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INTRODUCTION

and white non-Hispanic populations. Age-
adjusted mortality ratesare al so shown for
these groups, with the exception of Koreans
and Vietnamese, for whom national dataare
not yet available. The AlaskaNativegroup
includespersonsin Alaskawhoidentified
themselvesasAleut, Eskimo or American
Indian. Theremaining racial/ethnic
designationsin thismonograph correspond
to those used on the 1990 decennial census
form. Incidenceratesare provided by the
Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results
(SEER) Program of the National Cancer
Institute and are based on newly diagnosed
cancers between 1988 and 1992 for a subset
of the United States population. Mortality
ratesare provided by the National Center for
Health Statistics and are based on cancer
deaths between 1988 and 1992 for theentire
United States popul ation.

The cancersincluded in thisreport
areorganized alphabetically. They are
followed by asection on cancer control
effortsin special population groupsand an
appendix. Theappendix containstables
showing the number of newly diagnosed
cancers, by racial/ethnic group, in specific
regions of the United States during 1988-
1992. It dsoincludesestimatesfor the
entire country of the number of newly
diagnosed cancers and the number of cancer
deathsin 1990. Theintent of this
publicationisto promote agreater
understanding of the cancer probleminthe
United States, to identify thosewho can
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hismonograph providesaconcise
description of the occurrence of themajor
cancersamong several different racial/ethnic
groupsintheUnited States. Age-adjusted
incidencerates are shown graphically by age
group and sex for AlaskaNative, American Indian (New
Mexico), black, Chinese, Filipino, Hawaiian, Hispanic,
Japanese, Korean, Viethamese, white (total ), white Hispanic

benefit most by education on the potential
risks and consequences of certain behaviors
and exposures, and to indicate areaswhere
more knowledge and scientific investigation
are needed to understand why cancer occurs
more frequently in some groups of people
than others.

The SEER Program

TheNationa Cancer Act of 1971
mandated the collection, analysisand
dissemination of datauseful inthe
prevention, diagnosisand treatment of
cancer. Thismandateledtothe
establishment of the Surveillance,
Epidemiology and End Results (SEER)
Program. Asacontinuing project of the
National Cancer Institute, the SEER
Programisresponsiblefor monitoring the
impact of cancer inthe general population.
Participantsin the SEER Program were
selected for their ability to operate and
mai ntain apopul ation-based cancer
reporting system and for the variety and size
of population subgroupswithintheir areas
(e.g., racia/ethnic, urban and rural) which
are of specia epidemiologicinterest.
Information from eleven SEER geographic
areasand fromthe AlaskaAreaNative
Headlth Serviceareused inthisreport. These
areasareidentifiedin Figure 1 and include:
the states of Connecticut, Hawaii, lowa,
New Mexico and Utah; and the metropolitan
areasof Atlanta(including 10 rural
counties), Detroit, LosAngeles, San
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Francisco/Oakland, San Jose/M onterey, and
Seattle/Puget Sound. Theseareascover
about 14% of thetotal United States
population. The AlaskaAreaNative Health
Service also receives support from the
National Cancer Institute and provides
cancer incidencedatafor their AlaskaNative
population that iscompatible with the data
fromthe SEER aress.

Although the SEER areas cover just
14% of thetotal United States population,
they include 78% of the Hawaiian
population, 60% of the Japanese population,
49% of the Filipino population, 43% of the
Chinese population, 34% of the Korean
population, 31% of the Vietnamese

population, 27% of the American Indian
population, and 25% of the Hispanic
population inthe country. Sincesome
cancersarerelatively rare, the SEER areas
must include large portions of these smaller
racial/ethnic populationsin order to
calculatereliable cancer rates. Fiveyearsof
cancer diagnoses and deaths, from 1988
through 1992, were accumulated to facilitate
thereporting of ratesin these smaller
populations.

Characteristicsof the SEER Population
Characteristics of the SEER

population and the total United States
population arecompared in Figure 2. In

FIGURE 2
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1990, the SEER population was similar to
the United States population with respect to
the percentage of peopleliving below the
poverty level and the percentage of adults
who graduated from high school. A larger
portion of the SEER populationlivedin
urban areas and the percentage of peoplein
the SEER areasthat were born in another
country was nearly doublethat for the
United Statesasawhole.

