosha, WI 

48 
 Niagara Falls. NY 
48 
 Woo:eater, MA 


49 
 Ene. PA 

49 
 Jackson, MI 


_to,CA49 

49 
 Pawtuckel-W-oonsockBt~Attleboro. AI·MA 


Attoona,PA50 

50 
 Anderson. IN 

50 
 Dallas, TX 

50 
 Decatur,IL 
50 
 O~ahom. City, OK 

50 
 Omaha, NE 
50 
 South Bend·Mishawaka. IN 

51 
 Chari..""" WV 
51 
 Kan... City, MO-KS 


Odessa, TX 

51 

51 


Syracuse. NY 

51 i Tyler, TX 

51 ' Yakima, WA 

52 
 Beaver County, ?A 

Bergen-Passaic, NJ 

52 

52 


Fitchburg·lEtOmlnster. MA 
52 ! las Vegas, NV 
52 : RaJeillh.Qurham, NC 
53 . Huntinglon·Ashland, WV·KY.QH 

53 i Lansing·East Lansing. MI 

53 Panama Ci ,FL 


• See footnote at end of table. 

5,403 
175,123 

22.084 
126,606 
29,194 
10.614 
10,039 
25,309 
29,409 

6,819 
43,913 
96,758 
65.661 

5.061 
6.491 

56,161 
15,667 
" ,239 
6,675 

43,81' 
6.494 

61),846 
5,455 
9,838 

18,717 

11.680 
6,111 

14,418 
14,252 
5,738 
5.678 

106.839 
5.244 

41,926 
26.48!I 
10,530 
11.348 
66,065 

4,782 
27,561 

6.416 
7,456 
8,057 

51.985 
4,295 

32.147 
32,216 
13,280 
17,414 
5.432 

12.0 
12.0 
11.9 
11.9 
11.9 
'1.9 
11.9 
11.9 
11.8 
11.8 
11,8 
11.8 
11,8 
11.8 
11,7 
11.7 
11.7 
11.7 
11.7 
11.7 
11,6 
11.6 
11.6 


" .6 

11.6 

11.5 
11.5 
" ,5
11 .5 

'1.4 

11.4 
11.4 
11.4 
11.4 
11.4 
l1A 
11.3 
11.3 
11.3 
11.3 
11.3 
11.3 
11.2 
11.2 
11.2 
11.2 
11.2 
11.1 
11.1 
11.1 
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TABLE G-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE FAMILY HOUSEHOLDERS. 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990 • 

• 

~ 

I 
11 ,18.47453 Spnngfield. IL 

54 Orlando, Fl 44.182 11.0 
54 Redding, CA 6.156 11.0 
54 Riverside-San Bernardino. CA 11.095.348 
54 Scranton-Wilkes-Barra, PA 30.8n 11.0 
55 ASheville, NC 7,717 10.9 
55 Kalamazoo, MI 9.124 10.9 
55 Steubenville-Weirton, OH-WV 6,019 10.9 
55 Tacoma, WA 10.923.397 

10.955 Tucson. AZ 28.535 
55 Utica-Rome. NY 12.807 10.9I 
55 Vallejo-Fairfield-Napa. CA 16.867 10.9 

I 55 Wheeling, WV-OH 10.96.852 
56 Davenport-Rock Island-Moline. IA-Il 14,717 10.S 

10.856 Knoxville. TN 25.6851 
56 Lakeland-Winter Haven. FL 16.845 10.8 
56 San Diego, CA 10.895.840 
56 Spokane. WA 15.295 10.8 
58 Wichita Falls, TX 10.84.889( 
07 Albany-Schenectady-Troy. NY 35.933 10.7 
07 Canton,OH 10.715.969I., 56 Amarillo. TX 7.621 10.6 
56 Cumberland, MO-WV 4,199 10.6 
58 Florence, AL 5,406 10.6 
58 Janesville-Beloit, WI 5.539 10.8 

58 Muncie, IN 4,789 10.6 
11,414 10.658 Rockford. IL 

59 Denver, CO 10.568.187 
59 Evansville, IN-KY 11,410 10.5 
59 Fort Worth-Arlington, TX 10.551.990 

10.559 Hickory-Morganton, NC 8.948 
59 Honolulu. HI 27.807 10.5 

10.559 Huntsville. AL 9.Sn 
10.559 Lima.OH 5.815 

59 Santa Fe, NM 4,731 10.5 
59 Sioux City. IA-NE 4.508 10.5 

10.559 Topeka. KS 6.696 
60 Hamilton-Middletown, OH 10.410.872 
80 Lubbock. TX 10.48.480 

4,94860 Mansfield, OH 10.4 
11,74860 Salinas-Seaside-Monterey, CA 10.41 8.012 10.480 Stamford. CT 

60 Tulsa, OK 28.829 10.4 
61 Decatur, AL 10.35.069 
61 Fon Wayne, IN 14,015 10.3 
61 Grand Rapids, MI 25,174 10.3 
61 Jamestown-Dunkirk, NY 5.531 10.3 
61 Nassau-Suffolk, NY 10.388.192 
61 Ocala. FL 10.38.052 
61 .. IL 1 . 

., 
* See footnote at end of table.

• 
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TABLE G·2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE FAMILY HOUSEHOLDERS, 

BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990' 

• 

61 
61 
61 
62 
62 
62 
62 
62 
63 
63 
63 
63 
63 
63 
64 
64 
64 
65 
65 
65 
65 
66 
66 
86 
86 

66 
66 
86 
86 
66 
67 
67 
67 
01 
67 
67 
67 
67 
67 
01 
67 
86 
68 
68 

San Jose, CA 
Sharon, PA 

Term Haute. IN 

Austin. TX 
Charlottesville. VA 
Orange County, NY 
Phoenix, AZ 

Salem-GlOucester, MA 

Anchorage, AI( 

Fort Smith. AR.QK 

Johnson City~Kingsport·Bristol, TN-VA 

Killeen-Temple, TX 

Portland. ME 
Salem,OR 
Fort Lau_HollywoOd-Pompano Beach. FL 
Glens Falls. NY 
Salt Lake Clty-Ooden. UT 
Des Moines, IA 
Tampa-St. Petel1iburg-Clearwater, Fl 

Vancouver. WA 

Wiiliamspott. PA 
Binghamton, NY 

COlmadQ Springs, CO 

Johnstown, PA 

Manchester. NH 


Midland, TX 
Norwalk. or 
Oxnanl-Ven"'ra, CA 
ParkerSburg~Manetta. WV~OH 
Santa Rosa-Petaluma, CA 

Anaheim-Santa Ana. CA 

Billin9S, MT 

Chico, CA 
Hagerstown, MD 
Minneapolls·St. Paul. MN·WI 
New London-Norwich, OT 

: Olympia, WA 
! Pol1land. OR 
' RichlancH(ennewick·Pasco. WA 
I San Francisc<>. CA 
: Wichl1a, KS 
, Harrisburg·Lebanon..cartlsle, PA 
i JOltet. U.. 
: Santa Cruz, CA 

53,579 
4,696 
5,066 

30,995 
4,968 

10,354 
62,371 
10,437 
8.353 
6,799 

\1,227 
8,477 
8,543 

10,269· 
52,844 

4,282 
34,753 
15,157 
86,079 

8.756 
4,450 
9,857 

14,403 
8.975 
5,544 

3,814 
4,745 

21,295 
5,865 

14,603 
80,225 

4,335 
6,952 
4,342 

90,745 
9,520 
6,029 

47,248 
5,279 

62,323 
18,104 
21,730 
12.376 
8.022 

10,3 
10,3 
10.3 
10,2 
10,2 
10.2 
10.2 
10.2 
10.1 
10.1 
10.1 
10.1 
10.1 
10,1 
10,0 
10.0 
10.0 
9.9 
9.9 
9.9. 
9.9 
9.8 
9.8 
9.8 
9.lI 

9.8 
9.8 
9.8 
9.8 
9.8 
9.7 
9.7 
9.7 
9.7 
9.7 
9.7 
9,7 
9.7 
9.7 
9.7 
9.7 
9.6 
9.6 
9.6 

69 : Waterloo--Cedar Falls, IA 5.311 9,6 
69 Aurora-Elgin, IL 11 ,445 9.5 
69 Columbia. MO 3.984 9.5 
69 DaytOna Beach, FL 14,575 9.5 
86 Duluth, Mf'4..WI 9,051 9.5 
69 Fort WailOn Beaoh, FL 5.065 9.5 

"See footnote at end of table. 
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TABLE G·2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMALE FAMILY HOUSEHOLDERS, 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990' 

I • 


.. 

: 
•• 

I 

I 


69 

70 

70 

70 

71 

71 

71 

71 

71 

71 

72 

72 

73 

73 

73 

73 

73 

73 

73 

73 

7. 
7. 

75 

78 

n 

n 
78 

7a 

78 

79 

79 

79 

80 

80 

Bl 

81 

81 

81 

81 

52 

52 

83 

84 

84 

69 

69 

69 

69 

69 

87 


JacksOnville. NC 
Eugen...Sptlng1lold, OR 
Reno,NV 

Yuma. liZ 

Abilene. TX 
Allentown-Bethtehem·Easton, PA·NJ 
Ann ArbOf, Mt 

Monmouth.Qcean, NJ 

PoughkeepSie, NY 
Santa _ ..Santa Matla·lompoc, CA 

Bois&Clly.ID 

MiddIese1t·_·Hun1Srdon, NJ 

Bryan-College Stalicn, TX 

Elkhart·Goshen, IN 

Greeley. CO 

JOI)Iln, MO 

Medford. OR 

Melboume-Titusville-Palm Bav. FL 

Reading, PA 

Springfield. Me 

G_ Bay, WI 

SeaIIIe,WA 

Btlrllngton, lIT 

Slow< Falls, SO 

l.aIoI County. IL 


U"",,",. NE 
Brazoria. TX 
POt1SmOUllHlOV<lr·R_. NH·ME 

West Palm Boach·1!oca Raton-Delray _. 

