BIG

CITIES
HEALTH
INVENTORY







NACCHO

National Association of County & City Health Officials

July 2007

We are very pleased to release the fifth edition of the Big Cities Health Inventory (BCHI), a compendium of
health status indicators produced in a comparative format for the 54 largest metropolitan areas in the United
States. This report fills an information gap that, despite great advances in information technology over the
past decade, still persists today. Data on the health of our communities are probably more widely available
at this time than at any point in the past. The Internet has become a vast repository of statistics on a variety
health conditions. But less progress has been made in turning these raw data into usable information,
especially for the nation's largest urban areas which face higher rates of poor health status and racial/ethnic
disparities in illness and access to health care services.

Several key principles of public health practice depend on having reliable and current information regarding
the health status of the community. The most obvious of these principles is evidence-based decision making
and the core science of public health, epidemiology, is grounded in the collection and analysis of data.
Perhaps an even more fundamental principle is social justice and the recognition that eliminating health
disparities is critical to improving the health of the overall population. For highly diverse urban populations,
understanding the root causes of health disparities, including the synergistic interplay of social and
environmental stressors that contribute to the erosion of resiliency in many of our nation's urban
communities, is necessary to accomplish this goal.

NACCHO is committed to supporting its members in advancing these principles, and the BCHI is designed
to assist Metro Forum members to better understand the needs of their populations within the context of the
diverse urban environment. It is also intended that the BCHI will help focus discussion at the national level
to further efforts to both improve the information base on urban health, and address health disparities that

heavily impact urban communities.
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Introduction

The importance of having state, county, and local
health-related data has been recognized in a number of
studies."” The availability of local level data, both general
and related to specific issues, continues to improve in
this technological age.’”” Among these are several
reports and data sources that have been produced to
describe the relationship between levels of urbanization
and health."**»

The purpose of this document is to focus specifically
on the health of people living in large cities in the
United States. In so doing, the report attempts to
increase knowledge of the issues large cities face and
stimulate dialogue that will lead to a healthier city
population. In addition to improving our understanding
of the health in large cities, the data in this report will
serve as a reference point to monitor cities’ progress in
reaching the nation’s Year 2010 objectives.

Background

The Big Cities Health Inventory, 2007: The Health of
Urban USA (BCHI) is the fifth edition of a report initially
developed by the Chicago Department of Public Health
(CDPH) to present epidemiologic data specific to large
cities.

The BCHI has always been a collaborative project. In
addition to local health department contributions, the
National Association of County and City Health Officials
(NACCHO), has contributed significant input and
financial support as well. NACCHO'’s Metro Forum has
recognized the value of the BCHI from the beginning
and became an early supporter and sponsor of the effort.
The value of the BCHI derives from there being no
comparable single data source available that allows

metro health departments to view a selection of key
health status indicators in relation to other jurisdictions.
The geography used in the BCHI corresponded to that of
the jurisdiction of the respective Metro Forum health
departments, making comparisons among jurisdictions
more possible and valid. This comparison has proved
valuable in profiling the health of urban America and in
permitting metro area health departments to gauge the
need to focus their efforts to address the health status
needs relative to other urban jurisdictions and to justify
these efforts before oversight bodies and funding
agencies. NACCHO'’s sponsorship of the effort has
included financial support for four of the last five BCHIs
including this most recent edition. Publication of the
BCHI is a “do it yourselt” effort among Metro Forum
members, which have provided a major portion of the
funding and much of the data, along with guidance on
selecting indicators and review of the report’s content.

Selection of Indicators
and Organization of the Report

The report focuses on 31 indicators of health, divided
into five sections. Eight indicators cover communicable
diseases, twelve causes on mortality, five indicators of
maternal and child health, and six socioeconomic
indicators (see Table A.1).

The report is divided into S sections. The first four
sections following the introduction consist of a set of
tables presenting, for each indicator, a city-to-city
comparison along with the national rate and the year
2010 goal as benchmarks. Combined, these sections
present the indicators for the cities overall, according to
gender and race/ethnicity, and for the time period

TABLE 1: RATE RANK OF SELECTED INDICATORS FOR U.S. CITIES WITH POPULATIONS >1,000,000 IN 2000

HIV ALL CAUSE HEART
PoPuLATION INCIDENCE GONORRHEA MORTALITY DISEASE CANCER DIABETES
New York, NY 8,008,278 12 34 50 9 53 46
Los Angeles, CA 3,694,820 18 39 47 25 47 24
Chicago, IL 2,896,016 7 12 38 23 35 29
Houston, TX 1,953,631 11 23 18 15 23 20
Philadelphia, PA 1,517,550 --- 14 16 19 14 35
Phoenix, AZ 1,321,045 26 30 42 38 50 45
San Diego, CA 1,223,400 --- 40 49 42 49 47
Dallas, TX 1,188,580 4 22 37 31 40 39
San Antonio, TX 1,144,646 23 28 19 20 30 2
Cities w/ Valid Rates 41 43 54 54 54 54
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FIGURE 1: AVERAGE CITY RATE FOR SELECTED INDICATORS

BY RACE/ETHNICITY, 2004
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between 1990 and 2000. Throughout the report,
indicators will appear in the following order: morbidity
indicators, mortality, indicators of maternal and child
health, and socioeconomic indicators.

Selected Analyses

This section presents a broad overview of the health of
more than 46,285,000 people residing in the 54 largest
cities in the United States. These cities accounted for
16% of the total U.S. population in 2000 and account for
15% of all deaths in the U.S. in 2004. Large cities
continue to bear a disproportionate share of the nation'’s
morbidity. In 2005, these cities accounted for 47% of
people living with AIDS in the United States. Similarly,
47% of primary and secondary syphilis, 29% of
gonorrhea, and 26% of chlamydia cases diagnosed in the
U.S. resided in these cities. Compared to national rates,
all cities studied for which rates were available had a
higher primary and secondary syphilis and chlamydia
rate, and only six cities had a lower gonorrhea rate.
Homicide and HIV/AIDS mortality also are more likely to
affect large cities. More than half of the cities had an
HIV/AIDS-related mortality rate double that of the U.S.,
and a quarter of them had a rate at least three times that
of the country overall.

It is interesting to note, however, that the 9 largest
cities in the U.S. have considerably different health

profiles and are often not among those with the highest
rates (see Table 1). For instance, New York’s all-cause
mortality rate in 2005 ranks 50 out of the 54 cities
included in the report, yet its HIV incidence rate was
among the 12 highest rates. San Antonio, on the other
hand, had the second highest diabetes rate and ranks
among the top twenty highest rates for all-cause
mortality and heart disease.

RaciallEthnic Disparities

While conditions relating to healthcare disparities
have been improving for many minority populations
due to increased attention and intensive intervention
programs, racial health and income disparities are still a
major concern.”* As illustrated in Figure 1, racial/ethnic
disparities are also entrenched in the country’s largest
cities. For example, in the case of lung cancer mortality,
the city average rate is 24% higher for non-Hispanic
Blacks alone than non-Hispanic Whites alone and 75%
higher than the rate of Hispanics. The city average non-
Hispanic Black alone rate is five times the rate for non-
Hispanic White alone for homicide and 34% higher for
female breast cancer. Hispanics have the highest city
average motor vehicle injury mortality rate and non-
Hispanic Whites have the highest city average suicide
rate.

Racial disparities are also significant when comparing
race/ethnicity specific rates across cities. That is, for
many indicators, the lowest rate for non-Hispanic Blacks
across cities is still considerably higher than the lowest
rate for non-Hispanic Whites (see Table 2). In the case of
female breast cancer mortality, for example, the lowest
rate for non-Hispanic Whites among all 54 cities is 18.0
per 100,000, compared to the lowest non-Hispanic Black
rate of 27.3 per 100,000.

TABLE 2: RACE/ETHNICITY RATE COMPARISON
FOR SELECTED INDICATORS, 2004

LOWEST LOWEST
Non-HisPANIC Non-HisPANIC
INDICATOR BLACK RATE WHITE RATE
All Cause Mortality 970.3 669.1
Heart Disease 204.6 137.4
All Cancer 211 160.6
Female Breast Cancer 27.3 15.9
Diabetes 31.8 13.1
Pneumonia 16 12.6
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FIGURE 2: PERCENT DIFFERENCE BETWEEN CITY LUNG
CANCER MORTALITY RATE AND HEALTHY PEOPLE YEAR 2010
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Trends

One of the purposes of the report is to measure
whether or not cities are reaching the Healthy People
2010 Goals. For instance, Figure 2 displays the percent
difference between a city’s 2004 lung cancer mortality
rate and the Healthy People YR2010 Goal. Only 5 of 54
cities had reached or exceeded the goal of 43.3.

Figure 3 shows the number of cities for selected
morbidity indicators between 1998 and 2005 whose
rates: a) declined by more than 10%, b) had less than
10% decline or increase, and ¢) increased by more than
10%, for selected morbidity indicators between 1998 and
2005. The majority of cities experienced a considerable
decline in rates of AIDS incidence and gonorrhea, 29
cities experienced an improvement in AIDS incidence
rates, and 19 in gonorrhea rates.

FIGURE 3: NUMBER OF CITIES EXPERIENCING AN INCREASE,

SLIGHT CHANGE, OR A DECREASE IN SELECTED
CommMuNICABLE DISEASE RATES BETWEEN 1998—2005
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However, during this period, 32 out of 43 cities
experienced more than a 10% increase in chlamydia
rates. Figure 4 displays similar information for mortality
indicators between 1990 and 2004. All-cause mortality
either declined more than 10% or experienced slight/no
change in 50 of the 54 cities included in the report.
Many cities experienced a considerable decline in
mortality due to heart disease and lung cancer. In
contrast, 39 of the 54 cities experienced an increase in
diabetes-related mortality rates.
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FIGURE 4: NUMBER OF CITIES EXPERIENCING AN INCREASE,

SLIGHT CHANGE, OR A DECREASE IN SELECTED MORTALITY
RATES BETWEEN 1998—2005
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Summary

This report contributes towards our understanding of
the current health issues in large cities. Much data are
still needed on a regular basis to provide a
comprehensive health profile over time that will allow
for identification of negative and protective factors
associated with large urban areas. Additionally, the
report provides a benchmark for establishing current
health status and highlights priority areas for reducing
health disparities in minority populations.

The on-going city-level collaboration that has
characterized the Big Cities Health Inventory has been
crucial in assuring that the report continues to expand
its scope to further our understanding of city

characteristics that affect health.
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TaBLE 1.1: HIV (NoT AIDS) PREVALENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratet Rank#
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Washington, DC 4,074.4 1,952.5 2,951.6 1 1
2 Miami, FL 3,262.0 1,562.5 2,407.4 2 2
3 Baltimore, MD 1,729.4 997.2 1,343.3 3 3
4 San Francisco, CA 1,458.4 103.4 792.2 4 22
5 Kansas City, MO 968.8 136.6 538.3 5 15
6 Denver, CO 941.8 120.2 535.3 6 18
7 Mesa, AZ 801.5 169.5 482.6 7 9
8 New York, NY 624.2 275.6 440.8 11 5
9 New Orleans, LA 639.8 212.4 412.6 92 8
10 Charlotte, NC 528.7 282.4 403.1 16 4
11 Dallas, TX 633.2 167.2 402.1 10 11
11 Memphis, TN 548.0 271.0 402.1 13 6
13 Seattle, WA 717.2 64.1 389.8 8 28
14 Boston, MA 563.5 159.4 353.9 12 13
15 Houston, TX 473.2 219.7 346.3 17 7
16 Chicago, IL 532.6 163.5 342.6 15 12
17 Minneapolis, MN 533.7 117.7 326.7 14 19
18 Nashville-Davidson, TN 468.3 136.0 296.9 18 16
19 Cincinnati, OH 443.2 113.2 269.0 19 20
20 Fort Worth, TX 370.5 155.0 261.3 22 14
21 Oakland, CA 404.7 112.2 253.3 21 21
22 Los Angeles, CA 434.9 67.6 250.7 20 25
23 Milwaukee, WI 345.9 1014 218.3 23 23
24 Cleveland, OH 313.4 123.9 213.6 27 17
25 Jacksonville, FL 241.7 168.5 203.9 30 10
26 Phoenix, AZ 335.4 51.0 195.6 25 32
27 Tucson, AZ 336.0 58.0 194.2 24 30
28 Columbus, OH 314.9 76.3 192.3 26 24
29 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 261.3 64.6 159.7 29 27
30 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 268.6 35.1 150.6 28 36
31 Oklahoma City, OK 241.4 44.4 140.7 31 33
32 Virginia Beach, VA 1824 67.5 124.4 33 26
33 San Antonio, TX 208.6 44.0 123.5 32 34
34 Omaha, NB 145.8 51.5 97.4 34 31
35 Arlington, TX 127.4 58.9 93.1 38 29
36 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 127.8 40.9 84.4 37 35
37 San Jose, CA 131.7 20.0 76.8 36 38
38 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 135.7 17.2 75.1 35 39
39 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 118.6 24.5 71.8 39 37
40 Long Beach, CA 84.2 12.8 47.9 40 40
41 El Paso, TX 19.1 --- 9.8 41 ---
--- Atlanta, GA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Detroit, Ml --- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) - - —— - -
--- Las Vegas, NV - - - - p—
--- Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY --- - —— - -
--- Philadelphia, PA --- - - - -
--- Pittsburgh, PA - - - - o
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- --- --- ——- -
--- San Diego, CA (San Diego County) --- --- --- - -
--- St. Louis, MO - - - - o
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - - .
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- - —— -

City Average 612.0 215.5 406.7
United States, 2005* - —— S
2010 Goal ——

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T People living with HIV (not AIDS) at the end of 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.2: AIDS PREVALENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 4,813.1 1,910.3 3,353.4 1 1
2 Washington, DC 3,226.1 937.6 2,015.2 2 2
3 Atlanta, GA 2,242.6 463.4 1,346.5 3 4
4 San Francisco, CA 2,082.4 131.2 1,123.0 4 17
5 Baltimore, MD 1,356.7 648.1 978.6 5 3
6 New York, NY 1,120.5 413.4 748.4 7 5
7 Philadelphia, PA 992.8 315.6 630.2 8 6
8 Denver, CO 1,154.9 93.6 629.8 6 21
9 Dallas, TX 951.4 169.1 563.4 92 11
10 Fort Worth, TX 803.9 175.7 485.5 12 10
11 Mesa, AZ 835.6 133.5 481.4 11 16
12 Houston, TX 740.9 215.0 477.6 13 7
13 Seattle, WA 854.2 69.8 461.0 10 26
14 Boston, MA 698.5 205.5 442.8 14 9
15 Oakland, CA 682.2 153.3 408.5 15 13
16 New Orleans, LA 675.9 146.4 394.5 16 14
17 Chicago, IL 572.1 130.9 345.0 17 18
18 Jacksonville, FL 458.6 210.4 330.6 23 8
19 Memphis, TN 483.7 157.1 311.6 22 12
20 Cleveland, OH 501.0 123.1 302.0 20 19
21 Los Angeles, CA 541.1 61.5 300.6 18 30
22 Kansas City, MO 533.9 64.4 291.0 19 29
23 Nashville-Davidson, TN 483.9 104.8 288.3 21 20
24 Detroit, Ml 418.2 138.6 270.4 27 15
25 Minneapolis, MN 426.6 73.5 250.9 26 24
26 Cincinnati, OH 430.4 70.3 240.3 25 25
27 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 438.7 34.2 234.4 24 40
28 Milwaukee, WI 368.7 86.0 221.1 30 22
29 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 385.8 65.2 220.2 28 28
30 Arlington, TX 356.8 69.7 213.2 31 27
31 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 379.5 38.7 210.1 29 36
32 San Antonio, TX 355.7 48.0 196.7 32 32
33 Charlotte, NC 291.0 81.9 184.3 35 23
34 Tucson, AZ 335.1 39.1 184.1 33 35
35 Phoenix, AZ 292.5 37.6 167.2 34 38
36 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 246.7 47.5 142.7 36 33
37 Oklahoma City, OK 234.1 27.0 128.2 37 42
38 Columbus, OH 215.7 37.7 124.2 38 37
39 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 209.4 36.3 121.0 39 39
40 San Jose, CA 198.8 27.0 114.3 41 42
41 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 209.3 19.3 112.1 40 44
42 Omaha, NB 177.9 44.0 109.2 42 34
43 Virginia Beach, VA 143.5 51.2 96.9 44 31
44 Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) 151.0 18.6 85.1 43 45
45 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 127.1 30.1 78.7 45 41
46 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 80.9 13.2 47.2 46 46
a7 Long Beach, CA 54.3 --- 29.5 47 ---
48 El Paso, TX 16.8 --- 8.9 48 ---

--- Austin, TX --- —-- - - -
--- Las Vegas, NV - - _— - -
--- Pittsburgh, PA - - —— - -
--- St. Louis, MO - - - - o
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - - .
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- - —— -

City Average 694.8 177.6 427.1
United States, 2005 - S .
2010 Goal ——

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T People living with AIDS at the end of 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.3: HIV (noT AIDS) INCIDENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 469.5 211.2 339.6 1 1
2 Baltimore, MD 224.6 110.8 164.0 2 2
3 San Francisco, CA 136.8 13.1 76.0 3 13
4 Dallas, TX 98.8 23.9 61.7 4 6
5 Memphis, TN 57.9 33.0 44.8 7 3
6 Denver, CO 73.5 9.8 42.0 5 16
7 Chicago, IL 61.9 16.4 38.5 6 11
8 Charlotte, NC 56.6 20.3 38.1 10 8
9 Fort Worth, TX 57.3 17.7 37.2 8 10
10 Jacksonville, FL 47.2 27.7 37.1 16 4
11 Houston, TX 52.7 20.8 36.7 13 7
12 New York, NY 52.8 18.5 34.7 12 92
13 New Orleans, LA 42.7 24.1 32.8 18 5
14 Seattle, WA 57.3 --- 31.8 8 ---
15 Long Beach, CA 53.4 10.2 31.4 11 15
16 Kansas City, MO 51.1 9.6 29.7 14 17
17 Boston, MA 48.0 12.1 29.4 15 14
18 Los Angeles, CA 45.6 6.8 26.1 17 22
19 Minneapolis, MN 41.1 --- 24.6 20 ---
20 Cleveland, OH 41.5 8.3 24.0 19 20
21 Nashville-Davidson, TN 35.9 9.2 22.1 22 18
22 Cincinnati, OH 34.5 --- 21.7 23 ---
23 San Antonio, TX 36.5 7.4 21.5 21 21
24 Columbus, OH 33.8 8.5 20.8 24 19
25 Oakland, CA 32.2 --- 20.0 26 ---
26 Phoenix, AZ 314 6.0 18.9 27 24
27 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 33.3 --- 17.7 25 ---
28 Arlington, TX 21.0 13.2 17.1 30 12
29 Tucson, AZ 27.3 --- 15.8 28 ---
30 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 24.0 6.5 15.0 29 23
31 Milwaukee, WI 20.7 --- 12.7 32 ---
32 Oklahoma City, OK 21.0 --- 11.5 30 ---
33 Omaha, NB 13.7 --- 10.8 34 ---
34 El Paso, TX 19.4 --- 2.9 33 ---
35 Virginia Beach, VA 12.4 --- 9.4 36 ---
36 Mesa, AZ 13.7 --- 9.3 34 ---
37 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 12.1 --- 6.1 37 ---
38 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 9.0 --- 5.8 38 ---
39 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 8.9 --- 5.0 39 ---
--- Atlanta, GA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Detroit, Ml --- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- - - -
=== Las Vegas, NV - - _— - -
--- Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY --- . —— - -
--- Philadelphia, PA - - - - —
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- - S - -
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- --- --- - -
--- San Diego, CA (San Diego County) - - — — -
--- San Jose, CA --- - S - -
--- St. Louis, MO - - —— - -
--- Tulsa, OK - - - - p—
--- Washington, DC --- - _— - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- - —— -

City Average 56.7 26.9 37.2
United States, 2005 - S .
2010 Goal ——

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T HIV (not AIDS) cases diagnosed in 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.4: AIDS INCIDENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 400.7 203.5 301.5 1 1
2 Washington, DC 188.6 83.9 133.2 2 2
3 Baltimore, MD 123.8 68.8 94.4 3 3
4 Atlanta, GA 114.6 31.5 72.8 4 4
5 San Francisco, CA 94.2 9.4 52.5 5 17
6 Memphis, TN 77.4 27.4 51.1 6 6
6 New York, NY 73.8 30.7 51.1 8 5
8 Dallas, TX 76.5 19.0 48.0 7 11
9 Philadelphia, PA 66.2 24.1 43.7 10 8
10 Houston, TX 56.1 24.6 40.3 12 7
10 Long Beach, CA 73.7 --- 40.3 9 ---
12 New Orleans, LA 59.4 22.5 39.8 11 9
13 Jacksonville, FL 51.4 22.1 36.3 15 10
14 Nashville-Davidson, TN 47.1 17.0 31.6 17 12
15 Chicago, IL 49.7 12.1 30.4 16 15
16 Denver, CO 52.1 8.0 30.3 14 18
17 Seattle, WA 52.3 --- 29.5 13 ---
18 Detroit, Ml 46.2 14.3 29.3 18 14
19 Charlotte, NC 38.5 16.0 27.0 19 13
20 Boston, MA 37.0 12.1 24.1 22 15
21 Cincinnati, OH 38.4 --- 22.0 20 ---
22 Oakland, CA 37.4 --- 21.3 21 ---
23 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 27.4 6.7 16.7 23 19
24 San Antonio, TX 26.4 5.9 15.8 24 20
25 Fort Worth, TX 25.8 --- 15.5 26 ---
26 Phoenix, AZ 25.8 4.6 15.4 26 21
27 Los Angeles, CA 26.4 3.7 15.0 24 22
28 Kansas City, MO 24.4 --- 14.3 29 ---
29 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 24.8 2.5 13.7 28 23
30 Tucson, AZ 23.9 --- 13.6 30 ---
31 Minneapolis, MN 18.7 --- 13.1 33 ---
32 Columbus, OH 21.4 --- 11.9 31 ---
33 Omaha, NB 15.8 --- 11.0 37 ---
34 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 18.4 --- 10.8 34 ---
35 El Paso, TX 19.4 --- 10.6 32 ---
36 Cleveland, OH 16.8 --- 9.8 36 ---
37 Oklahoma City, OK 17.0 --- 9.7 35 ---
38 Arlington, TX 12.0 --- 2.0 40 ---
39 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 13.2 --- 8.1 39 ---
40 Mesa, AZ 11.7 --- 6.8 41 ---
40 Portland, OR (Multhomah County) 13.8 --- 6.8 38 ---
42 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 10.7 --- 6.5 42 ---
43 Milwaukee, WI 9.1 --- 6.2 44 ---
44 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 9.7 --- 6.0 43 ---
45 Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) 9.1 --- 5.3 44 ---
46 San Jose, CA 7.5 --- 4.2 46 ---
47 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- --- 3.9 --- ---

--- Austin, TX --- - - - -
--- Las Vegas, NV - - - - p—
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- - S - -
--- St. Louis, MO - - —— - -
--- Tulsa, OK - - - - p—
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- - —— - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- - —— -

City Average 49.7 29.1 32.1
United States, 2005 --- --- 13.7
2010 Goal ——

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T AIDS cases diagnosed in 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.5: PRIMARY AND SECONDARY SYPHILIS INCIDENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 79.4 13.7 46.3 1 2
2 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 71.2 5.8 38.0 2 5
3 San Francisco, CA 61.5 --- 32.1 3 ---
4 Baltimore, MD 39.8 21.3 29.9 4 1
5 Washington, DC 38.2 --- 19.9 5 ---
6 Memphis, TN 26.0 13.7 19.5 8 2
7 Charlotte, NC 23.8 --- 14.6 9 ---
8 Chicago, IL 27.0 2.5 14.4 7 10
9 Kansas City, MO 27.2 --- 13.8 6 ---
10 Columbus, OH 21.7 5.7 13.5 11 6
11 Houston, TX 19.3 4.3 11.8 14 9
12 Minneapolis, MN 21.3 --- 11.0 12 ---
13 Boston, MA 22.2 --- 10.9 10 ---
13 Dallas, TX 16.2 5.4 10.9 16 7
13 Los Angeles, CA 19.9 1.9 10.9 13 11
16 Fort Worth, TX 11.8 10.0 10.8 20 4
17 San Antonio, TX 16.4 5.4 10.7 15 7
18 Arlington, TX --- --- 2.0 --- ---
19 New York, NY 15.7 0.5 7.7 17 13
20 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 11.9 1.7 6.9 19 12
21 Jacksonville, FL 8.4 --- 6.7 26 ---
22 Denver, CO 12.1 --- 6.3 18 ---
23 Phoenix, AZ 8.9 --- 5.9 24 ---
24 Oakland, CA 11.4 --- 5.8 22 ---
25 Philadelphia, PA 11.5 --- 5.7 21 ---
26 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 11.2 --- 5.6 23 ---
27 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- 5.0 --- ---
28 San Jose, CA 8.6 --- 4.6 25 ---
29 Nashville-Davidson, TN 8.3 --- 4.2 27 ---
30 Oklahoma City, OK --- --- 4.1 --- ---
30 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 8.3 --- 4.1 27 ---
32 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 6.7 --- 3.6 29 ---

--- Austin, TX --- - - - -
--- Cincinnati, OH - - - - p—
--- Cleveland, OH --- - S - -
--- Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- --- --- - -
--- Detroit, Ml --- - - - -
--- El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Fresno, CA (Fresno County) --- --- --- —— -
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- - - -
=== Las Vegas, NV - - _— - -
--- Long Beach, CA --- - _— ——- -
--- Mesa, AZ - - - - —
--- Milwaukee, WI --- - —— - -
--- New Orleans, LA --- - _— - -
--- Omaha, NB - - - - —
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- - S - -
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- --- --- - -
--- Seattle, WA - - - - —
--- St. Louis, MO --- - S - I
--- Tucson, AZ - - _— o ——
--- Tulsa, OK - - - - p—
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- - —— - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- - —— -

City Average 23.0 7.1 12.6
United States, 2005 5.1 0.9 3.0
2010 Goal 0.2

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.6: CHLAMYDIA INCIDENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Milwaukee, WI 875.7 2,197.9 1,565.9 1 1
2 Cincinnati, OH 601.8 2,067.7 1,386.7 4 2
3 Miami, FL 424.0 1,716.1 1,073.7 13 3
4 Memphis, TN 541.9 1,489.2 1,040.9 7 5
5 Philadelphia, PA 658.1 1,347.8 1,027.3 2 6
6 Baltimore, MD 363.9 1,518.1 979.8 15 4
7 Cleveland, OH 557.1 1,319.8 972.6 6 7
8 Kansas City, MO 588.3 1,306.5 959.8 5 8
9 Denver, CO 640.6 1,143.1 889.2 3 10
10 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 490.9 1,162.5 840.0 8 9
11 Chicago, IL 451.1 1,107.6 789.2 10 11
12 Omaha, NB 405.2 1,001.1 711.0 14 12
13 Minneapolis, MN 434.4 906.6 669.6 12 18
14 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- 662.1 --- ---
15 Washington, DC 253.2 983.5 643.3 27 13
16 Boston, MA 448.2 820.8 641.4 11 22
17 Jacksonville, FL 312.7 925.6 628.7 21 15
18 San Antonio, TX 320.1 898.0 618.7 19 19
19 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 305.6 907.9 607.5 24 17
20 Oakland, CA 306.6 882.3 604.8 23 20
21 Charlotte, NC 260.0 910.3 591.7 26 16
22 Columbus, OH 292.0 857.2 589.2 25 21
23 Fort Worth, TX 212.7 948.1 585.6 34 14
24 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 318.8 799.6 569.1 20 24
25 Oklahoma City, OK 247.9 774.3 517.1 28 26
26 Phoenix, AZ 233.3 794.9 509.4 32 25
27 Nashville-Davidson, TN 348.7 631.6 494.7 16 32
28 New York, NY 322.7 639.4 489.7 18 31
29 Houston, TX 147.5 814.9 481.6 40 23
30 San Francisco, CA 473.1 462.4 477.4 9 42
31 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 328.2 601.6 464.3 17 34
32 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 240.7 680.7 464.1 30 28
33 Dallas, TX 179.1 712.9 4443 38 27
34 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 312.0 554.3 434.4 22 36
35 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) 179.6 664.2 424.6 37 30
36 El Paso, TX 128.5 672.3 414.1 41 29
37 Mesa, AZ 159.4 625.5 394.6 39 33
38 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 207.7 558.2 391.0 35 35
39 Los Angeles, CA 242.1 522.9 382.9 29 39
40 Virginia Beach, VA 221.8 523.0 373.9 33 38
41 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 239.1 469.9 359.6 31 41
42 San Jose, CA 201.8 486.2 343.5 36 40
43 Arlington, TX 116.5 547.7 332.5 42 37
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Detroit, Ml --- --- --- --- ---
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- ---
--- Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- ---
--- Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- ---
--- New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- ---
--- St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- ---
--- Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- ---
--- Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 347.4 927.5 647.5
United States, 2005 161.6 498.2 332.5
2010 Goal ---

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.7: GONORRHEA INCIDENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Cincinnati, OH 706.1 927.8 829.5 2 1
2 Cleveland, OH 742.0 619.4 683.3 1 3
3 Milwaukee, WI 569.5 711.5 643.6 4 2
4 Kansas City, MO 554.6 546.8 550.6 5 4
5 Baltimore, MD 576.9 496.5 534.0 3 5
6 Miami, FL 465.6 451.0 458.2 7 7
7 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 442.8 465.3 455.1 9 6
8 Memphis, TN 453.4 446.8 449.9 8 8
9 Washington, DC 413.2 339.9 375.1 11 12
10 Charlotte, NC 424.9 312.5 367.6 10 15
11 Oklahoma City, OK 329.5 359.7 345.0 20 10
12 Chicago, IL 335.1 347.4 341.5 19 11
13 Fort Worth, TX 343.9 328.4 336.3 17 13
14 Philadelphia, PA 345.3 322.6 333.2 16 14
15 Jacksonville, FL 347.8 291.0 318.5 15 17
16 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 396.8 241.9 318.1 12 20
17 Minneapolis, MN 352.7 274.2 313.9 14 18
18 San Francisco, CA 517.7 91.6 310.7 6 38
19 Oakland, CA 277.6 309.6 294.6 21 16
20 Columbus, OH 373.3 410.8 293.3 13 9
21 Denver, CO 336.5 216.8 277.3 18 23
22 Dallas, TX 277.0 251.0 264.3 22 19
23 Houston, TX 176.6 227.9 202.3 26 21
24 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 228.9 173.5 200.0 24 28
25 Nashville-Davidson, TN 232.4 161.6 195.8 23 29
26 Omaha, NB 162.6 222.5 193.3 31 22
27 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 175.5 193.7 186.3 27 24
28 San Antonio, TX 188.5 179.2 183.7 25 26
29 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 149.1 175.5 162.6 32 27
30 Phoenix, AZ 171.2 133.1 152.5 29 30
31 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) 96.9 191.7 144.9 39 25
32 Boston, MA 170.0 119.5 143.8 30 34
33 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 175.3 93.8 134.1 28 36
34 New York, NY 146.0 119.9 132.3 33 33
35 Arlington, TX 128.0 121.9 124.9 34 32
36 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- 118.6 --- ---
37 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 106.7 125.9 116.3 37 31
38 Virginia Beach, VA 106.9 116.4 111.7 36 35
39 Los Angeles, CA 126.0 93.8 109.9 35 36
40 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 103.6 76.1 92.6 38 40
41 Mesa, AZ 77.4 86.0 81.7 40 39
42 San Jose, CA 73.2 54.1 63.9 41 42
43 El Paso, TX 47.8 54.4 51.3 42 41
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Detroit, Ml --- --- --- --- ---
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- ---
--- Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- ---
--- Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- ---
--- New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- ---
--- St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- ---
--- Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- ---
--- Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 295.8 273.4 279.0
United States, 2005 111.8 119.4 115.6
2010 Goal 19.0

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.8: TUBERCULOSIS INCIDENCE RATE BY GENDER, 2005

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 79.4 47.2 63.2 1 1
2 San Francisco, CA 22.8 11.0 17.0 2 3
3 Fort Worth, TX 20.9 9.6 15.1 3 4
4 Minneapolis, MN 15.6 12.6 14.1 10 2
5 Memphis, TN 18.2 7.9 12.8 4 10
6 Dallas, TX 16.0 8.7 12.4 7 6
6 Houston, TX 17.7 7.2 12.4 5 14
8 New York, NY 16.7 8.3 12.3 6 7
9 Nashville-Davidson, TN 15.9 7.5 11.6 8 12
10 Chicago, IL 14.7 8.3 114 13 7
11 Oakland, CA 15.0 --- 11.3 12 ---
12 Jacksonville, FL 15.4 6.9 11.0 11 16
13 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 13.9 7.7 10.8 16 11
13 Seattle, WA 15.7 --- 10.8 9 ---
15 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 14.2 7.2 10.7 15 14
16 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 12.0 9.3 10.6 19 5
17 Columbus, OH 14.7 6.6 10.5 13 18
18 Washington, DC 13.4 6.6 9.8 17 18
19 Boston, MA 12.0 7.5 9.7 19 12
20 Los Angeles, CA 11.8 6.7 9.3 21 17
21 Cleveland, OH 12.8 --- 9.2 17 ---
22 Arlington, TX --- --- 2.0 --- ---
23 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 9.0 8.3 8.6 25 7
24 Charlotte, NC 12.5 --- 8.5 18 ---
25 Denver, CO 11.8 --- 7.9 21 ---
26 Philadelphia, PA 9.1 6.4 7.6 24 19
26 Phoenix, AZ 10.6 4.5 7.6 23 20
28 Oklahoma City, OK 8.1 --- 6.5 28 ---
29 San Antonio, TX 8.5 4.4 6.4 26 21
30 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 8.3 --- 6.1 27 ---
31 Cincinnati, OH --- --- 6.0 --- ---
32 Kansas City, MO --- --- 5.4 --- ---
33 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 6.7 --- 5.2 30 ---
34 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 7.5 --- 4.5 29 ---
35 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- 4.4 --- ---
36 Milwaukee, WI --- --- 3.7 --- ---
--- Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- --- --- ---
--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- ---

--- Baltimore, MD - - —— - -
--- Colorado Springs, CO (EI Paso County) --- - - p— p—
--- Detroit, MI --- - - o .
El Paso, TX
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- - - -
=== Las Vegas, NV - - _— - -
--- Long Beach, CA --- - _— ——- -
--- Mesa, AZ - - - - —
--- New Orleans, LA --- - - — -
--- Omaha, NB - o - I -
--- Pittsburgh, PA - - - - o
--- San Jose, CA --- - S - -
--- St. Louis, MO - - —— - -
--- Tucson, AZ - - - - —
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - - .
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- - - o -

City Average 15.5 9.6 10.9
United States, 2005 6.0 3.6 4.8
2010 Goal 1.0

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.
T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 1.9: OVERALL MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 2,019.3 1,361.2 1,660.3 1 1
2 Sacramento, CA 1,794.9 1,195.5 1,449.6 2 2
3 Tucson, AZ 1,747.3 1,142.8 1,398.2 3 3
4 Miami, FL 1,651.7 989.2 1,288.4 4 4
5 Baltimore, MD 1,497.2 881.8 1,139.6 5 11
6 Fresno, CA 1,427.7 929.0 1,135.0 8 5
7 Cleveland, OH 1,430.4 922.7 1,131.0 6 6
8 Detroit, Ml 1,407.7 885.3 1,103.4 9 10
9 New Orleans, LA 1,429.1 848.8 1,095.1 7 14
10 Cincinnati, OH 1,344.7 894.5 1,072.9 10 8
11 Jacksonville, FL 1,295.7 894.9 1,061.2 14 7
12 Columbus, OH 1,340.7 859.6 1,051.0 11 13
13 Memphis, TN 1,317.3 863.4 1,045.7 13 12
14 St. Louis, MO 1,328.3 798.3 1,013.2 12 20
15 Indianapolis, IN 1,272.3 832.3 1,009.1 16 15
16 Philadelphia, PA 1,281.2 815.5 1,006.1 15 18
17 Arlington, TX 1,176.1 885.5 1,004.5 26 9
18 Houston, TX 1,235.0 822.7 997.9 20 16
19 San Antonio, TX 1,205.3 822.6 983.5 25 17
20 Albuquerque, NM 1,250.4 782.0 976.2 17 27
21 Atlanta, GA 1,216.7 796.2 974.3 24 22
22 Charlotte, NC 1,232.4 811.4 973.0 21 19
23 Fort Worth, TX 1,241.1 781.2 969.2 19 28
24 Washington, DC 1,249.2 770.9 966.4 18 30
25 Milwaukee, WI 1,224.6 787.0 965.4 22 26
26 Pittsburgh, PA 1,219.3 768.1 950.5 23 31
26 Wichita, KS 1,164.4 798.0 950.5 28 21
28 Mesa, AZ 1,139.2 792.0 943.1 31 25
29 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 1,170.5 792.7 942.7 27 24
30 Oklahoma City, OK 1,139.0 794.4 936.2 32 23
31 Tulsa, OK 1,153.9 779.5 933.6 30 29
32 Kansas City, MO 1,157.6 749.5 912.6 29 35
33 Colorado Springs, CO 1,131.2 764.2 911.7 34 33
34 Portland, OR 1,106.9 757.8 902.7 36 34
35 Nashville-Davidson, TN 1,131.9 744.4 899.7 33 36
36 Virginia Beach, VA 1,106.3 767.0 888.2 37 32
37 Dallas, TX 1,123.0 708.1 881.6 35 39
38 Chicago, IL 1,072.6 720.7 868.1 42 37
39 Omaha, NB 1,082.3 714.3 859.5 39 38
40 El Paso, TX 1,079.3 697.5 854.4 40 41
41 Long Beach, CA 1,051.5 707.6 853.5 43 40
42 Phoenix, AZ 1,076.4 687.5 852.2 41 43
43 Denver, CO 1,085.8 661.5 841.9 38 a7
44 Austin, TX 1,014.9 693.5 826.5 46 42
45 Oakland, CA 1,009.3 677.5 822.8 47 44
46 Boston, MA 1,030.8 666.2 820.9 44 46
47 Los Angeles, CA 985.7 667.3 806.5 48 45
48 Minneapolis, MN 1,016.3 643.3 799.5 45 48
49 San Diego, CA 927.1 640.8 762.0 50 49
50 New York, NY 922.6 630.3 748.9 51 50
51 Seattle, WA 931.4 579.2 729.5 49 52
52 San Jose, CA 846.0 602.8 708.9 53 51
53 San Francisco, CA 889.0 544.5 699.3 52 54
54 Honolulu, HI 817.9 547.8 669.9 54 53
"/ ]
City Average 1,207.4 790.2 963.8
United States, 2004 955.1 680.1 801.0

2010 Goal —--

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.10: HEART DISEASE MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratet Rank#
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 619.0 3404 465.0 1 1
2 Miami, FL 504.9 293.6 388.2 2 4
3 Sacramento, CA 492.3 303.9 383.4 3 3
4 Detroit, Ml 458.6 307.0 370.0 5 2
5 Cleveland, OH 474.5 286.3 362.8 4 5
6 Tucson, AZ 451.0 260.9 340.8 6 6
7 Memphis, TN 408.1 238.6 304.7 7 8
8 Fresno, CA 396.8 238.1 301.0 8 9
9 New York, NY 361.6 259.5 300.6 12 7
10 Baltimore, MD 385.6 220.5 287.2 9 14
11 Long Beach, CA 367.0 228.3 285.1 11 11
12 St. Louis, MO 374.7 226.9 284.7 10 12
13 Arlington, TX 340.7 230.1 279.0 20 10
14 Washington, DC 348.6 224.6 273.7 16 13
15 Houston, TX 356.2 216.3 273.2 14 16
16 Fort Worth, TX 356.0 210.4 270.2 15 21
17 Pittsburgh, PA 357.4 207.7 268.4 13 22
18 Oklahoma City, OK 348.2 212.7 266.5 17 18
19 Philadelphia, PA 347.1 213.0 265.9 18 17
20 San Antonio, TX 334.7 217.5 265.8 23 15
21 Tulsa, OK 341.0 212.2 263.6 19 19
22 Jacksonville, FL 334.1 211.7 262.3 24 20
23 Chicago, IL 338.3 203.1 258.3 21 24
24 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 326.0 205.6 253.5 26 23
25 Los Angeles, CA 314.9 202.1 250.8 30 25
26 Columbus, OH 329.3 200.6 250.4 25 26
27 Cincinnati, OH 335.3 191.9 248.8 22 30
28 Mesa, AZ 307.8 196.4 243.8 33 27
29 Milwaukee, WI 318.2 191.1 243.6 29 31
30 New Orleans, LA 311.9 192.3 243.5 31 29
31 Dallas, TX 320.9 183.0 239.8 28 34
32 Nashville-Davidson, TN 306.8 193.5 239.7 34 28
33 Indianapolis, IN 321.0 185.0 238.6 27 32
34 Atlanta, GA 292.5 183.9 230.2 39 33
35 Wichita, KS 310.1 167.1 227.0 32 40
36 Virginia Beach, VA 302.3 180.9 226.8 36 35
37 Kansas City, MO 305.4 171.5 224.8 35 37
38 Phoenix, AZ 285.4 168.5 215.8 40 38
39 Albuquerque, NM 299.4 157.2 214.5 38 44
40 El Paso, TX 279.5 166.8 212.9 41 41
41 Oakland, CA 263.4 172.5 211.9 44 36
42 San Diego, CA 277.5 163.0 210.5 42 42
43 Charlotte, NC 301.0 154.3 210.1 37 45
44 Portland, OR 259.6 167.8 204.1 45 39
45 Omaha, NB 265.7 162.9 203.3 43 43
46 Austin, TX 257.4 146.6 188.7 46 47
47 Boston, MA 250.2 136.3 184.6 47 48
48 San Jose, CA 223.7 151.6 184.0 53 46
49 Colorado Springs, CO 244.2 133.7 177.5 49 49
49 Honolulu, HI 233.4 132.5 177.5 51 50
51 Denver, CO 246.4 128.9 175.4 48 52
52 San Francisco, CA 231.3 131.0 174.5 52 51
53 Seattle, WA 235.3 127.2 171.7 50 53
54 Minneapolis, MN 192.3 102.0 140.7 54 54
"V/¥/7/V7V7/ ]
City Average 330.5 198.4 252.6
United States, 2004 --- --- 217.5

2010 Goal —--

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.11: ALL CANCER MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 401.4 322.1 354.6 1 1
2 Sacramento, CA 399.9 276.0 324.2 2 2
3 Tucson, AZ 398.7 253.0 311.1 3 3
4 Miami, FL 333.5 204.1 258.5 7 8
5 Cleveland, OH 339.9 207.2 258.1 4 6
6 Cincinnati, OH 310.0 223.6 254.6 8 4
7 Columbus, OH 336.4 194.1 247.4 5 12
8 Fresno, CA 299.1 213.6 246.0 13 5
9 New Orleans, LA 335.0 186.9 244.1 6 20
10 Jacksonville, FL 304.4 201.1 240.7 12 9
11 Arlington, TX 296.0 207.1 238.2 16 7
12 St. Louis, MO 308.6 189.3 234.4 9 18
13 Indianapolis, IN 298.1 193.6 233.4 15 13
14 Philadelphia, PA 287.2 200.1 232.2 20 10
15 Baltimore, MD 298.6 190.1 231.0 14 16
16 Detroit, Ml 306.2 182.4 230.4 10 21
17 Milwaukee, WI 304.6 181.6 227.3 11 22
17 Pittsburgh, PA 290.7 190.0 227.3 19 17
19 Memphis, TN 282.9 192.4 226.0 22 14
20 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 280.0 195.6 224.8 23 11
21 Fort Worth, TX 294.4 175.2 222.0 17 27
22 Wichita, KS 277.9 187.3 221.9 24 19
23 Houston, TX 283.2 173.1 217.3 21 33
24 Virginia Beach, VA 291.4 178.1 215.8 18 24
25 Charlotte, NC 263.2 191.0 214.9 32 15
26 Albuquerque, NM 273.5 175.2 213.9 26 27
27 Kansas City, MO 269.7 180.6 212.0 28 23
28 Portland, OR 270.2 174.1 211.4 27 31
29 Atlanta, GA 276.4 174.8 211.3 25 30
30 Mesa, AZ 254.9 175.2 207.5 35 27
30 San Antonio, TX 265.0 171.2 207.5 30 35
32 Omaha, NB 256.7 175.6 206.2 33 26
33 Boston, MA 263.9 172.3 205.7 31 34
34 Washington, DC 268.3 167.5 205.6 29 37
35 Chicago, IL 251.2 177.1 204.8 40 25
36 Colorado Springs, CO 252.9 173.6 201.2 38 32
37 Nashville-Davidson, TN 249.9 170.0 199.7 41 36
38 Minneapolis, MN 253.4 165.4 198.6 37 39
39 Austin, TX 255.5 158.3 196.4 34 43
40 Dallas, TX 252.6 160.7 195.7 39 41
41 Oklahoma City, OK 236.6 167.2 194.2 45 38
42 Oakland, CA 237.7 162.9 193.6 44 40
43 Long Beach, CA 242.1 157.3 191.6 42 44
44 Tulsa, OK 253.5 153.5 190.6 36 47
45 Denver, CO 238.4 153.5 185.8 43 47
46 El Paso, TX 227.8 155.5 183.7 46 45
47 Los Angeles, CA 216.8 160.1 182.3 50 42
48 Seattle, WA 221.7 154.1 180.6 48 46
49 San Diego, CA 218.0 153.4 178.3 49 49
50 Phoenix, AZ 222.6 149.5 177.4 47 51
51 San Francisco, CA 210.5 151.9 175.3 53 50
52 San Jose, CA 212.0 149.2 174.5 51 52
53 New York, NY 210.9 146.1 170.2 52 53
54 Honolulu, HI 191.5 119.9 150.9 54 54
"/ ]
City Average 275.5 181.7 217.5
United States, 2004 --- --- 184.6
2010 Goal 158.6

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.12: LuNG CANCER MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratet Rank#
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 120.6 94.7 106.9 1 1
2 Tucson, AZ 117.3 69.6 89.5 2 3
3 Columbus, OH 116.9 61.5 83.7 3 7
4 Cleveland, OH 115.9 58.0 81.0 4 9
5 Sacramento, CA 92.6 69.9 79.3 18 2
6 Indianapolis, IN 99.2 62.4 77.6 11 5
7 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 100.7 61.9 76.4 9 6
8 St. Louis, MO 103.1 57.8 75.5 7 10
9 Cincinnati, OH 88.2 67.6 75.0 21 4
10 Jacksonville, FL 98.4 57.2 73.6 12 12
11 Virginia Beach, VA 105.1 56.1 73.1 5 13
12 Arlington, TX 102.5 54.5 72.4 8 15
13 Pittsburgh, PA 91.6 57.8 71.9 19 10
13 Wichita, KS 100.3 52.4 71.9 10 20
15 Baltimore, MD 95.8 54.3 70.6 13 16
16 Kansas City, MO 93.4 53.8 68.7 16 17
17 New Orleans, LA 103.6 43.8 67.5 6 28
18 Philadelphia, PA 86.9 55.2 67.4 23 14
19 Detroit, Ml 95.8 47.4 67.0 13 25
20 Nashville-Davidson, TN 86.4 53.2 66.5 24 18
21 Fresno, CA 78.2 58.1 66.2 31 8
22 Charlotte, NC 84.8 52.6 65.5 26 19
23 Fort Worth, TX 920.1 47.4 65.1 20 25
23 Milwaukee, WI 92.7 48.8 65.1 17 23
25 Memphis, TN 94.4 42.7 62.7 15 31
25 Oklahoma City, OK 80.7 51.3 62.7 29 21
27 Omaha, NB 81.2 49.1 61.6 28 22
28 Tulsa, OK 85.5 43.7 60.2 25 29
29 Portland, OR 74.3 48.6 59.6 33 24
30 Houston, TX 81.4 42.5 59.4 27 32
31 Miami, FL 87.0 31.8 55.7 22 50
32 Minneapolis, MN 70.8 44.4 54.9 39 27
33 Chicago, IL 74.1 40.9 54.1 34 33
34 Boston, MA 75.3 40.1 53.3 32 34
35 Colorado Springs, CO 78.6 36.5 51.8 30 42
36 Mesa, AZ 63.4 43.2 51.7 42 30
37 Atlanta, GA 715 38.5 51.5 37 38
38 Austin, TX 72.8 36.6 51.0 36 41
39 Washington, DC 73.9 34.8 50.6 35 44
40 Dallas, TX 70.9 36.1 50.3 38 43
41 Phoenix, AZ 64.0 38.9 49.1 41 37
42 San Antonio, TX 66.5 37.5 49.0 40 40
43 Albuquerque, NM 63.3 39.2 48.9 44 35
44 Long Beach, CA 63.4 34.0 47.2 42 47
45 Seattle, WA 58.6 39.0 46.8 46 36
46 San Diego, CA 55.3 38.4 45.5 48 39
a7 Denver, CO 60.3 33.8 44.3 45 49
48 Oakland, CA 57.6 34.0 44.0 47 47
49 San Francisco, CA 55.1 34.1 43.4 49 45
50 San Jose, CA 52.7 34.1 41.8 52 45
51 Los Angeles, CA 53.1 30.5 40.1 51 51
52 New York, NY 54.5 28.3 38.6 50 52
53 Honolulu, HI 50.8 26.9 374 53 54
54 El Paso, TX 42.0 27.7 33.8 54 53
"/ ]
City Average 81.4 46.9 60.7
United States, 2004 --- --- 52.9
2010 Goal 43.3

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.13: FEMALE BREAST CANCER MORTALITY RATE, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV --- 53.3 - - 1
2 Sacramento, CA --- 42.3 --- --- 2
3 Miami, FL --- 41.8 - - 3
4 Tucson, AZ --- 41.7 --- --- 4
5 Cleveland, OH --- 38.3 --- --- 5
6 Cincinnati, OH --- 36.4 —— - 6
7 Colorado Springs, CO --- 36.1 - - 7
8 Memphis, TN --- 35.3 --- --- 8
] New Orleans, LA --- 35.3 - - 8
10 Mesa, AZ --- 34.7 --- --- 10
11 Baltimore, MD --- 33.2 --- --- 11
12 Philadelphia, PA --- 31.7 - - 12
13 Wichita, KS --- 31.2 --- --- 13
14 Detroit, Ml --- 30.7 --- --- 14
14 Fresno, CA --- 30.7 ——- - 14
16 Jacksonville, FL --- 30.6 — - 16
17 Charlotte, NC --- 30.3 --- --- 17
18 Chicago, IL --- 29.9 --- --- 18
18 Houston, TX --- 29.9 --- --- 18
20 Omaha, NB --- 29.7 --- --- 20
21 Albuquerque, NM --- 29.6 - - 21
22 Atlanta, GA --- 29.4 --- --- 22
23 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY --- 29.2 --- --- 23
24 El Paso, TX --- 29.0 - - 24
25 St. Louis, MO --- 28.8 - - 25
26 Fort Worth, TX --- 28.4 --- --- 26
26 Los Angeles, CA --- 28.4 - - 2
28 Columbus, OH --- 28.1 — - 28
29 Pittsburgh, PA --- 27.5 --- --- 29
30 Austin, TX --- 27.4 --- --- 30
31 San Antonio, TX --- 27.3 --- --- 31
32 Kansas City, MO --- 27.2 --- --- 32
33 Washington, DC --- 27.1 --- --- 33
34 New York, NY --- 26.8 - - 34
35 Boston, MA --- 26.7 --- --- 35
36 Arlington, TX --- 26.4 - - 36
37 Long Beach, CA --- 25.3 - — 37
38 Oklahoma City, OK --- 24.8 --- --- 38
39 Dallas, TX --- 24.6 - - 39
39 Virginia Beach, VA --- 24.6 - [~ 39
41 San Francisco, CA --- 24.5 --- --- 41
42 Oakland, CA --- 24.0 - - 42
42 Tulsa, OK --- 24.0 --- --- 42
44 Denver, CO --- 23.5 --- --- a4
45 Seattle, WA --- 23.3 _— - 45
46 Portland, OR --- 23.1 - - 46
46 San Diego, CA --- 23.1 --- --- 46
48 Nashville-Davidson, TN --- 22.9 --- --- 48
49 Milwaukee, WI --- 22.4 --- --- 49
49 Phoenix, AZ --- 22.4 --- --- 49
51 San Jose, CA --- 21.5 - - 51
52 Indianapolis, IN --- 20.1 --- --- 52
53 Minneapolis, MN --- 19.1 --- --- 53
54 Honolulu, HI --- 14.9 --- --- 54
e
City Average --- 28.9 ---
United States, 2004 --- - -
2010 Goal --- 21.3 ---

T Per 100,000 female population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.14: MoTOR VEHICLE INJURY MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 49.8 18.2 33.9 2 1
2 Miami, FL 50.9 14.1 32.5 1 3
3 Tucson, AZ 29.2 17.5 23.1 7 2
4 Sacramento, CA 34.4 12.9 23.0 4 6
5 Fresno, CA 30.6 14.1 22.4 5 3
6 Albuquerque, NM 36.5 9.7 22.2 3 11
7 Jacksonville, FL 27.0 13.0 19.6 9 5
8 Phoenix, AZ 27.5 11.8 19.5 8 7
9 Mesa, AZ 26.9 --- 17.7 10 ---
10 Memphis, TN 29.6 7.0 17.3 6 22
11 San Antonio, TX 26.3 9.1 17.1 11 15
12 Nashville-Davidson, TN 25.2 8.2 16.3 13 18
13 Houston, TX 24.9 7.9 16.1 14 20
14 Dallas, TX 22.0 9.6 15.8 18 12
15 El Paso, TX 22.1 2.0 15.2 17 17
15 Oklahoma City, OK 22.3 8.1 15.2 16 19
17 Fort Worth, TX 25.4 --- 15.1 12 ---
18 Arlington, TX 18.2 --- 15.0 27 ---
19 Atlanta, GA 18.6 10.2 14.5 25 9
20 Tulsa, OK 18.0 10.2 14.3 28 9
21 Detroit, Ml 23.2 6.9 14.2 15 24
21 Wichita, KS 19.8 --- 14.2 23 ---
23 St. Louis, MO 21.9 --- 14.1 19 ---
24 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 20.0 2.0 14.0 22 16
25 Milwaukee, WI 15.4 11.8 13.7 33 7
26 Indianapolis, IN 21.5 7.0 13.6 21 22
27 New Orleans, LA 21.9 --- 13.4 19 ---
28 Austin, TX 17.4 9.6 13.2 30 12
29 Kansas City, MO 17.7 --- 12.8 29 ---
30 Oakland, CA 18.4 --- 12.7 26 ---
31 Denver, CO 19.7 --- 125 24 ---
32 Colorado Springs, CO 14.7 --- 12.2 36 ---
33 Cincinnati, OH 15.5 --- 12.0 32 ---
34 Long Beach, CA 13.2 9.4 11.2 42 14
35 Charlotte, NC 16.9 --- 11.1 31 ---
36 Portland, OR 14.3 7.7 10.9 39 21
37 Los Angeles, CA 15.1 6.6 10.7 34 25
38 San Diego, CA 14.9 5.1 10.0 35 29
39 Philadelphia, PA 14.6 5.8 9.8 37 26
40 Baltimore, MD 14.4 --- 9.5 38 ---
41 Chicago, IL 13.7 5.3 9.3 40 27
42 Columbus, OH 12.8 5.2 8.8 43 28
43 Pittsburgh, PA --- --- 8.1 --- ---
43 San Jose, CA 12.3 --- 8.1 45 ---
45 Omaha, NB --- --- 7.7 --- ---
45 Virginia Beach, VA 10.0 --- 7.7 47 ---
45 Washington, DC 13.5 --- 7.7 41 ---
48 Cleveland, OH 12.6 --- 7.3 44 ---
49 Minneapolis, MN 11.8 --- 7.1 46 ---
50 Seattle, WA 9.4 --- 6.8 48 ---
51 San Francisco, CA 6.7 4.9 5.8 50 30
52 Honolulu, HI --- --- 5.7 --- ---
53 New York, NY 7.1 3.0 4.9 49 31
54 Boston, MA --- --- 4.8 --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 20.5 9.3 135
United States, 2004 --- --- 14.8
2010 Goal 8.0

