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INTRODUCTION

| am pleased to presenbd youthe Combined20052006 DataBook for the City ofDetroit. It is our mission here

at the Detrait Department ofHealth and Wéhess Promotior(DHWP)o improve health and quality of lifef all
residents of the City of Detrothrough the application of best practices in the delivery of public health services
To this endwe hope that this servesas a resource to community stakeholdefer planningand developing
effectivepublic health programs, policies, and practif@soutcomebased prevention

The DHWP hgzroudlyissued anual data book$or more than fifty years. Thitestversioncontains a sngshot
of selectedhealth indicators,population, mortality, and natality trendsand providesvarious dimensions for
assessmenincluding stratifications by race, ethnicity, gender, and geographical areas

The Combined20052006 [ata Book also plaes special focus on DHWP priority ared3ne priority area is

Maternal andChild HealtMCH) Inan efforti 2 Y S+ a dzZNB  ( KS / Adétdil€aharts arid graghs A y
of selectedMCH indicatorssuch as birth and death rates, low birth weiglktngenitalabnormalities and

maternal agehave been included.Two dher priority areaspresented in this data booknclude chronic and
communicable diseases. Thistabook providesstatisticson the leading causes of death and morbidity dita

selecta chronic and communicable diseases.

The Combined20052006 Data Booklescribes key indicators uséd measure the health status of the City of
Detroit. On behalf of the DHWP staff, | thank our community stakeholderthéirinvolvement and dedication
to improve the lives and health of the citizens of Detrdis your partner in building healthier communities in the
Gty of Detroit, we hope you find th€ombined20052006 Data Book useful.

Yvonne E. Anthony, Ph.D, MHA, MBA
Director and Health Offer



Executive Summary

The Combined20052006 Data Bookcontains statistics on the population of Detraincluding demographi¢s
natality, mortality, andmorbidity as a result of selected chronic and communicable diseddes data

presentedhere can be used to guide public health planning @wehtify areas of greater need for public
health responseHighlights from the Combined Data Bdoklude

Population

e Overall, the population in the City of Detrdits declinedby approximately37,000 since the 2000
census (able 1).

e The majority of the population decline occurred among White Ndispanic residents, from 212,278
in 1990 to 76,264 in 2006 (64% population decrease).

e There was a 1.7% population decrease among BlackHi&panicsfrom 774,528 in 1990 to 760,807
in 2006.

e The number of Hispanic residents increased significantly, from 28,473 residents in 1990 to 56,969 in
2006 (a 100% population increase).

Natality

e The birth rate has steadilyeclired since 1990.There were 14.3 and 14 Births per 1,000 personis
2005 and 200grespectively(Table 2).

e Hispanics havéhe highest birth rate with25.0 births per 1,000 personsompared toWhites Non-
Hispanis and BlackNon-Hispanis both in 2005 and 2006

e Birth rates for Hispanicand White Non-Hispanis have howeverremained relatively teady for the
years 1992006 (HBbles 2b,c)while birth rates for Black Mn-Hispanicshas decreased from 25.2
(1990) t013.8 per 1,000 persons (2006nble 2a).

e There were approximately 1,70%e births that wereclassifiedow birth weightin 2005 and 2006

e For both Hispanics and@/hite Non-Hispanis, Quster 5 had the highest number tafw birth weight live
births (Table 12).

e Approximately 45% of all live births in Detrait to a singlsamed parat (Table 18).

Mortality

e The number ofrifant deathsdecreased from 230 (2003) to 210 (2005) to 175 (2006). Most infant
deaths ocurred in the neonatal period ébles 35 and 36).

e BlackNon-Hispanis had the highest neonatal mortality ratef 13.6 (2@5) and 10.52006) infant
deaths per 1,000 live birthsgble 37).

e Since 199(the overall death rate hageclinedslightly from11.4 (1990) to 9.1 (200@eathsper 1,000
persong(Table 2).

e Assaultwas he leading cause of death f@ersons25-34 year olds in 2005 and 200Q8@ollowed by
unintentional injuries.

o Diseases of the heavtere the leading cawsof death forpersons 35 and olddifable 29 and 30).

e Overall, drug induced deaths have slowsclired from 20.8 (1990) to 18.3 (200€gaths perl00,000
persons (&ble 43).



Morbidity, selected health indicators
Lead

e Thecitywideprevalence ofead poisoning irchildren has declirgfrom 27.1%(1997)to 4.2%(2006).

e The number of children tested for lead has increased frdy®76 (1997}o 33,288 (2006) (Chart 17,
Chart 16).

e Geographically, Conner, Vernor, KetteriBgtzel, Chadse€ondon, St. Jean, Stafair, Nolan,
Tireman, Rosa Parks, Burbank, and the Airportcarbmunities weradentified as high risk areas due
to the high prevalace of(Chart 21) lead poisoned childreim 2006

Tuberculosis (TB)

e TB continues to be a serious public health concern for the City of Detroit. Since 2000, toé Téte
has been fairly steady, with a slight decline in 2005 and 2006, fromtd 0.4 infectionsper 100,000
persons respectively (Rart 22).

Communicable Diseases

e There were 11 and 1reported cases dPertussis in 2005 and 2006 spectively

e Reported cases of Hepatitis A and B have been declinin§ siné K S f | &s8s oivHpptis Ta ® /
(HCV)have been increasindn 2005 and 2006there were 1330 and 1082 reported cases of HCV
respectively

e dnce the Varicellgchickenpox)accine was introduced in 199fhere has been a dramatic decrease
in reported chickenpox cases, from 203295) to 11 (2006).

HIV/AIDS

e The number of deaths due to HIV/AIDS hdmmaically decreaseda A y OS (G KS S| NI &
corresponding to an increase in the prevalenc&lbf/AIDS case€hart27).

e The peak yars for diagnosis of new HIV cases were 189d3; subsequent years have shown a
steady decline in both new HIV and new AIDS diagnoses.

{ SEdzZl ft& ¢NIyaYAGGSR LYyTSOilA2ya o6{¢LQA&D

e Chlamydia is the most frequently reported STI in the City of Detroit followegbbgrrhea.ln 2005
and 2006, there were 1825 and 11,07%eported cases othlamydia, respectiveland 9,363 (2005)
and 6,839 (2006) reported cases gdnorrhea. Reported cases gbnorrhea andsyphilis have
decreasedd A Yy OS (G KS SI NI & wmddn Qi Ichlamkdatcsses slioBed jigtY 6 S NI 2
overall increase (charts 29, B0 Most cases othlamydia andgonorrhea were reportedamong
females, whereas syphilis cases were reported primmarong malegpg.24,25).
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How to Use the Combined 2005 & 2006 Data Book

This book is intended to be a community resource for Detroit health data. Thehhieglics discussed here
include ones that are addressed by the Department and issues that have been identified as critical to the health
of residents. Please see the Glossary (Appendix V) for definitions of selected public health terms. Users of the
DataBook should be mindful of these caveats:

1. Michigan and United States numbers, as presented, also include Detroit residents.

2. Users should be attentive to the ranges and distinctions between numbers, percentagesanatibe data
sourcewhen intempreting charts.

3. Though rates allow us to compare health indicators across communities, all rates are subject to variation
based upon factors such ,athe number of events and the population about whom the rate has been
calculated. The meaning of ratésised upon small numbers should be interpreted with caution. Other data
may be needed to support the interpretation drawn from such rates.

4. Data for diseases are based upon reported cases. Due to -uglerting or reporting delays, reported
numbers an calculated rates may not reflect the best sense of how the community is affected by a given
disease. These numbers may change over time as the reported cases are updated. Rates and numbers across
data sources may also differ depending upon the critesiedufor case inclusion.

5. In order to compare health indicators from Detroit to the state and national levels, racial categories in this
document are consistent with those used by the United States Census Bureau. Some groups in the Detroit
population, sich as Hispanic Americans, have traditionally been categorized as "White" for purposes of data
collection. Ethnicity is beginning to be recorded and emphasized more accurately for health data use.

Those of "Hispanic" ethnicity are now represented in @egary. Individuals who identify with Hispanic
ethnicity may be of any race (i.e. Black, White). The Detroit Department of Health and Wellness Promotion is
sensitive to community preferences regarding racial and ethnic categories. As more reliable dapoared
concerning all Detroit residents, we will strive to report that data in ways that are meaningful for the whole
population.

Please contact th©ffice of Health Information, Planning, Policy, Evaluation and Research (H{BPER)G-
0861) with any questions or comments.



Introduction to Neighborhood Clusters
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In 1994 the Detroit Land Use Task Force was esthbll to make recommendations dwow thecity could effectively

use its resources and properties. Their recommendetimcluded the suggestion theabmmunity based strategic

planning procesestake place at reginal levels. For this purposthe city was divided into ten (10) Neighborhood

Clusters (also known as C.R.S. areas). Ten governing boards with representatives from the community were establish
with three objectives:

1. Identify opportunities that offer tk most potential for improving the neighborhood and community;

2. Identify existing barriers to these opportunities; and,

3. Develop a common community planning database to attract investments, support project planning, and enhance
community decisin-making (CROverview, 1997).