Bremerton, WA 

· Cedar Rapids. IA 
Fort Pierce, FL 
Bradenton. Fl 
Champalgn·Urbana·Rantoul, IL 

: Bloomington-NOrmal, IL 
• Blooming"'. IN 
: Oanbury, CT 

e.., Claire, WI 

Yorl<, PA 

Fan My...·Cape Coral, FL 

Nashua. NH 
Fayetteville-Springdale. AR 

seUlngham, WA 

Madison, WI 

Boulder-longmont. CO 

Fargo-Moorhead. NO-MN 
Lala~·West Lafayetl&. IN 

: Lancaster, PA 
· Provo-Oram, UT 
• Appielon-Qsh1«>Sh·Noenah. WI 

FL 


3,863 
10.415 
9,816 
3.364 

• 4,027 
20,164 

9,721 
30,012 

8,330 
12.072 
7.127 

33.569 
3.973 
5,161 
4,320 
4.825 
5,209 

14.6S4 
11,616 
B.499 
6.595 

70.875 
4,300 
4,196 

15.135 

7.200 
5.SQ5 
7,261 

31.438 
5,888 
5.568 
6,602 
7.649 
5.368 
3,88' 
3.266 
6,542 
4,180 

13.009 
11.490 
5.3« 
3,513 
3,883 

11,423 
6,984 
4.594 
3.604 

11.926 
5.473 
8.895 

9.5 
9.4 
9,0 
9.4 
9.3 
9.3 
9.3 
9.3 
9.3 
9.3 
9.2 
9.2 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9.1 
9.0 
9.0 
a.9 
8.8 
a.7 

8.7 
a.6 
8.6 
8.6 
8.5 
8.5 
8.5 
8.4 
8.' 
8.3 
a.3 
a.3 
8.3 
8.3 
a.2 
8.2 
a.l 
a.o 
8.0 
7.9 
7.9 
7.9 
7.9 
7.8 
7.7 

• See footnote at ena of laIlla., 
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TABLE G-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF FEMAlE FAMILY HOUSEHOLDERS. 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990 • 

• 

ea Fort CoIUna-Loveland, CO 
89 ROChOst8t. MN 
90 St Cloud. MN 
91 Sarasota. FL 

~ 

; Wausau. WI 
i Nap.... FL 
: Sheboygan. WI 
: State College. FA 

g, 


5.356 
3.004 
4,762 
9,161 

2.991 
4.381 
2.740 
2.646 

H 
7.5 
7.4 
7.3 

7.2 
7.1 
7.1 
6.2 

• No husoand PrElselit. 

Source: 	 General Popvlation Charaderi$1lcs. United States. 1990 Census of Population, 1992. 
Washingttm, DC: Bureau 01 the Census. 
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TABle H-l: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS AGED 18-24 YEARS. •BY METROPOlITAN AREA. 1990 

1 Bryan·Coliege Station_ TX 
2 IN 

38,996 
31.60' 

3 PA 
4 ill NC 
5 Lafay_.IN 
6 Champaign-Urbana-Rantoul.IL 
7 Columbia. Me 
8 Bloomington-Normal. IL 
9 Gainesville, FL 

10 ,GA 

11 MI 

12 Munclo.1 

13 Prol/O·Omm, UT 

14 I FL 

15 AL
, 
16 NO• 

22 Lanslng·East lansing. MI 
23 Madison, WI 
24 Lincoln, NE 
25 KalamazQo, MI 

25 Lawton. OK 
1 26' Austin, TX 

28 SL Clooo. MN 
27 Faye_lie-Springdale, IIR 
28 Santa Sa_a-Santa Matla-l.ompoo, CII 
28 Waco,TX 
25 Boulder-Longmont CO 
25 Lao Cruces, NM 
30 Fort Collins-Lo1IOland, CO 
30 RaleIgh-Dumam. NC 
31 Sptingfleld, Me 
32 Eou Claim_ WI 
33 Chlco.CA 

t 33 Nortotk·Vitginia Beach·Newport News, VA 

r 34 T81'T9: HautB, IN 
Coltimbus. GA-ALI 35 San Diego, CII 

, 35 W_CedarFalls, IA 
" . ~ 36 Ab'lene. TX 

• 37 Columbia. SC 
Gmoioy, CO 

I 37 Hamllton,_tOWl1. OH 
\ KY 

I 

15.5 
15.3 
15.3 
15.2 
'4,6 
14.6 
14.5 
14.5 
14.3 
14.3 
14.0 
13.9 
13.B 
13,8 
13.6 
13.5 
13.5 
13.5 
13.4 
13.2 
13.2 
13.2 
13.2 
13.1 
13,1 
13.1 

! 17 
18 
19 
19 
20 Surtlngton. 
21 Lubbocl<.TX 

TX 
ND-MN 

VA 
ill T~KY 

32.0 
29.0 

3'.9OS 28,2 
41,056 27.4 

28.0 
22.7 
22.1 
20.7 
20,6 
20.5 
19.6 
19.0 
lBB 
lB.7 
17.5 
17.1 
16.9 
16.8 
16.6 
16.6 
16.5 
16.4 
162 
15.7 
15.6 
15.5 

http:Lubbocl<.TX
http:Champaign-Urbana-Rantoul.IL
http:Lafay_.IN
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TABLE H·,: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PEASoNS AGED ,8·24 YEAAS. 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990 

HI 

l!I~~~~An~g.I.s-LOng Beach, CA: ,oH 

Falls, TX 


Brockton. 
Colorado Sorinos. CD 

III ,SC 
Cruz, 

PA 

471 New London-Norwich. CT 


DR 

NY 

TX 
GA5' 

,MS5' .
5' 
. 51 AI. 

51 FL 
51 MA 

Ana.CA 

Bend-Mishawaka. IN 
I Pas•• TX 

51 MA 
DE·NJ·MI) 

Jacl<$On. MS 
Knoxville. TN 
Manchester. NH 
New Bntain. CT 

I ,FL 
t ,TX 

MA 

NH-ME 

Point. NO 

• 

65,894 
14.968 
68.146 
83,803 

81,857 
15.036 

170,800 
30.894 
72,768 

13.0 
12.9 
12.9 
12.7 
12.6 
12.6 
12.5 
12.5 
12.5 
12.5 
12.5 
12.4 
12.4 
12.3 
12.3 
12.3 
12.3 
12.2 
12.2 
12.2 
12.2 
12.0 
12.0 
11.9 
11.9 
11.6 

11.6 
11.5 
11.' 
11,4 
11.4 
11.4 
11.4 
11.' 
11,4 
11.' 
11.4 
11 .4 
11 .4 

11.8 
11.8 
1L8 
11.7 
11.7 
11.7 
'1,6 
11,6 
11.6 
11.6 
11.6 
11.6 
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TAB(E H·l: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS AGED 18·24 YEARS, 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990, 

54 Brownsville-Harlingen. ~ 
54 Fresno, CA 
54 New Haven-Meriden, CT 
54 Rochester, NY 
55 Binghamton. NY 
55 Houma-Thibodaux, LA 
56 Augusta. GA-SC , 
56 Charlotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill, Ne-Se 
56 Grand Rapids. MJ 
56 Green Bay, WI 
56 Jersey City, NJ ,, 	 56 Memphis, TN ,, 	 56 Poughkeepsie, NY 

I 	 56 Washington,OC-MD-VA,,. 	 57 Appleton-Oshkosh·Neenah, WI 
57 Cedar Rapids, IA 
57 Dallas, TX 
57 Fort Walton Beach, FL 
57 Jamestown-Dunkirk, NY 
57 Montgomery, AL 
57 Oklahoma City, OK 
57 Savannah, GA 

, . 	57 Utica-Rome, NY 
56 Adanta, GA 
58 Dothan, AL 

;:.,' 	 f'" 

58 Fort Worth-Arlington, TX 
58 Lake County, IL 
58 Nashville, TN 
59 OH 
59 ill 
59 Macon-Warner Robins, GA 
59 Merced, CA 
59 Middlesex-Somerset-Hunterdon, NJ 
59 New Bedford, MA 
60 Buffalo. NY 
60 Florence. Al 
60 Houston, TX 
60 Orange County. NY 
60 Oxnard-Ventura, CA 
60 Phoenix, AZ. 
61 Anchorage. AK 
61 Bremerton. WA 
61 Des Moines. IA 
61 Fall River. MA-RI 
61 Florence. SC 
61 Hagerstown, MO 
61 Lancaster. PA 
61 Little Rock-North Little Rock, AR 
61 Richmond-Petersburg, VA 
61 Sioux Falls. SO 
61 WA 

29,394 11.3 
75,426 , 1.3 
59,910 11.3 

113,272 11.3 
29,624 11.2 
20,478 11.2 
44,046 11.1 

128,992 11.1 
76,412 11.1 
21,600 11.1 
81,394 11.1 

108,974 11.1 
28,800 11.1 

435,517 11.1 
34,663 11.0 
18,564 11.0 

280,870 11.0 
15,815 11.0 
15,608 11.0 
32,ln 11.0 

105,472 11.0 
26,688 11.0 
34,830 11.0 

308,853 10.9 
14,275 10.9 

10.9 
10.9 
10.9 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.8 
10.7 
10.7 
10.7 
10.7 

71 10.7 
10.7 
10.6 
10.6 
10.6 
10.6 
10.6 
10.6 

44,819 10.6 
54,390 10.6 
91,756 10.6 
13,124 10.6 
38,305 10.6 

62 ,NM 
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TABLE H-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS AGED 18-24 YEARS• 
• BY METROPOLITAN AREA. 1990 

82 Chicago. IL 
62 Harrisburg-Lebanon-Carlisle, PA 
62 Huntington-Ashland. WV-KY-QH 
62 City-Kingsport-Bristol, TN-VA 
62 New York, NY 
62 Pawtucket-Woonsocket-Attleboro, RI·MA 
82 Portland. ME 
62 Reno, NV 
62 Sacramento, CA 
63 Amarillo. TX 
63 Anderson. IN 
63 Baltimore. MD 

Hickory-Morganton, NC 
631 Oakland. CA _ 
63 Philadelphia, PA·NJ 
63 Riverside-San Bernardino, CA 
63 Ci1y-Ogden. UT 
63 Scranton-Wilkes-Barre, PA 
63 CA 
64 LA 
64 Rint, MI 
64 Kenosha. WI 
64 Nassau-Suffolk, NY 
64 New Orleans, LA 