The 1990 populationage distribution
variesamong the different racial/ethnic
groupsrepresented in the SEER Program
and the Alaska AreaNative Health Service
(seeFigure 3). Thoseheavily weighted in
theyounger age groupsinclude Alaska
Natives, American Indiansin New Mexico
and Hawaiians. Japanese and non-Hispanic
whitesare concentrated inthe older age
groups. Other populationsaredistributed
between these two extremes. Uniqueto the
Japanese population aretwo bulgesinthe
agedistribution at ages 20-44 yearsand
60-69 years. Withinthe Asian groups,
Vietnameseare more heavily distributedin
the younger ages, Koreans, Filipinosand
Chinese have dightly older distributions;
and Japanese clearly have the highest
percentage of personsin the older age
groups. Since over 90% of the Hispanic
populationsrepresented in SEER classify
themselvesaswhite, the age distribution for
thetotal Hispanic population and thewhite
Hispanic population aresimilar. Theage
distribution of thetotal white population
(whichisnot shown) isidentical tothat for
the non-Hispanic white popul ation.

Popul ation characteristicswithin
each of the geographic areasincludedinthis
monograph are showninthetablesat the
end of thissection. Itisapparent that the
racial/ethnic populationsare not equally
distributed acrossthe SEER regions. The
largest concentrations of the SEER black
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population arein Los Angeles (28%) and
Detroit (25%), with other sizable groupsin
Atlanta (19%), San Francisco (12%) and
Connecticut (8%). Over two-thirdsof the
Chinese population covered by the SEER
Programisequally divided between San
Francisco/Oakland (36%) and Los Angeles
(35%). Smaller numbersof Chineselivein
the San Jose/Monterey area (10%), Hawali
(10%), and Seattle/Puget Sound (4%). Most
of theFilipino populationisfound inthe
samefiveareasbut in different proportions
(32%inLosAngeles, 24%ineach of San
Francisco/Oakland and Hawaii, and 11%in
San Jose/Monterey, and 6% in Seattle/Puget
Sound).

Most of the Hispanic populationin
SEER livesin Los Angeles (60%), followed
by New Mexico (10%), San Francisco and
San Jose/Monterey (9%), and Connecticut
(4%). About 84% of the Hispanic
population in San Jose/Monterey identified
themselvesas Mexican-Americaninthe
1990 census (thisinformationisnot
included inthetables). Mexican-Americans
account for 76% of the Hispanic population
inLosAngeles, 58% in San
Francisco/Oakland and 57% in New
Mexico. San Francisco/Oakland also hasa
sizable percentage of Puerto Rican
Hispanics (4%). Over two-thirdsof the
Hispanic populationin Connecticut is Puerto
Rican, with smaller percentages of Mexican-
Americans (4%) and Cubans (3%).

One-half of thetotal SEER Japanese
populationlivesin Hawaii, 25%in Los
Angeles, 9% in San Francisco, and 6% in
each of San Jose/Monterey and Seattle/Puget
Sound. Over one-half of the Korean
population (54%) isfoundin Los Angeles,
and smaller numberslivein Seattle/Puget
Sound (10%), Hawaii and San Francisco
(9% in each), San Jose/Monterey (7%),
Atlanta (4%), and Detroit and Connecticut
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Figure 3. Population Age Distributions

by Racial/Ethnic Group and Sex, 1990
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AMERICAN INDIAN (NEW MEXICO)
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Figure 3. Population Age Distributions (cont.)

by Racial/Ethnic Group and Sex, 1990
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(2% in each). Nearly two-thirdsof the
Vietnamese population isdivided between
LosAngeles(33%) and San Jose/M onterey
(30%), 16% residesin San Francisco, 9%in
Seattle/Puget Sound and 3% in each of
Atlantaand Hawaii. Thewhite populationis
more evenly distributed anong the SEER
areaswith 25%inLosAngeles(whichaso
hasthelargest total population of the SEER
areas); 11%in each of Seattle/Puget Sound,
Connecticut, and Detroit; 10% in each of
lowaand San Francisco/Oakland; and
smaller percentagesin theremaining areas.

