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1| Seattle 7.1 27 | Cleveland 4.80
2 | Boston 7.40 28 | Norfolk 4.80
3 | San Francisco 7.34 29 | KAWASAKI 479
4 | Minneapolis 7.26 30 | Louisville 472
5 | Denver 6.68 31 | Milwaukee 4.70
6 | Portland 6.24 32 | West Palm Beach 4.70
7 | Salt Lake City 6.03 33 | Chicago 4.63
8 | Raleigh 592 34 | Oklahoma City 4.56
9 | Kansas City 5.69 35 | Tampa 453
10 | Richmond 5.59 36 | Detroit 453
11 | Grand Rapids 5.40 37 | San Antonio 4.48
12 | Indianapolis 5.39 38 | Las Vegas 447
13 | Austin 5.37 39 | Houston 4.47
14 | Cincinnati 5.30 40 | Orlando 442
15 | Providence 5.26 41 | Los Angeles 4.36
16 | Rochester 5.21 42 | Nashville 4.30
17 | Hartford 5.18 43 | Atlanta 4.27
18 | St. Louis 5.13 44 | Jacksonville 411
19 | Pittsburgh 5.12 45 | Buffalo 4.08
20 | Sacramento 5.06 46 | Philadelphia 4.07
21 | Charlotte 5.03 47 | Dallas 4.03
22 | Greensboro 5.03 48 | New York 3.81
23 | San Diego 5.00 49 | Miami 3.61
24 | Washington 4.95 50 | Memphis 3.20
25 | Phoenix 4.89 51 | New Orleans 2.60
26 | Columbus 481
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1 | Dallas 6.68 | 18 | Atlanta 5.48 35 | Orlando 4.68
2 | KAWASAKI 6.35 | 19 | Phoenix 5.38 36 | San Diego 4.65
3 | Nashville 6.28 | 20 | San Francisco 5.37 37 | Chicago 4.63
4 | Raleigh 6.26 | 21 | Las Vegas 5.34 38 | Jacksonville 4.54
5 | Greensboro 6.26 | 22 | Cincinnati 5.32 39 | Cleveland 4.40
6 | Austin 6.25 23 | Kansas City 5.24 40 | New Orleans 4.18
7 | San Antonio 6.25 24 | Salt Lake City 5.18 41 | Washington 4.17
8 | Charlotte 6.21 | 25 | Richmond 5.16 42 | Milwaukee 4.03
9 | Memphis 6.10 | 26 | Norfolk 5.16 43 | Hartford 3.92
10 | Portland 5.94 | 27 | Grand Rapids 5.14 44 | Pittsburgh 3.76
11 | Seattle 5.85 | 28 | Boston 5.04 45 | Providence 3.69
12 | Indianapolis 5.85 29 | Louisville 4.98 46 | Miami 3.53
13 | Houston 5.81 30 | Oklahoma City 4.91 47 | Philadelphia 3.38
14 | Denver 5.80 | 31 | Minneapolis 4.82 48 | Rochester 3.35
15 | St. Louis 5.71 | 32 | Sacramento 4.80 49 | New York 3.28
16 | Columbus 5.55 33 | Los Angeles 4.80 50 | Detroit 3.26
17 | West Palm Beach 5.55 34 | Tampa 4.68 51 | Buffalo 2.05
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1 | KAWASAKI 7.20 | 18 | Buffalo 5.56 35 | Detroit 4.56
2 | Boston 6.73 | 19 | Portland 5.47 36 | Los Angeles 4.53
3 | San Diego 6.43 | 20 | Louisville 5.35 37 | Milwaukee 4.50
4 | Pittsburgh 6.31 | 21 | Salt Lake City 5.28 38 | Kansas City 4.35
5 | Chicago 6.26 | 22 | Cincinnati 5.27 39 | Houston 4.34
6 | Grand Rapids 6.24 | 23 | Norfolk 5.16 40 | Richmond 4.31
7 | Providence 6.17 | 24 | Indianapolis 5.14 41 | Jacksonville 4.23
8 | Minneapolis 5.99 | 25 | Washington 5.04 42 | St. Louis 4.20
9 | Hartford 5.97 | 26 | Philadelphia 4.96 43 | Phoenix 4.19
10 | Rochester 5.89 | 27 | Raleigh 4.94 44 | Nashville 4.17
11 | New York 5.70 | 28 | Orlando 4.91 45 | Columbus 4.14
12 | Seattle 5.63 | 29 | Greensboro 4.88 46 | Charlotte 4.06
West Palm
13 | Sacramento 5.59 | 30 4.85 47 | Dallas 3.99
Beach
14 | Cleveland 5.59 31 | Tampa 4.82 48 | San Antonio 3.89
15 | Denver 5.58 32 | Las Vegas 4.74 49 | Miami 3.25
16 | San Francisco 5.58 33 | Oklahoma City 4.66 50 | New Orleans 2.40
17 | Austin 5.56 | 34 | Atlanta 4.60 51 | Memphis 1.83
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1 | Buffalo 6.37 | 18 | Norfolk 5.69 35 | Boston 4.46
2 | Portland 6.37 19 | Salt Lake City 5.67 36 | Orlando 4.42
3 | Cincinnati 6.23 | 20 | Richmond 5.67 37 | Charlotte 4.38
4 | Providence 6.18 | 21 | Hartford 5.65 38 | West Palm Beach 4.29
5 | Minneapolis 6.14 | 22 | Jacksonville 5.64 39 | Los Angeles 4.27
6 | Grand Rapids 6.06 23 | Rochester 5.48 40 | Raleigh 4.25
7 | Kansas City 6.01 24 | San Antonio 5.31 41 | New Orleans 4.24
8 | Seattle 6.00 | 25 | Detroit 5.31 42 | Dallas 4.20
9 | Oklahoma City 5.98 26 | Indianapolis 5.27 43 | Philadelphia 4.13
10 | Columbus 5.95| 27 | St. Louis 5.26 44 | Austin 4.12
11 | Tampa 5.86 | 28 | Phoenix 4.90 45 | San Diego 4.02
12 | Louisville 5.80 | 29 | Las Vegas 4.89 46 | Washington 3.64
13 | Pittshurgh 5.80 | 30 | Memphis 4.88 47 | Atlanta 3.17
14 | Sacramento 5.77 | 31 | Greensboro 4.82 48 | KAWASAKI 3.12
15 | Milwaukee 5.77 | 32 | Nashville 4.68 49 | San Francisco 3.05
16 | Denver 5.76 33 | Houston 4.55 50 | Chicago 2.99
17 | Cleveland 5.74 | 34 | Miami 4.53 51 | New York 2.27
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1 | Minneapolis 7.84 18 | Oklahoma City 5.19 35 | Louisville 4.65
2 | Salt Lake City 7.55 19 | Pittsburgh 5.18 36 | Los Angeles 4.64
3 | Boston 7.17 | 20 | Orlando 5.14 37 | San Antonio 4.59
4 | Kansas City 6.75 | 21 | Rochester 5.11 38 | Buffalo 4.53
5 | Washington 6.55 | 22 | Tampa 5.11 39 | Charlotte 4.35
6 | Denver 6.30 | 23 | St. Louis 5.09 40 | West Palm Beach 4.24
7 | Sacramento 5.91 24 | Grand Rapids 5.05 41 | Chicago 4.14
8 | Columbus 5.90 | 25 | Milwaukee 5.04 42 | Philadelphia 4.13
9 | Richmond 5.76 | 26 | Seattle 5.00 43 | Dallas 4.10
10 | San Diego 5.58 | 27 | Hartford 4.96 44 | Detroit 4.08
11 | Norfolk 5.35 | 28 | Portland 4.83 45 | Houston 3.94
12 | KAWASAKI 5.33 | 29 | Raleigh 4.82 46 | Miami 3.94
13 | San Francisco 5.32 | 30 | Cincinnati 4.80 47 | New York 3.90
14 | Austin 5.31 | 31| Atlanta 4.78 48 | Greensboro 3.29
15 | Phoenix 5.31 | 32| Cleveland 4.78 49 | New Orleans 3.28
16 | Indianapolis 5.31 33 | Nashville 4.78 50 | Las Vegas 3.18
17 | Providence 5.23 34 | Jacksonville 4.71 51 | Memphis 3.17
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1 | Boston 7.85| 18 | Charlotte 5.26 35 | Dallas 4.55
2 | Rochester 7.47 | 19 | Norfolk 5.22 36 | San Antonio 4.54
3 | San Francisco 6.94 | 20 | Detroit 5.16 37 | Houston 4.53
4 | Denver 6.69 21 | Los Angeles 5.10 38 | Milwaukee 4.51
5 | Raleigh 6.32 | 22 | Philadelphia 5.06 39 | Columbus 4.45
6 | Washington 6.23 23 | Sacramento 5.03 40 | Atlanta 4.35
7 | Providence 6.01 | 24 | Grand Rapids 5.00 41 | KAWASAKI 4.15
8 | Austin 5.92 25 | Seattle 4.98 42 | Memphis 3.94
9 | Salt Lake City 5.91 26 | Pittsburgh 4.95 43 | West Palm Beach 3.94
10 | Minneapolis 5.85 27 | Kansas City 4.89 44 | Nashville 3.93
11 | Buffalo 5.85| 28 | St. Louis 4.80 45 | Louisville 3.81
12 | Hartford 5.64 | 29 | Indianapolis 4.77 46 | New Orleans 3.69
13 | San Diego 5.58 | 30 | Chicago 4.72 47 | Tampa 3.63
14 | New York 5.54 | 31 | Cincinnati 4.69 48 | Miami 3.62
15 | Greensboro 5.39 | 32 | Cleveland 4.64 49 | Orlando 3.58
16 | Richmond 5.31 33 | Phoenix 4.58 50 | Jacksonville 3.57
17 | Portland 5.28 34 | Oklahoma City 4.56 51 | Las Vegas 3.05
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1 | San Francisco 9.43 | 18 | Louisville 4.99 | 35 | Portland 4.51
2 | KAWASAKI 7.95| 19 | Atlanta 4.99 | 36 | Cleveland 4.48
3 | Boston 6.74 | 20 | St. Louis 4.96 | 37 | New Orleans 4.44
4 | Seattle 6.60 | 21 | Buffalo 4.96 | 38 | Indianapolis 4.40
5 | New York 6.43 | 22 | Milwaukee 4.93 | 39 | Los Angeles 4.38
6 | Hartford 5.94 | 23 | Nashville 4.92 | 40 | Memphis 4.37
7 | Providence 5.80 | 24 | Grand Rapids 4.85 | 41 | Phoenix 4.36
8 | Pittsburgh 5.68 | 25 | Minneapolis 4.83 | 42 | Orlando 4.35
9 | Richmond 5.54 | 26 | Tampa 4.71 | 43 | Detroit 4.29
10 | Raleigh 5.46 | 27 | Columbus 4.70 | 44 | Houston 4.29
11 | Philadelphia 5.40 | 28 | Cincinnati 4.66 | 45 | Oklahoma City 4.22
12 | Austin 5.32 29 | San Diego 4.65 | 46 | Jacksonville 4.16
13 | Chicago 5.22 30 | West Palm Beach 4.62 | 47 | Las Vegas 4.12
14 | Denver 5.17 | 31 | Rochester 4.62 | 48 | Salt Lake City 4.11
15 | Miami 5.10 | 32 | Washington 4.59 | 49 | San Antonio 3.93
16 | Charlotte 5.07 33 | Kansas City 4.59 | 50 | Sacramento 3.89
17 | Greensboro 5.06 | 34 | Dallas 4.57 | 51 | Norfolk 3.65
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1 | Seattle 9.13 18 | Memphis 5.08 | 35 | New Orleans 4.50
2 | San Francisco 7.49 19 | Boston 5.07 | 36 | Salt Lake City 4.46
3 | Detroit 6.74 | 20 | Cleveland 5.05 | 37 | Pittsburgh 4.41
4 | KAWASAKI 6.29 | 21 | Raleigh 5.00 | 38 | Nashville 4.33
5 | Richmond 6.22 | 22 | New York 4.91 | 39 | Providence 4.22
6 | Portland 5.99 | 23 | Chicago 4.89 | 40 | Sacramento 4.20
7 | Minneapolis 5.96 24 | Phoenix 4.88 | 41 | Columbus 4.19
8 | Austin 5.95 | 25 | Dallas 4.87 | 42 | Washington 4.17
9 | Houston 5.90 | 26 | Milwaukee 4.83 | 43 | San Antonio 4.16
10 | Rochester 5.80 27 | Louisville 4.81 | 44 | Tampa 4.03
11 | Miami 5.69 28 | Philadelphia 4.80 | 45 | Orlando 3.99
12 | Greensboro 5.57 29 | Los Angeles 4.77 | 46 | Denver 3.97
West Palm
13 | Cincinnati 5.48 | 30 | Atlanta 4.57 | 47 3.94
Beach
14 | Hartford 5.40 | 31 | Buffalo 4.56 | 48 | Norfolk 3.93
15 | Indianapolis 5.40 32 | Charlotte 4.55 | 49 | Jacksonville 3.85
16 | San Diego 5.28 33 | St. Louis 4.53 | 50 | Oklahoma City 3.71
17 | Grand Rapids 5.23 34 | Kansas City 4.52 | 51 | Las Vegas 3.70
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1 | Las Vegas 8.04 18 | St. Louis 5.17 | 35 | Salt Lake City 4.43
2 | Boston 6.63 19 | Jacksonville 5.08 | 36 | Indianapolis 4.42
West Palm
3 6.59 20 | Washington 5.03 | 37 | Rochester 4.41
Beach
4 | Raleigh 6.56 21 | Chicago 5.01 | 38 | Detroit 4.29
5 | Atlanta 6.43 | 22 | Greensboro 5.00 | 39 | Cleveland 4.27
6 | Charlotte 6.31 | 23 | Houston 4.99 | 40 | Cincinnati 4.26
7 | Denver 6.21 | 24 | Portland 4.94 | 41 | Miami 4.24
8 | Minneapolis 6.18 | 25 | New York 4.91 | 42 | Oklahoma City 4.23
9 | San Francisco 6.07 26 | Dallas 4.69 | 43 | San Diego 4.21
10 | Orlando 6.02 27 | Norfolk 4.68 | 44 | Pittsburgh 4.18
11 | Sacramento 5.98 | 28 | Columbus 4.63 | 45 | Nashville 4.16
12 | Austin 5.87 | 29 | Providence 4.60 | 46 | New Orleans 4.05
13 | San Antonio 5.72 30 | Tampa 4.60 | 47 | Hartford 3.99
14 | Seattle 5.67 31 | Grand Rapids 4.59 | 48 | Memphis 3.94
15 | Phoenix 5.67 | 32 | Philadelphia 4.59 | 49 | Louisville 3.87
16 | Los Angeles 5.58 | 33 | Richmond 4.55 | 50 | Buffalo 3.43
17 | Kansas City 5.36 34 | Milwaukee 4.47 | 51 | KAWASAKI 2.22
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1 | Seattle 6.71 18 | Louisville 5.65 | 35 | Memphis 4.68
2 | Portland 6.49 | 19 | Detroit 5.47 | 36 | Boston 4.66
3 | Salt Lake City 6.41 20 | Cincinnati 5.44 | 37 | San Diego 4.62
4 | Minneapolis 6.20 | 21 | Norfolk 5.39 | 38 | San Antonio 4.57
5 | Denver 6.06 | 22 | Washington 5.36 | 39 | Houston 4.57
6 | Kansas City 5.99 | 23 | Phoenix 5.30 | 40 | Los Angeles 4.44
7 | Indianapolis 5.94 | 24 | Cleveland 5.29 | 41 | Grand Rapids 4.38
8 | Las Vegas 5.88 | 25 | Pittsburgh 5.22 | 42 | Hartford 4.24
9 | Oklahoma City 5.82 | 26 | Nashville 5.02 | 43 | Providence 4.13
West Palm
10 5.79 | 27 | Raleigh 4.96 | 44 | Buffalo 4.10
Beach
11 | St. Louis 5.77 | 28 | Charlotte 4.93 | 45 | Sacramento 4.07
12 | Milwaukee 5.76 | 29 | Philadelphia 4.92 | 46 | Atlanta 3.77
13 | Tampa 5.73 | 30 | New Orleans 4.89 | 47 | Rochester 3.67
14 | Jacksonville 5.73 | 31 | San Francisco 4.86 | 48 | Dallas 3.60
15 | Chicago 5.69 | 32 | Greensboro 4.84 | 49 | New York 3.45
16 | Orlando 5.67 | 33 | Richmond 4.78 | 50 | Austin 2.15
17 | Miami 5.67 | 34 | Columbus 4.74 | 51 | KAWASAKI 1.53
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(0.635), Z4=t: (0.562). F—7 > (0474). &Rl (0.436) 235 KIGIEL o720 BV
AL Hil, &4 ru—ufk. BEE b B AN BN KREGBEE RS> TW 5,