In 1997, their results were published in an executive summary, and since that tinbegatment of Health and
Wellness Promotion then named tt{Betroit Health Departmenthas provided profiles of the ten (10) Neighborhood
Clustes in its data book.
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Part I: Population, Vital Events and
Demographics



Table 1: Population Change 172006
Detroit Residents

By Year
Numbers Percent

Yearl Total White All Otherg White All Others

1701 100 --- ---

1750 650

1800 1,000

1850 21,019 20,432 587 97.2% 2.8%
1900 285,704 281,575 4,129 98.6% 1.4%
1910 465,766 459,926 5,840 98.7% 1.3%
1920 993,739 952,126 41,613 95.8% 4.2%
1930 1,568,662 1,446,656 122,006 92.2% 7.8%
1940 1,623,542 1,472,662 150,880 90.7% 9.3%
1950 1,849,568 1,545,847 303,721 83.6% 16.4%
1960 1,670,144 1,182,970 487,174 70.8% 29.2%
1970 1,511,482 838,877 672,605 55.5% 44.5%
1980 1,203,339 413,730 789,609 34.4% 65.6%
1990 1,027,974 222,316 805,658 21.6% 78.4%
2000’ 951,270 116,599 834,671 12.3% 87.7%

Census Estimates

2001 945,867 112,480 833,387 11.9% 88.1%
2002 940,463 108,361 832,102 11.5% 88.5%
2003 935,060 104,242 830,818 11.1% 88.9%
2004 929,626 100,123 829,533 10.8% 89.2%
2005 924,253 96,004 828,249 10.4% 89.6%
2006 918,849 91,885 826,964 10.0% 90.0%

DETROIT

! Population for years 1852000 is from the U.S. Census. Y&#1§1-2006 are DHWP population smoelihed estimates.

2l Aali2NAOrtfes

historical comparison.
®Prior to 2001, numbers are based on adtreported population data from the US Census. The Census is conducted every ten year:
therefore the data for years 2002006 are between census estimates of populations. The methsed bythe census varytherefore

populationestimates will have some deee of variatiorin effort to predict the true population.
“There has been an ongoing discussion between the US Census Bureau and City of Detroit in determining what is the miageapprt
estimate to use for the population of Detroit for the betwegear census estimates. At the present moment there are four predominz
estimates that have been consideregbcial Compact, Census (Revised and Srdomtl), and American Community Survey (ACS)

estimates. For the purpose to reflect the best estimat&dd it NB A (1 Q&

5SGUNRAG

Aa

LINBR2YAY Iyt e

GKAGST

L2 Lddz F G A2y X

0 KS Owmdfed OF

0 e SseNIB&ehitdsS R

possiblein this data bookIn most cases the 2000 Cen&issed to calculate ratesince thereareinsufficient breakdown$orsub-groups
using therevised population figure. Indaition, to accommodate thestimated?006 Census population for Detroit, smodthing of the
information was necessary for the years between 2000 and 2006.



Table 2:Summary of Vital Events 1998006
Detroit Residents

Birth Death Vital Natural
Year | Births | Deaths | Rate’ | Rate' Index’ Increas€ | Populatior’
1990 24,129 11,705 23.5 11.4 206.1 12,424 1,027,974
1991 23,457 11,591 23.0 11.4 202.4 11,866 1,021,000
1992 21,549 11,255 21.3 11.1 191.5 10,294 1,014,000
1993 20,260 11,638 20.1 11.6 174.1 8,622 1,006,800
1994 19,421 11,357 19.6 11.4 171.0 8,064 992,000
1995 17,417 11,232 17.6 11.3 155.1 6,185 990,407
1996 16,586 10,134 16.6 10.1 163.7 6,452 1,000,000
1997 16,725 10,465 16.7 10.5 159.8 6,260 1,000,000
1998 16,429 10,107 16.9 10.4 162.6 6,322 972,129
1999 15,800 10,104 16.5 10.5 156.4 5,696 958,940
2000 15,892 9,981 16.7 10.5 159.2 5,911 951,270
2001 15,315 9,760 16.2 10.3 156.9 5,555 945,867
2002 14,337 9,589 15.2 10.2 149.5 4,748 940,463
2003 14,071 9,031 15.0 9.7 155.8 5,040 935,060
2004 13,619 8,812 14.6 9.5 154.6 4,807 929,626
2005 13,189 8,625 14.3 9.3 152.9 4,564 924,253
2006 13,016 8,324 14.2 9.1 156.4 4,692 918,849

Chart 1: Birth Rates 1999006
Detroit & U.S.A.
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of 2000 and 2006 revised Census population estimates.



DETROIT

Table 2aSummary of Vital Events 1999006
Black NorHispanic Detroit Residents

Birth Death Vital Natural
Year | Births Deaths | Rate | Rate | IndeX¥ | Increasé | Populatior’
1990 19,510 6,924 25.2 8.9 281.8 12,586 774,528
1991 19,381 7,191 25.0 9.3 269.5 12,190 774,485
1992 17,908 7,037 23.1 9.1 254.5 10,871 773,991
1993 16,982 7,285 21.9 94 233.1 9,697 773,681
1994 16,224 7,305 21.0 94 222.1 8,919 773,427
1995 14,514 7,339 18.8 95 197.8 7,175 772,854
1996 13,730 7,876 17.8 10.2 174.3 5,854 772,592
1997 13,788 7,655 17.8 9.9 180.1 6,133 772,611
1998 13,739 7,734 17.8 10.0 177.6 6,005 772,595
1999 12,918 7,817 16.7 10.1 165.3 5,101 772,320
2000 12,802 7,824 16.6 10.1 163.6 4,978 771,965
2001 12,465 7,790 16.2 10.1 160.0 4,675 770,105
2002 11,566 7,772 15.1 10.1 148.8 3,794 768,246
2003 11,161 7,272 14.6 95 153.5 3,889 766,386
2004 10,815 7,231 14.1 95 149.6 3,584 764,526
2005 10,552 7,025 13.8 9.2 150.2 3,527 762,667
2006 10,430 6,928 13.7 9.1 150.5 3,502 760,807
Chart 3: Black Notlispanic Birth Rates 1992006
Detroit & U.S.A.
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Table 2b:Summary of Vital Events 1999006
White Non-Hispanic Detroit Residents

Birth Death Vital Natural
Year Births | Deaths | Rate’ | Rate | IndexX | Increasé | Populatior’
1990 3,302 2,867 15.6 13.5 115.2 435 212,278
1991 3,217 2,620 15.5 12.6 122.8 597 207,786
1992 2,867 2,442 15.1 12.9 117.4 425 189,289
1993 2,480 2,412 14.7 14.3 102.8 68 168,837
1994 2,225 2,241 14.3 14.4 99.3 -16 155,360
1995 1,937 2,102 13.8 15.0 92.2 -165 140,140
1996 1,853 2,401 13.7 17.7 77.2 -548 135,700
1997 1,817 2,291 13.6 17.1 79.3 -474 133,798
1998 1,760 2,149 13.5 16.4 81.9 -389 130,785
1999 1,509 2,100 12.8 17.9 71.9 -591 117,520
2000 1,158 1,963 11.6 19.6 59.0 -805 99,921
2001 1,314 1,793 13.7 18.7 73.3 -479 95,978
2002 1,210 1,637 13.1 17.8 73.9 -427 92,035
2003 1,280 1,554 14.5 17.6 82.4 -274 88,093
2004 1,168 1,376 13.9 16.4 84.9 -208 84,150
2005 952 1,317 11.9 16.4 72.3 -365 80,207
2006 907 1,139 11.9 14.9 79.6 -232 76,264

Chart 5: White NorHispanic Birth Rates 1999006
Detroit & U.S.A.
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Table 2cSummary of Vital Events 1992006
Hispanic Detroit Residents

Birth Death Vital Natural
Year | Births Deaths | Rate | Rate IndeX | Increasé | Population’
1990 623 123 21.9 4.3 506.5 500 28,473
1991 560 93 21.3 3.5 602.2 467 26,246
1992 530 107 21.0 4.2 495.3 423 25,186
1993 537 102 21.1 4.0 526.5 435 25,434
1994 646 130 22.1 4.4 496.9 516 29,286
1995 699 117 22.4 3.8 597.4 582 31,158
1996 702 125 22.5 4.0 561.6 577 31,264
1997 820 111 23.1 3.1 738.7 709 35,434
1998 920 141 23.6 3.6 652.5 779 38,968
1999 1,022 132 24.0 3.1 774.2 890 42,502
2000 1,158 135 24.6 2.9 857.8 1,023 47,167
2001 1,296 124 26.6 2.5 1,045.2 1,172 48,807
2002 1,329 135 26.4 2.7 984.4 1,194 50,434
2003 1,366 169 26.2 3.2 808.3 1,197 52,068
2004 1,399 156 26.1 2.9 896.8 1,243 53,702
2005 1,384 170 25.0 3.1 814.1 1,214 55,355
2006 1,439 154 25.3 2.7 934.4 1,285 56,969

Chart 7: Hispanic Birth Rates 132006
Detroit & U.S.A.
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Table 3: Vital Indedof Detroit Residents
By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin

Black White
Year Area Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic All Race$
Cluster 1 173.1 88.3 300.0 158.7
Cluster2 337.2 39.4 700.0 259.8
Cluster 3 151.4 32.2 1,100.0 128.6
Cluster 4 95.6 48.3 233.3 93.5
N Cluster 5 131.8 116.4 944.2 229.0
= Cluster 6 122.2 76.9 400.0 122.1
e Cluster 7 216.2 89.3 590.9 181.7
Cluster 8 238.6 36.6 900.0 187.8
Cluster 9 155.7 34.8 200.0 149.2
Cluster 10 96.1 36.0 100.0 95.4
Unclassifiablé 165.8 775 857.8 160.0
Cluster 1 100.0 163.9 166.7 159.1
Cluster 2 23.5 283.1 80.0 228.6
Cluster 3 26.1 131.6 100.0 114.8
Cluster 4 56.0 96.9 100.0 94.5
o Cluster 5 111.1 110.3 1,003.3 276.8
S Cluster 6 57.9 114.3 1,900.0 115.4
9" | Cluster 7 94.6 188.7 557.1 168.8
Cluster 8 52.7 202.1 275.0 179.6
Cluster 9 275 135.5 250.0 132.7
Cluster 10 35.0 97.9 300.0 97.6
Unclassifiabl& 100.0 183.2 900.0 182.9
Cluster 1 109.9 146.9 160.0 149.6
Cluster 2 23.7 246.4 150.0 209.0
Cluster 3 28.1 135.3 100.0 119.5
Cluster 4 61.4 90.4 1,300.0 90.7
o Cluster 5 114.5 101.2 988.1 287.3
= Cluster 6 50.0 116.8 116.9
@ Cluster 7 99.5 186.4 580.0 172.4
Cluster 8 41.3 202.3 266.7 172.6
Cluster 9 40.0 124.7 400.0 120.3
Cluster 10 47.6 91.7 91.0
Unclassifiabl& 288.2 410.9 3,650.0 426.6

--- Denotes vital index cannot be computed

'Births per 100 deaths.