Among the populationsincluded in
thismonograph, Asian groups havethe
highest percentage of foreign born persons.
This category does not include personsborn
inaforeign country and having at least one
American parent. Of the Asian groups,
Vietnamese havethelargest percentage of
foreign born personsin every SEER area,
ranging from 71% in New Mexicoto 88%in
Atlanta. Therearetoofew Vietnamesein
Detroit to calculate the percentageforeign
born. InLosAngeles, thehigh percentage of
foreign born Vietnamese was matched by
the percent of foreign born Koreans. In
lowa, the percentages of foreign born
Chineseand Vietnamesewereequal. Since
alarge proportion of the Vietnamese
population arefirst generation immigrants,
their cancer experience may reflect
influences associated with their country of
originto agreater degreethan with factorsin
the United States. In contrast, the
percentage of foreign born Japanese tended
to beamong thelowest of the Asian groups
in most of the SEER areasand, in Hawaii,
wasvery low at only 8%. The percentage of
foreign born Hispanicsrangesfrom 10%to
20% in many of the SEER areas. There
were higher proportions of foreign born
Hispanicsin Los Angeles (53%), Atlanta
(48%), Connecticut (42%) and San
Jose/Monterey (36%). The percentage of
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foreign born non-Hispanic whitesranged
from onepercentinlowato 12%inLos
Angeles. Theblack population also had low
percentages of foreign born persons, ranging
from onepercent in Detroitto 11%in
Connecticut.

The percent of each racia/ethnic
population living below the poverty level is
based on answersto theincome questionson
the 1990 census. Householdsareclassified
by the Bureau of Censusasbelow the
poverty level when thetotal 1989 income of
thefamily or householder isbelow the
appropriate poverty threshold. The
thresholdsvary depending upon family size,
number of children, and the age of the
family householder for one and two-person
households. Some studies have noted that
personsliving below the poverty level tend
to have poorer health outcomes, including
cancers more advanced at thetime of
diagnosis, poorer survival rates, and higher
mortality ratesthan thoseliving abovethe
poverty level. Information on the percent
below the poverty level isonly availablefor
American Indian, black, Hispanic (total),
white (total) and Asian (total) populations.

The American Indian populationin
New Mexico clearly hasthelargest
percentage of peopleliving below the
poverty level (43%). Insix of theareas,
black populations have the highest
percentage of personsliving below the
poverty level, although the percentagesare
typically only half aslargeasthat for
American Indiansin New Mexico. About
one-fifth (21%) of the AlaskaNative
populationisliving below the poverty level.
Hispanics have the highest percentage of
their population living bel ow the poverty
level infour of the areas (Connecticut, Los
Angeles, San Jose/Monterey and Hawaii).
Thedifferent populationsin Hawalii arevery
homogeneousregarding poverty level status,
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with the exception of Hispanics, who havea
somewhat higher percentage below the
poverty level. Thewhite populationin each
areahasthe smallest percentage below the
poverty level, except in Hawaii, wherethey
are comparableto the Asian and black
populations.

Population Counts

County popul ation estimatesfor July
1, 1990 were provided by the Bureau of the
Census (BOC) and were used asthe
denominatorswhen cal cul ating cancer rates
for American Indians, blacks, Hispanics
(total, white), and whites (total, non-
Hispanic) by five-year age group and sex.
These populationsincluded modifications
made by the BOC to account for incomplete
information from censusformsregarding
age, race and sex. Population countsfor
Chinese, Filipinos, Japanese, Koreans, and
Vietnamese were obtained from unmodified
1990 census datatapes (STF2A). All of the
census population data are available (or will
soon be available) from the Statistical
Information Office, Population Division,
U.S. Bureau of the Census, Washington,
D.C. 20233.

Population estimatesfor native
Hawaiiansand whitesin Hawaii were
provided by the Epidemiol ogy Program of
the Cancer Research Center of Hawaii. The
estimates were devel oped from sample
survey datacollected by the Health
Surveillance Program of the Hawaii
Department of Health. The Hawaii Cancer
Research Center estimatestheir own
population figures because of aconcern that
their native Hawaiian population has been
vastly undercounted inthelast two decennial
censuses dueto thewording of the question
onthecensusformregardingrace. The
Center staff believesthat their estimates
better represent the actual population size of
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thesetwo groupsand are based ona
racial/ethnic classification more consistent
with that of the cancer patientswho
comprisethe numeratorsfor therate
calculations. Sincethey do not develop
estimatesfor all of theracial/ethnic
populationsin Hawaii, dueto thelimited
sizeof their survey, population estimatesfor
Hawalii aretheresult of acombination of
BOC dataand estimates derived from
Hawaii’ ssurvey sample. Thetotal Hispanic
popul ation and white Hispanic popul ation
numbersare used fromthe BOC. Thewhite
non-Hispanic population isderived by
subtracting the BOC white Hispanic
population count from Hawaii’ s estimate of
thetotal white population. Theblack
populationin Hawaii isfrom the July 1 BOC
estimate and theindividual Asian
populationsin Hawaii arefromthe BOC
STF2A datatapes, asthey areinall of the
other SEER regions.