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.15: HoMICIDE RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 New Orleans, LA 91.7 8.4 47.9 1 4
2 Baltimore, MD 73.5 8.7 39.5 2 3
3 Detroit, Ml 68.5 8.9 36.8 3 2
4 Washington, DC 51.4 --- 27.7 4 ---
5 St. Louis, MO 45.0 --- 25.4 5 ---
6 Miami, FL 36.0 --- 22.5 7 ---
7 Atlanta, GA 35.1 --- 21.9 8 ---
8 Philadelphia, PA 39.2 5.3 21.4 6 7
9 Las Vegas, NV 31.3 --- 19.9 9 ---
10 Memphis, TN 31.0 --- 17.6 11 ---
10 Oakland, CA 31.2 --- 17.6 10 ---
10 Sacramento, CA 27.8 --- 17.6 13 ---
13 Kansas City, MO 25.8 9.6 17.5 16 1
14 Dallas, TX 26.5 5.4 16.1 14 5
15 Tucson, AZ 25.7 --- 16.0 17 ---
16 Cleveland, OH 28.2 --- 15.9 12 ---
17 Cincinnati, OH 26.4 --- 15.8 15 ---
18 Chicago, IL 24.9 4.2 14.5 18 10
19 Jacksonville, FL 23.7 5.4 14.3 20 5
20 Denver, CO 21.7 --- 14.2 25 ---
21 Houston, TX 23.5 4.2 14.0 21 10
22 Phoenix, AZ 22.8 4.2 13.9 23 10
23 Los Angeles, CA 23.8 2.9 13.5 19 14
24 Milwaukee, WI 23.1 --- 13.4 22 ---
25 Tulsa, OK 17.9 --- 12.9 30 ---
26 Indianapolis, IN 20.9 4.7 12.7 26 9
27 Long Beach, CA 22.5 --- 12.5 24 ---
28 Columbus, OH 20.0 --- 12.3 27 ---
29 Pittsburgh, PA 18.7 --- 12.1 29 ---
30 Fresno, CA 15.4 --- 12.0 33 ---
31 Charlotte, NC 19.6 --- 11.7 28 ---
32 Minneapolis, MN 17.0 --- 10.5 31 ---
33 Oklahoma City, OK 16.0 --- 10.2 32 ---
34 Fort Worth, TX 14.4 --- 9.8 38 ---
34 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 15.0 4.9 2.8 36 8
36 Nashville-Davidson, TN 14.7 --- 9.6 37 ---
37 Wichita, KS 12.5 --- 8.7 40 ---
38 San Francisco, CA 15.1 --- 8.6 35 ---
39 Boston, MA 15.2 --- 8.3 34 ---
40 Albuquerque, NM 114 --- 8.2 42 ---
40 San Antonio, TX 12.7 4.0 8.2 39 13
42 New York, NY 11.8 2.0 6.7 41 15
43 Mesa, AZ 9.2 --- 6.0 43 ---
44 San Diego, CA 8.0 --- 5.4 44 ---
45 Portland, OR 6.9 --- 4.7 45 ---
46 Seattle, WA 6.8 --- 4.4 46 ---
46 Virginia Beach, VA --- --- 4.4 --- ---
48 Austin, TX 6.0 --- 4.0 48 ---
49 San Jose, CA 6.3 --- 3.5 47 ---
--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Colorado Springs, CO --- --- --- --- ---
--- El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- ---
--- Omaha, NB --- --- --- --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 24.8 5.5 14.5
United States, 2004 --- --- 5.6
2010 Goal 2.8

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.16: FIREARM-RELATED MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 New Orleans, LA 100.2 8.7 51.6 1 1
2 Detroit, Ml 64.0 6.7 33.5 3 3
2 Las Vegas, NV 58.9 8.4 33.5 4 2
4 Baltimore, MD 64.7 --- 32.0 2 ---
5 St. Louis, MO 48.3 --- 26.2 5 ---
6 Miami, FL 41.9 --- 25.2 92 ---
7 Tucson, AZ 44.5 --- 24.3 6 ---
8 Washington, DC 43.6 --- 22.3 7 ---
9 Philadelphia, PA 42.6 3.4 21.8 8 9
10 Sacramento, CA 39.0 --- 20.9 10 ---
11 Atlanta, GA 34.2 --- 20.8 13 ---
12 Phoenix, AZ 34.7 4.6 19.5 12 7
13 Kansas City, MO 34.2 --- 19.4 13 ---
14 Memphis, TN 36.0 --- 19.0 11 ---
15 Colorado Springs, CO 34.1 --- 18.6 15 ---
15 Tulsa, OK 32.7 --- 18.6 17 ---
17 Jacksonville, FL 33.3 --- 18.1 16 ---
18 Fresno, CA 28.3 --- 17.4 24 ---
19 Dallas, TX 28.9 5.0 17.2 23 4
20 Houston, TX 29.5 4.8 17.0 20 6
21 Charlotte, NC 29.2 --- 16.8 21 ---
22 Albuquerque, NM 31.8 --- 16.7 19 ---
23 Cincinnati, OH 28.3 --- 16.5 24 ---
24 Indianapolis, IN 29.0 4.9 16.2 22 5
25 Oakland, CA 27.7 --- 15.8 27 ---
26 Nashville-Davidson, TN 26.9 --- 15.4 32 ---
27 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 27.9 4.3 15.3 26 8
28 Long Beach, CA 32.1 --- 15.0 18 ---
29 Pittsburgh, PA 27.4 --- 14.9 28 ---
30 Milwaukee, WI 27.4 --- 14.7 28 ---
31 Denver, CO 24.9 --- 14.5 34 ---
31 Mesa, AZ 27.0 --- 14.5 31 ---
33 Cleveland, OH 27.4 --- 14.2 28 ---
34 Los Angeles, CA 25.5 2.1 13.8 33 10
35 Oklahoma City, OK 24.1 --- 13.4 35 ---
35 Wichita, KS 22.3 --- 13.4 38 ---
37 Columbus, OH 23.4 --- 13.1 36 ---
38 Chicago, IL 23.2 1.8 12.2 37 11
39 Fort Worth, TX 17.5 --- 11.3 43 ---
40 Minneapolis, MN 19.7 --- 10.8 39 ---
41 Virginia Beach, VA 18.4 --- 10.5 40 ---
42 San Antonio, TX 17.8 --- 9.4 41 ---
43 Portland, OR 17.6 --- 9.2 42 ---
44 San Francisco, CA 16.6 --- 8.6 44 ---
45 Austin, TX 14.4 --- 7.7 46 ---
46 Omaha, NB 15.0 --- 7.2 45 ---
47 Boston, MA 14.1 --- 7.1 47 ---
48 Arlington, TX --- --- 7.0 --- ---
49 Seattle, WA 11.8 --- 6.9 48 ---
50 San Diego, CA 10.8 --- 6.6 49 ---
51 San Jose, CA 9.9 --- 5.3 52 ---
52 El Paso, TX 10.2 --- 5.2 50 ---
53 New York, NY 10.0 0.6 5.1 51 12
--- Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 30.1 4.6 16.2
United States, 2004 --- --- 9.8
2010 Goal 3.6

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.17: SuICIDE RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Las Vegas, NV 55.5 15.0 34.5 1 1
2 Colorado Springs, CO 45.0 --- 26.1 2 ---
3 Tucson, AZ 39.7 12.3 25.0 3 2
4 Sacramento, CA 36.6 10.9 22.7 5 3
5 Albuquerque, NM 37.8 --- 21.0 4 ---
6 Mesa, AZ 32.0 --- 19.6 6 ---
7 Miami, FL 26.6 --- 17.1 9 ---
8 Denver, CO 23.4 10.0 16.2 13 5
9 Jacksonville, FL 28.1 5.9 15.6 7 11
10 Pittsburgh, PA 26.2 --- 15.2 11 ---
10 Wichita, KS 25.6 --- 15.2 12 ---
12 Portland, OR 21.4 10.1 15.1 20 4
13 Fresno, CA 27.4 --- 14.8 8 ---
14 Phoenix, AZ 23.4 7.0 14.7 13 9
15 Tulsa, OK 26.4 --- 14.5 10 ---
16 Milwaukee, WI 21.6 7.8 14.2 18 7
17 Oklahoma City, OK 22.3 --- 14.1 16 ---
18 Atlanta, GA 21.3 --- 13.8 21 ---
19 Austin, TX 21.1 --- 13.6 22 ---
20 Cincinnati, OH 16.8 --- 13.3 35 ---
21 Charlotte, NC 20.9 --- 13.2 23 ---
22 St. Louis, MO 18.9 --- 13.0 26 ---
23 Indianapolis, IN 18.5 8.6 12.9 29 6
24 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 22.3 4.7 12.8 17 15
24 Virginia Beach, VA 21.6 --- 12.8 18 ---
26 Nashville-Davidson, TN 20.8 --- 12.6 24 ---
27 Cleveland, OH 19.7 --- 12.2 25 ---
27 Seattle, WA 18.3 --- 12.2 30 ---
29 Kansas City, MO 22.9 --- 12.1 15 ---
30 Houston, TX 17.9 6.5 12.0 32 10
31 San Francisco, CA 18.3 5.1 11.6 30 13
32 Fort Worth, TX 16.0 --- 10.9 38 ---
32 Honolulu, HI 13.5 --- 10.9 46 ---
34 Columbus, OH 17.3 --- 10.8 34 ---
35 Philadelphia, PA 18.8 4.3 10.7 27 16
36 Omaha, NB 16.8 --- 10.5 35 ---
37 San Diego, CA 14.0 7.2 10.4 44 8
38 Dallas, TX 15.5 5.2 10.3 40 12
39 San Antonio, TX 17.6 3.8 10.2 33 17
40 Arlington, TX 15.4 --- 9.4 41 ---
41 Long Beach, CA 18.6 --- 9.3 28 ---
42 San Jose, CA 14.0 4.8 9.2 44 14
43 New Orleans, LA 15.8 --- 8.9 39 ---
44 Minneapolis, MN 15.1 --- 8.8 43 ---
45 Memphis, TN 15.2 --- 8.6 42 ---
46 Oakland, CA 12.6 --- 8.4 47 ---
47 El Paso, TX 16.6 --- 8.3 37 ---
48 Los Angeles, CA 11.9 3.0 7.1 48 18
49 Chicago, IL 10.5 2.7 6.3 51 19
50 Detroit, Ml 10.8 --- 6.1 50 ---
51 New York, NY 2.9 2.7 6.0 52 19
52 Baltimore, MD 11.9 --- 5.6 48 ---
52 Washington, DC 9.7 --- 5.6 53 ---
54 Boston, MA 6.9 --- 4.2 54 ---
"/ ]
City Average 20.8 6.9 12.8
United States, 2004 --- --- 10.7
2010 Goal 4.8

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.18: HIV-RELATED MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Miami, FL 79.4 37.9 58.4 1 1
2 Baltimore, MD 68.8 35.0 50.5 2 2
3 Atlanta, GA 57.5 26.1 42.1 3 4
4 Washington, DC 57.3 27.1 41.1 4 3
5 New Orleans, LA 41.0 15.3 27.2 5 5
6 San Francisco, CA 38.0 --- 21.7 6 ---
7 New York, NY 25.5 12.1 18.2 7 7
8 Memphis, TN 24.3 12.6 18.0 8 6
9 Philadelphia, PA 24.3 9.1 16.1 8 9
10 Charlotte, NC 21.8 9.4 15.3 12 8
11 Houston, TX 20.4 8.0 14.1 14 10
11 Nashville-Davidson, TN 22.1 7.1 14.1 11 13
13 Dallas, TX 23.3 3.8 13.4 10 15
14 Detroit, Ml 16.9 7.7 12.0 19 12
15 Long Beach, CA 21.1 --- 11.1 13 ---
16 Jacksonville, FL 14.5 7.8 11.0 23 11
17 St. Louis, MO 19.5 --- 10.3 15 ---
18 Denver, CO 19.1 --- 10.0 16 ---
19 Oakland, CA 17.0 --- 9.9 18 ---
20 Boston, MA 15.3 --- 9.7 21 ---
20 Chicago, IL 14.3 5.5 9.7 24 14
22 Fort Worth, TX 14.7 --- 9.6 22 ---
23 Kansas City, MO 17.5 --- 9.4 17 ---
24 Los Angeles, CA 16.0 2.0 8.9 20 16
25 Las Vegas, NV 13.5 --- 8.2 26 ---
26 Cleveland, OH 11.5 --- 7.9 30 ---
27 Seattle, WA 13.3 --- 7.8 27 ---
28 San Diego, CA 13.9 --- 7.6 25 ---
29 Sacramento, CA 11.6 --- 7.0 29 ---
30 San Antonio, TX 11.9 --- 6.8 28 ---
31 El Paso, TX 11.0 --- 6.2 31 ---
32 Austin, TX 9.3 --- 5.8 34 ---
33 Milwaukee, WI 9.1 --- 5.6 35 ---
33 Phoenix, AZ 2.9 --- 5.6 32 ---
35 Indianapolis, IN 9.7 --- 5.5 33 ---
36 Tucson, AZ --- --- 5.3 --- ---
37 Oklahoma City, OK 8.8 --- 4.9 36 ---
38 Portland, OR 8.0 --- 4.4 37 ---
39 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 7.3 11 4.1 38 17
40 Columbus, OH --- --- 3.5 --- ---
41 San Jose, CA --- --- 2.3 --- ---
--- Albuquerque, NM --- --- --- --- ---
--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- ---
--- Cincinnati, OH --- --- --- --- ---
--- Colorado Springs, CO --- --- --- --- ---
--- Fresno, CA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- ---
--- Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- ---
--- Minneapolis, MN --- --- --- --- ---
--- Omaha, NB --- --- --- --- ---
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- ---
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- --- --- --- ---
--- Wichita, KS --- --- --- --- ---
"/ ]
City Average 22.1 13.4 13.7
United States, 2004 --- --- 4.4
2010 Goal 0.7

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.19: PNEUMONIA AND INFLUENZA MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 Sacramento, CA 58.5 38.8 45.7 2 1
2 Tucson, AZ 58.6 30.4 41.2 1 4
3 Las Vegas, NV 52.0 30.0 39.6 3 5
4 New York, NY 47.4 30.9 37.1 4 2
5 Fresno, CA 42.3 30.5 34.7 5 3
6 Los Angeles, CA 40.9 29.3 33.7 6 6
7 San Francisco, CA 37.8 21.3 28.3 7 15
8 Miami, FL 36.7 22.7 28.0 10 12
9 Boston, MA 33.4 23.7 27.1 15 8
10 San Jose, CA 30.9 24.5 27.0 17 7
11 Baltimore, MD 37.1 20.9 26.9 8 17
12 Oakland, CA 32.7 23.3 26.7 16 92
13 Columbus, OH 37.1 22.0 26.5 8 13
13 Jacksonville, FL 34.5 22.9 26.5 13 10
15 Virginia Beach, VA 35.0 21.1 25.9 12 16
16 Memphis, TN 36.5 20.6 25.8 11 18
17 Long Beach, CA 23.9 22.9 23.3 32 10
18 Detroit, Ml 29.8 18.7 22.9 19 21
19 Chicago, IL 30.6 17.2 22.4 18 28
19 Phoenix, AZ 29.8 18.6 22.4 19 23
21 St. Louis, MO 33.7 16.9 22.1 14 29
22 Denver, CO 24.6 19.5 21.9 29 19
23 Tulsa, OK 25.5 18.8 21.5 27 20
24 Albuquerque, NM 27.2 18.3 21.4 24 25
24 Oklahoma City, OK 27.6 18.7 21.4 22 21
26 Nashville-Davidson, TN 28.9 16.4 21.0 21 31
27 Omaha, NB 21.3 21.4 20.7 40 14
28 Houston, TX 22.9 18.0 20.0 35 26
29 Cincinnati, OH 26.8 16.9 19.5 25 29
30 Indianapolis, IN 20.7 18.5 19.3 43 24
31 Colorado Springs, CO 21.2 175 19.1 41 27
31 Mesa, AZ 24.1 15.7 19.1 31 32
33 Pittsburgh, PA 26.3 14.3 18.7 26 38
34 Atlanta, GA 27.4 13.1 18.4 23 44
35 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 22.4 15.1 18.0 37 34
36 Arlington, TX --- --- 17.8 --- ---
37 Honolulu, HI 21.1 14.6 17.5 42 37
38 El Paso, TX 19.3 15.7 17.2 45 32
39 Charlotte, NC 23.0 13.9 17.1 34 40
40 Milwaukee, WI 23.4 13.8 17.0 33 41
41 San Diego, CA 22.4 13.4 16.8 36 42
42 New Orleans, LA 18.5 15.0 16.7 48 35
43 Cleveland, OH 20.3 13.4 16.2 44 42
43 Dallas, TX 24.6 11.1 16.2 29 50
43 Philadelphia, PA 21.9 13.0 16.2 39 45
43 Washington, DC 19.3 14.9 16.2 45 36
47 Fort Worth, TX 25.1 11.3 15.9 28 49
48 San Antonio, TX 19.2 12.6 15.3 47 47
49 Wichita, KS 17.9 14.3 15.1 50 38
50 Kansas City, MO 17.4 13.0 14.5 52 45
51 Minneapolis, MN 17.9 11.6 13.9 50 48
51 Seattle, WA 22.3 2.0 13.9 38 53
53 Austin, TX 16.8 10.6 13.2 53 52
53 Portland, OR 18.5 10.9 13.2 48 51
"/ ]
City Average 28.6 18.5 22.1
United States, 2004 --- --- 20.4

2010 Goal —--

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.20: DIABETES MORTALITY RATE BY GENDER, 2004

Ratef Rank#*
Rank City* Male Female Total Male Female
1 New Orleans, LA 77.9 60.5 66.3 1 1
2 San Antonio, TX 55.3 46.1 49.8 4 2
3 El Paso, TX 57.5 38.3 45.8 2 4
4 Sacramento, CA 55.0 34.0 42.5 5 10
5 Cincinnati, OH 56.8 35.0 42.2 3 7
6 Fresno, CA 51.3 34.2 41.2 7 9
7 Tucson, AZ 42.4 39.1 40.7 12 3
8 Miami, FL 52.0 31.9 39.8 6 14
8 Washington, DC 45.5 36.1 39.8 9 6
10 Columbus, OH 48.7 32.7 38.9 8 13
11 Baltimore, MD 41.4 36.4 38.5 13 5
12 Jacksonville, FL 39.2 34.5 37.1 16 8
13 St. Louis, MO 37.7 33.4 35.6 21 12
14 Fort Worth, TX 38.0 33.7 35.0 19 11
15 Memphis, TN 40.9 31.9 34.8 15 14
16 Portland, OR 41.0 28.8 34.1 14 19
17 Milwaukee, WI 44.3 26.5 33.3 10 24
18 Detroit, Ml 36.7 29.2 32.4 23 18
19 Nashville-Davidson, TN 37.5 28.8 32.1 22 19
20 Houston, TX 33.5 30.5 31.9 29 17
21 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 42.6 22.5 31.7 11 38
22 Cleveland, OH 31.0 31.0 31.4 37 16
23 Wichita, KS 35.5 27.3 30.5 26 23
24 Los Angeles, CA 35.9 26.3 30.4 25 25
25 Oakland, CA 36.3 25.7 30.1 24 27
26 Albuquerque, NM 38.0 23.3 30.0 19 33
27 Austin, TX 33.8 27.9 29.9 28 21
28 Indianapolis, IN 38.1 23.1 28.9 18 35
29 Chicago, IL 32.8 25.0 28.4 30 30
30 San Jose, CA 32.0 25.8 28.0 32 26
31 Omaha, NB 32.1 25.3 27.7 31 28
32 Arlington, TX 38.2 21.2 27.6 17 41
33 Tulsa, OK 29.4 25.3 27.3 38 28
34 Long Beach, CA 25.7 27.7 26.7 46 22
35 Philadelphia, PA 31.3 22.9 26.6 35 36
36 Oklahoma City, OK 315 24.5 26.2 34 31
37 Kansas City, MO 28.5 24.0 25.9 41 32
38 Charlotte, NC 31.8 20.8 25.8 33 43
39 Dallas, TX 28.9 22.9 25.2 40 36
40 Seattle, WA 31.1 19.6 24.6 36 46
41 Pittsburgh, PA 34.5 18.0 24.2 27 50
42 Las Vegas, NV 25.8 22.1 24.1 45 39
42 Mesa, AZ 27.3 21.9 24.1 42 40
44 Minneapolis, MN 24.3 23.2 23.0 48 34
45 Phoenix, AZ 26.4 20.1 22.9 44 45
46 New York, NY 27.3 19.6 22.8 42 46
47 San Diego, CA 25.4 18.7 21.7 47 49
48 Boston, MA 23.6 19.6 21.6 49 46
49 Denver, CO 29.2 15.7 21.5 39 51
50 Virginia Beach, VA 22.3 20.3 21.4 50 44
51 Atlanta, GA 19.1 21.1 20.4 52 42
52 San Francisco, CA 20.0 13.7 17.0 51 53
53 Colorado Springs, CO 17.8 15.5 16.2 53 52
54 Honolulu, HI 17.2 10.3 13.5 54 54
"/ ]
City Average 35.9 26.9 30.5
United States, 2004 --- --- 24.4
2010 Goal 46.0

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.
“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TaBLE 1.21: INFANT MORTALITY RATE, 2003 TABLE 1.22: FERTILITY RATE, 2003

Rank City* Ratef Rank City* Ratef
1 Memphis, TN 17.3 1 Miami, FL 182.9
2 Detroit, MI 16.4 2 Las Vegas, NV 173.0
3 Pittsburgh, PA 145 3 Tulsa, OK 138.0
4 Baltimore, MD 12.8 4 Sacramento, CA 129.9
5 St. Louis, MO 12.7 5 Fresno, CA 101.5
6 Tucson, AZ 12.1 6 El Paso, TX 99.6
7 Milwaukee, WI 114 7 Houston, TX 97.7
8 New Orleans, LA 11.3 8 Mesa, AZ 97.1
9 Philadelphia, PA 10.6 9 Fort Worth, TX 91.8

10 Washington, DC 10.5 10 Atlanta, GA 90.1

11 Cincinnati, OH 10.3 11 Denver, CO 88.5

11 Oklahoma City, OK 10.3 12 San Antonio, TX 85.8

13 Jacksonville, FL 10.2 13 Phoenix, AZ 85.3

14 Chicago, IL 10.0 14 Wichita, KS 84.9

14 Cleveland, OH 10.0 15 Dallas, TX 83.7

16 Columbus, OH 9.8 16 Charlotte, NC 82.2

17 Indianapolis, IN 9.4 17 Albuquerque, NM 81.7

18 Fort Worth, TX 8.8 18 Colorado Springs, CO 79.5

19 Kansas City, MO 8.3 19 Omaha, NB 77.9

20 Dallas, TX 8.1 20 Milwaukee, WI 77.8

21 Honolulu, HI 8.0 21 Arlington, TX 77.3

22 San Antonio, TX 7.5 22 Indianapolis, IN 76.2

23 Nashville-Davidson, TN 7.4 23 San Jose, CA 76.0

24 Omaha, NB 7.3 24 Oklahoma City, OK 73.6

25 Charlotte, NC 7.2 25 Austin, TX 73.2

25 Colorado Springs, CO 7.2 26 Long Beach, CA 72.2

27 Fresno, CA 7.0 27 Los Angeles, CA 72.0

27 Long Beach, CA 7.0 28 Kansas City, MO 71.5

29 Denver, CO 6.9 29 Memphis, TN 71.4

29 Houston, TX 6.9 30 Cincinnati, OH 71.1

31 Phoenix, AZ 6.8 31 Cleveland, OH 70.4

32 Virginia Beach, VA 6.7 32 Portland, OR 69.1

33 Oakland, CA 6.5 33 Chicago, IL 68.5

34 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 6.4 34 Jacksonville, FL 68.2

35 Wichita, KS 6.3 35 San Diego, CA 65.6

36 Arlington, TX 6.2 36 St. Louis, MO 65.0

36 Austin, TX 6.2 37 Minneapolis, MN 64.8

36 New York, NY 6.2 38 Detroit, Ml 64.7

39 Boston, MA 6.1 39 Oakland, CA 64.5

40 Mesa, AZ 6.0 40 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 64.2

41 Sacramento, CA 5.9 41 Honolulu, HI 63.6

42 Seattle, WA 5.6 42 Philadelphia, PA 63.0

43 Los Angeles, CA 5.5 42 Virginia Beach, VA 63.0

44 Minneapolis, MN 5.4 44 Nashville-Davidson, TN 62.7

45 Miami, FL 5.0 45 New York, NY 62.5

46 Albuquerque, NM 4.5 46 Baltimore, MD 62.2

46 San Diego, CA 4.5 47 New Orleans, LA 60.1

46 Tulsa, OK 4.5 48 Columbus, OH 57.9

49 San Jose, CA 4.0 49 Tucson, AZ 57.2

50 El Paso, TX 3.9 50 Washington, DC 53.0

50 Portland, OR 3.9 51 Boston, MA 47.6

52 Las Vegas, NV 3.7 52 Pittsburgh, PA 47.1

53 San Francisco, CA 3.1 53 Seattle, WA 46.2

--- Atlanta, GA --- 54 San Francisco, CA 45.7

.
City Average 7.9 City Average 78.2
United States, 2003 6.8 United States, 2003 66.1
2010 Goal 4.5 2010 Goal ---

T Rate per 1,000 live births.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater

than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further de-

tail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

T Rate per 1,000 women age 15-44 calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures as the denominiator.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater
than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further de-
tail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.23: PERCENT Low BIRTHWEIGHT* 2003 TABLE 1.24: PERCENT OF MOTHERS UNDER AGE TWENTY, 2003

Rank City* Percent Rank City* Percent
1 Detroit, MI 135 1 Baltimore, MD 18.3
1 New Orleans, LA 13.5 2 Cleveland, OH 17.8
3 Baltimore, MD 13.2 2 Memphis, TN 17.8
4 Memphis, TN 12.0 4 St. Louis, MO 17.7
5 Philadelphia, PA 11.7 5 Detroit, Ml 17.6
6 Cleveland, OH 114 6 New Orleans, LA 175
6 St. Louis, MO 114 7 Milwaukee, WI 17.4
8 Cincinnati, OH 11.2 8 Cincinnati, OH 16.6
8 Pittsburgh, PA 11.2 9 El Paso, TX 16.1

10 Washington, DC 10.9 10 Philadelphia, PA 16.0

11 Atlanta, GA 10.4 11 Fresno, CA 15.5

12 Colorado Springs, CO 10.3 12 Phoenix, AZ 15.3

12 Miami, FL 10.3 12 San Antonio, TX 15.3

14 Chicago, IL 10.1 14 Dallas, TX 15.0

15 Columbus, OH 9.8 15 Fort Worth, TX 14.7

15 Jacksonville, FL 9.8 16 Oklahoma City, OK 14.6

15 Milwaukee, WI 9.8 17 Albuquerque, NM 13.9

18 Nashville-Davidson, TN 9.5 17 Tucson, AZ 13.9

19 Denver, CO 9.3 19 Tulsa, OK 13.8

20 Albuquerque, NM 9.1 20 Chicago, IL 13.6

20 Charlotte, NC 9.1 21 Kansas City, MO 13.3

22 Boston, MA 8.9 22 Indianapolis, IN 13.1

22 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 8.9 23 Houston, TX 13.0

22 San Antonio, TX 8.9 24 Jacksonville, FL 12.7

25 Indianapolis, IN 8.8 25 Atlanta, GA 12.3

26 Honolulu, HI 8.6 25 Denver, CO 12.3

27 New York, NY 8.5 27 Wichita, KS 12.2

28 Fort Worth, TX 8.4 28 Pittsburgh, PA 11.9

28 Oklahoma City, OK 8.4 29 Columbus, OH 11.7

30 Kansas City, MO 8.3 30 Nashville-Davidson, TN 11.6

30 Tucson, AZ 8.3 31 Sacramento, CA 11.4

30 Wichita, KS 8.3 31 Washington, DC 11.4

33 Dallas, TX 8.2 33 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 11.0

33 Houston, TX 8.2 33 Las Vegas, NV 11.0

35 Las Vegas, NV 8.1 33 Miami, FL 11.0

36 Arlington, TX 8.0 36 Arlington, TX 10.8

37 El Paso, TX 7.9 36 Austin, TX 10.8

38 Omaha, NB 7.8 38 Mesa, AZ 10.7

39 Tulsa, OK 7.7 39 Colorado Springs, CO 10.5

40 Virginia Beach, VA 7.6 40 Long Beach, CA 10.4

41 Minneapolis, MN 7.5 41 Minneapolis, MN 10.3

42 Long Beach, CA 7.4 42 Los Angeles, CA 10.2

42 Oakland, CA 7.4 42 Omaha, NB 10.2

44 San Francisco, CA 7.3 44 Oakland, CA 9.8

45 Los Angeles, CA 7.2 45 Charlotte, NC 8.7

46 Austin, TX 7.1 46 San Diego, CA 7.9

46 Fresno, CA 7.1 47 Virginia Beach, VA 7.8

46 Phoenix, AZ 7.1 48 Boston, MA 7.5

49 Sacramento, CA 6.9 49 New York, NY 7.4

50 San Diego, CA 6.7 50 Portland, OR 7.0

51 Seattle, WA 6.6 51 San Jose, CA 6.0

52 Portland, OR 6.5 52 Honolulu, HI 5.2

53 San Jose, CA 6.3 53 San Francisco, CA 4.3

54 Mesa, AZ 6.2 54 Seattle, WA 3.8

=, |
City Average 8.9 City Average 12.2
United States, 2003 7.9 United States, 2003 10.3
2010 Goal 5.0 2010 Goal ---

¥ Under 2,500 gms.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater ¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater
than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate. than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further de- “--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further de-
tail see technical notes. tail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities. * See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 1.25: PERCENT OF MOTHERS WHO SMOKE, 2003

Rank City* Percent
1 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 18.2
2 Philadelphia, PA 17.7
3 Indianapolis, IN 17.6
4 Cleveland, OH 17.3
5 St. Louis, MO 16.0
6 Columbus, OH 15.7
7 Cincinnati, OH 15.6
8 Oklahoma City, OK 15.1
9 Wichita, KS 14.7

10 Detroit, Ml 13.8

11 Omaha, NB 13.2

12 Baltimore, MD 13.1

13 Kansas City, MO 13.0

14 Milwaukee, WI 12.4

15 Portland, OR 11.1

15 Tucson, AZ 11.1

17 Albuquerque, NM 11.0

18 Jacksonville, FL 9.6

19 Colorado Springs, CO 9.5

20 Nashville-Davidson, TN 9.2

21 Las Vegas, NV 8.3

22 Denver, CO 7.0

23 Memphis, TN 6.9

24 Mesa, AZ 6.6

25 Virginia Beach, VA 6.5

26 Charlotte, NC 6.2

26 Chicago, IL 6.2

26 Minneapolis, MN 6.2

29 Phoenix, AZ 5.8

30 Arlington, TX 5.6

31 Tulsa, OK 4.9

32 Fort Worth, TX 4.4

33 Honolulu, HI 4.1

34 Boston, MA 4.0

35 Washington, DC 3.7

36 Austin, TX 3.6

37 San Antonio, TX 3.2

38 Atlanta, GA 3.0

39 Dallas, TX 2.8

40 New Orleans, LA 2.5

41 Houston, TX 2.3

42 El Paso, TX 1.9

42 New York, NY 1.9

44 Miami, FL 0.7

--- Fresno, CA ---

Long Beach, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Oakland, CA

Pittsburgh, PA
Sacramento, CA
San Diego, CA

San Francisco, CA
San Jose, CA
Seattle, WA

City Average
United States, 2003
2010 Goal

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and numerator used in rate calculation is greater

than 20; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further de-

tail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
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TABLE 2.1: HIV (NoT AIDS) PREVALENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Washington, DC 657.8 636.4 4,344.2 4,268.9 2,177.8 2,951.6
2 Miami, FL 2,846.4 2,768.4 5,826.3 5,444.9 1,350.9 2,407.4
3 Baltimore, MD 368.1 358.6 1,570.0 1,551.4 307.4 1,343.3
4 San Francisco, CA 1,150.5 1,094.1 1,534.2 1,407.8 751.6 792.2
5 Kansas City, MO 486.5 474.9 723.8 701.9 398.6 538.3
6 Denver, CO 651.7 634.0 834.4 776.8 293.7 535.3
7 Mesa, AZ 418.0 410.7 1,695.6 1,432.0 514.8 482.6
8 New York, NY 286.8 275.8 801.3 766.6 482.9 440.8
9 New Orleans, LA 467.1 455.6 410.0 406.7 323.8 412.6

10 Charlotte, NC 143.4 141.2 956.4 940.1 138.2 403.1

11 Dallas, TX 510.7 499.5 628.6 617.7 165.6 402.1

11 Memphis, TN 178.1 174.8 550.6 546.7 129.4 402.1

13 Seattle, WA 407.5 391.3 715.4 618.2 588.8 389.8

14 Boston, MA 326.5 317.2 517.4 480.0 411.3 353.9

15 Houston, TX 282.5 274.9 772.6 760.9 165.1 346.3

16 Chicago, IL 318.0 305.8 500.7 494.0 191.9 342.6

17 Minneapolis, MN 297.8 287.3 616.5 546.5 233.1 326.7

18 Nashville-Davidson, TN 206.7 202.5 586.0 572.2 203.1 296.9

19 Cincinnati, OH 228.4 223.7 337.7 330.2 --- 269.0

20 Fort Worth, TX 191.9 187.7 630.9 617.1 138.0 261.3

21 Oakland, CA 274.6 253.0 408.9 391.1 131.5 253.3

22 Los Angeles, CA 285.8 269.2 574.4 546.1 186.2 250.7

23 Milwaukee, WI 135.8 131.8 342.5 333.0 237.3 218.3

24 Cleveland, OH 119.6 115.8 245.5 241.2 368.6 213.6

25 Jacksonville, FL 79.1 77.5 511.7 501.7 104.6 203.9

26 Phoenix, AZ 209.3 204.5 566.2 513.9 122.0 195.6

27 Tucson, AZ 218.8 213.0 464.8 407.8 128.8 194.2

28 Columbus, OH 158.2 154.4 325.9 307.3 246.1 192.3

29 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 122.0 120.0 280.1 271.2 159.2 159.7

30 Portland, OR (Multhomah County) 158.9 153.2 273.3 231.8 131.0 150.6

31 Oklahoma City, OK 107.9 103.6 194.8 183.6 58.4 140.7

32 Virginia Beach, VA 69.4 67.6 365.4 348.3 135.1 124.4

33 San Antonio, TX 113.1 110.0 314.3 299.2 111.4 123.5

34 Omaha, NB 69.4 68.3 252.8 238.6 95.2 97.4

35 Arlington, TX 63.4 61.8 310.7 297.1 59.2 93.1

36 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 77.2 74.0 357.4 3314 65.1 84.4

37 San Jose, CA 94.3 88.6 244.1 214.5 97.8 76.8

38 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 78.4 --- 167.9 --- 68.1 75.1

39 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 62.7 --- 225.4 --- 71.9 71.8

40 Long Beach, CA 66.7 63.1 --- --- 42.4 47.9

41 El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- 10.9 9.8

== Atlanta, GA == --- —-- —-- == —_-

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- —— —— - -
--- Las Vegas, NV --- - - - - —
--- Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY --- . - - - ——-
--- Philadelphia, PA --- -—- S - - -
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- --- - - - -
--- San Diego, CA (San Diego County) --- -—- - —— - ——
--- St. Louis, MO --- --- - - - —
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - - .- -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- - - ——- - ——-

City Average 324.7 327.5 794.3 782.1 289.9 406.7
United States, 2005 —
2010 Goal -

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T People living with HIV (not AIDS) at the end of 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated
being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more races.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ 37



TaBLE 2.2: AIDS PREVALENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 3,555.0 3,457.7 8,312.8 7,768.6 1,876.6 3,353.4
2 Washington, DC 1,242.6 1,202.3 2,624.9 2,579.4 1,187.9 2,015.2
3 Atlanta, GA 1,131.9 1,111.2 1,553.2 1,537.8 817.3 1,346.5
4 San Francisco, CA 1,685.7 1,603.1 2,075.1 1,904.2 1,208.2 1,123.0
5 Baltimore, MD 316.0 307.8 1,356.3 1,340.3 560.5 978.6
6 New York, NY 424.7 408.4 1,383.7 1,323.9 919.3 748.4
7 Philadelphia, PA 319.1 312.1 979.7 960.2 --- 630.2
8 Denver, CO 790.6 769.1 924.6 860.6 344.9 629.8
9 Dallas, TX 753.9 737.3 789.0 775.3 264.1 563.4

10 Fort Worth, TX 515.6 504.4 934.7 914.3 195.8 485.5

11 Mesa, AZ 412.5 405.3 1,653.0 1,396.0 550.6 481.4

12 Houston, TX 475.5 462.7 907.0 893.3 268.3 477.6

13 Seattle, WA 485.2 465.9 818.6 707.3 821.0 461.0

14 Boston, MA 334.1 324.5 818.2 759.0 528.9 442.8

15 Oakland, CA 424.7 391.2 712.2 681.2 205.8 408.5

16 New Orleans, LA 558.7 544.9 345.1 342.3 411.4 394.5

17 Chicago, IL 271.4 261.0 540.7 533.5 221.9 345.0

18 Jacksonville, FL 160.4 157.1 751.7 736.9 232.1 330.6

19 Memphis, TN 166.5 163.5 408.8 405.9 150.1 311.6

20 Cleveland, OH 203.6 197.1 355.3 348.9 535.6 302.0

21 Los Angeles, CA 342.5 322.6 609.0 579.0 262.1 300.6

22 Kansas City, MO 276.3 269.7 365.9 354.9 215.7 291.0

23 Nashville-Davidson, TN 203.7 199.5 566.2 552.9 168.6 288.3

24 Detroit, Ml 202.2 179.4 295.6 291.5 148.4 270.4

25 Minneapolis, MN 220.8 213.0 487.0 431.7 229.6 250.9

26 Cincinnati, OH 202.6 198.3 303.1 296.3 --- 240.3

27 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 246.7 237.9 360.7 306.0 247.9 234.4

28 Milwaukee, WI 147.6 143.3 325.3 316.2 269.4 221.1

29 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 169.4 166.6 380.7 368.7 249.3 220.2

30 Arlington, TX 217.0 211.4 415.0 396.9 136.5 213.2

31 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 209.6 201.2 515.9 456.9 224.8 210.1

32 San Antonio, TX 185.5 180.5 393.2 374.3 188.1 196.7

33 Charlotte, NC 78.9 77.7 413.9 406.8 --- 184.3

34 Tucson, AZ 204.4 198.9 419.3 367.9 140.3 184.1

35 Phoenix, AZ 183.2 179.0 437.6 397.2 109.1 167.2

36 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 100.2 --- 336.1 --- --- 142.7

37 Oklahoma City, OK 108.5 104.2 170.1 160.3 64.2 128.2

38 Columbus, OH 111.2 108.5 182.9 172.5 143.1 124.2

39 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 123.7 117.3 293.0 261.1 96.0 121.0

40 San Jose, CA 133.9 125.9 447.5 393.2 145.2 114.3

41 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 114.9 --- 226.3 --- 110.9 112.1

42 Omaha, NB 76.9 75.7 250.8 236.8 204.1 109.2

43 Virginia Beach, VA 59.9 58.4 268.0 255.5 --- 96.9

44 Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- --- 85.1

45 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 70.2 67.4 325.1 301.5 73.4 78.7

46 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 41.4 --- 132.7 --- 56.5 47.2

47 Long Beach, CA 34.7 32.8 --- --- 21.8 29.5

48 El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- 104 8.9

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Las Vegas, NV --- --- S - - -
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---
--- St. Louis, MO --- --- - - - —
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - - .- -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- - - ——- - ——-

City Average 397.7 405.9 825.9 820.2 352.8 427.1
United States, 2005 —
2010 Goal -

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T People living with AIDS at the end of 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated
being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more races.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.3: HIV (nNoT AIDS) INCIDENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 892.8 868.4 476.5 445.3 206.8 339.6
2 Baltimore, MD 43.7 42,5 184.9 182.7 --- 164.0
3 San Francisco, CA 90.3 85.9 161.6 148.3 105.9 76.0
4 Dallas, TX 75.2 73.6 102.4 100.6 24.6 61.7
5 Memphis, TN 12.5 12.3 64.6 64.2 --- 44.8
6 Denver, CO 47.6 46.3 58.4 54.4 324 42.0
7 Chicago, IL 31.2 30.0 61.0 60.2 19.0 38.5
8 Charlotte, NC 15.1 149 84.3 82.8 --- 38.1
9 Fort Worth, TX 24.9 24.4 84.1 82.3 27.0 37.2

10 Jacksonville, FL 13.1 12.8 94.2 92.4 --- 37.1

11 Houston, TX 22.6 22.0 77.1 75.9 25.3 36.7

12 New York, NY 17.2 16.6 73.8 70.6 35.6 34.7

13 New Orleans, LA 27.2 26.5 35.3 35.0 --- 32.8

14 Seattle, WA 30.1 28.9 64.5 55.7 --- 31.8

15 Long Beach, CA 44.5 42.1 --- --- 29.7 31.4

16 Kansas City, MO 25.2 24.6 42.4 41.1 --- 29.7

17 Boston, MA 20.6 20.0 45.6 42.3 51.7 29.4

18 Los Angeles, CA --- --- --- --- --- 26.1

19 Minneapolis, MN 22.2 21.4 45.6 40.4 --- 24.6

20 Cleveland, OH 14.0 13.6 30.2 29.7 --- 24.0

21 Nashville-Davidson, TN 16.7 16.4 40.2 39.2 --- 22.1

22 Cincinnati, OH 16.1 15.8 29.7 29.0 --- 21.7

23 San Antonio, TX 13.2 12.8 69.5 66.2 20.9 21.5

24 Columbus, OH 13.7 13.3 45.2 42.6 --- 20.8

25 Oakland, CA --- --- 32.1 30.7 --- 20.0

26 Phoenix, AZ 18.0 17.6 54.9 49.8 16.9 18.9

27 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 17.8 17.2 --- --- --- 17.7

28 Arlington, TX --- --- 68.8 65.8 --- 17.1

29 Tucson, AZ 17.4 17.0 --- --- --- 15.8

30 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 7.9 7.8 34.3 33.3 --- 15.0

31 Milwaukee, WI 8.9 8.6 18.6 18.1 --- 12.7

32 Oklahoma City, OK 8.6 8.2 --- --- --- 11.5

33 Omaha, NB --- --- --- --- --- 10.8

34 El Paso, TX ~-- -—- --- --- 11.1 9.9

35 Virginia Beach, VA --- --- 27.8 26.5 --- 9.4

36 Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- 9.3

37 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- --- --- --- 6.1

38 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) --- --- --- --- 6.3 5.8

39 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- --- --- --- --- 5.0

--- Atlanta, GA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

== Detroit, MI == --- --- —-- ~m- —--

== Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- - - —-- -
--- Las Vegas, NV --- - - - - —
--- Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY --- --- —— —— - ——
--- Philadelphia, PA --- - S —— - ——
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- - - —— - ——
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- - - —— - -
--- San Diego, CA (San Diego County) --- --- --- --- - -
--- San Jose, CA --- - S —— - ——
--- St. Louis, MO --- - — S - -
--- Tulsa, OK - - — _—- - _—
--- Washington, DC --- --- —— —— - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- - - ——- - ——-

City Average 55.5 53.8 78.8 75.2 43.8 37.2
United States, 2005 —
2010 Goal -

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T HIV (not AIDS) cases diagnosed in 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated
being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more races.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TaBLE 2.4: AIDS INCIDENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 256.4 249.4 850.5 794.9 150.2 301.5
2 Washington, DC 30.2 29.2 192.6 189.3 117.9 133.2
3 Baltimore, MD 20.3 19.8 135.5 133.9 --- 94.4
4 Atlanta, GA 38.4 37.7 95.3 94.3 --- 72.8
5 San Francisco, CA 68.2 64.8 127.6 117.1 68.5 52.5
6 Memphis, TN 17.6 17.3 71.9 71.4 --- 51.1
6 New York, NY 22.9 22.0 107.6 102.9 58.6 51.1
8 Dallas, TX 49.9 48.8 76.1 74.8 30.1 48.0
9 Philadelphia, PA 15.4 15.0 74.3 72.8 43.7

10 Houston, TX 20.6 20.0 91.4 90.0 28.6 40.3

10 Long Beach, CA 49.7 47.0 --- --- 29.7 40.3

12 New Orleans, LA 32.6 31.8 45.1 44.8 --- 39.8

13 Jacksonville, FL 15.1 14.8 84.7 83.1 --- 36.3

14 Nashville-Davidson, TN 17.2 16.9 70.8 69.1 --- 31.6

15 Chicago, IL 20.8 20.0 49.3 48.6 20.6 30.4

16 Denver, CO 28.8 28.0 46.7 43.5 29.0 30.3

17 Seattle, WA 28.5 27.4 55.9 48.3 --- 29.5

18 Detroit, Ml --- --- 32.4 31.9 --- 29.3

19 Charlotte, NC 9.4 9.3 58.6 57.6 --- 27.0

20 Boston, MA 14.4 14.0 52.7 48.9 28.2 24.1

21 Cincinnati, OH 12.1 11.8 35.3 34.5 --- 22.0

22 Oakland, CA --- --- 39.2 37.5 --- 21.3

23 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 12.0 11.8 29.0 28.1 --- 16.7

24 San Antonio, TX 14.0 13.6 28.1 26.7 16.2 15.8

25 Fort Worth, TX --- --- --- --- --- 15.5

26 Phoenix, AZ 13.7 13.4 47.1 42.7 13.6 15.4

27 Los Angeles, CA 10.1 9.5 36.8 35.0 16.5 15.0

28 Kansas City, MO 2.4 9.2 24.8 24.1 --- 14.3

29 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 12.7 12.1 26.5 23.5 18.2 13.7

30 Tucson, AZ 12.9 12.5 --- --- 144 13.6

31 Minneapolis, MN 9.2 8.9 29.4 26.1 --- 13.1

32 Columbus, OH 7.8 7.6 24.9 23.5 --- 119

33 Omaha, NB 7.8 7.7 --- --- --- 11.0

34 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY --- --- 26.2 --- --- 10.8

35 El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- 12.3 10.6

36 Cleveland, OH --- --- 14.1 13.8 --- 9.8

37 Oklahoma City, OK 7.6 7.3 --- --- ~-- 9.7

38 Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- 2.0

39 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- --- --- 10.7 8.1

40 Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- 6.8

40 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 6.3 6.1 --- --- --- 6.8

42 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 4.8 4.6 22.9 20.4 --- 6.5

43 Milwaukee, WI --- --- 11.3 11.0 --- 6.2

44 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) --- --- --- --- 6.3 6.0

45 Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- --- 5.3

46 San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- 4.2

47 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- --- --- --- --- 3.9

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Las Vegas, NV --- - - - - —
=== Pittsburgh, PA == --- --- --- --- ---
--- St. Louis, MO --- - — S - -
--- Tulsa, OK - - — _—- - _—
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- . —— —— - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- - - ——- —— ——-

City Average 27.2 26.3 82.3 80.1 37.2 321
United States, 2005 5.9 54.1 18.0 13.7
2010 Goal ---

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T AIDS cases diagnosed in 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated
being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more races.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.5: PRIMARY AND SECONDARY SYPHILIS INCIDENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 74.6 72.6 97.0 90.6 26.4 46.3
2 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) --- --- --- --- --- 38.0
3 San Francisco, CA 48.7 46.3 --- --- 36.5 32.1
4 Baltimore, MD 18.4 17.9 35.0 34.6 --- 29.9
5 Washington, DC 23.9 23.1 19.7 19.4 --- 19.9
6 Memphis, TN --- --- 27.4 27.2 --- 19.5
7 Charlotte, NC 10.1 2.9 25.6 25.2 --- 14.6
8 Chicago, IL 20.7 19.9 16.1 15.9 5.8 14.4
9 Kansas City, MO 13.0 12.7 18.3 17.7 --- 13.8

10 Columbus, OH 10.7 10.5 26.0 24.6 --- 13.5

11 Houston, TX 11.1 10.8 20.9 20.6 8.2 11.8

12 Minneapolis, MN 11.7 11.3 --- --- --- 11.0

13 Boston, MA --- --- --- --- --- 10.9

13 Dallas, TX 6.1 6.0 29.9 29.3 --- 10.9

13 Los Angeles, CA 15.2 14.3 21.1 20.1 8.8 10.9

16 Fort Worth, TX --- --- --- --- --- 10.8

17 San Antonio, TX --- --- --- --- --- 10.7

18 Arlington, TX --- --- 46.6 44.6 --- 9.0

19 New York, NY 3.3 3.2 9.2 8.8 3.6 7.7

20 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 7.1 6.8 --- --- 7.5 6.9

21 Jacksonville, FL --- --- 18.0 17.6 --- 6.7

22 Denver, CO 6.9 6.8 --- --- --- 6.3

23 Phoenix, AZ 4.5 4.4 --- --- 7.8 5.9

24 Oakland, CA --- --- --- --- --- 5.8

25 Philadelphia, PA 3.9 3.8 8.2 8.0 --- 5.7

26 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 5.7 --- --- --- --- 5.6

27 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- --- --- --- 5.0

28 San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- 4.6

29 Nashville-Davidson, TN --- --- --- --- --- 4.2

30 Oklahoma City, OK --- --- --- --- --- 4.1

30 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) --- --- --- --- --- 4.1

32 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) --- --- --- --- --- 3.6

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Cincinnati, OH --- - - - - -
--- Cleveland, OH --- - - —— - -
--- Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- -—- —— - - -
--- Detroit, MI --- --- . - - ——
--- El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---
--- Fresno, CA (Fresno County) --- - —— —— - ——-
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- - --- .- -
--- Las Vegas, NV --- - - - - —
--- Long Beach, CA --- - S - - -
--- Mesa, AZ --- - . S - -
--- Milwaukee, WI --- - - —— - ——-
--- New Orleans, LA --- --- - S - -
--- Omaha, NB --- - - - - -
=== Pittsburgh, PA == --- --- --- --- ---
--- Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- - - —— - -
--- Seattle, WA --- - - - - —
--- St. Louis, MO --- - —— —— - ——
--- Tucson, AZ --- - - S - -
--- Tulsa, OK - - — _—- - _—
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- . —— —— - -
--- Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- - - ——- —— ——-

City Average 16.4 16.5 27.9 26.9 13.1 12.6
United States, 2005 1.8 9.8 3.3 3.0
2010 Goal 0.2

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and meet reliability standards; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.6: CHLAMYDIA INCIDENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Milwaukee, WI 116.6 113.2 1,956.2 1,901.7 552.7 1,565.9
2 Cincinnati, OH 123.1 120.6 734.8 718.4 1,040.2 1,386.7
3 Miami, FL 741.3 721.0 3,413.2 3,189.8 354.9 1,073.7
4 Memphis, TN 53.7 52.7 595.1 590.8 196.7 1,040.9
5 Philadelphia, PA 87.8 85.9 1,364.0 1,336.8 4,045.7 1,027.3
6 Baltimore, MD 288.2 280.8 1,118.2 1,105.0 587.7 979.8
7 Cleveland, OH 190.7 184.6 1,204.9 1,183.5 466.5 972.6
8 Kansas City, MO 203.6 198.7 2,041.3 1,979.7 526.1 959.8
9 Denver, CO 183.0 178.0 1,435.2 1,336.0 972.7 889.2

10 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 296.4 291.4 2,144.0 2,076.2 1,297.7 840.0

11 Chicago, IL 102.1 98.2 1,395.7 1,377.0 283.3 789.2

12 Omaha, NB 297.7 293.1 2,385.9 2,252.0 850.4 711.0

13 Minneapolis, MN 187.4 180.8 1,770.0 1,569.0 822.6 669.6

14 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 408.6 --- 802.9 --- 954.3 662.1

15 Washington, DC 37.7 36.5 430.5 423.0 129.0 643.3

16 Boston, MA 137.2 133.3 1,128.3 1,046.6 678.1 641.4

17 Jacksonville, FL 229.5 224.8 1,465.1 1,436.3 552.4 628.7

18 San Antonio, TX 152.0 147.9 1,108.6 1,055.5 717.5 618.7

19 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 158.4 151.9 1,511.5 1,401.5 735.7 607.5

20 Oakland, CA 50.0 46.1 669.3 640.2 299.5 604.8

21 Charlotte, NC 120.2 118.4 1,364.6 1,341.4 846.7 591.7

22 Columbus, OH 133.2 130.0 931.4 878.2 475.1 589.2

23 Fort Worth, TX 191.0 186.9 1,417.0 1,386.0 560.3 585.6

24 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 129.6 122.9 1,076.5 959.1 382.9 569.1

25 Oklahoma City, OK 220.0 211.3 1,817.0 1,712.1 607.4 517.1

26 Phoenix, AZ 171.4 167.5 1,135.6 1,030.7 698.7 509.4

27 Nashville-Davidson, TN 139.8 137.0 1,156.3 1,129.0 505.9 494.7

28 New York, NY 19.0 18.2 454.6 434.9 199.1 489.7

29 Houston, TX 107.3 104.4 866.0 853.0 383.5 481.6

30 San Francisco, CA 282.1 268.3 1,425.4 1,307.9 545.2 477.4

31 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 219.1 --- 1,583.7 --- 703.8 464.3

32 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) --- --- --- --- --- 464.1

33 Dallas, TX 65.5 64.0 857.9 843.0 381.2 444.3

34 Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 268.8 259.3 1,664.3 1,411.6 782.1 434.4

35 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) 161.9 158.2 1,366.9 1,261.5 618.2 424.6

36 El Paso, TX 142.1 137.4 596.1 550.7 451.1 414.1

37 Mesa, AZ 164.7 161.8 1,109.1 936.7 714.1 394.6

38 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 86.2 82.7 548.3 485.6 283.8 391.0

39 Los Angeles, CA 103.0 97.0 1,098.8 1,044.7 500.3 382.9

40 Virginia Beach, VA 159.8 155.6 1,036.8 988.2 309.5 373.9

41 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 108.5 --- 1,030.7 --- 3314 359.6

42 San Jose, CA 71.3 67.0 440.8 387.2 289.6 343.5

43 Arlington, TX 128.9 125.6 978.7 936.0 470.3 332.5

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- ~-- ---

--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- ---

"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]
City Average 172.3 161.9 1,253.1 1,192.2 645.3 647.5
United States, 2005 152.1 1,247.0 459.0 332.5
2010 Goal ---

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and meet reliability standards; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.7: GONORRHEA INCIDENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Cincinnati, OH 53.5 52.4 706.5 690.8 --- 829.5
2 Cleveland, OH 88.9 86.1 939.9 923.2 149.7 683.3
3 Milwaukee, WI 28.8 27.9 1,031.6 1,002.9 94.9 643.6
4 Kansas City, MO 77.0 75.2 1,408.1 1,365.6 111.1 550.6
5 Baltimore, MD 84.8 82.6 737.2 728.4 198.9 534.0
6 Miami, FL 279.7 272.1 1,572.2 1,469.3 134.7 458.2
7 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 114.6 112.7 1,388.4 1,344.5 252.3 455.1
8 Memphis, TN 14.3 14.1 364.3 361.7 --- 449.9
9 Washington, DC 41.5 40.1 430.5 423.0 48.9 375.1

10 Charlotte, NC 50.7 49.9 998.5 981.5 110.6 367.6

11 Oklahoma City, OK 103.6 99.5 1,623.5 1,529.7 149.9 345.0

12 Chicago, IL 41.0 39.4 694.2 684.9 39.5 341.5

13 Fort Worth, TX 83.3 81.5 1,274.0 1,246.1 85.3 336.3

14 Philadelphia, PA 34.0 33.2 478.1 468.6 1,215.4 333.2

15 Jacksonville, FL 78.3 76.6 873.4 856.2 127.5 318.5

16 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) --- --- --- --- --- 318.1

17 Minneapolis, MN 101.2 97.6 931.3 825.6 140.5 313.9

18 San Francisco, CA 313.9 298.6 876.0 803.8 299.5 310.7

19 Oakland, CA 34.1 314 394.6 377.4 65.2 294.6

20 Columbus, OH 86.4 84.3 824.3 777.2 257.6 293.3

21 Denver, CO 100.3 97.6 814.4 758.1 215.7 277.3

22 Dallas, TX 51.9 50.7 737.5 724.7 62.0 264.3

23 Houston, TX 31.1 30.2 554.3 545.9 64.4 202.3

24 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 49.1 --- 700.0 --- --- 200.0

25 Nashville-Davidson, TN 46.1 45.1 526.1 513.7 149.5 195.8

26 Omaha, NB 57.5 56.6 838.1 791.1 112.3 193.3

27 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 39.6 37.6 514.1 458.0 82.7 186.3

28 San Antonio, TX 50.0 48.6 735.5 700.3 163.7 183.7

29 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 52.6 50.4 704.9 653.6 157.3 162.6

30 Phoenix, AZ 67.2 65.6 660.3 599.3 151.3 152.5

31 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) 35.3 34.5 812.3 749.6 101.7 144.9

32 Boston, MA 53.8 52.3 290.1 269.1 74.0 143.8

33 Portland, OR (Multhomah County) 90.4 87.2 601.2 509.9 272.1 134.1

34 New York, NY 10.5 10.1 161.0 154.0 36.5 132.3

35 Arlington, TX 40.8 39.7 577.0 551.8 75.6 124.9

36 Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 81.0 --- 394.2 --- 149.4 118.6

37 Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) 39.9 --- 694.6 --- 172.9 116.3

38 Virginia Beach, VA 28.1 27.4 409.6 390.5 --- 111.7

39 Los Angeles, CA 55.7 52.4 552.5 525.3 71.4 109.9

40 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 20.5 19.6 199.4 176.6 38.1 92.6

41 Mesa, AZ 40.7 39.9 565.2 477.3 104.8 81.7

42 San Jose, CA 19.2 18.1 111.9 98.3 54.1 63.9

43 El Paso, TX 28.0 27.1 336.1 310.5 40.1 51.3

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- ~-- ---

--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- ---

"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]
City Average 66.6 65.3 715.2 687.6 153.5 279.0
United States, 2005 35.2 626.4 74.8 115.6
2010 Goal 19.0

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and meet reliability standards; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.8: TUBERCULOSIS INCIDENCE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY**, 2005

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL --- --- 131.6 123.0 45.7 63.2
2 San Francisco, CA --- --- --- --- --- 17.0
3 Fort Worth, TX --- --- --- --- --- 15.1
4 Minneapolis, MN --- --- 54.4 48.3 --- 14.1
5 Memphis, TN --- --- 18.1 18.0 --- 12.8
6 Dallas, TX 4.9 4.8 23.9 23.5 11.1 12.4
6 Houston, TX 5.0 4.9 19.7 19.4 16.0 12.4
8 New York, NY 3.3 3.2 15.5 14.9 12.9 12.3
9 Nashville-Davidson, TN --- --- 23.8 23.3 --- 11.6

10 Chicago, IL 2.8 2.7 16.2 16.0 10.5 11.4

11 Oakland, CA --- --- --- --- --- 11.3

12 Jacksonville, FL --- --- 22.7 22.3 --- 11.0

13 San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 2.0 1.9 --- --- 21.4 10.8

13 Seattle, WA --- --- 43.0 37.1 --- 10.8

15 Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) --- --- --- --- --- 10.7

16 Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 2.8 2.7 16.9 15.1 12.3 10.6

17 Columbus, OH --- --- 22.6 21.3 --- 10.5

18 Washington, DC --- --- 13.2 13.0 --- 9.8

19 Boston, MA --- --- 20.7 19.2 --- 9.7

20 Los Angeles, CA --- --- 15.7 149 11.2 9.3

21 Cleveland, OH --- --- 12.8 12.6 --- 9.2

22 Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- 2.0

23 Fresno, CA (Fresno County) --- --- --- --- 114 8.6

24 Charlotte, NC --- --- 13.1 12.9 --- 8.5

25 Denver, CO --- --- --- --- 13.1 7.9

26 Philadelphia, PA --- --- 2.0 8.8 --- 7.6

26 Phoenix, AZ --- --- --- --- 15.8 7.6

28 Oklahoma City, OK --- --- --- --- --- 6.5

29 San Antonio, TX --- --- --- --- 8.3 6.4

30 Portland, OR (Multhomah County) --- --- --- --- --- 6.1

31 Cincinnati, OH --- --- --- --- --- 6.0

32 Kansas City, MO --- --- --- --- --- 5.4

33 Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) --- --- --- --- --- 5.2

34 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 3.8 --- --- --- --- 4.5

35 Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- --- --- --- 4.4

36 Milwaukee, WI --- --- --- --- --- 3.7

--- Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Baltimore, MD --- - R —— — -
=== Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County) --- - - —— _— ——
--- Detroit, Ml --- - - —— - -
--- El Paso, TX --- - - —— - -
--- Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- - - ——- —— ——-
--- Las Vegas, NV --- - - - - —
--- Long Beach, CA --- --- R —— — ——
--- Mesa, AZ --- - - S - —
--- New Orleans, LA --- - —— —— - ——
--- Omaha, NB --- - S - - ——
--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---
--- San Jose, CA --- - S —— - ——
--- St. Louis, MO --- - - S - -
--- Tucson, AZ --- --- - - - -
--- Tulsa, OK --- - - - .- -
--- Virginia Beach, VA --- - - S - -

City Average 3.5 3.4 27.4 25.8 15.8 10.9
United States, 2005 1.3 10.9 9.5 4.8
2010 Goal 1.0

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report using 2000 U.S. Census figures.