*The categorgAllraces includes persons of athce/ethnicity, including those that are Black Neispanic, Wite NonHispanic, or Hispanic
in origin.

3Unclassifiable includes persons whereluster could not be established.
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Table 4:Geography of Birthsn Detroit
2000¢ 2006
By Race and Hispanic Origin

Births Occurring in Detroit

. Born to % Born to . 5

Year | Total Births Non-Residents Non-Residents Mobility Ratio
2000 17,614 5,087 28.9 1,722 151.2
2001 16,307 4,521 27.7 992 128.1
2002 15,191 4,471 29.4 854 123.6
Total 2003 15,063 4,534 30.1 992 128.0
2004 14,688 4,558 31.0 1,069 130.6
2005 14,679 4,787 32.6 1,490 145.2
2006 15,168 5,292 34.9 2,151 168.5
2000 12,053 1,191 9.9 -904 56.8
2001 11,191 1,076 9.6 -1,274 45.8
2002 10,329 1,068 10.3 -1,237 46.3
Noﬂ?ggamc 2003 10,074 1,067 11.0 -1,087 49.5
2004 9,958 1,219 12.2 -857 58.7
2005 9,851 1,375 14.0 -701 66.2
2006 10,125 1,612 15.9 -305 84.1
2000 4,209 3,556 84.5 2,745 438.5
2001 3,664 3,107 84.8 2,350 410.4
: 2002 3,511 3,058 87.1 2,301 404.0
Nor\ml-\Iﬁ:IstSanic 2003 3,587 3,062 86.6 2,307 405.6
2004 3,384 2,948 87.1 2,216 402.7
2005 3,373 2,981 88.4 2,421 532.3
2006 3,531 3,161 89.5 2,624 588.6
2000 970 117 12.1 -188 38.4
2001 1,132 128 11.3 -164 43.8
2002 988 103 104 -341 23.2
Hispanic 2003 970 139 14.3 -396 26.0
2004 946 125 13.2 -453 21.6
2005 960 142 14.8 -424 25.1
2006 999 147 14.7 -440 25.0

"Mobility equals the number of neresident births in Detroit minus Detroit residebirths outside Detroit
“Ratio equals the number of neresident births in Detroit per 100 resident births outside Detroit
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Chart 9:Geograjy of Birthsof Detroit Residents
2000¢ 2006
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Chart 11:Geography of Birth®f Detroit Residents
2000¢ 2006
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Table 5: Fertility Rates 2005
Detroit Residents

By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin

Fertility Rate 2005

Black White
Area Non-Hispanic | Non-Hispanic Hispanic All Race$
Citywidé® 58.0 51.4 130.2 60.5
Cluster 1 57.6 86.7 30.9 60.4
Cluster 2 60.5 19.3 17.7 57.0
Cluster 3 77.9 23.9 3.6 71.0
Cluster 4 36.9 25.7 37.4 36.1
Cluster 5 54.2 68.4 147.0 98.3
Cluster 6 59.2 48.5 121.0 59.1
Cluster 7 57.3 63.5 60.5 57.0
Cluster 8 53.3 28.9 42.6 50.5
Cluster 9 51.3 43.7 34.7 51.0
Cluster 10 46.7 12.8 22.1 45.1
Unclassifiablé UNK UNK UNK UNK
Table & Fertility Rates 2006
Detroit Residents
By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin
Fertility Rate 206"
Black White
Area Non-Hispanic | Non-Hispanic Hispanic All Race$
Citywid63 57.3 49.0 135.3 59.7
Cluster 1 53.3 88.6 494 56.6
Cluster 2 57.9 17.1 13.3 54.2
Cluster 3 75.3 20.3 2.1 67.9
Cluster 4 34.6 21.6 40.5 33.3
Cluster 5 52.0 57.1 148.3 95.3
Cluster 6 54.1 30.8 114.6 53.3
Cluster 7 58.5 58.1 89.9 57.7
Cluster 8 51.2 24.9 31.0 47.6
Cluster 9 48.0 71.4 27.8 47.7
Cluster 10 43.4 18.2 36.8 41.9
Unclassifiablé UNK UNK UNK UNK

Fertility Rate is the number of live births per 1,000 women aged4l§earsaccording to the 2000 U.S.

Census

The categorgAll Racesincludes persons of all race/ethnicity, including those that are BlackHispanic,

White NonHispanic, and Hispanic in origin.

*Citywide includes persons from all clusters and those personsendeluster could not be established
“Unk = Unknown, the rate could not be determined

®Unclassifiable are those where a cluster could not be established




Chart 13:City of Detroitby Age, Gender, antRaceSpecific
Fertility Rates, 2005°
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Chart 14.City of Detroitby Age, Gender andRaceSpecific
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'According to 2000 Census data
*Fertility rateis the number of live births per 1,000 women in the specified age group according to the 2000 U.S. Census
3 KS Ol AlRacesmBudes persons of all race/ethnicity, including those that are BlackHispanic, White Notispanic,

Bmo i ic in agin.
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Births per 1,000 Women Age ¥4

Chart 15Fertility Rates'1990-2006
Detroit, Michigan, and USA
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30.0 -
= Detroit
20.0 -
—#— Michigan
10.0 -
=i U.S.A.
0.0
1990|1991/ 1992|1993|1994| 1995| 1996 1997| 1998| 1999| 2000 2001| 2002( 2003| 2004| 2005| 2006
Detroit | 93.3| 92.5|86.6| 83.0| 81.7| 73.5| 65.3| 64.2| 69.5| 67.1| 78.2| 73.9| 65.7| 64.5| 62.5| 60.5| 59.7
Michigan 69.1| 67.0| 64.6| 62.9| 62.2| 60.4| 59.9| 60.2| 60.6| 60.8| 62.0| 60.7| 59.0| 61.6| 61.4| 60.9| 61.8
U.S.A. 70.9|/ 69.6/ 68.9| 67.6| 66.7| 65.6| 65.3| 65.0| 65.6| 65.9| 67.6| 65.3| 64.8| 65.8| 66.4| 66.7| 68.7

! According to 2000 US Censiata
2 Fertility rate is the number of live births per 1,000 women in the specified age group according to 2000 US Census
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Table 6: Average Number ofiking Children
AmongDetroit Residentsor 2005
By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin

Average Number of Living Children of Women Who Gave Birth in 2005
Black White
Area Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic All Race$
Citywide® 1.4 1.7 1.3 15
Cluster 1 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.6
Cluster 2 1.4 21 15 1.9
Cluster 3 1.6 1.2 1.4 15
Cluster 4 15 1.4 0.8 0.5
Cluster 5 1.6 1.9 1.3 2.4
Cluster 6 1.6 1.8 0.9 1.6
Cluster 7 1.4 1.7 1.4 1.2
Cluster 8 1.3 1.2 1.4 11
Cluster 9 1.3 1.2 2.6 1.2
Cluster 10 1.3 0.9 0.3 1.3
Unclassifable’ 1.4 1.5 1.0 1.1

Téable 6a: Average Number of Livir@hildren
AmongDetroit Residentdor 2006
By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin

Average Number of Living Children of Women Who Gave Birth in 2006
Black White
Area Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic All Race$
Citywide® 1.4 1.6 1.3 1.4
Cluster 1 15 1.9 2.0 1.3
Cluster 2 1.4 1.3 1.7 1.7
Cluster 3 15 0.9 0.8 0.8
Cluster 4 1.4 0.7 0.7 0.4
Cluster 5 1.4 1.7 1.3 2.6
Cluster 6 15 1.3 1.2 1.0
Cluster 7 1.4 1.8 1.7 0.9
Cluster 8 1.2 1.2 21 1.4
Cluster 9 1.3 1.4 1.8 1.6
Cluster 10 1.2 0.7 0.8 0.8
Unchssifiablé 1.3 1.6 1.3 2.1

Average based upon information from birth certificates

tKS OFGS3I2NE ! ff wlkOSaé¢ AyOf dRSa LISNA 2 yHispahig, White RomiNfaticSar Kispdaif i Qriginl &
3Citywide include persons from all clusters and those persons where a cluster could not be established

“Unclassifiable are those where a cluster could not be established

DETROIT
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Childhood Lead Poisoning

A major public health issue, trend data shows that childhood lead poisoning has been on a decline over the past si
years. In 2006, there were 33,131 children less than six years old tested for lead poisoning in fhilei€iyas 43.6
percent of all children less than six years old in the city of Detroit and approximately 25 percent of all testing done
statewide.

City of Detroit
# of Children tested by year (1992006)
Children less than 6 years of agehart 16)
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City of Detroit
Number and Percentage of Elevated Blood Lead Levels (10ug/dL&above) by *
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Year
'Data Source: Detroit Chidhood Lead Poisoning Prevention Pro@ailLLAR Database

Note : Children Lesh@n Six Years equals Children up to 2189 days old or less
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Our most recent data from 2006 show that the prevalence of childhood lead poisoningbi@aded significantly
from 6.1%n 2005 to 4.1% in 2006, a 32.7 percent decrease irCthé € Q&4 OKAf RK22R f SI F
2006).