64 Sharon. PA 
65 Bridgeport-Milford, CT 
65 Cincinnati,OH-KY-IN 
65 Elkhart-Goshen, IN 
65 Lake Charles, LA 
65 Las Vegas, NV 
65 Lorain-Elyria, OH , 
60 Iumana. NE 
65 .TX 
65 Vineland-Millville-Bridgeton. NJ 
65 ViSalia-Tulare-Porterville, CA 
66 Chatlanooga, TN-GA 
66 Duluth, MN-WI 
66 Glens Falls. NY 
66 Milwaukee, WI 
66 Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN·WI 
66 Newark, NJ 
67 Bakersfield, CA 
67 Corpus Christi, TX 
67 Detroit, MI 
67 Hartford. CT 
67 Miami-Hialeah, FL 
67 Mobile, AL 
67 Reading, PA 
67 Saginaw-Bay CI1y-Midland, MI 
67 Salem. OR 
67 Vallejo-Fairfield-Napa, CA 
67 Yuba i • CA 

637.347 10.5 
61.739 10.5 
32.816 10.5 
45.785 10.5 

897.419 10.5 
34.585 10.5 
22.605 10.5 
26.740 10.5 

155.516 10.5 
19.505 10.4 
13.590 10.4 

247,746 10.4 
23.057 10.4 

216.623 10.4 
505.116 10.4 
269.234 10.4 
111,512 10.4 
76.354 10.4 
49.985 10.4 
13.550 10.3 
44.337 10.3 
13.203 10.3 

268.749 10.3 
127.598 10.3 

12.463 10,3 
45.260 10.2 

148.170 10.2 
15.932 10.2 
17,150 10.2 
75.629 10.2 
27.655 10,2 

10.2 
10.2 
10,2 
10.2 
10.1 
10.1 
10.1 
10.1 
10.1 
10.1 

54.348 10.0 
34.989 10.0 

438.230 10.0 
76.764 10.0 

193.709 10.0 
47.692 10.0 
33.652 10.0 
39.932 10.0 
27.802 	 10.0 

119 10.0 
10.0 
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TABLE H·l: NUMBER ANO PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS AGEO 18·24 YEARS, 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990 

II PA·NJ 
SC 

City, NJ 
AL 
IN 

MO 

PA 

IL 
MI 

10 

9.9 , 
9.9 
9.9 
9.9 
9.9 
9.9 
9.9 
9.9 
9.9 
9.9 
9.8 
9.8 
9.8 
9.8 

MA 25.643 9.7 
CT 21.498 9.7 

71 III IN·!<Y 26,763 9.6 
71 III MA·NH 37.778 9.6 
71 14.817 9.6 
71 I '1 9.6 
11; Odessa, 1 9.6 
71' San Francisco. CA 163,953 9.6 
71 Sioux Clty.IA-NE 11, 9.6 
71 

IN 
WI 

TX 
CA 

IL 
WA 

.LA 

MI 
NJ 

Gary-Hammond, IN 58.639 
Falls, NY 21.413 

MS 1 
VA 21, 

9.8 
9.8 
9.8 
9.8 
9.8 
9.8 
9.8 
9.8 
9.7 
9.7 

9.7 
9.7 
9.7 
9.7 

Tulsa,OK 68,060 9.6 
71 WIChita, KS 46,586 9.6 
72 aratoria, TX 18.212 9.5 
72 OavenporHtock Istand-Moline, lA·tL 33.332 9.5 
72 DoylOn. _. FL 35.218 9.5 
72 Jackson, MI 14.227 9.5 
n._d,IL 26,953. 9.5 
72: SL Louis. Mo-IL 232,189: 9.5 
73,_IIe,NC 16.433 9.4 
73 i 6ellllmont·Port Arthur. TX 33,955 9.' 
73. Fort Smi1h. AR·OK ' 16,636 9.' 
73' Mansfield, OH 11.857 9.' 
73, MI 9.4 
73' PA 9.4 
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TABLE H·" NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS AGED 18·24 YEARS,

• BY METROPOLrTAN AREA, 1990 


Danbwy, CT 
74 Decatur,IL 

9.3 
9.3 

74 Miami-Fort Lauderdale, FL 
Nashua, NH 
Olympla,WA 
P!1tsI:Jurgh·S.."", VoJloy, PA 

Portland, OR 


74 	WauRU. WI 
Altoona. PA 
Cloveland, OH 
Danville, VA 

GaIv.sttm·Toxas Clly, TX 

Kansas Cily, M().KS 

Lakaland..Wintet Hawn, FL 

;~I;=~~~::a:,otta" WV.QH7 ,MN 
Texarkana. TX~Texarkana. AR 
Topeka, KS 
Denver, CO 
Steubenvilla--WeJrton. OH-WV 

n Johnstown, PA 

Racine, WI 
Wheeling, WV.QH 
VOI,Ittg${own-Wattan. OH 

WA~l!I:~IIi~~~~~~~;:.~~,Rosa-Petaluma. CA 
MoIboumo-Titusvilie-Paim Bay, FL 
Vancouver, WA 
Sheboygan, WI 

81 	 Monmauth..CJcean, NJ 
8\ . ,IL 
8\ 
61 Po1ersburg·Clearw_, Fl 

Coon1\'. PA 
Char1eston, WV 
Modfnrd.OR 
Midland. TX 

, NOIWa!!<. OT 
: Fort Lu_e-Hollywood-Pompano Beach, FL 
Redding, CA 
Santa Fe. NM 
NapIes.FL 
Ocala. FL 
West PoJm Beach·Boca Aaton·Delray Beach, FL 

FL 

9.3 
9.3 
9.3 
9.3 
9.3 
9.3 

92 

9.2 
9.2 
9.2 
9.2 
9.2 
9.2 

92 

92 

9.2 

92 

9.1 
9.1 
9.0 

9.0 
9.0 
9.0 
8.9 
6.9 

, 
1. , 

8.9 
8.8 
8.8 
8.7 
B.6 
8.6 
8.6 
8.6 
8.5 

21,289 8.5 
12,443, 8.5 
9,0621 8.5 


10,827: ' a.5 

82 

8.1 
8.1 
7.8 
7.7 
7.5 
7.3 

http:NapIes.FL
http:Modfnrd.OR


TABLE 11-1: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS AGED 16·24 YEARS. 
BY METROPOLITAN AREA, 1990 

1 

Sou"",: Gan""" Population Character1sllol, Unltea States, 
1990 Census of Population. 1992, Washlngton, OC; 
Bureau of the Census, 

., 
, 



TASLE H·2: NUMBEA AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS IN CENTRAL PlACES, 
BY URBANIZED AREA, 1990 

1 Anchorage, AK 221,883 100.0 
1 Sioux Falls, SD 100,814 100.0 
2 BlYan·CoIlege Station, TX 107,458 99.9 

AmarillO, TX 1$7.6153 99.8 
4 Lincoln, NE 191,972 ' 99.7 
5 LaredO,TX 122,899 99.4 
6 Lexington·Fayetts, KY 218,925 
7 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
12 

13 
I. 
15 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 

19 
20 
21 

23 
24 
25 

27 

LubbOCk. TX 
Wichita Fall., TX 

TX 
'i WI 

Longmont, CO 
Shreveport, LA 
Danvilf&, VA 
Bloomington-Normal, IL 
Fort SmlUl, AR.()K 
Midland, TX 

ROChHter, MN 
Corpus Chtisti, TX 

TX 
NC 

"",,",.. ,,"" 
Beaumont TX 
Pueblo, CO 
BIDlngs, Mr 
longview. "rX 
Oulull1, MN·WI 
Columbia. MO 
Doll1an, AL 
Visalia. CA 
Topeka, KS 
EI Paso, TX 
Wichita. KS 

.GA 
At.. 

NM 
MO 

'II ,At.. 
Bellingham, WA 

36 
Decatur,IL 

37 
38 Charl,""" Ne 
39 Merced. CA 
39 Lawton, OK 
40, _",r,NH 

99.2 
186,206 99.1 
98,259 99.1 

106,654 98.9 
52,133 98.4 
51,555 98.3 

98.0251248 
,",.753,056 
,",.791,995 

91,970 97.2 
89,443 rt/.2 

Hage<mwn, MJ).PA·WV 88,225 rt/2 
Fitchburg-t.eominster. MA 79,339 96.S 

98.2FayallSVili"'Spt!ngdaIe, AR 72.040 
70,745 98.2 

257,453 95.4 
75,450 94.7 

183,521 94.4 
Falls.IA 100,755 93.1 , 

.," 

1~4,323 93.1 
98,640 92.9 
el,151 92.0 
70.311 92.0 

91.6112,627 
91.169,101 
90.953,569 
90.575.936 

119,883 90.3 
515,187 90.2 
304,011 99.7 

76,122 89.6 
89,1187,106 

108,7n 89.0 
88.655.BS9 

140,494 88.3 
156,782 88.1 
52,179 88.0 

Farg",Moorhead, NJ).MN 108,406 87.7 
83,885 87.3 

87.3LitUe Rock-North UttIe Rock, AR 266,637 
395,934 86.9 

86,856,216 
90,426 56.8 

86.699,567 
86.441 i IL 

http:Falls.IA
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TABLE H·Z: ~UMBER ~D PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS IN CeNTRAl PlACES. 
BY URBANIZED AREA. 1990 

WI 80.352 
II Fl 627.128. 

I~ 60.633 
CA 66.~ 

Il 105.227 
80.369 

483.427 
83.312 
99.962 

CII'/. SO,505 
TX·T8xarkana. AR 54~ 

OR 157.352 
152.217 

I VA 1.097,846 
Collins, CO 97.758 
Antonio. TX 935.933 

.TX 465.622 
GA 106.812 
NH 79.662 

WI 49.676 
WA 94.540 

IN 71.035 
CA 210.943 
IN 59.459 

FL 124.773 
In<!lanapolls. IN 731.327 

I 

Ila!'d•• IA 108,751 
ColoradO Springs. CO 2SO.995 

65 Springfield, OH 70.467 
98 Odessa, TX 89.599 
67 Columbus. GA~AL 173.196 
98 Madison. WI 191.262 
69 Fresno. CA 354.202 
70 />2·CA 54.923 
70 NM 384,736 
70 639.599 

Tulsa. 367.302 

85.2 
84.9 
84.9 
84.S 
84.5 
84.3 
84.3 
84.2 
84.1 
83.7 
83.' 
99.2 
83.1 
83.0 
62.9 
62.9 
62.S 
62.3 
62.3 
S1.4 
61.4 
SO.7 
SO.5 
80.3 
SO.O 
79.9 

79.9 
79.6 
79.5 
16.9 
16.5 
16.3 
78.1 
77.' 
77.' 
77.4 
77.4 

75.494 
48.761 

1.536.559 
62.126 

125.736 
57,483 
77.759 
94,440 
78.331 
99.922 

103,590 
390.110 
164.730 
98.858 

11 

77.. 
78.7 
16.6 
76.3 
74.9 
74.8 
73.1 
72.9 
71.9 
71,8 
71.8 
71.7 
71.4 
70.8 
70.5 
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TABLE H-2: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS IN CENTRAL PlACES,• BY URBANIZED AREA. 1990 

84 Medforo. OR 

85 Ptovo-omm, ur 

85 f(:l. 


