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Methodology

Geography
This handbook provides various Arizona Department of Economic Security (DES) client and provider counts as well as census

demographics summarized by Arizona counties.

DES Client and Provider Information

Geographic Information Systems (GIS) software was used to determine the county for each client and provider using the client’s
residential address, the client’'s mailing address, or the provider’s business address. The client and provider counts generally
represent the total activity for state fiscal year 2020 (July 1, 2019 to June 30, 2020) or, where appropriate, as a point-in-time count
as of June 30, 2020. For more details about the client and provider datasets, refer to the Data Sources and Descriptions: DES
Client and Provider section starting on page ii.

Demographic Information

All demographic estimates were collected from the U.S. Census Bureau 2014 to 2018 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year
Product. The ACS product included estimates derived from surveys collected between January 1, 2014, and December 31, 2018.
Since the estimates were based on a small sample size, the US Census published margins of errors to help identify the estimate’s
reliability. While this book does not provide the margins of error, they are available online through the US Census American
FactFinder website (US Census Bureau, n.d.-b). For more details about the census demographic datasets, refer to the Data
Sources and Descriptions: Demographics Data section starting on page v.

Ranks and Percentages

The reports in Sections 1 through 3 include a county rank field and a percentage field. These values were included to help readers
better understand the concentrations of the populations, clients, and providers within each county and compare those
concentrations to other counties in the state.

The county rank field compares the census demographic estimates or DES client/provider counts to the other counties in the state.
The field ranks each variable on a scale from 1 to 30, where 1 indicates the most populous. For example, of the 15 counties in
Arizona, Apache County had the 11™" highest population of residents age 85 and older.

The percentage field for census demographics identifies how much of the county’s total population were represented by that
demographic variable. The fields are labeled based on what base (e.g. population, households, families) the variable is being
compared to. For example, in Apache County, 4.0 percent of the total population in the county was under the age of 3 and 17.7



per cent of the total families in the county were married with children living at home. In the case of the DES client and provider
counts, the percentage field identifies the portion of the total statewide client/provider population that is located within each county.

Data Descriptions and Sources

DES Client and Provider Data

e Adult Protective Services (APS) Reports Received
o Reports of vulnerable adult mistreatment received by APS during state fiscal year 2020 (July 1, 2019 to June 30, 2020).
o To protect client confidentiality, counties with 75 or fewer APS clients were listed as having “1 to 75” clients.
o Source: DES Division of Adult and Aging Services

e Arizona Early Intervention Program (AZEIP) Children
o Children that had an active Individualized Family Service Plan (IFSP) with AZEIP on June 30, 2020.
o To protect client confidentiality, counties with 11 or fewer AZEIP children were listed as having “1 to 11” children.
o Source: DES Division of Developmental Disabilities, Arizona Early Intervention Program

e Childcare Authorized Children
o Total children in families that had the authority to receive childcare services on June 30, 2020.
o To protect client confidentiality, counties with 16 or fewer authorized children were listed as having “1 to 16” children.
o Source: DES Division of Employment and Rehabilitation Services, Child Care Administration

e Childcare Priority Wait List Children
o Total children in families that were on the childcare subsidy priority wait list on June 30, 2020.
o Note: On June 30, 2020, there were no children on the wait list.
o Source: DES Division of Employment and Rehabilitation Services, Child Care Administration



DES Contracted Child Care Providers

o Childcare group homes and centers that had an active contract with DES on June 30, 2020.

o Additional maps were included to show the distribution of providers awarded a 4- or 5-star rating from the First Things
First Quality First Program as well as providers with accreditation from one of the following national agencies: National
Accreditation Commission, National Association for Family Child Care, National Early Childhood Program, National
School Age Care Association, or the National Association for Education of Young Children.

o Source: DES Division of Employment and Rehabilitation Services, Child Care Administration

Open Title IV-D Child Support Cases
o Title IV-D child support cases that were open on June 30, 2020.
o Source: DES Division of Child Support Services

Cash Assistance Families
o Families that received cash assistance from the Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) program in June
2020.
o Source: DES Division of Benefits and Medical Eligibility, Family Assistance Administration

Cash Assistance Children
o Total number of children that received cash assistance from the Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF)
program in June 2020. Counts include individual children from families enrolled in the program as well as TANF child-
only cases.
o Source: DES Division of Benefits and Medical Eligibility, Family Assistance Administration

Medical Assistance Individuals
o Individuals who were actively enrolled in the Arizona Health Care Cost Containment System (AHCCCS) on June 30,
2020.
o Source: DES Division of Benefits and Medical Eligibility, Family Assistance Administration

Nutrition Assistance Households
o Households that had at least one person who received assistance from the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program
(SNAP) in June 2020.
o Source: DES Division of Benefits and Medical Eligibility, Family Assistance Administration



Nutrition Assistance Families with Children
o Families that received assistance from the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) in June 2020, and had
one or more children.
o Source: DES Division of Benefits and Medical Eligibility, Family Assistance Administration

Nutrition Assistance Children
o Total children from families that received assistance from the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) in
June 2020.
o Source: DES Division of Benefits and Medical Eligibility, Family Assistance Administration

Developmental Disabilities Long Term Care Members
o Individuals with developmental disabilities who were active in the Arizona Long Term Care System (ALTCS) on June
30, 2020.
o Source: DES Division of Developmental Disabilities

Developmental Disabilities State Only Members
o Individuals with developmental disabilities who were active in the Division of Developmental Disabilities state funded
service on June 30, 2020.
o To protect client confidentiality, counties with 12 or fewer DDD state-only members were listed as having “1 to 12”
members.
o Source: DES Division of Developmental Disabilities

Developmental Disabilities Providers
o Agencies with a qualified vendor agreement or special contract to provide services to individuals with developmental
disabilities and were active within the DES Division of Developmental Disabilities provider network on June 30, 2020.
o Source: DES Division of Developmental Disabilities

Unemployment Insurance Claimants
o Individuals who filed an initial claim for unemployment insurance benefits between March 15, 2020 and July 15, 2020.
o Source: DES Division of Employment and Rehabilitation Services, Reemployment Assistance Administration



e Unemployment Insurance Employers
o Employers that had an active account with the Unemployment Insurance Tax Program during the month of June 2020.
o Source: DES Division of Employment and Rehabilitation Services, Employer Engagement Administration

e Pandemic Unemployment Assistance
o Individuals who filed an initial claim with the COVID-19 Pandemic Unemployment Assistance program between March
15, 2020 and July15, 2020.
o Source: DES Division of Employment and Rehabilitation Services, Reemployment Assistance Administration

e Vocational Rehabilitation Clients
o Individuals who were active in the Vocational Rehabilitation program on June 30, 2020.
o To protect client confidentiality, counties with 12 or fewer vocational rehabilitation clients were listed as having “1 to 12”
clients.
o Source: DES Division of Employment and Rehabilitation Services, Rehabilitation Services Administration

Demographics Data
All demographic estimates were collected from the U.S. Census Bureau’s 2014 to 2018 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-
Year Product.

e Population
o All people, male and female, child and adult, living in a given geographic area (U.S. Census Bureau, n.d.-a).
o Collected from ACS table BO3002

e Household
o All people occupying a housing unit (e.g. house, apartment, mobile home). Occupants may be a single householder,
one or more related individuals (i.e. families), one or more un-related individuals, or a mix (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018,
p. 76).
o Collected from ACS table B19001



Family
o A householder and one or more other people living in the same household who are related to the householder by birth,
marriage, or adoption (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018, p. 79).
o Collected from ACS table B11003

Household English Proficiency
o Households that had at least one person age five years or older who spoke only English or could speak English well
compared to households where all members spoke English less than well or not at all (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018, p.
97).
= Note: Survey respondents self-identified how well they spoke English.
o Collected from ACS table C16002

Age Group (Ages 0to 17)
o Age classification was based on the age of the person at the time the survey was completed. Survey respondents were
asked to round their age down, regardless of how close their next birthday was (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018, p. 49).
o Estimates did not include children living in group quarters, such as college dormitories, residential treatment centers,
and correctional facilities.
= This affected 2,975, or less than 1%, of the total children living in Arizona.
o Collected from ACS table B09001

Age Group (Ages 18 and older)
o Age classification was based on the age of the person at the time the survey was completed. Survey respondents were
asked to round their age down, regardless of how close their next birthday was (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018, p. 49).
o Collected from ACS table B01001

Ethnicity
o Persons who were Hispanic or Latino compared to persons who were not Hispanic or Latino.
= A person was considered Hispanic or Latino if they identified themselves as being of Hispanic, Latino, or Spanish
origin. Note, ethnicity refers to the person’s nationality group, heritage, lineage, or country of birth but not their
race. People who identified as being Hispanic or Latino may be of any race (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018, p. 74).
o Collected from ACS table BO3002
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e Race
o Persons who identified themselves as belonging to a racial category (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018, pp. 110-115).
» Those who identified as being of two or more races or identified as belonging to some other race that was not an
available category in the survey were classified in the “Other or Multiple Races” group in this handbook.
o Collected from ACS table B02001

e Poverty Status
o Poverty status was determined by comparing a family’s total income (i.e. income received by all related persons in the
household) in the last 12 months to the 2018 poverty threshold appropriate for that person’s family size. If two or more
families were living in the same housing unit, the poverty status was calculated separately for each family. If the family’s
income was less than the poverty threshold, than each person in the family was considered to be living in poverty (U.S.
Census Bureau, 2018, p. 107).
o Collected from ACS table B17001

e Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Population
o Estimates include civilian, non-institutionalized individuals who identified themselves as having one or more of the
following conditions:
= Vision: Person was blind or had serious difficulty seeing even while wearing glasses.
= Hearing: Person was deaf or had serious difficulty hearing.
= Cognitive: Due to a physical, mental, or emotional condition, the person had serious difficulty concentrating,
remembering, or making decisions.
= Ambulatory: Person had serious difficulty walking or climbing stairs (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018, pp. 59-61).

o The civilian, noninstitutionalized population included persons who were living in households or civilian non-institutional
group quarters, which included group homes for the developmentally disabled, homeless shelters, and college
dormitories.