T TE WA AR REE =7 ERE B’E | HEH
1aEEfTEI BUR % V75 &R Eald i3 & BE | ER
TRABBUR 1.000
ZeM -0.182  1.000
#4275 | -0.110 0005  1.000
AHER 0026 0444 0280  1.000
BRI -0.143 0511 -0023  0.506 1.000
el 0013 0436 -0402  0.097 0.384  1.000
F—Ttk 0096 0214 -0.074 -0.009 0280 0543  1.000
ENis 0.304 -0032 -0.166  0.106 0.141  -0.046 -0.120  1.000
BRIEBUR -0018 -0.204 0441 0155  -0.180 -0328 —0080 0238 1000
mENER 0253 0562 0244  0.668 0.635 0436 0474 0366  0.262 1.000
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RIS, BEFICE L TR DIRARMN RS0 2T 5720
7 AN & B EEHRDHHT) o

i W ziTo 7 (N =y

R A HFNo. 1| %4 K FNo. 2 | 2554 K 1-No. 3
A7 S BOBUR -0.0972 | #tiA 77 -0.65902 | #fiA > 7 F -0. 27815
BRESBUR 0.014971 | BRBEHER -0. 5529 | Z4tk -0. 1308
ES[en 0.179848 | NAJEIR -0.24191 | A—7"1k -0. 07
HiA 77 ]0.193294 | [EPNEES -0. 16116 | AJEJR -0. 01906
T Pk 0. 235946 | 17 BUBUK 0. 038237 | 4xfih 0. 002586
S 0.386912 | BlEHLAf 0.212663 | BFEHEAf 0.017785
etk 0. 665838 | Zc4fk 0.241929 | BB 0. 102609
AHETR 0.714133 | F—7 0.38211 | {TRABBUR 0. 296798
BRI 0.732136 | &t 0.743944 | ENEE4 1. 077668

BT fEER  EHRE%

N )9 AE)

[X]F-No. RN FER | REFLSR

[&¥No. 1 1.7741 | 19.71% 19. 71%

[&No. 2 1.629185 |  18.10% 37.81%

[KfNo. 3 1.36005 | 15.11% 52. 93%
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EILRES BE | BE) | BEFO B | BRI | BEFO
CIME) | OFR | ot | BuF OFIR | O | VT
[K+No. | IA+No. [ -F-No. [X]-#-No. [ -F-No. [K1-F-No.
1 2 3 1 2 3