86 Fort Wayne. IN 

87 Laf__1Lalayatl1>, IN 

88 i Savannah, GA 

89' Racine, WI 

90 Salem,OR 

91 _ Creek, MI 

92 EllIhart.QoslJen, IN 

93 OH-MI 

94 Me. 

94 NC 

94 Jackson, MS 

95 Altoona, PA 

Davenpotl-Rock Istand-Mollne, IA-IL 
97 Portsmouth-Cover-Rochester, NH·ME 

Lynchburg, VA 
GainesVi!!B. FL 
Lanslng·Easl lensing, MI 

100 Rockford, IL 
101 	 Columbus, OH 

McAlien-Edinburg-Mission, TX 
Lima,OH 
Mansfield, OH 
Sl Cloud, MN 

106: Des MointlS, lA 
107 OI!Ja/loma Oily, OK 
108 MObi", At. 
109 Wausau, WI 
110 Steubenvill&-W..rton, OH-W·PA 
I I 1 S_ Collage, PA 
112 SpoI<ane. WA 
113 Reno.NV 
114 Athens. GA 
115 Yakima. WA 
115 South _Mishawaka, IN·MI 
116 W_ry.CT 
118 Elgin. IL 
117 Ocala,FL 
118 ErIe;PA 
119 Peoria, Il 
120 Baton Rouge, LA 
121 Charlottesville. VA 
122 Gneen Bay, WI 
123 Lake CIlar..., LA 
124 Callas-fort Worth, TIC 
t25 	Houston, TX 
125 San Jose, CA 
126 Santa Rosa, CA 
127 	Honolulu, HI 
I 27 	Stamford. CT-NY 

46,951 
154.383 
405,291 
173,072 
59.671 

137.560 
54,298 

107,786 
53.330 
67.424 

332,943 
40,961 

207.951 
196.637 
51,881 

178,696 
77.597 
59,049 
84.770 

177,998 
139,426 
832.910 
175,480 

45,549 
SO,627 
46,a12 

193.181 
513.328 
196,278 
37.060 
44.249 
36.923 

177.198 
133.851) 
45.734 
54,821 

146.119 
108.961 
77.010 
42.045 

108,718 
145.758 
219.531 

40,341 
96,486 
70.560 

1.870.847 
1.694,403 

837,806 
113,313 
365,272 
108,056 

70.1 
70.0 
70.0 
59.7 
69.8 
59.3 
69.2 
68.6 
68.4 
68.3 
68.1 
68.0 
68.0 
68.0 
67.8 
87.7 
67.5 
67.3 
67.2 
67.1 
67.1 
67.0 
66.7 
66.4 
66.2 
65.9 

85.8 
65.' 
65.2 
64.6 
64.0 
63.6 
63.5 
62.6. 
82.4 
62.3 
62.3 
62.2 
62.2 
61.8 
61.2 
60.1 
6O.a 
59.7 
59.S 
59.3 
58.5 
58.4 
58.' 
58.2 
57.7 
57.7 



I 

TABLE H·2: NUMBeR AND peRC"NTAGE OF PERSONS IN CENTRAL PLACES, 
BY URBANIZED AREA. 1990 , .' 

. Patl<ersbllrg, WV.()H 

._n,MA 

141 
1 
1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

_ ..!leld. CA 
Alo'''IIlOrla, LA 
t.oraln-Elyrla, OH 
Lowell, MA·NH 
Danbu/y,CT 
Mllw<wkee, WI 
_le,NC 
Williamsport, PA 
Appleton-Neenah, WI 
Wilmington, He 
Aorenee, SC 
Knoxville, TN 
Roanoke. VA 
WotalStar, MA·CT 
Fort Myars.(;apo Coral, FL 
Porllantl. ME 
&riington, NO 
Akron,OH 
New Britain, CT 
Aorence,AL 
San Diego, CA 
Hamilton,OH 
Aurora,IL 
Now York, NY·Northeastern NJ 

TN-GA 
,MA-NH 

PA-NJ 
MI 

MI 

CA 

WV·KY.()H 

VT 
MS 

33,862 
92.768 

174,101 
49,188 

127,991 
103,439 
65,535 

685,_ 
61.607 
31,933 
88,914 
68,530 
29,913 

185,121 
96,397 

169,759 
119,215 
64,368 
39,498 

279,477 
75.491 
36,426 

1,219,597 
61.368 
99.561 

9,243,008 

152.466 
121,625 
646.847 
268,348 
26,184 
69,512 
54,909 

202,794 
109,592 
80,277 

234,791 
97,094 
37,446 

297.7«1 
70,576 

498,691 
3;229,175 

115,168 
85,571 
30,495 
78.466 
63,535 
76.836 

127 

57.7 
57.7 
57.5 
57.2 
57.1 
56.9 
56.4 

.55.9 
55.8 
55.6 
55.3 
54.8 
54.5 
54.2 
54.1 
63.8 
53.6 
53.5 
53.3 
52.9 
62.8 
52.S 
51.9 
51.9 
51.9 
6L4 

61.3 
61.2 
SO.7 
SO.4 
49.9 
49.6 
49.6 
49.4 
49.4 
48.9 
48.9 
49.5 
47.9 
47.9 
47.9 
47.7 
47.5 
47.1 
47.0 
46.3 
46.3 

'46.1 
45.0 
44.9 
43.6 
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TABlE H-2; NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS IN CENTRAL PLACES. 
BY URBANIZED AREA. 1990 


. Petersburg·CI_r. FL 

170 Cumbertand.~VVV 
171 Grand Rapids. MI 
, 72 Flint. MI 
173 Los Angoltl$. CA 
174 New LondOn-Norwlch. or 

Sy'""U.... NY 
Reading. PA 

175 New Haven-Meriden. CT 
176 $paI1anburg, SO 
1n Wheeling. VVV-Qli
In POtliand-Van""uvar,OR-WA 
176 Buffalo-Niagara FailS. NY 
179 Youngstown-Warren, OH 
179 Hid«>ry. Ne 
179 Loulsvllla.I<Y-IN 
180 PhIladelphia. PA-NJ 
181 Melbourne-Palm Bay. FL 
, B2 Anniston. AL 
183 B_ora. 1.10 
184 MUSksgon.MI 

5acraniarlto. CII 

'~:I~~F:ran:~Ci!ICt>OaI<Iand. CII11 NY 
189 P_Paulucket. RI·MA 
189 Las NV 

191 Yuba CIIy. (:A 
192 WA 
192 
193 
194 I r Paul.MN 
195 VVV 
196 Richmond. VA 
197 Boston. MA 
196 Bremerton, WA 
199 Binghamton. NY 
200 Hartfoni-MiddIetown, CT 
200 Riverside-San BernWdino. CA 
200 Mlami-Hialeah. FL 
201 Scranton-WilkM-8arre. PA 
202 Panama City, FL 

.203 Shamn. PA·OH 
204 Sanla Cruz. CA 

DatrolL 1.11 
FaY8tlBvllle. NO 
Danvar. CO 
Cleveland. OH 

209 Cincinnati, OH~KV •
210 Tr_•• NJ·PA 
210: OH 
211 ,Ne 

23.706 
189.126 
140.761 

4.631.936 
65.931 

163.660 
76.380 

189.953 
43,467 
34.862 

483.699 
389.963 
146.525 

28.301 
305.385 

1.703.818 
122,278 

26.623 
736.01. 

40.283 
414.050 

1.384.865 
231.636 
315.632 
25e.o54 
617.428 

27.437 
176.664 
619.322 

33,840 
728,953 

57,287 
203.056 
941,009 
37.991 
63,008 

182.501 
380.669
839_'9'

129.328 
34.376 
17,493 
49.040 

1,188.428 
15.695 

461,572 
505.618 
364.040 

88.675 
162.044 

43.4 
43.3 
43.2 
42.' 
42.2 
42.1 
42.1 
42.1 
41.5 
41.3 
41.3 
40.9 
40.5 
40.5 
40.5 
40.4 
40.0 
39.1 
38.9 
37.9 
37.7 
37.6 
37.4 
37.3 
37.0 
36.1 

35.6 
35.5 
35.5 
35.4 
35,0 
34.8 
34.4 
33.9 
33.8 
33.5 
33.4 
33.4 
33.' 
33.3 
33.2 
33.1 
32.2 
32.1 
31.3 
3o.e 
30.1 
30.0 
2:9.7 
2:9.7 
2:9.6 

http:MUSksgon.MI
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TABLE H·i: NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS IN CENTRAL PLACES, 
BY URBAN~D AREA, 1990 

2121 Columbia, SC 
Louis, MO-IL 

PietC&, FL 

2' ,FL2:;1 ~~~:~.~P~Ah, 
Lau_Hollywood-Pompano Beach, FL 

Falls. NY 
PA 
50 

City. NJ 
HlIIt)Or. MI 

95,943 
567.831 
36.830 
55.551 
61.921 . 

343.485 
15.023 

395.89558_ 
m.836 

58,165 
37,958 
12,818 

29.2 
29.2 
29.2 
29.7 
28.0 
'lJ.7 
26.6 
23.7 
23.5 
23.1 
22.9 
22.3 
22.2 

Palm _·Boca R.lOn·Delray Beach. FL 
FL 

FL 
.50 

UT 
NY 


Fl 

FL 

DE·NJ·MO-PA 

116.258 
94.740 
19.505 
60,41. 

438,146 
159,7'lJ 
28.844 
21.471 

184,693 
71,529 
44.639 

22.2 
21.3 
20.7 
20.' 
20.3 
20.2 
19.4 
19.1 
18.6 
15.9 
15.6 

.' 

Sou",,: G_ Populdon CMraotllrls1icS. Urbanized At.... 1990 Census 
01 Popula1lon, 1992, Wa.shinglOn. DC: ButeaU 01111. Census. 
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PREFACE 

Since the introduction of the President's first National Orug 
Control Strategy in 1989, the American public has substantially 
reduced ita cocaine use. According to the National Household 
Survey on Drug Abuse, 8~2 million Americans used cocaine at least 
once in 1988. By 1991, this figure had declined by over 25 
percent. This decline was even more pronounced among 
adolescents, whose use of cocaine fell b~ almost 63 percent. 

