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T [Washington, DC 14 ) 258% | 100 55 %% | 99 5% | o8 8% o7 17% more 79 7% more 7 87 284 | 100 69 % 27 | 100 20 2 20 | 100 26 83 52 100 84 849 [Washinglon. DC
2 [St Paul MN 32 26 154% | 77 52 99% | 99 99% | 99 90% 99 32%less 44 32%less 42 71 247 | 100 7.9 | 100 13 a7 41 66 17 | 100 35 | 100 13 48 77 79.7 |t Paul, MN
3 [Arington, VA 25 19 11.0% | 53 36 99% | 99 99% | 99 90% 99 36%less 4 32%less 43 71 359 | 100 164 | 100 39 | 100 54 03 1.3 85 20 63 3.0 100 %0 79.1 | Adington, VA
4 [Cincinnati, oH 42 35 165% | 84 60 88% | 82 88% | 81 88% 80 4% less 64 23%less 50 69 183 | o2 86 | 100 16 60 81 | 100 15 9 3.0 % 45 100 92 78.9 | Cincinnati, OH
5 [ 56 49 15.0% | 75 62 98% | 98 99% | o8 8% 98 60% less 23 65% less 17 59 317 | 100 34 ) 16 61 40 65 23 | 100 23 73 44 100 74 786 MN
6 |Chicago, IL 22 16 10.0% | 48 32 9% | 98 8% | 98 8% 98 13% more 76 31% more 92 o1 182 | o1 48 65 1.1 38 36 56 1.8 | 100 23 73 89 100 72 76.8 | Chicago IL
7__|San Francisco, CA 13 7 206% | 100 54 100% | 100 100% | 100 100% | 100 56%less 26 54%less 25 63 420 | 100 44 60 45 | 100 3.1 45 09 57 32 | 100 1.1 41 67 76.7 | San Francisco, CA
8 |ivine. CA 6.1 54 37.4% | 100 7 0% | 83 89% | 83 85% 75 56% less 26 % less 63 62 185 | o3 7.4 | 100 07 20 42 68 17 | 100 3.1 % 07 24 68 766 |Inine, CA
9 [Seatle, WA 54 a7 125% | 61 54 99% | 99 99% | o8 90% 99 16% more 79 33%less 42 80 325 | 100 3.0 37 1.9 72 20 23 07 44 23 7 12 43 48 762 |Seattle, WA
10| New York, NY 10 4 21.2% | 100 52 99% | 99 99% | 99 89% | 100 28%less a7 19% less 53 75 200 | 100 48 65 1.8 60 23 20 04 21 09 25 7.1 100 52 755 lew York, NY
[T ortiand, OR 4.9 a2 18.0% | 92 67 %% | 86 o1% | 85 2% 87 61%less 2 60% less 21 54 220 | 100 34 43 58 | 100 2.1 24 05 | 27 64 | 100 29 100 66 745 |Portland, OR
12 |Boston, MA 14 8 17.3% | 88 48 100% | 100 100% | 100 100% | 100 12% less 58 19% less 53 78 168 | 63 44 54 14 53 39 62 1.1 69 09 26 12.1 100 61 73.9 ston, MA
3 adison, 47 40 142% | 71 56 95% | o4 5% | o3 %6% 93 4% more 70 69% less 14 68 140 | o8 0.4 | 100 41 | 100 74 | 100 01 1 28 88 11 41 72 713 fadison, W1
14|t Petersburg, FL 35 20 136% | 67 48 7% | 65 82% | 72 80% 67 53%more | 100 25% more a7 82 175 | o7 42 57 23 89 35 53 12 79 47 | 100 15 56 72 70.8__|St Petersburg, FL
15 |Plano, X 138 | 100 10.0% | 47 74 7% | 65 77% | 63 74% 55 1% more 68 35%less a1 57 219 | 100 52 73 1.0 33 47 78 03 18 15 | 45 07 22 45 680 |Plano, X