Chart 18: City of Detroit, Prevalence of Childhooc

12.0% EBL >10 ug/dl by Yeér
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Data Source: Detrofthidhood Lead Poisoning Prevention Progr&TELLAR Database
Note : Childreriess than 6 years of agkenoteschildren < 2189 days

{2YS 27 58S NEhabhighpretalerick obchildSriwith EBL in 2006 48205, 48213, 48214, 48204
48206, ad 48210 (DCLPP&CP Database, 2007). Surveillance data algshathtbese six zip codes contaiwver
53%of homes thatpreviously had children test positive for EBIVhen childhood lead poisoning is vieav
3S23INI LIKAOFf f& o0& 5Sthdeavdsiapparant thatfohdrYVérdey, KeitdgBgizel, Chadse)
Condon, St. Jean, Stgteair Nolan, Tireman, Rosa Parks, Burbank, and the Airport subcommangiég top ten
hot spots for childhood lead poisoning in the city of Detroit (DCLPP&CP Dat2bas).

Chal’tlg Detroit Children Less than Six Years with Confirmed Elevated Blood Lead Levels
in 2006 by Zip Codes

43223

22222

aaaaa

# of Children w/confirmed EBL
Count_
[Je-1=
[ 1=-2e
[ s0-s8
July 2007 B 50 - =5
Soatce: Dottodt Honlth and Wdlnces Promcoten, DCLPFPSCP STELLAR Databuac, 2007 N == s
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Tuberculosis (TB)

Tuberculosis continues to be a Chart 20: Detroit Reported Cases and Rates* of TB per 100,0
serious public health concern in 2000- 20061

the City of Detroit. In 2005, 88 140 T

cases were reported and in 200 120

there were 62 cases. This 100 1

represents a 14%decrease

from 2004 to 200mnd29.3% 80 T

decrease fron2005 t02006 60 |

The latestdecrease would bring
us closer tahe goal of
eliminating TBn the United 20 1
States. Howeer, as the number 0
of caseglecreases ibecomes
more difficult tolocate and treat
TB patients Therefore,
surveillance activities must

become more practiveand Chart 21: Health Status of Patients Seer
targeted. The challenge is o5 in the Detroit TB program 20042006
remainingvigilant with public and

provider messages, targeted 20 -
screening activities, and
innovative methods for strongly
encouraging andhaintaining 10 -
treatment compliance.

40 |

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

k=== Number of Cases 115 116 95 81 103 88 62
—ii#— Rate 12.1 12.1 9.9 8.5 11.3 104 7.4

15 -

5 4

The general health status o 0 ﬂ
many_ of the paients Seer? in the alcohol abuse |nje;tl;r;g;éjrug nor-injecting drug HIV pos
Detroit TB Program remasrpoor.

. . . 1 2004 9.7 3.9 3.9 10.7
Patients aretypically sicker at
diagnosis and man atients 2009 LA o4 129 148

9 y P 1 2006 20.9 4.8 20.9 8.5

likely have ceexisting or pre
existing medical conditions or have undergone medical treatments that further weaken their immune
systems. Somef these conditions include, but are not limited to, diabetes mellitus, cirrhosis of the
liver, renal failure, leukemia or cancer. Patients also struggille co-existing alcohol osubstance
abuse problems, and/or HIV infection.

" All rates arecalculated using 2005 and 2006 American Community Survey population estimates
! Reported Tuberculosis in the United States, 2006. CsfaeDisease Control and Prevention
2 DHWP Tuberculosis (TB) program estimates

DETROIT
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TB(Continued

Those who are homeless live in institutional settings are nequally affected by TB.

Chart 22: Living Arrangements of Patients seel
in the Detroit TB program 20042007

% Cases Per Yee

2004

2005

2006

2007

M homeless

4.9

2.3

6.5

15

M correctional facilities

D

2.4

0.0

1.6

3.1

M long term care

3.9

2.3

1.6

0.0

' DHWP Tuberculosis (TB) program estimates
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Vaccine Preventable DiseasSes

Varicella vaccine wdsst introducedto
the publicin 1995. Sincéhen there has
been a steady decline in the number of
Varicellacases. In the 2 years prior to
vaccineavailability there were3,276
cases in 1993andcases3,238in 1994
reported. By 200]only 150 cases were
reported. Beginningwith the 200203
schoolyear, proof of Varicella
immunization or documentation of
disease was required for students
entering kindergarten or a new school
district. This requirement further

Number of Cases

reduced disease incidencBee Chart2

Pertussis (whooping cough) is relatively
uncommonin the United States

Adolescents and adults account for half of ,
the reported cases. Pertussis vaccine was %
first introduced in the 1940s. Since its O
introduction there has beeareduction in
the number of case#\t onepoint, disease
reductionreached 99%n 2005 we began
to seeincrease in the number akported
cases.See Chart 26.

Number of

Chart B: Reported Cases of ChickenptixDetroit Residents
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1995| 1996| 1997| 1998| 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006
|Casef 2032| 1395| 618 | 2077| 316 | 464 | 150 | 107 | 103 | 94 58 30
Chart 2: Reported Cases of Pertusses Detroit Residents

16 1995- 2006
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1995| 1996 1997 1998| 1999| 2000| 2001 | 2002 | 2003| 2004| 2005| 2006

Cases 6 2 3 1 3 6 7 1 9 10 11 14

Table7: Reported Number of Other Vaccinereventable Disease@ Detroit
20052006

Disease

2005

2

006

Diphtheria

H. influenzae Inv.
Measles

Mumps

Polio

Rubella

Tetanus

R O O N O +» O

o O O O O+ O

" Numbers based on reported cases to fbelWP (Department of Health and Wellness Promotion)

DETROIT
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Selected Communicable DiseasesDetroit 2005 and 2006

Table 8 Potential Foodborne lliness in Detroit
The yea004marked the introduction ofhe Michigan Disease _20052006

Surveillance System. This system allowed intebasted Disease 2005 2006

communicable disease reporting.

Salmonellosis 49 56
The data infables8 and9 show the number of suspected cases Campylolacter 29 30
of select foodborne iles&sand communicable diseaseshe Giardiasis 27 29

cases ofoodborne illnesses and communicable diseases have not

changel appreciably over time. Shigellosis 2015
Cryptosporidiosis

Reported cases of Streptococcus pneumoniae, ive baen Amebiasis

down from112cases in 2003 ar@4 casesn 2004 to37 cases in Listeriosis

2005and 38cases in 200&Hepatitis A and B have been on the
declineas well The number of Hepatitis #éases washighest in Escherichia coli 0157:H7
1998 when 1038 cases were report&tihile n 2005 and 2006 Typhoid Fever

Hepatitis A had 14 and 15 cases repontegpectively The
number ofHepatitis Bcasesvashighestin 2000 when 137 cases
were reported. For 2008nd 2006 41 casesnd 38 were Botulism- Foodborne

reported for Hepatitis BespectivelyWhilethere has been a Shiga toxin, E. Coli, Non 0157
decline in Hepatitis A and Bepatitis C hs increased steadily,

Yersinia enteritis

O O O w o +r O~ -
O O O O Fr P NN ®©

Shiga toxin, EColi, Unsp

reachingl329 cases in 2005 and 1073 cases in 2006.

Table 9 Selected Communicable DiseaseDetroit 20052006

Disease 2005 2006 Disease 2005 2006
Hepatitis C, Chronic 1330 1082 West Nile Virus 7 12
Animal Bite 848 800 Meningitis- Bacterial Other 16 11
Hepatitis B, Chronic 410 387 Hepatitis C, Acute 10 4
Meningitis- Aseptic 126 146  Malaria 3 4
Streptococcus pneumoniae, Inv 52 59  GuillainrBarre Syndrom 5 3
Hepatitis B, Acute 47 41  Encephalitis, Primary 2 3
Streptococcal Dis, Inv, Grp A 37 38 Meningococcal Disease 4 3
Legionellosis 14 28  Staphylococcus Aureus Infect. 3 2
Hepatitis A 17 18 Hepatitis B, Perinatal 0 0
Cryptococcosis 21 14

Kawasaki 7 12

DETROIT
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HIV/AIDS
Table 10 Estimate of HIV Prevalente

Age at Diagnosis 2005| 2006] Tpe prevalence of HIV in Detrdiis steadily increasemver the yearslikely

All Ages 17,0001 7,200 | 416 1 the fact that those withIV are living longeas result ofimproved

0-12 years 1101 110 medical treatmentsThe majority of casesith HIV/AIDSn Detroit occu in

13- 19 years 270 300

20- 24 years 770|820 those25-39 yearsof age

25-29 years 1,080 | 1,110 rpig chart depicts the decline in incidence of HIV/AIDs over time. As noted,
30- 34 years 1,270| 1,280 . . .

35-39 years 1290/ 1310 there has bgen a steady |ncr.ease |r? the tota.d .number of cases..Thls trend can
40- 44 years 960| 930 likely be at.trlbuted to the patients with HIV living longer due to cad

45- 49 years 620 650| @advances intreatment.

50-54 years 360 370

55-59 years 150 160

60- 64 years 60 60

65 years and over 50 50

! Numbers based on reported cases to DEWP (Detroit Health and Wellness Promotion).