= The estimates did not include military personnel or persons living in institutional group quarters, such as
correctional facilities, nursing homes, or hospitals (Brault, 2008, p. 1).
o Collected from ACS table S1810
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Income Level by Household
o Estimate includes the average income collected during the 12 months prior to the survey by the householder and all
other individuals age 15 years or older living in the household, whether they were related to the householder or not.
Income was adjusted for inflation to 2018 dollars before the estimate was calculated (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018, pp.
84-87).
o Collected from ACS table B19001

Median Income
o The middle-income value where half of the households in the area make more than the value and half make less. Income
was adjusted for inflation to 2018 dollars (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018, pp. 85-87).
o Collected from ACS table B19013

Population in Civilian Labor Force
o Persons age 16 and older who were a part of the civilian labor force, whether employed or unemployed but had actively
looked for work during the 4 weeks prior to completing the survey.
= The estimates did not include people in the U.S. Armed Forces, those employed in unpaid positions (e.g.
volunteers), or those who were not participating in the labor force (e.g. students, homemakers, or retirees) (U.S.
Census Bureau, 2018, pp. 64-66).
o Collected from ACS table B23025

Families with Own Children Under Age 18
o A married or single householder who had at least one child under the age of 18 still living at home. Children were related
to the householder either by birth, marriage, or adoption (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018, pp. 78-79).
o Collected from ACS table B11003

Educational Attainment
o The highest degree or highest level of school completed by individuals age 25 or older (U.S. Census Bureau, 2018, p.
62).
o Collected from ACS table B15002
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Map Features

DES Office Locations
o Source/Owner: Arizona Department of Economic Security
o Owner Publication Date: July 1, 2020
o Section 1 includes maps that identify office locations and the DES services offered at each location. Page 1 summarizes
DES services shown on the maps.

Arizona County Boundaries
o Source/Owner: U.S. Census Bureau
o Owner Publication Date: July 1, 2017

Population Per Square Mile
o Section 1 includes heat maps showing the population density in Arizona. The heat signatures were derived using
population data collected from the U.S. Census Bureau 2014-2018 American Community Survey 5-year product at the
Census block group geographic level. Using GIS software, the data were converted to a heat map representing
population density per square mile.

State Boundary
o Source/Owner: U.S. Census Bureau
o Owner Publication Date: June 1, 2016

Phoenix and Tucson Incorporated City Boundaries
o Source/Owner: Arizona State Land Department
o Owner Publication Date: November 22, 2017

National Forests/Monuments
o Source/Owner: Arizona State Land Department
o Owner Publication Date: March 23, 2018

Tribal Lands
o Source/Owner: U.S. Census Bureau
o Owner Publication Date: January 1, 2017



e Interstates and Highways
o Source/Owner: Arizona Department of Transportation
o Owner Publication Date: December 2019

e Road Network
o Source/Owner: TomTom, ESRI
o Owner Publication Date: December 15, 2016
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Section 1
Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information
By County

The maps in this section include DES public-facing offices and the services they offer at those locations. Services can be identified
using the acronyms shown in Table 1.

Table 1: Division acronyms used in Section 1 maps

Acronym Description

OOD Office of the Director

CCA Child Care Administration

DCSS Child Support Services

DDD Division of Developmental Disabilities

DVOP Disabled Veterans Outreach Program

EA Employment Administration

FAA Family Assistance A(_jministrgtion including cash assistance, food
assistance, and medical assistance.

Ul Unemployment Insurance

VR Vocational Rehabilitation Services
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Arizona

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total Total
APS Reports Received 20,142 Child Support Cases 104,643
AzEIP Children 5,523 Cash Assist. Families 8,351
CCA Auth. Children 28,355 Cash Assist. Children 14,752
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 1,048,286
CCA Providers 1,628 SNAP Households 429,558
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 257 SNAP Families w/ Children 171,680
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 133 SNAP Children 395,856
Population, Households, and Families Age Group
Total Total %State Pop
State Population (Pop) 6,946,685 Under 3 253,162 3.6%
State Households (HH) 2,524,300 3to17 1,377,646 19.8%
State Families (Fam) 1,648,126 181029 1,167,329 16.8%
30to 39 891,258 12.8%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 841,502 12.1%
Total %State HH 50 to 59 845,665 12.2%
Speaks English well 2,417,077 95.8% 60 to 84 1,438,599 20.7%
Speaks English less than well 107,223 4.2% 85+ 128,549 1.9%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household
Total %State Nonlin Pop Total %State HH
Non-Institutionalized Pop. 6,838,270 Under $15,000 281,509 11.2%
With Disability, Age 0-17 65,660 1.0% $15,000 to $29,999 369,668 14.6%
Vision 13,521 0.2% $30,000 to $49,999 474,948 18.8%
Hearing 10,378 0.2% $50,000 to $99,999 788,804 31.2%
Cognitive 46,289 0.7% $100,000 or more 609,371 24.1%
Ambulatory 7,120 0.1% State Median Income $56,213
With Disability, Age 18+ 819,434 12.0%
Vision 156,136 2.3% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold)
Hearing 269,119 3.9% ) Total state Pop
Cognitive 272,168 2.0% Adl.J|tS in .Poverty 726,463 10.5%
Ambulatory 446,363 6.5% Children in Poverty 365,729 5.3%

Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+

Population Age 25+
Less than 9" grade

High School, no diploma
Diploma or GED
College, no degree
Associates (2-Year)
Bachelors (4-Year)
Post-Graduate

Total %State Pop 25+
4,633,932

266,283 5.7%
346,719 7.5%
1,112,551 24.0%
1,172,161 25.3%
398,147 8.6%
835,120 18.0%
502,951 10.9%

Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+

Males Age 25+

Less than 9" grade

High School, no diploma
Diploma or GED
College, no degree
Associates (2-Year)
Bachelors (4-Year)
Post-Graduate

Total %State Male25+
2,268,227

132,645 5.8%
180,100 7.9%
554,494 24.4%
559,466 24.7%
181,885 8.0%
406,768 17.9%
252,869 11.1%

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total
DD LTC Members 35,553
DD State-Only Members 3,374
DD Providers 5,785
Ul Claimants 688,307
Ul Employers 51,786
Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 399,274
Vocational Rehab. Clients 12,302
Ethnicity/Race

Total %State Pop
Hispanic 2,163,312 31.1%
Non-Hispanic 4,783,373 68.9%
White 5,364,141 77.2%
African American 305,259 4.4%
American Indian 309,580 4.5%
Asian or Pacific Isle. 242,999 3.5%
Other or Multi Races 724,706 10.4%

Population in Civilian Labor Force

Civilian Labor Force (LF)
Employed
Unemployed

Total
3,256,192
3,045,978
210,214

Families with Own Children Under 18

%State LF

93.5%
6.5%

Married Couples
Single Mothers
Single Fathers

Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+

Total
450,094
166,321
67,328

%State Fam
27.3%
10.1%
4.1%

Females Age 25+

Less than 9™ grade

High School, no diploma
Diploma or GED
College, no degree
Associates (2-Year)
Bachelors (4-Year)
Post-Graduate

Total
2,365,705
133,638
166,619
558,057
612,695
216,262
428,352
250,082

5.6%
7.0%
23.6%
25.9%
9.1%
18.1%
10.6%

%State Female25+
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Apache County