16| Pittsburah, PA 22 16 14.0% |70 ) 9% | 88 2% | 87 2% 86 54%less 28 41%less 36 59 115 | 54 88 | 100 23 %0 44 72 1.8 | 100 29 o1 9.4 100 92 673 |Pitisburgh, PA
17| Spokane, WA 58 51 86% | 39 45 7% | 80 88% | 81 89% 81 70%less 16 58% less 22 50 194 | o8 28 34 09 27 36 56 09 55 36 | 100 82 100 62 67.0 | Spokane, WA
18| Denver, O 6.6 59 86% | 39 49 89% | 84 %0% | 84 89% 82 18% less 53 26%less 48 67 151 | 74 41 63 1.8 7 36 55 08 50 12 36 22 84 60 667 |Denver, CO
19[St Louis, MO 23 17 97% | 45 31 or% | 97 o7% | 96 o7% %6 14% less 57 37% less 39 72 128 | o1 09 3 23 89 29 42 06 40 25 | 78 32 100 59 639 |St Louis, MO
20 |Henderson, NV 56 49 80% | 36 43 73% | 59 73% | 57 73% 54 28% less 47 5% more 72 58 170 | 85 80 | 100 50 | 100 29 40 05 30 25 | 790 56 100 75 638 |Henderson, NV
21 |Kansas City, MO 117 | 100 96% | 45 73 70% | 55 78% | 64 76% 60 81%more | 100 66% more 100 81 128 | 61 27 32 08 2 a7 79 04 23 08 23 3.1 100 a7 633 |Kansas Gity, MO
22 |Fremont, CA 7.0 63 44.3% | 100 82 72% | 58 72% | 56 73% 54 51%more | 100 60% less 21 58 141 | o8 22 24 24 84 20 23 06 a7 38 | 100 04 13 a7 624 |Fromont, CA
23| Cleveland, OH 3.9 33 68% | 20 31 3% | 75 8% | 77 84% 74 3% less 65 1% more 69 71 151 | 74 6.2 89 03 1 29 40 12 77 14 41 102 | 100 58 619 |Cleveland, OH
24 |Lincol NE 7.2 65 74% | 31 48 91% | 86 o1% | 86 2% 87 34%less 42 30%less 45 65 sod | a2 89 | 100 14 49 45 74 08 a7 40 | 100 07 23 66 613 |Lincoin, NE
25 |Des Moines, IA 8.9 81 13.8% | 69 75 72% | 58 75% | 61 72% 53 60% less 23 59% less 21 40 128 | o1 3.3 a2 1.8 67 33 50 13 a7 25 | 78 102 | 100 71 608 |Des Moines, IA
26 [San Jose, CA 42 36 155% | 78 57 80% | 70 82% | 71 80% 67 32% more o1 14% less 57 72 141 | 69 1.8 17 14 50 3.1 46 09 60 1.1 32 03 8 36 606 |San Jose, CA
27 |Allanta, GA 29 23 62% | 26 25 7% | 65 74% | 59 75% 57 48%less 32 33%less 42 48 206 | 100 3. 50 20 75 3.1 45 14 9% 15 | 45 20 73 64 602 |Allanta, GA
28 iwaukee, WI 42 35 97% | 46 41 90% | 86 91% | 86 91% 85 70%less 16 57% less 23 53 124 | 59 55 | 78 05 1 47 79 09 59 22 68 20 76 62 60.0 iwaukee, W1
29 [San Diego, CA 6.8 61 19.4% | 100 81 81% | 72 82% | 72 83% 72 67%less 18 86% less 1 41 143 | 70 29 34 12 43 2.1 24 1.0 64 14 43 02 5 36 59.8 an Diego, CA
30__|Baltimore, MD 0.8 3 96% | 45 24 88% | 82 89% | 83 89% 82 26% more 86 the same 68 80 139 | o7 38 49 07 18 33 49 16 | 100 06 16 1.0 35 45 595 altimore, VD