Despite ~hese gains, there remains 8 persistent. hard·core group
of cocaine users, who have not responded to conventional anti 
drug approaches. We estimate that there were approximately 2.1 
million hard-core cocaine users in 1991, an increase of 9 percent 
from 1990., For these users, cocaine use is a compulsion that 
costs thousands of dollars per year and prOduces a myriad of , 
complications, including a disrupted family lifer reduced earning 
power, degraded health, and troub~e with the law. 

Cocaine's strong physiological and psychological effects promote 
continuing use. The intense sensation of cocaine euphoria alone 
is a compelling behavioral reinforcement. The depression and 
fatigue associated with cessation following an extended period of 
consumption encourages additional use to relieve symptoms. 
Heavy cocaine users have great difficulty breaking this cycle of 
use. Reducing the number of heavy cocaine users continues to 
chal~enge medical professionals, law enforcement officials, and 
government policy makers. 

If we are to make progress in reducing the number of heavy 
cocaine users, we must better understand the characteristics of 
this group and how they differ from othsr drug users. ThiS 
report describes the demographic characteristics of the heavy 
user. It also provides useful information about their drug 
consumption patterns, their involvement with the cr~m~nal 1ust1ce 
system, and the spacial health problems they face. 

Since no one national survey en drug abuse provides enougb

information to develop a complete profile of the drug using 

populat~en, the ana~YB18 draws upon information fra. four 

separate data sources. These sources depict drug use by 

householders, arrestses, hard-core'street addicts, and those who 

require emergency medical services. 


Using the" d6ta sources, the analysis found that heavy cocaine 
users are twice as likely to be men as they are to be women; that 
minority group members are overrepresented among tbe heavy users; 
that a large percentage are unemployed and exist on marginal 

"incomes: and# that most beavy users live in urban areas. 
Additional~y. the report foun~ that most heavy cocaine users 
supplement their cocaine use with alcohol, sedatives, marijuana, 
heroin, and amphetamines; that many of the heavy users have 



, 
I 

j 	recent involvement with the criminal justice system; that a good
! 	portion of the heavy cocaine users have poor health, and, that 
" 	 many exhibit behaviors that put them at risk for IIlV infection, 

principally by'injecting drugs. 

The Nat10nal Drug Control Strategy promotes programs that seek to 
limit the availability of drugs and mitigate the harmful effects 

I 	 of drug use. It supports effective outreach programs, like the 
t 	National AIOS Oemonstration Research Project, which have proven
t 	effective in getting heavy users, particularly those who inject, 
I 	 into drug treatment. In addition, it will continue to pursue 
l 	 ef~orts that seek to improve the overall effectiveness of drug 
! 	 treatment so that relapse~ which often OCcurs after clients leave 

treatment, 1s minimized. 

The Strategy also will continue to support efforts to develop 
medLcatlons that will aid in the treatment of cocaine-addiction. 
And most importantly, the Strategy will continue to follow 
policLes that expand the capacity of the National treatment 
system so that all those who need and can benefit from treatment 
have the opportunity to receive it. 

DR. LEE P. BROWN 
Director. Office of National 

Drug Control Policy 

l , 
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Introduction 

Coc:aine use exploded in American sOCiety in the 19708 and 
early 1ge05 -- ~ncreas1ng from five million Americans who 
reported ever using cocaine in 1974 to 22 million jus~ eight 
years later.l This unpreceden~ed increase was further fueled in 
the 19805 by the appearance of a highly potent. inexpensive, 
sreckable form of cocaine--crack, 

Since ~he Nation intensified its war on drugs in the 
mid-19S()s, Americans have hardened their attitudes against 
i:licit drug use, and the appeal of cocaine to mOSt users has 
diminished. In fact, since 1988, there are almost 2 million 
fewer cocaine users. l . 

Still, a core of heavy cocaine users remains.) For these 
people, cocaine use is a compulsion costing them thousands of 
dollars a year and produc1ng a myriad of comp~icat1ons, including 
disrupt!!d family life, reduced earning power. degraded hee.lth~ 
and trouble with the law. ~heir use also creates costs to 
sOCiety because they clog the criminal justice system, sometimes 
overwhelm local drug treatment programs, and force the pub~ic 
health and welfare systems to cope with the unfortunate 
consequences of drug uSe. 

These data are derived from Cocaine Use in America: Epidemiologic and 
Clinical Perspeccives, ed, N. Kozel and E. Adams, NIOA Research Monograph 61 
(~ockvil1e: o.partment of Health and Human Services, 1985). 

1 According to the National Household Survey on Drug Abuse (NHSDA), ~ 
fincings 1988, Table 2.1, 8.2 million Americans used cocaine at some time 
during 1988. According to tabulatlons of the 1991 NHSDA. pet formed by Abc 
AssQciates, 6.1 million Americans used cocaine at some time during 1991, 

1 Heavy nStrs are those who "9nSIStently used cocaine at leasl onct' a week In the prior 12 
month period, Excluded from thiS group are those who Ilte recent inWates, more sporadic users,
and thost who have experimented with bllt have Since StOPP~ USing cocame. Because (If the 
consistent oonslimptlon pautrn Implied by thiS defll:'UtlOO, heavy users would be vulneTablt to 
cocaine's psychological and phYSiological attractions and, unless the quanuues consumed each 
time were very sma.ll. 10 liS fimmclal demands, 
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~ho Are the Heavy Cocaine Users1 

Four data sources were used in ~hi5 report: the National 
Household Survey on Drug Abuse (NHSDA), National AIDS 
pemonstrat1on Research (NAOR) Project, The Drug Use ForecaSting 
(DUF) Program, and the Drug Abuse warning Network (DAWN). A 
discussion of these sources including t~eir limitations can be 
found at Appendix A. 

i Because using cocaine is illegal, users are generally 
evasive when asked abou~ their drug-using behavior. Thus, any 
profile of heavy users drawn from nstional survey data is 
~mperfect at best. When national survey data are combined with 
data based upon criminal justiCe and health care system 
encounters, however, a fairly reliable profile of heavy cocaine 
users emerges., 

The lure of cocaine 

Cocaine use is highly re1nforcing~ It is a drug that~ given 
unlimited access, laboratory animals will select over food -
nearly to the point of starvation,· Because of cocaine's 
powerfully reinforcing capabilities. users are prone to binges, 
qonsuming large quantities over short periods of time. The binge 
is characteristically followed by a "crash~", or depression k which 
~ncourage$ further use of cocaine or 0~her.drug9 to alleviate 
discomfor't~ 

I Heavy cocaine use is also expensive. Heavy users among 
arras~ees claimed ~o spend SlOO to 300 a week on cocaine;~,those 
.~ho admi tt:ed both heavy heroin and coca.1ne use claimed to spend 
~bout 5450 a week on drugs. 6 Heavy users who answered the 1991 
NHSDA claimed to spend jus~ under S100 per week on cocaine. 
Escalating use may lead users to diver~ income from other needs,• , 

• i,e, Aigner and R.L. Ba1lcer. ~ChQice Sehavior in Rhesus Monkeys: 
Cocaine versus rood,~ Science, 2Ql (1978):534·535, For fureher discussion of 
c~caine studies in animals see Chris Johanson. "Assessment of the Depondence 
Potential of Coc;:aine 1n Animals." in Cocaine: Pharmacology. Effects and 
Treatment of Abuse, ed, J. Grabowski. NIDA Research Monogra?h 50. (Rockville: 
J~partmenc of He.lth and Human Services. 1984). 

~ ! Based on the 1990 OUF da::a, $100 is the medi'an response from 
respondents who ~dmitted using cocaine on 11 ::0 20 days per mon::h during which 
::~ey' did r.ot. also use heroin on 10 or more days; $300 is t,ne m6C1ian response 
f~r those who vsed cocaine on 21 or more days.
i 
; to AccordlnlZ to OUP data. arrUltt5 who used both h1:fOln and cocatnf on 11-20 days per 

mOOlh spend a meUmn amount of abollt S300 ~r w~k on drugs. Thost' who uSC' both ~gs on 
2 J or more cays per month spend $600 ptf WffK, 
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including :amily expenses and ~ealth maintenance. Intensified 
use may also increasingly disrupt a conventional ·life-s~yle, 
compounding ~he difficulty of recovery from compulsive use. For 
those with limited resources, crime may ultimately become a means 
to afford drugs. 

Nu'mber of HeaVY Cocaine Users 

The NHSDA excludes those who are no~ homeless but whose 
residential ties are too uns~able for them to be counted as part 
of a household, and those who, if part of a household are 
unlikely to answer surveys. ~liowever ~ this population is well 
represented in date collected by the DUF. Although it is true 
that nOt all heavy drug users are arrested at some time in their 
drug-us~ng careers. a large proportion ere, so the criminal 
justice system provides valuable supplemental data when counting 
heavy drug users.? 

Converting the OVF data into estimates of heavy drug users 
throughout the criminal justice system required adopting 
assumptions about how the arrest process works and then applying 
mathematical models and statistical analysis. Methods for making 
that conversion have been described elsewhere,' 

After applY.ing those conversion methods, we derived a 
composite estimate of the number of cocaine users by adding 
estimates from the Household Survey to estimates from DUF. and 
then subtracting the overlap. We estimated there were over 2.1 
million heavy cocaine users in 1991, and the number of heavy 
users has changed little over the last four years (see Table 1). 
There were an estimated 5.5 million casual users, and their 
numbers have declined since 1988. 

• 


See :he ciscussion of criminal justice involvemen~. PI 12. 