Racial/Ethnic Differencesin Cancer Rates

Differences between the cancer rates
for variousracial/ethnic groupsincluded in
this publication must beinterpreted
cautiousy. Evenwiththeover-
representation of many of the groups noted
above, cancer ratesin smaller populations
(e.g., AlaskaNative, American Indian,
Hawaiian, Japanese, Korean, and
Vietnamese) areless precisethanratesin
larger populations (e.g., black, white (total),
white Hispanic, white non-Hispanic). An
indicator of theamount of imprecision, or
variability, associated with the cancer rates
isthe standard error. The standard errorsfor
the age-adjusted cancer incidenceand
mortality ratesare not specifiedinthis
monograph, but may be estimated from a
formulafor the standard error (SE) of a
crude (unadjusted) rate asfollows:

SE(rate) =rate / [events] 2
where eventsrefer to the number of cancer
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diagnoses or deaths associated with therate.
Thenumbersof selected cancer diagnoses
appear in Appendix table4. Additional
information concerning the variability
associated with the cancer rateswill be
included on aCD-ROM sometime after the
publication of thismonograph.

Another difficulty when interpreting
racial/ethnic differencesin cancer rates
arisesfrom thefact that the designation of
race/ethnicity for the cancer cases (used as
numeratorsin the calculation of therates) is
based upon information recorded in medical
records (incidence) or death certificates
(mortality), whereasthese designationsare
self-determined viathe 1990 census
guestionnairefor the population countsused
asdenominatorsin the calculation of the
cancer rates. Specificracial/ethnic surname
listswereaso used by al of the SEER
registriesto improvetheidentification of
Hispanic, Chinese, Filipino, Japanese and
Korean cancer patients. Cancer patients
whose names matched with names on one of
the surnamelistswere added to the
appropriateracial/ethnic group, along with
other casesprevioudly identified from
information contained in medical records.
Inconsi stencies between theracia/ethnic
designationsfrom these different sources,
however, may lead to either overstating or
understating thetrue cancer ratefor a
particular group. Insummary, the cancer
rates presented in thismonograph are best
used to identify general racial/ethnic patterns
of cancer.

An Explanation of Terms

Two primary measures associated
with assessing theimpact of cancer inthe
genera population arethe number of new
cancersdiagnosed in aspecified population
during ayear (incidencerate) andthe
number of deathsfrom cancer ina
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population during ayear ( mortality rate).
Both of theseratesare presented here asthe
number of cancer events (diagnosesor
deaths) per 100,000 people. Since cancer
diagnoses and deaths are accumul ated over
fiveyears(1988-1992) for this monograph,
the cancer incidence and mortality ratesare
calculated by dividing the number of cancers
(new cases or deaths) by fivetimesthe 1990
population. Theresulting rateisreferredto
here, asin other publications, asan average
annual rate. Cancer isadiseasethatisvery
strongly associated with age; therefore, itis
possiblethat two popul ations may have
different cancer rates only because of their
different age structures and not because of
any differenceintheunderlyingrisk. A
statistical method termed age-adjustmentis
used to enabl e cancer incidence (or
mortality) ratesto be compared between two
populationswith different age structures. In
thismonograph, the 1970 United States
standard million populationisused to
calculatethe age-adjusted rates.

A Noteabout Readingthe Graphs

We havefollowed therace/ethnicity
classification scheme used in the 1990
census. That is, personsdeclaring Hispanic
ethnicity may be of any race. Thisresultsin
an overlap between the Hispanic
classification and the other specific
racial/ethnic groups. To remind the reader
of thispoint, each graphisdividedinto an
upper portion with non-overlapping
racial/ethnic classificationsand alower
portion which containsthreeracial/ethnic
groups (Hispanic, white Hispanic, white
non-Hispanic) which overlap the
populationsin the upper portion of the
graph.