1 | Seattle 0.871 0.207 0.898 27 | Cleveland -0.083 -0.438 -0.874

2 | Boston 2.598 0.739 1.382 28 | Norfolk 0.019 -0.949 -0.783

3 | San Francisco 1.580 2.984 1.306 29 | KAWASAKI 0.093 3.113 -2.487

4 | Minneapolis 1.946 -1.403 1.182 30 | Louisville -0.437 -0.194 -1.333

5 | Denver 1.464 -0.526 0.558 31 | Milwaukee -0.168 -0.472 -0.511

6 | Portland 0.318 -0.726 -0.599 32 | West Palm Beach -0.647 -0.227 1.720

7 | Salt Lake City 1.104 -1.221 -1.316 33 | Chicago -0.406 0.956 -0.340

8 | Raleigh 0.478 0.526 1.398 34 | Oklahoma City -0.271 -0.810 -1.181

9 | Kansas City 0.567 -1.198 0.323 35 | Tampa -0.401 -0.683 -0.385
10 | Richmond 0.381 -0.036 -0.230 36 | Detroit -0.435 -0.334 -0.562
11 | Grand Rapids 0.445 -0.241 -0.458 37 | San Antonio -0.688 -0.653 0.868
12 | Indianapolis -0.108 -0.435 -1.004 38 | Las Vegas -1.062 -0.848 3.654
13 | Austin 0518 0.795 1.459 39 | Houston -0.932 0.065 0.178
14 | Cincinnati -0.036 -0.478 -0.951 40 | Orlando -0.515 -0.625 1.322
15 | Providence 1.060 0.195 -0.471 41 | Los Angeles -0.387 —-0.041 0.812
16 | Rochester 1.069 0.078 -0.760 42 | Nashville -0.928 0.218 -0.990
17 | Hartford 0.640 0.577 -1.038 43 | Atlanta -0.568 0.512 2.097
18 | St. Louis -0.204 -0.254 -0.006 44 | Jacksonville -0.781 -0.931 0.232
19 | Pittsburgh 0.581 0.114 -1.035 45 | Buffalo 0.378 -0.101 -1.581
20 | Sacramento 0.554 -1.116 1.321 46 | Philadelphia -0.387 0.691 -0.336
21 | Charlotte -0.345 0.265 1.379 47 | Dallas -1.109 0.526 -0.173
22 | Greensboro -0.568 0.671 -0.277 48 | New York -0.252 2.123 0.239
23 | San Diego 0.375 0.331 -1.136 49 | Miami -1.357 0.153 -0.291
24 | Washington 0.613 -0.057 -0.345 50 | Memphis -2.154 0.191 -0.871
25 | Phoenix -0.288 -0.591 0.864 51 | New Orleans -2.076 0.230 -0.601
26 | Columbus -0.063 -0.675 -0.268
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pub /g | PRt TR
o fhe AR EHT L
KA PECE 2R
PRI | !
R pE
DS S
AR )
Taxes as a % of current GSP
(Gross State Product), IERUESE
Rank fiscal year 1999-00 iy Rank
| 1[KAWASAKI | 6.2 | 7.79| 27 Cincinnati
2 Nashville 7.3 6.75 28 Salt Lake City
3 Austin 7.6 6.47 29 Cleveland
4 Dallas 7.6 6.47 30 Columbus
5 Houston 7.6 6.47 31 Jacksonville
6 San Antonio 7.6 6.47 32 Miami
7 Memphis 7.6 6.47 33 Orlando
8 Greensboro 8.3 5.80 34 Tampa
9 Raleigh 8.3 5.80 35 West Palm Beach
10 Charlotte 8.4 5.71 36 Philadelphia
11 Las Vegas 8.4 5.71 37 Pittsburgh
12 Atlanta 8.4 5.71 38 Oklahoma City
New
13 Orleans 8.4 5.71 39 Los Angeles
14 St. Louis 8.5 5.62 40 Sacramento
15 Denver 8.6 5.52 41 San Diego
16 Portland 8.6 5.52 42 San Francisco
17 Norfolk 8.7 5.43 43 Providence
18 Richmond 8.7 5.43 44 Detroit
19 Kansas City 8.8 5.33 45 Grand Rapids
20 Boston 8.9 5.24 46 Hartford
21 Seattle 9.0 5.14 47 Minneapolis
22 Louisville 9.0 5.14 48 New York
23 Indianapolis 9.0 5.14 49 Milwaukee
24 Chicago 9.1 5.05 50 Buffalo
25 Washington 9.2 4.95 51 Rochester
26 Phoenix 9.3 4.86

Source: US Census Bureau and Bureau of Economic Analysis. Estimated
as a weighted average of the component state data.
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Rank

O© 00 1 O U1 = W N —

10

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23
24
25
26

Standard & Poor’s & Moody’s DAFSIIN=T — X 37200, HAROEEL — R EIEL T
ST IVAT T AL CRH AT o T,

(22 ) 7 AV A50ERH & O LT RN OB TSI E 5 £ 5%

HER L — CER17EE)

Bond rating: composite of Standard &
Poor’s and Moody'’s,

2002

Seattle
Charlotte
Columbus
Dallas

Grand Rapids
Greensboro
Indianapolis
Raleigh

San Francisco
West Palm
Beach
Minneapolis
Portland
Cincinnati
Denver
Phoenix
Austin

Salt Lake City
San Antonio
St. Louis

Los Angeles
Memphis
Milwaukee

Nashville
Oklahoma City
Sacramento
Atlanta

25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25

25
24.5
24.5

24

24

24
23.5
23.5
23.5
23.5

23

23

23

23
23
23
22.5

ERIEtE

£

6.21
6.21
6.21
6.21
6.21
6.21
6.21
6.21
6.21

6.21
5.98
5.98
5.75
5.75
5.75
5.52
5.52
5.52
5.52
5.29
5.29
5.29

5.29
5.29
5.29
5.06

EFETE
Rank #
27 Kansas City 22.5 5.06
28 San Diego 22.5 5.06
29 Boston 22 4.83
30 Houston 22 4.83
31 Las Vegas 22 4.83
32 Louisville 22 4.83
33 Norfolk 22 483
34  Orlando 22 4.83
35 Richmond 22 4.83
36 Tampa 22 4.83
37 Jacksonville 21.5 4.60
38 Rochester 21.5 4.60
39 | KAWASAKI 21 4.37
40 Chicago 21 437
41 Cleveland 21 4.37
42 Hartford 21 4.37
43 New York 20 3.91
44 Providence 20 3.91
45 Washington 19.6 3.72
46 Pittsburgh 19 3.44
47 Detroit 18.5 3.21
48 Miami 18 2.98
New
49  Orleans 18 2.98
50 Philadelphia 17.5 2.75
51 Buffalo 17 2.52

Source: Calculated based on data from Statistical Abstract of the United

States.

Bond ratings were scaled from 1 to

25.
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DI (8- Be7) | T
MIEHER (FRl L%ﬁ)\
BES: 9]
Violent crimes per 100,000 EHYEE IERYLSE
Rank inhabitants, 2001 b Rank by
1 | KAWASAKI 31.0 | 7.05 27 Cleveland 391.8 4.94
2 Chicago 129.0 6.47 28 Richmond 392.3 4.93
3 Boston 177.4 6.19 29 Orlando 400.7 4.88
4 Minneapolis 180.2 6.17 30 Raleigh 407.0 4.85
5 Salt Lake City 182.0 6.16 31 Phoenix 422.1 4.76
6 Providence 189.8 6.12 32 Indianapolis 425.0 4.74
7 Grand Rapids 192.3 6.10 33  Milwaukee 430.0 4.71
Kansas
Portland 198.8 6.07 34 City 433.4 4.69
9 Rochester 207.4 6.02 35 New York 441.6 4.64
10 Pittsburgh 213.2 5.98 36 Tampa 444.0 4.63
11 Austin 218.8 5.95 37 St. Louis 454.5 4.57
12 San Diego 219.3 5.95 38 Las Vegas 460.1 4.54
13 Seattle 227.4 5.90 39 Atlanta 477.2 4.44
14 Denver 251.0 5.76 40 Jacksonville 478.5 4.43
15 Hartford 255.1 5.74 41 Philadelphia 480.8 4.42
16 Sacramento 285.3 5.56 42 Detroit 491.8 4.35
17 Oklahoma City 305.4 5.44 43  Columbus 522.6 4.17
18 Cincinnati 316.0 5.38 44 Houston 571.2 3.89
19 Buffalo 318.2 5.37 45 Dallas 583.1 3.82
20 Louisville 319.7 5.36 46 Charlotte 585.1 3.81
Los
21 San Antonio 337.5 5.25 47 Angeles 589.3 3.78
22 Norfolk 349.9 5.18 48 Nashville 593.9 3.75
23 San Francisco 359.9 5.12 49  Miami 658.4 3.38
New
24 Washington 372.8 5.05 50 Orleans 682.0 3.24
25 Greensboro 373.4 5.04 51 Memphis 1024.3 1.24
26 West Palm Beach 375.1 5.03

Source : Calculated based on data from US Department of Housing and Urban Development
and Census of Population.
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Thefts per 100,000 ERAb
inhabitants, 2001 fa
1 Boston 1621.1 6.69
2 New York 1669.4 6.62
| 3] KAWASAKI 1713.4]  6.56 |
4 Pittsburgh 1765.3 6.49
5 Los Angeles 1771.7 6.48
6 San Diego 1790.6 6.45
7 Chicago 2009.5 6.15
8 Las Vegas 2095.8 6.03
9 Indianapolis 2109.2 6.01
10 Philadelphia 2138.5 5.97
11 Cleveland 2160.9 5.94
12 Buffalo 2185.4 5.91
13 Detroit 2214.8 5.87
14 Providence 2252.3 5.82
15 Hartford 2270.6 5.79
San
16 Francisco 2313.7 5.73
17  Washington 2404.4 5.61
18 Rochester 2447.1 5.55
Grand
19 Rapids 2459.8 5.53
20 Sacramento 2520.6 5.45
21 Louisville 2630.5 5.30
22 Norfolk 2631.1 5.30
23 Houston 2774.8 5.10
24  Denver 2826.8 5.03
25 Atlanta 2827.2 5.03
26 Cincinnati 2829.2 5.02

Source : Calculated based on data from US Department of Housing and Urban

Development

and Census of Population.