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 84 12th 0.4% Child Support Cases 233 13th 0.2% DD LTC Members 272 10th 0.8%
AzEIP Children 45 10th 0.8% Cash Assist. Families 20 13th 0.2% DD State-Only Members 1,t12 14th 0.4%
CCA Auth. Children 29 13th 0.1% Cash Assist. Children 36 13th 0.2% DD Providers 48 11th 0.8%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 19,043 10th 1.8% Ul Claimants 3,810 11th 0.6%
CCA Providers 1 14th 0.1% SNAP Households 10,187 9th 2.4% Ul Employers 269 13th 0.5%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 0 SNAP Families w/ Children 4,003 7th 2.3% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 1,807 11th 0.5%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 0 SNAP Children 9,461 7th 2.4% Vocational Rehab. Clients 88 12th 0.7%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 71,522 10th 1.0% Under 3 2,871 10th - 4.0% Hispanic 4,445 14th VY 6.2%
County Households (HH) 20,395 11th 0.8% 3to17 16,923 10th A 23.7% Non-Hispanic 67,077 10th A 93.8%
County Families (Fam) 13,759 10th 0.8% 18to 29 12,003 10th « 16.8%
30 to 39 8,142 10th Y 11.4% White 16,362 13th Y 22.9%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 7,687 10th v 10.7% African American 513 11th Y 0.7%
_ Total Rans el HH 50 to 59 9,101 10th < 127%  American Indian 52,708  2nd A 73.7%
Speaks English well 17,086 1ith v 88% 084 13721 1lth v 192%  Asian or Pacific Isle. 304 12th v 0.4%
Speaks English less than well 3,309 5th A 16.2% 85+ 1,037 11th o 14% Other or Multi Races 1,635 13th v 239%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
o . Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank 9%Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 70,781 Under $15,000 5,814 10th A 28.5% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 20,870
With Disability, Age 0-17 336 12th < 0'5?’ $15,000 to $29,999 3,753 11th A 184%  Employed 18,365  10th v 88.0%
\I-/iles:)rir;g EZ igt: : 82;: $30,000 to $49,999 3,740 11th — 18.3% Unemployed 2,505 10th A 12.0%
» ' $50,000 to $99,999 5,011 11th VY 24.6% . . .
Cognitive 179 12th « 0.3% $100,000 or more 2,077 12th v 10.2% Families with Own Children Under 18
'AmbL'JIato'r'y 2 11th < 0.1% County Median Income $32,963  15th V¥ state median ) Total A sl B
With Disability, Age 18+ 10,091 11th A 14.3% Married Couples 2,433 12th Y 17.7%
Vision 2,723 10th A 3.8% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 1,669 10th A 121%
Hearing 3,853 11th A 54% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 554 10th « 4.0%
Cognitive 3,495 11th « 4.9% Adults in Poverty 16,193 9th A 22.6%
Ambulatory 5,214 11th — 7.4% Children in Poverty 8,568 7th A 12.0%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+
Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+
Population Age 25+ 44,426 Males Age 25+ 21,923 Females Age 25+ 22,503
Less than 9" grade 4,410 9th A 9.9% Less than 9" grade 2,021 9th A 9.2% Less than 9" grade 2,389 7th A 10.6%
High School, no diploma 4,675 10th A 10.5% High School, no diploma 2,728 9th A 12.4% High School, no diploma 1,947 10th A 8.7%
Diploma or GED 14,708 10th A 33.1% Diploma or GED 8,181 10th A 37.3% Diploma or GED 6,527 10th A 29.0%
College, no degree 12,196 10th A 27.5% College, no degree 5,493 10th — 25.1% College, no degree 6,703 10th A 29.8%
Associates (2-Year) 3,248 10th v 7.3% Associates (2-Year) 1,258 11th VY 57% Associates (2-Year) 1,990 10th « 8.8%
Bachelors (4-Year) 3,408 12th VY 7.7% Bachelors (4-Year) 1,507 12th vV 6.9% Bachelors (4-Year) 1,901 12th Vv 8.4%
Post-Graduate 1,781 12th vV 4.0% Post-Graduate 735 12th V 3.4% Post-Graduate 1,046 11th V 4.6%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value.
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Cochise County

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 537 6th 2.7% Child Support Cases 2,149 7th 2.1% DD LTC Members 481 8th 1.4%
AzEIP Children 123 7th 2.2% Cash Assist. Families 196 6th 2.3% DD State-Only Members 75 6th 2.2%
CCA Auth. Children 467 7th 1.6% Cash Assist. Children 308 6th 2.1% DD Providers 75 7th 1.3%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 22,206 8th 2.1% Ul Claimants 8,155 8th 1.2%
CCA Providers 52 5th 3.2% SNAP Households 11,270 8th 2.6% Ul Employers 957 8th 1.8%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 4 7th 1.6% SNAP Families w/ Children 3,910 8th 2.3% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 6,167 8th 1.5%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 2 5th 1.5% SNAP Children 8,307 8th 2.1% Vocational Rehab. Clients 215 9th 1.7%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 126,279  8th 1.8% Under 3 4,679 7th - 3.7% Hispanic 44,598 5th A 353%
County Households (HH) 49,250 7th 2.0% 3to17 23,036 9th v 18.2% Non-Hispanic 81,681 8th Vv 64.7%
County Families (Fam) 32,319 7th 2.0% 18to 29 19,194 8th ¥ 15.2%
30 to 39 15,291 8th - 121% White 107,243  7th A 84.9%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 12,979  8th v 10.3% African American 4,734 4th o 3.7%
) Total Rank %Enty HH 50 to 59 14,890 8th - 11.8% American Indian 1,642 13th v 1.3%
Speaks EnngSh well 47,027 7th © 5% 084 33,458  T7th A 265% Asian or Pacific Isle. 2,826 7th v 22%
Speaks English less than well 2,223 7th <« 4.5% 85+ 2,671 7th o 21% Other or Multi Races 9,834 6th v 7.8%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
o . Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank 9%Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 116,140 Under $15,000 6,847 8th A 13.9% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 46,439
With Disability, Age 0-17 1,469 8th < 1'3?’ $15,000 to $29,999 9,099 7th A 185%  Employed 43,097  8th o 92.8%
:::;orir;g 222 ::: : 8202 $30,000 to $49,999 9,365 7th « 19.0% Unemployed 3,342 9th o 7.2%
Cognitive 1,178 6th - 1.0% $50,000t0 $99,999 15,313 7 o 311% Families with Own Children Under 18
' ' $100,000 or more 8,626 8th Y 17.5%

'AmbL'JIato'r'y 348 4th < 0.3% County Median Income $48,649  8th V¥ state median ) Total A sl
With Disability, Age 18+ 18,405 7th A 15.8% Married Couples 7,949 7th VY 24.6%
Vision 2,745 9th — 2.4% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 3,159 7th < 9.8%
Hearing 6,627 7th A 57% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 1,021 8th « 3.2%

Cognitive 5,633 8th — 4.9% Adults in Poverty 13,466 10th — 10.7%

Ambulatory 10,675 7th A 9.2% Children in Poverty 6,726 9th < 5.3%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+

Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+

Population Age 25+ 87,467 Males Age 25+ 43,905 Females Age 25+ 43,562
Less than 9" grade 4,885 6th — 5.6% Less than 9" grade 2,259 8th « 51% Less than 9" grade 2,626 6th > 6.0%
High School, no diploma 6,330 8th « 7.2% High School, no diploma 3,344 8th — 7.6% High School, no diploma 2,986 8th « 6.9%
Diploma or GED 20,560 8th — 23.5% Diploma or GED 10,427 8th «— 23.7% Diploma or GED 10,133 7th « 23.3%
College, no degree 25,538 7th A 29.2% College, no degree 12,965 7th A 29.5% College, no degree 12,573 7th A 28.9%
Associates (2-Year) 10,038 6th A 11.5% Associates (2-Year) 4,462 6th A 10.2% Associates (2-Year) 5,576 6th A 12.8%
Bachelors (4-Year) 12,527 8th vV 14.3% Bachelors (4-Year) 6,278 8th Vv 14.3% Bachelors (4-Year) 6,249 7th V¥ 14.3%
Post-Graduate 7,589 6th VY 8.7% Post-Graduate 4,170 6th v 9.5% Post-Graduate 3,419 8th vV 7.8%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value.
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Coconino County

