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pvemographICS Racial composition

(Tables are ranked from higher to lower values)

POPULATION BY
RACE: WHITES

1 Salt Lake City 95.1
2 Portland 92.0
3 Phoenix 91.6
4 Minneapolis 91.6
5 San Antonio 91.3
6 Boston 91.2
7 Pittsburgh 90.9
8 Denver 90.2
9 Austin 86.9
10 Seattle 86.4
11 Louisville 86.3
12 Cincinnati 86.2
13 Indianapolis 85.4
14 Columbus 85.2
15 Kansas City 85.0
16 Nashville 83.0
17 Milwaukee 82.8
18 San Diego 82.7

19 Oklahoma City 82.2
20 St. Louis [R¥Y |17 Indianapolis 135

21 Cleveland 80.7
22 Dallas 80.4
23 Charlotte 781
24 Miami 77.2
25 Philadelphia 772
26 Chicago 76.1
27 Houston 76.1
28 Detroit 75.3
29 Los Angeles 75.3
30 Atlanta 72.0
31 Baltimore 70.6
32 Washington DC 68.4
33 San Francisco 68.1
34 New York 62.8
35 Memphis 57.4

Whites as a percent of total
population, 1994

BLACKS NONWHITE
1 Memphis 414 POPULATION BY POPULATION
§ g;‘ﬁr:grr: 22'; ETHNICITY: 1 Salt Lake City 26.9
7 1 6. % . )
4 Atlanta 256 HISPANICS § D\Al;r;;’iiapo"s gg‘g
5 Washington DC 25.4 1 Miami 52.9 ’
6 Detroit ’ - 2238 POPULATION BY 2 San Antonio 49.8 g izgfnr:g gg; H
7 Miami 21.0 RACE: ASIANS 3 Los Angeles a08| |2 g 0 |
8 Charlotte 20.3 1 San Francisco 23.6 4 New York 245 7 Denver 17'9 G
9 Philadelphia 20.0 2 Los Angeles 125 5 San Diego 23.1 ’
} ) 8 Boston 15.8 H
10 Chicago 19.6 3 San Diego 9.6 6 Houston 22.7 9 Atlanta 14.9 E
11 Houston 18.9 4 Seattle 8.0 7 Austin 22.6 ’
. 10 Houston 14.8 R
12 Cleveland 18.0 5 New York 7.8 8 Phoenix i8.4 11 San Diego 135
St. Louis 6 Washington DC 5.9 9 San Francisco 16.1 9 '
i - 12 San Antonio 13.2
14 Dallas 15.9 7 Houston 4.7 10 Dallas 14.9 13 Dallas 1e
15 Nashville 15.6 8 Portland 4.0 11 Denver 13.7 ) ’
16 Milwauk 150l o cni a0l 112 Chicago 12.7| |14 San Francisco ns
auee M Ml i ® " [{15 Columbus 11.4 SN AVERAGE IS
10 Minneapolis 3.1 13 Salt Lake City 6.5 :
. . 16 Milwaukee 10.5
18 Kansas City 13.1 11 Dallas 3.1 14 Washington DC 6.4 17 Charlotte 104
19 Louisville 12.8] |12 Boston 3.0 15 Boston 5.0 18 Nashville 10'0
20 Cincinnati 12.8| |13 Salt Lake City 2.8| |16 Okiahoma City 4.1 o ’
. . 19 Miami 8.8 L
21 Columbus 12.8] N4 Austin 2.7 17 Milwaukee 4.1 20 Pittsburgh 8.8 o
22 Los Angeles 11.6] |15 Philadelphia 2.6 18 Philadelphia 41 urg ’
) 21 Washington DC 8.8 w
23 Oklahoma City 10.8] [16 Denver 2.6 19 Portland 3.9 ) )
: . 22 {ndianapolis 8.4 E
24 Austin 9.9] |17 Baltimore 22 20 Seattle 3.2 23 Kansas Git 83 R
25 Pittsburgh 8.1] |18 Oklahoma City 2.2| |21 Kansas City 3.2 24 Baltimore y 8.2
26 San Francisco 7.8| |19 Atlanta 2.2 22 Cleveland 2.6 ’
) . 25 Los Angeles 7.6
27 San Antonio 6.8| |20 Phoenix 2.0] |23 Atlanta 2.3 .
] ; 26 Chicago 6.8
28 San Diego 6.7| |21 Columbus 1.8 24 Detroit 2.2 27 Oklahoma Git 6.6
29 Denver 6.3} |22 Milwaukee 1.6 25 Minneapolis 1.9 ) y : ’
- ) 28 Memphis 6.4
30 Boston 5.6] |23 Miami 1.6 26 Baltimore 1.6 o .
= . . 29 Cincinnati 6.3
31 Seattle 4.4| |24 Detroit ICI I 27 St. Louis 1.2 . .
. ) ) 30 Philadelphia 5.7
32 Minneapolis 4.3| |25 San Antonio 1.5 28 Charlotte 1.1 a1 New York 55
33 Phoenix 3.9] |26 Kansas City 1.4| |29 Indianapolis 1.0 '
) ) 32 Cleveland 5.1
34 Portland 3.0| {27 Nashvilie 12 30 Nashville 1.0 St. Louis
35 Salt Lake City 1.2| |28 Charlotte 12| |31 Memphis 10 M Dtroit _— T
29 Cleveland 1.2 32 Columbus 0.9 L ’
33 Louisville 07 35 Louisville 3.3
31 Memphis 1.0 34 Pittsburgh 0.7
32 Indianapolis 0.9 35 Cincinnati 0.6
33 Cincinnati 0.9
34 Pittsburgh 0.9
35 Louisville 0.7