Rank

27
28

30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41

42
43

44
45
46
47
48
49

50
51

Minneapolis
Milwaukee
Richmond
New
Orleans
Raleigh
Seattle
Tampa
Dallas
Austin
Greensboro
Jacksonville
St. Louis
Charlotte
Orlando
Nashville

Kansas City
Phoenix
West Palm
Beach

Memphis
Salt Lake
City
Portland
Columbus
Oklahoma
City

Miami

San Antonio

2834.1
2968.2
3045.1

3110.3
3142.1
3175.8
3214.7
3263.1
3278.8
3318.7
3343.9
3346.6
3369.9
3419.5
3477.2

3531.5
3547.2

3587.1
3608.6
3683.0
3694.6
3788.2
3883.0

4257.6
4857.1
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IEMHE

IR

S

5.02
4.83
4.73

4.64
4.59
4.55
4.49
4.44
4.41
4.35
4.32
4.31
4.28
4.21
4.13

4.06
4.04

3.98
3.95
3.85
3.83
3.70
3.57

3.06
2.23
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Murder index, per 104, 000 EH{kf5

Rank inhabitants, 2001 #
1 | KAWASAKI | 1.1] 6.61 |
2 Grand Rapids 2.1 6.31
3 Boston 2.4 6.22
4 Portland 2.4 6.22
5 Minneapolis 2.6 6.16
6 Seattle 3.0 6.04
7 Austin 3.2 5.98
8 San Diego 3.2 5.98
9 Providence 3.7 5.83
10 Hartford 3.9 5.77
11 Orlando 4.2 5.68
12 Salt Lake City 4.3 5.65
13 Pittsburgh 4.4 5.63
West Palm
14 Beach 4.4 5.63
15 Denver 4.5 5.60
16 Rochester 4.7 5.54
17 Cleveland 4.8 5.51
18 San Francisco 4.8 5.51
19 Tampa 5.0 5.45
20 Raleigh 5.1 5.42
21 New York 5.2 5.39
22 Sacramento 5.2 5.39
23 Chicago 5.3 5.36
24 Greensboro 5.4 5.33
25 Cincinnati 5.7 5.24
26 Louisville 5.9 5.18

Source : Calculated based on data from US Department of Housing and

Rank

27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39

40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51

Urban Development and Census of Population.

BUSKRPFARTBORIIE L >~ ¥ —fsCE 5295 GAARRD

Oklahoma City
Nashville
Columbus
Buffalo
Norfolk

San Antonio
Charlotte
Kansas City
Atlanta
Indianapolis
Philadelphia
Houston
Jacksonville

Miami
Washington
Dallas
Milwaukee
Phoenix

St. Louis
Las Vegas
Detroit
Richmond
Los Angeles
Memphis
New Orleans

ERUE

%k
5.9
6.0
6.2
6.3
6.8
6.9
7.5
7.5
7.9
7.9
8.1
8.3
8.4

8.4
8.4
8.7
8.9
8.9
9.1
10.5
10.7
10.8
11.1
15.5
20.0

200647 H ( 25 )
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Grand Rapids
Cleveland
Columbus
Kansas City
Buffalo
Milwaukee
Rochester
Cincinnati
St. Louis
Pittsburgh
Austin
Dallas
Houston
San Antonio
Indianapolis
Chicago
Atlanta
Louisville
Nashville
Charlotte
Greensboro
Raleigh
Memphis
Oklahoma
City

New Orleans

A2 —%ybAR
&S RBEATERITEREREBEEBRE]
FZE)NR DT — 522 )
% of households with Internet  IFEH{bHE
Rank access, 2001 5 Rank
1 Seattle 60.4 7.12 27
2 | KAWASAKI 59.7 | 6.96 | 28
3 Portland 58.54 6.70 29
4 Denver 58.5 6.69 30
5 Boston 55.59 6.03 31
6 Minneapolis 55.42 5.99 32
7 Los Angeles 55.3 5.96 33
8 Sacramento 55.3 5.96 34
9 San Diego 55.3 5.96 35
10 San Francisco 55.3 5.96 36
11 Hartford 55 5.90 37
12 Richmond 54.9 5.87 38
13 Norfolk 54.78 5.85 39
14 Salt Lake City 54.1 5.69 40
15 Providence 53.46 5.55 41
16 New York 52.8 5.40 42
17 Jacksonville 52.8 5.40 43
18 Miami 52.8 5.40 44
19 Orlando 52.8 5.40 45
20 Tampa 52.8 5.40 46
21 West Palm Beach 52.8 5.40 47
22  Washington 52.44 5.32 48
23 Las Vegas 52.44 5.32 49
24 Phoenix 51.9 5.20 50
25 Philadelphia 51.57 5.12 51
26  Detroit 51.2 5.04

51.2
50.9
50.9
50.3
50.2
50.2
50.2
49.55
49.21
48.7
47.7
47.7
47.7
47.7
47.3
46.98
46.7
44.88
44.8
44.55
44.5
44.5
44.25

43.8
40.2

IEME
itk
5.04
4.97
4.97
4.83
4.81
4.81
4.81
4.67
4.59
4.47
4.25
4.25
4.25
4.25
4.16
4.08
4.02
3.61
3.59
3.54
3.52
3.52
3.47

3.37
2.55

Source: National Telecommunications and Information Administration. Estimated

as a weighted average of the component state data.
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Median household gross Neysikle ERE
Rank rent, 2000 KLV 5%k Rank FaK
1 Pittsburgh 480.0 6.71 27 Charlotte 628.0 5.08
Salt Lake
2 Oklahoma City 485.0 6.66 28 City 632.0 5.04
3 Louisville 495.0 6.55 29 Minneapolis 645.0 4.90
4 Buffalo 514.0 6.34 30 Hartford 646.0 4.89
5 Cincinnati 519.8 6.27 31 Philadelphia 653.8 4.80
6 New Orleans 522.0 6.25 32 Dallas 656.3 4.77
7 St. Louis 533.0 6.13 33 Chicago 660.6 4.73
8 Providence 540.0 6.05 34 Portland 663.9 4.69
9 Greensboro 548.0 5.96 35 Phoenix 667.0 4.66
10 Cleveland 557.6 5.86 36 Sacramento 673.1 4.59
11 Grand Rapids 559.0 5.84 37 Raleigh 678.0 4.54
12 San Antonio 568.0 5.74 38 Orlando 691.0 4.39
13 Memphis 569.0 5.73 39 Miami 695.1 4.35
14 Indianapolis 584.0 5.57 40 Las Vegas 701.0 4.28
15 Kansas City 586.0 5.55 41 Denver 708.5 4.20
16  Milwaukee 590.2 5.50 42 Austin 721.0 4.06
17 Columbus 594.0 5.46 43  Seattle 723.6 4.03
18 Detroit 594.9 5.45 44  Boston 732.8 3.93
West Palm
19 Rochester 602.0 5.37 45 Beach 738.0 3.88
Los
20 Houston 606.0 5.33 46 Angeles 744.5 3.81
21 | KAWASAKI |609.8]  5.28 47 Atlanta 745.0  3.80
22 Nashville 613.0 5.25 48 Washington 749.7 3.75
23 Tampa 618.0 5.19 49 San Diego 764.0 3.59
24 Jacksonville 620.0 5.17 50 New York 768.9 3.54
San
25  Norfolk 620.0 5.17 51 Francisco 986.3 1.15
26  Richmond 621.0 5.16

Source : Calculated based on data from US Department of Housing and Urban
Development.
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Percent of population without EfHAE
Rank health insurance, 2002 a4
1 Minneapolis 7.96 6.73
2 Milwaukee 9.80 6.29
3 Providence 9.82 6.28
4 Boston 9.90 6.26
5 Hartford 10.50 6.12
6 Nashville 10.80 6.05
7 Kansas City 11.12 5.97
8 Pittsburgh 11.30 5.93
9 Memphis 11.65 5.84
10 Detroit 11.70 5.83
11  Grand Rapids 11.70 5.83
12 Cleveland 11.90 5.78
13 Columbus 11.90 5.78
14 Philadelphia 11.96 5.77
15 | KAWASAKI 11.98 5.76
16 St. Louis 12.18 5.72
17 Cincinnati 12.25 5.70
18 Washington 12.46 5.65
19 Indianapolis 13.10 5.50
20 Salt Lake City 13.40 5.42
21  Louisville 13.49 5.40
22 Richmond 13.50 5.40
23 Norfolk 13.54 5.39
24 Chicago 13.96 5.29
25 Seattle 14.20 5.23
26 Portland 14.54 5.15

Source: US Census Bureau. Estimated as
a weighted average of the component state data.

Rank

27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37

38
39
40

41

42
43
44

45

46
47
48
49
50

o1

New York
Buffalo
Rochester
Atlanta
Denver
Charlotte
Greensboro
Phoenix
Raleigh
Jacksonville
Miami
Oklahoma
City
Orlando
Tampa
West Palm
Beach

Los
Angeles
Sacramento
San Diego
San
Francisco
New
Orleans
Las Vegas
Austin
Dallas
Houston
San
Antonio
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14.74
15.80
15.80
16.10
16.10
16.37
16.80
16.80
16.80
17.30
17.30