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 223 10th 1.1% Child Support Cases 1,128 9th 1.1% DD LTC Members 542 7th 1.5%
AzEIP Children 104 8th 1.9% Cash Assist. Families 52 11th 0.6% DD State-Only Members 53 8th 1.6%
CCA Auth. Children 257 8th 0.9% Cash Assist. Children 87 11th 0.6% DD Providers 136 5th 2.4%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 20,598 9th 2.0% Ul Claimants 16,339 7th 2.4%
CCA Providers 28 9th 1.7% SNAP Households 8,631 10th 2.0% Ul Employers 1,695 4th 3.3%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 4 7th 1.6% SNAP Families w/ Children 3,231 10th 1.9% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 6,606 7th 1.7%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 2 5th 1.5% SNAP Children 7,705 10th 1.9% Vocational Rehab. Clients 585 4th 4.8%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 140,217  7th 2.0% Under 3 4,487 9th - 3.2% Hispanic 19,666 9th Y 14.0%
County Households (HH) 47,276 8th 1.9% 3to17 24,926 8th v 17.8% Non-Hispanic 120,551  6th A 86.0%
County Families (Fam) 29,278 8th 1.8% 18to 29 39,093 5th A 27.9%
30to 39 16,877 7th — 12.0% White 89,502 8th Vv 63.8%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 14,047  Tth v 10.0% African American 1,869 7th v 1.3%
_ Total Rank  3acnty AA 50 to 59 16351  7th © 117%  American Indian 37,388 5th A 26.7%
Speaks EnngSh well 45714 8th « 98T%  ohi084 22,675  9th v 16.2% Asian or Pacific Isle. 3,084 ath v 22%
Speaks English less than well 1,562 9th < 3.3% 85+ 1527 9th o 11% Other or Multi Races 8,374 8th v 6.0%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
o . Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank 9%Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 139,384 Under $15,000 6,334 9th A 13.4% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 71,700
With Disability, Age 0-17 1,210 oth < 0'9?’ $15,000 to $29,999 6,769 8th <~ 143%  Employed 66,310  7th v 92.5%
\I-/lleszir;lg ;i; ::: : 8202 $30,000 to $49,999 7,776 8th v 16.4% Unemployed 5,390 8th A 7.5%
Cognitive 893 8th - 0:6% $50,000t0 $99,999 15,146 8ih © 320% Families with Own Children Under 18
Ambulatory 197 Tth o 04% $100,000 or more 11,251 6th « 23.8% Total Rank %Cnty Fam
) o County Median Income $57,616  3rd A state median . o
With Disability, Age 18+ 15,315 9th < 11.0% Married Couples 7,177 8th Y 24.5%
Vision 3,617 8th — 2.6% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 2,455 9th Vv 8.4%
Hearing 4,826 9th < 3.5% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 1,077 7th o 3.7%
Cognitive 5,356 9th — 3.8% Adults in Poverty 18,369 8th A 13.1%
Ambulatory 7,346 9th ¥ 53% Children in Poverty 5,799 10th VY 41%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+
Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+
Population Age 25+ 82,119 Males Age 25+ 40,719 Females Age 25+ 41,400
Less than 9" grade 3,407 10th Y 4.1% Less than 9" grade 1,524 10th Y 3.7% Less than 9" grade 1,883 11th VY 4.5%
High School, no diploma 5,108 9th ¥V 6.2% High School, no diploma 2,718 10th V 6.7% High School, no diploma 2,390 9th ¥V 5.8%
Diploma or GED 17,604 9th VY 21.4% Diploma or GED 9,790 9th — 24.0% Diploma or GED 7,814 9th v 18.9%
College, no degree 19,355 9th Vv 23.6% College, no degree 9,929 8th — 24.4% College, no degree 9,426 9th vV 22.8%
Associates (2-Year) 7,391 8th — 9.0% Associates (2-Year) 3,308 8th — 81% Associates (2-Year) 4,083 8th — 9.9%
Bachelors (4-Year) 17,349 5th A 21.1% Bachelors (4-Year) 7,875 5th A 19.3% Bachelors (4-Year) 9,474 5th A 22.9%
Post-Graduate 11,905 5th A 14.5% Post-Graduate 5,575 5th A 13.7% Post-Graduate 6,330 5th A 15.3%
A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value. Page 9
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Gila County

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State

APS Reports Received 260 9th 1.3% Child Support Cases 55 15th 0.1% DD LTC Members 229 12th 0.6%

AzEIP Children 35 11th 0.6% Cash Assist. Families 62 10th 0.7% DD State-Only Members 19 11th 0.6%

CCA Auth. Children 112 11th 0.4% Cash Assist. Children 98 10th 0.7% DD Providers 67 9th 1.2%

CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 11,171 11th 1.1% Ul Claimants 3,516 12th 0.5%

CCA Providers 11 10th 0.7% SNAP Households 5,735 11th 1.3% Ul Employers 480 11th 0.9%

CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 1 11th 0.4% SNAP Families w/ Children 1,922 12th 1.1% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 2,904 10th 0.7%

CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 0 SNAP Children 4,618 12th 1.2% Vocational Rehab. Clients 92 11th 0.7%

Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race

Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop

County Population (Pop) 53,400 11th 0.8% Under 3 1,754 12th « 3.3% Hispanic 9,992 12th Y 18.7%

County Households (HH) 21,708 10th 0.9% 3to17 9,084 12th v 17.0% Non-Hispanic 43,408 11th A 81.3%

County Families (Fam) 13,715 11th 0.8% 18to 29 6,278 13th v 11.8%

30 to 39 4,651 13th VY 8.7% White 41,095 10th « 77.0%

Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 5,065 12th v 9.5% African American 317 12th ¥ 0.6%

) Total Rank %Enty HH 50 to 59 7,285 11th A 13.6% American Indian 8,562 7th A 16.0%

Speaks English well 21151 10th A 9T4% o8 17887 10th A 335%  Asian or Pacific Isle. 506 10th v 0.9%

Speaks English less than well 557 12th vV 2.6% 85+ 1,385 10th o 26% Other or Multi Races 2.920 11th v 55%

Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force

o . Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank 9%Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF

N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 52,693 Under $15,000 3,505 11th A 16.1% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 20,214

With Disability, Age 0-17 685 10th < 1'3?’ $15,000 to $29,999 4,433 10th A 204%  Employed 18,162  1lth v 89.8%
\I-/lleszir;]g 224 i;:: : 8;2 $30,000 to $49,999 4,712 10th A 21.7% Unemployed 2,052 11th A 10.2%
Cognitive 561 10th - 1:1% $50,000t0 $99,999 6.199 Loth v 286% Families with Own Children Under 18
Ambulatory 103 10th - 0.2% $100,000 or more 2859 Loth v 13.2% Total Rank %Cnty Fam
) o County Median Income $42,092  11th V¥ state median . -

With Disability, Age 18+ 11,002 10th A 20.9% Married Couples 2,436 11th Y 17.8%
Vision 2,405 11th A 4.6% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 1,225 12th Vv 8.9%
Hearing 4,360 10th A 83% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 519 12th — 3.8%
Cognitive 3,645 10th A 6.9% Adults in Poverty 7,649 11th A 14.3%

Ambulatory 6,618 10th A 12.6% Children in Poverty 4,158 12th A 7.8%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+
Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+

Population Age 25+ 38,955 Males Age 25+ 18,998 Females Age 25+ 19,957

Less than 9" grade 1,575 12th Y 4.0% Less than 9" grade 642 14th ¥ 3.4% Less than 9" grade 933 12th — 47%

High School, no diploma 4,143 11th A 10.6% High School, no diploma 2,259 11th A 11.9% High School, no diploma 1,884 11th A 9.4%

Diploma or GED 11,144 11th A 28.6% Diploma or GED 6,009 11th A 31.6% Diploma or GED 5,135 11th A 25.7%

College, no degree 11,761 11th A 30.2% College, no degree 5,202 11th A 27.4% College, no degree 6,559 11th A 32.9%

Associates (2-Year) 3,106 11th « 8.0% Associates (2-Year) 1,259 10th V 6.6% Associates (2-Year) 1,847 11th — 9.3%

Bachelors (4-Year) 4,590 10th v 11.8% Bachelors (4-Year) 2,391 10th vV 12.6% Bachelors (4-Year) 2,199 10th ¥ 11.0%

Post-Graduate 2,636 10th vV 6.8% Post-Graduate 1,236 10th ¥ 6.5% Post-Graduate 1,400 10th vV 7.0%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value.
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Graham County

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 1,t75 14th 0.4% Child Support Cases 741 11th 0.7% DD LTC Members 163 13th 0.5%
AzEIP Children 35 11th 0.6% Cash Assist. Families 37 12th 0.4% DD State-Only Members 23 10th 0.7%
CCA Auth. Children 44 12th 0.2% Cash Assist. Children 60 12th 0.4% DD Providers 42 12th 0.7%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 5,783 13th 0.6% Ul Claimants 2,091 13th 0.3%
CCA Providers 7 12th 0.4% SNAP Households 2,770 13th 0.6% Ul Employers 270 12th 0.5%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 2 10th 0.8% SNAP Families w/ Children 1,078 13th 0.6% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 1,516 13th 0.4%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 0 SNAP Children 2,433 13th 0.6% Vocational Rehab. Clients 47 13th 0.4%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 37,879 13th 0.5% Under 3 1,505 13th - 4.0% Hispanic 12,453 10th A 32.9%
County Households (HH) 10,782 13th 0.4% 3to17 8,812 13th A 23.3% Non-Hispanic 25,426 12th v 67.1%
County Families (Fam) 7,604 13th 0.5% 18to 29 7,022 12th A 18.5%
30to 39 5,164 11th — 13.6% White 29,917 12th A 79.0%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 4,492 13th - 11.9% African American 752 10th v 2.0%
) Total Rank %Enty HH 50 to 59 3,785 13th ¥ 10.0% American Indian 4,808 9th A 12.7%
Speaks English wel 10,554 13th A% 084 6515  14th v 17.2%  Asian or Pacific Isle. 297 13th v 0.8%
Speaks English less than well 228 14th VY 21% 85+ 568 14th o 15% Other or Multi Races 2105 12th v 56%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
- Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank %Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 34,003 Under $15,000 1,663 14th A 15.4% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 14,166
Wlth P|sab|llty, Age 0-17 426 Lith < 1'3?) $15,000 to $29,999 1,589 14th - 14.7% Employed 12,837 13th ¥ 90.6%
\I-/iles;orir;g ;83 igt: : 81;: $30,000 to $49,999 1,974 13th — 18.3% Unemployed 1,329 13th A 9.4%
Cognitive 345 11th - 1:0% $50,000t0 $99,999 3828 13th A 355% Families with Own Children Under 18
$100,000 or more 1,728 13th v 16.0%
'AmbL'JIato'r'y 22 12th < 0.1% County Median Income $51,352  5th V¥ state median ) Total A sl B
With Disability, Age 18+ 3,988 14th o 11.7% Married Couples 2,390 13th A 31.4%
Vision 987 13th — 2.9% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 887 13th A 11.7%
Hearing 1,353 13th « 4.0% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 268 13th « 3.5%
Cognitive 1,064 13th < 3.1% Adults in Poverty 4,193 13th « 11.1%
Ambulatory 2,131 14th « 6.3% Children in Poverty 2,929 13th A 77%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+
Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+
Population Age 25+ 23,531 Males Age 25+ 12,802 Females Age 25+ 10,729
Less than 9" grade 1,054 14th v 4.5% Less than 9" grade 674 13th « 53% Less than 9" grade 380 14th v 3.5%
High School, no diploma 2,325 13th A 9.9% High School, no diploma 1,421 13th A 11.1% High School, no diploma 904 14th A 8.4%
Diploma or GED 7,028 13th A 29.9% Diploma or GED 4,215 12th A 32.9% Diploma or GED 2,813 13th A 26.2%
College, no degree 7,105 12th A 30.2% College, no degree 3,663 12th A 28.6% College, no degree 3,442 13th A 32.1%
Associates (2-Year) 2,421 12th A 10.3% Associates (2-Year) 1,082 12th — 8.5% Associates (2-Year) 1,339 12th A 12.5%
Bachelors (4-Year) 2,272 13th VY 9.7% Bachelors (4-Year) 1,207 13th vV 9.4% Bachelors (4-Year) 1,065 13th VY 9.9%
Post-Graduate 1,326 13th vV 5.6% Post-Graduate 540 13th VY 4.2% Post-Graduate 786 13th vV 7.3%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value.
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Greenlee County