Blacks as a percent of total
population, 1994

*Note: Hispanic is an ethnic, not racial, category.

Asians as a percent of total
populatioh, 1994

Hispanics as a percent of total
population, 1994

Percent increase in nonwhite
population, 1990-1994
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Demographics age pistribution

As with racial composition, there has been little significant
change in the age distribution of the St. Louis region since
1990. The median age of the region’s population was 34.0
years in 1993, which ranks 12th highest among the 35 metro-
politan areas.

The region has an interesting age distribution. Most met-
ropolitan areas that have a high proportion of children also
have a low proportion of older people, and vice versa. St.
Louis has a relatively high proportion of both. The region ranks
13th in the percent of its population below the age of 18 (26.7
percent) and 8th in the percent of its population 65 and older
(12.9 percent). As a result, St. Louis ranks 30th in the percent
of its population between the ages of 18 and 64 (60.4 percent)
— the prime working years. Given the proportion of population
that is either younger or older than the prime working years,
the region’s population can be characterized as more “depen-
dent” than most other metropolitan areas.
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The Change in Dependency Ratio attempts to capture the
direction of that phenomenon over a period of time. It mea-
sures the percent change in the dependent proportion of the
total population between 1980 and 1993. For this measure,
the dependent population is comprised of people younger than
15 and older than 64, which is the definition used by the
National Center for Health Statistics. The dependency ratio in
the St. Louis region increased by almost three percent over the
13 year period. This increase, which falls just below the aver-
age for all 35 metropolitan areas, ranks the region 16th.
Several regions, such as Atlanta and New York, had a
decrease in the dependent proportion of the population over
this time, while Pittsburgh experienced a nine percent growth in
the portion of the population considered dependent.



Demographics age pistribution

(Tables are ranked form higher to lower values)