31 54 a7 108% | 52 50 84% | 76 8% | 75 82% 70 61% less 23 30%less 45 53 112 | 53 17 16 31 | 100 43 69 07 a7 1.8 55 29 100 65 59.3 cA
32__|Philadelphia, PA 3.1 25 13.0% | 64 45 95% | 93 %% | 93 5% 52 28%less 46 42%less 35 67 s73 | a1 4.8 66 06 14 16 15 24 | 100 22 68 6.4 100 61 59.1 iphia, PA
33 |Aurora, CO 74 67 108% | 52 60 7% | 80 89% | 83 88% 79 64% less 20 52% less 27 52 s159 | 78 17 16 1.1 35 22 26 03 17 03 8 13 48 25 59.0 | Aurora, CO
31 (] 30 24 28.8% | 100 62 91% | 86 %0% | 85 89% 82 26%less 48 49%less 30 61 S5 | 32 25 | 28 25 9 32 a7 1.1 68 13 38 07 24 51 56.4 N
35 |Buffalo, NY 14 5 9.4% | a4 25 89% | 84 o1% | 86 20% 83 53%less 28 21%less 52 62 s107 | 40 6.3 o1 12 40 24 31 22 | 100 22 67 42 100 72 583 | Buffalo, NY
36 |Jersey City. NJ 06 1 11.8% | 57 20 or% | 97 o7% | 96 8% [ 4% less 64 3% more 70 82 s74_ | 31 27 32 24 84 13 7 09 60 07 19 39 100 50 57.6 | Jersey City. NJ
37 |Boise,ID 73 65 84% | 38 52 65% | 46 6a% | 42 70% 50 78%less 10 67%less 15 29 190 | 96 25 | 28 67 | 100 24 31 1.0 65 3.1 98 17 61 64 575 |Boise, D
38 |New Orleans, LA 18 12 21.3% | 100 56 80% | 70 77% | 64 81% 68 46% less 33 37% less 39 51 123 | 59 32 41 08 22 48 81 07 45 26 81 03 6 46 564 [New Orleans, LA
39 |Austin,TX 6.7 60 108% | 52 56 70% | 54 70% | 52 71% 51 28% less a7 59% less 22 43 178 | 89 22 24 15 56 19 20 05 30 1.0 28 18 67 38 550 [Austin, TX
39 |Oakland, CA 2.1 15 14.8% | 75 45 9% | 84 o1% | 85 2% 87 6% less 19 78%less 7 50 11| 52 26 30 43 | 100 3.0 42 1.1 74 14 43 02 6 49 550 |Oakland, CA
41| Virginia Beach, VA 5.0 44 16.4% | 83 64 68% | 51 70% | 52 70% 49 34%less a2 45%less 32 44 150 | 74 6.0 85 1.1 38 54 93 03 7 12 35 02 5 46 556 | Virainia Beach, VA
41 [Long Beach, CA 26 20 10.4% | 47 34 4% | 76 85% | 77 88% 81 86% less 4 86% less 1 a1 a7 | 72 34 44 23 92 15 12 13 84 35 | 100 0.0 1 56 556 |Long Beach, CA
43 [Honolulu, HI 6.1 54 17.8% | 91 73 71% | 57 74% | 58 79% 64 34%less a2 3% more 70 59 98 | 45 38 50 08 25 16 14 17 | 100 25 | 77 0.0 1 45 55.5 | Honolulu, HI
43 [Las Vegas, NV 14 6 18.0% | o2 49 75% | 62 77% | 63 74% 57 6% more 7 42%less 35 57 67 | 28 156 | 100 38 | 100 137 | 100 07 44 15 | 47 52 100 82 555 |Las Vegas, NV
45 |Richmond, VA 47 40 6.9% | 30 35 80% | 70 80% | 68 82% 70| [216%more| 100 85% more 100 85 81 35 74 | 100 13 46 25 33 19 | 100 [X] 1 09 30 52 552 |Richmond, VA