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 1,t75 15th 0.0% Child Support Cases 178 14th 0.2% DD LTC Members 44 14th 0.1%
AzEIP Children 1,t11 15th 0.2% Cash Assist. Families 11 15th 0.1% DD State-Only Members 14 12th 0.4%
CCA Auth. Children 1to 16 15th 0.0% Cash Assist. Children 19 15th 0.1% DD Providers 11 14th 0.2%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 964 15th 0.1% Ul Claimants 494 15th 0.1%
CCA Providers 2 13th 0.1% SNAP Households 367 15th 0.1% Ul Employers 38 15th 0.1%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 0 SNAP Families w/ Children 139 15th 0.1% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 346 15th 0.1%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 0 SNAP Children 284 15th 0.1% Vocational Rehab. Clients 1to 12 15th 0.0%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 9,504 15th 0.1% Under 3 436 15th « 4.6% Hispanic 4,414 15th A 46.4%
County Households (HH) 3,225 15th 0.1% 3to17 2,203 15th A 23.2% Non-Hispanic 5,090 15th Vv 53.6%
County Families (Fam) 2,379 15th 0.1% 18to 29 1,598 15th « 16.8%
30to 39 1,324 15th A 13.9% White 8,642 15th A 90.9%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 1,116 15th o 11.7% African American 213 14th VY 22%
) Total Rank %Cnty HH 50 to 59 1,129 15th - 11.9% American Indian 436 14th <« 4.6%
Speaks Engl?sh well 3,134 15th A 97.2% 60 to 84 1,600 15th ¥ 16.8% Asian or Pacific Isle. 29 15th VY 0.3%
Speaks English less than well 91 15th vV 2.8% 85+ 98 15th o 1.0% Other or Multi Races 184 15th v 1.9%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
- Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank %Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 9,459 Under $15,000 248 15th v 7.7% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 4,094
Wlth P|sab|llty, Age 0-17 128 Lath < 1'4?) $15,000 to $29,999 360 15th Y 11.2% Employed 3,812 15th « 93.1%
::::rir;g ;8 iz: : 8?;: $30,000 to $49,999 768 15th A 23.8% Unemployed 282 15th - 6.9%
Cognitive 78 14th - 0:8% $50,000t0 $99,999 1170 Lth A 363% Families with Own Children Under 18
$100,000 or more 679 14th Y 21.1%

'AmbL'JIato'r'y 0 14th < 0.0% County Median Income $60,962  2nd A state median ) Total A sl B
With Disability, Age 18+ 1,102 15th o 11.7% Married Couples 689 14th A 29.0%
Vision 249 15th — 2.6% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 163 15th Vv 6.9%
Hearing 346 15th < 3.7% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 189 15th A 7.9%

Cognitive 291 15th « 3.1% Adults in Poverty 724 15th vV 7.6%

Ambulatory 576 15th « 6.1% Children in Poverty 391 15th VY 41%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+

Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+

Population Age 25+ 5,955 Males Age 25+ 3,032 Females Age 25+ 2,923
Less than 9" grade 232 15th v 3.9% Less than 9" grade 89 15th vV 2.9% Less than 9" grade 143 15th « 4.9%
High School, no diploma 426 15th « 7.2% High School, no diploma 158 15th Vv 52% High School, no diploma 268 15th A 92%
Diploma or GED 2,155 15th A 36.2% Diploma or GED 1,327 15th A 43.8% Diploma or GED 828 15th A 28.3%
College, no degree 1,862 15th A 31.3% College, no degree 874 15th A 28.8% College, no degree 988 15th A 33.8%
Associates (2-Year) 571 15th — 9.6% Associates (2-Year) 249 15th — 8.2% Associates (2-Year) 322 15th A 11.0%
Bachelors (4-Year) 550 15th v 9.2% Bachelors (4-Year) 260 15th vV 8.6% Bachelors (4-Year) 290 15th VY 9.9%
Post-Graduate 159 15th VY 2.7% Post-Graduate 75 15th v 25% Post-Graduate 84 15th vV 2.9%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value.
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for La Paz County

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 88 11th 0.4% Child Support Cases 276 12th 0.3% DD LTC Members 35 15th 0.1%
AzEIP Children 1,t11 14th 0.2% Cash Assist. Families 12 14th 0.1% DD State-Only Members 1,t12 15th 0.1%
CCA Auth. Children 1to 16 14th 0.1% Cash Assist. Children 24 14th 0.2% DD Providers 1 15th 0.0%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 3,706 14th 0.4% Ul Claimants 1,039 14th 0.2%
CCA Providers 0 SNAP Households 1,721 14th 0.4% Ul Employers 185 14th 0.4%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 0 SNAP Families w/ Children 479 14th 0.3% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 821 14th 0.2%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 0 SNAP Children 1,236 14th 0.3% Vocational Rehab. Clients 1to 12 14th 0.1%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 20,701 14th 0.3% Under 3 620 14th « 3.0% Hispanic 5,614 13th Y 271%
County Households (HH) 8,912 14th 0.4% 3to17 2,793 14th v 13.5% Non-Hispanic 15,087 13th A 72.9%
County Families (Fam) 5,303 14th 0.3% 18to 29 2,286 14th v 11.0%
30to 39 1,620 14th vV 7.8% White 15,914 14th — 76.9%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 1,791 14th v 8.7% African American 170 15th v 0.8%
) Total Rank %Enty HH 50 to 59 2,254 14th ¥ 10.9% American Indian 2,924 11th A 14.1%
Speaks English wel 8,651 Lath A% 084 8731  13th A 422%  Asian or Pacific Isle. 166 14th v 0.8%
Speaks English less than well 261 13th VY 2.9% 85+ 606 13th A 29% Other or Multi Races 1,527 14th v 7.4%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
- Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank %Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 20,560 Under $15,000 1,936 13th A 21.7% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 7,028
Wlth P|sab|llty, Age 0-17 118 15th < O'GZA) $15,000 to $29,999 2,028 13th A 22.8% Employed 6,466 14th Y 92.0%
:::;orir;g :6 i:t: : 8502 $30,000 to $49,999 1,837 14th A 20.6% Unemployed 562 14th A 8.0%
Cognitive 75 15th — 0.4% $50,000t0 $99,999 2450 Lath v 27:5% Families with Own Children Under 18
$100,000 or more 661 15th Y 7.4%

'AmbL'JIato'r'y 8 13th < 0.0% County Median Income $33,333  14th V¥ state median ) Total A sl P
With Disability, Age 18+ 4,513 13th A 22.0% Married Couples 670 15th ¥ 12.6%
Vision 493 14th — 2.4% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 417 14th Vv 7.9%
Hearing 1,331 14th A 6.5% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 217 14th o 41%

Cognitive 1,054 14th A 51% Adults in Poverty 3,263 14th A 15.8%

Ambulatory 2,873 13th A 14.0% Children in Poverty 1,244 14th « 6.0%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+

Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+

Population Age 25+ 15,910 Males Age 25+ 8,064 Females Age 25+ 7,846
Less than 9" grade 1,318 13th A 8.3% Less than 9" grade 749 12th A 93% Less than 9" grade 569 13th A 7.3%
High School, no diploma 2,288 14th A 14.4% High School, no diploma 1,201 14th A 14.9% High School, no diploma 1,087 13th A 13.9%
Diploma or GED 5,248 14th A 33.0% Diploma or GED 2,588 14th A 32.1% Diploma or GED 2,660 14th A 33.9%
College, no degree 4,185 14th A 26.3% College, no degree 2,056 14th — 25.5% College, no degree 2,129 14th A 27.1%
Associates (2-Year) 899 14th VY 57% Associates (2-Year) 462 14th VY 57% Associates (2-Year) 437 14th V¥ 5.6%
Bachelors (4-Year) 1,324 14th v 8.3% Bachelors (4-Year) 692 14th vV 8.6% Bachelors (4-Year) 632 14th VY 81%
Post-Graduate 648 14th Y 41% Post-Graduate 316 14th v 3.9% Post-Graduate 332 14th VY 4.2%
A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value. Page 17
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Maricopa County

Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program
Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State

APS Reports Received 10,762 1st 53.4% Child Support Cases 65,193 1st 62.3% DD LTC Members 23,490 1st 66.1%

AzEIP Children 3,513 1st 63.6% Cash Assist. Families 4,655 1st 55.7% DD State-Only Members 2,109 1st 62.5%

CCA Auth. Children 17,502 1st 61.7% Cash Assist. Children 8,335 1st 56.5% DD Providers 3,658 1st 63.2%

CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 587,266  1st 56.0% Ul Claimants 447,573  1st 65.0%

CCA Providers 885 1st 54.4% SNAP Households 223,416  1st 52.0% Ul Employers 31,744 1st 61.3%

CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 146 1st 56.8% SNAP Families w/ Children 95,002 1st 55.3% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 264,299 1st 66.2%

CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 82 1st 61.7% SNAP Children 222,877 1st 56.3% Vocational Rehab. Clients 7,088 1st 57.6%

Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race

Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop

County Population (Pop) 4,253,913 1st 61.2% Under 3 160,786  1st - 3.8% Hispanic 1,311,091 1st « 30.8%

County Households (HH) 1,520,767 1st 60.2% 3to17 880,033  1st « 20.7% Non-Hispanic 2,942,822 1st < 69.2%

County Families (Fam) 996,345  1st 60.5% 18to 29 718,197  1st « 16.9%

30 to 39 579,166  1st — 13.6% White 3,301,814 1st « 77.6%

Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 550,360  1st - 12.9% African American 232,690  1st A 55%

) Total Rank %Enty HH 50 to 59 519,375  1st o 12.2% American Indian 82,699 1st v 1.9%

Speaks Engl?sh well 1,457,178 st < 95.8% 60 to 84 771,603  1st Y 18.1% Asian or Pacific Isle. 186,145  1st « 4.4%

Speaks English less than well 63,589 1st — 4.2% 85+ 72.967 1st o 17% Other or Multi Races 450,565  1st o 106%

Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force

o . Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank 9%Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF

N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 4,222,760 Under $15,000 146,808  1st Y 9.7% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 2,121,295

With Disability, Age 0-17 38089 Ist < 0'9?’ $15,000 to $29,999 196,244  1st v 129%  Employed 2,004,236 1st o 94.5%
:I:::;g Eizz E - 8'2 ;‘: $30,000 to $49,999 274,084  1st ~ 180%  Unemployed 117,059 st o 5.5%
Cognitive 2’6 229 1st - 0:6% $50,000t0 $99,999 arr0ar st © 314% Families with Own Children Under 18
Ambulatory 4 ]150 1st - 0.1% $100,000 or more 426,604 1st A 28.1% Total Rank %Cnty Fam
T ' ) County Median Income $61,606  1st A state median ) .

With Disability, Age 18+ 431,062  1st ¥ 10.2% Married Couples 296,874  1st A 29.8%
Vision 83,744 st — 2.0% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 102,789  1st < 10.3%
Hearing 137,487  1st < 3.3% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 43,341 1st « 4.3%
Cognitive 142,666 1st — 3.4% Adults in Poverty 401,625  1st vV 9.4%

Ambulatory 234,181  1st « 55% Children in Poverty 216,871  1st < 5.1%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+
Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+

Population Age 25+ 2,811,491 Males Age 25+ 1,366,501 Females Age 25+ 1,444,990

Less than 9" grade 165,555  1st « 5.9% Less than 9" grade 82,702 1st — 6.1% Less than 9" grade 82,853 1st « 57%

High School, no diploma 188,958  1st « 6.7% High School, no diploma 95,436 1st « 7.0% High School, no diploma 93,522 1st « 6.5%

Diploma or GED 634,810  1st ¥V 22.6% Diploma or GED 309,635  1st VY 22.7% Diploma or GED 325,175  1st vV 22.5%

College, no degree 685,299 1st — 24.4% College, no degree 323,285  1st vV 23.7% College, no degree 362,014  1st — 25.1%

Associates (2-Year) 237,799 1st — 8.5% Associates (2-Year) 108,976  1st « 8.0% Associates (2-Year) 128,823  1st — 8.9%

Bachelors (4-Year) 571,408 1st A 20.3% Bachelors (4-Year) 280,476  1st A 20.5% Bachelors (4-Year) 290,932 1st A 20.1%

Post-Graduate 327,662  1st o 11.7% Post-Graduate 165,991  1st « 121% Post-Graduate 161,671  1st - 11.2%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value. Page 19
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for City of Phoenix

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total %State
APS Reports Received 4,585 22.8%
AzEIP Children 1,363 24.7%
CCA Auth. Children 7,975 28.1%
CCA Wait List Children 0
CCA Providers 348 21.4%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 64 24.9%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 25 18.8%

Population, Households, and Families

Total %State Pop
City Population (Pop) 1,610,071 23.2%
City Households (HH) 555,013 22.0%
City Families (Fam) 353,095 21.4%

Household English Proficiency

Total %City HH
Speaks English well 519,831 VY 93.7%

Speaks English less than well 35,182 A 6.3%

Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop

Total %City Nonin Pop

Non-Institutionalized Pop. 1,599,046

With Disability, Age 0-17 16,691 « 1.0%
Vision 4,509 « 0.3%
Hearing 3,244 - 0.2%
Cognitive 10,452 - 0.7%
Ambulatory 1,740 - 0.1%

With Disability, Age 18+ 150,766 Y 9.4%
Vision 30,820 - 1.9%
Hearing 42,160 v 2.6%
Cognitive 53,967 « 3.4%
Ambulatory 82,370 VY 52%

Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+

Total %City Pop 25+
Population Age 25+ 1,023,969
Less than 9" grade 96,514 A 94%
High School, no diploma 92,908 A 91%
Diploma or GED 239,607 — 23.4%
College, no degree 226,897 Vv 22.2%
Associates (2-Year) 79,562 — 7.8%
Bachelors (4-Year) 184,641 — 18.0%
Post-Graduate 103,840 « 10.1%

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total %State
Child Support Cases 29,542 28.2%
Cash Assist. Families 2,378 28.5%
Cash Assist. Children 4,318 29.3%
Med. Assist. Individuals 292,336 27.9%
SNAP Households 114,554 26.7%
SNAP Families w/ Children 48,842 28.4%
SNAP Children 116,633 29.5%
Age Group

Total %City Pop
Under 3 69,259 « 4.3%
3to 17 356,611 A 22.1%
18to0 29 291,012 A 18.1%
30to 39 238,911 A 14.8%
40 to 49 215,564 A 13.4%
50 to 59 191,676 « 11.9%
60 to 84 227,032 Y 14.1%
85+ 19,372 — 1.2%
Income Level by Household

Total %City HH
Under $15,000 63,898 « 11.5%
$15,000 to $29,999 81,763 — 14.7%
$30,000 to $49,999 108,354 « 19.5%
$50,000 to $99,999 169,030 « 30.5%
$100,000 or more 131,968 « 23.8%
City Median Income $54,765 V¥ state median

Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold)

Total
Adults in Poverty 188,607
Children in Poverty 120,214

Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+

%City Pop
A 11.7%

A 7.5%

Total
Males Age 25+ 503,346
Less than 9" grade 48,550
High School, no diploma 47,041
Diploma or GED 122,096
College, no degree 108,075
Associates (2-Year) 36,929
Bachelors (4-Year) 90,506
Post-Graduate 50,149

%City Male25+

A 9.6%
A 93%
« 24.3%
Y 21.5%
« 7.3%
« 18.0%
¥ 10.0%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value.

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total %State
DD LTC Members 8,746 24.6%
DD State-Only Members 710 21.0%
DD Providers 1,288 22.3%
Ul Claimants 180,301 26.2%
Ul Employers 12,722 24.6%
Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 123,960 31.0%
Vocational Rehab. Clients 2,658 21.6%
Ethnicity/Race

Total %City Pop
Hispanic 685,515 A 42.6%
Non-Hispanic 924,556 VY 57.4%
White 1,164,617 VY 72.3%
African American 111,547 A 6.9%
American Indian 33,816 VY 21%
Asian or Pacific Isle. 63,179 < 3.9%
Other or Multi Races 236,912 A 14.7%
Population in Civilian Labor Force

Total %City LF
Civilian Labor Force (LF) 820,861
Employed 770,578 < 93.9%
Unemployed 50,283 - 6.1%
Families with Own Children Under 18

Total %City Fam
Married Couples 105,993 A 30.0%
Single Mothers 48,604 A 13.8%
Single Fathers 19,860 A 56%

Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+

Females Age 25+

Less than 9™ grade

High School, no diploma
Diploma or GED
College, no degree
Associates (2-Year)
Bachelors (4-Year)
Post-Graduate