Chart 25:HIV/AIDS PrevalencamongDetroit Residents

19902006
800 6,000
L 700
o 1 5,000
8 600 I
&
& 1L 4,000 o
8 500 + g
2 2
2 400 + + 3,000 3
B
o
300
1 2,000
200
1 1,000
100
0 0

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

B HIV/AIDS Incidence —f@—HIV/AIDS Prevalence

*Michigan Department of Community Health. HIV Surveillance section. Division of Communicable Diseases.HIV/AIDS data files.
Reported numbers are estimates dueunderreporting and reporting delays of laboratory rdisuinto the surveillance system
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Table 11 Estimate ofNew Diagnoses, Deaths, and Prevalence of HIV/AIDS in Detroit

HIV/AIDS AIDS
Year New HIV Diagnoses Deaths Prevalenc¢ New AIDS Diagnoses Deaths Prevalence
1981 2 1 1 2 1 1
1982 2 0 3 2 0 3
1983 11 4 10 10 4 9
1984 21 11 20 21 11 19
1985 120 25 115 40 25 34
1986 164 44 235 74 41 67
1987 253 79 409 140 74 133
1988 333 123 619 212 121 224
1989 502 175 946 302 167 359
1990 575 212 1,309 347 203 503
1991 623 235 1,697 417 222 698
1992 732 309 2,120 584 292 990
1993 653 401 2,372 514 377 1,127
1994 601 422 2,551 484 391 1,220
1995 547 437 2,661 468 401 1,287
1996 530 290 2,901 376 270 1,393
1997 504 217 3,188 332 193 1,532
1998 446 214 3,420 316 191 1,657
1999 335 196 3,559 294 173 1,778
2000 411 205 3,765 320 176 1,992
2001 386 191 3,960 245 162 2,005
2002 329 158 4,131 259 145 2,119
2003 363 134 4,360 266 114 2,271
2004 368 123 4,605 255 108 2,418
2005 364 132 4,837 282 121 2,579
2006 309 102 5,044 220 93 2,706
Total 9,753 4512 5,241 6,939 4,140 2,799

Chart 26:New HIV/AIDS Diagnosesd Deaths (HIV/AIDS) 1981006
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MNew HIV Diagnoses

Source: MDCH, January 2008 Quarterly
HIV/AIDS Analysis: Detroit

'This estmate includes all persons living in Detroit, Michigan at diagnosis of HIV or AIDS, including those not reported or not
diagnosed.
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Reported Cases of Selected Sexually Transmittddctions (STI)
1990200647

Chlamydia is the most frequently reportedl 8TDetroit with 13,425 and 11,071 cases reported in 2005 and,2006
respectively. The second mdsequently reported STik gonorrhea were 9,36&ported casesor 2005 and (B39
reported casesor 2006. There were282reported syphiliscasedn 2006 and 202eported casesn 2005. Theharts
show the rates ofgonorrhea aml syphilis are on the declinevhilechlamydia is continuing to gradually increg&tharts
27 and 2B).

Chart 27:Reported Cases of Syphilis in Chart 28:Reported Cases of Gonorrhea and
200 Detroit 1990-2006 1500 Chlamydidin Detroit 1990-2006
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—— Syphilis —— Gonorrhea  —a— Chlamydia

Approximately half of the reportesgyphilis cases an#9%of the chlamydia cases in the state of Michigan are
attributable to theGty of Detoit. In 2006, the state of Michigamported that rates foisyphilis,gonorrhea, and
chlamydia were 4, 154, and 3taseger 100,000 populatiorrespectively. In Detraithe estimated rates fosyphilis,
gonorrhea, ancchlamydia for 2006 were 21.2, 788and 1163 caseger 100,00Qopulation respectively.

More than threequartersof reportedcK € F Y@ RAI OF aSa 6SNB FSYIES o0yw: AY HJ
chlamydia were highest in the 18 and 2624 age groups for femad@and male. Chars26 and 27) More than half of
reportedg2 Y 2 NNKSI OF 4Sa 6SNB FSYFHES opm: AY Hanp | YR-19 m:
and 2024 age group (Cha®8 and 29)Forreported syphilis cases, more than half were male¥681 2005 and 55% in
2006) (Chagon ' yYR om0 ® 5SUNRAGQA KARI4EI0A4yedihga GFoupswitlgfoB Y I £ S
females it was in the 3@4yearage group.

'Rate are based on populatisreported in the 2000 US Census
“Chlamyda data only available from 1922006
®Detroit cases were obtained from the Michigan Department of Community HealtBtafistics

DETROIT
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Rates of Chlamydia, Gonorrhea, and SyphiiDetroit for 2005 & 2006
by Age and Gender??

Chart 29:Rates of Chlamydia by Age and Gender for 20(

All wfemale 2,175.0 544.9
45+  male 531
2 30-44 483.1
g
O 2529 1,226.6
5
<
20-24 2,522.0
15-19 13,999. 1,842.4
10-14
16000 11000 6000 1000 4000
Chart 31:Rates of Gonorrhea by Age and Gender for 2(
All 953.8 789.8
u female
45+ gmale
o 3044 896.4
5
O 2529 1,548.3 1,909.4
g
20-24 4,353.2 3,241.2
1519 5,499.3 2,031.9
1014 309.1

7500 6000 4500 3000 1500 O

1500 3000 4500

Chart 33: Rate of Syphilis by Age and Gender for 2(

395

|
Al u female 209 _

:
O 2529 63.6
)
<
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! Rate per 100,000 in specified population

% Rate are based on population reported in the 2000 US Census

Age Group

Age Group

Age Group

Chart 30:Rates of Chlamydia by Age and Gender for 2!

All @ female 1,732.4 515.3
45+ Hmale 662 | 41.7
30-44 444.6
2529 989.4
20-24 2,179.6
1519 11,905.3 2,169.6
1014 59.1
15000 10000 5000 0 5000
Chart 32: Rates of Gonorrhea by Age and Gender for 2!
All female 731.3
# male
45+
3044
2529 1,611.4
20-24 3,111 1 2,776.4

1519 43327 1 ,983.1
10-14 258.0
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Chart 34: Rate of Syphilis by Age and Gender for 2(
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® Cases were obtained from reported cases from Michigan DepartmeRowfmunity Health STD statistics for 2005 and 2006
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Substance Usand Abuse in Detroit 2002006

Substance use and abuse continues to be a large public health _ o
issue in the City of Detroit. During the years 2q@D05the ~ Tablel2:Primary Substance by Year of Admission

national annual average rate of current illicit drug use was 8.19
persons aged 12earsor older. Among the 15 largest
metropalitan statistical areagdetroit had one the highest rates
(9.5%). During the years 2004, 2005, and 2006, treatment
admission rates doubled in most of Detroit zip codeiy( of
Detroit Substance Abuse Needs Assessinith the highest

admissions in 4820 48202, 48206, and 48208. Those individual$0caine

in 20042006 admitted to substance abuse treatment programs
were overwhelmingly male (90%) and African American
(65%]City of Detroit Sostance Abuse Needs Assessmefjack
Cocaine was the primary substanof abuse for both 2005 and
2006, followed by heroin and alcohol. Heroelated deaths have
been on the rise since the 1990s in Detroit

Chart 35:Prevalenceof Past Month Use of Any lllicit Dru20022005

P Sbstance 2004| 2005| 2006
Crack Cocaine 750 1720 | 1891
Heroin 708 1840 | 1726
Alcohol 566 1223 | 1250
Marijuana 239 632 1016

71 93 100
Other opiates 18 46 55
Methadone(illicit) | 4 14 11
Ecstasy 0 3 7
Other* 3 4 2

*Qther = Methcathinone,
sedatives, Barbiturates

In Major Cities Across United States

14

Ketamine, Inhalants, Other

12

10

= o o

B Major City —— USA Rate
Fentanyl Overdoses:

The Wayne County Medicgakaminer noticed an increase in digdated deaths due to Fentanyl in 20@506.
Fentanyl is a synthetic opiate much more potent than morphine. From August 28, 2005 to May 31, 2006
Detroit/Wayne County had one of the highest numbef Fentanylrelateddeaths. There wer&30 Fentanyd
relateddeaths, 28 due to Fentanyl alonghile 102 involved Fentanyl combined with other illicit drugs.

DETROIT
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Part IIl. NATALITY

26



Table 13: Live Births and Birth Rates

Among Detroit Residentfor 2005
By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin

Black White
2005 Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic All Raced
Area Number | Rat¢ | Number | Rat¢ | Number | Rate¢ | Number | Raté
CityWidez 10,552 13.7 952 9.5 1,384 8.1 13,189 19.0
Cluster 1 1,077 13.2 141 138 5 5.7 1,303 13.2
Cluster 2 1,611 16.0 35 3.4 4 4.4 1,689 14.5
Cluster 3 1,275 13.6 46 3.8 7 7.5 1,341 12.3
Cluster 4 664 11.4 51 6.1 12 11.5 766 10.8
Cluster 5 268 11.7 331 13.8 1,234 32.6 1,860 20.9
Cluster 6 1,166 13.1 11 8.3 19 30.7 1,211 13.1
Cluster 7 1,272 13.8 209 11.1 39 14.0 1,543 13.0
Cluster 8 1,079 14.0 58 5.4 11 11.8 1,169 12.8
Cluster 9 1,150 11.9 11 6.5 5 8.0 1,184 11.7
Cluster 10 598 10.0 7 3.1 3 5.8 620 9.7
Unclassifiablé 392 UNK 52| UNK 45| UNK 503 | UNK
Table 13: Live Births and Birth Rates
Among Detroit Residentfor 2006
By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin
Black White
2006 Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic All Raced
Area Number | Rate’ | Number | Rate’ | Number | Rate’ | Number | Rate
CityWidez 10,430 13.5 907 9.1 1,439 8.4 13,016 18.7
Cluster 1 996 12.2 144 14.1 8 9.1 1,230 125
Cluster 2 1,540 15.3 31 3.0 3 3.3 1,607 13.8
Cluster 3 1,233 13.2 39 3.2 4 4.3 1,282 11.7
Cluster 4 622 10.7 43 51 13 12.4 706 10.0
Cluster 5 257 11.2 276 11.5 1,245 32.8 1,804 20.3
Cluster 6 1,065 12.0 7 5.3 18 29.1 1,091 11.8
Cluster 7 1,297 14.1 191 10.2 58 20.8 1,562 13.2
Cluster 8 1,036 13.5 50 4.7 8 8.6 1,103 12.1
Cluster 9 1,077 11.1 18 10.6 4 6.4 1,107 11.0
Cluster 10 555 9.2 10 4.4 5 9.6 577 9.0
Unclassifiablé 752 | UNK 98| UNK 73| UNK 947 | UNK