MEDIAN AGE
7 Pittsburgh 37.6 CHILD POPULATION W ELDERLY
2 San Francisco 36.3| [1 SaltLake City 35.9 PCC))T"SE‘ IS‘I'I%)?\IE POPULATION
3 Cleveland 35.3 2 San Antonio 295 1 Pittsburgh 17.3
4 Miami 35.0 3 Houston 29.4 1 San Francisco 67.2 2 Cleveland 14.4 CHANGE IN
5 Louisville 34.7 4 Memphis 28.4 2 Washington DC 67.0 3 Miami 14.0 DEPENDENCY RATIO
6 Philadelphia 34.6 5 Dallas 276 3 Austin 65.7 4 Philadelphia 13.6 1 Pittsburgh 9.1
6 Portland 34.6 6 Cincinnati 273 4 Atlanta 65.4 5 San Francisco 13.4 2 Cleveland 6.6
8 New York 34.6 7 Oklahoma City 27.0 5 Seattle 64.7 6 Boston 13.0 3 San Diego 57
9 Baltimore 34.2 8 Minneapolis 26.9 6 Columbus 64.3 7 New York 12.9 4 Denver 5.1
10 Seattle 34.1 9 Phoenix 26.8 7 Dallas 64.2 5 Milwaukee 5.1 H
11 Boston 341 10 Milwaukee 26.8 8 Denver 64.2 9 Phoenix 12.8 6 Seattle 4.6 I
12 St. Louis BEZEd |11 Los Angeles 26.8 9 Charlotte 63.7 10 Louisville 12.8 7 Philadelphia 4.6 G
13 Detroit 33.9| |12 Kansas City 26.71 |10 Boston 63.7 11 Milwaukee 12.6 8 Baltimore 4.2 H
14 Kansas City 33.8 11 Baltimore 63.7 12 Cincinnati 12.3 9 Salt Lake City 37 E
15 Charlotte 33.8] [14 Indianapolis 26.5| |12 San Diego 63.7 13 Portland 122 10 San Francisco 3.6 R
16 Milwaukee 33.5] |15 Atlanta 26.5| |13 Nashville 63.6 14 Detroit 121 11 Phoenix 3.4
17 Denver 33.5] |16 Chicago 26.4| |14 New York 63.5 15 Kansas City 1.8 12 Kansas City 3.3
18 Indianapolis 33.41 |17 Detroit 26.4| |15 Houston 63.4 16 Baltimore 1.7 13 Portland 33
19 Cincinnati 33.3] |18 Denver 26.3] |16 Los Angeles 63.3 17 Indianapolis 1.6 14 Oklahoma City 3.3
19 Nashville 33.3L 119 Austin 26.3 L.d17 Minneapolis 63.1 18 Chicago 11.4 15 Houston 3.0
B> washington DC 33250 Portiand " 26118 Ghicago 62.1 M9 Okiahoma City 1.2 h AVERAGE N
22 Chicago 33.1] |21 Louisville 256 |19 indianapolis 61.91 |20 San Diego 11.2] |17 Detroit 2.9
23 Phoenix 32.9| |22 Nashville 25.6| |20 Oklahoma City 61.8 21 Charlotte 1.1 18 Cincinnati 2.8
24 Oklahoma City 32.8] 123 Columbus 255 |21 Portland 61.7] |22 Seattle 11.0] |19 Chicago 2.6 L
25 Minneapolis 32.3] |24 Cieveland 254 |22 Detroit 61.6] |23 Nashville 10.8| |20 Minneapolis 25 o
26 Columbus 32.3] |25 Charlotte o252 |23 Louisville 61.6 24 San Antonio 10.6] |21 Los Angeles 2.2 w
27 Atlanta 322} |26 San Diego 252 |24 Philadelphia 61.5 25 Memphis 105 22 Louisville 21 E
28 Memphis 32.1] |27 Philadelphia 24.9| |25 Kansas City 61.5| 126 Columbus 10.2] |23 San Antonio 1.9 R
29 San Diego 31.6| |28 Miami 24.7| |26 Miami 61.2 27 Minneapolis 10.0] |24 Memphis 1.3
30 Los Angeles 31.4] |29 Baltimore 24.6| 127 Memphis 61.1 28 Los Angeles 9.91 125 Indianapolis 1.2
31 San Antonio 31.3| |30 Seattle 24.3| |28 Milwaukee 60.6 29 Denver 9.5| |26 Miami 0.8
31 Dallas 31.3| [31 washington DC 243} |29 Cincinnati 60.5] |30 Washington DC 8.8| |27 Austin 0.7
33 Houston 311 [32 New York 23.6 31 Salt Lake City 8.7| |28 Columbus 0.5
34 Austin 30.3] |33 Boston 23.3] |31 Phoenix 60.4 32 Dallas 8.2| |29 Nashville 0.1
35 Sait Lake City 28.3| |34 Pittsburgh 20 4| |32 Pittsburgh 60.3 33 Atlanta 8.1 30 Washington DC -0.2
33 Cleveland 60.2 34 Austin 8.0] |31 Boston -0.6
34 San Antonio 59.9] |35 Houston 7.3] |32 Charlotte -0.9
35 Salt Lake City 55.4 33 Dallas -1.2
34 New York -1.8
35 Atlanta -3.9
Median age of population Percent of population Percent of population Percent of population over Percent change in the dependent
(years), 1993 under 18 years, 1993 aged 18-64, 1993 64 years, 1993 proportion of the population (per-
sons under 15 or older than 64),
1980 - 1993
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Demo grap hICS Household Composition