Total
520,623
47,964
45,867
117,511
118,822
42,633
94,135
53,691

%City Female25+

9.2%
8.8%
22.6%
22.8%
8.2%
18.1%
10.3%

177 « «<» »
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Mohave County

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 1,093 3rd 5.4% Child Support Cases 2,474 5th 2.4% DD LTC Members 708 6th 2.0%
AzEIP Children 150 5th 2.7% Cash Assist. Families 321 4th 3.8% DD State-Only Members 76 5th 2.3%
CCA Auth. Children 786 5th 2.8% Cash Assist. Children 556 4th 3.8% DD Providers 76 6th 1.3%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 41,083 5th 3.9% Ul Claimants 16,510 6th 2.4%
CCA Providers 34 7th 2.1% SNAP Households 19,821 4th 4.6% Ul Employers 1,675 5th 3.2%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 6 5th 2.3% SNAP Families w/ Children 5,518 5th 3.2% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 12,567 4th 3.1%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 3 3rd 2.3% SNAP Children 11,781 6th 3.0% Vocational Rehab. Clients 237 8th 1.9%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 206,064  6th 3.0% Under 3 5,390 6th vV 2.6% Hispanic 33,481 7th VY 16.2%
County Households (HH) 85,485 5th 3.4% 3to17 31,443 6th v 15.3% Non-Hispanic 172,583  5th A 83.8%
County Families (Fam) 54,107 6th 3.3% 18to 29 24,042 7th Y 11.7%
30to 39 19,486 5th V¥ 9.5% White 186,510 5th A 90.5%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 20,157  6th v 9.8% African American 2,262 6th v 1.1%
) Total Rank %Enty HH 50 to 59 29,353 5th A 14.2% American Indian 4,862 8th YV 24%
Speaks Engl?sh well 84,112 5th A 98.4% 60 to 84 70,460 5th A 34.2% Asian or Pacific Isle. 3,021 5th VY 1.5%
Speaks English less than well 1,373 11th VY 1.6% 85+ 5,682 5th o 28% Other or Multi Races 9,409 7th v 46%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
- Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank %Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 203,056 Under $15,000 11,566 4th A 13.5% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 78,198
Wlth P|sab|llty, Age 0-17 1,905 4t < O'QZA) $15,000 to $29,999 17,487 5th A 20.5% Employed 71,244 6th Y 91.1%
x:;orir;g jiz Z:: : 8;;: $30,000 to $49,999 19,431 5th A 22.7% Unemployed 6,954 5th A 8.9%
Cognitive 1,173 7th — 0.6% $50,000t0 $99,999 25,606 ot v 300% Families with Own Children Under 18
' ' $100,000 or more 11,395 5th ¥ 13.3%

'AmbL'JIato'r'y 222 eth < 0.1% County Median Income $43,266  10th V¥ state median ) Total A sl B
With Disability, Age 18+ 43,826 4th A 21.6% Married Couples 8,598 6th Y 15.9%
Vision 7,337 4th A 3.6% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 4,350 5th Vv 8.0%
Hearing 14,117 4th A 7.0% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 2,194 4th « 41%

Cognitive 13,759 4th A 6.8% Adults in Poverty 26,169 4th A 127%

Ambulatory 26,202 4th A 12.9% Children in Poverty 9,127 6th — 4.4%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+

Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+

Population Age 25+ 155,888 Males Age 25+ 78,129 Females Age 25+ 77,759
Less than 9" grade 6,618 5th VY 4.2% Less than 9" grade 3,433 5th V 4.4% Less than 9" grade 3,185 5th Y 4.1%
High School, no diploma 16,339 5th A 10.5% High School, no diploma 8,621 5th A 11.0% High School, no diploma 7,718 5th A 9.9%
Diploma or GED 54,288 4th A 34.8% Diploma or GED 27,689 4th A 35.4% Diploma or GED 26,599 4th A 34.2%
College, no degree 45,943 5th A 29.5% College, no degree 22,426 5th A 28.7% College, no degree 23,517 5th A 30.2%
Associates (2-Year) 12,596 5th — 81% Associates (2-Year) 5,694 5th — 7.3% Associates (2-Year) 6,902 5th — 8.9%
Bachelors (4-Year) 13,083 6th vV 8.4% Bachelors (4-Year) 6,859 6th Vv 8.8% Bachelors (4-Year) 6,224 8th v 8.0%
Post-Graduate 7,021 7th vV 4.5% Post-Graduate 3,407 7th YV 4.4% Post-Graduate 3,614 6th V 4.6%
A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value. Page 23
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Navajo County

Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program
Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 317 8th 1.6% Child Support Cases 1,354 8th 1.3% DD LTC Members 382 9th 1.1%
AzEIP Children 84 9th 1.5% Cash Assist. Families 110 8th 1.3% DD State-Only Members 43 9th 1.3%
CCA Auth. Children 173 9th 0.6% Cash Assist. Children 182 8th 1.2% DD Providers 61 10th 1.1%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 26,538 7th 2.5% Ul Claimants 7,071 9th 1.0%
CCA Providers 11 10th 0.7% SNAP Households 12,362 6th 2.9% Ul Employers 798 9th 1.5%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 1 11th 0.4% SNAP Families w/ Children 5,138 6th 3.0% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 4,160 9th 1.0%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 1 8th 0.8% SNAP Children 12,177 5th 3.1% Vocational Rehab. Clients 250 7th 2.0%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 108,705  9th 1.6% Under 3 4,641 8th - 4.3% Hispanic 12,329 11th ¥ 11.3%
County Households (HH) 34,407 9th 1.4% 3to17 24,980 7th A 23.0% Non-Hispanic 96,376 7th A 88.7%
County Families (Fam) 23,917 9th 1.5% 18to 29 16,559 9th ¥ 15.2%
30 to 39 12,278 9th Y 11.3% White 51,934 9th VY 47.8%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 11,308  9th v 10.4% African American 964 oth v 0.9%
) Total Rank %Cnty HH 50 to 59 13,665 9th — 12.6% American Indian 48,328 3rd A 445%
Speaks English wel 32410 Oth V2% o084 23441  8th  216%  Asian or Pacific Isle. 772 oth v 0.7%
Speaks English less than well 1,997 8th A 58% 85+ 1,774 sth o 16% Other or Multi Races 6,707 oth v 62%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
- Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank %Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 106,276 Under $15,000 7,257 7th A 21.1% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 39,063
Wlth P|sab|llty, Age 0-17 1,494 7th < 1'4?) $15,000 to $29,999 6,318 9th A 18.4% Employed 33,272 9th ¥ 85.2%
\I:IeS:rir;g 22411 Z:: : 82;: $30,000 to $49,999 6,619 9th « 19.2% Unemployed 5,791 7th A 14.8%
Cognitive 890 9th - 0:8% $50,000t0 $99,999 9806 oth v 28.5% Families with Own Children Under 18
$100,000 or more 4,407 9th Y 12.8%
'AmbL'JIato'r'y 197 7th < 0.2% County Median Income $40,054  13th V¥ state median ) Total A sl P
With Disability, Age 18+ 17,516 8th A 16.5% Married Couples 5,293 9th Y 22.1%
Vision 4,417 6th A 42% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 2,939 8th A 123%
Hearing 6,529 8th A 6.1% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 720 9th ¥ 3.0%
Cognitive 6,517 6th A 6.1% Adults in Poverty 19,036 7th A 17.5%
Ambulatory 9,764 8th A 9.2% Children in Poverty 11,127 5th A 10.2%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+
Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+
Population Age 25+ 69,653 Males Age 25+ 34,550 Females Age 25+ 35,103
Less than 9" grade 4,452 8th « 6.4% Less than 9" grade 2,320 7th « 6.7% Less than 9" grade 2,132 10th « 6.1%
High School, no diploma 7,511 7th A 10.8% High School, no diploma 4,020 7th A 11.6% High School, no diploma 3,491 7th A 9.9%
Diploma or GED 20,957 7th A 30.1% Diploma or GED 11,468 7th A 33.2% Diploma or GED 9,489 8th A 27.0%
College, no degree 20,403 8th A 29.3% College, no degree 9,293 9th A 26.9% College, no degree 11,110 8th A 31.6%
Associates (2-Year) 5,305 9th — 7.6% Associates (2-Year) 2,227 9th vV 6.4% Associates (2-Year) 3,078 9th — 8.8%
Bachelors (4-Year) 6,509 9th v 9.3% Bachelors (4-Year) 3,038 9th Vv 8.8% Bachelors (4-Year) 3,471 9th VY 9.9%
Post-Graduate 4,516 9th vV 6.5% Post-Graduate 2,184 9th VY 6.3% Post-Graduate 2,332 9th V 6.6%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value. Page 25
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Pima County

Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program
Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State

APS Reports Received 4,240 2nd 21.1% Child Support Cases 16,660 2nd 15.9% DD LTC Members 4,984 2nd 14.0%

AzEIP Children 5901 2nd 10.7% Cash Assist. Families 1,842 2nd 22.1% DD State-Only Members 566 2nd 16.8%

CCA Auth. Children 6,013 2nd 21.2% Cash Assist. Children 3,135 2nd 21.3% DD Providers 997 2nd 17.2%

CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 167,914  2nd 16.0% Ul Claimants 96,102 2nd 14.0%

CCA Providers 383 2nd 23.5% SNAP Households 75,280 2nd 17.5% Ul Employers 8,103 2nd 15.6%

CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 51 2nd 19.8% SNAP Families w/ Children 27,325 2nd 15.9% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 52,387 2nd 13.1%

CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 37 2nd 27.8% SNAP Children 59,772 2nd 15.1% Vocational Rehab. Clients 2,048 2nd 16.6%

Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race

Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop

County Population (Pop) 1,019,722 2nd 14.7% Under 3 34,557 2nd - 3.4% Hispanic 376,826  2nd A 37.0%