SEER Program



Alaska Native Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Censu$
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Sex Age
Foreign Below Poverty
Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
Alaska Native 86,594 50% 50% 35% 26% 29% 7% 3% 1% 21%

Atlanta/Rural Georgia SEER Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Census)
(Poverty and Foreign Born Percents DO NOT Include Rural Georgia)

Sex Age

Foreign Below Poverty
Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
Black 714,801 47% 53% 27% 28% 35% 7% 4% 2% 18%
Chinese 9,141 51% 49% 21% 27% 43% 6% 2% 80% )
Filipino 2,142 39% 61% 20% 28% 43% 6% 2% N/A
Japanese 3,092 48% 52% 23% 23% 47% 6% 1% N/A > 12%
Korean 9,488 47% 53% 24% 26% 41% 7% 2% 79%
Viethamese 5,556 56% 44% 25% 37% 33% 4% 1% 88% J
White 1,523,233 49% 51% 19% 24% 40% 11% 6% 3% 5%
Hispanic 51,731 55% 45% 24% 35% 33% 5% 2% 48% 16%

weibold ¥y33s

N/A = information not available
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Connecticut SEER Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Census)
Sex Age

Foreign Below Poverty
Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
Black 282,538 48% 52% 27% 29% 32% 8% 4% 11% 16%
Chinese 11,082 50% 50% 19% 28% 42% 8% 3% 69% )
Filipino 5,160 43% 57% 20% 27% 41% 8% 3% 65%
Japanese 3,811 46% 54% 24% 21% 45% 8% 1% 68% > 9%
Korean 5,126 43% 57% 34% 30% 30% 5% 2% 55%
Vietnamese 4,085 55% 45% 23% 39% 32% 4% 1% 80% /
White 2,947,346 49% 51% 19% 22% 36% 14% 10% 7% 4%
Hispanic 214,504 49% 51% 31% 30% 30% 6% 3% 17% 21%

Detroit SEER Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Census)
Sex Age

Foreign Below Poverty
Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
Black 939,915 46% 54% 26% 25% 32% 11% 6% 1% 27%
Chinese 9,413 51% 49% 22% 21% 42% 11% 5% 65% \
Filipino 9,472 43% 57% 20% 24% 43% 8% 5% 70%
Japanese 5,713 48% 52% 26% 16% 46% 9% 3% 71% > 9%
Korean 6,571 44% 56% 39% 22% 33% 4% 2% 56%
Viethamese 1,705 50% 50% 25% 36% 34% 3% 2% N/A y
White 2,901,817 49% 51% 20% 22% 36% 14% 9% 6% 6%
Hispanic 78,629 50% 50% 30% 27% 30% 9% 4% 15% 16%

N/A = information not available



§Z~. Hawaii SEER Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Census)
93_3 Sex Age
o) Foreign Below Poverty
g Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
5 Black 27,823 61% 39% 28% 41% 27% 2% 1% 4% 7%
E_ Chinese 68,415 48% 52% 17% 22% 34% 17% 11% 29% \
% Filipino 163,422 51% 49% 23% 25% 32% 12% 7% 44%
Hawaiian 209,546 50% 50% 33% 27% 29% 8% 3% <1% > 7%
Japanese 262,015 49% 51% 14% 19% 34% 21% 12% 8%
Korean 24,454 41% 59% 19% 21% 40% 14% 6% 55%
Vietnamese 5,468 48% 52% 27% 30% 36% 4% 3% 75% J
White 299,919 54% 46% 18% 24% 42% 10% 6% 5% 7%
Hispanic 81,674 51% 49% 33% 28% 28% 7% 3% 11% 11%

lowa SEER Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Census)

Sex Age
Foreign Below Poverty

Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
Black 48,592 50% 50% 32% 29% 28% 8% 4% 2% 29%
Chinese 4,442 52% 48% 17% 42% 35% 4% 1% 82% )
Filipino 1,607 40% 60% 21% 30% 39% 8% 2% 65%
Japanese 1,619 42% 58% 12% 46% 30% 11% 2% 66% > 29%
Korean 4,618 44% 56% 47% 29% 21% 2% <1% 49%
Vietnamese 2,882 58% 42% 23% 45% 28% 4% 1% 82% J
White 2,697,464 48% 52% 22% 21% 32% 14% 11% 1% 10%
Hispanic 32,842 51% 49% 34% 30% 26% 7% 3% 19% 18%
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Z . . ..
=3 L os Angeles SEER Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Census)
S
D Sex Age
@) Foreign Below Poverty
g Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
(@}
L Black 1,038,680 48% 52% 25% 26% 34% 10% 5% 6% 17%
>
‘:’l. Chinese 245,033 49% 51% 20% 26% 39% 10% 5% 76% \
% Filipino 219,653 47% 53% 22% 24% 39% 9% 5% 73%
Japanese 129,736 48% 52% 14% 22% 38% 18% 8% 31% > 12%
Korean 145,431 48% 52% 21% 25% 40% 10% 4% 82%
Viethamese 62,594 52% 48% 25% 32% 34% 6% 2% 82% J
White 6,779,031 50% 50% 22% 27% 34% 11% 7% 22% 9%
Hispanic 3,367,312 52% 48% 30% 33% 29% 6% 2% 53% 20%