17.30
17.30
17.30

17.30
18.20
18.20
18.20
18.20
18.40
19.42
25.80
25.80
25.80

25.80

2R R

Rk

itk
5.10
4.85
4.85
4.78
4.78
4.71
4.61
4.61
4.61
4.49
4.49

4.49
4.49
4.49

4.49

4.27
4.27
4.27

4.27

4.23
3.98
2.45
2.45
2.45

2.45
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High school finishers as % of 18 year e e
Rank olds, school year 1999-00 # Rank #
Oklahoma
1 | KAWASAKI 98.81 9.05 27 City 62.79 4.81
2 Hartford 81.49 7.01 28 Detroit 62.34 4.75
3 Cleveland 78.45 6.65 29 Chicago 62.15 473
4 Salt Lake City 77.59 6.55 30 Dallas 61.62 4.67
5 Minneapolis 76.08 6.37 31 Philadelphia  61.40 4.64
6 Pittsburgh 75.05 6.25 32 Charlotte 61.34 4.64
7 Kansas City 72.95 6.01 33 Denver 61.19 4.62
8 Sacramento 71.41 5.82 34 Las Vegas 61.04 4.60
Los
9 Washington 70.64 5.73 35 Angeles 60.80 457
10 Milwaukee 69.92 5.65 36 New York 60.51 4.54
11 Rochester 69.66 5.62 37 Orlando 60.30 451
12 Boston 68.94 5.53 38 Cincinnati 59.68 444
13 Richmond 68.82 5.52 39 Atlanta 59.43 441
West Palm
14 Indianapolis 68.82 5.52 40 Beach 57.30 416
New
15 Portland 68.66 5.50 41 Orleans 57.27 4.16
16 Norfolk 67.74 5.39 42 Tampa 56.95 412
17 St. Louis 66.37 5.23 43  Memphis 56.89 411
18 Houston 66.09 5.20 44 Providence 56.65 4.08
19 Buffalo 65.55 5.13 45 Phoenix 56.27 4.04
20  Columbus 64.75 5.04 46 Austin 56.24 4.04
21 Seattle 64.10 4.96 47 Jacksonville  55.11 3.90
22 San Antonio 64.10 4.96 48 Greensboro  53.94 3.76
23 Louisville 63.68 4.91 49 Miami 53.64 3.73
24 Grand Rapids 63.43 488 50 Raleigh 52.55 3.60
25 San Francisco 63.14 4.85 51 Nashville 48.84 3.16
26 San Diego 63.07 484

Source : Calculated based on data from National Center
for Education Statistics and US Census Bureau.
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Percent of population aged 25 and over
that graduated from EHAEE ERE
Rank high school, 2002 % ¥ Rank ek
1 Minneapolis 90.58 7.1 27 Detroit 82.96 5.1
2 Seattle 89.47 6.8 28 Buffalo 82.96 5.1
3 Salt Lake City 87.48 6.3 29 Orlando 82.77 5.1
4 Kansas City 86.72 6.1 30 Richmond 82.62 5.1
5 Denver 86.65 6.1 31 San Diego 82.58 5.0
6 Portland 86.22 6.0 32  Cincinnati 82.57 5.0
7 Columbus 85.81 5.9 33 Phoenix 81.93 4.9
8 Boston 85.66 5.8 34 Philadelphia 81.91 4.9
9 Raleigh 85.39 5.8 35 Tampa 81.46 4.8
10 Pittsburgh 85.06 5.7 36 Nashville 81.40 4.7
11 Washington 84.93 5.7 37 Louisville 81.29 4.7
12 Austin 84.79 5.6 38 Chicago 81.11 4.7
13 Norfolk 84.66 5.6 39 Charlotte 80.46 4.5
14 Grand Rapids 84.56 5.6 40 Dallas 79.92 4.4
15 Sacramento 84.56 5.6 41  Memphis 79.81 4.3
16 Rochester 84.35 5.5 42 New York 79.40 4.2
17  Milwaukee 84.33 5.5 43 Las Vegas 79.24 4.2
18 Atlanta 83.99 5.4 44  Greensboro 78.56 4.0
19 Indianapolis 83.97 5.4 45 New Orleans 77.66 3.8
20 San Francisco 83.93 5.4 46 San Antonio 77.30 3.7
21 Oklahoma City 83.64 5.3 47 Houston 76.36 3.4
22 Jacksonville 83.63 5.3 48 Providence 76.04 3.4
23 West Palm Beach 83.57 5.3 49 Miami 73.93 2.8
24  Hartford 83.56 5.3 50 Los Angeles 72.99 2.6
25 Cleveland 83.53 53| 51[KAWASAKI | 70.70| 2.0
26 St. Louis 83.39 5.3

Source: Calculated based on data from Census of Population.
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Rank

CO 1 O Ul = W DN

e e e
D Ul W N = O O

17
18
19
20

21
22
23
24
25
26

FBRE A MERRR

neEH
¥oEE
st Et
HER:
B
v e

% of labor force represented by

unions, 2001
Greensboro
Raleigh
Charlotte
Austin

Dallas
Houston

San Antonio
Phoenix
Atlanta

Salt Lake City
Jacksonville
Miami
Orlando
Tampa

West Palm Beach
Norfolk

Richmond
Denver
Memphis
New Orleans

Nashville
Oklahoma City
Louisville
Kansas City
Washington
Indianapolis

4.00
4.00
4.21
6.50
6.50
6.50
6.50
6.60
7.00
7.50
7.60
7.60
7.60
7.60
7.60
7.75

7.80
9.00
10.08
10.30

10.50
10.60
11.92
12.66
12.98
14.50

EBUE

Rtk
6.54
6.54
6.51
6.15
6.15
6.15
6.15
6.13
6.07
5.99
5.97
5.97
5.97
5.97
5.97
5.95

5.94
5.75
5.58
5.54

5.51
5.49
5.28
5.16
5.11
4.87

EHME
Rank EiE 4
27 Boston 15.03 4.79
28 Las Vegas 15.71 4.68
29 St. Louis 15.91 4.65
30 Milwaukee 16.40 4.57
31 Cincinnati 16.55 4.54
32 Pittsburgh 16.60 4.54
33 Portland 17.13 4.45
34  Providence 17.38 4.41
35 Philadelphia 17.38 4.41
36 Hartford 17.80 4.35
37 Cleveland 17.90 4.33
38 Columbus 17.90 4.33
39 Minneapolis 18.24 4.28
40 Los Angeles 18.90 4.17
41 Sacramento 18.90 4.17
42 San Diego 18.90 4.17
San
43 Francisco 18.90 4.17
44 Seattle 20.00 4.00
45 Chicago 20.11 3.98
46 Detroit 22.00 3.68
Grand

47 Rapids 22.00 3.68
48 New York 23.95 3.37
49 | KAWASAKI 26.10 3.02
50 Buffalo 26.60 2.94
51 Rochester 26.60 2.94

Source: Calculated based on data from Census of Population.
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EH
Unemployment payments per unemployed  {bfg
Rank  worker, 2000 #
1 | KAWASAKI 1656.00 6.37
2 New Orleans 1673.15 6.36
3 Atlanta 1930.76 6.19
4 Richmond 1941.84 6.18
5 Phoenix 2000.93 6.14
6 Orlando 2343.57 5.92
7 San Antonio 2381.90 5.89
8 Norfolk 2405.59 5.88
9 Jacksonville 2474.99 5.83
10 Denver 2490.42 5.82
11 Austin 2531.03 5.79
12 Washington 2603.81 5.74
13 Los Angeles 2651.36 5.71
14 Houston 2699.25 5.68
15 Oklahoma City 2779.72 5.63
16  Miami 2790.70 5.62
17 Memphis 2798.35 5.62
18 Tampa 2891.31 5.55
19 West Palm Beach 3023.10 5.47
20 San Diego 3097.48 5.42
21 Cincinnati 3131.86 5.40
22 Cleveland 3171.05 5.37
23 Columbus 3196.20 5.35
24 Indianapolis 3282.76 5.30
25 Salt Lake City 3306.97 5.28
26 St. Louis 3383.01 5.23

Rank

27
28
29

30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42

43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51

Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics and Census of Population
as weighted average of the component state data.

Kansas
City

Dallas
Sacramento
San
Francisco
Raleigh
Charlotte
Louisville
Buffalo
Rochester
Greensboro
Nashville
Chicago
Las Vegas
Minneapolis
Portland
Milwaukee
Grand
Rapids

New York
Detroit
Philadelphia
Providence
Seattle
Pittsburgh
Hartford
Boston

. Estimated
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3404.41
3525.39
3545.74

3575.95
3585.73
3688.50
3740.95
3894.57
4027.43
4123.52
4162.04
4376.88
4611.56
4823.87
4909.60
4937.11

4956.36
4989.45
5154.09
5908.58
6074.40
6252.05
6543.24
8291.31
8567.89

S

ER
=5
#

5.22
5.14
5.12

5.10
5.10
5.03
4.99
4.89
4.80
4.74
4.72
4.57
4.42
4.28
4.22
4.20

4.19
4.17
4.06
3.56
3.45
3.34
3.14
1.99
1.81
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Unemployment rate, ERAE
Rank 2002 % e
1 Washington 3.7 6.94
2 Nashville 4.0 6.62
3 Richmond 4.0 6.62
Oklahoma
4 City 4.1 6.52
5 Norfolk 4.2 6.41
6 Minneapolis 4.3 6.31
7 San Antonio 4.3 6.31
8 Columbus 4.4 6.20
9 Hartford 4.5 6.10
10 Indianapolis 4.6 5.99
11 Tampa 4.6 5.99
12 Boston 4.8 5.78
13 Cincinnati 4.8 5.78
14 | KAWASAKI 5.0 5.57
15 Raleigh 5.1 5.47
16 Louisville 5.2 5.36
17 Memphis 5.2 5.36
18 Sacramento 5.2 5.36
19 Salt Lake City 5.2 5.36
20 Atlanta 5.3 5.26
21 Jacksonville 5.3 5.26
22 Orlando 5.3 5.26
23 Providence 5.3 5.26
24 New Orleans 5.4 5.15
25 Pittsburgh 5.4 5.15
26  Philadelphia 5.5 5.05

Source: US Bureau of Labor Statistics.