¥ Rank of cities for which data are available and meet reliability standards; 1 corresponds to highest rate.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available.

** Race/ethnicity-specific rates may be underestimated for cities that have a large percentage of cases with unknown race/ethnicity. The reader should consider the percent of “Other/Un-
known Race/Ethnicity” presented in Table A.7 when comparing race/ethnicity-specific rates across cities. See technical notes for additional information.
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TABLE 2.9: OVERALL MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 1,710.2 1,685.4 1,912.3 1,836.6 1,371.8 1,660.3
2 Sacramento, CA 1,611.2 1,568.0 1,768.7 1,687.1 1,203.9 1,449.6
3 Tucson, AZ 1,468.4 1,452.2 1,487.9 1,407.1 1,168.7 1,398.2
4 Miami, FL 1,984.5 1,949.5 2,128.8 2,013.7 1,013.2 1,288.4
5 Baltimore, MD 933.4 920.5 1,309.3 1,298.5 384.5 1,139.6
6 Fresno, CA 1,190.8 1,164.4 1,390.4 1,348.4 1,006.2 1,135.0
7 Cleveland, OH 1,061.9 1,043.5 1,273.3 1,259.3 685.6 1,131.0
8 Detroit, Ml 966.3 916.7 1,176.6 1,165.4 780.7 1,103.4
9 New Orleans, LA 862.6 850.3 1,319.7 1,308.0 360.3 1,095.1

10 Cincinnati, OH 938.7 930.1 1,351.1 1,333.4 --- 1,072.9

11 Jacksonville, FL 1,042.5 1,033.0 1,216.2 1,203.1 775.1 1,061.2

12 Columbus, OH 996.8 986.9 1,314.8 1,277.7 1,023.9 1,051.0

13 Memphis, TN 844.3 837.5 1,262.2 1,255.9 534.9 1,045.7

14 St. Louis, MO 882.6 871.0 1,201.9 1,188.7 552.2 1,013.2

15 Indianapolis, IN 974.8 968.1 1,170.6 1,154.1 631.7 1,009.1

16 Philadelphia, PA 898.7 888.4 1,212.8 1,195.6 889.1 1,006.1

17 Arlington, TX 999.2 989.3 1,590.2 1,533.2 930.8 1,004.5

18 Houston, TX 916.3 904.6 1,318.6 1,305.7 893.6 997.9

19 San Antonio, TX 989.6 977.6 1,308.0 1,281.3 947.2 983.5

20 Albuquerque, NM 900.6 889.9 1,218.0 1,149.3 1,162.9 976.2

21 Atlanta, GA 736.0 728.5 1,141.9 1,134.4 671.3 974.3

22 Charlotte, NC 866.1 861.4 1,300.1 1,287.4 548.2 973.0

23 Fort Worth, TX 919.0 909.8 1,286.8 1,274.0 850.1 969.2

24 Washington, DC 669.1 654.4 1,193.8 1,176.9 196.0 966.4

25 Milwaukee, WI 886.5 878.1 1,237.7 1,220.6 581.4 965.4

26 Pittsburgh, PA 883.3 877.3 1,232.4 1,208.8 --- 950.5

26 Wichita, KS 933.7 924.2 1,329.9 1,290.2 983.1 950.5

28 Mesa, AZ 925.4 919.1 1,701.5 1,607.6 1,025.9 943.1

29 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 904.2 --- 1,196.3 --- 840.5 942.7

30 Oklahoma City, OK 909.4 890.7 1,278.7 1,242.7 814.6 936.2

31 Tulsa, OK 919.2 894.4 1,281.9 1,242.7 547.1 933.6

32 Kansas City, MO 829.1 819.5 1,199.1 1,181.0 849.6 912.6

33 Colorado Springs, CO 902.5 893.4 1,205.3 1,123.3 1,030.2 911.7

34 Portland, OR 910.2 897.1 1,183.2 1,114.7 603.0 902.7

35 Nashville-Davidson, TN 843.8 837.0 1,188.8 1,175.7 331.8 899.7

36 Virginia Beach, VA 868.7 861.2 1,228.5 1,207.7 854.4 888.2

37 Dallas, TX 768.3 761.0 1,256.1 1,243.3 763.2 881.6

38 Chicago, IL 756.0 738.5 1,176.0 1,164.3 611.1 868.1

39 Omaha, NB 819.1 814.8 1,252.4 1,225.3 769.6 859.5

40 El Paso, TX 954.2 939.2 1,175.8 1,148.5 811.4 854.4

41 Long Beach, CA 864.0 847.5 1,343.2 1,294.3 639.5 853.5

42 Phoenix, AZ 810.4 802.6 1,150.5 1,103.5 1,036.1 852.2

43 Denver, CO 803.1 793.4 1,074.1 1,035.0 940.1 841.9

44 Austin, TX 804.2 796.2 1,058.8 1,039.7 829.6 826.5

45 Oakland, CA 709.8 686.4 1,133.7 1,105.8 709.8 822.8

46 Boston, MA 829.6 817.6 1,025.2 970.5 578.5 820.9

47 Los Angeles, CA 768.8 745.6 1,322.6 1,282.4 784.5 806.5

48 Minneapolis, MN 767.1 758.8 1,164.9 1,093.8 523.5 799.5

49 San Diego, CA 760.3 748.4 1,190.5 1,132.4 748.7 762.0

50 New York, NY 713.9 698.7 984.0 951.1 724.6 748.9

51 Seattle, WA 732.7 722.5 1,047.6 980.4 500.2 729.5

52 San Jose, CA 772.1 750.8 970.3 884.7 800.2 708.9

53 San Francisco, CA 737.4 717.7 1,315.5 1,249.5 608.8 699.3

54 Honolulu, HI 749.7 615.7 1,349.9 852.7 1,570.6 669.9

/]
City Average 929.6 913.7 1,279.8 1,234.8 788.3 963.8
United States, 2004 801.0

2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.10: HEART DISEASE MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 483.4 477.4 573.8 553.0 338.6 465.0
2 Miami, FL 569.9 560.7 606.9 578.0 325.1 388.2
3 Sacramento, CA 426.6 417.6 446.7 428.5 290.4 383.4
4 Detroit, Ml 331.2 316.7 394.5 391.1 242.3 370.0
5 Cleveland, OH 347.0 341.6 402.2 398.2 --- 362.8
6 Tucson, AZ 363.0 359.5 306.7 294.7 273.4 340.8
7 Memphis, TN 248.9 247.3 369.0 367.2 --- 304.7
8 Fresno, CA 323.8 317.8 396.0 386.8 242.9 301.0
9 New York, NY 306.2 300.6 358.7 347.5 255.0 300.6

10 Baltimore, MD 247.6 244.7 324.2 321.8 --- 287.2

11 Long Beach, CA 293.0 288.2 475.4 458.6 199.1 285.1

12 St. Louis, MO 264.8 261.7 316.8 313.6 --- 284.7

13 Arlington, TX 283.9 281.4 368.3 357.0 --- 279.0

14 Washington, DC 181.9 178.6 333.8 329.5 --- 273.7

15 Houston, TX 252.1 249.4 369.8 366.5 226.3 273.2

16 Fort Worth, TX 264.2 261.9 351.8 348.8 199.8 270.2

17 Pittsburgh, PA 253.2 251.7 332.7 326.9 --- 268.4

18 Oklahoma City, OK 257.9 253.2 387.0 377.8 --- 266.5

19 Philadelphia, PA 253.0 250.5 302.1 298.2 188.6 265.9

20 San Antonio, TX 273.7 271.0 391.2 384.6 244.1 265.8

21 Tulsa, OK 263.8 257.4 353.9 343.5 --- 263.6

22 Jacksonville, FL 262.4 260.4 289.3 286.4 --- 262.3

23 Chicago, IL 238.5 233.6 3333 330.1 154.4 258.3

24 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 245.3 --- 320.3 --- 173.9 253.5

25 Los Angeles, CA 246.7 240.3 405.5 394.5 232.3 250.8

26 Columbus, OH 243.7 241.5 287.7 280.6 --- 250.4

27 Cincinnati, OH 219.9 218.2 308.1 304.5 --- 248.8

28 Mesa, AZ 241.1 239.8 --- --- 280.2 243.8

29 Milwaukee, WI 233.6 232.0 287.6 284.2 100.1 243.6

30 New Orleans, LA 202.0 199.5 287.2 284.6 --- 243.5

31 Dallas, TX 206.5 204.8 354.6 351.4 210.4 239.8

32 Nashville-Davidson, TN 220.6 219.1 338.3 334.9 --- 239.7

33 Indianapolis, IN 230.3 228.9 288.0 284.7 --- 238.6

34 Atlanta, GA 154.6 153.2 280.0 278.2 --- 230.2

35 Wichita, KS 225.2 223.3 356.5 348.5 --- 227.0

36 Virginia Beach, VA 221.8 220.2 293.9 289.6 --- 226.8

37 Kansas City, MO 208.4 206.3 289.3 285.4 --- 224.8

38 Phoenix, AZ 210.7 209.0 317.6 307.1 237.9 215.8

39 Albuquerque, NM 200.8 198.9 263.1 250.2 255.1 214.5

40 El Paso, TX 250.2 246.8 326.8 321.7 193.4 212.9

41 Oakland, CA 192.4 187.7 288.7 282.3 162.5 211.9

42 San Diego, CA 209.1 206.6 362.1 346.2 220.3 210.5

43 Charlotte, NC 194.5 193.6 257.7 255.5 --- 210.1

44 Portland, OR 204.8 202.5 286.6 272.7 --- 204.1

45 Omaha, NB 200.0 199.1 249.5 244.9 --- 203.3

46 Austin, TX 185.7 184.0 231.0 227.5 191.6 188.7

47 Boston, MA 196.0 193.3 213.3 202.4 114.7 184.6

48 San Jose, CA 209.2 204.1 221.6 202.1 183.7 184.0

49 Colorado Springs, CO 174.7 173.3 329.4 308.6 186.3 177.5

49 Honolulu, HI 164.2 139.7 --- --- 507.4 177.5

51 Denver, CO 176.1 174.4 204.6 198.5 165.0 175.4

52 San Francisco, CA 190.3 185.9 284.3 272.9 149.6 174.5

53 Seattle, WA 175.1 173.2 233.6 220.2 --- 171.7

54 Minneapolis, MN 137.4 136.1 230.8 218.1 --- 140.7

/]
City Average 247.4 243.7 330.4 322.4 224.8 252.6
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 217.5
2010 Goal ---

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.11: ALL CANCER MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 365.9 361.1 387.9 375.0 245.3 354.6
2 Sacramento, CA 382.2 372.6 333.9 320.1 235.9 324.2
3 Tucson, AZ 336.4 333.0 327.8 314.1 255.8 311.1
4 Miami, FL 376.6 370.0 376.7 356.3 223.0 258.5
5 Cleveland, OH 243.7 239.7 294.0 291.0 106.9 258.1
6 Cincinnati, OH 221.2 219.4 331.9 328.3 --- 254.6
7 Columbus, OH 238.1 235.9 307.2 299.9 --- 247.4
8 Fresno, CA 267.5 262.1 340.5 331.0 183.3 246.0
9 New Orleans, LA 187.0 184.5 303.0 300.3 --- 244.1

10 Jacksonville, FL 243.6 241.5 253.5 251.3 216.4 240.7

11 Arlington, TX 235.1 232.6 396.4 380.6 298.4 238.2

12 St. Louis, MO 209.0 206.5 279.5 276.8 --- 234.4

13 Indianapolis, IN 226.9 225.5 274.5 271.5 --- 233.4

14 Philadelphia, PA 218.1 215.8 270.1 266.6 196.1 232.2

15 Baltimore, MD 204.3 201.7 260.2 258.2 --- 231.0

16 Detroit, MI 200.2 190.1 247.1 244.8 157.2 230.4

17 Milwaukee, WI 212.9 211.2 309.3 305.6 98.5 227.3

17 Pittsburgh, PA 214.3 213.0 289.0 284.1 --- 227.3

19 Memphis, TN 170.3 169.1 289.8 288.4 --- 226.0

20 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 216.6 --- 288.8 --- 296.6 224.8

21 Fort Worth, TX 209.3 207.2 307.9 305.4 212.7 222.0

22 Wichita, KS 223.0 221.0 286.3 280.1 219.5 221.9

23 Houston, TX 209.4 206.9 285.8 283.2 165.8 217.3

24 Virginia Beach, VA 215.0 213.5 272.2 268.1 --- 215.8

25 Charlotte, NC 193.2 192.2 295.7 293.3 --- 214.9

26 Albuquerque, NM 202.4 200.1 271.3 257.7 256.4 213.9

27 Kansas City, MO 199.9 197.7 260.1 256.7 197.8 212.0

28 Portland, OR 211.1 208.2 263.6 250.9 --- 211.4

29 Atlanta, GA 191.8 189.8 229.0 227.6 --- 211.3

30 Mesa, AZ 205.9 204.5 --- --- 193.8 207.5

30 San Antonio, TX 219.0 216.4 257.5 253.2 192.1 207.5

32 Omaha, NB 199.1 198.3 286.6 281.4 --- 206.2

33 Boston, MA 213.1 210.0 232.0 219.9 129.7 205.7

34 Washington, DC 160.6 157.3 240.2 237.1 --- 205.6

35 Chicago, IL 188.0 183.6 270.4 267.9 133.7 204.8

36 Colorado Springs, CO 201.5 199.7 230.1 216.6 179.4 201.2

37 Nashville-Davidson, TN 195.2 193.8 239.9 237.7 --- 199.7

38 Minneapolis, MN 198.9 196.9 237.0 224.0 --- 198.6

39 Austin, TX 191.4 189.5 254.6 250.7 194.9 196.4

40 Dallas, TX 174.2 172.7 287.0 284.5 151.0 195.7

41 Oklahoma City, OK 192.6 188.8 259.7 253.9 --- 194.2

42 Oakland, CA 166.9 161.8 249.8 244.1 176.9 193.6

43 Long Beach, CA 196.1 192.6 309.4 298.8 120.7 191.6

44 Tulsa, OK 190.8 185.8 250.5 243.4 --- 190.6

45 Denver, CO 176.0 174.1 251.1 243.9 209.2 185.8

46 El Paso, TX 209.3 206.1 278.0 271.4 173.1 183.7

47 Los Angeles, CA 180.0 174.5 290.8 282.5 163.7 182.3

48 Seattle, WA 183.8 181.4 247.6 234.8 --- 180.6

49 San Diego, CA 183.4 180.6 242.7 232.3 149.7 178.3

50 Phoenix, AZ 172.8 171.2 247.5 239.5 192.7 177.4

51 San Francisco, CA 192.4 187.1 283.0 271.2 128.2 175.3

52 San Jose, CA 194.6 189.3 254.1 233.6 174.2 174.5

53 New York, NY 173.0 169.3 211.0 204.0 150.1 170.2

54 Honolulu, HI 166.1 139.9 --- --- 253.0 150.9

" /¥/¥4/W/W ]
City Average 213.9 210.3 279.7 272.4 189.5 217.5
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 184.6
2010 Goal 158.6

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.12: LuNG CANCER MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY, 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 113.5 112.0 91.2 88.2 71.7 106.9
2 Tucson, AZ 104.8 103.8 --- --- 53.0 89.5
3 Columbus, OH 83.6 82.8 95.0 92.9 --- 83.7
4 Cleveland, OH 80.2 78.9 88.6 87.7 --- 81.0
5 Sacramento, CA 104.0 101.5 66.7 63.9 --- 79.3
6 Indianapolis, IN 76.1 75.7 90.4 89.4 --- 77.6
7 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 74.4 --- 92.0 --- 156.6 76.4
8 St. Louis, MO 65.6 64.8 92.5 91.6 --- 75.5
9 Cincinnati, OH 60.2 59.7 104.7 103.6 --- 75.0

10 Jacksonville, FL 79.4 78.7 63.4 62.9 --- 73.6

11 Virginia Beach, VA 77.3 76.8 64.7 63.6 --- 73.1

12 Arlington, TX 73.7 72.9 --- --- --- 72.4

13 Pittsburgh, PA 68.2 67.8 89.3 87.9 --- 71.9

13 Wichita, KS 74.7 74.0 86.5 84.6 --- 71.9

15 Baltimore, MD 68.0 67.1 76.0 75.4 --- 70.6

16 Kansas City, MO 64.3 63.6 89.4 88.2 --- 68.7

17 New Orleans, LA 51.4 50.8 82.4 81.7 --- 67.5

18 Philadelphia, PA 62.1 61.4 83.2 82.2 --- 67.4

19 Detroit, MI 61.1 58.2 71.2 70.5 --- 67.0

20 Nashville-Davidson, TN 67.7 67.2 66.6 66.0 --- 66.5

21 Fresno, CA 79.2 77.6 --- --- 36.8 66.2

22 Charlotte, NC 62.6 62.3 75.2 74.5 --- 65.5

23 Fort Worth, TX 67.5 66.8 88.0 87.3 --- 65.1

23 Milwaukee, WI 54.8 54.4 104.3 103.0 --- 65.1

25 Memphis, TN 51.8 51.4 76.6 76.2 --- 62.7

25 Oklahoma City, OK 64.9 63.6 75.2 73.6 --- 62.7

27 Omaha, NB 59.8 59.5 84.1 82.8 --- 61.6

28 Tulsa, OK 63.8 62.1 66.0 64.4 --- 60.2

29 Portland, OR 59.8 59.0 86.9 82.5 --- 59.6

30 Houston, TX 61.0 60.3 79.9 79.2 32.9 59.4

31 Miami, FL 90.3 88.8 78.4 74.2 48.4 55.7

32 Minneapolis, MN 57.6 57.1 --- --- --- 54.9

33 Chicago, IL 51.2 50.0 72.4 71.7 28.8 54.1

34 Boston, MA 57.4 56.6 57.7 54.8 --- 53.3

35 Colorado Springs, CO 52.5 52.1 --- --- --- 51.8

36 Mesa, AZ 53.7 53.4 --- --- --- 51.7

37 Atlanta, GA 49.4 48.9 54.9 54.6 --- 51.5

38 Austin, TX 53.8 53.3 76.7 75.6 --- 51.0

39 Washington, DC 39.4 38.6 59.7 59.0 --- 50.6

40 Dallas, TX 44.6 44.2 79.8 79.1 31.4 50.3

41 Phoenix, AZ 51.0 50.5 87.4 84.5 35.2 49.1

42 San Antonio, TX 66.7 65.9 75.2 74.0 27.1 49.0

43 Albuquerque, NM 54.7 54.1 --- --- 40.8 48.9

a4 Long Beach, CA 51.5 50.5 91.7 88.8 --- 47.2

45 Seattle, WA 49.8 49.2 70.0 66.6 --- 46.8

46 San Diego, CA 49.4 48.7 54.4 52.1 29.9 45.5

47 Denver, CO 43.1 42.6 67.3 65.5 45.2 44.3

48 Oakland, CA 37.6 36.5 66.9 65.4 --- 44.0

49 San Francisco, CA 48.3 47.1 55.7 53.5 --- 43.4

50 San Jose, CA 51.8 50.5 --- --- 30.2 41.8

51 Los Angeles, CA 41.9 40.6 72.9 70.9 25.7 40.1

52 New York, NY 42.9 42.0 43.4 42.0 26.5 38.6

53 Honolulu, HI 40.7 34.5 --- --- --- 37.4

54 El Paso, TX 49.6 48.9 --- --- 23.0 33.8

"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]
City Average 62.3 61.1 77.1 75.3 43.7 60.7
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 52.9
2010 Goal 43.3

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more

races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.13: FEMALE BREAST CANCER MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY, 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 57.3 56.5 --- --- --- 53.3
2 Sacramento, CA 49.9 48.5 --- --- --- 42.3
3 Miami, FL 98.6 96.7 75.3 70.5 27.4 41.8
4 Tucson, AZ 43.5 43.1 --- --- --- 41.7
5 Cleveland, OH 39.3 38.6 39.6 39.1 --- 38.3
6 Cincinnati, OH 32.1 31.8 a7.7 47.2 --- 36.4
7 Colorado Springs, CO 35.2 34.9 --- --- --- 36.1
8 Memphis, TN 21.9 21.8 47.2 46.9 --- 35.3
8 New Orleans, LA 18.0 17.7 47.6 47.2 --- 35.3

10 Mesa, AZ 32.9 32.7 --- --- --- 34.7

11 Baltimore, MD 23.3 23.0 39.9 39.6 --- 33.2

12 Philadelphia, PA 33.7 33.3 31.7 31.3 --- 31.7

13 Wichita, KS 30.7 30.5 --- --- --- 31.2

14 Detroit, Ml --- --- 34.4 34.1 --- 30.7

14 Fresno, CA 34.9 34.2 --- --- --- 30.7

16 Jacksonville, FL 28.7 28.5 40.2 39.8 --- 30.6

17 Charlotte, NC 27.2 27.0 41.3 40.9 --- 30.3

18 Chicago, IL 25.6 24.9 40.8 40.4 14.8 29.9

18 Houston, TX 28.8 28.4 41.3 40.9 19.6 29.9

20 Omaha, NB 28.0 27.9 --- --- --- 29.7

21 Albuquerque, NM 31.7 31.2 --- --- 30.2 29.6

22 Atlanta, GA 34.2 33.8 29.0 28.8 --- 29.4

23 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 15.9 --- 28.0 --- 19.0 29.2

24 El Paso, TX 40.1 39.4 --- --- 25.1 29.0

25 St. Louis, MO 27.3 27.0 31.6 31.2 --- 28.8

26 Fort Worth, TX 24.4 24.1 --- --- --- 28.4

26 Los Angeles, CA 314 30.4 47.1 45.6 18.5 28.4

28 Columbus, OH 24.0 23.7 44.6 43.5 --- 28.1

29 Pittsburgh, PA 26.1 25.9 --- --- --- 27.5

30 Austin, TX 31.3 30.9 --- --- --- 27.4

31 San Antonio, TX 30.8 30.4 --- --- 24.4 27.3

32 Kansas City, MO 27.1 26.8 --- --- --- 27.2

33 Washington, DC 28.1 27.5 29.6 29.2 --- 27.1

34 New York, NY 28.7 28.1 32.7 31.6 20.0 26.8

35 Boston, MA 28.8 28.3 30.4 28.7 --- 26.7

36 Arlington, TX 27.7 27.3 --- --- --- 26.4

37 Long Beach, CA 22.5 22.1 --- --- --- 25.3

38 Oklahoma City, OK 23.4 22.9 --- --- --- 24.8

39 Dallas, TX 21.4 21.2 39.8 39.4 --- 24.6

39 Virginia Beach, VA 23.4 23.2 --- --- --- 24.6

41 San Francisco, CA 32.1 31.2 59.5 56.6 --- 24.5

42 Oakland, CA --- --- 30.5 29.7 --- 24.0

42 Tulsa, OK 19.2 18.6 --- --- --- 24.0

44 Denver, CO 24.4 24.2 --- --- --- 23.5

45 Seattle, WA 23.5 23.2 --- --- --- 23.3

46 Portland, OR 23.1 22.7 --- --- --- 23.1

46 San Diego, CA 23.6 23.2 --- --- 24.2 23.1

48 Nashville-Davidson, TN 20.6 20.4 --- --- --- 22.9

49 Milwaukee, WI 22.8 22.6 27.3 27.0 --- 22.4

49 Phoenix, AZ 22.0 21.7 --- --- --- 22.4

51 San Jose, CA 25.9 25.2 --- --- --- 21.5

52 Indianapolis, IN 20.0 19.9 --- --- --- 20.1

53 Minneapolis, MN 19.9 19.7 --- --- --- 19.1

54 Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- 149

/]
City Average 29.7 29.5 39.9 39.5 22.3 28.9
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- ---
2010 Goal 21.3

+ Per 100,000 female population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone repre-
sents the population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one
or more races.

“---" Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.14: MoTOR VEHICLE INJURY MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 33.2 32.2 --- --- 37.1 33.9
2 Miami, FL --- --- 47.6 44.5 28.6 32.5
3 Tucson, AZ 23.2 22.7 --- --- 24.4 23.1
4 Sacramento, CA 21.8 20.7 --- --- 23.6 23.0
5 Fresno, CA 22.6 21.7 --- --- 22.0 22.4
6 Albuquerque, NM 17.7 17.4 --- --- 27.6 22.2
7 Jacksonville, FL 20.3 20.0 18.2 18.0 --- 19.6
8 Phoenix, AZ 14.5 14.2 --- --- 31.3 19.5
9 Mesa, AZ 16.6 16.4 --- --- --- 17.7

10 Memphis, TN 17.3 17.0 16.6 16.5 --- 17.3

11 San Antonio, TX 15.3 14.9 33.6 324 17.7 17.1

12 Nashville-Davidson, TN 15.6 15.4 15.4 15.1 === 16.3

13 Houston, TX 14.2 13.8 154 15.2 23.8 16.1

14 Dallas, TX 10.2 10.0 14.8 14.6 24.5 15.8

15 El Paso, TX 18.9 18.3 --- --- 14.3 15.2

15 Oklahoma City, OK 12.5 12.1 --- --- --- 15.2

17 Fort Worth, TX 13.0 12.8 --- --- 26.1 15.1

18 Arlington, TX 11.2 11.0 --- --- --- 15.0

19 Atlanta, GA --- --- 14.6 14.5 --- 14.5

20 Tulsa, OK 13.8 13.1 --- --- --- 14.3

21 Detroit, Ml --- --- 14.2 14.0 --- 14.2

21 Wichita, KS 16.0 15.7 --- --- --- 14.2

23 St. Louis, MO 15.9 15.5 12.4 12.1 --- 14.1

24 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 12.5 --- 17.1 --- 54.2 14.0

25 Milwaukee, WI 10.0 9.8 20.5 20.1 --- 13.7

26 Indianapolis, IN 13.5 13.4 13.6 13.3 --- 13.6

27 New Orleans, LA --- --- 14.1 14.0 --- 134

28 Austin, TX 11.0 10.8 --- --- 17.7 13.2

29 Kansas City, MO 13.2 12.9 --- --- --- 12.8

30 Oakland, CA --- --- 15.3 14.7 --- 12.7

31 Denver, CO 11.6 114 --- --- 16.0 12.5

32 Colorado Springs, CO 12.0 11.7 --- --- --- 12.2

33 Cincinnati, OH --- --- 14.3 14.1 --- 12.0

34 Long Beach, CA 13.0 12.4 --- --- --- 11.2

35 Charlotte, NC --- --- 19.8 19.5 --- 11.1

36 Portland, OR 10.6 10.2 --- --- --- 10.9

37 Los Angeles, CA 10.3 9.7 17.2 16.4 10.9 10.7

38 San Diego, CA 9.2 8.8 --- --- 11.7 10.0

39 Philadelphia, PA 114 11.1 8.5 8.3 --- 9.8

40 Baltimore, MD 9.6 9.4 9.8 9.7 --- 9.5

41 Chicago, IL 7.9 7.6 124 12.2 8.5 9.3

42 Columbus, OH 8.7 8.6 --- --- --- 8.8

43 Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- 8.1

43 San Jose, CA 10.0 9.4 --- --- 13.6 8.1

45 Omaha, NB 8.0 7.9 --- --- ~-- 7.7

45 Virginia Beach, VA 7.1 7.0 --- --- --- 7.7

45 Washington, DC --- --- 8.8 8.7 --- 7.7

48 Cleveland, OH --- --- --- --- --- 7.3

49 Minneapolis, MN --- --- --- --- --- 7.1

50 Seattle, WA 6.2 6.0 --- --- --- 6.8

51 San Francisco, CA --- --- --- --- --- 5.8

52 Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- 5.7

53 New York, NY 4.8 4.6 5.5 5.3 4.4 4.9

54 Boston, MA --- --- --- --- --- 4.8

"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]
City Average 13.6 13.3 16.5 16.1 21.9 13.5
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 14.8
2010 Goal 8.0

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.15: HoMICIDE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 New Orleans, LA --- --- 68.5 68.0 --- 47.9
2 Baltimore, MD --- --- 56.6 55.9 --- 39.5
3 Detroit, Ml --- --- 41.7 41.2 --- 36.8
4 Washington, DC --- --- 51.1 50.1 --- 27.7
5 St. Louis, MO --- --- 46.7 46.0 --- 25.4
6 Miami, FL --- --- 67.6 62.9 8.8 22.5
7 Atlanta, GA --- --- 33.8 33.5 --- 21.9
8 Philadelphia, PA 5.6 5.5 40.6 39.7 18.9 21.4
9 Las Vegas, NV 11.0 10.6 60.6 57.3 24.0 19.9

10 Memphis, TN --- --- 23.9 23.7 --- 17.6

10 Oakland, CA --- --- 41.0 39.1 --- 17.6

10 Sacramento, CA 14.0 13.0 33.9 31.1 --- 17.6

13 Kansas City, MO --- --- 42.4 41.3 --- 17.5

14 Dallas, TX 5.3 5.2 32.1 31.6 15.5 16.1

15 Tucson, AZ 10.5 10.3 --- --- 21.7 16.0

16 Cleveland, OH --- --- 22.6 22.3 --- 15.9

17 Cincinnati, OH --- --- 324 31.7 --- 15.8

18 Chicago, IL 3.5 3.3 31.6 31.1 9.3 14.5

19 Jacksonville, FL 6.1 6.0 34.2 33.6 --- 14.3

20 Denver, CO 9.1 8.8 --- --- 19.1 14.2

21 Houston, TX 5.1 4.9 26.2 25.8 15.1 14.0

22 Phoenix, AZ 6.9 6.8 32.7 30.4 23.9 139

23 Los Angeles, CA 3.9 3.6 52.5 49.8 13.3 13.5

24 Milwaukee, WI --- --- 22.6 22.1 --- 134

25 Tulsa, OK 8.5 8.2 37.5 35.7 --- 129

26 Indianapolis, IN 4.9 4.3 33.2 32.5 --- 12.7

27 Long Beach, CA --- --- 33.0 31.3 11.9 12.5

28 Columbus, OH 5.6 5.5 30.5 29.1 --- 12.3

29 Pittsburgh, PA --- --- 37.9 36.8 --- 12.1

30 Fresno, CA --- --- --- --- 14.6 12.0

31 Charlotte, NC --- --- 25.3 25.0 --- 11.7

32 Minneapolis, MN --- --- 41.5 37.2 --- 10.5

33 Oklahoma City, OK 6.5 6.2 --- --- --- 10.2

34 Fort Worth, TX --- --- 19.8 19.4 --- 9.8

35 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 3.9 --- 33.5 --- 28.2 9.8

36 Nashville-Davidson, TN --- --- 23.6 23.2 --- 9.6

37 Wichita, KS ~-- -—- -—- -—- ~-- 8.7

38 San Francisco, CA --- --- 72.5 65.1 --- 8.6

39 Boston, MA --- --- 27.1 24.8 --- 8.3

40 Albuquerque, NM --- --- --- --- 11.3 8.2

40 San Antonio, TX --- --- --- --- 10.2 8.2

42 New York, NY 2.4 2.3 16.1 15.4 6.4 6.7

43 Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- 6.0

a4 San Diego, CA --- --- 29.7 27.5 7.6 5.4

45 Portland, OR --- --- --- --- ~-- 4.7

46 Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- --- 4.4

46 Virginia Beach, VA --- --- --- --- --- 4.4

48 Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- 4.0

49 San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- 3.5

--- Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Colorado Springs, CO --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Omaha, NB --- --- --- --- --- ---

"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]
City Average 6.6 6.6 37.7 36.3 15.3 14.5
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 5.6
2010 Goal 2.8

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.16: FIREARM-RELATED MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY, 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 New Orleans, LA 16.2 15.9 70.1 69.6 --- 51.6
2 Detroit, Ml --- --- 38.2 37.8 --- 33.5
2 Las Vegas, NV 30.8 30.0 57.0 54.1 25.4 33.5
4 Baltimore, MD --- --- 48.5 48.0 --- 32.0
5 St. Louis, MO --- --- 43.2 42.5 --- 26.2
6 Miami, FL --- --- 56.3 52.4 12.8 25.2
7 Tucson, AZ 21.4 21.1 --- --- 23.9 24.3
8 Washington, DC --- --- 42.1 41.3 --- 22.3
9 Philadelphia, PA 8.6 8.5 38.6 37.8 18.1 21.8

10 Sacramento, CA 18.9 17.9 --- --- 25.6 20.9

11 Atlanta, GA --- --- 28.6 28.3 --- 20.8

12 Phoenix, AZ 14.7 14.5 34.1 31.9 27.2 19.5

13 Kansas City, MO 10.3 10.1 39.1 38.1 --- 194

14 Memphis, TN 12.6 124 21.7 21.6 --- 19.0

15 Colorado Springs, CO 17.5 17.2 --- --- --- 18.6

15 Tulsa, OK 17.3 16.7 34.1 32.5 --- 18.6

17 Jacksonville, FL 14.3 14.1 27.8 27.4 --- 18.1

18 Fresno, CA 13.9 13.5 --- --- 14.2 174

19 Dallas, TX 11.0 10.8 26.1 25.7 15.1 17.2

20 Houston, TX 13.8 13.5 23.0 22.7 15.2 17.0

21 Charlotte, NC 13.5 13.3 25.1 24.7 --- 16.8

22 Albuquerque, NM 15.2 149 --- --- 17.8 16.7

23 Cincinnati, OH --- --- 30.4 29.7 --- 16.5

24 Indianapolis, IN 11.1 11.0 27.9 27.3 --- 16.2

25 Oakland, CA --- --- 35.3 33.6 --- 15.8

26 Nashville-Davidson, TN 12.0 11.8 24.2 23.7 --- 15.4

27 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 114 --- 29.6 --- 0.0 15.3

28 Long Beach, CA 10.2 10.0 --- --- 11.6 15.0

29 Pittsburgh, PA 8.5 8.4 37.2 36.1 --- 14.9

30 Milwaukee, WI 9.9 9.7 21.7 21.2 --- 14.7

31 Denver, CO 12.1 11.8 --- --- 14.0 14.5

31 Mesa, AZ 13.0 129 --- --- --- 14.5

33 Cleveland, OH 10.9 10.6 17.7 174 --- 14.2

34 Los Angeles, CA 6.0 5.7 48.2 45.7 12.3 13.8

35 Oklahoma City, OK 11.3 11.0 --- --- --- 134

35 Wichita, KS 9.2 9.1 52.6 50.2 --- 134

37 Columbus, OH 9.3 9.2 25.9 24.6 ~-- 13.1

38 Chicago, IL 4.8 4.6 24.3 23.9 8.3 12.2

39 Fort Worth, TX 9.5 9.4 18.4 18.1 --- 11.3

40 Minneapolis, MN --- --- 32.0 28.2 --- 10.8

41 Virginia Beach, VA 10.8 10.6 --- --- --- 10.5

42 San Antonio, TX 9.9 9.7 —-- --- 8.7 9.4

43 Portland, OR 8.5 8.2 --- --- --- 9.2

44 San Francisco, CA --- --- 64.7 57.7 --- 8.6

45 Austin, TX 8.1 8.0 --- --- --- 7.7

46 Omaha, NB --- --- --- --- --- 7.2

47 Boston, MA --- --- 25.1 22.9 --- 7.1

48 Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- --- 7.0

49 Seattle, WA 6.1 5.9 --- --- --- 6.9

50 San Diego, CA 4.5 4.4 21.7 19.8 7.0 6.6

51 San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- 5.3

52 El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- --- 5.2

53 New York, NY 2.5 2.4 12.1 11.5 4.4 5.1

--- Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- ---

"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]
City Average 11.8 11.6 34.4 33.2 14.5 16.2
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 9.8
2010 Goal 3.6

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.17: SUICIDE RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Las Vegas, NV 42.4 41.4 --- --- --- 34.5
2 Colorado Springs, CO 27.1 26.6 --- --- --- 26.1
3 Tucson, AZ 31.6 31.1 --- --- 14.4 25.0
4 Sacramento, CA 29.7 28.3 --- --- --- 22.7
5 Albuquerque, NM 22.3 21.8 --- --- 20.5 21.0
6 Mesa, AZ 19.4 19.1 --- --- --- 19.6
7 Miami, FL 60.7 59.2 --- --- 124 17.1
8 Denver, CO 21.5 21.1 --- --- --- 16.2
9 Jacksonville, FL 20.2 19.9 --- --- --- 15.6

10 Pittsburgh, PA 17.3 17.1 --- --- --- 15.2

10 Wichita, KS 16.4 16.1 --- --- --- 15.2

12 Portland, OR 17.3 16.9 --- --- --- 15.1

13 Fresno, CA 23.5 22.6 --- --- --- 14.8

14 Phoenix, AZ 17.4 17.2 --- --- 11.3 14.7

15 Tulsa, OK 18.1 17.5 --- --- --- 14.5

16 Milwaukee, WI 18.9 18.5 --- --- --- 14.2

17 Oklahoma City, OK 16.3 15.8 --- --- --- 141

18 Atlanta, GA 22.6 22.3 9.8 9.7 --- 13.8

19 Austin, TX 17.3 17.0 --- --- --- 13.6

20 Cincinnati, OH 14.4 14.2 --- --- --- 13.3

21 Charlotte, NC 16.5 16.3 --- --- --- 13.2

22 St. Louis, MO 17.2 16.8 --- --- --- 13.0

23 Indianapolis, IN 15.9 15.7 --- --- --- 12.9

24 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 15.2 --- 2.3 --- 17.1 12.8

24 Virginia Beach, VA 14.7 14.5 --- --- --- 12.8

26 Nashville-Davidson, TN 15.5 15.3 --- --- --- 12.6

27 Cleveland, OH 18.2 17.8 --- --- --- 12.2

27 Seattle, WA 13.7 13.3 --- --- --- 12.2

29 Kansas City, MO 14.2 14.0 --- --- --- 12.1

30 Houston, TX 20.2 19.8 4.7 4.6 8.4 12.0

31 San Francisco, CA 16.3 15.7 --- --- --- 11.6

32 Fort Worth, TX 16.4 16.1 --- --- --- 10.9

32 Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- 10.9

34 Columbus, OH 11.6 114 --- --- --- 10.8

35 Philadelphia, PA 13.7 13.5 6.8 6.7 --- 10.7

36 Omaha, NB 12.2 12.1 --- --- --- 10.5

37 San Diego, CA 13.7 13.3 --- --- --- 104

38 Dallas, TX 14.6 144 --- --- 6.6 10.3

39 San Antonio, TX 16.3 16.0 --- --- 6.4 10.2

40 Arlington, TX 12.6 12.4 --- --- --- 9.4

41 Long Beach, CA 15.0 14.5 --- --- --- 9.3

42 San Jose, CA 12.1 11.6 —-- --- == 9.2

43 New Orleans, LA 14.8 14.5 --- --- --- 8.9

44 Minneapolis, MN 2.0 8.8 --- --- --- 8.8

45 Memphis, TN 12.9 12.7 5.3 5.3 --- 8.6

46 Oakland, CA --- --- --- --- --- 8.4

47 El Paso, TX 16.1 15.7 --- --- 5.6 8.3

48 Los Angeles, CA 9.6 9.2 6.4 6.1 4.1 7.1

49 Chicago, IL 104 10.1 3.7 3.6 5.2 6.3

50 Detroit, Ml --- --- 5.4 5.3 --- 6.1

51 New York, NY 8.0 7.7 4.7 4.5 4.4 6.0

52 Baltimore, MD --- --- 5.3 5.2 --- 5.6

52 Washington, DC --- --- --- --- --- 5.6

54 Boston, MA --- --- --- --- --- 4.2

"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]
City Average 18.1 17.8 5.4 5.7 9.7 12.8
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 10.7
2010 Goal 4.8

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.18: HIV-RELATED MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 48.8 47.61 191.2 76.6 25.8 58.4
2 Baltimore, MD --- --- 75.0 74.2 --- 50.5
3 Atlanta, GA 17.5 17.3 60.0 59.5 --- 42.1
4 Washington, DC 65.6 64.4 41.1
5 New Orleans, LA 16.7 16.4 34.7 34.4 --- 27.2
6 San Francisco, CA 26.9 26.0 65.7 62.1 22.8 21.7
7 New York, NY 7.0 6.8 42.7 40.9 22.0 18.2
8 Memphis, TN --- --- 28.4 28.3 --- 18.0
9 Philadelphia, PA 4.2 4.1 29.9 29.3 23.9 16.1

10 Charlotte, NC --- --- 43.4 42.9 --- 15.3

11 Houston, TX 6.5 6.3 38.3 37.9 7.0 14.1

11 Nashville-Davidson, TN 6.6 6.5 39.4 39.0 --- 14.1

13 Dallas, TX 13.0 12.8 20.6 20.3 10.5 13.4

14 Detroit, Ml --- --- 13.7 13.5 --- 12.0

15 Long Beach, CA 11.1 10.8 --- --- --- 11.1

16 Jacksonville, FL --- --- 35.9 35.5 --- 11.0

17 St. Louis, MO --- --- 15.0 14.8 --- 10.3

18 Denver, CO 10.9 10.8 --- --- --- 10.0

19 Oakland, CA 17.5 16.9 9.9

20 Boston, MA 21.7 20.3 9.7

20 Chicago, IL 3.5 3.3 19.7 19.5 6.3 9.7

22 Fort Worth, TX 27.8 27.5 9.6

23 Kansas City, MO 18.1 17.7 9.4

24 Los Angeles, CA 8.2 7.8 22.6 21.7 8.5 8.9

25 Las Vegas, NV - ——= —— —— - 8.2

26 Cleveland, OH --- --- 10.4 10.3 --- 7.9

27 Seattle, WA 7.4 7.2 7.8

28 San Diego, CA 7.7 7.5 --- --- --- 7.6

29 Sacramento, CA --- R S - - 7.0

30 San Antonio, TX 5.1 5.0 --- --- 6.8 6.8

31 El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- 7.4 6.2

32 Austin, TX --- --- - - - 5.8

33 Milwaukee, WI --- ——= —— - - 5.6

33 Phoenix, AZ 4.8 4.7 --- --- --- 5.6

35 Indianapolis, IN --- --- 14.9 14.7 - 55

36 Tucson, AZ --- - —— - - 5.3

37 Oklahoma City, OK --- --- - --- --- 4.9

38 Portland, OR 5.1 4.9 4.4

39 Louisville/ Jefferson Co., KY** 1.6 --- 15.3 --- 8.6 4.1

40 Columbus, OH --- - ——- ——- - 3.5

41 San Jose, CA --- - - —— - 2.3

--- Albuquerque, NM --- - - S - S

--- Arlington, TX --- - - S - -

--- Cincinnati, OH --- - - —— - -

--- Colorado Springs, CO --- --- - S - ——

--- Fresno, CA --- --- --- --- --- ---

--- Honolulu, HI --- - —— —— - -

--- Mesa, AZ --- -—- - —— - -

--- Minneapolis, MN --- --- - S - —

--- Omaha, NB --- - . - - -

Pittsburgh, PA

--- Tulsa, OK - - — _—- - _—

--- Virginia Beach, VA --- . —— —— - -

--- Wichita, KS --- - - - - -

/¥4 /0000000
City Average 11.2 9.3 38.7 34.3 13.6 13.7
United States, 2004 --- - - —— - 4.4
2010 Goal 0.7

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.19: PNEUMONIA AND INFLUENZA MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Sacramento, CA 49.1 48.0 --- --- --- 45.7
2 Tucson, AZ 44.6 44.2 --- --- 31.9 41.2
3 Las Vegas, NV 39.3 38.8 --- --- --- 39.6
4 New York, NY 34.9 34.2 45.3 43.9 42.1 37.1
5 Fresno, CA 36.8 36.2 --- --- 35.0 34.7
6 Los Angeles, CA 31.5 30.7 45.1 43.9 37.9 33.7
7 San Francisco, CA 31.8 31.0 39.2 37.7 --- 28.3
8 Miami, FL 43.7 43.0 36.9 34.7 22.6 28.0
9 Boston, MA 31.5 31.1 --- --- ~-- 27.1

10 San Jose, CA 24.4 23.8 --- --- 40.8 27.0

11 Baltimore, MD 29.0 28.7 27.2 27.0 --- 26.9

12 Oakland, CA 34.9 34.1 21.1 20.6 --- 26.7

13 Columbus, OH 27.0 26.8 24.8 24.2 --- 26.5

13 Jacksonville, FL 25.8 25.6 33.2 32.8 --- 26.5

15 Virginia Beach, VA 27.2 27.0 --- --- --- 25.9

16 Memphis, TN 25.9 25.7 26.3 26.2 --- 25.8

17 Long Beach, CA 25.0 24.6 --- --- --- 23.3

18 Detroit, MI 19.6 18.8 24.1 23.9 --- 22.9

19 Chicago, IL 194 19.0 28.0 27.7 19.3 22.4

19 Phoenix, AZ 22.8 22.6 --- --- 21.6 22.4

21 St. Louis, MO 23.9 23.7 19.3 19.1 --- 22.1

22 Denver, CO 23.6 23.4 --- --- --- 21.9

23 Tulsa, OK 23.4 22.9 --- --- --- 21.5

24 Albuquerque, NM 19.7 19.6 --- --- 26.6 21.4

24 Oklahoma City, OK 23.2 22.8 --- --- --- 21.4

26 Nashville-Davidson, TN 20.3 20.2 23.9 23.6 --- 21.0

27 Omaha, NB 21.2 21.1 --- --- --- 20.7

28 Houston, TX 15.6 15.5 31.9 31.6 16.7 20.0

29 Cincinnati, OH 16.7 16.5 26.3 26.0 --- 19.5

30 Indianapolis, IN 20.3 20.1 --- --- --- 19.3

31 Colorado Springs, CO 18.9 18.8 --- --- --- 19.1

31 Mesa, AZ 18.6 18.5 --- --- --- 19.1

33 Pittsburgh, PA 17.9 17.8 --- --- --- 18.7

34 Atlanta, GA 14.8 14.7 20.5 20.4 --- 18.4

35 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 17.9 --- 21.7 --- 0.0 18.0

36 Arlington, TX 17.3 17.2 --- --- --- 17.8

37 Honolulu, HI ~-- -—- -—- -—- ~-- 17.5

38 El Paso, TX 20.6 20.2 --- --- 16.3 17.2

39 Charlotte, NC 16.6 16.6 --- --- --- 17.1

40 Milwaukee, WI 15.8 15.7 19.7 19.5 --- 17.0

41 San Diego, CA 15.5 15.3 --- --- 21.9 16.8

42 New Orleans, LA 17.2 17.0 16.0 15.9 --- 16.7

43 Cleveland, OH 15.0 14.8 18.8 18.7 --- 16.2

43 Dallas, TX 14.1 14.0 25.3 25.0 --- 16.2

43 Philadelphia, PA 14.2 14.1 20.1 19.8 --- 16.2

43 Washington, DC --- --- 20.0 19.8 --- 16.2

47 Fort Worth, TX 15.6 15.5 --- --- --- 15.9

48 San Antonio, TX 15.4 15.2 === === 14.9 15.3

49 Wichita, KS 15.9 15.8 --- --- --- 15.1

50 Kansas City, MO 15.1 15.0 --- --- --- 14.5

51 Minneapolis, MN 13.9 13.7 --- --- --- 13.9

51 Seattle, WA 15.1 15.0 --- --- --- 139

53 Austin, TX 12.6 12.5 --- --- --- 13.2

53 Portland, OR 13.8 13.7 --- --- --- 13.2

"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]
City Average 22.8 22.6 26.7 26.5 24.8 22.1
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 20.4
2010 Goal 20.4

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.20: DIABETES MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY, 2004

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 New Orleans, LA 29.0 28.7 99.8 98.9 --- 66.3
2 San Antonio, TX 35.1 34.7 60.1 59.1 66.4 49.8
3 El Paso, TX 29.5 29.1 --- --- 55.0 45.8
4 Sacramento, CA 37.0 36.1 80.1 76.8 54.0 42.5
5 Cincinnati, OH 27.2 27.0 72.4 71.6 --- 42.2
6 Fresno, CA 30.1 29.5 --- --- 74.3 41.2
7 Tucson, AZ 34.5 34.1 --- --- 61.8 40.7
8 Miami, FL 51.2 50.4 86.4 82.3 31.1 39.8
8 Washington, DC 16.6 16.3 54.0 53.3 --- 39.8

10 Columbus, OH 26.6 26.3 84.5 82.5 --- 38.9

11 Baltimore, MD 28.6 28.3 49.1 48.7 --- 38.5

12 Jacksonville, FL 29.9 29.6 65.9 65.3 --- 37.1

13 St. Louis, MO 23.9 23.6 53.3 52.8 --- 35.6

14 Fort Worth, TX 27.7 27.4 58.5 58.0 62.2 35.0

15 Memphis, TN 19.5 19.3 54.7 54.5 --- 34.8

16 Portland, OR 32.6 32.2 84.4 80.2 --- 34.1

17 Milwaukee, WI 22.5 22.3 69.1 68.3 --- 33.3

18 Detroit, Ml 23.6 22.0 36.6 36.2 --- 32.4

19 Nashville-Davidson, TN 22.9 22.7 72.4 71.8 --- 32.1

20 Houston, TX 18.9 18.7 51.6 51.2 52.6 31.9

21 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 27.9 --- 57.5 --- 35.4 31.7

22 Cleveland, OH 21.1 20.8 44.2 43.7 --- 314

23 Wichita, KS 25.6 25.4 --- --- --- 30.5

24 Los Angeles, CA 21.3 20.7 54.4 52.8 47.7 30.4

25 Oakland, CA --- --- 51.5 50.3 --- 30.1

26 Albuquerque, NM 21.8 21.6 --- --- 51.1 30.0

27 Austin, TX 184 18.3 50.2 49.5 72.4 29.9

28 Indianapolis, IN 24.3 24.1 49.9 49.4 --- 28.9

29 Chicago, IL 20.1 19.7 41.1 40.8 37.4 28.4

30 San Jose, CA 23.2 22.6 --- --- 56.1 28.0

31 Omaha, NB 20.3 20.2 101.9 100.1 --- 27.7

32 Arlington, TX 27.0 26.7 --- --- --- 27.6

33 Tulsa, OK 20.3 19.8 102.5 99.9 --- 27.3

34 Long Beach, CA 19.5 19.1 --- --- 53.2 26.7

35 Philadelphia, PA 19.1 18.9 39.6 39.1 --- 26.6

36 Oklahoma City, OK 21.5 21.0 58.2 57.0 --- 26.2

37 Kansas City, MO 17.3 17.1 51.1 50.4 --- 25.9

38 Charlotte, NC 19.3 19.2 48.4 48.0 --- 25.8

39 Dallas, TX 14.3 14.2 54.4 53.9 34.4 25.2

40 Seattle, WA 20.5 20.3 74.2 70.5 --- 24.6

41 Pittsburgh, PA 19.3 19.1 44.7 43.9 --- 24.2

42 Las Vegas, NV 19.9 19.7 --- --- - 24.1

42 Mesa, AZ 21.8 21.7 --- --- --- 24.1

44 Minneapolis, MN 18.7 18.5 --- --- --- 23.0

45 Phoenix, AZ 17.7 17.5 === === 54.4 22.9

46 New York, NY 144 14.1 46.3 44.8 31.2 22.8

47 San Diego, CA 16.0 15.7 47.1 45.1 42.7 21.7

48 Boston, MA 18.9 18.7 42.0 39.9 --- 21.6

49 Denver, CO 14.9 14.8 51.3 49.8 32.6 21.5

50 Virginia Beach, VA 18.0 17.9 --- --- --- 21.4

51 Atlanta, GA --- --- 31.8 31.6 --- 20.4

52 San Francisco, CA 13.1 12.8 52.8 50.7 --- 17.0

53 Colorado Springs, CO 14.6 14.4 --- --- --- 16.2

54 Honolulu, HI --- --- --- --- --- 13.5

"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]
City Average 23.1 22.7 59.7 58.5 50.3 30.5
United States, 2004 --- --- --- --- --- 24.4
2010 Goal 46.0

+ Per 100,000 population using 2000 U.S. Census figures; age adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the
population that indicated being only of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more
races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.21: INFANT MORTALITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY/, 2003

Ratet
Rank City* NH White NH Black Hispanic Total
1 Memphis, TN s 22.1 s 17.3
2 Detroit, Ml --- 18.1 --- 16.4
3 Pittsburgh, PA --- 26.1 --- 14.5
4 Baltimore, MD --- 18.0 --- 12.8
5 St. Louis, MO --- 15.8 --- 12.7
6 Tucson, AZ 6.5 --- 39.0 12.1
7 Milwaukee, WI 6.0 16.0 9.4 11.4
8 New Orleans, LA --- 12.2 --- 11.3
9 Philadelphia, PA 7.5 14.0 5.8 10.6
10 Washington, DC --- 13.7 --- 10.5
11 Cincinnati, OH --- 15.0 --- 10.3
11 Oklahoma City, OK 10.0 16.6 --- 10.3
13 Jacksonville, FL 7.3 16.2 --- 10.2
14 Chicago, IL 6.0 17.0 5.9 10.0
14 Cleveland, OH --- 13.1 --- 10.0
16 Columbus, OH 6.4 14.9 --- 9.8
17 Indianapolis, IN 7.9 15.4 --- 9.4
18 Fort Worth, TX 7.4 17.9 6.2 8.8
19 Kansas City, MO 6.5 12.6 --- 8.3
20 Dallas, TX 5.9 14.4 6.7 8.1
21 Honolulu, HI --- --- --- 8.0
22 San Antonio, TX 6.0 16.8 7.3 7.5
23 Nashville-Davidson, TN --- 12.0 --- 7.4
24 Omaha, NB 5.3 --- --- 7.3
25 Charlotte, NC 4.0 12.7 --- 7.2
25 Colorado Springs, CO 5.7 --- --- 7.2
27 Fresno, CA 9.3 --- 5.8 7.0
27 Long Beach, CA --- --- 6.9 7.0
29 Denver, CO --- --- 7.2 6.9
29 Houston, TX 7.0 11.7 5.1 6.9
31 Phoenix, AZ 4.9 --- 7.6 6.8
32 Virginia Beach, VA 6.1 --- --- 6.7
33 Oakland, CA --- 13.2 --- 6.5
34 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 10.0 5.5 2.1 6.4
35 Wichita, KS 49 --- --- 6.3
36 Arlington, TX 7.6 --- --- 6.2
36 Austin, TX --- --- 6.3 6.2
36 New York, NY 4.2 10.3 4.8 6.2
39 Boston, MA --- 13.0 --- 6.1
40 Mesa, AZ --- --- 8.0 6.0
41 Sacramento, CA --- 11.5 5.7 5.9
42 Seattle, WA --- --- --- 5.6
43 Los Angeles, CA 5.7 11.2 4.8 5.5
44 Minneapolis, MN --- --- --- 5.4
45 Miami, FL --- 4.2 --- 5.0
46 Albuquerque, NM --- --- 4.6 4.5
46 San Diego, CA 4.5 --- 5.3 4.5
46 Tulsa, OK 6.0 --- --- 4.5
49 San Jose, CA --- --- 5.3 4.0
50 El Paso, TX --- --- 3.6 3.9
50 Portland, OR --- --- --- 3.9
52 Las Vegas, NV 3.9 --- --- 3.7
53 San Francisco, CA --- --- --- 3.1
--- Atlanta, GA --- --- --- ---
"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]

City Average 6.4 14.4 7.4 7.9

United States, 2003 5.7 --- 5.6 6.8

2010 Goal 4.5

T Per 1,000 live births.

f Rates based on race/ethnicity categories employed in 1990 census.