New Mexico SEER Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Census)

Sex Age
Foreign Below Poverty

Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
American Indian 138,110 48% 52% 35% 27% 28% 7% 4% <1% 43%
Black 31,685 52% 48% 30% 27% 30% 8% 4% 3% 24%
Chinese 2,607 50% 50% 21% 24% 44% 8% 3% 66% )
Filipino 2,018 38% 62% 26% 29% 37% 6% 2% 52%
Japanese 1,895 37% 63% 17% 22% 39% 20% 3% 40% > 17%
Korean 1,464 34% 66% 30% 24% 41% 5% <1% 62%
Vietnamese 1,485 51% 49% 28% 34% 32% 5% 1% 71% y,
White 1,334,773 49% 51% 24% 22% 34% 12% 8% 5% 14%
Hispanic 583,397 49% 51% 30% 26% 31% 9% 5% 10% 24%
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2 San Francisco/Oakland SEER Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Census)
- Sex Age
8 Foreign Below Poverty
= Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
D
_3_‘ Black 434,251 48% 52% 25% 25% 35% 10% 6% 3% 17%
n
= Chinese 253,327 49% 51% 18% 23% 37% 14% 7% 66% )
c
® Filipino 165,758 47% 53% 22% 25% 37% 11% 5% 67%
Japanese 45,159 45% 55% 14% 20% 41% 18% % 31% > 10%
Korean 23,894 45% 55% 21% 28% 38% 9% 3% 75%
Viethamese 29,183 52% 48% 28% 31% 34% 5% 2% 82% p,
White 2,618,388 50% 50% 17% 22% 39% 12% 9% 12% 6%
Hispanic 509,260 52% 48% 26% 31% 32% 8% 4% 42% 12%

San Jose/M onterey SEER Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Census)

Sex Age
Foreign Below Poverty

Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
Black 84,768 55% 45% 25% 32% 35% 6% 2% 7% 11%
Chinese 68,877 51% 49% 21% 24% 41% 9% 4% 67% )
Filipino 75,748 49% 51% 24% 26% 36% 10% 5% 64%
Japanese 33,206 48% 52% 15% 21% 39% 18% 7% 27% > 9%
Korean 19,919 45% 55% 24% 27% 39% 8% 3% 75%
Vietnamese 56,528 54% 46% 27% 31% 35% 5% 2% 81% y,
White 1,709,753 51% 49% 21% 25% 37% 11% 7% 11% 6%
Hispanic 500,229 52% 48% 30% 32% 29% 6% 2% 36% 14%
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= Seattle/Puget Sound SEER Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Census)
o
o Sex Age
) Foreign Below Poverty
a Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
®
=1 Black 137,375 53% 47% 29% 29% 32% 7% 3% 3% 18%
(]
g' Chinese 30,406 49% 51% 19% 26% 39% 11% 5% 69% \
@ Filipino 40,300 47% 53% 24% 25% 36% 9% 5% 60%
Japanese 29,766 43% 57% 15% 23% 37% 19% 6% 34% > 14%
Korean 26,629 41% 59% 27% 26% 38% 7% 3% 70%
Viethamese 16,301 53% 47% 26% 35% 33% 5% 2% 80% J
White 3,009,396 50% 50% 21% 22% 37% 12% 8% 4% 7%
Hispanic 101,596 52% 48% 32% 30% 31% 5% 2% 20% 15%

Utah SEER Population in 1990 by Race/Ethnicity (Source: 1990 Census)

Sex Age
Foreign Below Poverty

Race/Ethnicity Population Male Female 0-14 15-29 30-54 55-69 70+ Born Level (Age 18+)
Black 12,136 59% 41% 31% 32% 28% 6% 3% 5% 28%
Chinese 5,322 51% 49% 21% 33% 37% 7% 2% 68% )
Filipino 1,905 41% 59% 29% 28% 34% 6% 3% 49%
Japanese 6,500 46% 54% 17% 28% 31% 16% 8% 26% > 22%
Korean 2,629 41% 59% 32% 35% 28% 4% 1% 62%
Vietnamese 2,797 55% 45% 28% 36% 32% 3% 1% 7% y,
White 1,657,128 50% 50% 31% 25% 29% 9% 6% 2% 10%
Hispanic 85,424 51% 49% 36% 29% 27% 6% 2% 16% 20%
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