~ ';he me:hodology is described in .... Rhodes. "Synthe:t:iC Estimation 
Ap?~ie-d ::0 ::he Prevalence of Drug vse," Journal of Drug Iuuu (in pun). 
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TABLE 1 
,Estimated Number of Heavy and Casual Users of 

Cocaine 1988-1991 
, 
\ 

NHSDA 
Cocaine 

Heavy 
i Ca.sual 
I 

DfiF 
Cocaine 

1 Heavy 
I 

COMPOSITE 
Cocaine 

I Heavy
I Casual 

884,148 
7.347,000 

1.587.052 

2.082,321 
7,347,000 

776.765 
6.466,000 

1,884,778 

2,334,509 
6.466,000 

668.328 
5,585.000 

1. SOl, 351 

1,965,544 
5,585,000 

625,000 
5,440,000 

-1,790,946 

2.142,597 
5,440,000 

Sciurces: NHSDA 1988, 1990. 1991; Dl:F 1988, t989, 1990; \Jni£orm.Ct"ime 
I Reporcs 1988. 1989, 1990 

~ The demographics of heavy users 

As discussed above. the NHSDA identifies few heavy cocaine 
us'ers and those who are identified differ in some respects f;-om,
those found in the populations sampled for OUF, NAOR and OAWN 
(see Table 2).' In the DUF data, the heavy cocaine users are 
arrestees; 1n NADR, they are likely to be heavy drug users who 
are not in treatment and who are injectLng drugs: in the DAWN 
data. the heavy cocaine users have sought emergency medical 
treatmen~. Nevertheless, the profiles of heavy cocaine users 
based on each of these data sources are similar. although the 
degree to which characteriStics are exhibited is less pronounced 
in the NHSDA .. 

As Table 2 1ndicates, heavy cocaine users are ~wice as 
likely to be men than they are ~o be women. Blacks and Hispanics 
ere overr~presented among heavy users. Fewer than one-quarter 
live with a spouse or other partner. About 75 percent of the 
heavy users identified in the NHSOA live in urban areas with 
populations in excess of 250,000. The NADR. OUF and DAWN samples 
are also drawn from urban populations, 

•l 9 These four sample$ are not equivalent. 7hey are not demographically 
matched nor have they b~en derived using the Same level of precision. They are 
presented here for descriptive purposes only, 
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Although all heavy users identified in these data sets have 
similar characteristics, those in the non-NHSDA samples show 
larger concentrations of Blacks and many more unemployed persons. 
Only 25 percent Of the NHSOA sample of heavy users are unemployed 
compared with 71 percent and 57 percent in ~he DUF and NAOR 
samples respectively. ~o Only 31 percent of the NAOR population 
hold full- or part-time jobs (see Figure 1). Heavy cocaine users 
in the' non-NHSDA samples:: are also older and less educated, on 
average, than the NHSDA population of heavy users . 

......- .---

.=:;..~- ---- I 
Figure 1 

AS these data show, a large percentage of heavy users are 
unemployed and ex"ist on. marginal income!L However I heavy cocaine 
use is found at higher SOCioeconomiC levels as,well. Data from 
the NHSOA show that 5 percent of the heavy users are college
graduates, 20 percent live in a household where the primary wage 
earner holds a professional or managerial pOSition, and 5 percent 
earn over 530.000 per year. More than half are full-time or 
part~time workers~ and 17 percent are either homemakers or adults 
enrolled in school. 

10 Responden:s are ou~side of the labor ror,e if they are unemployed. 
retired. rely on welfare, ar engage in illegal activi~ies as ~h*ir primary 
means of support, 

1: 7he DUt papulation is restricted to adults. AS juvenl1es have separate 
booking facili~ies. 
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TABLE 2 

CHARACTERISTICS OF CASUAL AND HEAVY COCAINE USERS 
, 

IRACE . 
Black 

White 

HiSpanic 

Other 


(Subtotal) 

EMPLOYMENT STATUS 
FT or PT Employment 
Out of the Labor Force 
In SChool. Homemaker. 
Oisabled.Ret~red.Other 

;( Subtotal) 
j 

INCOME 'LESS THAN 59,000 
LIVE IN URB~ AREA 

(.250,000) 

AGE 
12-17 
18-25 
26-34 
3S- , 

, ( Subtotal) 
I 

EDUCATioN 
12-17 Years Olds 
< High SChool Diploma 
.to High School Diploma

1 ( Subtotal ) 

HARRIED OR COMMON LAW 

SEX ! 
Male 
Female 

I'SubtotalJ , 
':'ot:al Heavy Cocaine 
USers in Sample'

j 

CASUA~' NHSDA' 

13 % 
75 

9 
3 

( 100%) 

54 % 
21 

15 
(100%) 

42 % 

70 % 

5 % 
36 
31 
28 

(100% ) 

S % 
22 
73 

(100%) 

33 % 

66 t 
34 

(lOOt) 

33 % 
42 
21 

3 
(lOOl) 

58 % 
25 

17 

( 100\ ) 


SO % 

75 % 

7 % 
36 
40 
17 

(100% ) 

7 
44 " 
49 

(lOOl) 

20 % 

56 % 
44 

(100%) 

N.62S, 000' 

DUFl 

,67 
20 
1< 

l • ) 
( 100%) 

24 % 
71 

5 
(100%) 

83 % 

( ,) 

27 

48 

25 


(100%) 


75 % 
25 

(100%) 

22t 

63 t 
37 

( lOOt) 

N-3,621 

NADR) 

56 % 
18 
24 

2 
(lOOl) 

31 \ 
57 

12 
(100%) 

( ') % 
15 
46 
39 

(100%) 

56 % 
44 

(100%) 

71 l 
29 

( 100%) 

N.34,OOO 

DAWN" 

58 l 
33 

(.) 

9 
(100%) 

6 % 
(I) 

66 \ 
34 

N·eO,355 

~:ote: ~etail may riot add to total due :0 rounding. 

N.~,o~.l "01.01.."0;''' lur"• ., l)1t (:IN. /U:I ...... J991. 


~r~1I ~ .. rOrI.ClIltH'I<J PI'09rl."" .990: 


~.tlo";.l :'r:l.tlt"U on ~: ..q A.Il ...... t!ll.oo~.•• ""t::111 =.,.o",,,atrat;on ..... fi:I'I. l'Ht.~l"l. 


,rut iD.... "'.tf.. ~.9 ,... ,.".r... :9'., . 
·:':U.l.r·, • .("0::1,,4.' ", ••p.rut ."d ,n".t ••e~.~ '1ro4,a. 

L... -:"'I.n • "'reaM. 

~t. ttll"''' lot :.vr .l;.~ lnct ..da. H. ;arol.,n of thl. '''1IP1...1'1.. raport ia.,al .(:Nrc... of iM_ a. ttlau' pr1."rr HIC"". 

:l'{I .... r '.9•• 1f> ;:A\oI'M r.,Hll"tl.d ",I'''' non'l'","';Ol.tl.ol. '19'. 0 ....... ., 
~hi. tl. tn. ~u~O.t of ~••v., ¢~c•• ,.,......t. ,roj.,,~.d to t~ total U.S, popul.t)~ fro- w.~fht.d T••P~".', 
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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 homeless, are better able to avoid eontact with the law, 
and are more likely to seek medical attention through private 
physicians than thrOugh emergency rooms. II 

In short. all four data sets provide a glimpse of specific 
segments of the larger population of heavy eoca1ne users. The 
characteristics and behaviors of heavy drug users may not be 
reflected accurately in the NHSDA because heavy users often do 
no~ live in permanent housing; nonetheless, the NHSDA captures 
that segment of heavy users who live in households. The heavy
cocaine users who are reached by the NHSDA heve characteristics 
that are Similar to but lass pronounced than those of heavy users 
described using DUF, NADR, and DAWN. 

Heavy cocaine users oonsumg A variety of other drygs 

Although drug users are often characterized in terms of 
their drug of preference (heroin addicts, cocaine users), few 
heavy users consume only one drug, even when drug preference is 
strongly dr1ven by physiological dependence. Heavy user9 of 
cocaine are most often polydrug user. (see Table :3). They • 
frequently use alcohol, marijuana, heroin and sedatives, or other 
drugs to offset the rush associated with heavy cocaine use and to 
ease the aftermath or "crashing- phe.nomanon. 13 

Cocaine may also not be the primary drug of abuse even among
tl'lose who u.e 1t regularly. Many daily heroin users add a 
substantial amount of cocaine in what one heroin addict referred 
to as a *bonus .!1114 in an injected combination known as a 
.•speedball. • Sixty-nine percent of the NAOR sample of heavy 
cocaine users a190 use herOin, and 41 percent report daily herOin 
use~ Twenty-six percent of the heavy cocaine users in the PUF 
sample are current heroin ~sers. and 16 percent of them use 
heroin daily. 

AlCOhOl 1s the most often used companion drug for heavy
cocaine users. A quarter of the heavy cocaine users in the NHSOA 
SAmple and over half in the NADR sample are also frequent 

12 Kiddl.-incoae and low-income drug users are probably equally ltkely to 
seek emergency roo. creACDent for acute reactions. Neverthel•••• in 1990. 
about half of .11 ...rgency room contacts wete due to ~chronic eff.ct.,~ 
~wi~hdraw.1,- or "I••king detoxification- (PAWN 1990, Table 2.14). It migh~ 
b. assumed that aiddle·claaa users would be more lIkely to leek medIcal care 
from private physicians And from' clinic. for theae non Acut. h••leh problem3. 

11 D. strug et 41 .. ·Patterns of Cocaine Use among Kethadone Clients, 

International Journal of the Addiction', Vol, 20, No.8 (1985):1171. 


t. D. Hunt at a1., ~Th8 COltly Bonus: Cocaine Related Crime amonS 

Methadone Treatment Clien~$.· Advances in Alcohol and Substance Abuse Vol.
L 

16, No.2 (1987):107·l22. 
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) . 
drinkers. While not shown in this table, data indicate that 
cocaine users consume more alcohol than those who abstain from 
:US1.ng cocaine. Fifteen percent of the heavy cocaine us'ers in the 
NHSDA drank five or more drinks on at least 10 of the prior 30 
:days~ compared with l6 percent of the moderate users and. only 2 
'percent of the cocaine abstainers. 

, Heayy cocaine users are fregyently involved with the 

criminal 1ustiee system " 

1 Research hos shown no inexorable link between d~g use and 
priminal activity (beyond illicit drug use)." Many drug users 
commit no other crimes and many criminals do not consume 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 are 
particularly prominent for heavy users of heroin and cocaine. Ho 

DUF data point to the strong association between 
criminal ·activity and the use of cocaine: roughly 30 percent of 
:arrastees have urine tests that are positive for cocaine~11 

,, " , 

ls'B.A. Cropper. rrohtns the Links DosHI,n Drugs 4nd Crime, NIl Research 
[in Srief. February 1985; M,a. Chaiken and a.D. Johnson. Characterlsc1Cs of 
-Differ.Dc Type. of pryg.lnvolved Offenders. Nl] Issue. and,Practicos aeport 
!(tlCJ 108560). February 1988. 