46__|Omaha, NE 6.7 60 132% | 65 63 8% | 73 8% | 74 81% 68 2% less 51 59% less 22 54 60 | 28 53 74 08 25 40 63 07 43 12 34 22 83 54 542 |Omaha, NE
47 [Newark, NJ 0.9 3 6.1% | 25 14 94% | o1 0% | 90 %6% 54 45% more | 100 35% more 95 95 74| 31 28 34 04 4 1.1 3 1.1 69 1.1 31 25 93 39 540 |Newark,NJ
48[ Miami, F 26 20 65% | 27 2 7% | 81 8% | 79 88% 80 32%less 43 45%less 33 59 98 | a4 3.1 38 1.0 75 13 7 15 o7 36 | 100 13 a7 61 536 | Miami,Fl
49 [Toledo, OH 5.7 50 59% | 24 a7 81% | 72 8% | 79 84% 73| [144%more| 100 113% more 100 88 77 | 33 3.0 36 07 21 a7 77 04 26 07 20 07 25 34 526 |Toledo, OH
50 |Raleigh, NC 6.2 55 129% | 64 60 4% | 21 8% | 16 51% 17 16% less 55 28%less 46 34 s176 | 88 52 72 17 63 25 32 16 | 100 21 64 1.0 37 61 527 |Raleigh, NC
50 |Norfolk, VA 24 18 54% | 21 20 75% | 62 75% | 60 83% 72 46% more | 100 15% more 80 78 se6 | 27 7.0 | 100 28 | 100 66 | 100 19 | 100 06 18 12 ) 77 52.7 | Norfolk, VA
52| Anchorage, AK 47 40 80.3% | 100 70 75% | 62 80% | 68 82% 69 5% less 27 47%less 31 49 so1 41 1. 19 30 | 100 3.1 a4 03 19 1.8 55 0.0 1 40 523 | Anchorage, AK
53 |Dallas, T 7.8 70 96% | 45 58 73% | 59 73% | 57 72% 52 40% more % 5% less 64 67 s100 | 51 28 34 05 1 19 20 06 39 01 1 12 45 25 520 | Dallas, X
54 |North Las Vegas, NV 7.1 64 250% | 100 82 62% | 42 64% | 43 66% 42 13% more 77 14% more 79 60 86 | 38 28 33 16 58 20 23 03 17 09 27 16 57 36 516 [North Las Vegas, NV
55| Columbus, OH 75 67 100% | 47 57 71% | 57 73% | 56 73% 55 4% more 70 25%less 48 57 95 | 43 6.8 98 07 19 28 39 07 a 1.0 29 08 27 a2 51.3 | Columbus, OH
56 [Tulsa, OK 0.7 89 69% | 20 59 65% | 47 69% | 50 71% 50 21% more 83 12% more 77 65 85 | a7 3.0 36 o7 22 38 60 04 23 12 37 8.7 100 46 500 [Tuisa, OK
57 |Detroit, MI 24 18 58% | 24 21 83% | 75 8% | 74 84% 73 42%less 36 58% more 100 71 82 | 36 56 79 1.1 36 46 77 05 31 05 12 17 61 49 50.4 | Detroit, MI
58| Colorado Springs, CO 5.7 50 116% | 56 53 76% | 64 77% | 64 79% 64 83%less 6 26% more 88 56 02 | a1 27 32 16 61 29 41 03 15 1.3 39 08 28 36 49.9 | Colorado Springs, CO
59 __|San Antonio, TX 102 9 108% | 52 73 52% | 26 54% | 26 57% 26 14% less 56 36% more 9% 51 5107 | 49 4.4 59 12 40 29 4 1.0 62 1.8 55 05 15 45 489 [San Antonio, TX
60 |Lexington/Fayette, KY 114 100 24% | 4 52 66% | 48 70% | 52 75% 58 6% more 7 10% more 76 64 71 29 4 55 1.9 72 33 48 06 39 14 41 13 45 50 48.7__|Lexinglon/Fayelte, KY.