DETROIT

TRate per 1,000 specified population according to 2000 U.S. Census
“Citywide includes persons from all clusters and those persons where a cluster could not be established

*TheOl G S32 NE
Hispanic in origin.

al fft

wlk 0§54a¢

“UNK = Unknown, the rate could not be determined
®Unclassifiable are those where a cluster could roebtablished

Ay Ot dzRS &

LISNE2Y a

2 F -HiNgarcSWhieliNifispadit, dre =
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Rate per 1,000 population*

Chart 36: Birth Rates 199P006 for Detroit, Michigan, and usK

25.0
20.0
S —
10.0
5.0
0.0
1990 | 1991 | 1992 | 1993 | 1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006
Detroit 235 | 230 | 21.3 | 201 | 196 | 17.6 | 16.6 | 16.7 | 169 | 16,5 | 16.7 | 16.2 | 152 | 150 | 146 | 143 | 142
Michigan| 16.4 | 159 | 152 | 146 | 144 | 139 | 137 | 136 | 136 | 135 | 13.8 | 135 | 13.1 | 13.0 | 128 | 126 | 12.6
——U.S.A. 16.7 | 16.2 | 158 | 154 | 150 | 146 | 144 | 142 | 143 | 142 | 144 | 141 | 139 | 141 | 13.8 | 13.7 | 13.9

! Detroit birth rates are DHWP estimates from vital data
2 Michigan and USA birth rates are MDCH estimates from natality trend data
*Detroit population for years 1990 and 2000 are US Cenus, all other years are DHWP estimates.
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Table #: Monthly Didribution of Live Births
Among Detroit Residentfor 2005
By Race and Hispanic Origin

All Black White

2005 Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other®

Birth

Month | Number | Number | Percenf | Number | Percenf | Number | Percenf | Number | Percent
Total 13,189 10,552 100.0 952 100.0 1,384 100.0 301 100.0
Januay 1,154 934 8.9 82 8.6 109 7.9 29 9.6
February 1,069 872 8.3 64 6.7 93 6.7 40 13.3
March 1,092 875 8.3 81 8.5 113 8.2 23 7.6
April 1,102 904 8.6 72 7.6 100 7.2 26 8.6
May 1,069 846 8.0 83 8.7 118 8.5 22 7.3
June 1,095 846 8.0 79 8.3 143 10.3 27 9.0
July 1,150 902 8.6 85 8.9 131 9.5 32 10.6
August 1,077 847 8.0 90 9.5 114 8.2 26 8.6
September 1,020 794 7.5 95 10.0 116 8.4 15 5.0
October 1,086 886 8.4 73 7.7 109 7.9 18 6.0
November 1,068 871 8.3 65 6.8 106 7.7 26 8.6
December 1,207 975 9.2 83 8.7 132 9.5 17 5.7
Table 14: Monthly Distribution of Live Births
Among Detroit Residentsor 2006
By Race and Hispanic Origin

All Black White

2006 Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other®

Birth

Month | Number | Number | Percenf | Number | Percenf | Number | Percenf | Number | Percenf
Total 13,016 10,430 100.0 907 100.0 1,280 100.0 399 100.0
Januay 1,187 968 9.3 77 8.5 123 8.6 19 7.9
February 1,061 876 8.4 73 8.1 94 6.5 18 7.5
March 1,105 876 8.4 80 8.8 124 8.6 25 10.4
April 955 769 7.4 65 7.2 103 7.2 18 7.5
May 1,086 873 8.4 71 7.8 127 8.8 15 6.3
June 1,072 854 8.2 75 8.3 125 8.7 18 7.5
July 1,109 885 8.5 72 8.0 126 8.8 26 10.8
August 1,125 896 8.6 82 9.0 130 9.0 17 7.1
September 1,082 854 8.2 88 9.7 121 8.4 19 7.9
October 1,019 797 7.6 95 10.5 110 7.6 17 7.1
November 1070 858 8.2 60 6.6 125 8.7 27 11.3
December 1,145 924 8.9 69 7.6 131 9.1 21 8.8
tKS OFGS3I2NE ! ft wkOSaé AyOfdzZRSa LISNE 2 yHispahig, White NomNpaticSa Kispaaig ik

origin.

’As a percentage of total births

%4 h (i KrSldkEs those that are not Black Nétispanic, White Notispanic, or Hispanic in origin.

DETROIT
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DETROIT

Table 15: Average Birth Weight in Grains
Among Detroit Residentfor 2005
By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin

2005 Black White
Cluster Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic All Race$

Citywidé® 3055.9 3174.4 3344.9 3135.0
Cluster 1 3069.2 3079.9 3480.0 3145.1
Cluster 2 3020.3 3191.9 3226.8 3000.8
Cluster 3 2988.0 3176.9 3415.7 3234.9
Cluster 4 3094.4 3215.7 3028.7 3151.1
Cluster 5 3158.2 3184.3 3346.8 3296.6
Cluster 6 3075.2 2935.6 3511.4 3223.6
Cluster 7 3074.5 3249.1 3267.7 3004.6
Cluster 8 3082.1 3215.1 3123.3 3340.9
Cluster 9 30425 2953.8 3446.4 2960.1
Cluster 10 3080.3 2765.3 3674.7 2998.3
Unclassifiablé 3063.4 3121.5 3379.8 3158.1

Table 1%: Average Birth Weight in Granis

Among Detroit Residentfor 2006

By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin

2006 Black White
Cluster Non/Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic All Raced

Citywide® 3036.4 3215.5 3316.4 3122.6
Cluster 1 3069.2 3079.9 3480.0 3145.1
Cluster 2 3020.3 3191.9 3226.8 3000.8
Cluster 3 2988.0 3176.9 3415.7 3234.9
Cluster 4 3094.4 3215.7 3028.7 3151.1
Cluster 5 3158.2 3184.3 3346.8 3296.6
Cluster 6 3075.2 2935.6 3511.4 3223.6
Cluster 7 3074.5 3349.1 3267.7 3004.6
Cluster 8 3082.1 3215.1 3123.3 3340.9
Cluster 9 3042.5 2953.8 3446.4 2960.1
Cluster 10 3080.3 2765.3 3674.7 2998.3
Unclassifiablé 3062.4 3121.5 3379.8 3158.1

"Excluded birth weights <500 grams

tKS O 8§32 NE

arftt wkoSa¢

Non-Hispanic, or Hispanic in origin.
*Citywide includes persons from all clusters and those persons where a cluster could not be established
“*Unclassifiable are those where a cluster could not be estatlish

AnflGringzRoSedthatl 2% BIACR Ybdispahig, White
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Eight Mie Road East

Table 16:Percent and Number of ow Birth Weight Live Birth
Among Detroit Resident$or 2005
By Cluster and Race

2005 All Black White
Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other’

Area Number | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Citywide" 1,791 1,572 87.7 105 5.9 77 4.3 37 2.1
Cluster 1 197 164 83.3 20 10.2 0 0.0 13 6.6
Cluster 2 257 245 95.3 5 2.0 1 0.4 6 2.3
Cluster 3 234 228 97.4 5 2.1 0 0.0 1 0.4
Cluster 4 109 98 89.9 7 6.4 2 1.8 2 1.8
Cluster5 135 38 28.2 27 20.0 68 50.4 2 1.5
Cluster 6 161 158 98.1 3 1.9 0 0.0 0 0.0
Cluster 7 195 169 86.7 17 8.7 3 15 6 3.1
Cluster 8 161 150 93.2 8 5.0 1 0.6 2 1.2
Cluster 9 182 178 97.8 2 1.1 0 0.0 2 1.1
Cluster 10 88 85 96.6 2 2.3 0 0.0 1 1.1
Unclassifiablé 72 59 81.9 9 12.5 2 2.8 2 2.8

Chart 37:.Low Birth Weight Live Birth&mong Detroit Residents for 200%
by Cluster Race
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'Birth weight less tha@500 grams (5 pounds, 8 ounces). Excluded those that weigh <500 grams

2¢KS OFGSaA2NE a!tf wl O08aé AyOf dzRSa LIS NE 2 yHispahig, White lon NI
Hispanic, or Hispanic in origin.

®As a percentage of births the specified population

“Citywide includes persons from all clusters and those persons where a cluster could not be established
*ahiKSNE Ay Of dzRSa (i K-Hispéhic,iMkite flomlispaBic, of Rligpanicinlordih. b 2 y
®Unclassifiable are thosghere a cluster could not be established
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Table Ba Percent and Number ofow Birth Weight Live Birth
Among Detroit Resident$or 2006
By Clusterand Race

2006 All Black White
Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other’
Area Number | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Citywide4 1,746 1,534 879 92 5.3 97 5.6 23 1.3
Cluster 1 164 139 84.8 15 9.1 1 0.6 9 55
Cluster 2 234 229 97.9 3 1.3 0 0.0 2 0.9
Cluster 3 209 206 98.6 3 1.4 0 0.0 0 0.0
Cluster 4 96 82 85.4 4 4.2 5 5.2 5 5.2
Cluster 5 151 37 24.5 31 205 80 53.0 3 2.0
Cluster 6 139 138 99.3 0 0.0 1 0.7 0 0.0
Cluster 7 217 197 90.8 17 7.8 3 14 0 0.0
Cluster 8 163 152 933 6 3.7 4 2.5 1 0.0
Cluster 9 164 162 98.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.2
Cluster 10 70 70 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Unclassifiablé 139 122 81.9 13 9.4 3 22 1 0.7
Chart 38:.Low Birth Weight Live Birth&imong Detroit Residents for 2006
by Clusterand Race
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!Birth weight less than 2500 grams (5 pounds, 8 ounces). Excluded those that weigh <500 grams

2Z¢KS OF (S32aNE xy Gtfdzw3 30 LISNE2y & 2F Fff NI OSigpanicivhire®iani &
Hispanic, or Hispanic in origin.