“---" Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.22: FERTILITY RATE BY RACE/ETHNICITY; 2003

Ratef
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/

Rank City* Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
1 Miami, FL 137.6 132.9 326.8 305.7 146.8 182.9
2 Las Vegas, NV 130.2 125.7 178.5 168.9 258.4 173.0
3 Tulsa, OK 87.4 83.3 24.8 23.6 926.9 138.0
4 Sacramento, CA 116.7 108.9 117.6 108.8 185.0 129.9
5 Fresno, CA 69.3 66.1 95.7 90.9 134.5 101.5
6 El Paso, TX 55.4 53.4 69.9 65.0 110.0 99.6
7 Houston, TX 60.1 58.5 76.2 75.1 142.4 97.7
8 Mesa, AZ 76.2 74.9 97.6 87.3 163.8 97.1
9 Fort Worth, TX 68.3 66.9 78.4 77.1 139.8 91.8

10 Atlanta, GA 75.1 73.6 75.6 74.8 408.5 90.1

11 Denver, CO 59.4 57.7 77.4 72.0 145.5 88.5

12 San Antonio, TX 68.1 66.1 73.1 70.2 97.6 85.8

13 Phoenix, AZ 46.5 45.5 80.8 74.6 147.6 85.3

14 Wichita, KS 77.2 75.4 93.4 88.9 139.9 84.9

15 Dallas, TX 50.4 49.3 65.9 64.8 131.9 83.7

16 Charlotte, NC 71.4 70.4 73.7 72.7 208.0 82.2

17 Albuquerque, NM 60.0 58.1 73.7 63.9 107.3 81.7

18 Colorado Springs, CO 71.7 69.7 90.6 81.0 136.1 79.5

19 Omaha, NB 66.4 65.5 87.8 84.2 182.0 77.9

20 Milwaukee, WI 56.1 54.6 88.0 86.1 125.1 77.8

21 Arlington, TX 56.9 55.6 77.6 75.3 143.6 77.3

22 Indianapolis, IN 66.0 65.1 80.3 78.6 237.6 76.2

23 San Jose, CA 53.3 50.0 55.4 49.3 103.2 76.0

24 Oklahoma City, OK 59.1 56.8 79.1 75.5 167.4 73.6

25 Austin, TX 51.6 50.4 61.9 59.4 119.4 73.2

26 Long Beach, CA 48.8 45.8 57.7 54.9 104.6 72.2

27 Los Angeles, CA 45.3 42.3 59.7 56.6 97.8 72.0

28 Kansas City, MO 61.7 60.4 73.0 71.1 152.5 715

29 Memphis, TN 48.6 47.7 76.3 75.8 215.3 71.4

30 Cincinnati, OH 62.2 61.1 80.8 79.2 171.8 71.1

31 Cleveland, OH 60.8 59.1 77.7 76.5 80.8 70.4

32 Portland, OR 60.3 58.0 82.7 71.7 161.2 69.1

33 Chicago, IL 48.4 46.6 67.6 66.6 99.0 68.5

34 Jacksonville, FL 60.6 59.5 79.2 78.1 98.1 68.2

35 San Diego, CA 48.3 46.0 61.4 55.8 102.1 65.6

36 St. Louis, MO 50.6 49.2 77.2 76.0 111.0 65.0

37 Minneapolis, MN 45.4 44.0 100.3 89.9 163.0 64.8

38 Detroit, MI 70.7 62.5 61.6 60.8 128.9 64.7

39 Oakland, CA 58.8 53.8 50.2 47.8 104.8 64.5

40 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 58.4 --- 73.6 --- 165.4 64.2

41 Honolulu, HI 74.6 46.7 106.0 80.5 111.7 63.6

42 Philadelphia, PA 44.1 43.1 72.6 71.1 106.3 63.0

42 Virginia Beach, VA 61.2 59.8 66.7 64.6 89.2 63.0

44 Nashville-Davidson, TN 50.7 49.8 67.4 66.3 212.6 62.7

45 New York, NY 57.7 55.3 60.7 57.9 72.0 62.5

46 Baltimore, MD 59.0 57.4 63.1 62.4 120.5 62.2

47 New Orleans, LA 43.2 42.1 67.7 67.2 41.4 60.1

48 Columbus, OH 46.0 45.1 83.5 79.6 188.1 57.9

49 Tucson, AZ 59.6 58.0 268.6 239.7 28.6 57.2

50 Washington, DC 40.5 39.2 59.4 58.2 81.3 53.0

51 Boston, MA 35.9 34.9 69.1 63.4 73.6 47.6

52 Pittsburgh, PA 39.9 39.3 64.7 62.9 74.5 47.1

53 Seattle, WA 43.1 41.3 68.4 58.2 713 46.2

54 San Francisco, CA 38.4 36.5 54.8 49.3 68.2 45.7

"/ ]
City Average 61.4 58.8 84.3 79.5 150.1 78.2
United States, 2003 --- --- --- --- --- 66.1

2010 Goal ---

T Per 1,000 women aged 15-44. Rates based on 2000 U.S. Census figures. For the Non-Hispanic (NH) racial group described above, § Alone represents the population that indicated being only
of that race; £Alone/Combination represents the population that indicated being only of that race or being of that race in combination with one or more races.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.23: PERCENT Low BIRTHWEIGHT* BY RACE/ETHNICITY, 2003

Percentt
Rank City* NH White NH Black Hispanic Total
1 Detroit, Ml 10.9 14.7 5.5 13.5
1 New Orleans, LA 7.5 15.1 --- 135
3 Baltimore, MD 9.4 15.4 6.4 13.2
4 Memphis, TN 6.6 14.4 5.0 12.0
5 Philadelphia, PA 7.6 14.9 10.3 11.7
6 Cleveland, OH 8.9 13.2 10.1 11.4
6 St. Louis, MO 7.4 13.9 --- 11.4
8 Cincinnati, OH 8.5 14.2 --- 11.2
8 Pittsburgh, PA 8.8 15.6 . 11.2
10 Washington, DC 6.1 13.8 7.6 10.9
11 Atlanta, GA 8.1 13.6 5.9 10.4
12 Colorado Springs, CO 9.9 15.1 9.3 10.3
12 Miami, FL 10.5 13.9 7.5 10.3
14 Chicago, IL 7.5 15.6 6.6 10.1
15 Columbus, OH 8.2 13.6 5.1 9.8
15 Jacksonville, FL 7.7 134 6.9 9.8
15 Milwaukee, WI 6.6 13.8 6.2 9.8
18 Nashville-Davidson, TN 7.9 13.9 6.5 9.5
19 Denver, CO 8.9 17.3 8.1 9.3
20 Albuquerque, NM 9.1 13.7 9.1 9.1
20 Charlotte, NC 7.0 13.6 6.9 9.1
22 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 7.3 13.9 6.6 8.9
23 Boston, MA 6.5 13.1 7.3 8.9
23 San Antonio, TX 8.1 14.7 8.7 8.9
25 Indianapolis, IN 7.9 12.5 4.7 8.8
26 Honolulu, HI 6.4 15.3 7.3 8.6
27 New York, NY 6.5 12.1 7.7 8.5
28 Fort Worth, TX 7.3 14.8 6.7 8.4
28 Oklahoma City, OK 8.2 13.7 5.7 8.4
30 Kansas City, MO 7.2 11.5 5.3 8.3
30 Tucson, AZ 7.7 13.4 5.1 8.3
30 Wichita, KS 7.5 13.7 7.0 8.3
33 Dallas, TX 7.4 14.2 6.2 8.2
33 Houston, TX 7.4 13.9 6.4 8.2
35 Las Vegas, NV 7.4 13.6 7.0 8.1
36 Arlington, TX 7.4 13.2 6.1 8.0
37 El Paso, TX 9.1 14.7 7.6 7.9
38 Omaha, NB 7.0 12.0 6.2 7.8
39 Tulsa, OK 7.9 11.8 7.1 7.7
40 Virginia Beach, VA 6.6 10.9 7.9 7.6
41 Minneapolis, MN 6.3 11.3 4.5 7.5
42 Long Beach, CA 6.6 10.7 6.6 7.4
42 Oakland, CA 5.6 13.6 4.4 7.4
44 San Francisco, CA 6.2 15.3 7.5 7.3
45 Los Angeles, CA 6.9 13.8 6.3 7.2
46 Austin, TX 6.2 12.8 7.0 7.1
46 Fresno, CA 6.6 11.2 6.4 7.1
46 Phoenix, AZ 6.7 12.9 6.9 7.1
49 Sacramento, CA 6.1 10.7 5.9 6.9
50 San Diego, CA 6.1 10.7 6.0 6.7
51 Seattle, WA 5.9 10.1 5.8 6.6
52 Portland, OR 6.2 12,5 5.0 6.5
53 San Jose, CA 6.2 12.3 5.7 6.3
54 Mesa, AZ 5.9 12.8 6.1 6.2
"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]

City Average 7.4 13.5 6.7 8.9

United States, 2003 7.0 13.6 6.7 7.9

2010 Goal 5.0

¥ Under 2,500 gms.

f Rates based on race/ethnicity categories employed in 1990 census.

“--- Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.24: PERCENT OF MOTHERS UNDER AGE TWENTY BY RACE/ETHNICITY/, 2003

Percentt
Rank City* NH White NH Black Hispanic Total
1 Baltimore, MD 8.9 23.1 13.8 18.3
2 Cleveland, OH 11.2 21.7 19.9 17.8
2 Memphis, TN 8.2 21.4 15.3 17.8
4 St. Louis, MO 7.0 24.2 13.3 17.7
5 Detroit, Ml 12.8 18.6 14.3 17.6
6 New Orleans, LA 2.7 21.5 --- 17.5
7 Milwaukee, WI 6.9 24.4 18.0 17.4
8 Cincinnati, OH 8.9 24.4 15.9 16.6
9 El Paso, TX 8.4 13.5 17.0 16.1
10 Philadelphia, PA 7.5 20.1 22.1 16.0
11 Fresno, CA 7.7 22.0 17.3 15.5
12 Phoenix, AZ 8.7 21.5 18.3 15.3
12 San Antonio, TX 6.3 16.6 184 15.3
14 Dallas, TX 5.6 21.0 16.3 15.0
15 Fort Worth, TX 7.7 21.5 17.7 14.7
16 Oklahoma City, OK 11.7 21.2 17.6 14.6
17 Albuquerque, NM 6.3 15.7 18.7 13.9
17 Tucson, AZ 10.4 20.4 17.2 139
19 Tulsa, OK 8.8 15.1 17.5 13.8
20 Chicago, IL 2.8 21.6 13.8 13.6
21 Kansas City, MO 8.0 20.7 15.8 13.3
22 Indianapolis, IN 10.3 20.3 12.2 13.1
23 Houston, TX 6.1 16.3 14.9 13.0
24 Jacksonville, FL 9.2 19.1 12.1 12.7
25 Atlanta, GA 1.4 18.7 134 12.3
25 Denver, CO 4.3 17.0 17.4 12.3
27 Wichita, KS 10.5 18.3 15.5 12.2
28 Pittsburgh, PA 6.4 22.3 --- 11.9
29 Columbus, OH 9.6 15.8 12.7 11.7
30 Nashville-Davidson, TN 7.7 17.2 15.8 11.6
31 Sacramento, CA 6.7 17.7 14.1 114
31 Washington, DC --- 16.3 10.6 114
33 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 8.3 19.0 13.8 11.0
34 Las Vegas, NV 7.3 16.7 14.2 11.0
34 Miami, FL 9.6 16.5 7.3 11.0
36 Arlington, TX 8.4 129 14.1 10.8
36 Austin, TX 3.7 16.7 16.5 10.8
38 Mesa, AZ 7.5 13.0 15.6 10.7
39 Colorado Springs, CO 7.2 15.3 19.5 10.5
40 Long Beach, CA 4.0 12.8 12.6 10.4
41 Minneapolis, MN 3.1 16.5 13.1 10.3
42 Los Angeles, CA 2.2 13.5 12.8 10.2
42 Omaha, NB 6.4 224 13.0 10.2
a4 Oakland, CA 2.8 14.1 12.9 9.8
45 Charlotte, NC 3.3 15.1 12.0 8.7
46 San Diego, CA 3.1 12.2 12.7 7.9
47 Virginia Beach, VA 6.1 13.4 10.5 7.8
438 Boston, MA 2.8 10.8 13.0 7.5
49 New York, NY 2.0 104 12.2 7.4
50 Portland, OR 5.1 16.2 12.6 7.0
51 San Jose, CA 2.5 --- 11.3 6.0
52 Honolulu, HI 3.6 --- 2.8 5.2
53 San Francisco, CA 0.8 15.0 10.1 4.3
54 Seattle, WA 1.7 10.5 11.3 3.8
"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]

City Average 6.4 17.7 14.6 12.2

United States, 2003 7.5 174 14.3 10.3

2010 Goal ---

f Rates based on race/ethnicity categories employed in 1990 census.

“---" Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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TABLE 2.25: PERCENT OF MOTHERS WHO SMOKE BY RACE/ETHNICITY?, 2003

Percent?

Rank City* NH White NH Black Hispanic Total
1 Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY** 19.4 18.7 6.3 18.2
2 Philadelphia, PA --- --- --- 17.7
3 Indianapolis, IN 23.2 14.5 1.2 17.6
4 Cleveland, OH 26.8 13.0 12.9 17.3
5 St. Louis, MO 17.4 16.5 --- 16.0
6 Columbus, OH 19.3 14.4 3.0 15.7
7 Cincinnati, OH 19.8 13.2 --- 15.6
8 Oklahoma City, OK 21.6 14.6 3.4 15.1
9 Wichita, KS 18.1 15.7 3.3 14.7

10 Detroit, Ml 20.0 14.5 3.6 13.8

11 Omaha, NB 15.9 15.2 3.2 13.2

12 Baltimore, MD 16.7 12.5 --- 13.1

13 Kansas City, MO 15.9 134 3.9 13.0

14 Milwaukee, WI 13.6 15.6 5.1 12.4

15 Portland, OR 12.7 19.3 3.8 11.1

15 Tucson, AZ 14.2 104 --- 11.1

17 Albuquerque, NM 14.3 17.4 9.4 11.0

18 Jacksonville, FL 14.4 4.6 4.5 9.6

19 Colorado Springs, CO 10.9 10.1 5.9 9.5

20 Nashville-Davidson, TN 12.7 8.6 --- 9.2

21 Las Vegas, NV 13.5 13.2 2.0 8.3

22 Denver, CO 8.7 11.7 5.3 7.0

23 Memphis, TN 13.4 5.9 s 6.9

24 Mesa, AZ 9.6 --- 2.6 6.6

25 Virginia Beach, VA 8.0 4.1 --- 6.5

26 Charlotte, NC 7.1 8.6 --- 6.2

26 Chicago, IL 5.1 12,9 1.3 6.2

26 Minneapolis, MN 5.1 9.3 --- 6.2

29 Phoenix, AZ 13.2 10.3 2.1 5.8

30 Arlington, TX 10.6 4.3 1.5 5.6

31 Tulsa, OK 8.1 8.7 2.2 4.9

32 Fort Worth, TX 8.4 4.6 1.6 4.4

33 Honolulu, HI 3.9 --- 7.8 4.1

34 Boston, MA 4.6 5.2 2.2 4.0

35 Washington, DC --- 5.9 --- 3.7

36 Austin, TX 5.7 7.4 1.7 3.6

37 San Antonio, TX 6.3 5.5 2.0 3.2

38 Atlanta, GA 2.3 4.7 --- 3.0

39 Dallas, TX 7.2 4.2 0.8 2.8

40 New Orleans, LA 5.3 2.0 --- 2.5

41 Houston, TX 6.2 3.9 0.7 2.3

42 El Paso, TX 6.4 --- 14 1.9

42 New York, NY 1.7 31 1.6 1.9

44 Miami, FL 2.1 0.7 0.6 0.7

i Fresno, CA --- --- --- ---

--- Long Beach, CA --- --- --- ---

--- Los Angeles, CA --- --- --- ---

--- Oakland, CA --- --- --- ---

--- Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- ---

--- Sacramento, CA --- --- --- ---

--- San Diego, CA --- --- --- ---

--- San Francisco, CA --- --- --- ---

--- San Jose, CA --- --- --- ---

--- Seattle, WA --- --- --- ---

"/¥/¥/¥V7// ]
City Average 11.7 10.0 3.4 8.7
United States, 2003 14.3 8.3 2.7 10.7
2010 Goal 1.0

f Percent based on race/ethnicity categories employed in 1990 census.

“---" Numerator less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Rates for Blacks include both Hispanic and non-Hispanic Blacks.
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Section 3







TABLE 3.1: HIV (NoT AIDS) PREVALENCE RATE, 1998—2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998—2005
Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 72.3 73.5 74.2 719 72.0 72.8 74.2 75.1 3.8
Arlington, TX --- 8.7 21.6 30.0 40.8 59.2 75.7 93.1 ---
Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) --- --- --- --- --- ---
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 733.4 852.5 967.1 1,056.0 1,131.4 1,183.0 1,253.5 1,343.3 83.2
Boston, MA 176.7 200.3 225.9 250.9 277.9 300.9 326.9 353.9 100.3
Charlotte, NC 288.8 299.5 307.3 326.4 343.0 362.8 385.0 403.1 39.6
Chicago, IL --- 109.4 144.8 184.9 226.6 264.1 305.0 342.6 ---
Cincinnati, OH 195.1 212.0 218.5 233.6 240.0 249.0 256.3 269.0 37.9
Cleveland, OH 139.9 152.8 160.1 175.2 180.0 190.2 201.9 213.6 52.7
Colorado Springs, CO (EI Paso County) --- --- --- --- --- --- 68.5 718 ---
Columbus, OH 118.0 125.1 132.4 142.4 154.5 165.2 177.8 192.3 62.9
Dallas, TX --- 60.9 113.4 166.2 233.2 283.4 341.2 402.1 ---
Denver, CO 429.0 437.9 446.1 461.6 481.9 500.9 517.3 535.3 24.8
Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- --- ---
El Paso, TX --- 6.5 5.7 11.9 12.2 9.6 9.6 2.8 ---
Fort Worth, TX --- 40.0 82.7 108.3 143.3 193.6 224.1 261.3 ---
Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 43.1 46.5 48.8 54.4 63.2 729 79.1 84.4 96.1
Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX --- 240.6 264.6 289.4 314.3 326.7 335.0 346.3 ---
Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 125.9 128.1 134.1 139.6 142.3 147.7 155.2 159.7 26.8
Jacksonville, FL 25.0 42.1 65.3 924.1 121.3 150.2 179.4 203.9 716.4
Kansas City, MO 415.0 429.7 439.4 455.7 475.8 495.8 517.5 538.3 29.7
Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- --- E
Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- 57.2 121.3 58.9 47.9 --- o
Los Angeles, CA --- --- --- --- --- 250.7 g
Louisville/Jefferson County, KY --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- b
Memphis, TN 180.5 207.5 233.8 262.7 296.6 327.9 361.6 402.1 122.7 s
Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- 447.6 482.6 8
Miami, FL 422.4 701.7 956.2 1,234.3 1,554.6 1,840.7 2,134.8 2,407.4 470.0 E
Milwaukee, WI 188.1 191.9 198.0 199.3 206.5 208.6 213.4 218.3 16.0 ;'_4
Minneapolis, MN 281.9 299.7 312.6 327.2 339.5 348.1 326.4 326.7 15.9
Nashville-Davidson, TN 177.3 191.6 205.7 222.8 240.6 259.9 277.4 296.9 67.5
New Orleans, LA 463.3 488.2 509.6 521.0 530.7 537.7 552.1 412.6 -10.9
New York, NY --- --- 373.7 416.2 438.3 439.0 439.7 440.8 ---
Oakland, CA --- --- --- --- --- 255.3 253.3
Oklahoma City, OK 79.6 89.3 96.2 103.5 113.4 122.5 129.4 140.7 76.7
Omaha, NB 43.3 50.9 57.4 69.7 75.9 80.3 86.7 97.4 125.1
Philadelphia, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---
Phoenix, AZ --- --- --- --- --- 185.8 195.6
Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---
Portland, OR (Multhomah County) 113.7 117.1 120.7 127.9 135.1 142.0 144.1 150.6 32.4
Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
San Antonio, TX --- 37.6 45.3 58.6 714 85.7 103.4 123.5 ---
San Diego, CA (San Diego County) --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
San Francisco, CA --- --- --- --- 641.5 697.3 749.7 792.2 ---
San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- 33.9 54.6 61.5 76.8 ---
Seattle, WA 272.9 292.6 314.5 332.6 349.9 361.4 379.0 389.8 42.8
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- 195.4 194.2
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA 71.8 79.1 85.4 91.2 99.9 105.8 114.5 124.4 73.4
Washington, DC --- --- --- --- --- 2,410.4 2,951.6

Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County)

T People living with HIV (not AIDS) at the end of respective year, crude rate per 100,000 population. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by
geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 3.2: AIDS PREVALENCE RATE, 1998—2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998—2005
Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 80.1 84.2 86.8 92.9 95.2 100.8 107.2 112.1 39.9
Arlington, TX 150.1 156.6 166.4 175.1 185.0 196.4 204.2 213.2 42.1
Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 965.4 1011.1 1,062.0 1,124.2 1,191.2 1,255.8 1,319.2 1,346.5 39.5
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 655.3 717.7 764.6 812.4 848.3 883.2 931.4 978.6 49.3
Boston, MA 328.5 349.8 370.0 383.3 399.7 415.9 429.9 442.8 34.8
Charlotte, NC 89.4 924.1 96.7 111.3 131.1 153.8 166.4 184.3 106.1
Chicago, IL 210.4 226.3 244.5 262.9 283.7 302.6 321.3 345.0 64.0
Cincinnati, OH 155.0 164.7 173.0 182.6 195.9 212.2 221.9 240.3 55.0
Cleveland, OH 179.7 195.5 212.6 225.8 243.9 266.1 282.6 302.0 68.1
Colorado Springs, CO (EI Paso County) --- --- --- --- --- --- 443 47.2 ---
Columbus, OH 65.0 69.9 75.5 83.3 90.4 103.3 113.8 124.2 91.2
Dallas, TX 287.5 317.4 344.5 386.2 425.1 470.1 518.4 563.4 95.9
Denver, CO 456.6 479.0 502.9 526.7 553.2 578.8 602.2 629.8 379
Detroit, MI 171.8 185.6 201.8 210.5 222.4 238.4 253.7 270.4 57.3
El Paso, TX 16.1 10.2 9.9 15.4 9.2 13.5 10.1 8.9 -44.9
Fort Worth, TX 352.2 366.7 388.1 406.8 429.2 456.3 470.0 485.5 37.8
Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 51.2 55.5 57.4 62.3 69.7 73.6 75.1 78.7 53.6
Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) 40.1 45.8 51.2 57.4 65.9 73.7 80.5 85.1 112.4
Houston, TX 319.6 332.7 346.2 365.8 394.4 420.9 449.4 477.6 49.4
Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 109.7 120.3 129.8 140.2 152.9 166.8 178.7 220.2 100.7
Jacksonville, FL 226.7 251.1 271.2 289.4 304.2 317.3 326.7 330.6 45.8
Kansas City, MO 227.1 239.5 242.6 252.7 263.8 275.8 284.5 291.0 28.2
Las Vegas, NV =
Long Beach, CA 28.0 334 33.6 334 77.6 80.2 44,9 29.5 5.2 o
Los Angeles, CA 211.1 226.4 241.0 254.9 270.5 283.5 291.3 300.6 424 g
Louisville/Jefferson County, KY 81.9 91.8 99.8 106.3 116.9 126.2 135.8 142.7 744 b
Memphis, TN 263.1 274.9 291.6 302.6 308.4 313.8 315.5 311.6 18.5 3
Mesa, AZ 426.6 481.4 .
Miami, FL 2361.5 2617.3 2,813.2 2,965.5 3,119.2 3,209.4 3,283.0 3,353.4 42.0 5
Milwaukee, WI 155.0 164.7 175.0 185.8 194.0 203.9 214.1 221.1 42.6 ;_”
Minneapolis, MN 195.8 204.0 213.8 220.3 225.0 237.6 243.1 250.9 28.1
Nashville-Davidson, TN 256.8 264.5 275.8 275.3 280.2 284.3 283.7 288.3 12.3
New Orleans, LA 370.7 402.6 431.8 463.4 498.5 522.8 563.7 394.5 6.4
New York, NY 529.3 556.8 598.2 635.5 662.2 697.2 721.8 748.4 41.4
Oakland, CA 514.2 491.2 473.6 456.6 444.6 432.6 420.3 408.5 -20.5
Oklahoma City, OK 61.3 67.7 75.9 88.9 100.6 111.2 119.7 128.2 109.1
Omaha, NB 60.8 66.0 72.0 77.7 85.6 95.9 103.8 109.2 79.6
Philadelphia, PA 358.3 415.0 454.0 488.6 523.4 563.1 598.0 630.2 75.9
Phoenix, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- 148.6 167.2 ---
Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 168.2 176.4 184.4 192.9 201.5 210.3 223.0 234.4 39.3
Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 87.3 91.0 94.9 100.4 105.7 111.2 116.2 121.0 38.7
San Antonio, TX 158.4 165.5 168.6 178.4 184.7 189.5 195.3 196.7 24.2
San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 143.6 151.3 159.2 168.2 178.9 190.0 200.1 210.1 46.3
San Francisco, CA 967.3 989.5 1,008.6 1,032.1 1,054.0 1,083.3 1,101.7 1,123.0 16.1
San Jose, CA 62.2 71.0 77.0 83.7 95.1 104.0 106.6 114.3 83.8
Seattle, WA 3324 347.9 370.1 388.2 406.1 425.1 443.0 461.0 38.7
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- 173.0 184.1 ---
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA 46.3 544 59.7 69.4 79.5 83.2 89.8 96.9 109.2
Washington, DC 926.4 1056.7 1,220.5 1,378.7 1,542.5 1,709.4 1,887.7 2,015.2 117.5

Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County)

T People living with AIDS at the end of respective year, crude rate per 100,000 population. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric
interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 3.3: AIDS INCIDENCE RATE, 1998—2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998—2005
Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) 9.6 8.8 7.9 10.1 7.9 10.8 9.2 8.1 -16.0
Arlington, TX 9.6 10.8 144 8.7 9.9 114 7.8 2.0 -5.8
Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 141.0 122.5 118.1 120.5 111.7 114.1 110.5 72.8 -48.4
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 124.6 125.8 106.0 122.6 111.5 1124 108.0 94.4 -24.2
Boston, MA 49.9 37.0 36.3 30.0 31.4 29.2 25.5 24.1 -51.7
Charlotte, NC 23.1 17.8 15.3 23.5 33.3 36.2 25.1 27.0 17.1
Chicago, IL 30.2 32.3 344 33.8 37.1 33.0 27.8 304 0.6
Cincinnati, OH 16.0 20.4 16.9 17.8 20.2 20.2 15.4 22.0 374
Cleveland, OH 18.9 20.8 19.6 15.5 16.9 15.5 9.0 9.8 -47.9
Colorado Springs, CO (EI Paso County) --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 3.9 ---
Columbus, OH 11.0 11.8 9.7 13.4 12.1 18.6 15.3 11.9 9.1
Dallas, TX 46.9 43.6 40.0 50.7 47.2 51.2 53.8 48.0 2.2
Denver, CO 303 30.7 314 27.2 283 27.6 25.4 30.3 0.0
Detroit, MI 32.7 30.7 33.5 25.6 27.2 28.0 26.6 29.3 -10.3
El Paso, TX 21.2 14.5 12.8 19.3 11.5 16.9 11.9 10.6 -49.7
Fort Worth, TX 27.2 21.0 28.2 18.7 224 27.1 13.7 15.5 -42.9
Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 9.5 8.7 7.0 7.9 8.4 6.3 3.8 6.0 -36.6
Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) 15.6 13.2 13.8 12.0 11.0 7.9 7.1 5.3 -66.2
Houston, TX 41.8 37.8 39.8 39.1 43.0 41.1 43.7 40.3 -3.5
Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 16.3 17.7 15.2 17.2 20.0 18.8 17.7 16.7 2.8
Jacksonville, FL 30.3 36.6 32.1 324 30.2 31.9 38.1 36.3 19.8
Kansas City, MO 18.4 23.6 16.5 18.6 16.3 17.4 17.0 14.3 -22.6
Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- E
Long Beach, CA 43.0 47.4 48.3 42.7 48.5 44.0 47.5 40.3 -6.3 o
Los Angeles, CA 28.9 27.6 25.8 24.4 25.0 21.9 15.6 15.0 -48.0 g
Louisville/Jefferson County, KY 13.1 14.9 12.3 14.1 17.0 12.8 12,5 10.8 -17.4 b
Memphis, TN 48.4 39.2 389 39.5 49.4 39.1 389 51.1 5.6 3
Mesa, AZ 7.3 6.5 5.8 6.3 5.8 7.6 7.3 6.8 68 Y
Miami, FL 396.9 320.6 331.3 318.6 281.1 283.1 354.5 301.5 -24.0 ‘é
Milwaukee, WI 11.6 10.0 12.6 114 10.6 79 8.9 6.2 -46.7 ;_”
Minneapolis, MN 12.9 18.9 19.9 13.9 18.3 14.9 20.9 13.1 0.9
Nashville-Davidson, TN 283 28.0 28.6 24.6 29.8 34.7 30.4 31.6 11.7
New Orleans, LA 64.2 59.6 57.6 60.7 59.6 55.5 54.9 39.8 -38.0
New York, NY 71.7 67.6 80.2 69.1 57.9 65.6 53.8 51.1 -28.7
Oakland, CA 39.4 35.1 343 34.0 34.8 34.3 25.5 21.3 -46.0
Oklahoma City, OK 13.2 11.0 124 16.4 13.6 12.1 9.9 9.7 -26.7
Omaha, NB 8.5 9.7 11.3 10.5 11.8 10.8 10.3 11.0 29.8
Philadelphia, PA 58.5 81.0 62.8 59.0 60.6 56.4 52.7 43.7 -25.3
Phoenix, AZ 17.6 14.8 14.1 14.4 16.4 14.3 15.7 15.4 -12.7
Pittsburgh, PA --- - --- - --- - --- - ---
Portland, OR (Multhomah County) 13.5 12.4 11.5 7.9 8.0 7.7 7.9 6.8 -49.5
Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 114 11.0 9.6 9.4 8.5 8.3 7.4 6.5 -43.3
San Antonio, TX 10.2 18.0 13.1 18.0 14.6 14.6 16.6 15.8 55.0
San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 18.2 16.0 16.2 15.5 16.0 15.3 14.6 13.7 -24.5
San Francisco, CA 90.5 75.3 70.7 64.5 62.7 67.6 57.0 52.5 -42.0
San Jose, CA 9.3 10.0 7.5 6.8 9.2 8.0 3.9 4.2 -54.4
Seattle, WA 36.1 28.3 40.3 31.6 32.8 36.0 30.7 29.5 -18.3
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ 19.6 16.3 154 16.4 15.0 18.5 13.1 13.6 -31.0
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA 9.4 11.6 9.2 9.6 7.8 5.9 8.0 --- ---
Washington, DC 202.6 158.4 146.7 149.6 195.3 172.2 159.2 133.2 -34.2

Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County)

T AIDS cases diagnosed in 2005, crude rate per 100,000 population. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric interpolation using
1990 and 2000 census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 3.4: PRIMARY AND SECONDARY SYPHILIS INCIDENCE RATE, 1998—2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998—2005
Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- --- --- 3.8 6.3 7.4 5.0
Arlington, TX --- --- --- --- 8.1 --- --- 2.0
Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 23.0 26.6 26.7 25.1 31.7 37.6 37.6 38.0
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 69.7 38.0 33.6 24.7 18.7 24.0 32.3 29.9
Boston, MA 4.3 --- 3.6 --- 8.0 10.2 8.8 10.9
Charlotte, NC --- --- 7.2 5.7 44 --- 8.5 14.6
Chicago, IL 10.8 2.8 10.1 10.9 12.2 9.2 10.3 14.4
Cincinnati, OH --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Cleveland, OH 5.2 --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Colorado Springs, CO (EI Paso County) --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Columbus, OH 8.5 5.7 5.8 8.2 12.8 15.0 12.9 13.5
Dallas, TX 9.3 2.8 6.5 8.2 11.8 10.3 11.2 10.9
Denver, CO --- --- --- --- 2.0 6.5 8.3 6.3
Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Fort Worth, TX --- --- --- 3.9 12.0 9.7 6.7 10.8
Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 4.8 --- . --- . --- --- ---
Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX 4.7 3.5 3.7 4.7 5.5 9.0 9.9 11.8
Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 3.4 47.3 34.9 15.0 4.3 2.8 3.4 3.6
Jacksonville, FL --- --- 3.3 5.2 --- 2.9 9.5 6.7
Kansas City, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- 5.2 13.8
Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- g
Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- =
Los Angeles, CA 1.9 1.3 24 3.3 6.3 8.1 7.7 10.9 g
Louisville/Jefferson County, KY --- 9.7 8.2 --- 11.1 3.7 4.8 5.6 S
Memphis, TN 39.8 39.4 36.8 30.8 13.2 11.5 12.5 19.5 3
Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 8
Miami, FL 8.6 22.7 34.8 51.0 63.7 53.5 58.8 46.3 :é
Milwaukee, WI 9.5 5.5 7.2 --- --- --- --- --- s_u
Minneapolis, MN --- --- --- 6.0 9.1 5.5 . 11.0
Nashville-Davidson, TN 38.1 44.6 35.1 13.3 4.6 3.7 --- 4.2
New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
New York, NY 1.0 1.6 15 3.5 5.4 6.6 7.8 7.7
Oakland, CA --- --- --- --- 6.0 --- 7.0 5.8
Oklahoma City, OK 13.0 20.4 13.8 6.7 10.1 9.5 --- 4.1
Omaha, NB --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Philadelphia, PA 5.8 4.5 4.4 5.0 4.7 6.5 4.7 5.7
Phoenix, AZ 12.5 12.9 104 2.8 8.3 7.8 49 5.9
Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Portland, OR (Multnomah County) --- --- --- --- 3.2 4.8 --- 4.1
Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
San Antonio, TX 23 2.7 5.8 6.2 3.8 4.5 9.4 10.7
San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.0 1.4 3.9 4.8 6.9
San Francisco, CA 34 3.8 6.8 17.6 40.7 43.1 449 321
San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- 3.7 4.2 4.6
Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Washington, DC 14.0 7.8 6.5 7.3 10.1 8.4 12.1 19.9

Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000
census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TaBLE 3.5: CHLAMYDIA INCIDENCE RATE, 1998—2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998—2005
Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- 301.7 399.5 539.3 609.3 595.5 792.0 662.1
Arlington, TX 247.0 210.1 221.6 219.5 224.6 252.0 271.5 332.5
Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 677.8 687.2 709.1 718.6 746.6 713.6 679.0 464.1
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 853.2 803.1 828.8 822.8 957.5 998.8 1,023.0 979.8
Boston, MA 428.0 433.9 502.4 478.0 519.4 568.5 626.5 641.4
Charlotte, NC --- --- 358.3 366.3 523.8 557.7 584.7 591.7
Chicago, IL 593.0 628.6 683.4 774.2 852.0 810.3 747.6 789.2
Cincinnati, OH 1283.2 929.4 1,364.7 1,403.0 1,342.3 1,296.2 1,386.7 1,386.7
Cleveland, OH 761.2 738.8 876.7 979.5 1,050.6 1,140.9 1,023.4 972.6
Colorado Springs, CO (EI Paso County) 322.8 365.0 378.2 404.3 397.0 374.1 433.3 464.3
Columbus, OH 555.7 572.6 630.8 666.2 664.7 576.4 554.2 589.2
Dallas, TX 551.1 563.9 578.1 602.0 541.0 516.8 436.1 444.3
Denver, CO 633.1 659.1 656.6 886.5 958.3 778.2 832.6 889.2
Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- --- ---
El Paso, TX 298.7 313.2 364.2 373.5 368.8 375.4 394.2 414.1
Fort Worth, TX 567.9 493.8 552.1 530.4 481.2 571.9 555.6 585.6
Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 396.3 438.8 463.2 527.4 603.6 592.3 608.8 607.5
Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX 576.8 495.6 580.7 502.2 516.8 475.8 510.2 481.6
Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 693.3 618.9 695.0 791.9 810.4 752.5 720.0 840.0
Jacksonville, FL 268.3 373.4 475.9 482.7 533.7 620.7 597.6 628.7
Kansas City, MO 617.2 699.7 754.2 526.6 658.4 842.5 993.1 959.8
Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- --- %
Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- o
Los Angeles, CA 215.0 267.7 287.2 304.2 350.5 378.6 375.2 382.9 g
Louisville/Jefferson County, KY --- 209.6 239.2 282.0 315.0 299.3 253.3 359.6 S
Memphis, TN 155.3 230.4 302.1 631.0 641.9 765.0 959.1 1,040.9 3
Mesa, AZ 218.7 218.7 231.6 272.5 277.3 263.1 257.1 394.6 8
Miami, FL 964.3 1105.1 836.5 1,048.4 1,299.7 1,222.4 1,360.9 1,073.7 E
Milwaukee, WI 1283.6 1388.0 1,164.5 1,401.6 1,447.5 1,399.6 1,485.7 1,565.9 ;_"
Minneapolis, MN 654.0 652.1 665.7 655.0 706.2 703.6 654.4 669.6
Nashville-Davidson, TN 359.1 392.7 421.7 366.0 378.5 465.5 467.5 494.7
New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- ---
New York, NY 328.0 3374 326.8 370.2 415.5 434.3 426.9 489.7
Oakland, CA 455.9 499.2 643.6 675.1 552.5 604.3 614.5 604.8
Oklahoma City, OK 369.2 390.0 415.5 495.7 517.7 470.0 524.6 517.1
Omaha, NB 381.6 479.9 496.7 438.2 589.2 630.8 707.4 711.0
Philadelphia, PA 766.3 826.2 891.8 891.0 1,001.9 1,170.6 1,100.5 1,027.3
Phoenix, AZ 356.8 375.6 362.7 397.7 427.6 368.5 502.4 509.4
Pittsburgh, PA --- - --- -=- - -
Portland, OR (Multnomah County) 329.8 309.9 349.1 356.6 348.5 353.2 397.1 434.4
Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 338.0 367.1 380.0 362.4 385.5 433.0 509.0 569.1
San Antonio, TX 522.0 490.9 493.3 481.3 482.9 540.3 583.2 618.7
San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 255.0 272.5 306.9 325.8 363.4 364.2 384.6 391.0
San Francisco, CA 337.8 352.4 398.5 386.1 428.5 431.3 471.7 477.4
San Jose, CA 132.6 343.0 276.4 239.8 246.0 242.8 334.1 343.5
Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- --- ---
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA 159.3 144.5 158.5 254.9 266.0 309.9 308.0 373.9
Washington, DC 550.4 473.0 558.2 576.2 582.3 547.5 612.5 643.3
Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) 319.3 356.7 337.4 341.6 372.1 419.5 416.7 424.6

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000
census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ 69



TABLE 3.6: GONORRHEA INCIDENCE RATE, 1998—2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998—2005
Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- 84.4 122.7 115.9 145.7 112.6 111.6 118.6
Arlington, TX 182.0 139.5 134.8 111.1 107.8 103.6 101.5 124.9
Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 722.0 744.9 1,255.4 504.3 504.3 463.2 353.3 318.1
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD 1050.6 930.4 848.3 765.6 743.1 612.6 608.0 534.0
Boston, MA 168.1 143.4 192.1 222.5 223.2 188.6 164.1 143.8
Charlotte, NC --- --- 343.5 388.3 404.6 402.3 367.2 367.6
Chicago, IL 492.7 525.1 513.5 494.7 477.0 418.5 378.6 341.5
Cincinnati, OH 1014.5 723.1 936.7 969.6 1,041.7 995.5 829.5 829.5
Cleveland, OH 623.4 723.2 770.7 799.1 866.6 810.0 673.1 683.3
Colorado Springs, CO (EI Paso County) 78.2 86.4 58.4 69.3 68.7 68.5 86.3 116.3
Columbus, OH 442.0 450.6 506.4 481.4 430.9 375.1 363.6 293.3
Dallas, TX 497.4 490.2 458.6 379.9 321.4 272.3 231.0 264.3
Denver, CO 239.1 253.4 337.9 350.3 393.6 279.3 283.4 277.3
Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- --- ---
El Paso, TX 43.1 24.5 29.3 45.1 53.8 46.1 42.0 51.3
Fort Worth, TX 481.7 395.8 388.3 312.1 257.9 283.3 307.7 336.3
Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 70.0 80.5 89.6 98.2 136.2 144.0 144.5 162.6
Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX 369.8 288.9 286.7 261.6 243.1 199.9 209.9 202.3
Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 461.9 4249 412.7 408.3 432.4 366.1 391.2 455.1
Jacksonville, FL 345.5 410.5 494.8 371.3 393.5 322.3 276.6 318.5
Kansas City, MO 514.4 511.5 627.8 454.8 558.7 536.1 581.4 550.6 o
Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- --- o
Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- H
Los Angeles, CA 66.5 65.6 72.9 77.6 80.0 86.6 101.7 109.9 g‘
Louisville/Jefferson County, KY --- 172.9 173.2 207.5 197.7 206.3 191.9 200.0 S
Memphis, TN 399.2 439.7 470.2 551.0 513.8 416.6 438.2 449.9 S'
Mesa, AZ 67.7 57.8 59.3 60.0 53.0 66.1 55.0 81.7 8
Miami, FL 711.6 765.5 550.4 541.8 564.7 527.5 521.7 458.2 P>
Milwaukee, WI 779.5 851.9 701.7 703.5 759.0 632.7 505.9 643.6 =
Minneapolis, MN 402.4 397.7 403.5 327.0 346.0 344.2 264.0 313.9 >
Nashville-Davidson, TN 322.1 318.4 421.8 285.1 247.2 261.8 214.3 195.8
New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- ---
New York, NY 152.0 153.9 145.7 157.5 160.0 168.2 135.6 132.3
Oakland, CA 258.5 268.3 297.1 354.7 299.4 244.1 255.8 294.6
Oklahoma City, OK 295.1 288.1 293.2 320.5 305.1 270.5 327.0 345.0
Omaha, NB 233.1 263.6 297.2 235.6 294.1 298.5 202.3 193.3
Philadelphia, PA 475.4 508.2 537.9 529.8 478.5 377.7 342.7 333.2
Phoenix, AZ 195.7 194.5 171.5 148.4 152.6 145.6 157.8 152.5
Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- ---
Portland, OR (Multhomah County) 81.9 82.9 103.3 112.5 84.5 82.7 109.9 134.1
Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 130.4 102.2 106.9 95.5 1179 142.1 159.8 186.3
San Antonio, TX 165.6 177.5 193.9 178.9 164.0 183.7 171.7 183.7
San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 57.8 56.1 63.9 66.6 75.6 70.1 84.4 92.6
San Francisco, CA 239.7 210.2 277.8 259.8 271.3 231.1 277.2 310.7
San Jose, CA 17.6 45.1 32.6 34.2 28.3 40.7 73.0 63.9
Seattle, WA --- --- --- --- --- ---
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA 104.6 105.5 102.8 139.4 140.4 143.4 112.2 111.7
Washington, DC 779.8 614.9 473.2 504.8 469.7 433.0 451.4 375.1
Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) 169.2 175.1 153.2 189.0 190.8 195.0 159.4 144.9

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000
census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
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TABLE 3.7: TUBERCULOSIS INCIDENCE RATE, 1998—2005

Annual Ratet Percent Change
City* 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 1998—2005

Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County) --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

Arlington, TX 10.5 6.5 6.0 8.1 6.3 6.3 8.7 2.0
Atlanta, GA (Fulton County) 16.5 18.1 20.3 14.1 14.1 14.7 14.2 10.7
Austin, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Baltimore, MD --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Boston, MA 15.2 13.1 13.9 12.7 114 10.9 11.9 9.7
Charlotte, NC 10.8 13.9 11.8 7.2 8.1 8.3 8.7 8.5
Chicago, IL 16.3 16.1 13.7 13.0 13.2 11.7 10.6 114
Cincinnati, OH --- 6.0 6.6 --- --- --- 6.6 6.0
Cleveland, OH 2.1 14.8 13.6 9.2 8.8 7.3 5.4 9.2
Colorado Springs, CO (EI Paso County) --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Columbus, OH 5.8 7.4 10.0 9.0 7.3 6.9 6.9 10.5
Dallas, TX 17.7 14.2 119 16.1 14.5 15.3 15.6 124
Denver, CO 6.4 7.5 7.8 9.2 7.0 6.9 9.2 7.9
Detroit, MI --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
El Paso, TX --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Fort Worth, TX 16.9 14.5 12.2 14.0 13.8 13.5 12.5 15.1
Fresno, CA (Fresno County) 14.8 12.7 11.4 12.1 12.4 14.4 12.8 8.6
Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County) --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX 16.7 17.2 14.1 14.7 14.9 15.6 15.8 12.4
Indianapolis, IN (Marion County) 4.7 3.7 5.1 5.0 4.2 7.0 5.5 5.2
Jacksonville, FL 14.7 13.1 14.7 12.6 2.9 9.5 11.0 11.0
Kansas City, MO 2.1 9.5 9.5 7.2 6.3 5.9 4.8 5.4
Las Vegas, NV --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- :
Long Beach, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- =
Los Angeles, CA 14.6 13.6 11.7 11.2 104 10.0 10.2 9.3 g
Louisville/Jefferson County, KY 6.4 5.6 4.9 4.9 6.2 4.2 49 4.5 S
Memphis, TN 16.9 14.4 11.2 114 11.2 11.7 11.7 12.8 3
Mesa, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- 5.0 --- 8
Miami, FL 79.4 75.7 77.0 79.2 71.2 65.9 74.8 63.2 :é
Milwaukee, WI 6.3 7.8 6.2 47 5.9 34 4.5 3.7 ;_J
Minneapolis, MN 16.6 22.3 20.9 26.4 21.2 20.4 16.5 14.1
Nashville-Davidson, TN 134 10.7 14.2 11.8 11.6 10.9 9.5 11.6
New Orleans, LA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
New York, NY 19.8 18.4 16.6 15.7 13.5 14.2 12.8 12.3
Oakland, CA 25.2 28.8 25.0 17.8 24.5 15.8 13.3 11.3
Oklahoma City, OK 10.2 12.0 10.1 9.5 10.3 8.5 8.7 6.5
Omaha, NB 6.9 --- --- 6.7 6.4 --- --- ---
Philadelphia, PA 11.6 12.1 11.1 9.5 9.7 7.9 8.5 7.6
Phoenix, AZ 7.5 7.6 7.9 7.6 8.1 10.0 7.9 7.6
Pittsburgh, PA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Portland, OR (Multhomah County) 11.2 8.4 6.2 6.4 6.5 5.3 7.1 6.1
Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County) 9.0 8.6 10.8 2.0 9.1 12.3 13.1 10.6
San Antonio, TX 8.0 8.0 7.3 6.6 6.1 4.5 9.7 6.4
San Diego, CA (San Diego County) 12.4 10.8 10.5 11.8 11.6 11.2 114 10.8
San Francisco, CA 27.1 30.5 24.5 23.4 18.8 20.9 174 17.0
San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Seattle, WA --- 10.2 10.1 10.8 14.0 15.8 11.9 10.8
St. Louis, MO --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tucson, AZ --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Tulsa, OK --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Virginia Beach, VA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Washington, DC 18.5 12.2 14.9 12.9 14.3 13.8 14.2 2.8
Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County) 5.0 6.7 5.7 7.3 6.2 6.2 --- 4.4

T Crude rate per 100,000 population by year of report. Population figures for 2000-2005 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, 1998-1999 rates were obtained by geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000
census data.

* County data were used instead of city-level data for the following: Albuquerque, Atlanta, Colorado Springs, Fresno, Honolulu, Indianapolis, Portland, Sacramento, San Diego, and Wichita.