Rank

27
28
29

30
31
32
33
34
35

36
37
38
39

41
42

43
44
45
46

47
48
49
50
51

Austin
Kansas City
Las Vegas

Phoenix
Seattle
Denver
Houston
Rochester
San Diego
West Palm
Beach
Milwaukee
Buffalo

St. Louis
Detroit
Greensboro
Charlotte
Grand
Rapids
Cleveland
Chicago
Los Angeles
San
Francisco
Dallas
New York
Miami
Portland

5.7
5.7
5.7

5.7
5.7
5.9
5.9
5.9
5.9

5.9
6.0
6.1
6.1
6.2
6.2
6.3

6.4
6.5
6.7
6.8

6.8
7.1
7.3
7.7
7.8
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ERUE

%k
4.83
4.83
4.83

4.83
4.83
4.62
4.62
4.62
4.62

4.62
4.52
4.41
4.41
4.31
4.31
4.20

4.10
3.99
3.78
3.68

3.68
3.36
3.15
2.73
2.63
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Rank

S O B WD

16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

24

25
26
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Total fall enrollment in degree—granting institutions
per 1000 inhabitants,

2000

Salt Lake
City
Providence
Phoenix
Los Angeles
Sacramento
San Diego
San
Francisco
Boston
Denver
Kansas City
Minneapolis
Chicago

St. Louis
Milwaukee
Detroit
Grand
Rapids
Buffalo
Rochester
Seattle
Richmond
Norfolk
Portland

Indianapolis
Oklahoma
City
Greensboro
Raleigh

73.34
70.70
66.75
66.63
66.63
66.63

66.63
64.22
61.35
61.23
59.57
59.30
58.00
57.27
57.11

57.11
54.98
54.98
54.43
53.95
53.91
53.65

51.70

51.59

50.27
50.27

ERE

7.35
7.04
6.59
6.57
6.57
6.57

6.57
6.29
5.96
5.95
5.76
5.73
5.58
5.49
5.47

5.47
5.23
5.23
5.16
5.11
5.10
5.07

4.85

4.84

4.68
4.68

Source: Department of Education and US Census Bureau. Estimated

as a weighted average of the component state data.

EHME
FEtE
27 New Orleans 50.08 4.66
28 Charlotte 49.88 4.64
29 Pittsburgh 49.63 4.61
30 New York 49.59 4.60
31 Austin 49.59 4.60
32 Dallas 49.59 4.60
33 Houston 49.59 4.60
34 San Antonio 49.59 4.60
35 Washington 48.49 4.48
36 Cleveland 48.41 4.47
37 Columbus 48.41 4.47
38 Cincinnati 48.15 4.44
39 Louisville 47.71 4.39
40 Memphis 47.48 4.36
41 Philadelphia 47.41 4.35
42 Hartford 47.35 4.35
43 Nashville 46.39 4.23
44 Las Vegas 46.22 4.22
45 Jacksonville 44.28 3.99
46 Miami 44.28 3.99
47 Orlando 44.28 3.99
48 Tampa 44.28 3.99
West Palm
49 Beach 44.28 3.99
50 Atlanta 42.29 3.76
51 | KAWASAKI 24.21 1.67
21 #
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% of adults
aged 15-64
in the labor FEHAE
Rank force, 2000 FEk
1 | KAWASAKI 95.09 8.82
Grand
2 Rapids 87.44 7.10
3 Minneapolis 85.18 6.59
4 Kansas City 84.96 6.54
5 Louisville 83.33 6.17
6 Austin 82.84 6.06
7 Tampa 82.77 6.05
8 Orlando 81.59 5.78
9 Portland 81.16 5.68
10 Columbus 81.01 5.65
11 Milwaukee 80.88 5.62
12 Dallas 80.73 5.59
Salt Lake
13 City 80.53 5.54
San
14 Francisco 80.22 5.47
15 St. Louis 79.94 5.41
16 Cincinnati 79.89 5.40
17 Indianapolis 79.46 5.30
18 Atlanta 79.12 5.22
19 Denver 79.03 5.20
20 Detroit 79.02 5.20
21 Charlotte 78.71 5.13
22 Washington 78.21 5.02
23 Seattle 78.18 5.01
24  Rochester 77.99 4.97
25 Cleveland 77.97 4.97
26 Boston 77.95 4.96

Rank

27

28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38

39

40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51

West Palm
Beach

Nashville
Chicago
Greensboro
Richmond
Pittsburgh
Hartford
Raleigh
Sacramento
Los Angeles
Jacksonville
Houston

Philadelphia
Oklahoma
City

Buffalo
Memphis
San Diego
San Antonio
Providence
Las Vegas
Phoenix
Miami

New York
Norfolk
New Orleans

Source : Calculated based on data from Bureau of

Labor Statistics and Census of Population.

77.86

77.63
77.26
77.21
76.91
76.66
76.55
76.34
76.23
76.04
75.31
75.26

75.24

75.20
74.52
74.51
74.21
74.10
73.80
73.65
73.58
72.45
72.03
70.22
68.24
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4.94

4.89
4.81
4.79
4.73
4.67
4.65
4.60
4.57
4.53
4.37
4.36

4.35

4.34
4.19
4.19
4.12
4.09
4.03
3.99
3.98
3.72
3.63
3.22
2.78
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(36 ) 7 AV A50ERH & O g2 LT RN TH OB TSI E 5 £ 5%

WBOEENR | KEGR
(CPRL145E) | B#

% of population born
abroad, 2002

Miami 60.60
Los Angeles 41.30
San Diego 36.70
New York 36.00
Houston 28.10
San Antonio 27.90
Boston 27.00
Dallas 26.50
Sacramento 26.40
Chicago 22.60
Las Vegas 21.10
Phoenix 21.10
Denver 20.20
Austin 19.60
Minneapolis 17.60
San Francisco 17.20
Washington 14.60
Tampa 14.00
Portland 12.90
Raleigh 12.30
Charlotte 12.00
Salt Lake City 11.20
Oklahoma City 10.50
Philadelphia 10.00
Milwaukee 9.50
Nashville 9.00

Source: US Census Bureau.

1IEMHE

%k
8.79
7.26
6.90
6.84
6.22
6.20
6.13
6.09
6.08
5.78
5.66
5.66
5.59
5.54
5.38

5.35
5.15
5.10
5.01
4.96
4.94

4.88
4.82
4.78
4.74
4.70

EHE
Rank Ei=Ee
27 Jacksonville 8.50 4.66
28 Columbus 8.10 4.63
29 Cleveland 7.60 4.59
30 Pittsburgh 7.30 4.57
31 Detroit 6.40 4.50
32 Atlanta 6.30 4.49
33 Cincinnati 6.20 4.48
34 Kansas City 5.80 4.45
35 Seattle 5.70 4.44
36 Indianapolis 4.90 4.38
37 Buffalo 4.70 4.36
38 Memphis 4.20 4.32
39 New Orleans 3.40 4.26
40 Louisville 3.20 4.24
41 | KAWASAKI 1.98 4.14
West Palm
42 Beach 0.17 4.00
43 Providence 0.12 4.00
44 Orlando 0.12 4.00
45 Hartford 0.10 4.00
46 Greensboro 0.06 3.99
47 Rochester 0.06 3.99
Grand
48 Rapids 0.05 3.99
49 Richmond 0.05 3.99
50 Norfolk 0.04 3.99
51 St. Louis 0.03 3.99
21 #
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Infant mortality rate, deaths
per 1000 live EHE
Rank births, 1994 etk
1| KAWASAKI | 4.96]  6.98]
2 Providence 5.20 6.82
3 Austin 5.30 6.76
4 Boston 5.70 6.50
5 Seattle 6.00 6.31
San
6 Francisco 6.10 6.24
Salt Lake
7 City 6.40 6.05
8 Portland 6.50 5.99
9 San Diego 6.60 5.92
10 Dallas 6.80 5.79
11 Denver 6.90 5.73
12 Los Angeles 6.90 5.73
13 Minneapolis 7.00 5.66
14 Orlando 7.10 5.60
15 Jacksonville 7.20 5.53
Oklahoma
16 City 7.30 5.47
17 Rochester 7.40 5.41
18 Las Vegas 7.50 5.34
19 Sacramento 7.50 5.34
20 San Antonio 7.50 5.34
21 Kansas City 7.60 5.28
22 Columbus 7.80 5.15
23 Miami 7.80 5.15
Grand
24  Rapids 7.90 5.08
25 New York 7.90 5.08
26 Buffalo 8.00 5.02

Source: US Census Bureau.

28

29
30
31

32

33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41

42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49

50
51

Houston
Phoenix
West Palm
Beach
Nashville
Pittsburgh

St. Louis

Atlanta
Indianapolis
Raleigh
Tampa
Philadelphia
Louisville
Norfolk
Washington
Charlotte

Cincinnati
Hartford
Detroit

New Orleans
Chicago
Richmond
Greensboro
Milwaukee

Cleveland
Memphis

8.00
8.10

8.10
8.20
8.40

8.40

8.50
8.50
8.80
8.80
8.90
9.20
9.20
9.20
9.30

9.30
9.30
9.50
9.50
9.70
9.80
9.90
9.90

10.10
14.00
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Rtk
5.02
4.95

4.95
4.89
4.76

4.76

4.70
4.70
4.50
4.50
4.44
4.25
4.25
4.25
4.18

4.18
4.18
4.05
4.05
3.92
3.86
3.79
3.79

3.67
1.15
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Rate of Nonfederal Physicians per
100,000 inhabitants, 2002

Boston
Buffalo
Rochester

New York
Providence
Hartford
Pittsburgh
Philadelphia
Washington
Detroit
Grand Rapids
Cleveland
Columbus
Chicago
Minneapolis
St. Louis
Cincinnati
New Orleans
Richmond
Seattle
Norfolk

Los Angeles

Sacramento
San Diego
San Francisco
Jacksonville

411.61
399.67
399.67

376.61
375.48
368.21
334.83
330.32
318.52
280.55
280.55
278.79
278.79
276.31
269.15
268.59
267.20
260.07
259.86
259.70
259.69

258.20

258.20
258.20
258.20
256.64

EM ER
{b+s =
% Rank '
7.62 27 Miami 256.64 4.82
7.40 28 Orlando 256.64  4.82
7.40 29 Tampa 256.64 4.82
West Pal m
6.99 30 Beach 256.64 4.82
6.97 31 Nashville 256.29 4.81
6.84 32 Portland 255.28 4.79
6.23 33 Milwaukee  252.63 4.75
6.15 34 Denver 252.01 4.74
5.94 35 Kansas City 251.27 4.72
5.25 36 Memphis 246.95 4.64
5.25 37 Greenshoro 245.85 4.62
5.22 38 Raleigh 245.85 4.62
5.22 39 Charlotte 243.76 4.59
5.17 40 Louisville 224.04 4.23
5.05 41 Indianapolis 218.59 4.13
5.04 42 Phoenix 218.31 4.13
5.01 43 Austin 216.72 4.10
4.88 44 Dallas 216.72 4.10
4.88 45 Houston 216.72 4.10
4.87 46 San Antonio 216.72 4.10
4.87 47 Atlanta 214.98 4.07
Salt Lake
4.85 48 City 207.10 3.92
Oklahoma
4.85 49 City 202.42 3.84
4.85 50 Las Vegas 190.92 3.63
4.85| 51 | KAWASAKI | 135.49 | 2.63 |
4.82