Under Census Bureau definition, a household includes all
the persons who occupy a single housing unit, whether they
are related or not. There were more than 942,000 households
in the St. Louis region in 1990. This ranks St. Louis 13th
among the 35 metropolitan areas in the number of households,
slightly above its population rank of 14. Growth in the number
of households is also related to population growth. There was a
9.9 percent growth in the number of households between 1980
and 1990, giving St. Louis a rank of 25, well below the average
of other regions.

Households are of two basic types. Family households
consist of individuals related by birth, marriage or adoption.
Nonfamily households consist of unrelated individuals residing
together, or a single person living alone. St. Louis has a high
proportion of families, with almost 660,000 family households
throughout the region. This equates to 70 percent of all house-
holds being family households in the St. Louis region.

Of these family households, almost 118,000 (or 17.8 per-
cent) are headed by females, which ranks St. Louis 14th,
slightly higher than the average of all metropolitan areas. The
growth of female headed families is also slightly above aver-
age. There was a 16.2 percent increase in the proportion of
family households that were headed by females between 1980
and 1990. This growth rate is comparable to rates in
Minneapolis, Columbus and Dallas during this period.

16

This moderate number of female headed households
hides a racial disparity which exists in the St. Louis region.
Less than twelve percent of all white family households are
headed by females, while almost 49 percent of all black family
households are headed by females.



Demo grap RICS Household Composition

(Tables are ranked from higher to lower values)

FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS

GROWTH IN FEMALE
HEADED FAMILIES

1 Houston 30.4
1 Salt Lake City 75.4 2 Portland 26.3
2 San Antonio 73.9 3 Oklahoma City 259
3 Charlotte 72.4 4 Phoenix 25.0
4 Memphis 71.6 5 Milwaukee 24.2
GROWTH IN 2 /Ii\)ﬁtron 70.9 FEMALE HEADED 6 Mlam! 242
anta 70.6 7 Detroit 21.8
HOUSEHOLDS 7 Louisvile 706 FAMILIES 8 Cleveland 216
1 Austin 53.8 8 Baltimore 70.5 1 New York 27.0 9 Pittsburgh 20.2
2 Phoenix 47.7 9 Nashville 70.4 2 Memphis 25.0] |10 Cincinnati 19.4
3 Atlanta 39.61 RSN 70.0 3 Detroit 21.6| |11 Denver 18.9
4 Dallas 34.0f [11 Houston 70.0 4 Miami 21.5| |12 Louisville 18.8
HOUSEHOLDS 5 San Diego 324 12 Philadelphia 69.9 5 Baltimore 20.7 13 Kansas City 18.7 H
1 New York 3,252,399 6 Portland 30.5 13 Cincinnati 69.8 6 Philadelphia 19.6 14 Memphis 17.8 :
2 Los Angeles 2,989,552 7 San Antonio 29.2| |14 Indianapolis 69.6 7 Los Angeles 19.4] |15 San Antonio 17.6 G
3 Chicago 2,671,540 8 Charlotte 28.7 15 Miami 69.5 8 Louisville 19.4 16 Nashville 174 H
4 Philadelphia 1,801,159 9 Seatlle 27.7 16 Chicago 69.4 9 Chicago 19.0 17 Salt Lake City 17.4 E
5 Boston 1,779,971 10 Washington DC 251 17 Cleveland 69.4 10 Cleveland 19.0 18 Indianapolis 16.4 R
6 Detroit 1,580,063 [11 Nashville 2451 |18 Pittsburgh 69.4| |11 Milwaukee 18.9] |19 Minneapolis 16.3
7 Washington DC 1,523,420| |12 Houston 21.8] |19 Kansas City 69.3| 112 San Antonio 18.4] |20 Columbus 16.3
8 Houston 1,193,305 |13 Minneapolis 21.7] |20 Oklahoma City 69.2| |13 Atlanta 18.2| {21 Dallas 16.2
9 Atlanta 1,102,578{ |14 Denver 2041 |21 Washington DC 69.0 St. Louis . St. Louis
10 Dallas 1,001,750 115 Salt Lake City 201 22 Milwaukee 68.8 Cincinnati 17.8 23 Austin 15.8
11 Minneapolis 960,170h 16 Columbus 16.9 23 Dallas 68.3 ™16 Houston 17.6[M24 Seattle 1.0 AVERAGE I
12 Pittsburgh 947,248| |17 Baltimore 1491 |24 San Diego 68.21 |17 Columbus 17.3] |25 New York 10.4
St. Louis 18 Memphis 14.4] |25 Phoenix 68.2 18 Nashville 17.3 26 Baltimore 10.1
14 San Diego 887,403 19 Oklahoma City 14.4 26 Minneapolis 67.6 19 San Francisco 171 27 Chicago 10.1 L
15 Baltimore 880,145 |20 Kansas City 13.8| |27 Boston 67.4| 120 Washington DC 171 28 Philadelphia 9.1 o
16 Phoenix 846,714 |21 Miami 13.5] |28 Columbus 67.4| |21 Indianapolis 16.9| |29 Charlotte 8.1 W
17 Cleveland 845,186} |22 Indianapolis 13.1] |29 Los Angeles 67.4| |22 Dallas 16.6| |30 Atlanta 6.8 E
18 Seattle 809,292| |23 Boston 12.3 30 Portland 67.0 23 Boston 16.6 31 Los Angeles 6.5
19 Miami 692.355| |24 Cincinnati 10.3| |31 Denver 64.7| |24 Pittsburgh 16.5 32 Boston 6.1 R
20 Denver 649,404 32 Seattle 64.2| |25 Oklahoma City 16.5] |33 San Diego 5.1
21 San Francisco 642,504| |26 Los Angeles 951 |33 New York 63.1 26 Charlotte 16.3 34 San Francisco 2.6
22 Kansas City 608.459| |27 Philadelphia 8.4 |34 Austin 62.9| 27 Kansas City 16.2 35 Washington DC 0.5
23 Portland 589,441 28 Louisville 8.0| |35 San Francisco 56.4| |28 Denver 16.2
24 Cincinnati 574,602 29 Milwaukee 7.4 29 Austin 15.6
25 Milwaukee 537.722| |30 Chicago 5.4 30 San Diego 15.5
26 Indianapolis 529.814| |31 San Francisco 4.8 31 Phoenix 15.0
27 Columbus 513,498 32 Detroit 3.9 32 Portland 14.4
28 San Antonio 458,502| |33 Cleveland 29 33 Minneapolis 143
29 Charlotte 440,670} |34 New York 1.7 34 Seattle 14.0
30 Nashville 375,831 35 Pittsburgh 14 35 Sait Lake City 12.7
31 Oklahoma City 367,775
32 Memphis 365,450
33 Louisville 360,651
34 Salt Lake City 347,531
35 Austin 325,995

Female headed families
as a percent of all family
households, 1990

Percent increase in the proportion
of family households which are
headed by females, 1980-1990

Percent increase in the number of
households, 1980-1990

Number of households, 1990 Family households as percent of

all households, 1990
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Urban Form and Quality of Life urban Form

(Tables are ranked from better fo worse values)