“---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

BiG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @ 7|



TaBLE 3.8: OVERALL MORTALITY RATE; 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990—2004
Albuquerque, NM 9429 9720 9428 9914 996.8 1,016.1 976.8 9389 9122 919.0 880.0 947.1 957.6 979.5 976.2 3.5
Arlington, TX 961.0 9782 9064 954.1 931.0 9265 9220 900.3 8784 8829 8848 8955 959.1 903.7 1,004.5 4.5
Atlanta, GA 1,379.0 1,379.0 1,367.4 1439.1 1,392.1 1,402.0 1,331.7 1,273.9 1,254.1 1,226.9 1,229.2 1,175.6 1,088.0 1,017.1 974.3 -29.3
Austin, TX 8786 8762 8820 9287 901.6 8864 824.0 8469 815.5 8448 838.6 8326 838.0 8403 826.5 -5.9
Baltimore, MD 1,339.1 1,312.2 1,333.6 1,398.2 1,403.2 1,408.3 1,392.6 1,328.3 1,300.4 1,360.8 1,305.8 1,260.6 1,223.6 1,222.1 1,139.6 -14.9
Boston, MA 1,061.2 1,008.9 1,025.0 1,0574 9771 977.7 929.6 9040 8959 8915 889.8 8985 8734 8579 8209 -22.6
Charlotte, NC 1,002.1 1,018.5 1,001.3 1,0345 1,007.0 1,052.0 1,030.0 981.1 975.6 980.3 9949 950.0 990.9 1,001.6 973.0 -2.9
Chicago, IL 1,154.7 1,155.2 1,123.2 1,163.5 1,129.7 1,147.0 1,071.6 1,019.6 1,001.1 1,034.5 983.7 966.1 949.5 9185 868.1 -24.8
Cincinnati, OH 1,098.2 1,112.1 1,108.7 1,157.5 1,097.8 1,171.9 1,116.2 1,123.4 1,084.5 1,129.4 1,108.2 1,106.6 1,106.4 1,028.2 1,072.9 -2.3
Cleveland, OH 1,270.7 1,243.3 1,206.2 1,265.2 1,271.4 1,268.4 1,207.8 1,2055 1,165.7 1,178.9 1,1949 1,139.3 1,130.3 1,081.3 1,131.0 -11.0
Colorado Springs, CO 920.9 9543 8577 8835 877.6 8946 889.4 9145 8647 870.7 863.2 886.2 9164 979.5 911.7 -1.0
Columbus, OH 1,062.1 1,055.5 1,036.1 1,001.3 1,052.5 1,079.7 1,111.3 1,091.0 1,126.5 1,095.6 1,006.1 1,006.4 1,017.4 1,081.1 1,051.0 -1.0
Dallas, TX 1,049.7 1,037.7 1,049.9 1,070.7 1,009.3 1,0179 9780 946.2 9386 919.7 921.1 9145 9159 8845 88l.6 -16.0
Denver, CO 919.6 977.0 9563 993.5 1,002.0 990.8 983.6 933.9 939.6 9143 8845 8663 8912 858.0 8419 -8.4
Detroit, MI 1,281.4 1,2734 1,250.2 1,319.0 1,308.7 1,314.0 1,240.3 1,220.3 1,230.5 1,233.9 1,2455 1,220.8 1,196.6 1,128.4 1,103.4 -13.9
El Paso, TX 8784 8921 8754 9022 880.1 863.5 861l.6 8474 8438 841.6 8166 8388 8826 899.5 8544 -2.7
Fort Worth, TX 1,072.0 1,054.3 1,059.4 1,0784 1,061.5 1,023.2 1,039.8 1,030.1 1,012.1 1,046.1 1,026.6 1,003.2 1,057.6 1,004.8 969.2 -9.6
Fresno, CA 1,177.5 1,1743 1,179.8 1,175.8 1,199.3 1,124.6 1,117.7 1,052.9 1,1324 1,0955 1,040.0 1,110.4 1,152.7 1,141.2 1,135.0 -3.6
Honolulu, HI 685.5 695.0 694.5 7177 6923 6908 700.6 675.7 627.8 654.1 632.0 6279 6413 6614  669.9 -2.3
Houston, TX 1,162.0 1,146.3 1,117.5 1,1185 1,107.7 1,0789 1,061.9 1,061.4 1,032.5 1,0145 1,003.7 1,047.3 1,045.3 1,030.7 997.9 -14.1
Indianapolis, IN 1,054.0 1,057.8 1,042.6 1,070.8 1,086.2 1,083.5 1,077.5 1,053.8 1,047.1 1,083.8 1,028.3 1,027.3 1,009.1 1,013.6 1,009.1 -4.3
Jacksonville, FL 1,050.2 1,054.1 1,013.6 1,022.3 1,0674 1,053.5 1,021.6 1,001.7 1,0174 1,030.7 1,003.4 1,032.6 1,018.0 1,027.4 1,061.2 1.0
Kansas City, MO 1,058.8 1,059.4 1,060.1 1,090.4 1,0504 1,076.5 1,035.5 1,014.7 1,040.3 1,023.2 979.8 9574 9398 929.7 912.6 -13.8
Las Vegas, NV 1,200.5 1,250.7 1,300.1 1,365.6 1,480.0 1,527.8 1,496.6 1,349.8 1,387.3 1,351.8 1,306.3 1,431.3 1,554.6 1,565.6 1,660.3 383 %
Long Beach, CA 1,052.4 1,037.4 1,051.2 1,0404 1,026.8 981.7 9561 9714 9241 9179 9084 931.0 8963 919.8 853.5 -18.9 =
Los Angeles, CA 1,030.9 983.0 9749 959.2 9265 875.2 8799 867.6 839.7 8359 8134 820.2 8139 8375 806.5 -21.8 g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 980.5 9743 9547 985.6 9679 942.7 --- S
Memphis, TN 1,211.6 1,186.7 1,168.3 1,198.5 1,227.6 1,241.2 1,228.3 1,194.6 1,187.5 1,167.9 1,188.1 1,1249 1,135.2 1,092.9 1,045.7 -13.7 3
Mesa, AZ 8619 8529 8360 9054 8920 877.8 890.5 8156 8533 9169 871.1 9023 9160 9441 943.1 9.4 8
Miami, FL 1,1944 11956 12015 1,254.6 1,198.6 1,266.4 1,213.4 1,156.5 1,267.3 1,330.3 1,257.7 1,292.8 12443 13028 128384 7.9 e
Milwaukee, WI 1,033.9 1,026.1 996.6 1,059.6 1,040.0 1,057.2 1,020.4 1,024.0 994.6 1,013.0 1,043.0 1,0124 1,0186 9719 9654 -6.6 g
Minneapolis, MN 969.2 1,013.4 9923 1,055.5 1,037.8 1,041.9 1,0323 9673 981.6 9733 9280 933.8 8763 8376 799.5 -17.5
Nashville-Davidson, TN 1,064.1 1,056.1 1,028.7 1,062.7 1,059.5 1,042.8 1,0254 1,0152 9519 965.1 9429 9573 968.0 964.4 899.7 -15.4
New Orleans, LA 1,219.8 1,2445 1,1884 1,239.7 1,207.4 1,2129 1,180.8 1,113.2 1,137.5 1,110.3 1,101.7 1,092.3 1,102.4 1,085.2 1,095.1 -10.2
New York, NY 1,048.7 1,016.9 990.5 1,017.1 975.9 965.7 910.2 841.2 8124 8277 7947 8021 781.3 771.2 7489 -28.6
Oakland, CA 1,071.6 1,039.3 1,044.1 1,024.0 1,0153 999.7 9337 935.0 921.0 9369 9027 9049 884.5 863.2 822.8 -23.2
Oklahoma City, OK 1,001.7 983.8 995.2 1,030.2 997.2 1,026.6 1,0104 1,020.8 990.3 995.1 970.7 9688 980.7 9849 936.2 -6.5
Omaha, NB 946.5 9414 955.0 950.5 9042 966.8 920.8 919.9 899.5 920.7 8742 8962 9086 899.7 859.5 -9.2
Philadelphia, PA 1,1784 1,170.7 1,164.3 1,2064 1,184.0 1,173.3 1,1469 1,131.0 1,082.8 1,0984 1,091.2 1,065.1 1,043.2 1,030.8 1,006.1 -14.6
Phoenix, AZ 9424 939.5 9678 1,006.6 1,005.5 976.2 984.6 9427 945.0 967.7 908.6 890.5 886.6 8558 852.2 -9.6
Pittsburgh, PA 1,126.1 1,092.9 1,0523 1,134.0 1,129.8 1,098.3 1,091.0 1,072.9 1,052.9 1,117.1 1,052.1 1,064.0 1,009.5 1,0054 950.5 -15.6
Portland, OR 1,028.3 1,004.7 1,000.1 983.3 1,0344 9952 9825 959.6 9413 9232 9127 910.2 9264 933.1 902.7 -12.2
Sacramento, CA 1,535.8 1,524.7 1,474.1 1,540.7 1,543.1 1,519.6 1,490.3 14724 1,482.0 1,464.1 14334 1,468.5 1,473.8 1,481.4 1,449.6 -5.6
San Antonio, TX 952.2 9369 9958 1,017.6 999.5 9840 9762 9844 949.7 9928 971.6 948.6 981.8 9858 983.5 3.3
San Diego, CA 879.5 8563 8621 8534 8519 8195 799.2 7838 7814 7851 783.6 7762 7479 7672 762.0 -13.4
San Francisco, CA 1,059.0 1,078.0 1,041.5 1,020.0 9968 979.1 919.6 8323 8064 7963 7728 7715 7469 728.1 699.3 -34.0
San Jose, CA 8946 8793 8520 8768 8393 8189 8248 792.6 7924 790.2 736.0 724.6 7217 727.2 708.9 -20.8
Seattle, WA 9125 905.0 940.2 9739 9653 9275 959.7 8703 879.7 8783 840.1 8034 7993 7735 729.5 -20.1
St. Louis, MO 1,202.4 1,233.3 1,217.0 1,230.3 1,260.7 1,245.9 1,200.5 1,161.6 1,173.8 1,205.9 1,129.4 1,130.2 1,124.3 1,082.2 1,013.2 -15.7
Tucson, AZ 970.7 9075 8783 9169 1,105.1 1,085.7 1,0741 1,036.2 991.0 1,3864 1,379.2 855.7 8535 1,433.1 1,398.2 44.0
Tulsa, OK 984.2 1,075.1 1,122.2 1,186.8 1,006.6 979.0 986.2 962.8 983.0 9855 990.8 1,5854 1,634.5 1,029.3 933.6 -5.1
Virginia Beach, VA 9509 915.1 9358 921.8 8868 909.1 894.6 870.1 846.2 870.5 8068 8444 8828 9187 888.2 -6.6
Washington, DC 1,247.2 1,215.3 1,225.2 1,246.9 1,258.0 1,206.8 1,164.6 1,082.6 1,069.1 1,077.3 1,061.2 1,051.1 1,033.9 986.0 966.4 -22.5
Wichita, KS 980.3 9942 9847 9919 9694 1,003.9 969.7 951.8 9856 9169 957.7 946.0 997.7 9912  950.5 -3.0

T Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TaBLE 3.9: HEART DISEASE MORTALITY RATE, 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990—2004
Albuquerque, NM 2814 260.5 246.3 239.5 237.0 2579 2471 237.6 2121 229.5 182.5 218.6 2141 2149 2145 -23.8
Arlington, TX 319.9 3245 3233 319.5 357.0 2945 3046 2885 2719 2755 2581 230.1 247.1 269.7  279.0 -12.8
Atlanta, GA 373.2 369.6 3568 3863 350.7 349.4 3357 3303 3394 3128 3057 289.1 265.6 2473  230.2 -38.3
Austin, TX 254.6 2499 2453 2445 233.6 2344 222.0 2284  235.1 240.2 2243 216.6 204.6 200.8 188.7 -25.9
Baltimore, MD 389.2 3783 3697 380.6 3786 3689 369.7 3583 3435 3625 3480 3423 3045 3162 287.2 -26.2
Boston, MA 307.0 282.0 2947 290.8 2445 252.0 2415 237.0 2378 236.1 2154  220.1 196.2 203.6 184.6 -39.9
Charlotte, NC 3059 3103 2923 283.1 2739 2848 2839 275.1 252.2 2452  252.2 2223 2321 231.6 210.1 -31.3
Chicago, IL 389.6 389.4 3749 3841 369.8 3934 3515 322.2 3164 3319 304.0 297.1 287.7 2787 2583 -33.7
Cincinnati, OH 359.1 365.1 360.2 3712 363.9 3687 3327 3240 2943 296.2  292.5 285.0 279.0 2519 2488 -30.7
Cleveland, OH 440.3 4385 420.0 4453 4428 429.7 3988 4057 3994 3969 4096 390.5 380.8 357.8 3628 -17.6
Colorado Springs, CO 242.5 250.8 2288 2078 218.5 193.1 2129 2239 2011 177.6 1839 177.7 165.8  209.5 177.5 -26.8
Columbus, OH 3389 3300 337.1 319.0 3246 3177 3424 3225 327.5 310.5 267.0 268.3 261.0 259.0 2504 -26.1
Dallas, TX 341.1 3143 3314 3238 3091 3048 305.2 285.0 2847 286.0 278.0 261.0 269.1 2459 2398 -29.7
Denver, CO 2648 256.8 256.5 2419 250.6 250.8 2477 233.0 2346 2126 201.8 1911 195.8 189.4 175.4 -33.8
Detroit, MI 449.0 4322 4221 459.6 4395 4468 4128 399.8 4067 409.1 421.6 4219 4019 3841 370.0 -17.6
El Paso, TX 267.8 271.0 259.2 252.7 2418 2398 2364 2325 2176 2216 2194 2180 236.0 231.1 212.9 -20.5
Fort Worth, TX 3379 3456 3425 3314 3344 3233  320.0 313.6 290.6 3049 3125 2923 309.6 2769 270.2 -20.0
Fresno, CA 388.8 367.7 348.6 346.0 359.5 359.4 3443 299.3 3314 3369 3135 3249 3493 336.0 301.0 -22.6
Honolulu, HI 212.3 213.6 2054 2182 2141 2034 2129 1929 191.8 180.7 169.2 169.8 173.2 177.5 177.5 -16.4
Houston, TX 3674 3542 3419 3407 327.6 3239 323.6 3195 3155 309.9 2884 3022 297.3 287.6  273.2 -25.6
Indianapolis, IN 3217 3220 321.0 3227 3314 3142 323.6 301.3 2958 305.1 2724 2635 2639 2509 238.6 -25.8
Jacksonville, FL 329.8 3325 319.0 322.7 340.7 3365 3209 308.7 308.2 284.0 2743 286.3 255.7 2604 262.3 -20.5
Kansas City, MO 331.2 316.7 318.2 3314 287.0 3045 2994 3013 2788 2763 272.6 2459 241.2 236.7 2248 -32.1
Las Vegas, NV 400.2 422.0 4064 4014 4259 4814 449.0 4067 411.2 409.0 3648 3828 4121 4069  465.0 16.2 %
Long Beach, CA 384.3 3713 3586 364.1 364.6 330.7 3284 3368 315.2 3219 3213 3188 3209 320.1 285.1 -25.8 =
Los Angeles, CA 373.8 3511 3449 3351 321.8 288.6 294.0 296.3  286.2 294.1 275.0 272.7  269.1 272.6  250.8 -32.9 g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 309.0 2977 2833 280.8 264.4  253.5 --- S
Memphis, TN 393.8 3887 3683 380.3 380.8 3715 3911 379.2 3728 3773 3704 3264 3479 3347 3047 -22.6 3
Mesa, AZ 2774 2673 258.6 2828 2663 2721 2637 239.0 2461 2543 2408 2459 2514 2543 2438 -12.1 8
Miami, FL 3474 3455 3543 370.3  350.1 3524 3524 3359 390.7 4086 3912 409.9 399.5 394.1 388.2 11.7 E
Milwaukee, WI 3315 333.2 323.2 326.3 319.0 3258 2918 313.0 2768 3022 294.6 281.0 2714 259.6 243.6 -26.5 g
Minneapolis, MN 241.6 264.0 245.6 2544 2233 229.9 2299 197.6 191.5 184.4 180.0 179.2 159.7 1519 140.7 -41.8
Nashville-Davidson, TN 3609 353.7 329.2 329.4 3185 312.1 3086 2993 281.2 2847 267.1 259.2  264.0 252.1 239.7 -33.6
New Orleans, LA 3679 3575 3462 3419 3093 3088 291.7 290.6 290.0 277.9 2761 249.6 2488 250.3 243.5 -33.8
New York, NY 397.9 3979 4021 419.7 386.2 3909 3775 353.6 339.3 346.0 323.0 320.8 324.0 316.3  300.6 -24.4
Oakland, CA 328.2 297.6 297.1 299.8 2909 286.7 2784 270.7 273.8 274.6 249.0 2383 223.2 2024 2119 -35.4
Oklahoma City, OK 3258 3259 329.0 334.6  326.5 320.5 321.0 302.6 299.8 300.6 2948 2914  288.5 282.3  266.5 -18.2
Omaha, NB 309.3 3159 327.0 3047 275.2 296.8 2764 2563 254.1 2498 227.6 2162 2179 2088 203.3 -34.3
Philadelphia, PA 361.5 365.0 3564 369.0 3522 3531 3393 3163 3055 3066 2975 2914 2855 2758 265.9 -26.4
Phoenix, AZ 289.4 2853 2924 320.6 3069 290.1 287.5 266.3 271.5 283.4 257.2 2486 229.6 2384 2158 -25.4
Pittsburgh, PA 382.5 3779 3487 3804 3653 365.5 353.8 3419 3322 333.7 3238 2982 286.3 290.0 268.4 -29.8
Portland, OR 289.4 2705  266.1 251.1 2509 2485 2437 2263 2278 220.8 198.1 202.9 196.5 207.6 204.1 -29.5
Sacramento, CA 455.3 444.6 4484 4619 4522 4285 4242 4284 4108 442.6  410.5 387.1 411.3 4029 3834 -15.8
San Antonio, TX 308.3 291.2 316.7 306.6 2989 301.1 308.3 3174 2955 309.2 290.7 277.0 2815 275.1 265.8 -13.8
San Diego, CA 268.6 2689 250.7 255.0 2426 2456 231.6 232.6 2383 2432 2249 2125 207.5 203.7 2105 -21.6
San Francisco, CA 288.3 2858 2711 275.5 255.7 2517 2583 2288 240.7 2314 2101 208.8 203.8 186.2 174.5 -39.5
San Jose, CA 2849 289.6 270.1 2819 256.4 2435 2545 2422 233.6 2431 226.5 2144 2069 195.7 184.0 -35.4
Seattle, WA 261.0 256.7 2584 269.4 237.1 2316 256.6 2242 223.5 2264 211.6 195.1 190.6 188.8 171.7 -34.2
St. Louis, MO 399.1 3775 373.2 394.1 391.0 391.0 386.5 392.1 372.1 391.3 3535 3449 3224 3289 2847 -28.7
Tucson, AZ 310.7 309.7 3079 336.6 321.1 3222 2957 2863 282.2 3844 364.1 265.0 2699 358.1 340.8 9.7
Tulsa, OK 341.6 3338 3255 331.0 3294 327.1 3117 308.8 306.0 3049 299.6 4162 416.1 303.8 263.6 -22.8
Virginia Beach, VA 317.0 297.5 303.3 301.0 278.2 280.0 2629 253.1 239.2 220.7 224.2 231.1 2524 2389 226.8 -28.5
Washington, DC 327.0 3244 3205 320.0 3068 2948 2845 2842 2913 293.7 3106 3116 2952 2889 273.7 -16.3
Wichita, KS 3334 3058 2804 2918 292.2 282.1 259.5 272.7 2741 255.0 2467 252.6 261.6 236.7 227.0 -31.9

T Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TaBLE 3.10: ALL CANCER MORTALITY RATE, 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 209.2 2185 2276 2205 2158 2166 2239 209.0 2009 186.9 1939 189.2 213.0 203.1 213.9 2.2
Arlington, TX 209.5 2434 2088 2217 2039 2233 233.2 192.4 1944 1957 2029 185.0 2109 1889 238.2 13.7
Atlanta, GA 267.0 261.0 2689 2788 2777 271.5 2548 2619 2589 248.0 240.6 231.6 234.2 2044 2113 -20.9
Austin, TX 197.0 219.8 2145 232.1 212.8  209.2 189.2 204.9 188.6 186.6 183.0 179.3 197.9 186.2 196.4 -0.3
Baltimore, MD 3174 3024 3013 3003 2957 3029 307.7 2882 289.6 2741 2653 259.5 2631 2484 231.0 -27.2
Boston, MA 261.5 2444 2459 2517 2368 236.7 2425 225.7 221.2 2164 2269 2093 219.0 2147  205.7 -21.3
Charlotte, NC 243.2 2358 2414 2438 2342 2353 2274 2227 221.0 2109 2151 2117 205.1 216.6 2149 -11.7
Chicago, IL 257.8 2489 250.2 255.7 245.6 2378 2347 2358 226.1 223.6 226.6 216.0 2127 206.1 204.8 -20.6
Cincinnati, OH 272.3 2708 2729 275.1 245.2 2719 2773 2788 257.4 253.5 2564 255.0 239.7 229.0 254.6 -6.5
Cleveland, OH 3020 2785 2829 2979 2974 288.0 2924 279.6 2846 2715 2712 2563 2435 2341 2581 -14.5
Colorado Springs, CO 211.3 205.2 1874 186.7 204.0 203.7 207.7 2018 2034 197.0 184.6 190.7 192.1 196.3 201.2 -4.8
Columbus, OH 249.6 250.2 2431 2344 2419 255.0 263.0 254.0 268.7 2454  235.5 2245 2331 2539 2474 -0.9
Dallas, TX 2358 2274 2395 235.1 236.2 233.1 2164 226.0 211.0 204.0 203.5 207.6 2028 197.9 195.7 -17.0
Denver, CO 203.7 2145 199.5 2119 201.8 2057 2029 198.1 1959 186.4 186.8 190.3 195.8 186.8 185.8 -8.8
Detroit, MI 2645 268.0 265.6 255.0 2721 2623 260.5 2555 252.6 2355 2448 2421 2369 2269 2304 -12.9
El Paso, TX 183.1 1970 2039 199.2 2004 188.0 196.5 181.1 1914 175.2 177.2 192.0 188.8 203.4 183.7 0.3
Fort Worth, TX 256.3 2379 2428 236.7 238.0 2173 2378 2166 217.1 227.0 2227 2052 2237 2124 222.0 -13.4
Fresno, CA 265.2 252.6 265.6 265.7 2548 2395 222.2 226.1 235.3 2394 231.8 2443 2407 217.4 246.0 -7.2
Honolulu, HI 160.5 155.8 177.0 165.3 156.0 167.3 164.4 158.4 150.8 152.2 1449 1534 141.1 144.9 150.9 -6.0
Houston, TX 250.2 250.7 2534 255.0 252.8 2444 2369 243.7 240.0 2283 221.2 225.2 2328 2252 217.3 -13.1
Indianapolis, IN 273.5 266.7 2499 2547 257.8 2484 2525 246.3 248.1 252.3  236.2 243.1 238.1 2346 2334 -14.7
Jacksonville, FL 245.2 248.3  231.0 2459 2549 2344 2451 226.3 2353 238.0 2264 2218 2263 2309 240.7 -1.8
Kansas City, MO 252.6 2478 2475 230.0 2325 248.2 229.6 219.5 2445 210.5 2154 2178 2024 213.0 212.0 -16.1 V-
Las Vegas, NV 2684 2927 323.0 333.0 3567 3469 3444 3088 320.5 3045 2925 330.6 3384 3369 354.6 321 %
Long Beach, CA 212.8 2237 227.0 216.6 2074 2054 203.1 204.8 196.8 1919 1848 1884 189.4 185.6 191.6 -10.0 =i
Los Angeles, CA 216.8 2143 2104 209.3 192.5 193.1 192.7 195.0 186.4 185.9 180.9 186.5 183.5 186.0 182.3 -15.9 E
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 227.7 231.8 231.8 2357 2312 2248 --- 8
Memphis, TN 274.1 2775 2711 2613 2758 2793  260.1 262.2 2641 2479 2494 248.0 2285 227.6  226.0 -17.5 o
Mesa, AZ 220.2 2157 2027 2101 2083 1973 1965 1845 1769 209.5 200.1 2054 1825 208.2 207.5 -5.8 g
Miami, FL 242.0 247.7 2521 2418 2226 239.1 248.3 2340 264.0 2644  263.1 250.0 2369 2811 258.5 6.8 N
Milwaukee, WI 245.7 2459 245.0 246.9 247.7 2408 251.6 246.8 2384 229.1 238.0 219.8 2326 210.6 227.3 -7.5 E:
Minneapolis, MN 227.0 2317 229.2 232.1 2279 2204 2335 227.5 2237 2299 2227 216.9 198.1 190.1 198.6 -12.5 ;—J
Nashville-Davidson, TN 240.3 2385 2458 2438 2417 2322 233.2 2328 2216 2199 2128 2174 216.1 213.1 199.7 -16.9
New Orleans, LA 2704 2651 243.0 2758 2540 2614 2642 2571 253.6 2531 250.5 239.0 2452 239.6 2441 -9.7
New York, NY 213.6 207.5 2047 2024 2028 199.6 194.0 186.0 184.1 181.7 176.9 178.0 172.7 1731 170.2 -20.3
Oakland, CA 243.0 238.3 2383 212.6  220.5 221.5 206.5 2004 201.6 2223 207.1 2039 203.7 199.6 193.6 -20.3
Oklahoma City, OK 219.3 226.3 218.0 2113  224.2 218.7 2137 2082 2028 1994 189.6 193.0 201.1 190.1 194.2 -11.4
Omaha, NB 2224 2087 2308 225.0 214.2 224.6  202.2 2123 2137 2174 2044 220.0 2107 2165 206.2 -7.3
Philadelphia, PA 284.7 2760 280.0 282.8 276.2 261.2  268.3 2720 2664 2568 251.0 247.6  239.1 2403 232.2 -18.4
Phoenix, AZ 211.2 2228 2199 2137 2271 213.6 210.5 204.7 205.2 197.9 191.7 1794 189.5 179.4 177.4 -16.0
Pittsburgh, PA 268.2 263.2 254.0 258.0 267.6 2525 267.7 259.6 248.5 2733 237.0 252.8 237.0 222.0 2273 -15.3
Portland, OR 239.6 2348 2415 2339 2534 227.6 2243 2245 2184 2057 2108 208.0 219.5 2228 2114 -11.8
Sacramento, CA 3700 351.6 330.7 3569 3567 341.0 3317 3358 3359 3281 3329 3404 3351 3372 324.2 -12.4
San Antonio, TX 213.3 2017 222.2 2228 2256 2128 2123 211.8 207.2 208.6  209.1 1959 2108 208.6 207.5 -2.7
San Diego, CA 206.8 199.5 2068 204.5 197.6  189.5 188.3 188.1 182.3 187.5 186.7 178.2 1819 188.6 178.3 -13.8
San Francisco, CA 2024 222.6 2058 1985 200.0 202.3 193.9 187.7 180.7 186.5 181.8 180.1 171.6 1818 175.3 -13.4
San Jose, CA 211.7 1929 198.2 197.5 193.1 186.9 182.2 184.8 186.2 179.2 163.2 164.1 165.5 169.2 174.5 -17.6
Seattle, WA 2145 213.6 219.6 2326 2251 2161 2198 209.7 2114 209.0 2045 202.0 1977 1853 180.6 -15.8
St. Louis, MO 289.1 272.3 2781 2718 2764 2720 254.2 2514  269.1 241.7 2469 2348 238.0 231.2 2344 -18.9
Tucson, AZ 2184 2245 236.6 2423 2579 2284 233.2 2123 2041 3045 2977 1915 182.0 324.6 3111 42.5
Tulsa, OK 217.5 219.0 215.2 2325 2285 217.2 2135 221.7 2185 2249 2194 3384 353.6 2143 190.6 -12.4
Virginia Beach, VA 2188 237.0 233.8 227.6 222.0 2085 220.7 2027 2157 2100 2111 203.1 211.0 230.5 2158 -1.4
Washington, DC 269.7 2722 267.6 2573 2762 2627 2455 240.6 242.6 239.2 2383 2370 231.6 2002 205.6 -23.8
Wichita, KS 222.5 232.2  250.0 229.6 231.2 233.7 222.6 220.0 2298 2056 212.2 2209 219.6 2303 2219 -0.3

T Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TaBLE 3.11: LUNG CANCER MORTALITY RATE, 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990—2004
Albuquerque, NM 47.2 48.8 44.4 48.2 48.9 50.6 48.6 50.5 45.9 38.7 443 39.8 447 43.8 48.9 3.6
Arlington, TX 56.3 729 62.3 70.8 57.3 63.1 60.9 51.7 58.7 65.2 58.4 55.6 56.7 57.6 724 28.7
Atlanta, GA 67.8 69.4 70.1 66.7 75.2 68.6 58.6 66.6 68.0 66.5 58.3 62.4 59.1 56.7 51.5 -24.0
Austin, TX 51.1 59.6 61.9 65.2 52.0 58.9 51.3 59.5 50.6 43.9 53.2 49.1 50.0 47.7 51.0 -0.1
Baltimore, MD 88.3 86.4 82.6 84.7 82.5 89.1 92.2 83.9 86.7 817 814 76.6 82.9 78.8 70.6 -20.1
Boston, MA 57.7 59.7 68.4 69.4 65.8 62.6 63.8 56.8 58.0 60.7 59.0 53.3 62.4 61.2 53.3 -7.7
Charlotte, NC 70.2 65.5 64.1 67.2 67.1 62.3 59.5 58.3 58.7 58.9 60.5 55.1 56.5 57.0 65.5 -6.7
Chicago, IL 65.1 62.2 64.0 64.0 64.0 59.8 62.9 59.0 58.7 57.3 57.8 54.3 55.8 55.5 54.1 -16.9
Cincinnati, OH 78.6 87.1 81.0 85.5 70.7 87.6 81.5 83.2 82.5 79.1 85.1 82.9 81.5 69.3 75.0 -4.6
Cleveland, OH 86.1 813 75.9 78.7 83.9 80.3 75.7 814 83.2 84.0 87.2 74.9 69.8 76.4 81.0 -5.9
Colorado Springs, CO 47.0 45.1 42.4 41.5 56.3 51.2 47.4 45.3 53.5 449 50.5 48.2 42.8 45.5 51.8 10.2
Columbus, OH 73.5 74.3 80.1 75.2 71.0 80.3 86.1 75.3 82.6 75.5 69.2 65.9 75.0 81.6 83.7 13.9
Dallas, TX 68.7 62.4 64.0 63.7 61.5 61.8 58.5 62.2 59.2 56.5 57.7 56.8 57.3 56.1 50.3 -26.7
Denver, CO 46.8 46.6 49.6 48.8 44.8 47.5 45.9 44.7 42.8 44.2 43.2 43.3 49.3 46.9 443 -5.4
Detroit, MI 71.0 77.0 75.1 70.4 74.3 68.8 74.8 68.2 68.7 68.2 66.9 69.3 68.4 62.4 67.0 -5.7
El Paso, TX 38.6 45.4 42.8 40.6 39.5 384 42.6 36.5 40.6 36.4 344 39.5 34.5 38.7 33.8 -12.3
Fort Worth, TX 79.7 72.1 71.2 74.6 65.6 62.8 73.0 63.5 59.2 64.1 68.0 56.1 66.6 61.4 65.1 -18.3
Fresno, CA 70.4 65.6 66.2 74.2 72.4 64.0 61.8 68.6 56.8 66.6 57.9 56.9 59.3 59.0 66.2 -6.0
Honolulu, HI 34.9 37.5 40.8 38.6 40.2 41.1 41.4 39.2 42.0 37.0 35.1 32.5 29.4 315 374 71
Houston, TX 69.6 68.5 71.6 64.8 67.6 63.8 64.1 71.6 68.3 61.2 58.6 59.8 63.5 59.5 59.4 -14.7
Indianapolis, IN 85.5 81.2 754 76.0 83.1 76.9 729 77.1 79.6 86.8 72.3 86.3 78.5 83.0 77.6 -9.2
Jacksonville, FL 75.3 76.7 68.0 71.4 713 73.0 71.0 65.4 68.2 69.7 66.8 71.4 67.3 69.8 73.6 -2.2
Kansas City, MO 77.9 68.2 75.4 64.6 70.9 75.5 74.6 61.9 70.0 63.0 63.0 70.5 63.2 65.4 68.7 -11.8 ™
Las Vegas, NV 77.0 92.6 102.9 98.9 1079 1116 107.2 96.1 106.1 95.6 88.5 98.8 95.6 1021 106.9 388 W)
Long Beach, CA 60.3 65.4 61.4 58.3 61.2 60.8 61.7 58.7 58.5 50.9 54.6 50.1 49.3 49.0 47.2 -21.7 ?':
Los Angeles, CA 50.3 50.1 47.3 49.2 44.5 46.5 47.1 45.8 41.7 44.7 42.0 441 41.1 42.2 40.1 -20.2 E‘
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 81.8 80.2 80.4 73.1 78.1 76.4 --- 8
Memphis, TN 78.2 78.7 85.0 71.2 81.8 79.4 76.3 67.0 733 70.8 70.8 67.3 63.7 61.6 62.7 -19.8 S'
Mesa, AZ 57.4 53.2 56.3 47.8 53.5 51.7 50.6 50.9 49.6 59.7 51.8 58.7 45.5 54.8 51.7 -10.0 o
Miami, FL 47.0 56.3 57.4 51.8 58.5 53.5 58.3 51.3 56.2 61.4 60.7 57.5 54.2 59.0 55.7 18.5 :
Milwaukee, WI 60.7 61.2 60.6 62.7 62.4 62.7 64.6 69.1 63.7 65.3 63.3 60.8 64.6 64.1 65.1 7.3 E
Minneapolis, MN 65.2 59.6 61.6 64.0 56.5 54.5 61.7 63.2 64.1 65.7 68.4 62.8 54.1 45.3 54.9 -15.8 >
Nashville-Davidson, TN 75.4 72.8 70.5 72.0 81.0 69.1 69.2 72.5 67.8 73.1 70.5 70.3 77.5 64.8 66.5 -11.9
New Orleans, LA 68.5 77.2 65.9 86.0 69.0 68.2 68.1 72.7 74.8 68.8 69.1 63.2 66.3 63.6 67.5 -14
New York, NY 47.5 47.1 45.8 46.4 45.3 44.1 43.5 40.8 41.4 414 40.2 41.0 40.4 40.2 38.6 -18.8
Oakland, CA 59.6 62.8 65.4 59.0 57.7 62.6 56.4 51.9 54.2 56.2 54.1 58.6 53.7 52.6 44.0 -26.2
Oklahoma City, OK 68.1 67.6 71.6 66.8 70.0 65.2 67.5 64.0 69.2 56.1 47.6 59.0 63.6 52.5 62.7 -7.9
Omaha, NB 67.8 61.2 65.9 69.6 58.5 62.6 64.4 64.9 63.1 61.4 60.7 66.0 62.7 69.3 61.6 -9.1
Philadelphia, PA 75.5 71.8 76.2 78.2 76.4 733 76.8 77.6 76.4 71.9 70.7 68.0 68.5 64.9 67.4 -10.8
Phoenix, AZ 58.3 64.3 61.2 60.4 61.3 57.6 59.0 57.9 58.3 55.7 56.1 46.9 55.4 52.7 49.1 -15.8
Pittsburgh, PA 829 78.4 72.2 73.4 75.5 74.2 78.7 82.4 69.8 81.4 72.8 77.7 71.4 65.4 71.9 -13.3
Portland, OR 73.0 68.5 72.5 68.3 72.1 63.4 63.8 67.7 62.4 59.2 64.1 60.4 60.1 64.0 59.6 -18.3
Sacramento, CA 108.0 100.9 93.1 96.3 108.7  100.0 92.6 98.1 95.9 93.4 99.0 9243 91.0 96.3 79.3 -26.6
San Antonio, TX 50.9 48.9 57.1 58.4 55.9 53.6 51.3 49.6 51.2 49.0 50.3 43.4 53.8 48.9 49.0 -3.7
San Diego, CA 54.0 50.5 51.4 52.8 52.3 48.8 48.6 45.3 44.2 46.7 51.8 47.3 48.0 43.2 45.5 -15.7
San Francisco, CA 52.9 56.7 52.3 47.2 48.1 52.1 449 46.8 40.8 45.6 429 46.6 39.2 42.6 43.4 -18.0
San Jose, CA 55.5 48.8 48.0 43.9 47.6 42.6 46.2 47.0 41.0 40.8 37.2 36.2 41.2 44.1 41.8 -24.7
Seattle, WA 59.6 56.2 58.8 62.0 57.9 58.9 55.0 53.8 59.7 56.0 59.8 55.4 49.7 51.8 46.8 -21.5
St. Louis, MO 83.9 83.8 87.0 76.0 77.8 77.8 74.5 76.3 79.4 67.5 82.0 70.1 749 69.0 75.5 -10.0
Tucson, AZ 59.5 56.2 65.9 64.2 70.5 66.4 60.2 52.4 56.8 85.1 79.8 53.4 62.6 89.6 89.5 50.4
Tulsa, OK 62.6 67.6 64.2 68.3 65.9 72.1 65.9 66.3 66.9 67.0 72.4 90.4 97.6 63.5 60.2 -3.8
Virginia Beach, VA 69.8 73.2 70.5 62.8 64.1 55.1 65.2 55.4 65.1 61.2 61.5 65.8 62.2 72.8 731 4.7
Washington, DC 59.8 60.2 58.1 61.6 67.0 62.0 54.5 60.5 59.3 53.5 57.2 56.2 58.5 50.9 50.6 -15.4
Wichita, KS 62.6 68.8 74.0 63.8 69.1 64.2 70.1 64.7 69.8 57.5 63.9 63.6 62.1 61.2 71.9 149

T Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TABLE 3.12: FEMALE BREAST CANCER MORTALITY RATE, 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990-2004
Albuquerque, NM 32.6 42.2 41.9 35.7 317 39.5 35.8 33.7 27.8 23.9 31.5 23.1 28.8 28.6 29.6 -9.2
Arlington, TX --- 27.6 38.1 29.7 27.1 26.8 30.3 22.8 21.8 27.7 29.3 22.7 29.5 19.0 26.4 ---
Atlanta, GA 40.9 39.0 41.0 49.7 41.7 48.0 37.7 43.7 40.5 32.7 37.9 33.5 32.9 34.7 29.4 -28.2
Austin, TX 27.7 34.8 311 36.7 30.0 34.0 26.2 27.4 26.4 25.1 27.0 24.4 24.8 23.6 27.4 -0.9
Baltimore, MD 36.7 39.5 38.6 35.5 37.0 423 39.5 39.9 36.6 373 32.3 37.6 36.8 36.0 33.2 -9.5
Boston, MA 42.3 34.1 314 37.1 36.9 30.8 34.6 33.4 27.4 22.8 29.4 22.9 33.5 34.8 26.7 -36.9
Charlotte, NC 458 43.7 28.0 30.5 36.7 334 28.0 34.4 29.5 29.6 27.5 27.4 313 34.7 30.3 -33.8
Chicago, IL 37.5 40.1 37.5 38.4 37.5 36.0 33.8 35.0 32.2 34.4 333 27.6 30.7 29.5 29.9 -20.3
Cincinnati, OH 41.5 39.3 37.5 28.9 42.5 34.8 45.0 27.8 29.3 36.3 39.5 29.9 30.5 39.5 36.4 -12.4
Cleveland, OH 39.3 40.0 435 43.1 33.1 40.5 42.7 41.2 39.0 394 324 36.5 37.2 26.9 38.3 -2.6
Colorado Springs, CO 324 33.6 29.0 30.8 31.2 29.2 27.8 30.1 27.3 22.0 25.0 29.0 22.7 25.4 36.1 115
Columbus, OH 38.0 334 40.0 29.2 32.9 33.6 29.7 35.8 35.5 38.1 311 33.5 23.6 315 28.1 -26.1
Dallas, TX 34.0 32.7 37.7 33.2 314 32.0 30.6 27.6 28.6 25.1 31.6 27.6 25.9 28.4 24.6 -27.6
Denver, CO 36.2 36.6 313 33.7 28.1 313 24.4 30.2 311 25.1 25.3 25.0 25.9 22.0 23.5 -35.1
Detroit, MI 43.4 36.2 37.6 35.2 36.8 42.0 39.3 42.1 34.5 33.7 34.2 35.4 37.7 34.5 30.7 -29.3
El Paso, TX 26.7 33.9 29.2 32.7 29.9 36.5 30.2 33.9 28.8 27.9 25.0 23.7 33.3 315 29.0 8.4
Fort Worth, TX 39.5 32.3 34.4 26.4 31.7 28.6 29.8 33.0 29.4 31.0 27.3 31.9 31.2 324 28.4 -28.1
Fresno, CA 35.6 33.8 32.3 37.3 33.2 28.5 29.9 30.0 29.6 23.2 35.5 36.1 311 23.8 30.7 -13.8
Honolulu, HI 18.6 23.7 25.6 18.1 22.3 20.4 19.7 16.0 18.3 14.8 15.2 21.5 13.4 17.8 14.9 -19.9
Houston, TX 38.8 374 37.7 40.0 384 36.8 35.0 324 37.6 33.9 27.5 35.4 324 34.7 29.9 -23.0
Indianapolis, IN 37.9 35.8 36.6 33.3 33.1 28.0 35.3 30.3 33.8 33.0 29.8 26.7 31.9 28.4 20.1 -47.0
Jacksonville, FL 32.2 30.8 26.5 29.8 34.1 29.4 331 34.7 35.6 34.6 30.1 29.1 33.5 29.9 30.6 -4.9
Kansas City, MO 36.8 40.5 30.6 30.2 34.8 34.7 35.6 28.8 28.8 25.6 29.8 25.0 24.1 33.9 27.2 -26.1 ™
Las Vegas, NV 44,2 42.4 47.6 46.6 46.7 37.9 43.2 41.8 39.7 38.3 36.9 42.4 45.9 49.5 53.3 20.5 ,—'|
Long Beach, CA 34.2 39.0 36.1 27.9 35.9 32.7 33.9 244 22.8 28.0 19.3 28.6 23.7 23.8 25.3 -26.0 ‘_\:
Los Angeles, CA 35.5 32.5 32.1 31.7 29.7 315 28.8 28.4 29.3 25.5 24.5 24.2 26.4 24.9 28.4 -20.0 E‘
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 27.3 28.0 17.3 28.7 16.0 29.2 --- 8
Memphis, TN 41.6 40.6 44.6 41.9 38.9 35.6 32.9 38.7 36.4 32.6 29.4 31.0 314 35.0 35.3 -15.2 S'
Mesa, AZ 30.0 235 28.2 321 323 23.3 28.2 31.2 25.5 37.5 32.2 32.8 31.0 30.3 34.7 158 =]
Miami, FL 36.9 43.5 41.1 32.2 25.8 40.6 41.8 35.2 38.3 343 37.6 374 34.3 39.8 41.8 13.3 :
Milwaukee, WI 35.6 39.4 394 37.1 30.5 33.6 30.4 27.5 32.9 30.2 25.6 29.3 28.6 25.2 22.4 -37.1 E
Minneapolis, MN 37.7 38.9 30.4 39.8 36.2 38.4 25.3 22.6 26.6 39.6 24.5 29.8 19.4 27.9 19.1 -49.4 >
Nashville-Davidson, TN 35.6 31.8 35.2 38.1 34.6 29.7 35.0 37.5 28.7 27.3 26.7 33.2 26.2 314 22.9 -35.7
New Orleans, LA 45.5 46.2 36.5 403 39.1 39.7 31.2 34.2 35.3 38.5 37.5 34.5 41.5 36.5 35.3 -22.3
New York, NY 36.3 35.2 35.5 34.1 33.3 349 34.2 30.9 29.1 28.3 26.8 28.9 25.9 26.5 26.8 -26.2
Oakland, CA 35.3 315 30.6 25.6 314 20.5 24.9 30.3 31.0 27.8 29.9 24.2 29.7 19.8 24.0 -32.0
Oklahoma City, OK 25.4 32.6 23.4 28.3 353 25.2 29.9 24.5 25.5 23.6 27.1 29.7 29.6 29.2 24.8 -2.5
Omaha, NB 39.6 29.8 35.9 30.2 29.3 27.4 32.4 28.8 311 28.7 28.6 32.2 28.6 26.7 29.7 -25.0
Philadelphia, PA 45.2 42.9 42.0 42.7 38.7 36.6 329 39.4 35.9 36.6 329 36.6 33.6 32.7 31.7 -29.8
Phoenix, AZ 35.0 30.9 30.5 315 36.6 29.6 25.5 29.8 30.3 27.9 25.9 27.2 26.4 22.0 224 -36.0
Pittsburgh, PA 40.0 41.0 39.5 37.5 394 32.8 31.0 38.7 29.7 41.4 29.8 30.8 33.9 24.3 27.5 -31.3
Portland, OR 34.7 34.2 32.4 25.8 32.7 33.8 28.3 27.6 26.1 26.9 26.9 28.9 28.5 25.9 23.1 -33.4
Sacramento, CA 64.1 53.2 49.8 52.2 63.8 52.2 45.8 50.1 44,1 42.1 51.0 43.1 43.7 42.5 42.3 -34.0
San Antonio, TX 31.8 28.0 35.6 31.0 29.4 28.8 29.5 29.9 28.9 27.4 29.2 25.6 28.3 28.2 27.3 -14.1
San Diego, CA 32.6 29.6 29.7 34.1 29.6 33.0 28.0 28.1 27.9 25.8 29.6 26.9 30.0 27.1 23.1 -29.1
San Francisco, CA 32.0 321 28.2 314 25.2 23.5 249 26.4 26.4 19.7 21.3 23.0 22.1 25.3 24.5 -23.4
San Jose, CA 28.3 29.9 317 27.7 28.0 25.6 29.1 23.3 26.0 22.3 20.4 21.2 18.8 15.8 21.5 -23.9
Seattle, WA 403 324 29.5 32.6 27.8 323 38.8 35.9 32.2 26.7 27.4 21.9 24.9 24.2 233 -42.2
St. Louis, MO 41.8 33.9 33.2 36.4 38.9 43.6 29.4 30.2 344 344 31.1 30.5 27.8 26.6 28.8 -31.2
Tucson, AZ 26.1 34.3 30.5 33.2 353 23.8 28.7 28.8 25.8 39.4 44.6 33.3 324 46.2 41.7 59.5
Tulsa, OK 34.1 28.0 29.2 35.2 32.2 313 32.0 30.0 32.3 30.2 29.1 46.5 39.8 25.4 24.0 -29.6
Virginia Beach, VA 23.3 34.0 29.4 43.5 27.8 28.3 34.4 24.4 28.3 30.8 315 25.6 29.5 27.1 24.6 5.4
Washington, DC 44.4 44.1 40.4 38.6 39.0 38.6 39.1 39.0 42.0 353 29.1 39.1 33.9 29.6 27.1 -39.0
Wichita, KS 43.3 34.2 324 31.2 39.9 34.2 26.1 29.3 34.8 28.8 29.8 244 37.3 444 31.2 -28.0

T Per 100,000 female population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained
by geometric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differ-
ences between ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.

76 4# BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007



TABLE 3.13: MOTOR VEHICLE INJURY MORTALITY RATE, 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990—2004
Albuquerque, NM 17.6 15.9 18.3 17.2 17.7 18.2 18.2 18.0 13.6 18.7 16.5 19.6 18.0 17.7 22.2 26.4
Arlington, TX 14.4 11.1 13.9 7.7 143 133 11.2 9.0 8.4 9.9 10.5 13.4 15.3 8.6 15.0 4.1
Atlanta, GA 21.6 14.7 17.1 18.1 19.7 14.8 16.1 14.9 18.4 18.1 16.2 19.5 12.4 14.3 14.5 -32.8
Austin, TX 9.0 10.5 14.0 9.6 12.9 10.8 11.1 11.6 11.9 11.2 17.0 17.7 15.2 11.2 13.2 46.0
Baltimore, MD 9.6 9.4 8.3 10.5 10.5 7.2 9.0 8.4 9.7 10.8 9.5 9.5 11.1 10.5 9.5 -1.4
Boston, MA 7.6 7.2 4.8 5.9 6.2 5.8 3.8 4.9 4.4 3.6 5.7 6.7 6.9 5.1 4.8 -36.8
Charlotte, NC 13.1 125 9.0 123 13.5 11.1 11.9 9.8 10.3 124 153 12.5 15.8 12.7 111 -15.5
Chicago, IL 12.3 10.3 10.1 9.9 10.3 10.0 10.2 10.1 9.8 114 11.9 10.6 9.7 10.3 9.3 -24.3
Cincinnati, OH 9.0 8.8 9.4 8.0 8.4 8.6 6.5 7.1 8.4 9.4 9.1 8.4 12.6 10.7 12.0 32.8
Cleveland, OH 12.2 11.8 8.8 9.4 7.6 9.1 9.0 8.4 7.5 8.7 9.9 10.5 9.3 7.6 7.3 -40.1
Colorado Springs, CO 17.5 16.3 13.0 14.2 10.1 12.9 11.7 13.8 12.9 12.3 16.6 13.8 15.8 15.7 12.2 -30.2
Columbus, OH 8.0 8.4 7.5 5.8 4.5 7.8 6.9 7.0 8.7 8.4 8.4 10.9 11.4 6.3 8.8 9.8
Dallas, TX 15.1 14.9 14.0 15.5 11.8 14.5 14.8 13.9 133 14.7 16.1 17.0 16.0 13.1 15.8 4.7
Denver, CO 12.7 13.2 15.3 9.8 17.0 14.0 15.4 134 13.3 14.4 18.8 18.4 15.7 14.5 12.5 -1.6
Detroit, MI 13.0 12.7 13.1 124 13.0 16.0 15.0 16.9 17.2 17.6 18.3 18.2 15.2 15.2 14.2 9.6
El Paso, TX 15.8 15.7 17.7 19.6 15.5 13.1 15.9 14.6 13.7 11.9 14.7 17.0 16.5 13.3 15.2 -3.6
Fort Worth, TX 16.2 133 12.7 133 15.0 124 12.5 115 10.4 14.9 141 154 17.9 17.7 15.1 -6.8
Fresno, CA 28.8 29.6 22.6 26.0 29.5 21.5 19.8 14.6 18.2 28.9 15.7 20.1 23.3 25.0 22.4 -22.3
Honolulu, HI 7.0 4.9 6.8 6.4 6.7 7.5 --- 6.1 5.8 --- 5.6 5.3 6.1 5.4 5.7 -18.5
Houston, TX 19.0 16.5 16.2 14.2 12.1 12.6 15.9 13.6 14.6 16.9 16.3 20.3 18.1 17.1 16.1 -15.3
Indianapolis, IN 15.2 11.0 11.3 9.2 10.8 9.7 124 9.7 11.9 13.8 13.6 13.3 10.3 10.5 13.6 -10.4
Jacksonville, FL 15.7 14.8 13.0 134 15.2 13.6 141 124 13.8 13.6 15.2 18.8 17.2 17.8 19.6 24.9
Kansas City, MO 14.6 14.2 12.4 13.9 9.9 13.5 16.5 14.1 14.0 12.3 13.5 13.9 14.6 13.8 12.8 -12.2
Las Vegas, NV 26.3 20.4 17.8 17.2 19.2 24.8 28.3 25.9 25.8 21.1 22.1 223 27.1 244 33.9 29.1 :
Long Beach, CA 12.6 11.9 10.6 10.9 9.8 7.5 10.2 9.9 7.2 74 9.8 9.3 8.3 9.1 11.2 -11.3 =
Los Angeles, CA 15.0 14.1 11.8 11.7 12.2 115 10.9 9.6 8.4 9.7 10.1 11.1 9.3 115 10.7 -28.7 g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 9.3 13.4 11.1 12.0 11.9 14.0 --- S
Memphis, TN 15.2 17.3 20.0 18.2 21.5 18.8 21.7 21.6 16.9 20.4 19.3 15.3 18.5 17.7 17.3 14.0 3
Mesa, AZ 14.2 11.9 13.3 13.1 13.6 15.2 15.6 12.4 16.2 15.6 13.7 16.7 15.2 15.3 17.7 25.0 8
Miami, FL 31.0 23.2 20.2 27.4 21.7 25.5 22.9 18.8 25.2 323 30.4 32.7 35.4 29.5 32.5 4.7 (-4
Milwaukee, WI 8.9 9.3 8.8 11.8 7.8 8.5 7.6 8.3 9.9 7.8 10.4 9.1 9.6 7.9 13.7 54.5 E
Minneapolis, MN 7.4 6.3 8.6 8.4 11.5 6.7 6.6 6.4 7.6 6.4 7.3 10.5 8.5 6.7 71 -4.3 >
Nashville-Davidson, TN 18.5 10.9 15.0 16.3 15.9 14.7 17.0 13.9 13.6 14.0 21.9 18.8 13.5 15.4 16.3 -11.9
New Orleans, LA 14.1 12.4 11.7 13.0 10.9 11.2 14.2 11.9 10.7 12.7 10.8 11.6 9.7 10.1 13.4 -4.8
New York, NY 2.1 8.5 7.5 7.0 6.6 6.6 5.7 6.1 5.3 6.2 5.0 5.3 5.9 5.4 4.9 -46.3
Oakland, CA 12.4 13.3 10.2 114 12.3 9.9 10.2 10.1 7.6 11.8 8.8 8.7 9.6 11.2 12.7 2.7
Oklahoma City, OK 12.5 11.6 13.1 11.6 15.1 10.3 15.1 15.9 10.8 114 11.3 13.7 12.6 11.9 15.2 21.3
Omaha, NB 10.6 9.6 11.8 9.0 7.5 8.5 12.6 9.3 10.8 11.3 7.0 14.2 9.9 12.3 7.7 -27.2
Philadelphia, PA 11.0 9.5 7.7 9.2 2.3 10.1 8.5 10.1 7.5 9.2 7.9 9.7 9.0 9.2 9.8 -10.9
Phoenix, AZ 17.7 16.2 13.3 14.2 14.8 19.3 16.8 16.9 15.1 16.8 19.8 20.0 20.5 16.9 19.5 9.9
Pittsburgh, PA 7.4 6.9 5.4 6.1 5.6 6.7 6.0 4.3 7.2 5.7 6.5 9.1 6.6 10.0 8.1 9.2
Portland, OR 12.9 10.1 10.9 9.2 10.1 12.3 11.5 8.5 8.3 9.2 11.0 9.0 9.1 12.0 10.9 -15.3
Sacramento, CA 28.5 23.4 21.7 23.3 24.2 17.7 19.3 21.3 15.4 16.8 17.6 24.1 26.2 21.1 23.0 -19.2
San Antonio, TX 11.2 11.4 11.2 14.5 14.8 143 14.0 133 13.6 119 13.7 12.1 15.7 14.5 17.1 53.1
San Diego, CA 11.3 10.7 7.3 8.5 8.3 8.8 7.2 8.0 7.7 10.6 9.8 8.5 10.1 8.7 10.0 -11.8
San Francisco, CA 9.9 10.5 8.2 7.2 7.9 6.7 6.1 6.4 6.5 7.3 8.6 6.8 7.3 5.6 5.8 -41.4
San Jose, CA 10.8 10.7 10.9 8.6 6.7 6.9 8.1 7.8 7.2 9.2 9.8 9.0 9.4 7.5 8.1 -25.2
Seattle, WA 10.0 8.8 9.6 10.4 7.3 10.6 8.5 7.8 6.5 6.7 8.7 8.4 6.9 8.2 6.8 -31.8
St. Louis, MO 13.2 9.8 13.9 9.9 14.5 114 8.4 11.3 12.7 12.6 11.8 17.5 15.5 17.1 14.1 6.7
Tucson, AZ 18.5 13.8 184 16.9 14.1 20.4 14.6 14.9 124 23.4 23.0 10.7 9.9 23.8 23.1 24.8
Tulsa, OK 15.8 12.9 12.4 12.0 14.3 13.6 14.5 14.2 12.9 15.4 15.2 25.1 30.7 15.2 14.3 -9.3
Virginia Beach, VA 8.7 5.9 6.4 7.5 5.5 5.4 7.9 8.0 8.1 10.4 7.4 9.2 8.6 6.8 7.7 -11.5
Washington, DC 9.2 9.0 8.4 10.1 9.4 9.6 8.4 7.6 8.0 6.1 9.6 9.1 9.4 10.8 7.7 -16.4
Wichita, KS 16.5 13.4 15.0 14.5 149 124 11.7 13.8 16.2 15.1 8.1 149 19.6 149 14.2 -13.7

T Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TABLE 3.14: HomICIDE RATE, 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990—2004
Albuquerque, NM 11.4 12.5 12.7 13.0 13.9 15.2 18.3 12.8 10.7 13.2 9.5 2.0 10.7 11.5 8.2 -27.9
Arlington, TX 6.3 10.5 --- --- 8.7 --- --- 8.3 6.8 --- 5.6 --- --- --- --- ---
Atlanta, GA 48.9 42.2 41.2 40.3 40.7 34.9 34.0 26.1 27.5 25.1 25.4 26.5 24.4 23.2 21.9 -55.2
Austin, TX 8.4 11.1 7.0 6.1 8.1 6.5 6.7 6.8 4.6 4.3 4.1 5.0 34 3.8 4.0 -52.3
Baltimore, MD 35.4 33.2 40.9 43.1 40.5 40.2 40.1 39.7 41.0 40.7 35.0 325 33.9 35.7 39.5 11.5
Boston, MA 18.5 15.4 10.9 14.0 11.6 11.3 8.2 5.3 5.1 4.4 4.8 10.5 10.4 6.4 8.3 -55.1
Charlotte, NC 20.3 25.3 20.5 27.0 16.2 15.9 13.8 10.9 114 15.6 141 10.7 11.6 114 11.7 -42.3
Chicago, IL 29.2 32.5 30.9 28.8 30.4 26.5 25.8 24.2 23.2 20.8 20.5 21.1 19.6 19.1 14.5 -50.3
Cincinnati, OH 13.9 12.1 11.6 12.3 8.9 13.3 8.5 9.0 7.5 7.9 9.2 15.4 14.1 15.1 15.8 13.9
Cleveland, OH 29.4 317 27.4 30.0 24.7 224 19.1 15.2 12.2 11.3 12.5 15.2 15.0 12.5 15.9 -46.0
Colorado Springs, CO 7.8 6.8 --- 7.0 6.1 6.6 --- 5.8 --- 5.6 5.8 6.4 --- ---
Columbus, OH 10.4 7.1 5.6 4.6 2.4 --- 4.5 7.1 6.7 6.6 6.4 8.6 8.2 10.5 12.3 18.5
Dallas, TX 34.6 40.4 33.1 24.9 22.7 22.0 15.0 15.8 17.4 11.8 14.0 16.1 14.2 15.3 16.1 -53.5
Denver, CO 11.3 16.0 15.8 13.3 12.9 15.3 11.6 11.5 9.0 8.6 5.8 6.7 8.0 9.3 14.2 25.9
Detroit, MI 57.9 62.2 57.7 56.9 56.2 47.7 42.4 45.6 42.0 41.4 41.0 39.4 39.9 39.3 36.8 -36.4
El Paso, TX 74 2.1 8.0 9.1 8.7 6.4 5.1 5.1 --- --- 41 4.4 3.9 --- --- ---
Fort Worth, TX 23.0 37.5 27.0 22.6 23.1 17.9 10.9 13.9 10.5 134 10.4 10.2 9.1 9.0 9.8 -57.3
Fresno, CA 17.6 17.3 25.7 26.0 24.0 21.3 16.1 16.3 10.7 7.3 6.8 11.1 9.6 8.6 12.0 -31.7
Honolulu, HI
Houston, TX 33.0 35.3 26.7 26.4 21.6 18.7 154 14.1 14.1 13.1 11.7 12.3 143 149 14.0 -57.6
Indianapolis, IN 10.8 14.0 13.5 11.9 16.2 13.3 16.9 17.2 17.0 14.1 12.6 143 13.2 12.6 12.7 17.8
Jacksonville, FL 26.3 194 19.2 17.9 15.8 12.7 111 11.8 10.3 111 9.9 11.0 14.5 12.1 143 -45.5
Kansas City, MO 23.9 28.2 29.2 28.8 28.6 22.2 21.8 20.4 26.7 24.3 22.1 22.8 17.1 18.2 17.5 -26.7
Las Vegas, NV 19.3 21.8 21.1 20.3 22.3 225 28.6 18.8 14.8 14.4 13.7 19.1 20.1 21.0 19.9 3.3 :
Long Beach, CA 20.3 23.6 21.3 25.1 17.7 17.7 18.2 16.5 11.3 10.8 11.5 10.8 13.7 11.1 12.5 -38.3 =
Los Angeles, CA 27.7 28.0 29.5 27.8 23.3 22.0 19.5 15.0 11.8 11.1 13.5 14.7 15.9 13.8 13.5 -51.2 g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 6.9 9.4 6.2 8.0 6.9 9.8 --- S
Memphis, TN 31.6 29.7 30.3 32.7 27.5 29.4 27.0 22.1 20.8 19.3 21.4 22.2 24.7 19.6 17.6 -44.4 3
Mesa, AZ 6.2 8.0 6.8 --- 5.0 6.2 7.0 7.1 6.0 --- 8
Miami, FL 37.0 37.5 32.3 34.7 38.1 36.8 33.8 31.5 30.6 26.2 22.5 26.2 23.1 22.2 22.5 -39.2 (-4
Milwaukee, WI 21.9 23.4 22.9 23.4 19.9 21.3 20.1 19.0 17.7 19.3 18.3 20.7 18.6 17.2 134 -38.7 E
Minneapolis, MN 12.1 15.0 14.8 11.1 13.1 20.4 16.2 12.9 10.8 11.0 8.0 9.5 9.0 8.8 10.5 -13.1 >
Nashville-Davidson, TN 12.9 15.7 15.1 16.1 12.6 17.3 13.7 18.8 16.0 12.0 14.0 11.9 10.1 11.0 9.6 -25.5
New Orleans, LA 58.3 62.9 51.0 67.3 78.0 64.9 61.8 46.1 39.8 28.4 36.6 37.5 47.2 48.1 47.9 -17.8
New York, NY 27.5 27.2 24.8 24.6 19.7 14.7 12.5 9.9 8.1 8.5 8.4 22.4 7.1 74 6.7 -75.6
Oakland, CA 33.7 39.0 38.7 35.2 34.0 29.4 23.3 25.2 18.9 15.5 19.1 16.1 22.6 23.4 17.6 -47.8
Oklahoma City, OK 12.9 10.7 12.7 17.2 11.4 30.8 13.2 13.1 8.6 9.4 6.8 8.3 7.6 9.6 10.2 -20.8
Omaha, NB --- 9.1 6.8 8.5 8.8 10.1 6.6 8.9 6.5 9.0 7.9 5.9 7.4 9.1 --- ---
Philadelphia, PA 29.1 26.7 25.9 26.0 25.9 26.8 25.6 25.6 21.3 20.0 20.7 19.9 18.8 22.0 21.4 -26.3
Phoenix, AZ 12.7 11.6 134 13.8 18.2 17.4 14.6 13.8 13.6 16.0 12.0 15.9 14.3 15.1 13.9 9.6
Pittsburgh, PA 9.7 9.4 115 17.6 18.2 15.0 12.0 14.4 9.6 14.7 8.8 10.6 8.9 16.7 121 25.0
Portland, OR 6.8 11.9 11.4 10.0 10.0 7.6 8.3 8.9 4.0 6.3 4.0 4.3 4.0 4.4 4.7 -30.8
Sacramento, CA 15.5 20.9 224 30.8 27.2 21.3 18.8 16.4 13.3 13.7 124 8.8 16.5 154 17.6 13.7
San Antonio, TX 21.6 22.1 22.8 23.5 19.7 13.4 11.7 9.2 8.9 9.7 8.1 8.9 2.8 8.1 8.2 -62.0
San Diego, CA 10.7 13.2 10.9 11.1 9.0 7.9 7.0 6.1 4.0 4.2 3.8 3.7 3.8 4.8 5.4 -49.4
San Francisco, CA 11.9 10.7 13.7 14.4 10.0 7.6 7.8 6.6 6.0 6.1 6.4 8.0 6.5 7.7 8.6 -27.6
San Jose, CA 4.2 6.9 6.3 5.3 4.5 4.6 4.5 4.8 3.8 3.1 2.7 29 3.1 3.2 3.5 -16.5
Seattle, WA 9.2 7.5 12.2 10.5 12.1 6.9 8.7 6.8 6.4 7.8 5.3 4.0 6.7 5.5 4.4 -52.1
St. Louis, MO 41.1 52.4 49.5 60.5 59.4 48.3 41.2 34.5 28.9 333 28.0 36.0 26.2 17.9 25.4 -38.2
Tucson, AZ 7.6 5.6 12.5 11.3 8.8 15.6 13.5 11.1 11.0 12.0 14.7 6.9 51 13.6 16.0 110.9
Tulsa, OK 12.6 11.1 10.4 13.7 13.5 7.7 8.0 10.3 11.1 10.8 7.3 12.0 21.1 13.7 12.9 2.6
Virginia Beach, VA 4.2 6.9 6.5 6.8 7.5 --- 6.3 5.6 --- --- --- --- --- 6.7 4.4 4.9
Washington, DC 55.2 59.0 55.6 60.9 51.6 46.5 48.9 38.9 33.5 28.8 28.9 31.0 36.2 30.2 27.7 -49.8
Wichita, KS --- 10.5 10.1 18.1 14.3 11.3 8.2 11.3 2.0 6.1 9.9 --- 7.8 7.0 8.7 ---

T Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TaBLE 3.15: FIREARM-RELATED MORTALITY RATE, 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990—2004
Albuquerque, NM 16.9 14.2 23.1 19.4 23.8 24.0 24.3 18.0 19.8 18.5 16.3 17.8 18.2 19.8 16.7 -1.2
Arlington, TX 11.6 18.8 18.8 12.1 17.4 12.1 12.6 134 12.9 9.1 111 9.1 9.6 8.5 7.0 -39.7
Atlanta, GA 40.5 38.5 37.4 39.2 37.6 313 34.2 26.8 22.7 27.8 26.0 27.5 23.0 17.1 20.8 -48.6
Austin, TX 15.5 12.7 12.1 16.3 11.3 9.7 9.8 8.8 91 6.3 6.4 114 9.3 6.5 7.7 -50.3
Baltimore, MD 29.4 29.2 36.4 40.6 36.5 343 39.0 37.2 329 37.7 31.5 29.1 26.0 30.1 32.0 8.8
Boston, MA 12.0 11.0 9.2 10.2 8.0 8.7 6.2 5.0 4.6 3.9 4.9 5.6 7.6 5.1 7.1 -40.8
Charlotte, NC 21.9 26.9 22.1 27.5 18.2 18.1 14.6 14.7 16.5 16.9 15.8 174 17.0 143 16.8 -23.3
Chicago, IL 24.7 26.4 24,5 25.2 25.9 22.3 22.3 20.1 20.4 18.3 17.2 17.6 17.4 17.1 12.2 -50.6
Cincinnati, OH 14.1 11.8 11.9 14.3 9.3 12.9 9.7 9.8 7.7 10.0 10.8 16.8 16.1 15.1 16.5 17.0
Cleveland, OH 27.1 31.2 26.6 30.0 27.0 23.7 19.7 14.8 13.0 13.0 14.0 15.9 13.8 11.7 14.2 -47.6
Colorado Springs, CO 15.2 12.9 13.6 15.9 11.1 20.4 17.3 15.3 10.9 11.5 9.5 14.1 154 114 18.6 22.4
Columbus, OH 15.3 12.6 12.4 10.2 9.1 8.6 8.2 10.9 11.5 9.4 8.5 12.1 11.8 10.3 13.1 -14.4
Dallas, TX 35.6 41.9 36.9 315 28.9 25.1 17.6 18.1 19.1 13.5 15.3 17.6 16.3 17.1 17.2 -51.7
Denver, CO 17.4 19.0 19.3 21.6 18.3 21.2 17.7 14.0 10.9 10.9 12.4 9.8 12.1 12.6 14.5 -16.7
Detroit, MI 49.0 52.4 51.2 53.7 50.0 43.5 39.8 38.2 35.8 37.1 36.6 37.1 35.9 35.1 33.5 -31.6
El Paso, TX 13.6 124 13.8 13.7 12.5 8.9 10.0 7.8 5.7 4.3 8.2 4.3 7.2 6.9 5.2 -61.8
Fort Worth, TX 24.6 37.4 33.6 26.7 27.9 22.4 15.9 17.7 14.7 13.0 11.2 13.8 9.8 14.1 11.3 -54.1
Fresno, CA 21.8 19.1 30.1 27.1 27.4 24.7 19.1 20.5 15.9 14.0 10.9 14.3 12.8 13.8 17.4 -20.2
Honolulu, HI --- --- --- 5.1 6.1 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX 35.2 36.7 30.2 30.9 26.9 21.2 20.3 17.5 17.9 16.5 149 15.9 17.0 16.6 17.0 -51.7
Indianapolis, IN 15.6 18.6 19.5 19.7 22.3 16.9 23.8 23.5 24,1 18.5 14.6 16.4 17.8 17.8 16.2 3.8
Jacksonville, FL 324 26.6 22.9 24.2 19.2 16.7 15.9 15.5 17.5 13.0 13.7 14.2 17.4 19.5 18.1 -44.1
Kansas City, MO 28.2 28.3 321 29.6 314 25.3 26.5 22.2 26.3 27.5 25.2 23.6 18.7 20.6 19.4 -31.2
Las Vegas, NV 28.4 33.0 36.3 414 36.7 41.7 40.5 32.8 29.5 28.6 28.8 30.6 34.9 30.7 33.5 18.0 :
Long Beach, CA 21.1 26.2 23.8 27.8 20.4 21.7 19.6 16.9 16.3 12.6 14.8 13.8 17.3 11.6 15.0 -28.9 =
Los Angeles, CA 26.2 27.0 29.7 28.9 24.6 23.2 20.5 15.7 14.0 12.8 14.7 15.9 16.9 15.5 13.8 -47.3 g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 114 14.1 10.5 13.5 13.2 15.3 --- S
Memphis, TN 32.7 30.3 317 33.3 29.9 30.0 26.7 23.5 24.4 20.6 22.3 20.8 27.8 21.5 19.0 -41.9 3
Mesa, AZ 124 18.9 13.2 15.9 15.7 20.5 14.2 11.7 13.8 10.8 12.7 14.9 19.5 13.1 14.5 16.9 8
Miami, FL 35.2 38.9 35.5 38.5 40.5 39.5 36.6 32.2 314 28.1 18.6 249 24.0 26.1 25.2 -28.4 (-4
Milwaukee, WI 22.4 20.5 22.7 20.6 193 20.3 20.6 15.9 17.1 18.6 18.7 19.1 18.0 17.5 14.7 -34.4 E
Minneapolis, MN 10.7 15.0 11.3 12.5 111 16.3 15.9 13.1 10.5 9.3 10.2 9.4 8.3 10.0 10.8 0.9 >
Nashville-Davidson, TN 18.1 23.8 20.8 21.8 19.6 21.4 18.4 23.8 20.7 16.7 19.2 16.4 16.6 15.9 15.4 -14.9
New Orleans, LA 57.9 61.1 56.2 66.1 76.4 65.9 61.1 49.3 39.2 32.2 39.1 40.3 48.2 47.2 51.6 -10.9
New York, NY 21.5 22.6 20.9 20.4 16.2 12.1 10.0 7.7 6.3 5.9 6.3 5.9 5.4 5.6 5.1 -76.3
Oakland, CA 31.8 34.8 35.3 33.6 32.0 23.9 18.8 20.9 15.9 14.5 19.6 18.6 21.5 21.3 15.8 -50.3
Oklahoma City, OK 19.0 15.5 17.3 25.1 16.3 16.8 18.4 19.6 13.5 17.1 11.0 12.0 10.7 12.7 13.4 -29.5
Omaha, NB 10.4 13.1 12.1 12.8 13.5 12.8 10.8 12.3 10.5 13.3 11.2 7.3 13.2 10.7 7.2 -30.8
Philadelphia, PA 25.2 23.9 24.8 25.0 23.8 25.3 25.1 25.3 22.0 20.0 21.2 18.5 20.5 22.8 21.8 -13.5
Phoenix, AZ 21.0 18.0 21.1 24.5 25.4 27.3 24,1 223 21.6 20.7 16.5 21.5 21.2 19.8 19.5 -7.1
Pittsburgh, PA 9.9 10.7 14.8 17.3 17.4 154 11.9 16.7 14.2 16.2 9.8 14.0 10.2 17.3 14.9 50.5
Portland, OR 14.3 15.7 14.7 15.4 16.9 14.1 14.1 16.3 10.8 114 8.0 6.6 9.3 8.9 9.2 -35.7
Sacramento, CA 24.3 27.8 30.6 42.2 34.5 32.2 24.0 25.9 16.9 194 16.9 174 20.5 194 20.9 -14.0
San Antonio, TX 234 24.7 26.0 28.3 23.3 19.4 16.6 13.2 13.5 9.9 11.3 12.0 12.1 10.5 9.4 -59.8
San Diego, CA 11.1 15.9 13.1 14.8 12.2 11.7 10.8 9.5 7.3 8.2 74 8.2 5.9 7.9 6.6 -40.5
San Francisco, CA 12.4 10.6 12.6 14.6 11.5 9.4 10.4 7.8 5.6 5.9 5.8 6.5 6.7 7.1 8.6 -30.6
San Jose, CA 8.1 8.7 8.0 8.3 7.6 8.1 5.2 5.1 5.7 4.6 4.0 33 5.3 3.5 5.3 -34.6
Seattle, WA 10.0 10.7 16.2 15.6 17.3 10.8 10.3 9.3 9.8 11.0 8.3 6.8 8.2 7.4 6.9 -31.0
St. Louis, MO 35.5 49.2 47.0 57.8 56.7 46.7 34.1 345 23.3 26.7 27.1 35.5 26.5 18.7 26.2 -26.2
Tucson, AZ 17.8 184 23.1 22.7 20.8 23.0 23.8 21.4 21.8 26.4 27.8 13.5 9.2 23.7 24.3 36.5
Tulsa, OK 15.0 15.8 15.3 19.3 21.6 13.9 16.1 16.7 16.2 17.0 15.0 25.9 35.0 22.1 18.6 24.0
Virginia Beach, VA 9.6 10.7 13.5 11.0 13.0 8.4 10.5 8.3 6.2 8.6 8.0 7.6 5.6 10.7 10.5 9.4
Washington, DC 45.9 47.6 46.8 50.7 40.8 39.0 39.1 33.0 24.8 24.2 22.6 25.5 30.1 25.7 223 -51.4
Wichita, KS 10.2 17.2 17.8 22.5 22.6 18.3 15.2 13.9 15.5 11.0 14.0 11.7 9.5 13.9 134 314

T Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TABLE 3.16: SUICIDE RATE, 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990—2004
Albuquerque, NM 21.0 15.5 24.8 21.5 24.1 23.5 22.5 18.5 22.3 20.6 21.2 23.9 21.8 21.8 21.0 -0.1
Arlington, TX 115 14.5 184 104 134 144 14.0 9.5 11.6 9.0 10.9 10.5 10.6 12.2 9.4 -17.9
Atlanta, GA 15.8 14.7 18.1 13.4 13.9 14.5 14.4 13.3 9.2 12.7 8.5 10.7 11.8 7.7 13.8 -12.9
Austin, TX 15.1 11.6 13.1 16.8 12.4 9.1 11.2 10.9 11.6 10.0 11.0 12.9 15.2 12.8 13.6 -10.2
Baltimore, MD 8.9 10.9 10.4 15.6 12.7 114 12.1 10.8 9.7 9.1 9.4 9.7 7.8 6.9 5.6 -36.8
Boston, MA 8.9 8.1 7.4 6.1 8.2 7.1 8.3 9.7 8.3 5.2 5.5 5.1 3.9 6.8 4.2 -52.6
Charlotte, NC 141 119 10.9 12.1 10.0 115 8.2 10.8 10.7 8.8 7.7 12.1 13.5 10.0 13.2 -6.7
Chicago, IL 10.8 10.4 9.5 10.0 8.9 8.5 8.7 74 7.4 8.4 7.3 7.5 7.6 6.5 6.3 -41.4
Cincinnati, OH 16.7 16.5 13.2 13.4 10.8 9.7 10.8 13.4 8.9 10.5 11.2 10.2 11.5 11.1 13.3 -20.5
Cleveland, OH 12.0 14.9 14.1 154 13.1 14.7 14.6 12.2 10.1 10.8 12.2 13.8 11.7 11.3 12.2 2.1
Colorado Springs, CO 18.5 17.2 17.6 18.5 14.3 27.8 20.3 18.8 16.6 14.9 149 23.1 19.8 18.8 26.1 40.9
Columbus, OH 12.6 11.0 12.7 10.0 8.9 11.0 9.2 9.5 9.9 9.5 7.3 10.2 11.9 6.0 10.8 -14.0
Dallas, TX 13.7 17.7 14.8 16.9 13.3 13.1 10.7 11.8 10.7 9.7 7.9 10.5 9.8 10.6 10.3 -25.1
Denver, CO 25.1 20.2 19.4 22.1 21.1 22.5 21.5 13.2 13.4 12.8 16.3 13.5 15.6 13.5 16.2 -35.5
Detroit, MI 12.2 12.7 10.5 11.9 10.7 10.7 11.6 8.5 9.4 10.3 7.5 7.5 2.1 6.9 6.1 -49.8
El Paso, TX 13.7 12.2 11.5 124 11.2 10.2 11.3 8.5 7.0 6.0 9.9 7.0 9.8 8.7 8.3 -39.6
Fort Worth, TX 134 12.5 15.7 14.0 134 13.2 121 14.0 111 8.4 9.2 10.3 7.7 111 10.9 -19.0
Fresno, CA 16.6 13.6 19.2 13.4 14.6 16.2 10.9 16.3 13.3 14.5 9.3 11.9 9.8 12.0 14.8 -11.0
Honolulu, HI 11.8 10.0 11.3 13.7 13.0 11.8 10.0 10.6 11.1 11.3 12.1 11.6 11.5 10.4 10.9 -7.3
Houston, TX 15.0 149 14.5 15.7 14.8 11.4 13.6 11.8 12.1 11.7 10.6 119 12.2 11.4 12.0 -20.2
Indianapolis, IN 13.7 15.9 14.1 16.1 14.5 12.6 16.3 15.4 16.4 14.0 11.9 12.5 13.7 13.1 12.9 -6.2
Jacksonville, FL 18.6 17.0 15.0 15.0 11.9 12.5 13.9 114 15.3 12.0 12.7 13.9 134 16.0 15.6 -16.3
Kansas City, MO 14.9 16.8 15.2 13.1 15.9 14.0 16.9 124 11.5 18.0 15.5 14.9 12.1 10.5 12.1 -19.0
Las Vegas, NV 28.6 30.1 324 35.6 28.7 37.1 33.2 29.1 30.4 29.8 30.4 29.0 34.3 30.1 34.5 20.7 :
Long Beach, CA 13.9 14.8 13.1 14.2 11.2 13.3 11.5 11.2 12.3 10.2 9.7 11.2 13.7 9.9 9.3 -33.3 =
Los Angeles, CA 13.1 12.3 12.2 13.4 111 12.1 104 9.5 9.8 8.5 7.7 8.4 8.6 8.7 71 -45.6 g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 10.6 13.2 9.6 12.9 13.8 12.8 --- S
Memphis, TN 15.9 14.4 12.0 11.1 13.0 13.1 11.5 11.0 13.1 9.8 9.8 9.5 10.6 9.5 8.6 -46.0 3
Mesa, AZ 149 19.8 149 20.6 18.1 18.5 14.5 14.6 15.7 14.7 14.3 16.6 19.2 16.0 19.6 31.2 8
Miami, FL 21.7 24.2 20.2 20.5 18.0 24.6 19.4 20.5 18.9 20.9 17.6 18.1 16.4 18.2 17.1 -21.3 (-4
Milwaukee, WI 15.1 124 134 11.7 121 115 13.1 11.2 14.4 10.9 134 11.8 8.8 119 14.2 -6.2 E
Minneapolis, MN 13.6 17.2 15.8 14.6 15.0 14.1 15.0 11.0 9.8 115 12.0 133 11.3 7.7 8.8 -35.5 >
Nashville-Davidson, TN 13.4 16.0 13.0 13.3 13.0 12.9 11.6 14.1 13.1 12.9 12.6 12.3 14.5 12.8 12.6 -6.3
New Orleans, LA 149 12.0 14.8 11.9 13.1 11.1 12.9 12.2 8.9 10.2 114 10.4 10.5 7.0 8.9 -40.4
New York, NY 8.0 8.6 8.0 6.9 7.8 74 7.0 6.7 6.4 5.8 4.9 5.5 6.0 5.8 6.0 -24.7
Oakland, CA 10.7 9.5 11.2 124 8.2 9.1 8.6 8.8 9.9 8.9 7.6 5.2 11.0 8.0 8.4 -21.2
Oklahoma City, OK 15.5 14.7 16.0 20.3 14.9 16.2 14.0 15.3 14.5 15.3 14.8 14.1 14.5 12.7 14.1 -9.3
Omaha, NB 16.6 14.4 13.1 11.1 11.4 12.1 12.5 12.8 11.6 14.2 10.2 8.8 15.2 11.8 10.5 -36.9
Philadelphia, PA 13.2 10.8 13.0 11.2 11.1 11.1 12.5 12.2 10.7 10.2 10.8 9.5 10.8 11.4 10.7 -19.2
Phoenix, AZ 18.9 16.5 15.2 19.2 16.8 19.0 17.6 15.8 15.4 13.4 13.9 13.9 15.3 14.7 14.7 -22.3
Pittsburgh, PA 14.7 124 14.9 12.5 12.0 11.7 8.1 134 15.2 12.8 9.6 12.2 10.0 12.1 15.2 31
Portland, OR 17.3 17.5 18.2 18.2 21.6 17.9 17.8 18.3 14.6 14.9 12.8 11.2 15.5 16.6 15.1 -12.9
Sacramento, CA 25.4 23.6 22.2 311 26.9 27.6 214 27.3 17.8 20.0 15.0 14.8 20.5 21.7 22.7 -10.6
San Antonio, TX 143 15.0 15.7 14.1 154 15.9 14.1 11.0 12.3 114 12.1 12.2 11.0 11.4 10.2 -28.9
San Diego, CA 12.2 16.2 14.3 16.2 13.9 14.1 14.5 11.0 12.9 12.7 12.8 104 10.8 123 104 -14.4
San Francisco, CA 15.6 18.5 18.1 16.6 17.3 16.9 154 13.1 11.2 9.6 10.8 11.9 9.5 11.8 11.6 -25.8
San Jose, CA 10.3 11.1 7.4 8.7 9.9 9.5 6.5 9.5 7.7 7.1 71 5.2 8.3 7.6 9.2 -10.3
Seattle, WA 14.4 15.8 17.1 15.8 17.5 16.3 15.7 10.8 14.2 15.1 12.2 104 11.2 13.0 12.2 -15.5
St. Louis, MO 11.1 13.7 12.9 11.7 14.5 15.3 124 14.1 9.9 13.7 12.2 14.2 114 14.1 13.0 17.6
Tucson, AZ 20.6 20.0 22.4 21.4 22.7 21.3 21.2 20.0 22.2 29.0 24.5 14.8 11.2 23.2 25.0 21.2
Tulsa, OK 9.7 13.1 13.6 17.3 15.9 15.8 16.8 15.7 17.5 14.6 18.5 29.4 324 19.2 14.5 50.1
Virginia Beach, VA 14.2 13.7 15.3 12.1 12.4 10.1 10.5 8.3 11.0 11.7 9.5 10.7 9.1 10.8 12.8 -10.1
Washington, DC 6.1 5.3 5.1 6.6 4.5 6.1 5.6 5.6 6.8 5.1 3.8 6.6 5.2 6.0 5.6 -7.8
Wichita, KS 149 13.4 14.0 13.9 17.9 13.4 15.7 144 154 11.6 12.0 12.7 11.8 14.0 15.2 1.7

T Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TaBLE 3.17: HIV-RELATED MORTALITY RATE, 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990—2004
Albuquerque, NM 8.7 12.2 13.9 14.4 16.7 16.5 10.2 5.2 5.0 45
Arlington, TX 9.4 --- 10.5 10.8 10.1 8.8 8.2 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Atlanta, GA 82.6 100.7 123.6 122.8 135.5 135.6 115.0 61.2 54.2 65.3 50.3 54.0 44.6 37.6 42.1
Austin, TX 21.5 29.4 32.9 32.5 38.3 37.3 22.7 12.0 6.1 10.3 6.7 6.7 7.0 7.8 5.8
Baltimore, MD 385 47.4 66.3 83.1 105.6 107.6 86.5 54.2 49.1 55.7 52.5 53.6 60.4 62.2 50.5
Boston, MA 37.3 41.2 47.3 54.4 56.5 53.5 36.9 15.0 2.1 11.1 11.3 124 14.5 10.6 9.7
Charlotte, NC 13.2 19.5 26.5 314 34.4 36.4 31.9 17.7 14.9 15.8 16.5 16.8 18.9 15.1 153
Chicago, IL 21.5 26.7 28.0 34.0 35.1 36.9 29.5 13.6 13.1 13.6 111 13.0 11.9 10.4 9.7
Cincinnati, OH 13.8 12.1 18.4 20.4 24.6 29.0 16.8 8.3 --- 8.6 8.9 --- 6.8 6.6 ---
Cleveland, OH 11.2 15.8 18.9 217 22.3 316 23.0 10.5 9.9 10.1 9.9 7.3 8.7 10.0 7.9
Colorado Springs, CO 7.9 9.5 9.3 7.0 6.8
Columbus, OH 13.4 12.2 12.7 17.0 19.6 22.0 18.7 6.8 4.5 5.7 4.9 5.3 5.2 5.6 3.5
Dallas, TX 35.0 37.5 39.1 47.4 44.8 42.4 31.2 16.0 13.5 13.5 12.9 12.3 12.7 12.7 134
Denver, CO 38.3 42.9 42.2 47.7 44.2 41.8 26.9 13.1 9.4 10.4 8.4 7.7 91 7.0 10.0
Detroit, MI 17.0 22.0 28.2 36.1 38.0 42.9 25.5 17.8 17.7 13.4 14.3 15.4 13.7 13.4 12.0
El Paso, TX --- 5.4 7.9 10.0 124 12.3 10.3 8.0 4.7 4.4 3.9 4.0 4.9 5.7 6.2
Fort Worth, TX 14.8 16.1 20.3 22.8 27.0 24.5 153 11.3 7.9 115 9.5 9.8 9.5 6.6 9.6
Fresno, CA 13.1 18.6 17.1 15.7 21.2 19.8 14.8 --- 7.7 6.1 5.6 7.4 5.9 7.8 ---
Honolulu, HI 14.0 15.2 12.4 17.8 18.1 16.6 8.5 5.9 --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Houston, TX 36.8 38.4 46.8 43.4 47.9 43.3 30.0 18.1 14.8 15.3 15.8 15.1 15.6 14.0 14.1
Indianapolis, IN 10.8 10.3 124 11.6 15.5 17.3 12.6 7.7 6.2 5.0 3.5 5.7 5.6 4.1 5.5
Jacksonville, FL 11.8 14.5 19.9 19.6 27.0 30.5 18.1 119 11.9 115 12.2 9.6 133 11.7 11.0
Kansas City, MO 17.7 18.2 23.8 28.0 27.0 26.5 17.2 8.6 9.1 7.1 8.1 7.4 --- 5.5 9.4
Las Vegas, NV 12.9 15.7 21.5 26.6 31.0 30.5 17.1 8.4 8.9 8.7 8.9 8.3 8.1 8.8 8.2 ';
Long Beach, CA 46.8 44.1 50.2 55.3 53.0 46.6 35.1 15.2 10.2 13.4 11.5 12.6 10.9 9.8 111 =
Los Angeles, CA 384 38.4 414 42.2 44.2 40.8 26.9 11.8 9.5 9.6 8.4 9.1 8.3 8.7 8.9 g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 4.6 4.0 7.1 5.8 4.1 4.1 S
Memphis, TN 8.8 12.0 15.0 18.6 26.2 28.3 22.0 21.1 18.1 18.9 18.2 194 25.6 16.0 18.0 3
Mesa, AZ 7.8 9.1 9.7 --- --- --- --- 8
Miami, FL 96.1 104.8 111.6 1187 146.9 1459 110.8 65.5 66.1 70.9 68.1 70.0 61.6 54.2 58.4 (-4
Milwaukee, WI 7.7 11.0 15.3 184 13.8 17.8 12.8 6.8 4.8 6.0 6.4 7.7 7.0 5.5 5.6 E
Minneapolis, MN 20.7 28.6 24.0 311 33.9 33.7 24.9 8.9 7.0 7.6 8.0 6.9 6.2 6.9 --- >
Nashville-Davidson, TN 11.1 9.3 12.6 17.1 18.2 22.8 18.3 11.3 9.6 8.1 10.2 11.7 10.3 12.5 14.1
New Orleans, LA 30.4 49.1 57.4 613 58.0 69.5 47.5 29.0 30.5 28.8 28.2 25.6 23.0 27.9 27.2
New York, NY 61.6 70.9 77.8 81.9 97.0 924.0 67.1 345 25.4 25.5 23.5 22.1 21.5 20.5 18.2
Oakland, CA 35.0 37.7 46.4 45.5 54.0 48.5 40.0 20.0 12.4 14.7 12.7 10.7 10.7 10.4 9.9
Oklahoma City, OK 6.3 11.3 15.0 15.0 14.9 17.7 13.8 8.3 4.6 6.0 4.8 7.3 5.3 6.8 4.9
Omaha, NB --- 8.3 8.1 8.0 9.5 7.6 10.8 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Philadelphia, PA 22.3 29.5 32.0 35.0 44.5 48.6 38.4 22.1 18.0 19.9 18.8 18.2 18.0 16.6 16.1
Phoenix, AZ 11.6 13.8 16.3 19.4 18.9 18.9 13.9 6.9 5.1 5.8 6.1 5.4 5.4 7.0 5.6
Pittsburgh, PA 15.5 123 15.5 23.3 18.6 21.2 11.6 7.6 --- --- --- --- --- 7.9 ---
Portland, OR 20.1 27.9 26.5 26.8 32.3 313 20.3 8.2 4.9 5.9 4.2 6.3 7.0 8.0 4.4
Sacramento, CA 28.0 321 36.2 42.5 53.1 46.0 32.0 10.2 10.1 11.1 10.0 9.2 10.4 10.1 7.0
San Antonio, TX 14.0 15.2 184 18.0 19.7 18.9 16.9 8.8 7.2 6.9 7.1 7.1 5.9 6.4 6.8
San Diego, CA 31.0 31.8 34.7 40.5 45.7 38.6 22.3 8.9 6.3 8.9 7.3 6.8 7.4 5.8 7.6
San Francisco, CA 147.3 159.7 165.7 159.6 152.1 138.8 929 31.0 24.0 24.3 24.5 24.4 20.0 21.5 21.7
San Jose, CA 9.7 10.3 11.6 13.1 12.8 12.3 71 24 --- 24 3.0 2.6 3.5 2.7 2.3
Seattle, WA 32.2 42.2 42,9 53.1 54.2 56.7 36.1 12.7 9.4 6.9 8.1 8.0 7.3 10.3 7.8
St. Louis, MO 17.0 27.3 29.7 25.6 30.7 36.4 23.0 12.1 15.5 13.1 13.7 114 12.3 9.7 10.3
Tucson, AZ 8.5 12.1 16.4 17.1 20.5 23.5 153 7.1 4.9 6.6 4.6 --- 4.5 5.8 5.3
Tulsa, OK 9.9 10.1 12.7 13.2 18.4 13.1 11.0 6.8 6.2 --- 7.7 7.9 6.6 5.7 ---
Virginia Beach, VA --- 6.5 11.4 9.3 9.4 9.9 5.6 --- --- 4.5 --- --- --- --- ---
Washington, DC 68.0 71.4 88.0 103.7 119.2 116.5 97.5 49.8 46.1 46.1 44.6 38.7 41.2 43.0 41.1
Wichita, KS 8.5 11.1 11.2 11.0 8.0 15.7 9.6 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

T Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TABLE 3.18: PNEUMONIA AND INFLUENZA MORTALITY RATE, 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990—2004
Albuquerque, NM 21.1 22.1 21.1 24.0 28.3 26.5 23.2 244 249 28.5 20.4 25.2 29.9 25.7 21.4 1.6
Arlington, TX 27.1 243 15.0 16.0 15.5 18.5 13.3 243 20.6 22.5 19.3 20.1 14.5 19.6 17.8 -34.3
Atlanta, GA 33.3 33.5 313 37.2 36.3 31.8 36.5 35.6 321 35.1 38.6 28.9 334 25.2 18.4 -44.7
Austin, TX 24.3 19.0 20.1 16.9 20.0 16.0 19.5 18.9 22.2 15.8 17.4 15.3 12.1 14.3 13.2 -45.7
Baltimore, MD 33.0 29.5 28.9 314 29.0 328 35.0 315 29.9 29.1 30.4 283 27.6 29.7 26.9 -18.6
Boston, MA 35.4 36.3 35.3 38.2 36.6 323 349 35.1 37.0 29.6 31.2 324 30.8 30.0 27.1 -23.5
Charlotte, NC 20.2 22.5 19.3 23.2 21.0 24.2 24.6 23.8 32.8 31.2 23.9 22.2 26.8 24.6 17.1 -15.2
Chicago, IL 323 318 28.0 32.7 27.9 28.9 27.1 27.8 27.2 311 26.6 25.3 25.7 26.0 22.4 -30.6
Cincinnati, OH 31.6 31.2 24.5 33.6 26.8 32.1 27.7 23.7 27.3 24.6 22.1 24.2 22.4 22.8 19.5 -38.2
Cleveland, OH 25.3 23.7 23.0 24.6 20.3 234 22.6 223 23.9 19.1 22.9 16.5 19.2 14.6 16.2 -35.9
Colorado Springs, CO 36.1 35.8 28.4 25.3 29.9 322 30.1 25.6 249 26.2 18.9 21.4 23.4 20.3 19.1 -47.0
Columbus, OH 21.7 22.7 22.8 22.1 21.3 25.8 18.8 21.3 25.1 21.3 19.6 24.2 22.2 26.4 26.5 22.1
Dallas, TX 24.4 22.6 20.7 19.0 20.8 17.0 20.3 19.6 18.8 17.0 20.2 22.3 19.4 184 16.2 -33.7
Denver, CO 29.5 26.2 28.0 30.4 27.9 24.6 26.6 19.3 24.9 26.4 18.2 15.3 23.3 20.3 21.9 -25.7
Detroit, MI 31.6 27.9 28.5 319 31.7 32.1 33.5 30.7 31.6 31.8 314 32.0 24,8 20.8 22.9 -27.5
El Paso, TX 174 17.9 18.6 15.2 16.9 16.2 17.5 19.4 14.7 19.8 11.6 20.4 17.0 10.8 17.2 -0.9
Fort Worth, TX 25.8 19.7 22.7 26.7 21.1 22.1 17.4 21.8 184 21.1 21.5 19.8 17.1 20.4 15.9 -38.3
Fresno, CA 28.5 33.0 34.7 30.6 33.5 315 35.8 34.8 43.9 13.7 31.7 34.5 37.5 31.9 34.7 21.8
Honolulu, HI 27.0 27.7 21.7 22.5 16.7 23.4 24.4 23.9 21.5 23.0 18.5 17.9 17.2 19.8 17.5 -35.2
Houston, TX 28.5 23.0 20.9 19.5 19.5 18.9 21.5 22.1 22.6 21.6 22.8 25.9 23.3 20.8 20.0 -29.8
Indianapolis, IN 26.3 25.0 26.8 29.5 28.0 28.8 25.3 25.1 27.6 24.2 18.5 23.0 20.7 16.7 19.3 -26.7
Jacksonville, FL 22.5 18.9 18.6 21.6 23.2 24.8 21.8 22.1 24.3 25.5 26.3 24.9 329 31.0 26.5 17.6
Kansas City, MO 20.9 24.8 23.5 23.5 26.7 32.3 26.2 25.9 24.0 27.2 18.9 25.3 18.1 22.0 14.5 -30.7 <
Las Vegas, NV 26.3 21.0 27.9 33.7 32.8 33.6 36.8 35.7 27.9 35.6 33.9 34.9 35.8 33.0 39.6 50.5 o
Long Beach, CA 34.7 34.2 38.1 343 30.1 27.9 35.3 36.8 39.6 18.9 30.2 29.5 29.1 27.3 23.3 -32.8 ‘_\:
Los Angeles, CA 34.0 32.5 324 33.0 30.0 30.7 31.9 35.0 38.2 22.8 371 35.1 36.8 37.3 33.7 -0.7 E‘
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 13.8 19.7 23.4 27.3 21.2 18.0 --- 8
Memphis, TN 32.8 29.1 31.2 36.5 36.5 32.7 37.0 36.2 31.8 29.5 35.5 33.6 28.4 27.2 25.8 -21.2 S'
Mesa, AZ 28.1 30.7 26.0 275 25.8 20.1 17.9 18.1 24.4 29.9 26.4 25.8 26.2 25.1 19.1 -32.1 o
Miami, FL 26.1 19.0 24.3 26.3 26.0 27.0 25.3 243 25.2 33.0 21.9 28.9 26.3 27.1 28.0 7.2 :
Milwaukee, WI 26.1 28.5 25.3 27.9 25.1 24.9 25.1 21.4 23.3 27.7 26.9 20.2 21.3 22.4 17.0 -34.9 E
Minneapolis, MN 29.1 27.2 24.7 27.6 27.4 26.0 23.1 25.3 23.8 20.0 23.3 18.1 18.6 184 13.9 -52.3 >
Nashville-Davidson, TN 31.5 30.4 31.9 28.8 36.3 32.5 27.9 31.2 31.6 25.4 22.4 19.7 23.8 23.3 21.0 -33.3
New Orleans, LA 17.6 16.7 18.8 15.5 16.0 16.7 16.5 14.9 13.7 19.2 18.2 17.9 149 13.9 16.7 -5.3
New York, NY 36.5 315 26.1 28.7 244 25.1 25.2 243 249 33.5 33.3 31.8 32.1 34.0 37.1 1.5
Oakland, CA 32.3 28.8 29.5 30.5 27.4 30.4 29.8 37.2 34.3 14.4 24.1 27.0 26.5 24.2 26.7 -17.3
Oklahoma City, OK 26.8 25.8 28.1 27.6 29.5 25.6 24.8 23.5 26.2 21.3 19.0 20.0 17.7 20.6 21.4 -20.2
Omaha, NB 26.3 25.7 22.5 26.5 22.3 24.1 20.0 21.7 27.2 24.7 23.0 18.1 20.9 20.2 20.7 -21.1
Philadelphia, PA 24.5 20.7 21.1 24.1 21.8 22.0 21.4 22.5 23.7 22.2 22.6 19.6 17.5 17.9 16.2 -33.9
Phoenix, AZ 34.2 30.7 26.3 29.3 25.6 249 23.3 21.9 22.8 26.1 26.3 20.2 24.7 24.2 22.4 -34.6
Pittsburgh, PA 28.3 27.9 26.1 30.8 29.3 26.4 28.5 30.0 23.8 26.4 24.6 23.2 24.4 20.8 18.7 -33.9
Portland, OR 30.5 21.1 23.9 23.2 25.4 25.3 24.8 19.9 25.3 20.3 22.1 18.3 18.6 14.8 13.2 -56.7
Sacramento, CA 46.3 47.0 51.4 52.2 59.0 69.9 3.5 0.4 6.1 33.5 51.8 53.2 53.1 52.0 45.7 -1.2
San Antonio, TX 26.0 23.2 26.0 21.7 21.6 20.0 18.9 21.1 19.9 242 23.1 16.2 19.5 20.0 15.3 -41.1
San Diego, CA 27.1 27.2 28.9 29.3 26.8 24.7 28.1 29.6 32.6 13.8 29.9 28.9 23.8 23.2 16.8 -38.0
San Francisco, CA 33.5 334 30.6 35.8 331 36.2 33.5 39.3 41.7 19.4 34.8 32.9 343 29.6 28.3 -15.6
San Jose, CA 27.8 34.6 36.3 37.2 37.3 36.6 37.0 38.1 37.0 17.3 31.6 27.2 32.6 28.9 27.0 -2.8
Seattle, WA 244 24.7 24.1 27.9 27.0 25.1 25.2 24.6 25.6 23.1 19.9 15.1 16.0 223 13.9 -43.1
St. Louis, MO 26.9 28.7 26.7 31.8 314 30.3 32.8 29.5 28.8 32.7 32.2 26.4 27.3 27.3 22.1 -17.8
Tucson, AZ 23.5 25.4 26.3 27.6 26.1 24.9 373 32.3 31.6 54.8 40.2 174 18.1 47.6 41.2 75.7
Tulsa, OK 24.1 25.6 25.0 29.1 24.7 24.6 26.8 19.5 22.7 20.1 16.1 51.4 52.2 23.8 21.5 -10.7
Virginia Beach, VA 26.4 23.5 28.6 19.3 22.3 21.5 18.9 21.8 20.8 22.8 17.6 20.2 21.4 29.0 25.9 -1.9
Washington, DC 26.5 235 26.7 25.2 244 27.7 25.6 234 25.5 20.4 19.6 15.2 14.3 15.3 16.2 -38.9
Wichita, KS 234 23.5 22.7 25.1 20.5 244 23.9 27.4 22.7 20.5 21.8 14.8 22.2 25.4 15.1 -35.4

T Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TaBLE 3.19: DIABETES MORTALITY RATE, 1990—2004

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 1990—2004
Albuquerque, NM 23.2 32.6 25.4 28.1 30.5 26.0 27.8 23.6 25.8 27.0 26.5 30.7 32.7 24.6 30.0 29.1
Arlington, TX 32.5 20.3 --- 21.1 21.8 27.9 19.8 20.4 25.1 214 15.5 26.3 24.6 17.0 27.6 -15.1
Atlanta, GA 22.8 24.0 26.0 314 28.4 34.6 29.4 35.1 38.1 34.6 34.7 32.6 30.6 27.7 20.4 -10.6
Austin, TX 21.6 17.9 26.5 27.4 28.4 28.8 24.1 29.1 24.3 27.3 22.0 29.9 26.4 26.7 29.9 38.3
Baltimore, MD 36.2 40.5 38.6 41.9 40.7 45.1 46.5 45.5 48.6 449 45.8 43.9 41.7 40.4 38.5 6.5
Boston, MA 24.6 26.1 25.5 24.4 24.5 24.6 19.8 24.8 23.8 22.4 19.8 21.2 28.5 24.2 21.6 -12.4
Charlotte, NC 23.5 29.8 24.4 27.3 26.8 28.6 29.7 29.8 27.5 27.4 25.8 28.6 31.7 27.7 25.8 9.6
Chicago, IL 28.3 29.0 28.8 30.8 32.2 30.8 313 29.4 313 32.5 29.4 32.8 30.0 31.2 28.4 0.4
Cincinnati, OH 26.0 32.6 29.8 30.3 29.6 36.1 40.6 43.4 44.2 48.4 44.7 42.0 49.7 51.6 42.2 62.6
Cleveland, OH 36.4 35.8 39.7 36.0 44.2 40.0 36.6 39.1 30.6 30.6 34.2 35.0 35.9 34.0 314 -13.6
Colorado Springs, CO 15.8 16.1 12.8 12.6 12.2 16.7 144 17.6 17.1 20.0 15.9 21.4 15.5 15.7 16.2 2.8
Columbus, OH 34.6 35.0 34.2 29.5 324 40.1 44.7 47.6 41.9 39.1 39.2 47.0 42.4 37.3 38.9 12.3
Dallas, TX 25.0 25.3 29.5 31.0 27.5 30.1 26.4 27.0 28.4 24.8 28.5 24.3 29.3 24.6 25.2 0.6
Denver, CO 10.9 22.3 20.0 194 21.7 19.2 22,5 20.8 18.6 23.0 20.0 18.8 21.8 21.9 21.5 97.1
Detroit, MI 35.4 38.6 34.6 33.9 37.2 34.9 334 35.8 32.3 35.2 34.1 333 37.1 27.6 324 -8.3
El Paso, TX 36.3 33.5 29.7 49.6 46.5 50.9 42.3 45.2 49.0 53.0 49.9 41.9 50.0 54.1 45.8 26.3
Fort Worth, TX 30.5 26.1 28.7 34.4 30.3 311 35.9 35.4 38.1 40.1 30.5 34.9 39.9 38.7 35.0 14.7
Fresno, CA 23.7 21.7 23.1 25.9 36.6 30.4 30.9 31.2 38.6 36.4 36.4 33.1 33.6 38.1 41.2 73.6
Honolulu, HI 13.5 15.3 14.2 16.6 10.2 114 16.4 13.9 15.9 15.4 12.4 11.2 14.7 14.8 13.5 -0.3
Houston, TX 28.7 315 31.5 35.8 35.1 34.6 34.2 36.5 34.2 27.9 31.9 33.8 33.7 33.0 31.9 11.2
Indianapolis, IN 26.4 23.4 28.3 25.9 26.6 29.0 29.4 29.9 27.9 25.1 30.3 28.5 23.8 30.1 28.9 9.6
Jacksonville, FL 28.7 25.7 25.5 25.8 26.1 314 28.1 28.9 29.2 36.1 34.0 33.2 33.8 39.1 371 29.3
Kansas City, MO 22.8 25.5 24.2 25.9 30.3 27.6 27.5 26.8 30.6 334 31.0 34.2 29.7 33.3 25.9 13.5 o
Las Vegas, NV 17.9 25.8 24.7 22.8 22.3 28.4 29.9 223 24,9 17.8 20.5 25.8 24.4 23.2 24,1 348 NS
Long Beach, CA 12.3 124 15.4 17.4 18.1 22.2 17.5 213 234 21.1 27.2 21.9 25.0 32.8 26.7 116.7 ?':
Los Angeles, CA 17.9 17.5 17.0 18.0 23.2 23.6 26.6 26.5 26.1 28.5 26.3 27.8 29.6 321 30.4 70.1 E‘
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 26.8 25.2 25.0 30.3 29.8 31.7 --- 8
Memphis, TN 19.2 18.0 20.0 22.1 23.4 24.9 30.7 28.3 31.9 37.1 40.7 40.5 35.2 40.8 34.8 81.3 S'
Mesa, AZ 12.2 14.2 13.1 14.6 18.2 15.5 20.6 19.5 27.4 24.6 19.0 25.9 30.0 28.5 241 97.2 o
Miami, FL 32.6 30.0 33.1 34.2 30.5 34.2 33.8 35.7 39.1 39.6 37.5 37.0 38.9 43.4 39.8 22.0 :
Milwaukee, WI 26.9 24.4 23.1 26.2 27.0 26.6 27.0 28.4 27.5 313 29.9 33.1 29.1 33.2 333 23.9 E
Minneapolis, MN 18.7 22.0 20.0 25.8 26.2 30.0 34.9 27.2 30.9 33.2 34.0 29.6 33.9 29.9 23.0 23.1 >
Nashville-Davidson, TN 22.9 23.8 29.5 29.6 29.8 27.7 29.7 32.8 28.7 29.6 30.6 30.9 30.0 27.2 32.1 40.0
New Orleans, LA 44.7 56.6 46.0 55.3 53.8 55.1 60.0 61.7 74.3 70.5 60.7 67.1 64.8 65.1 66.3 48.2
New York, NY 17.3 17.7 184 184 24.8 23.7 224 22.0 21.9 23.5 22.6 22.8 22.5 248 22.8 32.0
Oakland, CA 19.4 21.2 16.9 20.7 23.1 29.3 29.8 28.6 24.8 33.5 30.4 28.0 27.0 33.1 30.1 55.2
Oklahoma City, OK 15.3 17.1 18.9 23.0 18.2 18.5 18.0 30.8 28.3 27.1 25.9 28.8 30.7 27.7 26.2 71.8
Omaha, NB 15.8 20.2 16.4 19.0 17.5 19.8 22.2 21.4 18.0 24.7 21.5 25.1 24.6 26.4 27.7 75.8
Philadelphia, PA 26.6 28.9 26.8 28.5 28.8 28.4 28.4 29.5 27.0 26.5 27.7 28.9 27.2 27.6 26.6 0.1
Phoenix, AZ 18.0 19.0 21.4 20.2 21.7 25.1 27.6 27.3 25.6 25.3 24,1 25.8 28.1 24.6 229 27.4
Pittsburgh, PA 28.2 28.6 23.8 27.7 26.5 25.4 31.0 36.7 28.4 28.3 30.0 39.9 30.2 27.6 24.2 -14.1
Portland, OR 18.8 22.4 21.2 19.1 20.9 24.2 23.9 32.2 28.5 35.0 30.2 33.9 27.9 30.5 34.1 81.5
Sacramento, CA 26.8 223 24.0 316 31.8 39.3 38.1 35.0 413 43.5 34.6 404 37.0 429 42,5 58.8
San Antonio, TX 30.9 32.1 31.5 42.5 37.7 373 39.3 41.4 447 442 50.5 49.3 49.0 51.8 49.8 61.1
San Diego, CA 12.2 10.8 13.0 12.5 16.3 16.5 14.6 18.9 16.5 174 20.3 21.0 17.5 19.0 21.7 77.6
San Francisco, CA 12.6 14.3 13.2 14.3 14.5 11.7 17.1 17.6 12.6 18.7 13.5 18.3 15.1 17.1 17.0 34.7
San Jose, CA 17.8 14.1 17.2 15.0 22.4 26.0 21.2 24.2 21.0 26.1 22.2 21.7 18.7 24.8 28.0 57.5
Seattle, WA 21.5 18.6 23.1 19.0 24.5 24.6 28.4 24.9 25.4 27.2 22.0 24.1 28.1 27.2 24.6 14.3
St. Louis, MO 32.3 33.8 29.3 323 32.2 32.8 38.0 33.6 38.7 47.4 33.8 40.1 37.1 393 35.6 10.1
Tucson, AZ 15.5 20.2 22.7 19.9 21.3 26.5 22.3 24.9 24.4 30.9 35.9 22.7 20.8 37.1 40.7 163.4
Tulsa, OK 13.1 14.2 20.5 19.8 22.8 14.8 21.9 25.3 26.6 29.7 30.7 35.1 41.7 24.4 27.3 107.9
Virginia Beach, VA 14.9 14.9 22.2 19.0 15.6 21.1 29.3 17.2 20.5 28.7 21.4 21.6 19.6 18.8 21.4 43.2
Washington, DC 344 30.6 30.7 36.0 34.6 39.0 36.3 36.9 34.5 39.3 39.3 373 34.0 32.0 39.8 15.6
Wichita, KS 21.7 24.4 23.7 19.6 249 29.2 30.1 29.0 29.9 24.6 24.3 29.0 28.3 28.4 30.5 40.5

T Per 100,000 population; age-adjusted to the year 2000 standard population. Population figures for 2000-2004 rates were calculated using 2000 U.S. Census figures, denominators for 1991-1999 rates were obtained by geo-
metric interpolation using 1990 and 2000 census data. 1999-2000 death rates are based on ICD-10 codes and 1990-1998 on ICD-9. 1990-1998 rates are multiplied by their comparability ratio to adjust for differences be-
tween ICD-9 and ICD-10. "---" Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.

* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TaBLE 3.20: INFANT MORTALITY RATE, 1990—2003

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 1990—2003
Albuquerque, NM 8.1 9.4 7.1 10.0 11.0 6.4 5.4 4.8 7.0 6.9 6.5 5.7 6.9 4.5
Arlington, TX 9.9 7.8 8.2 6.7 7.6 6.6 6.5 8.3 6.2 8.5 6.7 8.2 6.5 6.2
Atlanta, GA 15.6 14.4 13.3 13.7 12.2 12.4 10.1 10.0 9.9 9.2 7.8 7.7 . .
Austin, TX 6.4 5.8 6.0 5.1 6.3 5.1 5.2 5.9 5.3 5.1 4.6 5.3 4.6 6.2
Baltimore, MD 15.0 13.2 14.9 14.5 13.8 124 12.0 14.0 12.6 14.1 11.7 11.3 9.9 12.8
Boston, MA 10.0 8.4 10.4 10.0 9.1 6.7 7.1 8.0 5.8 7.4 6.7 7.2 6.9 6.1
Charlotte, NC 12.0 9.9 10.9 10.3 9.5 6.0 6.3 7.9 7.4 6.5 8.9 8.3 8.6 7.2
Chicago, IL 15.6 15.2 133 13.7 12.5 12.8 115 11.2 11.3 12.2 10.9 9.5 9.0 10.0
Cincinnati, OH 14.8 11.7 13.6 13.6 12.3 14.9 13.1 12.6 12.3 13.7 12.9 14.1 12.3 10.3
Cleveland, OH 17.9 17.0 16.7 16.2 15.6 16.3 12.0 13.6 10.7 13.0 13.2 11.2 14.7 10.0
Colorado Springs, CO 10.4 2.1 9.7 9.1 6.7 5.2 7.2 7.5 8.0 8.8 7.7 6.2 6.9 7.2
Columbus, OH 11.9 10.9 10.0 10.4 9.9 12.6 10.9 9.7 9.1 9.8 9.9 9.2 10.8 9.8
Dallas, TX 9.4 8.9 8.6 8.7 7.3 7.0 5.8 6.3 6.6 6.7 54 6.5 6.7 8.1
Denver, CO 11.6 10.8 10.0 8.7 8.8 8.3 6.1 7.7 8.6 6.2 6.0 5.3 7.1 6.9
Detroit, MI 20.3 19.4 21.3 17.1 16.8 15.6 15.1 15.1 14.7 14.6 14.8 14.0 16.7 16.4
El Paso, TX 6.0 6.4 7.0 6.1 5.0 4.8 5.1 4.4 5.9 5.0 4.4 5.0 3.5 3.9
Fort Worth, TX 10.6 10.0 8.8 9.7 9.8 7.9 5.1 8.3 7.6 9.2 6.3 8.7 7.5 8.8
Fresno, CA 9.4 10.6 10.7 8.7 10.9 8.1 7.3 9.3 6.7 6.7 6.8 5.9 8.3 7.0
Honolulu, HI 6.5 6.5 7.0 5.9 7.0 6.5 5.5 8.5 5.2 6.9 7.2 6.3 6.0 8.0
Houston, TX 9.3 9.4 2.0 8.6 8.5 6.6 6.6 6.5 6.5 6.5 5.1 5.5 7.1 6.9
Indianapolis, IN 12.4 10.8 12.2 10.5 10.2 9.6 10.3 10.3 8.0 11.0 9.9 7.8 8.5 9.4
Jacksonville, FL 121 11.0 8.7 9.8 9.0 9.4 8.1 9.9 9.8 10.6 9.3 11.3 9.6 10.2
Kansas City, MO 11.2 12.7 11.8 12.0 10.3 9.7 10.9 8.2 8.8 8.9 7.2 7.6 9.8 8.3
Las Vegas, NV 5.1 6.0 5.5 3.4 5.6 3.7 4.8 4.9 5.2 4.9 3.8 5.7 5.3 3.7 2
Long Beach, CA 8.7 8.7 4.9 8.2 2.3 8.1 4.8 4.4 7.0 6.1 6.6 4.6 4.3 7.0 =
Los Angeles, CA 8.2 8.2 7.8 7.6 7.2 6.7 6.0 6.3 5.6 6.1 4.9 5.6 5.8 5.5 g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 7.7 7.4 5.9 8.9 6.4 S
Memphis, TN 16.9 16.3 16.4 16.0 16.8 17.5 14.3 14.3 16.3 133 16.1 14.9 16.7 17.3 3
Mesa, AZ 6.7 7.4 7.5 7.8 6.4 6.0 7.9 6.7 7.8 7.6 7.2 5.2 5.2 6.0 8
Miami, FL 6.3 5.3 4.3 4.9 4.1 3.9 4.3 3.8 4.7 5.2 5.4 4.9 4.7 5.0 (-4
Milwaukee, WI 12.6 11.2 10.6 11.3 13.1 12.3 12.7 10.2 12.0 10.5 114 115 12.1 114 E
Minneapolis, MN 11.8 12.8 12.1 11.3 9.8 12.0 10.2 8.6 6.2 7.9 6.2 5.6 6.7 5.4 >
Nashville-Davidson, TN 9.4 8.6 10.3 12.3 9.6 8.0 6.9 8.7 7.7 9.2 10.2 8.7 10.2 7.4
New Orleans, LA 16.5 14.6 11.1 12.5 11.8 11.1 8.8 12.3 6.9 9.8 7.0 10.6 12.9 11.3
New York, NY 115 114 10.1 9.9 8.9 8.7 7.7 7.0 6.7 6.7 6.4 5.6 5.9 6.2
Oakland, CA 12.3 9.8 9.0 8.3 7.1 8.1 8.0 7.5 7.4 6.5 5.9 7.8 5.4 6.5
Oklahoma City, OK 13.3 12.4 114 10.0 2.0 11.3 11.2 9.3 11.8 9.3 12.6 8.9 8.7 10.3
Omaha, NB 10.0 10.5 10.1 114 10.0 7.6 8.6 9.9 10.1 7.9 8.9 7.5 9.8 7.3
Philadelphia, PA 15.5 14.5 14.7 134 134 12.2 124 13.2 11.8 12.2 10.5 10.5 10.7 10.6
Phoenix, AZ 10.0 8.2 2.3 8.6 8.8 8.3 8.1 8.2 7.6 8.0 6.6 7.8 6.6 6.8
Pittsburgh, PA 134 14.6 15.1 14.6 13.5 12.1 10.5 9.5 8.9 123 12.5 11.0 13.6 14.5
Portland, OR 8.3 10.5 8.4 9.5 7.3 6.7 5.3 5.3 4.7 5.1 5.9 3.2 4.5 3.9
Sacramento, CA 10.3 9.7 6.7 7.7 8.4 7.4 7.0 8.1 7.1 6.5 6.6 7.2 7.1 5.9
San Antonio, TX 6.8 7.1 6.9 8.2 7.1 7.3 8.0 7.4 6.5 6.5 49 5.7 7.2 7.5
San Diego, CA 6.7 6.8 6.4 5.8 6.7 5.5 5.1 5.6 5.3 5.4 6.5 6.2 4.2 4.5
San Francisco, CA 7.2 6.8 7.2 5.0 8.2 4.3 4.8 4.8 5.1 3.8 4.0 3.8 4.5 3.1
San Jose, CA 4.8 6.9 6.3 6.3 6.3 5.8 5.4 6.1 3.7 4.7 4.8 4.2 3.6 4.0
Seattle, WA 8.1 2.1 6.4 7.2 6.1 7.1 6.0 6.6 6.2 6.5 4.6 4.8 4.0 5.6
St. Louis, MO 12.7 17.2 12.9 12.0 12.6 119 12.3 14.2 13.0 15.8 12.9 115 13.7 12.7
Tucson, AZ 7.1 8.7 8.0 7.1 7.5 8.0 5.5 6.0 4.8 5.1 5.5 4.7 5.6 12.1
Tulsa, OK 9.5 9.6 9.7 114 10.7 9.9 9.6 8.0 7.7 8.2 9.6 12.9 12.4 4.5
Virginia Beach, VA 9.7 12.9 10.1 9.7 8.3 6.4 74 9.0 8.9 9.3 6.0 7.1 7.2 6.7
Washington, DC 20.7 21.0 19.6 17.4 18.2 16.2 14.9 13.2 12.5 15.0 12.0 10.6 11.3 10.5
Wichita, KS 13.1 11.9 10.8 10.9 10.4 7.0 8.8 10.0 8.2 7.8 74 10.5 10.6 6.3

+ Per 1,000 live births.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TABLE 3.21: FERTILITY RATE, 1990—2003

Annual Rate® Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 1990—2003
Albuquerque, NM 77.1 78.0 79.2 78.7 78.7 77.5 76.1 75.1 77.6 77.8 77.7 78.2 82.3 81.7 6.0
Arlington, TX 75.4 71.7 70.5 70.7 70.6 69.6 713 69.0 70.3 722 73.0 73.3 74.0 773 2.5
Atlanta, GA 89.4 86.0 87.0 83.6 83.2 79.6 79.3 81.9 85.1 87.0 91.9 90.6 87.6 90.1 0.8
Austin, TX 68.8 65.7 65.8 64.5 63.8 64.7 65.1 64.9 67.9 69.5 733 73.6 73.0 73.2 6.4
Baltimore, MD 78.7 77.1 74.0 71.0 68.6 63.9 63.4 60.8 62.1 66.3 66.9 64.3 63.2 62.2 -21.0
Boston, MA 63.2 59.3 56.7 53.9 51.7 49.3 47.3 47.8 48.1 48.8 49.2 50.1 49.1 47.6 -24.7
Charlotte, NC 68.5 68.7 63.4 63.1 60.7 67.2 69.1 69.7 72.6 73.7 79.4 77.8 79.2 82.2 20.0
Chicago, IL 87.9 87.9 86.4 85.5 82.9 78.6 76.0 73.4 73.8 72.2 72.4 70.6 68.4 68.5 -22.1
Cincinnati, OH 78.9 78.7 75.6 74.8 69.0 66.0 67.9 66.6 69.1 71.7 75.7 72.9 68.9 711 -9.9
Cleveland, OH 94.8 95.9 94.0 91.6 86.4 83.9 829 85.3 811 778 79.1 74.6 70.4 70.4 -25.7
Colorado Springs, CO 80.6 80.8 81.5 79.7 84.5 83.0 82.7 80.8 794 82.9 83.2 83.3 8l.1 79.5 -14
Columbus, OH 64.4 62.6 61.7 60.0 58.2 56.4 60.4 60.1 61.5 57.8 57.6 57.5 59.0 57.9 -10.1
Dallas, TX 81.6 82.0 80.8 80.2 788 79.4 80.8 81.3 82.8 84.0 85.4 87.9 86.3 83.7 2.6
Denver, CO 75.7 76.3 77.0 73.7 71.6 71.2 74.3 74.4 77.6 79.1 84.4 87.5 87.9 88.5 16.9
Detroit, MI 93.7 92.7 86.7 82.8 80.3 74.1 71.1 729 72.8 71.3 72.8 703 65.9 64.7 -30.9
El Paso, TX 105.1 103.2 110.5 111.9 109.3 107.5 104.4 101.5 101.8 98.0 99.9 99.9 98.9 99.6 -5.2
Fort Worth, TX 88.7 85.6 82.7 79.3 76.1 77.8 78.8 78.5 80.6 83.6 85.9 89.5 90.5 91.8 3.5
Fresno, CA 116.8 122.4 120.3 118.5 112.5 107.4 103.7 96.1 96.4 94.5 93.7 94.2 97.2 101.5 -13.1
Honolulu, HI 70.9 69.6 68.7 68.5 68.3 63.4 62.2 58.4 61.0 58.4 61.5 59.7 61.3 63.6 -10.3
Houston, TX 95.9 97.0 95.8 95.1 92.0 92.0 93.6 9224 92.3 93.5 96.2 95.0 96.8 97.7 1.9
Indianapolis, IN 79.5 77.6 76.9 75.0 734 72.3 723 72.1 72.1 73.6 76.1 74.6 75.8 76.2 -4.2
Jacksonville, FL 78.1 76.3 74.2 70.7 67.7 66.6 67.8 67.6 67.7 66.8 66.5 66.7 66.0 68.2 -12.7
Kansas City, MO 75.4 74.1 70.7 70.0 62.4 65.5 70.5 73.7 69.6 70.7 71.4 72.0 71.7 715 -5.2
Las Vegas, NV 153.7 157.6 147.4 132.9 125.8 137.3 143.3 133.8 134.6 132.2 135.6 141.1 151.6 173.0 12.6 %
Long Beach, CA 103.3 102.9 100.1 95.7 89.7 85.0 83.1 80.4 77.2 76.9 75.7 73.8 713 722 -30.1 =
Los Angeles, CA 103.6 102.6 99.3 94.2 84.0 8l1.4 80.8 77.6 75.2 74.1 74.7 73.8 72.2 72.0 -30.5 g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 63.7 66.4 64.1 63.7 64.2 --- S
Memphis, TN 83.2 82.8 81.9 79.8 76.2 72.8 72.9 73.9 74.6 74.6 74.4 73.4 71.9 71.4 -14.2 3
Mesa, AZ 87.0 824 81.2 79.6 80.2 83.5 83.0 79.8 82.5 87.2 89.4 92.9 933 97.1 11.6 8
Miami, FL 259.3 236.1 225.4 229.6 217.5 208.9 202.4 191.7 179.7 177.3 185.6 184.3 175.7 182.9 -29.5 E
Milwaukee, WI 81.6 81.0 80.7 79.8 77.7 74.6 75.7 73.0 75.4 77.8 77.7 78.1 75.5 77.8 -4.7 g
Minneapolis, MN 66.8 66.6 63.2 60.7 59.7 57.7 58.4 61.0 63.7 63.3 66.9 66.3 62.7 64.8 -3.0
Nashville-Davidson, TN 66.5 65.4 63.5 62.0 60.5 60.2 59.9 60.1 60.7 60.4 63.0 61.6 61.7 62.7 -5.7
New Orleans, LA 76.0 76.1 74.7 76.0 72.9 68.2 64.4 66.0 65.1 66.3 65.9 62.9 61.4 60.1 -20.9
New York, NY 74.1 73.0 715 70.0 68.6 67.4 65.4 63.0 63.2 62.6 63.2 62.4 61.7 62.5 -15.7
Oakland, CA 82.9 83.1 80.0 75.7 70.4 67.3 67.0 66.9 66.5 65.9 70.3 70.4 67.5 64.5 -22.2
Oklahoma City, OK 67.5 68.5 67.4 65.9 65.1 64.1 65.7 67.8 68.0 66.0 67.7 69.3 73.1 73.6 9.0
Omaha, NB 74.0 71.2 68.2 65.0 62.6 64.5 65.4 65.9 65.9 67.2 71.8 718 76.5 77.9 5.3
Philadelphia, PA 78.7 77.6 75.4 72.9 71.0 66.4 63.0 61.5 62.0 61.3 62.3 60.3 61.1 63.0 -19.9
Phoenix, AZ 85.5 83.5 81.4 79.7 81.1 82.3 84.9 80.2 80.2 81.6 83.1 83.5 83.3 85.3 -0.2
Pittsburgh, PA 62.4 60.6 62.5 59.6 56.7 57.2 57.4 57.5 59.6 51.9 50.4 50.6 47.6 47.1 -24.5
Portland, OR 67.1 65.8 61.9 58.0 61.2 62.1 60.7 59.5 60.7 58.3 62.8 64.5 67.2 69.1 3.0
Sacramento, CA 139.0 140.9 140.1 138.7 127.5 123.3 117.1 113.4 114.5 114.2 117.2 120.8 122.3 129.9 -6.5
San Antonio, TX 81.6 83.5 85.3 86.1 86.6 84.5 85.2 84.0 83.9 82.8 82.7 82.2 86.5 85.8 5.1
San Diego, CA 784 77.5 78.3 75.8 74.0 70.0 68.4 64.9 64.0 63.8 65.0 63.8 63.4 65.6 -16.3
San Francisco, CA 55.6 54.0 52.4 49.0 49.0 46.3 44.9 43.8 43.4 43.1 457 43.5 441 45.7 -17.8
San Jose, CA 88.0 87.7 85.2 82.7 80.8 77.7 79.3 78.5 78.7 77.0 80.7 78.6 77.2 76.0 -13.6
Seattle, WA 52.5 52.7 50.6 51.7 52.0 50.0 50.0 49.1 51.3 51.5 51.7 49.4 50.9 46.2 -12.0
St. Louis, MO 91.2 90.4 86.5 83.8 76.2 69.3 68.3 68.1 67.2 67.0 66.8 65.1 63.5 65.0 -28.7
Tucson, AZ 83.1 81.4 82.6 84.1 83.4 78.4 79.8 79.7 96.7 98.2 102.1 99.4 101.8 57.2 -31.2
Tulsa, OK 74.6 76.3 71.5 72.8 69.8 67.9 67.7 72.7 76.1 75.4 76.2 75.7 74.7 138.0 85.0
Virginia Beach, VA 74.1 70.5 74.8 715 69.6 65.6 63.5 63.1 62.8 61.3 63.8 61.0 61.6 63.0 -15.0
Washington, DC 71.7 72.2 68.2 67.1 63.5 58.5 55.2 52.9 52.0 51.6 53.3 53.0 52.2 53.0 -26.1
Wichita, KS 92.5 90.9 91.6 89.2 84.6 79.0 80.8 84.0 86.2 86.4 88.4 83.6 85.1 84.9 -8.2

+ Rate per 1,000 women age 15-44 using U.S. Census Bureau 2000 figures.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TABLE 3.22: PERCENT LOow BIRTHWEIGHT*, 1990—2003

Percent Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 1990—2003
Albuquerque, NM 8.2 7.6 7.7 7.3 8.2 8.1 7.7 8.2 8.0 8.1 7.8 8.1 8.2 9.1 11.0
Arlington, TX 6.7 6.6 6.2 7.0 6.6 6.7 7.4 7.3 7.5 7.7 6.1 7.4 7.9 8.0 19.4
Atlanta, GA 12.5 12.5 12.9 12.0 11.4 11.9 10.7 10.8 114 10.6 10.6 10.6 10.8 10.4 -16.8
Austin, TX 6.8 6.7 6.2 7.0 6.0 6.7 6.8 6.8 7.3 6.6 6.9 6.9 6.9 7.1 4.4
Baltimore, MD 12.6 13.8 13.9 13.8 13.6 13.8 143 14.1 14.2 14.7 13.5 13.2 12.9 13.2 4.8
Boston, MA 8.7 8.3 8.8 8.9 8.8 8.8 9.0 9.2 8.8 8.4 9.0 8.5 9.4 8.9 2.3
Charlotte, NC 9.4 9.9 9.4 9.7 10.1 9.5 9.0 9.5 9.5 8.9 9.1 8.8 8.9 9.1 -3.2
Chicago, IL 10.5 10.9 10.7 11.2 10.9 10.7 10.6 103 104 10.0 9.7 10.0 9.9 10.1 -3.8
Cincinnati, OH 10.1 10.2 10.4 10.6 11.3 10.6 10.2 11.1 10.7 11.5 10.1 11.0 113 11.2 10.9
Cleveland, OH 12.0 12.9 12.6 12.6 12.0 12.6 11.7 115 11.2 11.6 114 11.7 124 114 -5.0
Colorado Springs, CO 8.7 9.8 9.4 9.0 8.6 7.8 8.5 9.4 9.2 9.7 8.8 9.2 9.8 10.3 18.4
Columbus, OH 8.2 8.8 8.6 9.1 8.9 9.3 9.2 9.1 8.6 8.9 9.6 9.3 9.9 9.8 19.5
Dallas, TX 8.8 8.9 9.0 9.5 8.9 8.3 8.0 8.1 8.4 8.0 8.2 8.0 7.8 8.2 -6.8
Denver, CO 10.1 10.3 10.2 103 10.3 10.4 9.8 2.9 9.6 9.1 9.4 9.4 9.5 9.3 -7.9
Detroit, MI 14.0 14.4 14.2 13.6 13.7 13.5 12.8 12.6 134 14.7 13.8 13.3 12.8 13.5 -3.6
El Paso, TX 6.9 7.2 6.6 6.8 6.6 7.2 7.1 7.2 7.2 7.1 7.1 7.8 8.1 7.9 14.5
Fort Worth, TX 7.6 7.8 7.6 8.3 7.9 7.3 8.0 8.1 8.0 81 8.4 8.5 8.4 8.4 10.5
Fresno, CA 7.0 7.1 7.7 6.9 7.3 7.1 6.9 7.1 7.0 6.9 7.0 7.2 7.0 7.1 1.4
Honolulu, HI 6.8 6.3 8.0 7.8 7.1 6.9 7.0 7.0 7.2 7.6 79 8.9 8.3 8.6 26.5
Houston, TX 8.1 8.0 7.9 8.0 7.9 7.7 7.7 7.8 7.9 7.9 7.7 7.7 8.2 8.2 1.2
Indianapolis, IN 8.2 8.2 8.3 8.9 8.0 8.7 9.3 9.6 9.6 9.4 8.4 8.7 8.7 8.8 7.3
Jacksonville, FL 8.2 8.0 8.2 8.2 8.5 8.7 8.2 9.1 9.9 9.4 9.5 9.3 9.7 9.8 19.5
Kansas City, MO 2.0 9.6 9.3 9.8 9.8 9.1 9.1 9.1 9.7 9.4 838 8.4 9.0 8.3 -7.8
Las Vegas, NV 6.5 7.0 6.6 6.9 7.1 7.2 7.5 8.1 7.5 7.4 7.2 7.1 7.6 8.1 24.6 ﬁ
Long Beach, CA 7.0 7.0 6.7 6.8 6.7 7.3 6.9 74 6.2 7.3 7.2 7.1 7.3 7.4 5.7 =
Los Angeles, CA 6.5 6.4 6.7 6.5 6.7 6.8 6.6 6.6 6.9 6.7 6.6 6.8 6.8 7.2 10.8 g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 9.1 8.9 8.8 8.9 8.9 --- S
Memphis, TN 119 13.3 12.3 13.1 13.6 12.6 12.2 12.0 12.8 13.0 12.8 12.0 123 12.0 0.8 3
Mesa, AZ 5.5 57 5.6 6.2 6.1 5.3 6.3 6.2 5.9 6.5 6.0 6.3 6.6 6.2 12.7 8
Miami, FL 9.4 9.3 9.1 9.4 9.1 9.4 9.5 9.0 9.5 8.8 8.9 9.4 9.5 10.3 9.6 (3
Milwaukee, W1 9.9 9.8 9.9 10.3 104 9.8 9.8 10.1 9.6 10.1 10.2 9.6 9.3 9.8 -1.0 E
Minneapolis, MN 7.8 8.5 7.8 7.3 8.6 7.6 8.3 7.9 7.8 7.5 8.0 7.3 7.8 7.5 -3.8 =
Nashville-Davidson, TN 9.0 8.9 9.0 9.5 9.8 9.3 9.2 9.5 9.7 9.7 9.2 9.1 9.1 9.5 5.6
New Orleans, LA 12.8 12.8 12.2 11.6 12.2 12.1 124 13.0 12.8 129 12.6 13.5 13.6 135 5.5
New York, NY 9.3 9.6 9.1 9.2 9.0 8.9 8.7 8.8 8.8 85 8.2 8.4 8.4 8.5 -8.6
Oakland, CA 8.8 9.8 9.9 9.4 9.9 8.9 8.7 8.9 9.0 8.0 7.1 8.9 7.6 7.4 -15.9
Oklahoma City, OK 7.6 7.3 8.0 8.3 8.5 7.8 8.5 2.0 8.4 81 8.7 9.0 9.2 8.4 10.5
Omaha, NB 7.0 6.6 7.0 7.1 7.5 7.5 6.9 8.0 7.6 79 8.0 7.8 7.7 7.8 114
Philadelphia, PA 115 11.8 11.6 113 114 11.2 11.6 11.1 11.0 113 10.8 11.2 11.6 11.7 1.7
Phoenix, AZ 7.0 7.2 7.2 6.9 7.2 6.9 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.3 7.1 7.0 6.8 7.1 14
Pittsburgh, PA 11.2 10.9 10.3 11.6 10.8 11.1 9.1 9.7 9.3 104 10.3 103 11.0 112 0.0
Portland, OR 6.1 6.3 6.1 6.1 6.2 6.1 6.2 6.0 6.3 5.4 6.8 6.0 6.3 6.5 6.6
Sacramento, CA 6.6 6.4 6.9 6.8 7.1 7.0 7.0 7.6 7.3 7.2 7.2 7.5 6.6 6.9 4.5
San Antonio, TX 6.9 7.0 7.1 7.0 6.6 7.1 7.4 7.2 74 7.6 7.7 8.2 8.2 8.9 29.0
San Diego, CA 6.1 5.8 6.0 6.5 6.2 5.9 6.3 5.9 6.1 6.3 6.3 6.2 6.1 6.7 9.8
San Francisco, CA 6.7 7.5 6.4 6.9 6.7 7.1 6.7 6.6 7.2 6.8 6.5 7.4 6.6 7.3 2.0
San Jose, CA 5.7 5.3 5.4 5.5 5.9 6.2 5.9 5.8 6.0 6.1 5.9 5.7 6.2 6.3 10.5
Seattle, WA 6.6 6.1 6.0 5.3 6.1 6.0 6.2 6.3 6.6 6.4 6.3 6.0 6.5 6.6 0.0
St. Louis, MO 11.4 11.7 119 12.5 11.3 12.8 11.1 11.7 12.6 11.7 11.6 11.5 124 11.4 0.0
Tucson, AZ 6.2 6.4 7.1 7.0 7.3 7.7 7.1 7.9 7.0 6.7 8.2 7.2 7.3 83 339
Tulsa, 0K 6.7 6.7 6.8 7.1 7.3 7.5 8.2 7.8 7.8 8.3 8.4 8.6 8.5 7.7 14.9
Virginia Beach, VA 6.1 7.1 6.5 6.9 7.2 7.2 7.3 7.1 7.9 7.4 7.1 7.1 7.2 7.6 24.6
Washington, DC 15.1 15.4 14.3 14.6 14.2 134 143 134 131 13.1 119 12.1 11.6 10.9 -27.8
Wichita, KS 7.0 7.5 7.4 7.5 7.3 7.5 7.2 7.5 7.8 7.7 7.9 8.1 7.7 8.3 18.6

¥ Under 2,500 gms.

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.

** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TABLE 3.23: PERCENT OF MOTHERS UNDER AGE TWENTY, 1990—2003

Percent Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 1990—2003
Albuquerque, NM 13.9 13.9 14.7 15.5 154 154 14.7 15.7 16.0 15.7 149 14.5 14.1 13.9 0.0
Arlington, TX 9.4 10.1 9.9 9.2 9.6 10.5 10.0 10.9 11.2 11.5 11.3 10.6 11.1 10.8 14.9
Atlanta, GA 22.3 21.5 21.5 21.2 20.4 20.0 20.0 19.0 17.2 17.7 16.5 14.7 13.5 123 -44.8
Austin, TX 14.7 14.6 13.8 14.1 14.3 14.6 14.0 144 13.8 13.6 12.3 12.1 11.0 10.8 -26.5
Baltimore, MD 21.0 20.9 20.4 21.7 22.1 22.3 22.5 22.9 22.5 22.5 21.6 21.3 20.0 183 -12.9
Boston, MA 11.3 11.5 11.6 11.7 12.1 114 10.5 10.8 10.6 9.8 10.1 8.8 8.4 7.5 -33.6
Charlotte, NC 15.2 14.3 14.3 12.7 12.3 11.9 11.9 11.0 10.9 10.6 10.3 9.5 8.7 8.7 -42.8
Chicago, IL 19.2 19.1 18.8 18.7 18.9 18.8 18.5 18.2 18.1 17.2 16.2 15.5 14.5 13.6 -29.2
Cincinnati, OH 19.8 20.8 20.2 20.8 19.2 20.3 19.8 20.5 18.5 183 17.9 17.1 17.1 16.6 -16.2
Cleveland, OH 21.3 20.5 20.3 20.9 20.5 20.9 20.8 20.6 20.7 19.8 19.3 19.1 184 17.8 -16.4
Colorado Springs, CO 114 124 12.0 12.0 12.4 12.9 12.3 12.2 12.9 12.2 12.6 11.7 11.6 10.5 -7.9
Columbus, OH 15.6 15.9 16.1 16.0 16.4 16.2 14.6 15.2 14.8 14.2 14.0 13.4 11.9 11.7 -25.0
Dallas, TX 17.9 18.4 18.5 183 18.0 18.0 173 17.1 17.5 17.1 16.7 16.1 15.4 15.0 -16.2
Denver, CO 14.7 16.3 16.1 16.4 16.1 15.9 15.8 15.9 154 15.8 14.7 13.7 13.6 123 -16.3
Detroit, MI 24.2 23.8 23.1 22.5 22.1 21.7 20.7 20.1 194 18.2 17.3 17.6 17.2 17.6 -27.3
El Paso, TX 15.8 16.4 16.7 16.9 16.8 16.9 16.3 16.4 16.4 16.9 16.5 16.4 16.4 16.1 1.9
Fort Worth, TX 16.9 16.6 17.0 174 18.4 18.2 17.0 175 17.5 17.1 16.8 16.4 154 14.7 -13.0
Fresno, CA 17.3 17.2 17.2 18.0 18.3 18.2 18.6 19.2 18.0 18.5 17.8 16.8 15.7 15.5 -10.4
Honolulu, HI 8.3 7.4 7.6 7.1 7.0 7.2 7.5 7.1 7.5 7.3 6.8 6.7 6.7 5.2 -37.3
Houston, TX 16.2 16.3 16.3 15.7 16.2 154 15.6 15.6 15.3 14.8 14.5 13.7 13.5 13.0 -19.8
Indianapolis, IN 16.7 16.5 16.7 15.9 15.2 15.3 15.5 15.8 15.6 15.2 14.0 13.5 13.3 13.1 -21.6
Jacksonville, FL 16.2 16.0 16.2 15.6 15.1 15.1 15.2 153 15.0 144 14.0 14.0 133 12.7 -21.6
Kansas City, MO 18.1 17.4 17.4 16.0 17.2 16.6 16.4 15.5 16.0 154 14.7 14.0 13.8 133 -26.5
Las Vegas, NV 13.7 13.9 13.0 13.9 13.1 12.7 13.1 12.8 124 11.5 12.2 11.2 11.2 11.0 -19.7 E
Long Beach, CA 12.7 134 12.7 13.1 13.5 14.3 13.2 13.1 12.6 12.5 12.5 11.3 10.9 10.4 -18.1 o
Los Angeles, CA 13.1 13.1 13.2 13.2 13.6 13.6 13.0 12.4 12.3 12.0 11.7 11.1 10.6 10.2 -22.1 g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 13.8 13.1 12.1 113 11.0 --- S
Memphis, TN 21.0 20.6 20.8 20.9 22.2 21.5 21.5 21.4 21.0 19.8 19.5 18.3 17.7 17.8 -15.2 3
Mesa, AZ 10.5 12.4 12.2 12.5 13.2 13.2 124 134 13.0 13.0 11.5 11.6 10.9 10.7 1.9 8
Miami, FL 14.9 15.1 14.3 14.1 14.6 14.3 15.0 14.3 14.7 14.9 14.1 13.3 12.6 11.0 -26.2 E
Milwaukee, W1 20.8 20.9 21.1 20.7 20.6 21.5 21.3 20.9 20.2 20.4 19.2 19.4 18.8 174 -16.3 g
Minneapolis, MN 13.6 14.3 14.2 14.2 14.4 14.4 14.2 145 139 133 13.2 12.2 11.8 103 -24.3
Nashville-Davidson, TN 15.1 15.7 14.9 15.6 15.8 14.8 15.7 14.2 14.9 13.9 13.0 12.3 11.8 11.6 -23.2
New Orleans, LA 21.8 22.6 23.8 23.4 23.8 22.4 21.1 20.5 21.2 19.8 19.7 18.1 18.6 17.5 -19.7
New York, NY 10.5 10.5 10.5 10.7 111 10.9 10.7 10.0 9.9 9.4 9.0 8.7 7.8 7.4 -29.5
Oakland, CA 15.1 14.9 15.8 15.1 14.4 14.9 13.9 13.7 13.3 12.3 12.8 11.7 10.3 9.8 -35.1
Oklahoma City, OK 16.9 18.6 17.5 18.1 17.4 17.2 17.1 163 16.5 17.1 16.3 16.0 153 14.6 -13.6
Omaha, NB 13.0 12.7 12.4 12.7 14.5 12.6 12.9 13.2 121 124 12.0 113 11.8 10.2 -21.5
Philadelphia, PA 17.3 17.6 17.5 17.7 18.3 18.5 18.4 18.6 18.3 17.5 17.0 16.6 16.8 16.0 -7.5
Phoenix, AZ 15.6 16.2 16.6 16.4 16.8 16.6 16.6 16.7 17.1 17.0 16.5 16.7 15.7 15.3 -1.9
Pittsburgh, PA 15.7 15.7 15.8 16.0 15.8 13.9 13.9 13.9 13.4 139 14.7 134 135 119 -24.2
Portland, OR 11.8 12.3 12.1 13.4 13.4 12.6 124 10.7 114 11.1 9.8 8.8 8.1 7.0 -40.7
Sacramento, CA 149 13.7 14.6 14.9 15.4 15.0 13.9 14.2 14.2 13.6 12.8 11.8 11.6 114 -23.5
San Antonio, TX 18.1 17.5 17.2 17.9 17.6 17.8 17.0 17.5 17.2 17.2 16.7 16.0 16.1 15.3 -15.5
San Diego, CA 114 11.5 111 10.8 11.2 10.5 10.6 9.5 9.6 9.4 9.2 8.9 8.5 7.9 -30.7
San Francisco, CA 8.3 8.5 7.6 7.5 7.6 7.6 7.3 7.4 6.2 6.2 5.4 5.2 4.6 43 -48.2
San Jose, CA 10.6 10.6 10.9 10.5 10.9 10.4 9.9 10.1 9.3 8.7 81 8.1 6.7 6.0 -43.4
Seattle, WA 8.1 79 7.6 7.2 8.2 7.1 6.7 6.3 6.1 6.7 5.8 5.9 4.3 3.8 -53.1
St. Louis, MO 23.0 23.0 24.5 23.6 25.2 22.5 22.1 21.5 20.9 19.7 19.7 18.9 18.5 17.7 -23.0
Tucson, AZ 14.4 15.6 15.4 15.3 16.0 16.0 16.0 15.7 15.5 154 14.7 143 14.0 139 -3.5
Tulsa, 0K 15.1 16.0 15.0 15.7 16.0 15.4 16.7 16.0 15.6 15.0 15.6 15.1 14.0 13.8 -8.6
Virginia Beach, VA 9.0 9.3 8.4 8.3 9.7 9.5 9.5 9.8 9.7 9.4 81 9.0 8.6 7.8 -13.3
Washington, DC 17.9 17.5 16.3 17.4 16.5 16.4 16.9 15.7 154 149 14.3 13.5 12.9 114 -36.3
Wichita, KS 13.6 13.5 14.3 14.9 14.4 15.0 15.2 15.1 13.9 14.4 13.5 12.7 12.9 12.2 -10.3

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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TABLE 3.24: PERCENT OF MOTHERS WHO SMOKE, 1990—2002

Percent Percent Change
City* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 1990—2002
Albuquerque, NM 9.9 12.5 13.3 12.0 9.6 104 13.0 10.8 12.5 12.3 10.7 12.1 11.5 16.2
Arlington, TX 11.1 9.4 10.8 9.8 9.6 104 9.1 7.9 7.8 74 6.6 6.7 6.6 -40.5
Atlanta, GA 13.3 12.1 10.5 9.4 9.7 8.3 7.4 6.8 7.0 6.5 6.1 4.0 2.4 -82.0
Austin, TX 10.9 10.6 8.9 7.5 7.4 5.6 5.0 4.4 3.8 4.4 4.3 3.8 4.0 -63.3
Baltimore, MD 23.4 22.2 22.2 20.4 17.9 18.3 17.2 14.8 15.4 16.7 14.7 14.5 13.8 -41.0
Boston, MA 18.8 17.0 14.9 11.7 11.6 9.7 10.1 8.2 8.2 6.8 6.1 5.3 4.5 -76.1
Charlotte, NC 15.9 134 13.6 12.1 12.8 11.6 10.6 10.1 9.4 8.4 7.3 7.6 6.5 -59.1
Chicago, IL 12.6 12.1 12.9 117 10.2 9.9 9.9 9.5 8.8 8.5 7.8 7.2 6.8 -46.0
Cincinnati, OH 26.3 25.2 24.8 23.8 22.9 21.5 20.0 19.0 19.4 16.4 17.5 16.7 16.1 -38.8
Cleveland, OH 33.3 315 28.4 26.8 24,9 19.9 19.6 19.2 18.6 16.6 18.0 17.8 18.4 -44.7
Colorado Springs, CO 19.3 17.7 12.9 134 11.8 12.2 12.6 12.0 11.8 10.7 8.1 9.3 8.2 -57.5
Columbus, OH 26.4 27.1 25.2 24.6 24.1 21.8 18.8 20.0 18.9 18.8 18.8 16.9 15.7 -40.5
Dallas, TX 5.9 6.1 5.3 3.9 6.0 4.8 4.3 3.7 3.6 3.3 31 3.4 3.0 -49.2
Denver, CO 21.0 20.9 17.3 17.2 14.5 15.2 14.4 115 11.0 10.1 9.1 7.3 7.0 -66.7
Detroit, MI 23.6 22.9 21.2 19.6 19.1 18.2 17.8 17.4 16.0 14.7 15.2 14.1 13.8 -41.5
El Paso, TX 5.2 4.9 4.6 4.2 3.2 2.6 2.6 3.0 3.2 3.5 2.9 2.3 2.2 -57.7
Fort Worth, TX 10.8 9.6 9.9 8.0 8.6 8.6 7.6 6.3 5.6 5.4 5.0 44 44 -59.3
Fresno, CA 14.3 --- 50.0 --- 25.0 40.0 20.0 --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Honolulu, HI 10.8 9.7 9.7 6.9 5.8 4.8 5.3 4.6 5.2 5.2 4.7 5.2 5.6 -48.1
Houston, TX 9.8 8.4 7.2 6.5 6.1 5.0 4.8 4.6 3.8 3.5 3.2 3.1 2.8 -71.4
Indianapolis, IN 39.0 29.0 23.0 20.5 21.3 16.7 14.3 18.5 --- 21.1 19.7 19.3 18.0 -53.8
Jacksonville, FL 20.0 19.2 16.7 15.6 14.9 12.1 11.0 11.9 12.0 111 10.4 10.4 9.8 -51.0
Kansas City, MO 23.7 22.7 22.2 20.6 19.9 17.6 16.5 15.9 16.6 14.6 14.0 14.1 12.9 -45.6
Las Vegas, NV 21.6 22.7 21.7 19.8 16.8 15.8 11.6 12.3 11.4 10.7 10.6 10.4 9.5 -56.0 S-'
Long Beach, CA 20.0 20.0 50.0 16.7 40.0 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- =
Los Angeles, CA 8.6 19.7 11.9 19.2 11.8 6.0 14.9 6.5 --- --- --- --- --- --- g
Louisville, KY** --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- 20.4 19.9 18.6 18.3 --- S
Memphis, TN 15.8 13.1 15.7 14.3 13.0 13.2 11.6 10.7 9.4 8.9 8.8 8.2 7.3 -53.8 3
Mesa, AZ 15.6 16.0 14.1 14.5 134 117 10.7 9.5 81 8.3 7.3 7.4 6.9 -55.8 8
Miami, FL 8.4 7.7 6.9 5.4 3.9 3.4 3.6 3.0 2.1 1.9 1.5 1.2 1.2 -85.7 (3
Milwaukee, W1 28.3 27.2 26.2 24.4 22.9 21.2 20.8 19.6 19.0 18.0 16.2 15.7 13.5 -52.3 E
Minneapolis, MN 21.7 21.0 20.1 20.2 18.3 16.4 15.3 15.2 12.5 11.3 10.4 9.6 8.4 -61.3 =
Nashville-Davidson, TN 19.0 18.9 18.0 16.2 14.8 13.7 12.9 12.4 11.4 10.6 10.2 10.8 10.6 -44.2
New Orleans, LA 134 10.9 7.2 53 5.9 4.2 3.6 2.7 2.4 21 1.9 1.9 1.8 -86.6
New York, NY 14.1 9.9 10.8 8.0 6.5 5.5 4.9 4.8 43 3.8 3.4 2.8 2.4 -83.0
Oakland, CA 25.0 14.3 333 --- 16.7 --- --- 14.3 --- --- --- --- --- ---
Oklahoma City, OK 16.7 20.0 17.8 18.8 19.5 18.5 17.5 17.2 19.2 18.0 15.4 16.9 16.4 -1.8
Omaha, NB 25.3 24.0 23.3 23.1 22.3 20.7 17.8 18.6 18.4 16.0 14.9 15.5 13.9 -45.1
Philadelphia, PA 23.5 22.8 22.2 22.0 20.4 19.5 18.4 17.5 16.5 15.8 14.1 13.6 12.2 -48.1
Phoenix, AZ 17.2 16.0 13.6 13.7 13.7 12.9 11.0 9.5 8.0 7.2 6.6 6.2 5.9 -65.7
Pittsburgh, PA 31.8 32.2 314 30.0 29.1 26.2 24.6 23.6 24.0 25.1 23.3 22.7 21.9 -31.1
Portland, OR 25.5 24.8 23.7 21.9 21.1 19.7 18.6 16.7 15.0 13.6 13.4 12.0 10.9 -57.3
Sacramento, CA 28.6 18.2 25.0 30.0 26.7 30.0 75.0 --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
San Antonio, TX 6.2 5.1 4.6 4.6 4.4 3.7 4.4 4.4 43 4.5 4.0 3.9 34 -45.2
San Diego, CA 7.7 21.9 20.6 3.4 16.0 18.2 11.1 6.3 --- --- --- --- --- ---
San Francisco, CA --- 20.0 --- 14.3 8.3 --- --- 22.2 --- --- --- --- --- ---
San Jose, CA --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---
Seattle, WA 10.1 10.9 14.6 12.1 12.4 9.3 9.7 8.2 9.2 9.2 7.2 6.4 5.6 -44.6
St. Louis, MO 26.8 25.3 25.0 22.9 19.5 17.2 17.5 18.3 16.8 15.1 15.8 16.6 16.1 -39.9
Tucson, AZ 15.0 13.9 13.0 11.9 114 11.2 10.1 8.8 7.0 7.8 71 71 5.7 -62.0
Tulsa, 0K 45.0 18.3 17.6 18.4 18.2 17.8 17.3 17.4 16.8 15.6 15.2 16.1 15.6 -65.3
Virginia Beach, VA 16.3 15.3 15.0 14.9 14.5 13.3 12.0 10.7 10.1 6.0 51 6.2 5.8 -64.4
Washington, DC 16.2 13.2 13.0 10.2 9.6 8.2 6.9 5.5 4.8 3.8 2.6 3.7 3.9 -75.9
Wichita, KS 13.8 14.4 11.9 11.5 14.0 14.3 14.5 14.2 141 15.8 15.4 15.8 14.3 3.6

“--- Numerator used in rate calculation is less than 20 or data not available. For further detail see technical notes.
* See technical notes on limitations of reported versus geocoded cities.
** Represents the city of Louisville and Jefferson County.
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Section 4 — City Profiles
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TABLE 5.1: PERCENT FOREIGN BORN, 2000

Percent
NH White  NH White Alone/ NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 3.1 3.2 2.8 3.1 14.2 8.9
Arlington, TX 2.6 3.0 7.4 7.6 42.2 15.3
Atlanta, GA 4.2 4.4 1.6 1.8 62.1 6.6
Austin, TX 3.6 3.8 3.2 3.5 35.0 16.6
Baltimore, MD 4.2 4.3 2.0 2.2 40.6 4.6
Boston, MA 11.6 12.4 24.1 26.4 42.9 25.8
Charlotte, NC 3.7 4.0 3.1 3.3 70.1 11.0
Chicago, IL 17.0 17.8 1.6 1.8 45.6 21.7
Cincinnati, OH 2.6 2.7 1.4 1.5 37.8 3.8
Cleveland, OH 5.3 5.5 0.7 0.8 10.0 4.5
El Paso County, CO 3.4 3.5 3.6 3.8 16.3 7.0
Columbus, OH 2.1 2.4 4.2 5.5 36.8 6.7
Dallas, TX 4.6 5.0 3.2 3.5 54.9 24.4
Denver, CO 4.8 5.2 4.4 5.0 38.1 174
Detroit, Ml 10.5 12.4 0.8 0.8 37.0 4.8
El Paso, TX 7.0 7.3 3.9 4.1 31.0 26.1
Fort Worth, TX 2.5 2.8 14 1.5 42.6 16.3
Fresno, CA 4.1 4.6 2.8 3.0 28.3 20.3
Honolulu, HI 8.8 7.4 6.2 7.1 12.6 25.3
Houston, TX 6.7 7.4 3.7 4.0 50.2 26.4
Indianapolis, IN 1.6 1.7 1.5 1.6 52.2 4.6
Jacksonville, FL 3.1 3.4 2.1 2.3 26.7 5.9
Kansas City, MO 1.7 1.9 1.6 2.0 37.3 5.8
Las Vegas, NV 5.0 5.2 2.1 2.6 52.2 18.9
Long Beach, CA 6.2 6.7 2.6 2.7 48.8 28.6
Los Angeles, CA 19.9 21.3 5.8 6.3 56.2 40.9
Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 1.5 1.7 1.2 1.3 48.5 34
Memphis, TN 2.0 2.2 0.5 0.6 60.0 4.0
Mesa, AZ 2.7 2.8 4.2 4.4 39.5 11.2
Miami, FL 16.2 17.0 20.4 23.8 78.8 59.5
Milwaukee, WI 3.3 34 0.9 0.9 32.9 7.7
Minneapolis, MN 3.0 3.2 16.0 17.3 59.6 14.5
Nashville-Davidson, TN 2.4 3.0 2.3 2.6 58.7 7.1
New Orleans, LA 3.1 3.4 0.5 0.6 47.4 4.2
New York, NY 23.2 24.0 28.3 29.4 41.2 35.9
Oakland, CA 8.7 9.2 2.7 3.2 55.9 26.6
Oklahoma City, OK 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 45.1 8.5
Omaha, NB 1.5 1.6 2.6 2.6 47.1 6.6
Philadelphia, PA 7.1 7.4 3.1 34 12.7 9.0
Phoenix, AZ 4.2 4.5 4.3 4.7 44.8 19.5
Pittsburgh, PA 4.1 4.3 1.2 1.3 27.0 5.6
Portland, OR 5.5 5.8 6.0 6.6 47.4 13.0
Sacramento, CA 6.2 6.5 2.0 2.2 31.2 20.3
San Antonio, TX 34 3.7 2.2 2.5 15.6 11.7
San Diego, CA 8.2 8.7 6.4 7.8 43.4 25.7
San Francisco, CA 14.9 15.3 3.8 4.1 53.1 36.8
San Jose, CA 10.2 11.1 13.7 13.8 41.9 36.9
Seattle, WA 5.9 6.0 12.1 13.2 40.0 16.9
St. Louis, MO 5.9 6.3 0.9 1.1 38.1 5.6
Tucson, AZ 3.6 3.8 4.9 4.8 28.4 14.3
Tulsa, OK 1.7 1.8 1.8 1.8 50.5 6.5
Virginia Beach, VA 2.8 2.9 2.5 2.6 19.0 6.6
Washington, DC 10.3 10.8 4.2 4.6 64.2 129
Wichita, KS 1.4 1.6 2.2 2.3 39.9 8.1

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, total population
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TABLE 5.2: NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN POVERTY, 2000

Poverty
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 2,357 2,683 567 751 9,186 13,652
Arlington, TX 1,994 2,257 2,160 2,361 3,552 8,671
Atlanta, GA 476 593 24,205 24,448 789 26,025
Austin, TX 1,805 2,097 3,245 3,460 12,112 18,008
Baltimore, MD 2,879 3,451 29,793 30,274 480 34,391
Boston, MA 2,381 2,586 7,882 8,380 7,546 20,520
Charlotte, NC 2,233 2,447 8,980 9,194 2,030 13,819
Chicago, IL 6,544 8,073 90,823 91,644 46,970 150,448
Cincinnati, OH 3,087 3,498 15,075 15,479 317 19,163
Cleveland, OH 6,069 6,793 26,493 27,120 3,891 37,587
El Paso County, CO 3,422 3,734 1,221 1,507 2,319 7,674
Columbus, OH 7,416 8,312 12,915 14,303 781 23,592
Dallas, TX 3,272 3,765 20,281 20,742 31,699 56,994
Denver, CO 1,818 2,138 3,114 3,348 11,442 17,347
Detroit, MI 3,585 5,322 62,405 63,652 3,866 72,967
El Paso, TX 1,440 1,588 539 647 33,273 35,610
Fort Worth, TX 2,838 3,166 8,004 8,243 11,534 23,410
Fresno, CA 3,240 3,665 4,016 4,298 19,966 35,901
Honolulu, HI 298 1,493 50 314 875 7,237
Houston, TX 4,598 5,385 33,947 34,657 58,453 100,937
Indianapolis, IN 7,815 8,487 12,852 13,512 1,438 23,427
Jacksonville, FL 6,200 6,880 14,391 14,917 1,187 23,087
Kansas City, MO 3,214 3,629 10,423 10,894 1,890 16,340
Las Vegas, NV 3,335 3,791 3,576 3,913 6,606 14,498
Long Beach, CA 1,647 1,990 6,396 6,755 18,557 31,195
Los Angeles, CA 11,811 14,600 27,777 29,146 160,636 212,547
Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 7,691 8,474 12,621 13,359 552 22,212
Memphis, TN 2,236 2,638 35,827 36,198 976 40,055
Mesa, AZ 3,037 3,193 384 502 4,753 8,795
Miami, FL 1,671 1,771 8,043 8,563 9,469 19,982
Milwaukee, WI 2,726 3,457 26,456 27,262 6,709 38,428
Minneapolis, MN 1,419 2,064 6,685 7,709 1,723 14,282
Nashville-Davidson, TN 3,728 4,353 10,586 11,025 1,886 17,425
New Orleans, LA 681 791 33,398 33,601 585 35,580
New York, NY 51,932 58,007 124,632 129,684 177,620 397,499
Oakland, CA 478 841 9,274 9,534 5,782 19,275
Oklahoma City, OK 6,091 7,089 7,447 8,269 5,367 21,822
Omaha, NB 3,163 3,579 5,345 5,777 1,767 11,258
Philadelphia, PA 10,362 11,295 49,292 50,245 17,043 81,977
Phoenix, AZ 8,641 9,511 4,237 4,896 43,317 59,552
Pittsburgh, PA 3,106 3,499 9,303 9,721 252 13,364
Portland, OR 5,630 6,474 2,404 2,961 2,462 12,680
Sacramento, CA 3,644 4,508 5,393 6,119 6,904 22,853
San Antonio, TX 3,842 4,435 4,435 4,843 47,312 56,705
San Diego, CA 4,116 5,173 5,197 6,264 26,382 41,528
San Francisco, CA 813 1,115 3,043 3,250 2,728 10,071
San Jose, CA 1,755 2,047 596 677 10,462 16,746
Seattle, WA 1,670 2,127 2,339 2,939 1,406 8,203
St. Louis, MO 2,541 3,164 19,045 19,570 485 23,171
Tucson, AZ 4,372 4,639 930 1,129 14,552 21,113
Tulsa, OK 4,182 5,073 6,241 6,987 2,303 14,895
Virginia Beach, VA 2,690 3,055 3,018 3,315 677 7,086
Washington, DC 319 476 22,729 22,989 2,099 25,864
Wichita, KS 3,257 3,815 2,878 3,298 2,524 9,885

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, persons under 12 years for whom poverty status is known.
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TABLE 5.3: PERCENT BELOW 200% POVERTY LEVEL, 2000

Percent
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 20.9 21.4 38.6 39.4 43.8 32.2
Arlington, TX 15.5 16.0 32.8 33.5 48.5 25.2
Atlanta, GA 15.9 16.4 57.1 57.2 55.7 43.9
Austin, TX 19.6 20.0 42.2 42.1 48.7 31.7
Baltimore, MD 30.2 30.7 51.0 51.0 42.7 44.4
Boston, MA 25.4 25.7 44.4 44.0 55.4 37.2
Charlotte, NC 12.9 13.3 39.0 39.2 49.3 24.9
Chicago, IL 19.9 20.7 50.8 50.6 48.8 39.7
Cincinnati, OH 28.1 28.5 57.5 57.4 52.4 41.7
Cleveland, OH 37.0 37.5 59.5 59.4 59.4 50.4
El Paso County, CO 19.1 19.5 37.0 37.2 39.9 23.3
Columbus, OH 25.1 25.6 45.6 46.2 47.2 31.7
Dallas, TX 17.0 17.4 48.5 48.5 60.4 41.2
Denver, CO 19.4 19.9 41.6 41.2 52.2 33.3
Detroit, Ml 42.6 44.6 48.6 48.7 55.4 48.5
El Paso, TX 22.1 22.6 33.9 35.0 55.4 48.2
Fort Worth, TX 22.2 22.5 51.0 50.8 56.5 38.7
Fresno, CA 27.6 28.3 62.3 61.7 64.9 51.0
Honolulu, HI 22.2 23.7 32.7 36.3 37.3 26.4
Houston, TX 17.1 17.7 50.3 50.2 60.1 42.8
Indianapolis, IN 21.5 21.8 44.5 44.5 50.0 28.8
Jacksonville, FL 21.6 21.9 46.5 46.5 37.1 29.7
Kansas City, MO 21.1 21.6 48.8 48.9 48.8 32.5
Las Vegas, NV 19.2 19.6 46.5 45.8 48.7 29.4
Long Beach, CA 21.5 22.3 52.2 52.0 64.1 45.6
Los Angeles, CA 22.4 23.4 48.6 48.1 63.6 46.4
Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 21.8 22.1 52.2 52.3 46.7 28.3
Memphis, TN 22.3 22.6 52.7 52.6 56.4 42.2
Mesa, AZ 20.1 20.3 35.4 36.4 49.5 27.0
Miami, FL 31.0 31.6 69.6 69.9 57.0 56.6
Milwaukee, WI 24.4 25.1 59.2 58.9 57.7 42.8
Minneapolis, MN 22.5 23.2 58.1 57.2 58.8 35.8
Nashville-Davidson, TN 20.7 21.3 45.3 45.5 56.5 29.6
New Orleans, LA 23.9 24.5 60.3 60.2 47.2 49.9
New York, NY 24.0 24.8 43.7 43.6 55.7 39.8
Oakland, CA 17.4 18.4 45.3 44.7 52.1 40.0
Oklahoma City, OK 26.6 27.4 54.1 54.4 66.1 36.4
Omaha, NB 19.9 20.3 54.7 54.6 49.4 27.5
Philadelphia, PA 29.0 29.5 51.5 51.5 67.1 43.4
Phoenix, AZ 20.7 21.1 46.4 46.2 61.9 36.9
Pittsburgh, PA 32.9 33.3 59.4 59.4 49.3 41.0
Portland, OR 25.7 26.3 48.2 48.3 53.4 30.4
Sacramento, CA 28.7 29.5 51.3 51.1 50.1 41.5
San Antonio, TX 19.7 20.1 44.6 44.3 51.5 40.4
San Diego, CA 19.2 19.8 43.7 44.3 57.0 32.9
San Francisco, CA 17.1 17.5 45.7 44.7 37.4 26.0
San Jose, CA 10.9 11.2 21.6 21.6 35.1 20.9
Seattle, WA 18.7 19.2 42.6 42.5 43.8 25.0
St. Louis, MO 30.6 31.5 61.0 61.0 53.7 47.6
Tucson, AZ 32.4 32.8 50.4 51.3 55.7 42.5
Tulsa, OK 24.5 25.4 57.8 58.2 60.0 34.0
Virginia Beach, VA 17.5 17.8 35.4 35.6 35.4 22.1
Washington, DC 14.3 15.0 43.8 43.7 46.9 35.9
Wichita, KS 21.2 21.7 50.1 50.1 51.1 28.6

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, persons for whom poverty status is determined.