60 [Tampa, 42 36 7.2% | 31 34 64% | 46 65% | a4 68% 45 16% more 79 41% more 100 67 44 15 58 82 41 | 100 23 28 17| 100 27 86 26 % 82 487 [Tampa,
62__[cn VA 7.2 65 27.0% | 100 83 4% | 18 53% | 24 54% 23 26%less 48 18% less 54 37 s2 | a1 120 | 100 20 22 37 57 1.1 73 1.1 32 04 12 59 475 g VA
63| Scotisdale, AZ 185 | 100 26.9% | 100 100 40% 8 49% | 18 49% 14 36%less 40 59% less 22 24 s116 | 55 32 40 12 a 15 11 07 45 3.0 95 16 58 48 47.0___[Scottsdale, AZ
64| Anaheim, CA 86 78 1a4% | 12 75 67% | 50 67% | 48 65% 41 91%less 1 83%less 3 23 s128 | 61 14 11 1.1 39 17 15 03 15 17 52 06 18 25 469 |Anaheim, CA
65| Wichita, KS 113 | 100 5.1% | 19 60 53% | 29 61% | 37 63% 38 58%more | 100 36% more 9% 68 s79 | s 17 16 12 44 22 26 04 23 20 63 20 74 41 463 |Wichita, kS
66 _[Orlando, FL 34 28 56% | 22 25 65% | 46 61% | 37 64% 38 47%less 33 26%less 48 39 s136 | 66 52 72 1.0 33 20 22 13 82 39 | 100 03 ) 53 458 |Orlando, FL
67 |Baton Rouge, LA 42 36 26% | 5 21 54% | 30 59% | 34 58% 29 24% more 84 52%less 27 44 si14 | 54 83 | 100 1.3 46 30 a2 31 | 100 35 | 100 17 63 75 44.6__[Baton Rouge, LA
68| Aringlon, TX 126 | 100 79% | 35 68 59% | 37 60% | 35 59% 31 68%less 17 57% less 24 27 s123 | 58 26 30 05 1 16 15 04 20 1.3 38 15 57 29 436 |Arington, TX
69 [Reno, NV 50 43 54% | 21 32 76% | 64 77% | 64 80% 66 80% less 8 58% less 22 40 56 | 21 35 | 45 1.9 7 20 40 03 16 22 68 30 100 57 427 |Reno, NV
70 |Houston, TX 4.9 42 120% | 58 50 60% | 40 59% | 35 59% 30 1% less 66 33%less 42 43 o1 41 3.1 38 12 40 25 32 06 36 07 21 15 56 a7 423 |Houston, TX
71 handier, AZ 84 76 37% | 12 44 62% | 43 65% | a4 61% 35 8% more 73 6% less 63 54 72 | 30 32 39 14 51 34 52 05 | 2 1.0 20 1.1 38 40 421 Chandler, AZ
72 [Tucson. AZ 65 58 42% | 14 36 64% | 46 66% | 46 68% 47| [181%more| 100 36%less 39 58 53 19 4.3 58 1.8 68 26 34 08 50 1.8 57 09 31 50 417 [Tucson, AZ
73 |Laredo, TX 4.1 35 36% | 11 23 53% | 28 53% | 25 62% 36| [486%more| 100 250% more 100 65 54 | 20 85 | 100 22 88 30 43 08 52 16 48 37 100 72 416 |Laredo, TX
73| Corpus Christ, TX 33 27 7.0% | 30 20 75% | 62 77% | 63 77% 62 52% less 20 42%less 35 47 65 | 20 27 32 06 16 44 72 07 46 14 44 15 56 44 41.6 | Corpus Christ,
75 |Ruerside, CA 116 | 100 76% | 33 67 51% | 25 52% | 23 54% 22 53%less 28 22% more 85 40 72 | 30 3.0 37 06 16 15 11 12 78 22 68 19 69 a7 415 |Riverside, CA
76| Greensboro, NC 5.0 43 102% | 48 46 63% | 44 66% | 45 68% 46 39%less 38 43% less 34 41 72 | 30 15 13 1.0 34 36 55 08 52 26 83 1.0 36 46 412 |Greensboro, NG
77 |Stocklon, CA 6.0 53 31% | 8 31 75% | 62 75% | 60 78% 63 32%less 44 16% more 80 62 19 1 53 75 1.0 31 24 30 03 17 27 86 16 58 50 41.0___|Stocklon, CA
78 [Los Angeles, CA 44 38 15.0% | 64 51 63% | 44 61% | 47 68% 47 6% less 18 70%less 13 31 5108 | 50 28 34 04 4 11 4 08 51 14 43 04 12 25 402 |Los Angeles, CA