HOUSING QUALITY

INDEX
ENVIRONMENTAL T Denver 23] INFRASTRUCTURE
INDEX T Aflanta 233 INDEX
T San Antonio 575 ECharlotte 2.50 1 New York m
URBAN SPRAWL o Austin a05| |3 Nashvillle 2.50 2 Denver . 4.14
INDEX 3 Columbus 750 Z Zhlc:eLnn; - 223 g ian{Francrsco 2;1
- - 4 Atlanta 8.00 ai Lake Lity : ustin .
1 Philadelphia 2401 1 ansas City gos| |6 Dallas 267| |5 Sal Lake City 5.00
1 New York 2401 o Shariotte 10.50| |8 Okiahoma City 283| |5 KansasCity 5.00
g (Szfe”\l;:‘nnglsco 2-28 = Boston 11.00| | Kansas Ciy 2.83| |7 Dallas 514
3 salt Lake Git 3-20 8 Indianapolis 175 8 Sanl Dl.ego 2.83 7 M;amll 514
é Yy : 9 Dallas 4p05| |11 Louisvile 3.00( |7 Phoenix 514
3 Pittsburgh 3.20 Portland 1 11 Minneapolis 3.00 7 San Antonio 5.14
7 Kansas City 3e0| |10 Portan 275 147 Columbus 3.00| |11 Houston 543 B
7 Bost 360 11 Oklahoma City 13.50] |- h . B i E
oston : 12 D 14 Washington DC 3.17| |12 Seattle 5.57
9 Charlotte 3.80 enver 14.00 12 Minneapolis 557 T
10 Detroit 400 (13 Miami 14.25 o Vi : T
: 13 Memphis 14.95 15 Boston 3.33 12 Milwaukee 5.57 E
10 Atlanta 4.00 P : 17 Memphi 350| [12 Washington DC 557
13 Cleveland 14.25| |17 Memphis : ashington 5 R
12 Denver 4.40 o 17 Baltimore 350| |12 Chicago 557
13 Oklahoma City ago| [18 Cincinnat 14.25 mo . oY o 190 -
13 M i 460 17 San Diego 1575 |17 Austin ~ 850 17 . iladelphia 5.86
inneapoiis : : . 20 Seattle 3.67| |17 Pittsburgh 5.86
13 San Di 4.60 17 Minneapolis 15.75 — =z
an Liego : 19 San Franc 20 Detroit 367| |17 Los Angeles 586
13 Portland 4.60 an Francisco 16001 | Philadelphia 3.67 L] 17 Memphis 5.86
17 Baltimore 4.80#20 Nashville 16.50 o= ci"Tn’pt" - 383 0 e AVERAGE SN
17 Chi ag0| |21 Louisville 1750 [e2Mnonnat 2= . >
icago . ; 23 Miami 3.83| [22 Portland 6.29
19 Washington DC 5.00 21 Pittsburgh 17.50 - pi . a
ashington : . 23 Indianapolis 3.83| |22 San Diego 6.29
20 Columbus 5.20 23 Salt Lake City 17.75 5% Cloveiand ~— " 400| |pacleveland Bhcd
20 Phoenix coo| |24 Washington DC 18.00| |26 Cleveland 4.00 leveland . 85 w
. . 26 Milwaukee 4.00 24 Cincinnati 6.57 o
Miami 590 24 Detroit 1800] |&=— 22T e e S
20 Miami : 28 Portland 417| |24 Louisville 6.57 R
3 Dallas 5.40| |26 Seatte 19.25| [££ IS S =4 Louisville: et
03 Cincinnat =40 27 Baltimore 20.95 28 Plttlsburgh 7 7 417 27 Baltlmgre 6.71 s
. ’ 28 Phoenix o150| |30 Chicago ~  450] |27 Nashvile 6.7 E
23 Memphis 5.40 Milwaukee 31 San Antonio 5.17| |27 Detroit 871
23 Milwaukee 5.40 emy |32 Houston ~~ 533| [30Coumbus 686
27 gaSh;"“e 2-60 TR . 33 Los Angeles 6.00| |30 Oklahoma City " 6.86
27 San Antonio 60 A4 ahn Erarcisce 2= B Aatane - 700
29 Lovisville g0l 32 Los Angeles 27.50 gg ﬁﬂ"i':;?l‘lf's,coi ;% 22 gtlanta ;-Zg
29 Seattle 5.80| |33 Chicago 29.75 == = 34 In(;isi;%g olis 7.7
TR ) |34 Houston 31.00 33 Char E e
%5 05 Angeles o] |35 Philadelphia 32.50 arlotte :
32 Houston 6.40
34 Indianapolis 6.60
35 Austin 8.00
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Refer to Notes overleaf for composition of indicators.