°As a percentage of births in the specified population

“Citywide includes persons from all clusters and those persons veheltester could not be established

*dahiKSNE Ay Of dzRS& (i K-Rigpahic,(Wkite ilomispaBic, of Bligipanicinlor@in. b 2 y
®Unclassifiable are those where a cluster could not be established
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Table T7: Percentageof Live Birthswith

Low Birth Weight, Birth Complications and Multiple Births
AmongDetroit Residentdor 2005

By Age Group, Race, and Hispanic Origin

Frequency Age Percent/Rac®ercent) Low Birth Weigtjit2
Age of Black White
Mother All Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other®
1544 1,773 | 1,558 87.9/100.0 105 6.9/100.0 73 @.1/100.0 | 37 (2.1/100.0
1519 296 263 88.9/16.9 12 @4.1/11.49 13 (4.4/17.8 8 (2.7/121.9
20-24 498 444 @89.2/28.5 22 4.4/21.0 24 4.8/32.9 8 (1.6/21.6
2529 433 370 85.5/23.7) 28 (6.5/26.7) 21 @4.8/28.8 14 (3.2/37.8
30-34 319 277 (86.8/17.3 24 (7.5/22.9 13 (4.1/17.8 5 (1.6/13.5)
35-39 177 160 ©0.4/10.3 15 (8.5/14.3 1(0.6/1.9 1(0.6/2.%
40-44 50 44(88.0/2.8 4 (8.0/3.8 1(2.0/1.9 1(2.0/2.%
Frequency Age Percent/ Rac®ercent) With Complication's®
Age of Black White
Mother All Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other®
1544 165
8,380 | 6,815(81.3/100.0) 608(7.3/100.0) | 792(9.5/100.0) (2.0/100.0)
1519 1,474 1,264 (85.8/18.5) 62(4.2/10.2)| 129(8.8/16.3)| 19(1.3/11.5)
20-24 2,436 1,977 81.2/29.0 177 (7.3/29.) | 243 (10.0/30.7 | 39 (1.6/23.9
2529 2,095 1,667 (79.6/24.% 159 (7.6/26.2 | 216 (10.3/27.3 | 53(2.5/32.)
30-34 1,468 1,183 (80.6/17.% 118 (8.0/19.3 | 130 (8.9/16.4 37 (2.5/22.4
35-39 691 584 (81.0/8.9 67 (9.3/11.0 28 (3.9/3.5 12 (1.7/7.3
40-44 186 140 (75.3/2.) 25 (13.4/4.1 16 (8.2/2.0 5 (2.7/3.9
Frequency Age Percent/ Rac®ercent)With Multiple Births™>
Age of Black White
Mother All Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other®
1544 527 482 01.5/100.0 28 6.3/100.0 11 (2.1/100.0 6 (1.1/100.9
1519 38 36 (94.7/7.9 0 (0.00.0) 0 (0.00.0) 2(5.3/33.3
20-24 143 138 (96.5/28.% 2 (1.4/7.9 2 (1.4/18.2 1(0.7/16.%
2529 175 159 (90.9/33.0 12 (6.9/42.9 3(1.7/27.3 1(0.6/16.%
30-34 106 88 (83.0/18.3 10 (9.4/35.7 6 (5.7/54.5 2 (1.9/33.3
35-39 55 53 (96.4/11.0 2(3.6/7.) 0 (0.00.0) 0 (0.00.0)
40-44 10 8 (80.0/1.7 2 (20./7.9 0 (0.00.0) 0 (0.00.0)

'As a percentage of total births
2Birth weight less than 2500 grams (5 pounds, 8 ounces). Excluded those that weigh <500 grams
*Complications are medical risk factors/complications dugiregnancy/delivery as stated on the birth certificate

‘¢KS OFGS3azNE 4!ttt wlkOSaé AyOf dzRSa LISNE 2 yHispahig, White NomiNpaicSa S
Hispanic in origin.

*Two or more births resulting from the same greancy

*ahGKSNE Ay Of dzRSa (i K-Bispéhic, Wkite flomlispaBic, of Rlispanicinlordin. b 2 y
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Table Ta: Percentage Live Births with

Low Birth Weight, Birth Complications and Multiple Births
AmongDetroit Residentdor 2006

By Age Group, Race, and Hispanic Origin

Frequency (Percent) Low Birth Weight

Age of Black White

Mother All Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other®
1544 1,732| 1,523 87.9/100. | 91 (5.3/100.0 | 96 (5.5/100.0 | 22 (1.3/100.0
1519 340| 316 (92.9/20.§ 7177 | 13(3.8/1135 4(1.2/18.2
2024 512|  439(85.7/28.3| 32(6.3/35.3| 33(6.4/34.3 8(1.6/36.4
2529 406|  355(87.4/23.3| 28(6.9/30.8| 20 (4.9/20.8 3(0.7/13.8
30-34 253|  221(87.4/23.3| 10(4.0/11.0 | 20(7.9/20.8 2 (0.8/9.1
35-39 172 151 (87.8/9.9 9 (5.2/9.9 8 (4.7/8.3 4(2.3/18.2
40-44 49 41 (83.7/2.3 |  5(10.2/5.5 2(4.1/2.) 1(2.0/4.5

Frequency (Percent) With Complications

Age of Black White

Mother All Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other®
1544 8,040| 6,579 81.8/100.0 | 549 (6.8/100.0 | 789(9.8/100.0 | 123 1.5/100.0
1519 1,587| 1385(87.3/21.1| 70 (4.4/12.8| 115(7.2/14.6| 17(1.1/13.8
2024 2,313| 1923(83.1/29.2| 159 (6.9/29.0 | 205 (8.9/26.0 | 26 (1.1/21.3
2529 1,980| 1570 (79.3/23.9 | 153 (7.7/27.9 | 222 (11.2/28.) | 35(1.8/28.5
30-34 1,331| 1036 (77.8/15.F | 104(7.8/18.9 | 167 (12.5/21.2 | 24 (1.8/19.5
35-39 360 234 (35.5/3.6 44 (6.718.0 71(10.8/9.0 | 11 (1.7/8.9
40-44 169 131 (775120 | 19 (11.2/3.5 9(53/1.) | 10(5.9/8.)

Frequency (Percent) Multiple BirtHs’

Age of Black White

Mother All Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other®
1544 489| 415 (84.9/100.p| 33 (6.7/100.0 | 34 (7.0/100.0 | 7 (1.4/100.0
1519 75 69 (92.0/16.6 | 4 (5.3/12.) 2(2.7/5.9 0 (0.00.0)
20-24 123 106 (86.2/25.5 | 10(8.1/10.3| 5 (4.1/14.3 2(1.6/28.9
2529 159| 144 (90.6/34.F | 11(6.9/333| 4 (2.5/11.9 0 (0.00.0)
30-34 70 58(82.9/14.0 2(2.9/6.9 | 10(14.3/29.3 0 (0.00.0)
35-39 51 32 (62.7/7.3 4(7.8/12.) | 13 (25.5/38.2 2 (3.9/28.9
40-44 11 6 (54.5/1.9 2 (18.2/6.1 0(0.00.0)| 3(27.3/42.9

'As a percentage of total births
“Birth weight less than 2500 grams (5 pounds, 8 ounces). Excluded those that weigh <500 grams
®Complications are medical risk factors/complications during pregnancy/delivery as stated on the birth certificate

‘¢ KS OF 6S$32NE

or Hispanic in origin.
*Two or more births resulting from the same pregnancy
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Table B: Live Births with Congenital Anomalies
AmongDetroit Residentdor 2005
By Sex, Race, and Hispanic Origin

All Black White
Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other

Male | Female| Male | Female| Male | Female | Male | Female
LIVE BIRTHS 13189 | 5358 | 5,193| 481 471 710 674 | 145 155
With Anomalies 477 213 183 19 15 22 18 5 2
;f‘ttﬁsper 1,000 live 36.2| 398| 352 395| 318 30| 267| 138| 129
Total Anomalies 520 228 197 22 15 31 20 5 2
Ei?ttﬁsper 1,000 five 39.4| 42.6 79| 457| 318| 485| 329| 231 9.0
ANOMALY
Anencephaly 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Spina Bifida 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hydrocephaly 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Microcephaly 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Other CNS 28 16 8 1 0 1 2 0 0
Heart 199 88 93 3 3 4 2 4 2
Other circulatory 63 30 20 1 1 5 6 0 0
Rectal atresia 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tracheoesophageal 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Omphalocele 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other gastrointestinal 9 4 3 0 1 1 0 0 0
Genital 18 11 0 5 0 2 0 0 0
Renal agenesis 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Other urogenital 23 16 5 0 0 2 0 0 0
Cleft lip/palate 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Polydactyly 27 11 14 0 0 1 1 0 0
Clubfoot 2 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
Diaphragm 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other musculoskeletal 85 26 28 9 7 9 6 0 0
Downs Syndrome 4 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
Other chromosomall 5 3 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
Other 46 21 19 1 2 2 0 1 0

DETROIT

'¢KS OFGS3az2NE ! ff wlkOSa¢ AyOf dzRSa LISNA 2 yHispahig, White Ron NJ
Hispanic, or Hispanic in origin.

2Z4h G KSNE Ay Of dzR SBlackiNerRispéhic, Mkite flomlispeBic, ¢f Pligpanic in origin.