Source : Calculated based on Kaiser Family Foundation’s State Health Facts
Estimated as a weighted average of the component state data.
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HER
New patents issued per 100,000 Neysikle
Rank  inhabitants, 2000 e

1 Rochester 145.31 8.40
2 Austin 137.08 8.14
3 San Francisco 136.83 8.13
4 | KAWASAKI 94.85 6.78
5 Raleigh 84.94 6.47
6 Minneapolis 75.94 6.18
7 Boston 64.49 5.81
8 San Diego 61.97 5.73
9 Cincinnati 48.44 5.30
10 Denver 47.27 5.26
11 Detroit 46.42 5.23
12 Portland 44.2 5.16
13 Hartford 43.54 5.14
14 Seattle 40.91 5.06
15 Dallas 39.31 5.00
16  Philadelphia 38.81 4.99
17 West Palm Beach 38.4 4.98
18 Phoenix 38.23 4.97
19 Houston 38.14 4.97
20  Milwaukee 37.86 4.96
21 New York 37.79 4.96
22 Salt Lake City 37.17 4.94
23 Cleveland 36.76 4.92
24 Indianapolis 35.4 4.88
25 Grand Rapids 35.36 4.88
26 Pittsburgh 34.7 4.86

Rank
27
28
29

30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38

39
40
41

42
43
44

45
46
47
48
49

50
ol

Chicago
Buffalo

St. Louis
Los
Angeles
Atlanta
Washington
Providence
Columbus
Sacramento
Greensboro
Charlotte
Tampa

San
Antonio
Miami
Louisville
Kansas
City
Memphis
Richmond
Oklahoma
City
Orlando
Jacksonville
Nashville
Las Vegas
New
Orleans
Norfolk

34.34
30.29
28.92

28.06
27.09
26.76
24.34

23.1
22.86
18.99
18.35
16.94

16.42
16.19
16.11

15.78
15.2
15.19

13.95
13.03

12.4
11.95
11.95

10.42
8.45

Source : Calculated based on data from Patent and Trademark Office and US

Census Bureau.
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fatk
4.85
4.72
4.67

4.64
4.61
4.60
4.53
4.49
4.48
4.35
4.33
4.29

4.27
4.26
4.26

4.25
4.23
4.23

4.19
4.16
4.14
4.13
4.13

4.08
4.02
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per 100,000
inhabitants, 2001

Boston

Salt Lake City
Providence
Denver
Buffalo
Rochester
Richmond
Norfolk

New York

Pittsburgh
Washington
Hartford
Philadelphia
Kansas City
Milwaukee
Los Angeles
Sacramento
San Diego
San Francisco
Indianapolis
Minneapolis
Detroit

Grand Rapids
Greensboro
Raleigh

HERF
ERr
Science and engineering graduate students, per 100,000 inhabitants, 2001
EHE BRI
NE=E 4 fa%
Oklahoma
358.33 7.81 27 City 197.36 5.05
338.19 7.47 28 St. Louis 196.60 5.03
328.90 7.31 29 Portland 195.76 5.02
294.84 6.72 30 Seattle 194.05 4.99
264.49 6.20 31 Chicago 184.93 4.83
264.49 6.20 32 Cleveland 182.07 4.78
251.88 5.98 33  Columbus 182.07 4.78
251.29 5.97 34 Cincinnati 174.04 4.64
230.97 5.62 35 Phoenix 160.38 4.41
New
229.42 5.60 36 Orleans 157.26 4.36
223.71 5.50 37 Austin 153.67 4.29
218.85 5.41 38 Dallas 153.67 4.29
216.31 5.37 39 Houston 153.67 4.29
211.34 5.29 40 San Antonio  153.67 4.29
211.26 5.28 41 Nashville 151.94 4.26
206.60 5.20 42 Louisville 151.29 4.25
206.60 5.20 43  Memphis 150.32 4.24
206.60 5.20 44 Atlanta 144.32 4.13
206.60 5.20 45 Jacksonville  120.33 3.72
206.51 5.20 46  Miami 120.33 3.72
206.45 5.20 47 Orlando 120.33 3.72
202.43 5.13 48 Tampa 120.33 3.72
West Palm
202.43 5.13 49 Beach 120.33 3.72
202.30 5.13 50 Las Vegas 83.87 3.09
202.30  5.13[ 51| KAWASAKI| 65.92] 2.79
199.37 5.08

Charlotte

Source: National Science Foundation and US Census Bureau. Estimated as a
weighted average of the component state data.
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% of scientists and engineers in the labor  {LFg e
Rank force, 1999 % P Rank b
1 Boston 17.63 7.85 27 Atlanta 8.50  4.77
OKklahoma
2 Washington 17.20 7.71 28 City 8.47  4.76
3 Denver 14.67 6.85 29 Chicago 8.23  4.68
4 Greensboro 13.31 6.40 30 Austin 8.19  4.67
5 Raleigh 13.31 6.40 31 Dallas 8.19  4.67
6 Charlotte 12.66 6.18 32 Houston 8.19 4.67
Salt Lake
7 San Francisco 12.40 6.09 33 City 8.19 4.67
8 Buffalo 12.17 6.01 34 Phoenix 8.15  4.66
9 Rochester 12.17 6.01 35 Cleveland 7.62 4.48
10 Hartford 11.81 5.89 36 Columbus 7.62 4.48
11 New York 11.08 5.64 37 Pittsburgh 7.50  4.44
12 Minneapolis 10.82 5.56 38 Indianapolis 7.39  4.40
13 Norfolk 10.67 5.51 39 Cincinnati 7.22  4.34
14 Richmond 10.64 5.50 40 Nashville 6.71 4.17
15 Portland 10.56 5.47 41  Memphis 6.55 4.12
16 Providence 10.53 5.46 42 Jacksonville 5.86 3.88
17 Los Angeles 10.30 5.38 43  Miami 5.86 3.88
18 Sacramento 10.30 5.38 44 Orlando 5.86 3.88
19 San Antonio 10.30 5.38 45 Tampa 5.86 3.88
West Palm
20 San Diego 10.30 5.38 46 Beach 5.86  3.88
21 Kansas City 9.78 5.21 47  Louisville 5.57 3.79
22 Detroit 9.14  4.99 48 Milwaukee 5.12 3.63
New
23 Grand Rapids 9.14  4.99 49 Orleans 4.95 3.58
24 Seattle 8.93 4.92[ 50| KAWASAKI| 4.73] 3.50 |
25 St. Louis 8.73 4.85 51 Las Vegas 4.27 3.35
26 Philadelphia 8.52  4.78

Source: National Science Foundation and Bureau of Labor Statistics. Estimated
weighted average of the component state data.
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Bank deposits per ERAE
Rank capita,1996 AT
1 | KAWASAKI 30041.9 9.63
2 New York 19945.9 7.16
3 Hartford 17652.2 6.60
4 Richmond 16264.8 6.26
5 Boston 16161.1 6.23
6 Pittsburgh 16121.4 6.22
7 Providence 15438.5 6.06
8 Philadelphia 14572.4 5.84
9 Greensboro 13555.6 5.60
10 Chicago 13510.5 5.59
11 Charlotte 13154.3 5.50
12 San Francisco 12992.1 5.46
13 Buffalo 12474.4 5.33
14 Miami 12381.0 5.31
15 Milwaukee 12328.1 5.30
16 Louisville 12217.9 5.27
17 Nashville 11833.3 5.17
18 St. Louis 11591.7 5.12
19 Columbus 11474.2 5.09
20 Atlanta 11285.7 5.04
21 Tampa 11079.1 4.99
22 Kansas City 10838.5 4.93
23 Cincinnati 10807.2 4.92
24 West Palm Beach 10571.5 4.87
25 Minneapolis 10382.8 4.82
26 Cleveland 10203.6 4.78

Rank

27
28
29
30
31
32

33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41

42
43

44

45
46
47

48
49
50
51

Source: Calculated based on data from Census Bureau.