II 16 S~. K. Tonry and J. Wilson (eds.), Drugs and Crime. (Chicago: 
fniversity of Chlc~go Press. 1989) for a review of che res••reh ln, thts ar.a. 

i 	 .1 This is a national estimate based on DUF data from 22 cities. For 
deceils on how the percentage va. derived. see W. Rhodes. ·Synthetic 
tEstimaeion Applied to the Prevalence of Drug Use,· Jgyrnal of Drug I;sues {in. . 

j.'ress) , 
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TlIlILE 3 

PlmCIlN'l'AGE OF HEAVY COCAINE; USERS 


WHO CONSUME SELEC'I'ED OTHER DRUGS 


NH§12A' !!!.!E' ~' 
HEROIN 

Any Past Month_Use 
\t Waekl.y· 
Daily 

6% 
('l
(' l 

26\ 
20 
16 

69' 
58 
41 

SEDATIVES/TRANQUILIZERS 
Any Past Month Use 

- 2:. Weekly 
Daily 

7 
( • l 
('l 

10 
3 
1 

27 
13 

5 
STIMULANTS/AMPHETAMINES 

Any Psst-Month Use 
2:. Weekly 
D<l11y 

6 
('l 
( ') 

5 
1 
(') 

15 
7 
2 

pcp 
Any Past Month-Use 
2: Weekly
Daily 

1 
(') 
(') 

3 
1 

( ,) 

7 
2 

( ,) 

WlLLUCINOGEHS 
Any Past Month Use 
2:. Weekly
Da11y 

7 
1 

(') 

1 
('l 
(') 

8 
2 
(' ) 

IIAIIl.:7UAlIA 
Any Past Mon.th Use S4 43 69 
2:. Weekly 
Daily 

18 
\I 

12 
6 

44 
19 

ALCOHOL 
Any Past Month Use 
1-11 Times/Month 
12-29 Times/Month 
Daily 

79 
44 
23 
10 

7S 
33 
17 
26 

86 
28 
20 
38 

Total Heavy Cocaine Uaers 
in S_le 11-625,000' N-J,621 N-S4.,138 

••U ......l .......1. ~ .n #f'V9 MNM. 1991. QIn';U_. t~ of 1,10 .IN: ",,"-..I .. m.. 
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ilhi9 1,1_ .....-'1.. 	 Q1M.u...... on t ...~ ., " .. in out .... ptu'.1l*do <Ii.'f'IIofl'_, lttO, 	 tu It.-.,. 
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, Heavy cocaine users are mOre involved in crime than 
abstainers due to economic motivations (they commit crime to 
obtain the resourees to buy expensive drugs). the effeets of the 
:drug itself (they beeome dis inhibited and commit crimes). or 
because of a life-style choice (they participate in both drug use 
,and criminal act!vity ) . As to the latter, drug dealing is a 
natural outgrowth of heavy use because most heavy users will at 
'some point stumble onto the opportunity to distribute a larger 
'amount of. drugs than they consume. Selling drugs helps them to 
maintain their,own supply of drugs and provides supplementary 
income. 

, The 1991 NHSDA asked respondents if they had ever been 
arrested and booked for a crime and* if they had, hoW Q1sny times 
'they had been arrested and booked during the 12 months cefore the 
interv1ew. 1•. Half of the heavy users reported havinq been 
arrested or bookad~ only S percent of those who ab&ta~ned from 
cocaine use had been arrested., Furthermore. 23 percent of the 
heavy users; compared with only 1 percent of those who abstained, 
reported being booked during the year before the interview. 

: NADR respondents ere also heavily involved in criminal 
lactivity. Eighty-one percent·of the heavy users have been 
:incarcerated at some point in their lives. and 30 percent hsve 
been in jail in the last si. months (see Figure 2). No data are 
available concerning tbe specific crimes committed by this group.
I . 

In the DUF sample, 52 percent of all robbery arrestees and 

52 percent of all burglary arresteas test positive for eoeaine, 

indicating recent use .19 
, 

Heavy cQCft1n§ use is ftssQCiate4 with seriQUs health problems 

, Drug use both precipitates and exacerbates health problems 
'among heavy usera. Some problems are triggered by the drug 
~tself# such as cardiac irregularities~ The method of 
administration can also cause problems, such as deviated nasal 
'septa from snorting, respiratory damage from crack smoking, or 
tAIDS from shared injection equipment or unprotected sQual 
factivity while intoxieeted or in exchange for drugs. 

Some health problems are directly related to the use of 
cocaine and can be prevented by abstaining. For others, it is 
more difficult to establish cocaine as the causal agent # given 
I 

, 18 Rupondencs are told. that being booked _aM chat: "you were uken into 
jcuscodY'4nd proceased by the poliee or by someone connected with the courts, 
:even if you weu then rele.sed." Reapcndent:. were told to ignore minor 
:traffic violations. 

l' Urinalysis detects eocaine for up to two or three day! after U5e. Not 
'all of those who test positive for eocaine are heavy uaera, but 58 pereent of 
larrescees who a~it coeaine us. report that they u.e COCaine on more than 10 
,days per month., 
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the other drugs used (alcohol. heroin. tranquilizers) and the 
eften careless l~fe-style and poor access to health care that 
acCOmpanies heavy use. In short~ heavy cocaine users have many 
medioal needs and make signifioant demands on the health care 
syste.m~ < 

Salf-reported heAlth status 

Both the NHSOA and the NADR surveys include ,questions 
regarding the respondent's health status. In both caaes# heavy 
cooaine use was associated with a poorer (self-reported) health 
status. NHSDA data indicate that 26 percent ot heavy users 
reported their health u 'fair' or ·poor." OOOIpared with 13 
percent of more moderate users and 12 percent of those who 
abstained. Furthermore, heavy users in this sample were twice as 
likely as abstainers to have hzld motor vehicle accidents. Keavy 
cocaine users were also more likely to have been absent from WOrk 
due to illness in the previous month (39 percent) than were 
abstainers (32 percent). And. six percent of the heavy users 
lost seven Or more days of work in the pr10r 30 days compared 
with 2 percent Of the abstainers. 

In the !'IADR s .... ple. only 16 percent of heavy users reported 
their hesltn to be "excellent." Furthermore. 20 percent reported 
having had hepatitis~ 4 percent, tuberculosis: and 10 percent, 
syphilis.. S~ilar health date are not available for the our and 
NHSDA samples. 

fetal exposure 

One of the most tragic problems associated with cocaine use 
results from uPQsing fetuses to cocaine. Fetal. cocaine eJtposure 
has been 8ssociated with low blrtn wsight and pr....ature birth. A 
recent study conducted at Harlem HospitalB indicates that . 
hospital costa at discharge for cocaine-exposed infants were over 
$5.000 more than for unexposed infants. These additional costs 
result partly from longer stays in the hospital awaiting social 
service evaluation or foster care placement services. The report 
also indicates that the dlscnarge costs for intants exposed to 
crack and to cocaine.in combination with other substances were 
even higher than for cocaine e1posure alone. 

Almost a third of the heavy users are women of childbearing 
sge., In the NAOR s&lDple, 8 percent of the wotaen who were using
cocaine weekly or more report be1ng pregnant·at the t1me of the 
interv1ev~ Estimates of the number of fetal cocaine exposures 
vary. In the !'Iationsl Maternal and Infant Health Survey (NMIHS). 
an estimated 46.700 pregnant women stopped using cocaine after 
r~cogn1z1ng that they were pregnant: however, 22,400 women 

. %0 C. Phibb. et al .. -The Neonatal Coscs of Maternal Cocaine Use,· 
Journal of the ~t1san Medical Associacion. Vol. 226, No. 11 (S.ptember 18. 
1991) : 1521·1526. 
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,continued to use cocaine after knowing that they were 
pregnant.l~ Other estimates of pregn~nt cocaine users range 
from 91,500 to over 250,000." 

Risk of HIV in£eetion 

As with other drugs, heavy cocaine users who inject drugsIare at risk for HIV infection. Of the heavy users in the NHSDA, 
117 percent reported they had injected cocaine during the 12 
~months before the survey. Seventy~one percent snorted it and S4 
;percent smoked it. 

i In the OUF semple, arrestees were asked their preferred 
;method of cocaine use: 23 percent reported injection as the 
preferred method. Seven percent preferred snorting it: S4 
:percent preferred smoking it as crack, and the rest preferred to 
'freebase. 
I 
, Among the heavy coca1.ne users in the NADR sample, 81 percent 
;had injected cocaine in the prior six months~ The high frequency
,of injection by those in the NAOR s .... ple can be explained by the 
~fQCUS of the NAOR project, HIV prevention end education. 

In the DAWN data, injection was identified as the route of 
iadmin1strat1on between 22 percent and 32 percent of all mentions 
10£ cocaine .. U 

1 Deltl'! 

• Medical examiners report drug-related deaths to DAWN. 
(During 1991, 3,081 deaths could be attributed to cocaine alone or 
;1n combination with other drugs",'· 

%1 Tabulations of the NKlHS performed by g, Gro•• ana V. Leiter of Abt 
:AasO~iate8 Inc. aeeause the NKIHS 1•• mail survey. it undoubtedly suff~r$ 
!from t.he same probl•• a. tn. NHSDA: heavy drug users, who often are homeleu 
:or transient. are 11kely to be underrepresented. In the survey, and. those who 
lansver the surv.y .-y Geeline to .date their drug use. Estimates based on the 
:NKIHS should 0. considered to b. lover limits. ' 

1 %t Ceneral Accounting Office, Drug Exposed Infane4j A Ceneration at 
'R!sk. (lJa$hington D,C,: Ceneral Aecount.1ng Office, 1990). 

f 21 The route of administration was unknown for 32·pereent of ehe 
"emergency room mentien. of cocaine. The lover 11mit 1. the reported 
:pereencage; ch., upper lhlic is the reported percentage divi4ed by 0.68, 

1 24 National Institute en Drug Abuse, *Release of Third and Fourth Quarter 
1991 'OA~ Medical EXaminer Data,- memo from Mark Barn.,. Counsel to the 
~secretuy for Drug Abu.. Policy. August U.' 1992. 

12, 

I 

http:coca1.ne


Other problems ~esult from heavy CocAine use 

Based on the, NHSDA; we know that heavY cocaine use engenders 
other soc1al and economic problems that affect the user, his or 
her family and friends, and employer. Table" reports a list of 
problems that weekly cocaine users attributed to drug use. While 
these problems (e.g •• "argued with family or friends') are 
certainly not experienced exclusively by heavy drug users, it is 
notable that the respondents attr1buted these problema to their 
own drug use. 