78 |Chula Vista, CA 6.9 62 7.8% | 35 49 69% | 53 69% | 51 66% a2 37% less 40 70%less 13 37 42 14 24 2 25 | 100 36 56 07 a1 16 49 07 25 49 402 [Chula Vista, CA
80 |Winston-Salem, NG 104 95 a5% | 16 56 37% 4 43% 9 46% 8 3% more | 100 86% more 100 54 66 | 27 33 a2 12 41 19 20 13 88 24 64 36 100 59 400 |Winston-Salem, NC
81| Jacksonuile, FL 56 49 18.0% | 93 7 35% 1 38% 1 2% 1 3% less 65 7% more 74 35 67 | o7 80 | 100 06 17 25 33 14 91 27 86 17 63 65 39.9 )
82 |Durham, NC 83 76 38% | 12 ) 51% | 25 54% | 26 57% 26 70%less 16 16% more 81 37 88 | 39 41 54 14 52 20 23 07 45 3.0 95 14 52 54 39.8 | Durham, NG
8 [Ci NG 223 | 100 64% | 27 64 37% 4 39% 2 41% 1 6% less 63 36% more % 41 5106 | 40 46 62 1.0 32 37 58 05 30 1.0 28 1.0 35 4 396 |c NG
84 |Phoenix, AZ 146 | 100 155% | 78 89 50% | 23 53% | 24 52% 19 46% less 33 60% less 21 24 88 | 39 28 33 07 21 1.0 1 04 22 1.0 28 07 23 21 39.5 | Phoenix. AZ
85 |Bakersfield, CA 9.0 82 50% | 24 53 ar% | 19 46% | 14 7% 11 68% less 17 35%less a1 21 %6 | a4 22 23 23 91 3.0 ) 03 13 22 70 33 100 57 387 akersfiold, CA
86 |Fort Worth, TX 8.7 79 6.0% | 25 52 61% | 40 62% | 40 62% 36 8% less 61 14% less 57 49 78 | 33 23 25 04 8 23 28 05 | 28 02 2 0.1 1 15 37.8 | Fort Worth, X
86 huile/Davidson, TN 167 | 100 81% | 36 68 4% | 18 49% | 18 49% 13 1% more 68 21% more 84 46 52 19 3.9 51 14 53 24 30 08 49 09 27 06 19 38 378 hville/Davidson, TN
88 |Glendale, AZ 48 41 53% | 21 31 75% | 62 75% | 60 74% 55 64%less 20 39%less a7 43 51 19 28 34 12 42 28 38 04 23 07 19 12 44 33 37.7 | Glendale, AZ
89 |Gibert, AZ 73 65 36% | 11 38 aa% | 14 43% 9 44% 5 1% less 66 38% more 9 5 s159 | 78 08 1 0.0 1 1.0 1 03 16 12 36 07 25 13 376 [Gibert, AZ
0 |Louisvile, KY 75 [ 83% | a7 53 39% 6 1 14 68% less 17 5% less 64 28 55 | 3 28 33 B 45 4 51 6 35 100 100 6 5.9 | Louisville, KY
1 |Lubbock, TX 9.7 [26% | 5 4 55% | 3 3 34 4% more 84 1% less 67 55 45 1 7 65 1 39 1 2 4 21 8 1 3 5.8 ubbock, TX
1 |Gartand, X 96 1 36 3 63% | 4 4 34| [ 75%Less 12 82% less 4 575 | 3. 1 22 4 7 4 10 7 40 5 1 1 5.8 Garland, TX
3| Memphis, TN 1 7 23 47% 7 1% less 59 1% more 69 s70 | o 6 30 9 29 16 1 70 0 32 3 55 femphis, TN
4| Hialeah, FL 7 1 68% 68% [70% [ 57% less 25 44% less 33 $50 1 70 0 1 2 100 9 46 4 5. Hialeah, FL
5__|Santa Ana, CA 5 4 10 75% 75% [76% [ 69% less 17 70%less 13 68 15 0 1 2 45 0 1 1 4 anta Ana, CA
6| OKiahoma City, OK 4 9 18 43% 53% 4% [294% more | 100 220% more 100 574 X 19 4 8 2 4 1 100 37 4 Okiahoma City, OK
7 |Fresno, CA 1 [ a0% | 13 5 68% 68% 6% 2% loss 36 41% less 35 $57 4 63 1 38 14 a7 8 33 36 2. Fresno, CA
5 |Mesa, AZ 2 % | 7 5 6% | 4 71% 4% 1% less 52 43% less 34 s77 Z 31 6 14 9 11 19 2 18 1 Mesa, AZ
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