Urban Form and Quality ot Lite ouaiity of Life

(Tables are ranked from better to worse values)

ECONOMIC DISPARITY

INDEX*
SENSE OF 1 San Diego 2.20
COMMUNITY INDEX 5 Charlotte 240
e —— CULTURE AND RACIAL DISPARITY . '
polis 2.40 RECREATION INDEX INDEX* 2 Oklahoma City 2.40
2 Louisville 2.50 4 Nashville 2.80
3 Pittsburgh 2.60| |1 San Francisco 3.2 1 Salt Lake City 3.00 5 Phoenix 3.00
4 Cleveland 3.40| |2 Seattle 4.40| |2 Phoenix ~  320| |5 LosAngeles 3.00
4 St. Louis EXT) | 3 Minneapolis 5.12 3 Los Angeles " 327| |5 Austin 3.00
6 Cincinnati 3.60| |4 Denver 5.23 4 Seatfle T 362 8 Seattle 3.20
6 Kansas City 3.60| |5 Phoenix 5.29| |5 San Antonio ' 3.80| |9 Indianapolis 3.80
8 Milwaukee 3.80| |6 Milwaukee 5.56 6 San Diego 4.07| |9 Kansas City 3.80 B
9 Columbus 4.20 7 Chicago 5.56 7 Denver 418 9 Portland 3.80 E
9 Seattle 4.20 8 Los Angeles 5.60 8 Nashville 4.57] |12 Dallas 4.00 T
11 Indianapolis 4.60 9 Washington DC 5.75 9 Columbus 4731 |13 Denver 4.20 T
12 Salt Lake City 5.00| |10 Portland 5.99| [10 Houston 4.87| |13 San Francisco 4.20 E
12 Detroit 5.00| |11 Miami 6.07| |10 Miami o 4.87| |13 San Antonio 4.20 R
14 Chicago 5.40| |12 Charlotte 6.41 12 Portland 4.93| |16 Columbus 4.40
14 Atlanta 5.40| |13 Cincinnati 6.42| [13 Oklahoma City '5.13] |16 Pittsburgh 4.40
14 Oklahoma City 5.40| |14 Kansas City 6.42] |13 New York ~ 513 |18 Salt Lake City 4.60
14 Charlotte 5.4OL15 San Diego 6.51 15 San Francisco 5.23| |19 Houston 4.80
14 Philadelphia 540 |16 Columbus 6.62 ;16 Boston ' 5.33 1120 New York 5.00
19 Portland 5.60 ["]17 Oklahoma City 6.90 " 17 Cincinnati 5.40[|21 Memphis 5.20— AVERAGE NS
20 Memphis 5.80| [18 Indianapolis 6.95| |17 Dallas 5.40| |21 Boston 5.20
20 Baltimore 5.80| |19 Cleveland 6.95| 119 Austin 557 |23 Louisville 5.40
22 Denver 6.00| |20 New York 7.06| |20 Pittsburgh 5.67| |24 Washington DC 5.60 w
22 Nashville 6.00| |21 Salt Lake City 7121 |21 Louisville 5.70| |24 Minneapolis 5.60 o)
24 San Francisco 6.20| |22 Baitimore 7.20| |22 Philadelphia 5.80| |24 Miami 5.60 R
25 Dallas 6.40| |23 Memphis 7.28| 123 Kansas City 587 PASETIT 6.00 s
25 Boston 6.40| |24 Austin 7.28| |23 Washington DC 5.87| |28 Atlanta 6.40 E
27 Washington DC 6.60 25 Charlotte " 5.90| |29 Philadelphia 6.60
27 Houston 6.60| [26 San Antonio 7.67| |26 Cleveland 6.00| |29 Cincinnati 6.60
29 New York 7.60| |27 Philadelphia 7.76| 127 Chicago 6.07| |31 Chicago 7.60
30 Miami 7.80| |28 Houston 7.84] |28 Baltimore 6.13] |32 Baltimore 8.60
30 Austin 7.80] |29 Detroit 8.14] [29 Atlanta "6.20| |33 Cleveland 8.80
30 Phoenix 7.80| |30 Nashville 8.20| |29 Indianapolis 6.20| 134 Detroit 9.40
30 San Antonio 7.80| |31 Atlanta 8.31 31 Minneapolis 6.73| |35 Milwaukee 9.80
34 San Diego 8.00} |32 Dallas 8.50
35 Los Angeles 8.60| |33 Boston 8.53) |33 Detroit 7.07
34 Louisville 8.56| |34 WMemphis ~ T 7.47
35 Pittsburgh 8.58| |35 Milwaukee o 7.67
* Black vs. white disparity * Central City vs. suburban
disparity
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Refer to Notes overleaf for composition of indicators.







































