Grand
Rapids
Dallas
Seattle
Indianapolis
Rochester
Memphis
New
Orleans
Raleigh
Detroit
Washington
Houston
Phoenix
Denver
Portland
Jacksonville
Oklahoma
City
Orlando
Los
Angeles
Salt Lake
City

Las Vegas
Austin

San
Antonio
San Diego
Sacramento
Norfolk

(42 ) 7 AV A50ERH & O g2l LT RN R TS I 5 £ 5%

10040.3
9787.7
9783.7
9745.5
9638.1
9612.4

9523.3
9338.7
9153.1
9014.8
8649.6
8623.2
8604.4
8513.2
8393.0

8263.3
8082.1

7822.3

7665.7
6789.2
6648.0

6618.6
6545.8
5954.5
5466.0

2R R

1E#M
IR

&

4.74
4.67
4.67
4.66
4.64
4.63

4.61
4.56
4.52
4.48
4.40
4.39
4.38
4.36
4.33

4.30
4.26

4.19

4.15
3.94
3.91

3.90
3.88
3.74
3.62
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HE
Venture capital as % of
GMP,1999 %
San Francisco 5.5
Seattle 2.7
Austin 1.8
Boston 1.5
Raleigh 1.4
Denver 1.2
San Diego 1.0
Providence 0.5
Grand Rapids 0.5
Washington 0.4
Portland 0.4
Atlanta 0.4
Minneapolis 0.4
Los Angeles 0.4
Orlando 0.3
St. Louis 0.3
New York 0.3
Las Vegas 0.3
Miami 0.3
Rochester 0.3
Nashville 0.2
Chicago 0.2
Philadelphia 0.2
Phoenix 0.2
Dallas 0.2
Sacramento 0.2

ev:)

== EHAE

bg Rank Ei=E4

10.74 27 Pittsburgh 0.2 4.72
7.56 28 Hartford 0.2 4.72
6.54 29 Louisville 0.2 4.72
6.20 30 Salt Lake City 0.1 4.61
West Palm
6.08 31 Beach 0.1 4.61
5.86 32 Houston 0.1 4.61
5.63 33 Charlotte 0.1 4.61
5.06 34 San Antonio 0.1 4.61
5.06 35 Cincinnati 0.1 4.61
OKklahoma

4.95 36 City 0.1 4.61
4.95 37 Tampa 0.1 4.61
4.95 38 Buffalo 0.1 4.61
4.95 39 Milwaukee 0.1 4.61
4.95 40 New Orleans 0.1 4.61
4.83 41 Cleveland 0.0 4.49
4.83 42 Columbus 0.0 4.49
4.83 43 Detroit 0.0 4.49
4.83 44 Jacksonville 0.0 4.49
4.83 45 Kansas City 0.0 4.49
4.83 46  Norfolk 0.0 4.49
4.72 47 Richmond 0.0 4.49
4.72 48 Indianapolis 0.0 4.49
4.72 49 Greensboro 0.0 4.49
4.72 50 Memphis 0.0 4.49
4.72 [ 51 | KAWASAKI 0.0] 4.9
4.72

Source: Progress we Policy Institute and Center for Regional Economic Issues.
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Exports per IEHAEEE E#MbE

Rank capita, 1999 Ky 35 Rank 5
1 Seattle 9708.6 9.13 27 Louisville 2378.8 4.81
2 San Francisco 6912.8 7.49 28 Philadelphia 2362.1 4.80
3 Detroit 5653.2 6.74 29 Los Angeles 2299.9 4.77
| 4| KAWASAKI | 4892.4 | 6.29 | 30 Atlanta 1963.8 4.57
5 Richmond 4771.3 6.22 31 Buffalo 1948.5 4.56
6 Portland 4377.5 5.99 32 Charlotte 1941.1 4.55
7 Minneapolis 4317.8 5.96 33 St. Louis 1899.2 4.53
8 Austin 4303.0 5.95 34 Kansas City 1882.9 4.52
9 Houston 4220.9 5.90 35 New Orleans 1845.3 4.50
10 Rochester 4049.9 5.80 36 Salt Lake City 1772.4 4.46
11  Miami 3862.8 5.69 37 Pittsburgh 1690.2 4.41
12 Greensboro 3657.1 5.57 38 Nashville 1567.4 4.33
13 Cincinnati 3513.7 5.48 39 Providence 1380.9 4.22
14 Hartford 3377.3 5.40 40 Sacramento 1342.7 4.20
15 Indianapolis 3375.5 5.40 41 Columbus 1320.3 4.19
16 San Diego 3177.7 5.28 42 Washington 1296.6 4.17
17 Grand Rapids 3094.4 5.23 43 San Antonio 1280.4 4.16
18 Memphis 2837.1 5.08 44 Tampa 1055.1 4.03
19 Boston 2816.4 5.07 45 Orlando 977.2 3.99
20 Cleveland 2783.5 5.05 46 Denver 957.1 3.97
West Palm
21 Raleigh 2696.7 5.00 47 Beach 903.7 3.94
22 New York 2538.2 4.91 48 Norfolk 889.6 3.93
23 Chicago 2507.6 4.89 49  Jacksonville 754.4 3.85
24 Phoenix 2499.1 4.88 50 Oklahoma City 502.7 3.71
25 Dallas 2476.7 4.87 51 Las Vegas 500.0 3.70
26  Milwaukee 2403.1 4.83

Source : Calculated based on data from International Trade Administration and
US Census Bureau.
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Net firm creation per 100,000 FEHEAL FEHE{R,
Rank inhabitants, 1998-99 gk Rank ¥
1 Las Vegas 92.1 8.04 27 Norfolk 4.2 4.68
2 Boston 55.1 6.63 28 Columbus 2.7 4.63
3 West Palm Beach 54.2 6.59 29 Providence 2.1 4.60
4 Raleigh 53.3 6.56 30 Tampa 1.9 4.60
Grand
5 Atlanta 50.0 6.43 31 Rapids 1.8 4.59
6 Charlotte 46.8 6.31 32 Philadelphia 1.8 4.59
7 Denver 44.1 6.21 33  Richmond 0.8 4.55
8 Minneapolis 43.3 6.18 34 Milwaukee -1.4 4.47
Salt Lake
9 San Francisco 40.6 6.07 35 City -2.5 4.43
10 Orlando 39.3 6.02 36 Indianapolis -2.6 4.42
11 Sacramento 38.3 5.98 37 Rochester -3.0 4.41
12 Austin 35.2 5.87 38 Detroit -6.2 4.29
13 San Antonio 31.3 5.72 39 Cleveland -6.5 4.27
14 Seattle 30.1 5.67 40 Cincinnati -6.8 4.26
15 Phoenix 30.0 5.67 41 Miami -7.4 4.24
Oklahoma
16 Los Angeles 27.7 5.58 42 City -7.6 4.23
17 Kansas City 22.0 5.36 43 San Diego -8.2 4.21
18 St. Louis 16.9 5.17 44 Pittsburgh -8.9 4.18
19 Jacksonville 14.5 5.08 45 Nashville -9.5 4.16
New
20  Washington 13.2 5.03 46 Orleans -12.5 4.05
21 Chicago 12.7 5.01 47 Hartford -14.0 3.99
22 Greensboro 12.5 5.00 48 Memphis -15.2 3.94
23 Houston 12.3 4.99 49 Louisville -17.2 3.87
24 Portland 10.9 4.94 50 Buffalo -28.6 3.43
25 New York 10.2 491 51|[KAWASAKI| -60.2] 2.22
26 Dallas 4.3 4.69

Source: Calculated based on data from US Census Bureau.
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Electricity prices, $ per but,

2000 rv
Seattle 12.7
Louisville 13.0
Portland 14.1
Salt Lake City 14.3
Indianapolis 15.2
Nashville 16.4
Memphis 16.7
Milwaukee 16.8
Minneapolis 17.2
Oklahoma City 17.3
Denver 17.3
Richmond 17.4
Norfolk 17.4
Cincinnati 17.5
Washington 17.6
Kansas City 17.9
Atlanta 18.3
St. Louis 18.3
Las Vegas 18.4
Charlotte 18.7
Cleveland 18.8
Columbus 18.8
Greensboro 19.0
Raleigh 19.0
New Orleans 19.1
Austin 19.2

Source: Energy Information Administration and Census Bureau. Estimated as a

weighted average of the component state data.

ERIb EHE
R Rank R

6.36 27 Dallas 19.2 5.31
6.31 28 Houston 19.2 5.31
6.13 29 San Antonio 19.2 5.31
6.10 30 Chicago 20.0 5.18
5.95 31 Jacksonville 20.2 5.15
5.76 32 Miami 20.2 5.15
5.71 33 Orlando 20.2 5.15
5.70 34 Tampa 20.2 5.15

West Palm
5.63 35 Beach 20.2 5.15
5.62 36 Detroit 20.9 5.03

Grand
5.62 37 Rapids 20.9 5.03
5.60 38 Phoenix 21.3 4.97
5.60 39 Pittsburgh 22.5 4.77
5.58 40 Philadelphia 23.6 4.60
5.57 41 Los Angeles 27.8 3.92
5.52 42  Sacramento 27.8 3.92
5.45 43  San Diego 27.8 3.92

San
5.45 44 Francisco 27.8 3.92
5.44 45 Hartford 27.9 3.90
5.39 46 Boston 28.5 3.80
5.37 47 Providence 29.4 3.66
5.37 48 New York 31.1 3.38
5.34 49 Buffalo 33.4 3.01
5.34 50 Rochester 33.4 3.01
5.32| 51| KAWASAKI | 47.3| 0.77
5.31

21 #
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Serious pollution days per Neysikle ERAE
Rank annum, 1999 H 8% Rank EiEEe

1 Minneapolis 0.0 6.05 27 Providence 1.1

2 Seattle 0.0 6.05 28 Rochester 1.1

3 Portland 0.1 5.97 29 Cincinnati 1.2

4  West Palm Beach 0.1 5.97 30 Hartford 1.2

5 Denver 0.2 5.88 31 Cleveland 1.2

6 Salt Lake City 0.2 5.88 32  Washington 1.3

7 Jacksonville 0.2 5.88 33 Norfolk 1.3

8 San Francisco 0.2 5.88 34 Sacramento 1.5

9 Tampa 0.2 5.88 35 Louisville 1.7
10 Kansas City 0.2 5.88 36 Raleigh 1.7
11 Chicago 0.3 5.80 37 Charlotte 1.8

New
12 Miami 0.3 5.80 38 Orleans 1.8
13 Las Vegas 0.3 5.80 39 New York 1.9
14 Orlando 0.3 5.80 40 Greensboro 1.9
15 Boston 0.4 5.71 41 | KAWASAKI 2.0
16 Buffalo 0.4 571 42  Columbus 2.1
17 Detroit 0.5 5.63 43 Nashville 2.1
18 St. Louis 0.5 5.63 44 San Antonio 2.3
19 Oklahoma City 0.6 5.54 45 Richmond 2.3
Grand

20 Pittsburgh 0.6 5.54 46 Rapids 2.3
21 San Diego 0.6 5.54 47 Houston 2.3
22 Phoenix 0.7 5.46 48 Memphis 2.6
23 Indianapolis 0.8 5.37 49 Atlanta 3.8
24 Milwaukee 0.8 5.37 50 Dallas 3.9
25  Philadelphia 0.9 5.29 51 Austin 6.3
26 Los Angeles 0.9 5.29

Source: US Environmental Protection Agency.
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