BIG CITIES HEALTH INVENTORY 2007 @

123



TABLE 5.4: MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME, 1999

Annual Household Income

NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 43,331 43,014 32,675 31,632 32,314 38,272
Arlington, TX 52,407 52,153 38,967 38,683 36,814 47,622
Atlanta, GA 61,619 61,330 23,137 23,059 36,545 34,770
Austin, TX 48,979 48,608 32,061 32,150 35,632 42,689
Baltimore, MD 37,113 36,855 26,197 26,202 31,292 30,078
Boston, MA 47,668 47,234 31,061 31,405 27,141 39,629
Charlotte, NC 56,808 56,578 33,687 33,639 38,298 46,975
Chicago, IL 49,222 48,605 29,108 29,168 36,543 38,625
Cincinnati, OH 36,467 36,296 20,998 21,082 27,623 29,493
Cleveland, OH 31,491 31,368 21,181 21,230 25,296 25,928
El Paso County, CO 47,413 47,227 37,430 37,197 34,940 45,081
Columbus, OH 41,585 41,394 29,196 28,902 33,158 37,897
Dallas, TX 50,148 49,863 27,386 27,420 31,575 37,628
Denver, CO 44,022 43,684 30,895 31,064 32,636 39,500
Detroit, Ml 28,984 28,562 29,651 29,622 30,270 29,526
El Paso, TX 46,949 46,628 36,833 36,788 27,386 32,124
Fort Worth, TX 43,222 43,102 26,609 26,647 32,671 37,074
Fresno, CA 40,666 40,209 22,392 22,490 26,646 32,236
Honolulu, HI 47,894 46,054 36,774 36,521 33,274 45,112
Houston, TX 51,830 51,467 27,567 27,512 29,650 36,616
Indianapolis, IN 43,577 43,435 30,116 30,048 35,046 40,051
Jacksonville, FL 44,388 44,271 30,022 30,034 37,497 40,316
Kansas City, MO 43,204 42,932 26,923 26,951 31,312 37,198
Las Vegas, NV 48,656 48,425 30,533 30,737 37,122 44,069
Long Beach, CA 49,418 48,900 27,623 27,675 29,359 37,270
Los Angeles, CA 51,516 50,802 27,236 27,420 28,759 36,687
Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 43,078 42,858 24,572 24,526 30,503 39,457
Memphis, TN 41,223 41,104 26,873 26,871 34,505 32,285
Mesa, AZ 44,491 44,334 36,652 35,850 38,303 42,817
Miami, FL 48,704 48,004 17,341 17,412 22,209 23,483
Milwaukee, WI 37,697 37,585 24,400 24,369 30,281 32,216
Minneapolis, MN 42,231 41,988 25,299 25,056 32,347 37,974
Nashville-Davidson, TN 43,185 42,950 29,491 29,518 32,038 39,232
New Orleans, LA 40,390 40,168 21,485 21,501 28,545 27,133
New York, NY 50,730 50,257 31,451 31,540 27,757 38,293
Oakland, CA 57,399 56,497 31,151 31,263 38,779 40,055
Oklahoma City, OK 38,734 38,324 24,023 23,871 27,081 34,947
Omaha, NB 43,171 42,991 23,885 23,796 35,028 40,006
Philadelphia, PA 37,073 36,897 26,322 26,359 20,762 30,746
Phoenix, AZ 47,044 46,835 30,436 30,478 31,062 41,207
Pittsburgh, PA 32,692 32,462 20,095 20,089 22,407 28,588
Portland, OR 41,618 41,401 27,169 27,256 32,371 40,146
Sacramento, CA 41,003 40,815 29,641 30,010 33,605 37,049
San Antonio, TX 46,839 46,548 29,722 29,909 30,468 36,214
San Diego, CA 52,025 51,760 34,620 34,362 31,022 45,733
San Francisco, CA 65,431 64,879 29,561 30,581 46,553 55,221
San Jose, CA 76,186 75,449 58,146 58,303 55,561 70,243
Seattle, WA 49,994 49,470 32,042 31,689 35,699 45,736
St. Louis, MO 33,590 33,321 20,790 20,791 29,143 27,156
Tucson, AZ 32,866 32,664 28,814 28,080 27,463 30,981
Tulsa, OK 39,135 38,781 22,942 22,751 28,378 35,316
Virginia Beach, VA 51,323 51,195 39,297 39,161 42,314 48,705
Washington, DC 67,266 66,375 30,475 30,470 36,156 40,127
Wichita, KS 42,503 42,338 27,122 27,067 31,660 39,939

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, households.
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TABLE 5.5: NUMBER OF HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES 18 AND OLDER, 2000

High School Graduates

NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 171,069 174,909 7,915 8,915 88,058 286,951
Arlington, TX 137,706 140,511 25,532 26,311 19,470 198,044
Atlanta, GA 109,131 110,913 121,100 122,293 7,724 247,422
Austin, TX 276,138 281,532 35,445 36,636 75,768 419,670
Baltimore, MD 126,960 129,602 192,605 194,998 5,275 338,009
Boston, MA 234,718 240,191 70,164 76,459 34,225 380,726
Charlotte, NC 217,640 220,041 93,595 95,044 13,254 339,602
Chicago, IL 672,839 693,401 502,566 510,706 237,738 ,530,200
Cincinnati, OH 119,625 121,367 61,845 63,097 2,151 190,860
Cleveland, OH 108,312 110,729 104,471 106,120 11,360 232,803
El Paso County, CO 190,306 194,199 13,377 14,413 19,664 236,605
Columbus, OH 328,274 333,690 87,923 91,590 7,992 451,299
Dallas, TX 317,177 321,897 154,509 156,951 91,395 593,355
Denver, CO 230,557 235,455 33,183 35,307 52,778 335,332
Detroit, Ml 57,105 62,045 366,150 370,358 12,546 450,000
El Paso, TX 74,736 76,489 9,901 10,238 175,713 267,729
Fort Worth, TX 170,613 173,599 53,516 54,267 37,757 274,903
Fresno, CA 107,804 111,921 15,478 16,257 50,845 197,149
Honolulu, HI 57,052 75,568 3,753 4,692 9,356 252,514
Houston, TX 453,436 463,684 251,878 255,696 188,497 975,264
Indianapolis, IN 343,099 347,036 97,753 99,618 10,414 465,032
Jacksonville, FL 299,370 303,525 102,127 103,476 16,486 437,874
Kansas City, MO 179,035 182,301 66,220 67,790 11,361 267,522
Las Vegas, NV 191,495 196,629 24,858 26,081 31,226 271,592
Long Beach, CA 117,829 123,111 34,887 36,901 43,907 235,439
Los Angeles, CA 834,366 878,828 221,539 232,738 420,670 ,796,757
Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 344,292 347,987 64,625 65,891 4,836 425,691
Memphis, TN 155,990 158,211 181,369 182,406 5,853 352,934
Mesa, AZ 196,422 199,046 5,377 5,907 26,806 239,464
Miami, FL 27,887 28,642 24,848 26,262 94,787 151,494
Milwaukee, WI 194,520 197,602 87,104 88,987 19,533 314,959
Minneapolis, MN 192,129 196,121 29,830 32,851 9,487 250,870
Nashville-Davidson, TN 242,776 246,294 76,162 77,596 9,122 341,721
New Orleans, LA 100,020 101,960 148,205 149,428 8,495 265,347
New York, NY 1,996,845 2,058,770 981,336 1,033,875 813,543 ,388,600
Oakland, CA 78,223 82,996 76,627 80,247 24,040 217,948
Oklahoma City, OK 221,594 229,369 39,146 41,018 12,660 300,968
Omaha, NB 203,813 205,775 24,595 25,486 8,340 245,975
Philadelphia, PA 419,298 427,333 306,101 312,783 41,029 817,048
Phoenix, AZ 508,911 516,809 32,637 34,414 116,168 695,518
Pittsburgh, PA 161,040 163,233 46,046 47,367 2,823 221,586
Portland, OR 290,843 298,511 17,663 19,735 13,756 353,828
Sacramento, CA 120,145 125,741 31,488 33,996 31,842 226,749
San Antonio, TX 264,312 270,694 42,227 43,816 280,836 609,291
San Diego, CA 476,771 492,375 53,494 57,287 110,321 771,552
San Francisco, CA 296,234 308,110 34,145 37,271 53,488 541,591
San Jose, CA 234,217 246,807 18,546 20,332 93,106 508,991
Seattle, WA 317,733 327,590 26,192 29,615 15,681 425,344
St. Louis, MO 97,853 99,686 76,279 77,617 2,996 184,759
Tucson, AZ 196,775 200,607 11,408 12,411 69,179 294,666
Tulsa, OK 183,817 191,270 30,415 31,679 8,823 245,526
Virginia Beach, VA 202,424 206,214 43,984 45,431 9,853 275,763
Washington, DC 141,550 145,518 179,290 183,181 16,212 357,384
Wichita, KS 166,309 169,472 19,071 19,969 9,461 207,143

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, persons aged 18 and over.
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TABLE 5.6: NUMBER OF PEOPLE 16 AND OLDER WHO ARE UNEMPLOYED, 2000

Unemployed
NH White  NH White Alone/  NH Black  NH Black Alone/
City Alone$ Combinationf Alone$ Combination£ Hispanic Total
Albuquerque, NM 5,186 5,443 607 699 5,828 13,283
Arlington, TX 3,811 3,982 1,401 1,466 1,853 7,746
Atlanta, GA 8,786 8,974 17,747 17,877 1,089 29,881
Austin, TX 7,047 7,242 2,450 2,502 5,857 16,408
Baltimore, MD 5,167 5,437 24,140 24,431 509 30,699
Boston, MA 9,088 9,446 6,335 6,768 4,079 22,248
Charlotte, NC 6,110 6,290 8,118 8,268 1,591 16,691
Chicago, IL 24,732 25,949 76,410 77,364 29,437 137,421
Cincinnati, OH 4,100 4,235 7,246 7,372 145 11,892
Cleveland, OH 6,433 6,694 14,030 14,251 1,697 22,847
El Paso County, CO 5,794 6,020 864 1,009 1,216 8,520
Columbus, OH 10,184 10,511 7,134 7,635 495 19,200
Dallas, TX 8,191 8,441 16,162 16,305 13,636 39,194
Denver, CO 7,311 7,556 2,451 2,564 6,215 17,094
Detroit, MI 3,975 4,515 45,555 45,968 2,453 53,259
El Paso, TX 2,545 2,635 675 713 17,328 20,904
Fort Worth, TX 4,787 4,972 5,085 5,130 4,828 15,319
Fresno, CA 5,302 5,646 2,449 2,609 9,949 20,100
Honolulu, HI 2,396 3,342 263 331 596 10,679
Houston, TX 14,292 14,886 25,232 25,552 27,073 70,517
Indianapolis, IN 11,912 12,196 9,374 9,549 1,007 22,966
Jacksonville, FL 8,921 9,110 7,539 7,631 876 18,266
Kansas City, MO 5,346 5,613 7,161 7,336 1,032 14,226
Las Vegas, NV 7,917 8,233 2,917 3,044 4,032 16,176
Long Beach, CA 4,912 5,338 4,693 4,924 7,330 19,680
Los Angeles, CA 39,819 43,189 26,279 27,395 72,930 156,578
Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 10,450 10,715 6,264 6,435 399 17,794
Memphis, TN 4,883 5,060 20,296 20,420 726 26,321
Mesa, AZ 5,029 5,180 383 430 2,108 8,136
Miami, FL 841 871 4,936 5,320 10,925 17,220
Milwaukee, WI 7,640 7,972 14,125 14,365 3,411 26,579
Minneapolis, MN 5,824 6,132 4,128 4,486 1,070 12,778
Nashville-Davidson, TN 7,885 8,065 5,999 6,073 986 15,634
New Orleans, LA 2,438 2,526 16,748 16,826 572 20,203
New York, NY 75,075 79,185 117,880 122,701 116,488 346,741
Oakland, CA 1,990 2,352 7,656 7,930 3,823 15,923
Oklahoma City, OK 6,322 6,847 3,629 3,824 1,549 13,078
Omaha, NB 5,055 5,204 2,387 2,544 934 8,955
Philadelphia, PA 21,653 22,212 38,362 39,084 7,281 71,582
Phoenix, AZ 16,202 16,702 3,121 3,286 14,674 36,278
Pittsburgh, PA 8,891 9,143 5,422 5,649 285 16,228
Portland, OR 13,484 14,099 2,040 2,223 1,515 19,344
Sacramento, CA 4,858 5,276 3,094 3,439 3,459 14,543
San Antonio, TX 7,315 7,568 2,833 2,968 21,384 32,346
San Diego, CA 15,340 16,247 3,802 4,182 11,035 36,358
San Francisco, CA 7,465 7,994 2,869 3,079 3,972 20,609
San Jose, CA 5,452 6,030 914 1,057 7,642 19,552
Seattle, WA 10,140 10,806 2,146 2,473 1,222 17,342
St. Louis, MO 5,442 5,645 11,919 12,190 250 18,256
Tucson, AZ 6,724 6,997 774 868 5,048 13,639
Tulsa, OK 5,875 6,285 3,035 3,167 847 10,985
Virginia Beach, VA 4,546 4,749 2,589 2,687 489 8,247
Washington, DC 7,476 7,602 20,938 21,247 1,999 31,844
Wichita, KS 5,406 5,549 1,921 2,007 1,244 9,280

Source: 2000 Census Summary File 4 (SF4) sample data, persons aged 16 and over.
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Appendix







Technical Notes

Source of Data

This report presents 31 health indicators for residents
of U.S. cities with populations greater than 350,000 in
1990, 2000, or 2005. The indicators encompass four
separate areas: morbidity, mortality, maternal, and child
health, and socio-demographic characteristics of the
population (see table A.1). They were selected based on
the fact that they are among the leading causes of
morbidity and mortality in the United States. Many of
the indicators are among the 18 Health Status Indicators
that were developed as part of the Healthy People 2000
process to facilitate the comparison of health status
measures at national, state, and local levels.!

Mortality and Maternal and Child Health

Mortality and maternal and child health data were
obtained from the National Center for Health Statistics’
(NCHS) Vital Records Public-Use files, which contain
information from all birth and death certificates filed in
the 50 U.S. states and the District of Columbia. Mortality
data are presented for the years 1990—2004, while
natality data are presented for the years 1990—2003.
Causes of death for 1990—1998 are based on the
International Classification of Diseases Ninth Revision
(ICD-9) and 1999—2004 deaths are based on ICD-10.
National rates were obtained from the NCHS annual
mortality and natality reports.**

In 2003, the U.S. Standard Certificate of Live Birth was
revised for the first time since 1989*. This revision was
adopted immediately by Pennsylvania and Washington,
resulting in data for these states being incompatible with
data from the other 48 states and the District of

Columbia. Data related to cigarette use during
pregnancy changed from recording number of cigarettes
to trimester of tobacco use. In order to maintain
consistency with previous years for trend comparison,
2002 data were used for this indicator. California does
not collect maternal smoking data on the birth
certificate, resulting in missing data for babies born in

that state.’

Morbidity

Morbidity data were obtained from data requests
made to local health departments collecting or
maintaining communicable disease data for the 54 cities
covered in this report. Data were requested for the years
1998—2005 wusing the national case definitions
developed by the Council of State and Territorial
Epidemiologists and the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC). Cities were asked to provide the total
number of reported cases by year, race/ethnicity, and
gender; AIDS and HIV (not AIDS) data were requested by
year of diagnosis. Date of implementation of HIV
reporting varied across states and thus HIV (not AIDS)
data are not available since 1998 for some cities.

Because these numbers rely on reported data, it is
important to possible underreporting.
Therefore, these figures must be interpreted as minimum
estimates of the true number of cases. Methods and

consider

completeness of reporting are also likely to vary between
cities, thus accounting for observed differences rather
than differences in disease prevalence.

National rates were obtained from CDC’s Annual STD
and HIV/AIDS surveillance reports.®’

TABLE A.1: REPORT INDICATORS

MoRsIDITY MoORTALITY

MATERNAL AND CHILD HEALTH CENSUS INDICATORS

HIV Prevalence

AIDS Prevalence

HIV Incidence

AIDS Incidence

Primary & Secondary Syphilis

Overall Mortality
Heart Disease

All Cancer

Lung Cancer

Female Breast Cancer

Gonorrhea Motor Vehicle Injury
Chlamydia Homicide
Tuberculosis Suicide

AIDS/HIV

Firearms Related
Pneumonia & Influenza
Diabetes Mellitus

Infant Mortality

Fertility

Low Birthweight (<2,500 gms.)
Mothers Under Age 20
Maternal Smoking

Child Poverty

High School Graduates
Median Household Income
Below 200% Poverty
Foreign Born
Unemployment
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Census
Census indicators were obtained from the 2000 U.S.
Census Bureau’s Summary File 4 (SF4).

Availability and Reliability of Data

The nature of the data that were obtained for
morbidity indicators varied considerably. When data
were not provided, the symbol “---” was recorded in the
appropriate cell. Some health departments provided
race/ethnicity categories, while others were not able to
do so. Additionally, not all health departments were able
to provide data for one or more of the indicators.
Whenever possible, unusual numbers were verified,
either by checking with the original sources or by cross-
checking numbers.

Some health departments were only able to provide
county-level data because morbidity data are only
collected at the county level and/or because the city
accounts for most of the county population and the
characteristics of the outlying areas that are not part of
the city do not differ significantly from those of the city.
Additionally, some cities often do not correspond to
jurisdictions of the local public health department in
which the central city is located. For example, Fulton
and DeKalb counties, where the city of Atlanta is
partially located, are represented only to the extent that
the geography of Atlanta is part of both counties.
Further, the bulk of the city of Atlanta lies in Fulton
County and accounts for 50% of the county’s

TABLE A.2: CITIES PROVIDING COUNTY=LEVEL DATA

City 2000 ToTAL % IN COUNTY
Albuquerque, NM 448,607

Bernalillo, NM County 556,678 81%
Atlanta, GA 416,474

Fulton, GA County 816,006 51%
Fresno, CA 427,652

Fresno, CA County 799,407 539%
Honolulu, HI 371,657

Honolulu, HI County 876,156 42%
Indianapolis, IN 791,926

Marion, IN County 860,454 92%
Portland, OR 529,121

Multnomah, OR County 660,486 80%
Sacramento, CA 407,018

Sacramento, CA County 1,223,499 33%
San Diego, CA 1,223,400

San Diego, CA County 2,813,833 43%
Wichita, KS 344,284

Sedgwick, KS County 452,869 76%
Colorado Springs, CO 360,890

El Paso, CO County 516,929 70%

population. Thus, Atlanta city health statistics do not
accurately represent health conditions of DeKalb County
or Fulton County. This situation exists for several cities
included in this report. Table A.2 presents the city and its
respective county populations in 2000 and the percent
of the county represented by the city.

Most of the denominators used to calculate the rates
in this report are large. Thus, the question of statistical
stability of rates becomes what restrictions should be
placed on the size of the numerator in order to present
reliable rates and proportions. Kleinman?® suggests that a
numerator of 20 is the minimal size needed to generate
a meaningful confidence interval for an unadjusted rate
or percent. Thus, rates based on less than 20 observations
in the numerator were suppressed and are represented by
the symbol “---” throughout the report. This decision to
use the cut-off of 20 for displaying and analyzing rates,
adjusted and unadjusted, is the same one employed by
the National Center for Health Statistics.’

Comparability Ratios

The Tenth Revision of the International Classification
of Diseases (ICD-10) was implemented in the United
States beginning with deaths occurring in 1999 and
replaces the Ninth Revision of the International
Classification of Diseases (ICD-9). The change in
classification and rules for selecting underlying cause of
death from ICD-9 to ICD-10 impacts cause-of-death
trend data by shifting deaths away from some cause-of-
death categories and into others."

Comparability ratios measure the effect of changes in
classification and coding rules. Table A.3 displays the
respective ICD-9 and ICD-10 codes for the selected
causes of death presented in this report and the
preliminary comparability ratios for these causes. The
ratios are based on a comparability study in which the
same deaths were coded by both the Ninth and Tenth
Revisions. The comparability ratio was calculated by
dividing the number of deaths classified by ICD-10 by
the number of deaths classified by ICD-9. The resulting
ratios represent the net effect of the Tenth Revision on
causes-of-death statistics. In this report, comparability
ratios were applied to mortality rates from 1990-1998 to
analyze changes in health status between 1990 and
2000. For each indicator, the 1990—1998 comparability-
modified age-adjusted death rate was calculated by
multiplying the respective comparability ratio listed in
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TABLE A.3: MORTALITY INDICATORS CODES ACCORDING TO APPLICABLE REVISION OF THE INTERNATIONAL CLASSIFICATION OF

DISEASES (ICD) AND COMPARABILITY RATIOS BETWEEN ICD-9 AnD ICD-10

PRELIMINARY
CAUSE OF DEATH ICD-9 ICD-10 COMPARABILITY RATIO*
Heart Disease 390-398, 402, 404-429 100-109, 111, 113, 120-151 0.9858
All Cancer 140-208 C00-C97 1.0068
Lung Cancer 162 C33-C34 0.9837
Female Breast Cancer 174-175 C50 1.0056
Influenza and Pneumonia  480-487 J10-J18 0.6982
Diabetes 250 E10-E14 1.0082
Motor Vehicle Injury E810-E825 V02-V04,V09.0,V09.2,V12-V14,V19.0- 0.8527
V19.0-V19.2,V19.2,V19.4-V19.6,V20-V79,
v80.3-v80.5,V81.0-V81.1,V82.0-V82.1,V83-
V86,V87.0-V87.8,V88.0-V88.8,V89.0,V89.2
Homicide E960-E978 X85-Y09,Y87.1 0.9983
Suicide E950-E959 X60-X84,Y87.0 0.9962
Firearms Related E922, E955.0-E955.4, E965.0- W32-W34, X72-X74, X93-X95,Y22-Y24,Y35.0 1.00
E965.4, E970, E985.0-E985.4
AIDS/HIV 042-044 B20-B24 1.1448

* Ratio of number of deaths classified by ICD-10 to number of deaths classified using ICD-9.

Table A.3 by the 1990—1998 age-adjusted death rates."
Definitions

Geography

When using the information in this report, especially
when comparing across cities, it is important to consider
how the geographic areas are defined. All geographic
areas are those defined by the U.S. Census as
incorporated cities. While these cities tend to be the
central city of their respective metropolitan area, they
often do not encompass the entire metropolitan area nor
represent a county or counties where the central city
may be located.

Most data in this report are presented by city
identified on the report of the health event (referred to
as “reported city”), rather than by city derived from
assignment of city based on geocoding the street address
(referred to as “geocoded city”). Using “reported city”
can result in misclassification, with the size of the
discrepancy depending on the locality.

Geocoding is a process by which an address or
location is assigned to a point on a map. These points
can then be aggregated to larger areas (census tract, block
group, cities, school districts, etc.) The highest standard
of geocoding is to assign latitude and longitude
coordinates. This process usually occurs using a
geocoding software engine (“batch geocoded”). This
takes electronically inputted addresses and compares

them to an underlying Geographic Information System
(GIS) dataset (street centerline or parcel data) to assign
the point. Depending on the quality of the address data,
and the quality of the underlying dataset, not all
addresses are able to be automatically matched and must
be manually assigned.

Table A.4 shows counts of all-cause mortality and the
number one and two causes of death in Seattle,
Washington, for 2004 by whether reported city or
geocoded city was derived from the death certificate. For
each cause, the count for reported city exceeded the
count for geocoded city.

Misclassification based on reported city is probably
most likely to occur near city boundaries, where
individuals may report postal addresses that differ from
the physical location of their residence. For instance, a
section of North Seattle and bordering Snohomish
County are both included in several ZIP codes.
Individuals who reside in these ZIP codes may reside
outside Seattle city limits in Smohomish County, but
report their postal address as Seattle. This may be the
cause of the higher counts in the reported city column of
the Table. However, depending on local boundaries and
other variables (such as the perceived desirability of a
location), counts for reported city may not always
exceed counts for geocoded city.

Race
The Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
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TABLE A.4: NUMBER OF DEATHS, ALL CAUSES AND THE Two LEADING CAUSES, SEATTLE WA, 2004: REPORTED VS. GEOCODED CITY

(A) GEOCODED (B) REPORTED (c) DIFFERENCE (p) PERCENT

CAUSE OF DEATH CiTYy COUNT¥* City Count”™ [(B) - (A)] DIFFERENCE
All Causes 4,093 4,331 238 5.8%
Diseases of the heart 989 1,044 55 5.6%
Malignant neoplasms 939 1,005 66 7.0%

* Source of geocoded city: street address on death certificate geocoded to city boundaries, Washington State Department of Health and Public Health-Seattle & King County.
“~ Source of reported city: city reported on death certificate, National Center for Health Statistics.

released the 1977 Statistical Policy Directive 15, “Race
and Ethnic Standards for Federal Statistics and
Administrative Reporting,” which specified rules for the
collection, tabulation, and presentation of race and
ethnicity data within the federal statistical system.
Directive 15 specified that data on race be reported for
two ethnicity categories (Hispanic Origin and not of
Hispanic Origin) and for the following four mutually
exclusive single race categories: a) White, b) Black, ¢)
American Indian and Alaska Native, and d) Asian and
Pacific Islander. In 1997, the OMB issued the “Revisions
to the Standards for the Classification of Federal Data on
Race and Ethnicity.”

There are two fundamental changes between the new
standards and those specified in Directive 15. First, there
are five racial categories instead of four. In addition to
White, Black, American Indian, and Alaska Native, the
racial category “Asian and Pacific Islanders” was divided
into two groups, “Asian” and “Native Hawaiian and
Other Pacific Islander.” Second, the categories are not
mutually exclusive, and respondents now have the
option of identifying themselves as belonging to one or
more races.

The U.S. Census Bureau is the first federal agency that
has used the 1997 standards to collect race data in the
2000 decennial census. The Census 2000 data on race
were taken from answers to the question on race that
was asked of all people. The race data yield seven basic
categories: 1) White alone, 2) Black or African American
alone, 3) American Indian and Alaska Native alone, 4)
Asian alone, 5) Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific
Islander alone, 6) Some Other Race alone, and 7) Two or
more races. The two or more races category consists of 57
possible combinations of the first six race categories and
includes all respondents who reported two or more races,
such as “White and Black or African American” and
“White and Black or African American and Asian.”**
Nationally, 98% of all respondents reported only one
race in the 2000 Census. Table A.5 displays the percent

of respondents reporting single and multiple race by city.

Since respondents were able to select one or more
races, the Census Bureau presents several tabulation
options so that users may decide which best satisfies
their needs. The first approach provides the number of
respondents selecting only one race. The second
approach provides tallies for each of the races. These are
tallies of responses rather than respondents. They are
called the alone or in combination totals. For example,
people who reported “White and Black or African
American” were counted both in the “White alone or in
combination” population and the “Black or African
American alone or in combination” population.
Consequently, the sum of the alone or in combination will
be greater than the total population.

Many other federal data systems have begun to
implement the 1997 standards starting in 2003, and
several states have begun the 1997 standards on their
birth and death certificates. During the transition period
to collecting race/ethnicity using the same standard
nationwide, national reports have had to deal with the
issue of uniformity and comparability of race/ethnicity
data over time and across states. The National Center for
Health Statistics, for instance, has had to “bridge” the
responses of those for whom more than one race was
reported (multiple race) to one, single race. The bridging
procedure of mortality data is similar to the procedure
used to bridge multiracial population estimates provided
by the U.S. Census Bureau. Multiracial decedents are
imputed to a single race (either white, black, American
Indian, or Alaska Native, or Asian or Pacific Islander)
according to their combination of races, Hispanic origin,
sex, and age indicated on the death certificate. The
imputation procedure is described in detail at:
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/dvs/Multiple_race_docu_
5-10-04.pdf.

The main data sources used to calculate the
race/ethnicity-specific rates in this report, namely, vital
statistics and communicable disease data as the
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TABLE A.5: PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF SINGLE AND MuLTIPLE RACE POPULATION BY CITY, 2000

Non-HispPANIC Non-HisPANIC
City HisPANIC SINGLE RACE Two orR MORE RACES ToTAL
N % N % N %
Albuquerque, NM 179,075 39.9 261,794 58.4 7,738 1.7 448,607
Arlington, TX 60,817 18.3 265,669 79.8 6,483 1.9 332,969
Atlanta, GA 18,720 4.5 393,588 94.5 4,166 1.0 416,474
Austin, TX 200,579 30.5 445,825 67.9 10,158 1.5 656,562
Baltimore, MD 11,061 1.7 631,681 97.0 8,412 1.3 651,154
Boston, MA 85,089 14.4 485,878 82.5 18,174 3.1 589,141
Charlotte, NC 39,800 7.4 494,482 91.4 6,546 1.2 540,828
Chicago, IL 753,644 26.0 2,094,898 72.3 47,474 1.6 2,896,016
Cincinnati, OH 4,230 1.3 322,003 97.2 5,052 1.5 331,285
Cleveland, OH 34,728 7.3 435,582 91.0 8,093 1.7 478,403
Colorado Springs, CO 43,330 12.0 307,877 85.3 9,683 2.7 360,890
Columbus, OH 17,471 2.5 677,041 95.2 16,958 2.4 711,470
Dallas, TX 422,587 35.6 752,553 63.3 13,440 1.1 1,188,580
Denver, CO 175,704 31.7 368,349 66.4 10,583 1.9 554,636
Detroit, Ml 47,167 5.0 885,439 93.1 18,664 2.0 951,270
El Paso, TX 431,875 76.6 127,518 22.6 4,269 0.8 563,662
Fort Worth, TX 159,368 29.8 368,453 68.9 6,873 1.3 534,694
Fresno, CA 170,520 39.9 245,380 57.4 11,752 2.7 427,652
Honolulu, HI 16,229 4.4 306,655 82.5 48,773 13.1 371,657
Houston, TX 730,865 374 1,198,936 61.4 23,830 1.2 1,953,631
Indianapolis, IN 30,759 3.9 750,245 94.7 10,922 1.4 791,926
Jacksonville, FL 30,594 4.2 692,931 94.2 12,092 1.6 735,617
Kansas City, MO 30,604 6.9 402,475 91.2 8,466 1.9 441,545
Las Vegas, NV 112,962 23.6 353,485 73.9 11,987 2.5 478,434
Long Beach, CA 165,092 35.8 282,849 61.3 13,581 2.9 461,522
Los Angeles, CA 1,719,073 46.5 1,888,470 51.1 87,277 2.4 3,694,820
Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 11,501 1.7 671.698 96.8 10,405 1.5 693,604
Memphis, TN 19,317 3.0 625,147 96.2 5,636 0.9 650,100
Mesa, AZ 78,281 19.7 312,042 78.7 6,052 1.5 396,375
Miami, FL 238,351 65.8 118,017 32.6 6,102 1.7 362,470
Milwaukee, WI 71,646 12.0 514,273 86.1 11,055 1.9 596,974
Minneapolis, MN 29,175 7.6 339,323 88.7 14,120 3.7 382,618
Nashville-Davidson, TN 26,091 4.6 534,074 93.7 9,726 1.7 569,891
New Orleans, LA 14,826 3.1 465,083 96.0 4,765 1.0 484,674
New York, NY 2,160,554 27.0 5,622,575 70.2 225,149 2.8 8,008,278
Oakland, CA 87,467 21.9 299,051 74.9 12,966 3.2 399,484
Oklahoma City, OK 51,368 10.1 438,765 86.7 15,999 3.2 506,132
Omaha, NE 29,397 7.5 354,866 91.0 5,744 1.5 390,007
Philadelphia, PA 128,928 8.5 1,363,896 89.9 24,726 1.6 1,517,550
Phoenix, AZ 449,972 34.1 850,366 64.4 20,707 1.6 1,321,045
Pittsburgh, PA 4,425 1.3 325,203 97.2 4,935 1.5 334,563
Portland, OR 36,058 6.8 474,662 89.7 18,401 3.5 529,121
Sacramento, CA 87,974 21.6 300,988 73.9 18,056 4.4 407,018
San Antonio, TX 671,394 58.7 460,731 40.3 12,521 1.1 1,144,646
San Diego, CA 310,752 25.4 874,260 71.5 38,388 3.1 1,223,400
San Francisco, CA 109,504 14.1 644,075 82.9 23,154 3.0 776,733
San Jose, CA 269,989 30.2 598,158 66.8 26,796 3.0 894,943
Seattle, WA 29,719 5.3 511,964 90.9 21,691 3.9 563,374
St. Louis, MO 7,022 2.0 335,187 96.3 5,980 1.7 348,189
Tucson, AZ 173,868 35.7 304,188 62.5 8,643 1.8 486,699
Tulsa, OK 28,111 7.2 349,803 89.0 15,135 3.9 393,049
Virginia Beach, VA 17,770 4.2 397,829 93.6 9,658 2.3 425,257
Washington, DC 44,953 7.9 517,522 90.5 9,584 1.7 572,059
Wichita, KS 33,112 9.6 303,420 88.1 7,752 2.3 344,284

Source: U.S. Census Bureau - Census 2000 ST2 and SF1
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numerator and census data as the denominator, have
incompatible race data. In recognition of this
incompatibility of racial/ethnic data across systems, the
Census Bureau is conducting research to develop a data
file that can be used to implement bridging methods
between these sources and the Census 2000 data on race.
Recently, the National Center for Health Statistics, in
collaboration with the U.S. Census Bureau, released
bridged single-race estimates down to the county level.”
Given that such data are not yet available at the city-
level, the non-Hispanic race alone and the non-Hispanic
race alone or in combination population figures were used
in this report to calculate the race/ethnicity-specific
rates. These two population figures provide the lower
and upper limits for the “true” number of people of a
given race that would have been classified in that race
category using the one race reporting methodology
specified in Directive 15. Table A.6 presents these
population figures for the 54 cities presented in this
report.

Race/ethnicity figures for morbidity indicators are
based on reported data. While all states generally adhere
to the national notifiable case definitions, reporting
mechanisms, resources, and systems for collecting
disease reports vary significantly from state to state.
States that are heavily reliant on laboratory reporting
may identify cases in a more timely manner than those
dependent on provider reporting, but less information
may be obtained on each case report. The ability to
follow-up on incomplete disease reports is dependent on
staff resources and reporting load. Completion of the
patient’s race/ethnicity is highly susceptible to these
factors. Therefore, race/ethnicity-specific rates should be
interpreted as minimum estimate of the true rate. The
percent of reported morbidity cases with “Other or
Unknown Race” can be used to assess the possible level
of underreporting across cities and diseases covered in
this report (see Table A.7). While a city may have a high
percentage of “Other/Unknown Race” because its
population has a considerable proportion of people of
race, other than the two included in the report, it may
also reflect the fact that a large proportion of cases had
missing information for the patient’s race. While the
data requested for this report are not robust enough to
possibilities,
race/ethnicity-specific comparisons across cities should
consider the percent of cases with “Other/Unknown

differentiate  between these two

Race.” In general, rates for cities where the percentage of
Other/Unknown Race” is greater than 20% may not be
comparable.

While it is essential to capture the health status of all
race/ethnicity groups, non-Hispanic White, non-
Hispanic Black, and Hispanic were selected due to the fact
that most of the cities in the report tended to have a large
enough population concentration in these groups to
produce statistically reliable rates. The data in Section 2
reveal that, for most causes, Hispanic people tended to
have the lowest mortality rates. While this may
correspond to reality, research suggests that the Hispanic
death rate is estimated to be understated by 2%."* This
underestimation should be considered when interpreting
race/ethnicity-specific results.

Rank

For each health indicator, cities for which data were
available and met reliability standards were assigned a
rank. A rank of 1 corresponds to the highest rate or
percent.

Rates and Percents

As is customary, communicable disease indicators
were measured using crude rates. Mortality rates are age-
adjusted to compare relative mortality risks among cities,
different demographic groups and over time. In all cases,
the 2000 projected population of the U.S. by the
standard 11 age ranges was used as the standard for
adjustment and the 11 age ranges.” All mortality rates
are presented per 100,000 population with the exception
of female breast cancer mortality which is per 100,000
female population and hence is not comparable to other
causes of death.

Infant mortality is presented as the number of deaths
of children less than one year old per 1,000 live births
occurring in the same year. Fertility rate is calculated by
dividing the total number of live births by the number of
women of reproductive age (15—44) in the population
and is presented per 1,000 women ages 15—44.

The city average rates and percents are the
unweighted average of individual city rates or percents.
The average for each indicator is calculated using only
those cities for which data are available and have
numerators of 20 or more.

Population figures used to calculate the rates
presented in this report were obtained from the U.S.
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TABLE A.6: CiTY POPULATION & RACE/ETHNICITY DISTRIBUTION, 2000

NH WHITE NH WHITE NH BLACK NH BLACK
ALONE ALONE/COMBO ALONE ALONE/COMBO HisPANIC ToTAL
9 OF 9 OF 9 OF % %

City N ToTAL N ToTAL N ToTAL N ToTAL N ToTAL N
Albuquerque, NM 223,895 49.9 230,367 51.4 12,376 2.8 14,343 3.2 179,075 39.9 448,607
Arlington, TX 198,591 59.6 203,832 61.2 45,061 135 47,116 14.2 60,817 18.3 332,969
Atlanta, GA 130,222 31.3 132,645 31.8 254,062 61.0 256,605 61.6 18,720 4.5 416,474
Austin, TX 347,554 52.9 355,695 54.2 64,259 9.8 67,117 102 200,579 30.5 656,562
Baltimore, MD 201,566 31.0 206,940 31.8 417,009 64.0 422,007 64.8 11,061 1.7 651,154
Boston, MA 291,561  49.5 300,117 50.9 140,305 23.8 151,246  25.7 85,0890 14.4 589,141
Charlotte, NC 297,845 55.1 302,363 55.9 175,661 32.5 178,699 33.0 39,800 7.4 540,828
Chicago, IL 907,166 31.3 943,299 32.6 1,053,739 36.4 1,068,054 36.9 753,644 26.0 2,896,016
Cincinnati, OH 173,781 52.5 177,483 53.6 141,534 42.7 144,770  43.7 4,230 1.3 331,285
Cleveland, OH 185,641 38.8 191,741 40.1 241,512 50.5 245,890 51.4 34,728 7.3 478,403
Colorado Springs, CO 271,734 75.3 279,961 77.6 22,760 6.3 26,370 7.3 43,330 12.0 360,890
Columbus, OH 475,897  66.9 487,638 68.5 172,750 24.3 183,224 25.8 17,471 2.5 711,470
Dallas, TX 410,777 34.6 420,044 35.3 304,824 25.6 310,185 26.1 422,587 35.6 1,188,580
Denver, CO 287,997 51.9 296,074 53.4 59,921 10.8 64,370 11.6 175,704 31.7 554,636
Detroit, MI 99,921 10.5 112,574 11.8 771,966  81.2 782,837 823 47,167 5.0 951,270
El Paso, TX 103,422 18.3 106,960 19.0 15,768 2.8 17,070 3.0 431,875 76.6 563,662
Fort Worth, TX 244,966  45.8 250,412 46.8 106,988 20.0 109,379 20.5 159,368 29.8 534,694
Fresno, CA 159,473 37.3 167,387 39.1 34,357 8.0 36,800 8.6 170,520 39.9 427,652
Honolulu, HI 69,503 18.7 103,539 27.9 5,706 1.5 8,236 2.2 16,229 4.4 371,657
Houston, TX 601,851 30.8 618,504 31.7 487,851 25.0 495,338 25.4 730,865 37.4 1,953,631
Indianapolis, IN 536,496 67.7 545,617 68.9 199,096 25.1 205,360 25.9 30,759 3.9 791,926
Jacksonville, FL 457,478  62.2 467,111 63.5 211,252 28.7 215,484 29.3 30,594 4.2 735,617
Kansas City, MO 254,471 57.6 260,692  59.0 136,921 31.0 141,182  32.0 30,604 6.9 441,545
Las Vegas, NV 277,704 58.0 287,272  60.0 48,380 10.1 51,888 10.8 112,962 23.6 478,434
Long Beach, CA 152,899 33.1 161,584 35.0 66,836 145 70,935 154 165,092 35.8 461,522
Los Angeles, CA 1,099,188 29.7 1,167,030 31.6 401,986 10.9 422,819 114 1,719,073 46.5 3,694,820
Louisville/

Jefferson Co., KY 530,648 76.5 537,509 77.5 129,282 18.6 134,150 19.3 11,501 1.7 693,604
Memphis, TN 216,174 33.3 220,230 33.9 397,732 61.2 400,616 61.6 19,317 3.0 650,100
Mesa, AZ 290,180 73.2 295,371 74.5 9,377 2.4 11,103 2.8 78,281 19.7 396,375
Miami, FL 42,897 11.8 44105 12.2 72,190 19.9 77,247 21.3 238,351 65.8 362,470
Milwaukee, WI 270,989 45.4 279,184  46.8 220,432 36.9 226,742 38.0 71,646 12.0 596,974
Minneapolis, MN 239,080 62.5 247,853 64.8 67,966 17.8 76,672 20.0 29,175 7.6 382,618
Nashville-Davidson, TN 371,150 65.1 378,853 66.5 146,939 25.8 150,483 26.4 26,091 4.6 569,891
New Orleans, LA 128,871 26.6 132,133 27.3 323,392 66.7 326,032 67.3 14,826 3.1 484,674
New York, NY 2,801,267 35.0 2,912,995 36.4 1,962,154 24.5 2,050,764 25.6 2,160,554 27.0 8,008,278
Oakland, CA 93,953 23.5 101,996  25.5 140,139 35.1 146,510 36.7 87,467 21.9 399,484
Oklahoma City, OK 327,225 64.7 340,685 67.3 76,994 15.2 81,714 16.1 51,368  10.1 506,132
Omaha, NE 293,876 75.4 298,507 76.5 51,427 13.2 54,484 14.0 29,397 7.5 390,007
Philadelphia, PA 644,395 425 658,721 43.4 646,123  42.6 659,241 43.4 128,928 8.5 1,517,550
Phoenix, AZ 736,844 55.8 754,002 57.1 63,756 4.8 70,246 5.3 449,972 34.1 1,321,045
Pittsburgh, PA 223,982 66.9 227,669  68.0 90,183 27.0 93,132 27.8 4,425 1.3 334,563
Portland, OR 399,351 75.5 414,564 78.3 34,395 6.5 40,209 7.6 36,058 6.8 529,121
Sacramento, CA 164,974  40.5 176,446 43.4 61,136 15.0 66,927 16.4 87,974 21.6 407,018
San Antonio, TX 364,357 31.8 374,557 327 74,778 6.5 78,542 6.9 671,394 58.7 1,144,646
San Diego, CA 603,892 494 632,533 51.7 92,830 7.6 103,508 8.5 310,752 25.4 1,223,400
San Francisco, CA 338,909 43.6 356,374 45.9 58,791 7.6 64,070 8.2 109,504 14.1 776,733
San Jose, CA 322,534 36.0 343,088 38.3 29,495 3.3 33,571 3.8 269,989 30.2 894,943
Seattle, WA 382,532 67.9 398,409 70.7 46,545 8.3 53,869 9.6 29,719 5.3 563,374
St. Louis, MO 149,329 429 153,721 44.1 177,446 51.0 180,487 51.8 7,022 2.0 348,189
Tucson, AZ 263,748 54.2 270,941 55.7 19,795 4.1 22,558 4.6 173,868 35.7 486,699
Tulsa, OK 263,782 67.1 276,741  70.4 60,297 15.3 64,132 16.3 28,111 7.2 393,049
Virginia Beach, VA 295,402 69.5 303,258 71.3 79,092 18.6 82,978 19.5 17,770 4.2 425,257
Washington, DC 159,178 27.8 164,520 28.8 340,088 59.4 346,083 60.5 44,953 7.9 572,059
Wichita, Kansas 246,924 71.7 253,386 73.6 38,732 11.3 41,738 12.1 33,112 9.6 344,284
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TABLE A.7

PRIMARY AND
SECONDARY

INDICATOR

AIDS HIV AIDS

HIV
PREVALENCE PREVALENCE INCIDENCE INCIDENCE

CHLAMYDIA GONORRHEA TUBERCULOSIS

SYPHILIS

City

40.0%

5.9%
7.0

%

6.7
11.2%

21.4%
3.3

%

4.4

%

0.0

%

4.0

0,
7

6.0

Albuquerque, NM (Bernalillo County)

Arlington, TX
Atlanta, GA
Austin, TX

%

%

0,
7

16.3%

6.0%
26.0%

2.0%
19.3%
59.9%
23.9%
19.6%

9.9

16.8%
32.3%

6.2%

0.3%
1.4%
1.4%
1.8%
1.4%
2.1%
5.0%
2.4%
1.1%
3.6%
1.8%

0.0

18.6%
2.9

0.3%
1.4%
1.2%
1.6%

Baltimore, MD
Boston, MA

21.1%
10.9%
16.4%

0%
7

04
71

2.7

3.4%
22.3%
71.7%
26.4%
25.5%

44.5%

1.3%
3.8%
5.3%
0.0%
0.0%

0.0

1.5%
4.0%

0.8%
3.2%

Charlotte, NC
Chicago, IL

5.0%
13.6%
44.4%
16.0%

1.4%

5.2

Cincinnati, OH
Cleveland, OH

9

1.6%
2.0%
1.6%
1.2

1.6%
0.7%
0.0%
0.8

2.7%

7.7%
2.4

0.0%
0.0%

%

Colorado Springs, CO (El Paso County)

Columbus, OH
Dallas, TX

%

%

0.7%
1.4%
2.6

4.8%
9.1

13.3%
24.8%

14.9%
37.2%

0.8%
5.7

1.1%
1.7

7
0

%

%

Denver, CO
Detroit, MI

11.8%
5.3%
22.8%

%

6.2

%

0.0

%

0.0

%

0.0

El Paso, TX

2.5%
2.2

b

2.3%
8.4

Fort Worth, TX

23.8% 27.5%

0.0%

2.1%

Fresno, CA (Fresno County)

Honolulu, HI (Honolulu County)

Houston, TX

0.0%
26.7%
13.6%

14.9%
7.2%
4.3%

11.2%

18.4%

0.4%
0.0%
4.1%
3.3%

1.1%

9

2.8

0.9%
1.1%
1.6%

1.39

9

8.4

2.1%
3.0%

0.0

3.9%
2.2%
0.8%

1.4%
1.7%

Indianapolis, IN (Marion County)

Jacksonville, FL

9

6.7
18.0%

4.2%

Kansas City, MO
Las Vegas, NV

19.3% 32.8%
100.0%

34.6%

22.2%

Long Beach, CA

21.6%

%

0.0

%

0.0
21.6%

62.7%
27.0%

%

0.0

%

2.3

%

3.5

%

6.6

Los Angeles, CA

%

9.7
2.4
26.7%

14.8%
49.1%

%

7.7
7.9

Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY

Memphis, TN
Mesa, AZ

0,
7

%

%

0.3

%

0.7

7
0

0.5

%

0.5

21.9%

5.1%
37.0%
23.7%
11.9%

18.2%
1.8

7.4%
1.0%
0.0%
4.0%
1.1%
1.6%
1.9

9.4

6.1

10.8%
0.9

6.6%
1.3%
0.8

3.5%

7.2

6.1%
22.7%

6.8%
46.3%
26.2%
16.6%

0.9% % %

0.8%
4.1%

Miami, FL

6.7%
9.5%
0.0%

0.0%
5.3%
0.0%
1.9%

0,
7

Milwaukee, WI

%

74
3.0

Minneapolis, MN

9

Nashville-Davidson, TN
New Orleans, LA

New York, NY
Oakland, CA

9

0.8

1.2%
3.1%

6.5
25.1%

31.3%
60.0%
30.3%
25.0%
38.8%

60.0%
45.5%
4.6

64.9%
48.4%

43.0%
21.7%

9.5

%

%

10.0%
10.3%
11.9%

3.4%
20.0%

%

%

7.1
15.2%

%

Oklahoma City, OK
Omaha, NB

16.0%
3.6
20.7%

%

0.0

0,
7

2.3
12.7%

2.6%
12.3%

%

4.7

%

%

6.4
23.7%

10.3%
9.0

5.1

Philadelphia, PA

Phoenix, AZ

%

2.0

%

%

54

%

2.4

%

4.0

%

2.7%

Pittsburgh, PA

50.8%

8.4%
54.0%
12.9%
65.0%
21.0%
57.9%

17.9%
57.8%
12.5%
60.8%
35.5%
62.8%

3.0%
4.9%
0.8

Portland, OR (Multnomah County)

0.0%

9%

8.9

1.3%

Sacramento, CA (Sacramento County)

San Antonio, TX

6.8%
30.8%
68.2%

4.7%
11.6%
48.8%

0.0%

2.4%

9

San Diego, CA (San Diego County)

San Francisco, CA

San Jose, CA
Seattle, WA

6.6%
10.5%

12.4%
18.2%

9.5

5.4%
6.5%

4.5

8.6%
6.8%
5.9

44.3%

%

9.0

%

%

St. Louis, MO
Tucson, AZ
Tulsa, OK

%

4.5

%

3.9

%

3.3

%

5.5

7
0

0,
7
0%
7

0.0

11.4%
27.7%
25.3%

15.3%
57.0%
30.2%

%

0.0

%

5.3

%

0.0

1.2%
0.8

%

2.1

Virginia Beach, VA
Washington, DC

0.0

4.4%
0.0%

%

0.5

0.0%

Wichita, KS (Sedgwick County)
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Census Bureau. Figures for 1990 were obtained from the
Modified Age-Race-Sex (MARS) file directly from the
census bureau and population figures for 2000 were
obtained from the Census 2000 Summary File 2 (SF2)
100-Percent data (see Table A.8). Rates for the years

TABLE A.8: PoPuULATION CHANGE BETWEEN 2000 AnD 2005

4/1/2000 7/1/2005 9% CHANGE,
City CENSUS ESTIMATE 2000-05
Albuquerque, NM 448,607 494,236 10.2%
Arlington, TX 332,969 362,805 9.0%
Atlanta, GA 416,474 470,688 13.0%
Austin, TX 656,562 690,252 5.1%
Baltimore, MD 651,154 635,815 -2.4%
Boston, MA 589,141 559,034 -5.1%
Charlotte, NC 540,828 610,949 13.0%
Chicago, IL 2,896,016 2,842,518 -1.8%
Cincinnati, OH 331,285 308,728 -6.8%
Cleveland, OH 478,403 452,208 -5.5%
Colorado Springs, CO 360,890 369,815 2.5%
Columbus, OH 711,470 730,657 2.7%
Dallas, TX 1,188,580 1,213,825 2.1%
Denver, CO 554,636 557,917 0.6%
Detroit, MI 951,270 886,671 -6.8%
El Paso, TX 563,662 598,590 6.2%
Fort Worth, TX 534,694 624,067 16.7%
Fresno, CA 427,652 461,116 7.8%
Honolulu, HI 371,657 377,379 1.5%
Houston, TX 1,953,631 2,016,582 3.2%
Indianapolis, IN 781,870 784,118 0.3%
Jacksonville, FL 735,617 782,623 6.4%
Kansas City, MO 441,545 444,965 0.8%
Las Vegas, NV 478,434 545,147 13.9%
Long Beach, CA 461,522 474,014 2.7%
Los Angeles, CA 3,694,820 3,844,829 4.1%
Louisville/Jefferson Co., KY 693,604 699,827 0.9%
Memphis, TN 650,100 672,277 3.4%
Mesa, AZ 396,375 442,780 11.7%
Miami, FL 362,470 386,417 6.6%
Milwaukee, WI 596,974 578,887 -3.0%
Minneapolis, MN 382,618 372,811 -2.6%
Nashville-Davidson, TN 545,524 549,110 0.7%
New Orleans, LA 484,674 454,863 -6.2%
New York, NY 8,008,278 8,143,197 1.7%
Oakland, CA 399,484 395,274 -1.1%
Oklahoma City, OK 506,132 531,324 5.0%
Omaha, NB 390,007 414,521 6.3%
Philadelphia, PA 1,517,550 1,463,281 -3.6%
Phoenix, AZ 1,321,045 1,461,575 10.6%
Pittsburgh, PA 334,563 316,718 -5.3%
Portland, OR 529,121 533,427 0.8%
Sacramento, CA 407,018 456,441 12.1%
San Antonio, TX 1,144,646 1,256,509 9.8%
San Diego, CA 1,223,400 1,255,540 2.6%
San Francisco, CA 776,733 739,426 -4.8%
San Jose, CA 894,943 912,332 1.9%
Seattle, WA 563,374 573,911 1.9%
St. Louis, MO 348,189 344,362 -1.1%
Tucson, AZ 486,699 515,526 5.9%
Tulsa, OK 393,049 382,457 -2.7%
Virginia Beach, VA 425,257 438,415 3.1%
Washington, DC 572,059 550,521 -3.8%
Wichita, KS 344,284 354,865 3.1%

Source: 2000 U.S. Census Bureau Summary Tape File 2.

1991—1999 were obtained by geometric interpolation
using 1990 and 2000 census figures.

Morbidity and mortality rates for 2001—2005 are
calculated using 2000 population figures and not
population projections for 2001—20035 because the U.S.
Census Bureau does not produce city-level population
projections by age, gender, and race/ethnicity.

The effect on rates from using 2000 census figures as
the denominator for health data collected after 2000
should be considered when interpreting the rates in the
report. For instance, the city of Fort Worth, TX
experienced the largest population increase (16.7%) and
Detroit the greatest decrease (6.8%) from 2000 to 2005
(see Table A.8). The 2005 AIDS prevalence rate for these
cities using the 2000 population figures are displayed in
Table A.9. The AIDS prevalence rate for Fort Worth, TX
using the 2000 population figure as calculated in this
report is 485.5 per 100,000 population, compared to
416.0 using the 2005 population figure. Thus, the AIDS
prevalence rate in the report is 16.7% greater than the
rate using the true population figure in 2005.

In general, if a given city’s population has increased
over the last five years, the communicable disease rate

TABLE A.9: IMPACT OF CENSUS POPULATION YEAR USED TO

CALCULATE AIDS INCIDENCE RATES FOR SELECT CITIES

2005 AIDS PREVALENCE

2000-2005 RATE PER 100,000

POPULATION POPULATION DENOMINATOR
City 9 CHANGE 2000 2005
Fort Worth, TX 16.7% 485.5 416.0
Detroit, Ml -6.8% 270.4 290.1
Los Angeles, CA 4.0% 300.6 288.9
Washington, DC -3.8% 2,015.2 2,094.0

presented in the Inventory overestimates the true rate
proportionate to the percent change in population.
Conversely, if a city’s population declines, the rate will
underestimate the true rate. This pattern generally holds
true for age-adjusted rates but the differences in the two
rates is not exactly equal to the percent change in
population. It is also important to note that the rank
order of cities with similar rates could change as well if
2005 population figures were used in the report. Rates by
race/ethnicity and over time are equally susceptible to
the magnitude of population change and should be
considered when interpreting the data in this report.
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