3There are two live births where gender could not be determined or was unknown.
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Table Ba: Live Births with Congenital Anomalies
AmongDetroit Residentdor 2006
By Sex, Race, and Hispanic Origin

All Black White
Races$ Non-Hispanic | Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other’

Male | Female | Male | Female| Male | Female| Male | Female
LIVE BIRTHS 13,016 5,324| 5,106| 470 437 | 738 701 | 116 124
With Anomalies 472 | 225 185 16 16 14 14 1 1
Rate per 1,000 live births 36.3| 42.3 36.2| 34.0 36.6| 190 20.0 8.6 8.1
Total Anomalies 505 244 194 16 16 16 17 1 1
Rate per 1,000 live births 38.8| 45.8 380 | 340 36.6| 20.3 24.3| 17.2 8.1
ANOMALY
Anencephaly 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spina Bifida 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
Hydrocephaly B 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0
Microcephaly 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other CNS 15 6 6 1 0 0 2 0 0
Heart 190 | 107 79 0 3 1 0 0 0
Other circulatory 76 30 34 4 2 2 3 0 1
Rectal atresia 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tracheoesophageal 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Omphalocele 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other gastrointestinal 8 4 3 0 0 1 0 0 0
Genital 17 14 0 2 0 1 0 0 0
Renal agenesis 3 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
Other urogenital 22 13 5 1 1 1 1 0 0
Cleft lip/palate 5 2 1 1 0 0 0 1 0
Polydactyly 22 10 10 0 1 0 1 0 0
Clubfoot 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
Diaphragm 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other musculoskeletal 93 33 32 6 7 8 7 0 0
Downs Syndrome 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other chromosomal 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other 38 15 20 1 1 0 1 0 0

'¢KS OFGS3a2NE 4! ftf wkOS&aé AyOfdzRSa LIS NE 2 yHispahig, White Kon NI OSk S i F
Hispanic, or Hispanic in origin.
4hGKSNE Ay Of dzR SBlackiN&rBispanic, Whkite flomrlispeBic, gf Bligpanic in origin
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Table B: Births Among Detroit Residentfor 2005
By Maternal Age Group, Education, and Single Named Parent Statu

Age of Mother
Education of Mother All Ageé <20 | 2024 | 2529 | 3034 | 3539 | 40 & Over
Total Birth€ 13,189 2,408 | 3,936 | 3,284 | 2,257 | 1,038 265
With Single Named Parefit 6,030 | 1,538 | 1,999 | 1,331 755| 318 88
% with Single Named Parent 457 63.9| 50.8| 405 33.5| 30.6 33.2
Education Level Not Stated 424 52 110 93 109 50 9
With Single Named Parefit 185 37 55 31 43 17 1
%with Single Named Parent 43.6| 71.2| 500| 333 395 34.0 11.1
None/Elementary 766 198 195 189 108 56 20
With Single Named Parefit 216 | 122 33 38 16 6 1
% with Single Named Parent 28.2| 61.6| 16.9| 201 14.8| 10.7 5.0
SomeHigh School 3,897 | 1,379 | 1,152 761 419 150 36
With Single Named Pareft 2445| 951 729 436 224 83 22
% with Single Named Parent 62.7| 690| 63.3| 57.3 53.5| 55.3 61.1
High School Graduate 4641| 666 1,639| 1,200 727 331 78
With Single NamedParent 2164 | 380 842 507 276 122 37
% with Single Named Parent 46.6| 57.1| 51.4| 423 380 | 36.9 47.4
Some College 2,468 | 113 743 726 550 265 71
With Single Named Pareht 877 48| 320| 253 169 68 19
% with Single Named Parent 35.5| 425| 43.1| 349 30.7| 25.7 26.8
College Graduate 993 0 97 315 344 186 51
With Single Named Pareft 143 0 20 66 27 22 8
% with Single Named Parent 14.4 00| 206| 210 79| 11.8 15.7

tKS OFGS3I2NE ! ff 1 3S8a¢ AyOfdaedsd (K245 LISNB2Yya 6KSNB
tKS OFdS3azNE ac¢20Flt . ANIKaég AyOfdRSa (K2a$8 LISNE2Yy&d 6K
%Single Named Parents status is determined from the birth certificate. In Michigan, no reference is made to the mastaf s
the mother. Therefore, mreference could be drawn. These births, however, are not necessarily to women who will raise
child alone.
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Table Ba: Births Among Detroit Residentfor 2006
By Maternal Age Group, Education, and Single Named Parent Status

DETROIT

Age of Mother
Education of Mother All Ages | <20 | 2024 | 2529 | 30-34 | 3539 | 40 & Over
Total Birth€ 13,016| 2,635 | 3,841 | 3,226 | 2,092 969 252
With Single Named Pareft 5854|1621 | 1,920| 1,280 672 289 71
% with Single Named Parent 450 | 61.5 500| 39.7| 32.1| 29.8 28.2
Education Level Not Stated 322 52 86 83 61 30 9
With Single Named Pareht 118| 29 37 25 14 10 2
% with Single Named Parent 36.6| 55.8 430 | 30.1| 230| 333 22.2
None/Elementary 823 | 191 181 206 145 73 27
With Single Named Parefit 205| 119 32 27 18 8 1
% with Single Named Parent 249| 62.3 17.7| 13.1| 124| 110 3.7
Some Higtschool 3,872 | 1,458 | 1,069 740 413 148 44
With Single Named Parefit 2,363 | 984 650 423 208 76 22
% with Single Named Parent 61.0| 67.5 60.8| 57.2| 504| 514 50.0
High School Graduate 4893 | 821| 1,679 1,266 734 314 79
With Single Named Pareft 2,261 | 438 850 541 283 117 32
% with Single Named Parent 46.2| 53.3 50.6| 42.7| 38.6| 37.3 40.5
Some College 2,229 | 113 723 652 461 230 50
With Single Named Pareft 792 51 318| 230| 123 62 8
% with Single Named Parent 355| 451 440 | 353| 26.7| 270 16.0
College Graduate 877 0 103 279 278 174 43
With Single Named Parefit 115 0 33 34 26 16 6
% with Single Named Parent 13.1 0.0 320 | 12.2 9.4 9.2 14.0
tKS OFriGS3I2NER 4! ff 1 3Sa¢ AyOfdRSa (1K2aS LISNE2ya 6KSNB
tKS OFriS3I2NER ac¢2ilf . ANIKaé AyOfdRSa (Kz2a$S LISNE2ya 6K

*Single Named Parents status is determined from the birth certificate. In Michigan, no reference is made to the mastaf st
the mother. Therefore, no inferee should be drawn. These births, however, are not necessarily to women who will raise

child alone.
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Table 20: Number of Births with a Single Named Par¢

Among Detroit Residents for 2005
By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin

DETROIT

2005 Black White

Area AllRaced | NonHispanic | Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other’

Citywide’ 6,030 5,585 213 167 65
Cluster 1 628 604 16 0 8
Cluster 2 927 904 14 1 8
Cluster 3 730 710 9 2 9
Cluster 4 398 375 16 0 7
Cluster 5 363 146 75 138 4
Cluster 6 700 681 7 4 8
Cluster 7 684 645 30 6 3
Cluster 8 544 509 25 4 6
Cluster 9 569 558 4 2 5
Cluster 10 240 231 3 0 6
Unclassifiablé 247 222 14 10 1

Table 2@ Number of Births with a Single Named Parént

Among Detroit Residents fo2006

By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin

2006 Black White

Area All Race$ Non-Hispanic | Non-Hispanic Hispanic Other*

Citywide’ 5,854 5,459 189 179 27
Cluster 1 567 553 12 2 0
Cluster 2 841 828 8 2 3
Cluster 3 728 718 10 0 0
Cluster 4 353 339 8 2 4
Cluster 5 355 133 70 150 2
Cluster 6 618 611 5 2 0
Cluster 7 667 630 27 8 2
Cluster 8 495 470 21 1 3
Cluster 9 548 534 8 1 5
Cluster 10 237 230 3 1 3
Unclassifiablé 445 413 17 10 5

'Single Named Parents status is determined from the birth certificate. In Michigan, no reference i®rtrele

marital status of the mother. Therefore, no reference could be drawn. These births, however, are not necessarily

to women who will raise the child alone.

Z¢KS OFGS3az2NE 4! ff wlk O0Saég AyOf dzRSa LaBekNghdispahie, Whitt f NI OSk S

NonHispanic, or Hispanic in origin.
3Citywide includes persons from all clusters and those persons where a cluster could not be established

‘ah i KSNE
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®Unclassifiable are those where a cluster could not be established
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Eight Mie Road East

Table 21: Percentage of Total Births
with a Single Named Pareht

Among Detroit Residents fo2005

By Cluster, Race, and Hispanic Origin

2005 Black White

Area All Race$ Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic Hispant Other’

Citywide’ 45.7 52.9 22.4 12.1 21.6
Cluster 1 48.2 56.1 11.3 0.0 10.0
Cluster 2 54.9 56.1 40.0 25.0 20.5
Cluster 3 54.4 55.7 19.6 28.6 69.2
Cluster 4 52.0 56.5 31.4 0.0 17.9
Cluster 5 195 54.5 22.7 11.2 14.8
Cluster 6 57.8 58.4 63.6 21.1 53.3
Cluster 7 44.3 50.7 14.4 15.4 13.0
Cluster 8 46.5 47.2 43.1 36.4 28.6
Cluster 9 48.1 48.5 36.4 40.0 27.8
Cluster 10 20.2 38.6 42.9 0.0 50.0
Unclassifiabl& 49.1 56.6 26.9 22.2 7.1

Chart39: Citywide’ Percentage of Total Births with a Single Named Parérft
Among Detroit Residents for 2008y Race
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'Single Named Parents status is determined from the birth certificate. In Michigan, no reference is made to tHestaritaf the mother.
Therefore, no reference could be drawn. These births, however, are not necessarily to women who will raise the child alone.
¢KS OFGS3I2NE a!ff whkOS&aé AyOf dzRSA tardBMBKNgMismAIE WHitéNon-HNfaricSa Kispaaiy i Griggiri
®Citywide includes persons from all clusters and those persons where a cluster could not be established
‘OhGKSNE Ay Of dzRS & (i K-Bigpénic,Mite flomlispeBic, of Rlispanicinlor@ih b 2 y
®Unclassifiable are those where a cluster could not be established
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