TlUILII: .. 
SOCIAL/EMOTIONAL PROBLEMS ASaOCIATIIIl Wl:TB 

. HUVY COCAIH1: USJ: 
(in percentsge of heavy u • ...,..) 

47t Argued with family or friends 
51t Had difficulty thinking clearly
45t Felt irritable or upset 
44\ Became depressed or 10Bt interest in things 
40t Felt nervous or anxious 
34t Felt alone or isolated 
33t Found problems harder to handle 
34t Felt distrustful or suspicious 
32' Got less work done at sChool or on .the job 
18t "ad health problems
7t Had to get emergency medical help 

Source: Naclonal Hou...hold Su:rvey on Drug AbwIe. 1991. Percentage. vere 
adjusted by dividing by 1 minus the percencaga of e•••• where the .n.ver v., 
missing. 

Conclusions 

Heavy cocaine users are more likely to be members ot 
minority graup8* unemployed, in poorer health, -and involved with 
criminal activities than M04e moderate users and abstainers. 
However, the heavy users identified in the NHSDA eshibit these 
characteristics to a lesser degree than the users identified in 
DUF. DAWN and HACR. 

Heavy users found in the NHSDA are more likely to be 
'unemployed than their counterpa4ts who are not using coc~ine as 
frequently. even though many of them have medium to high incomes 
and hold down professional or managerial jobs. They are also 
likely to consUDB.otner illicit drugs in addition to cocaine. and 
those drugs are more likely to be ....rijuana and alcohol than 
heroin. This type of user lives in a large metropolitan area, 
reports poorer health than the more moderate user or the 
abstainer, has more traffic accident~~ and is absent from the 
wo~kplace more often when employee. 
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The heavy eoca1ne user described in the samples of OUr, 
NADR and DAWN is also likely to be a member of a m~nor1ty group, 
unemployed~ living in an unstable residence or homeles9~ in 
poorer health, \JSSS 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 
~avy users found in the NHSDA. In addition, heavy cocaine users 
~n DUF and NADR usa a larger quantity of coca1~e and other 
illicit substances than their counterparts 1n the NHSOA. 

I Effectiveness of public responses 
I 

It is regrettable that so little is definitively known 
about the effeotiveness of either punishment or treatment on 
heavy cocaine usa. Those heavy users who are-identified in the 
criminal justlce ~ystem seem to appear repeatedly; best estimates 
ipd1cete that arrest'ees who test positive tor cocaine use will be 
arrested an average of 1.5 times per year when they are not 
confined.'" And ,.,hile many ueera benefit f'rom. treatment, 
compulsive use is most frequently a chronic condlt1on.21 The' 
Treatment Outcome Prospeotives Study (TOPS) showed that for every 
10 ,Clients who used cocaine regularly during the year prior to 
treatment, six clients had returned to heavy use one year after 
treatment, and eight.clients had relapsed into heavy use within 
three to five years after treatment. IT These statistics do not 
aeourately reflect the success of treatment outcomes. {The TOPS 
study is the most recent larga-seale study of treatment outcomes. 
Many smaller soale treatment studies show results with better 
long-term outcomes~ ):1' Nevertheles8# the TOPS data suggest 
that treated cocaine users are more likely than not to return to 
drug use,, 

I 

" Frequency of reerre.t are fro. an analysta of r••rres~ ratea,baaed on 
data reported 1n eleven stud1.a. Details of thea. calculationa are reported 
in 'Rhodes, ·Synth.tic Estimation Appli.d to the Preval.nee of Drug U ••• • 
Journal 9f prug Is.ue, (in p't..a). . 

i 
; 26 O. Ger.tein end H, Harwood (.d-.,). Ir••ting Drug ProbleM 

(yashington. D.C.: Nat10nal Academy Pre... 1990).
i 
I
I 21 Hubbard ee a1., DIY' Treatment; A NationAl StudY of Effecclveness 

(Chapel Hill: Univer*ity of North Carolina Pre.s. 1989). Table A-2. Hubbard 
reports the percentage of all creatment clients who reported regular cocaine 
uselone y.ar prior to treatment. the percentage who report~d regular cocaine 
us.'. one year after treatunt, and the percentage who raport.d regular UoIe 
thr~e to .five years .fur treatHnt, TNl $tathties rep.orud in th~ t:ext were 
co~uted by dividing the ••eona percenta,e by the first and the third 
percentage by the firlt. B.CAUS. Hubbard reports rate. by treatment mode, the 
rac~s were weighted by the number of clients in ••ch .ae. of tr.atment, Those 
who 'were treAted for le•• than three mont~ and more than chre. months were 
weighted eqUAlly., 

! If Gerstein 8.;:1 Harwood, Tnating Drug Probleu. 
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• 
Limits to the effectiveness of both· treatment and law 

enforcement when dealing with heavy cocaine users are reflected 
in the trends reported 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 earlier to have been 
encouraging news that heavy cocaine usa was also abating, more 
recent siat1st1cs point toward an 'intractableness among heavy 
users. Given the psychological and physiological cravings that 
cocaine engenders in established users~ the Nation face. a 
continuing battle to deal with this preble.. 
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iAppendix A 
• 

, 
fata Source. used to D••cribe the Heavy U.er population 
•-No One data set accurately describes the heavy cocaine .using
population. To develop an accurate composite, it is neeessary to 
~xam1ne'severftl different data sets. 

The hQusehold populatiQn
!! The Na~ional Household Survey on Drug Abuse (NHSOA)~ 


conducted by the National Institute on Drug Abuae (NIDA), is a 

survey of drug and alcohol use reported by a nationwide 

probability sample of residents of U.S. households aged 12 and 

plder. The responses for these individuals ere statistically 

weighted to represent the total u.s. household population. 

·~owever, caution should be exercised 1n USing these data to 
develop estimates, since they often represent a small number of 
actual respondents. In this instance, the number of persons 
reporting or imputed to report heavy cooalne uae is 211.• H
f . • 

I The NHSDA does not reach drug users who live outside 

households, and this group may comprise a large number of heavy

drug users. Some evidence of this comes from tabulations of the 

1991 NHSDA. which reveal that respondents from unstable 


. households" are twice as likely to \lBe drugs as those from 
stable households," suggesting an association between drug uee 
and transience and homeleasness. Descriptions of the activities 
of this homeless and transient population are only available in 
studies that use snowball and opportunistic sampling or both 
among heavy users, or that conduct ethnographic: resellrch in the 
e:reas many heavy users frequent. For example, data from a HIDA 
~emonstration research project, National AIDS Demonstration 
Research (NADR), indicate thllt nellrly 50 percent of heavy UBers 
I 

,2' ConsisCent with NlDA'. definition. weekly uae moans that the 

respondent replied that he or she used eocaine on at l ... t one or two day. pe~ 

'oI'~f!k. every we.k during the year prior to the survey. Of the 217 afftrmaclve 

responses, S9 v.r. imputed based on other data in the survey. A 9S percent 

confidenee ln~.rv.l plac•• the range of household members who admlt we.kly us. 

of cocaine at roughly 482,000 to 768,000. The range ia approximate because 

the high level of imputation in these· data affect the mean and standard error

in unknown vays. 


10 In this analysis. inatability is defined a. five or acre changes of,
residence wi~hln flve years an6 living with three or more unrelaced 

individuals in the hou.ahold. 

, 

3t Stability is defined as fewer than five rt$ld.ntial ·chAnges within 

five y.ars enG living with relaeives only.


I 

16 



in that sample would have been excluded from the NHSOA." 
Consequently, data from the NHSDA are augmented to,obtain a 
reliable profile of heavy drug users. 

Popula;1on at r1sk for HIV infection 

The NADR data are derived from a o3-site project 
involving outreach to and intervention with injecting drug users 
and their sexual partners on issues relating to HIV infection. 
Because these groups are not drawn from a representative sample. 
the results cannot be generalized to the entire population of 
heavy users. Nonetheless, the data base 1s useful for describing 
heavy cocaine users who inject the drug. The data be... contains 
information on over 34,000 heavy cocaine users. 

AKAeS;!! poPulation 

The Drug Use Forecasting (DUF) prOgram measures the rate 
. of drug use among those arrested for serious crimes in central 
booking facilities in 24 large cities. Arrestees are questioned 
about their recent and long-term drug use; and their urine is 
tested for the presence of 10 drugs. DUF i8 not a probability
sample. so sample statistics may not represent the general 
population of all arrestees. For example, only arrestees in 
large cities are voluntarily surveyed and tasted. Further, DUF 
respondents are self-selecting; that is they must consent to the 
survey and urinalysis. Finally, because data collection 
procedures may vary from city to city, it is difficult to make 
meaningful cOmparisons between c1t1.... NeVertheless, DUF 
provides a unique view of the prevalence of drug use among 
individuals who are involved with the criminal justice system. 

Medical emergencies and deaths 

The Drug Abuse Warning Network (DAWN) provides another 
perspective on the characteristics of heavy cocaine users. DAWN 
recorda the characteristics of individuala whOse emergency room 
admission is associated with drug use. Not all those who seek 
emergency medical treatment for cocaine-related problema are 
heavy cocaine users, but 72 percent are described as having a 
"dependence" on cocaine. Thus, DAWN reflects the characteristics 
of heavy userS who seek emergency ln8dical treatment.)l 

~3 Tht. ~rcent&g. i •• rough e.t1mate ba.ed on the ob••rvat1on that 
~boue half of ~ ~.VY cocaine u••r. in eh. NADR cata re,orted that they ~re 
eieher homel••• (liv1n& on the atre.ta or in shelter.) or had lived in someone 

, else' 5 home for .1lt IIOntn. or le••. 

~l Th1s est1mate VAl der1ved from NIDA S~atls~lcal Set14.: Annual 
Emergency Room Data 1990. Ser1es I, Number lO~A. Table 2.13. Motive for d~g 
us. wa. nee reporced for 11.6 pereenc of tbe emergency room vilitl 1nvolving 
cocaine. Thus. the 63.1 percent of visIts 1n wh1ch the motive for ua1ng 
cocaine was described as dependence wa. divided by 0.884 to account for 
unknown motive.. Th:Ls adjustment, which aUUMI that the reapoNle of 
~unknown" is distributed un1formly across those who are and those who are not 
dependent, result'!. in an .atimate that 72 percent are de~1'I.dIIn.t. 

17 