County Households (HH) 400,907  2nd 15.9% 3to17 183,060 2nd v 18.0% Non-Hispanic 642,806  2nd Vv 63.0%

County Families (Fam) 246,861  2nd 15.0% 18to 29 189,250 2nd A 18.6%

30 to 39 121,530 2nd - 11.9% White 777,452  2nd « 76.2%

Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 112,225  2nd v 11.0% African American 35973  2nd — 3.5%

) Total Rank %Cnty HH 50 to 59 123,523 2nd - 12.1% American Indian 38,200 4th < 3.7%

Speaks English well 384,431 2nd © 989% 084 232,070 2nd A 228%  Asian or Pacific Isle. 31,085  2nd & 3.0%

Speaks English less than well 16,476 2nd - 41% 85+ 22,676 ond o 22% Other or Multi Races 137,012 2nd A 13.4%

Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force

o . Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank 9%Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF

N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 998,748 Under $15,000 50,906 2nd A 12.7% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 476,815

With Disability, Age 0-17 11,302 2nd o 11% $15,000 to $29,999 66,266  2nd A 165%  Employed 440,596  2nd v 92.4%
\I_/I'S'o_n 12;; ;nj < g'fz’ $30,000 to $49,999 79696  2nd A 199%  Unemployed 36219  2nd A 76%

Ad .
Csz:irt]ig\]/e 8’575 Z:d - O.9°/: $50,000t0 $99,999 120,963 2nd v 302% Families with Own Children Under 18
Ambulatory 8’72 2nd - 0.1% $100,000 or more 83,076 2nd v 20.7% Total Rank %Cnty Fam
) o County Median Income $51,037  6th V¥ state median . .

With Disability, Age 18+ 140,622 2nd A 141% Married Couples 59,517 2nd Y 24.1%
Vision 25,562 2nd — 2.6% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 28,031 2nd A 11.4%
Hearing 46,511 2nd o 47% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 9,471 2nd < 3.8%
Cognitive 50,254 2nd A 5.0% Adults in Poverty 122,352 2nd A 12.0%

Ambulatory 74,326 2nd — 7.4% Children in Poverty 53,870 2nd < 5.3%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+
Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+

Population Age 25+ 678,427 Males Age 25+ 327,995 Females Age 25+ 350,432

Less than 9" grade 31,049 2nd Y 4.6% Less than 9" grade 14,247 2nd VY 4.3% Less than 9" grade 16,802 2nd « 4.8%

High School, no diploma 48,181 2nd « 7.1% High School, no diploma 24,578 2nd « 7.5% High School, no diploma 23,603 2nd « 6.7%

Diploma or GED 152,408 2nd vV 22.5% Diploma or GED 74,719 2nd VY 22.8% Diploma or GED 77,689 2nd vV 22.2%

College, no degree 170,580 2nd — 25.1% College, no degree 82,725 2nd — 25.2% College, no degree 87,855 2nd — 25.1%

Associates (2-Year) 59,918 2nd — 8.8% Associates (2-Year) 27,228 2nd — 8.3% Associates (2-Year) 32,690 2nd — 9.3%

Bachelors (4-Year) 124,844  2nd — 18.4% Bachelors (4-Year) 58,953 2nd — 18.0% Bachelors (4-Year) 65,891 2nd — 18.8%

Post-Graduate 91,447 2nd A 13.5% Post-Graduate 45,545 2nd A 13.9% Post-Graduate 45,902 2nd A 13.1%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value. Page 27
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for City of Tucson

Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total %State Total %State Total %State
APS Reports Received 2,799 13.9% Child Support Cases 10,760 10.3% DD LTC Members 2,970 8.4%
AzEIP Children 328 5.9% Cash Assist. Families 1,110 13.3% DD State-Only Members 320 9.5%
CCA Auth. Children 4,387 15.5% Cash Assist. Children 1,892 12.8% DD Providers 735 12.7%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 108,582 10.4% Ul Claimants 58,074 8.4%
CCA Providers 271 16.6% SNAP Households 51,274 11.9% Ul Employers 4,283 8.3%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 35 13.6% SNAP Families w/ Children 18,398 10.7% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 30,906 7.7%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 27 20.3% SNAP Children 40,040 10.1% Vocational Rehab. Clients 1,334 10.8%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total %State Pop Total %City Pop Total %City Pop
City Population (Pop) 539,216 7.8% Under 3 19,691 < 3.7% Hispanic 233,209 A 43.2%
City Households (HH) 210,816 8.4% 3to17 95,005 v 17.6% Non-Hispanic 306,007 Vv 56.8%
City Families (Fam) 116,209 7.1% 18to 29 127,959 A 23.7%
) o 30 to 39 69,934 « 13.0% White 567 v 0.1%
Household English Proficiency : 40 to 49 59,504 v 11.0% African American 27,689 o 51%
Speaks English well I;_;a;ls %SI 9‘:2% 50 to 59 61,247 — 11.4% American Indian 18,714 « 3.5%
. ' ' 60 to 84 95,050 v 17.6% Asian or Pacific Isle. 18,434 — 3.4%
Speaks English less than well 11,901 A 5.6% 85+ 10,251 o 19% Other or Multi Races 83,812 A 15.5%
Disability Characteristics of NT()n—Instltutlongllzed Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
o . Total %City Nonin Pop Total %City HH Total %City LF
Non-Institutionalized Pop. 521,856 -
) o Under $15,000 35,732 A 16.9% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 264,682
Wlth P|sab|llty, Age 0-17 6424 o 12% $15,000 to $29,999 41,810 A 19.8% Employed 242,568 Y 91.6%
V'S'O_n 1,150 < 02% $30,000 to $49,999 45,370 A 215% Unemployed 22,114 A 84%
Hearlln-g 950 < 0.2% $50,000 to $99,999 59,151 ¥ 281% . . .

Cognitive 4,722 < 0.9% $100,000 or more 28,753 v 13.6% Families with Own Children Under 18 :
'AmbL'JIato'r'y 522 < 0.1% City Median Income $41,625 V¥ state median ) Total %City Fam
With Disability, Age 18+ 73,086 A 14.0% Married Couples 28,084 Y 24.2%

Vision 13,152 < 2.5% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 18,298 A 157%
Hearing 21,659 « 4.2% Total %City Pop Single Fathers 5,484 — 4.7%
Cognitive 28,869 A 55% Adults in Poverty 85,073 A 15.8%
Ambulatory 39,235 « 7.5% Children in Poverty 35,491 A 6.6%

Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+

Total %City Pop 25+ Total %City Male25+ Total %City Female25+

Population Age 25+ 339,322 Males Age 25+ 166,413 Females Age 25+ 172,909

Less than 9" grade 20,403 «— 6.0% Less than 9" grade 9,461 — 57% Less than 9" grade 10,942 « 6.3%
High School, no diploma 30,669 A 9.0% High School, no diploma 16,008 A 9.6% High School, no diploma 14,661 A 8.5%
Diploma or GED 80,611 « 23.8% Diploma or GED 41,482 — 24.9% Diploma or GED 39,129 — 22.6%
College, no degree 86,883 — 25.6% College, no degree 43,195 A 26.0% College, no degree 43,688 — 25.3%
Associates (2-Year) 29,731 — 8.8% Associates (2-Year) 13,589 — 8.2% Associates (2-Year) 16,142 — 9.3%
Bachelors (4-Year) 54,816 vV 16.2% Bachelors (4-Year) 25,516 Vv 15.3% Bachelors (4-Year) 29,300 V¥ 16.9%
Post-Graduate 36,209 « 10.7% Post-Graduate 17,162 « 10.3% Post-Graduate 19,047 « 11.0%

Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value.

Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Pinal County

Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program
Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 896 5th 4.4% Child Support Cases 6,825 3rd 6.5% DD LTC Members 2,171 3rd 6.1%
AzEIP Children 499 3rd 9.0% Cash Assist. Families 584 3rd 7.0% DD State-Only Members 210 3rd 6.2%
CCA Auth. Children 1,469 3rd 5.2% Cash Assist. Children 1,131 3rd 7.7% DD Providers 288 3rd 5.0%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 57,463 3rd 5.5% Ul Claimants 33,399 3rd 4.9%
CCA Providers 72 4th 4.4% SNAP Households 24,435 3rd 5.7% Ul Employers 1,166 7th 2.3%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 5 6th 1.9% SNAP Families w/ Children 10,535 3rd 6.1% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 22,493 3rd 5.6%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 0 SNAP Children 25,446 3rd 6.4% Vocational Rehab. Clients 638 3rd 5.2%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 419,721  3rd 6.0% Under 3 14,492 3rd - 3.5% Hispanic 125,373  4th ¥ 29.9%
County Households (HH) 137,286  3rd 5.4% 3to17 83,514 3rd « 19.9% Non-Hispanic 294,348 3rd A 70.1%
County Families (Fam) 95,847 3rd 5.8% 18to 29 60,134 3rd VY 14.3%
30 to 39 57,348 3rd — 13.7% White 336,611  3rd A 80.2%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 50,458 3rd - 12.0% African American 18,782 3rd « 4.5%
- Total Rank %Cnty HH 50 to 59 46,920 3rd o 11.2% American Indian 20,782 6th - 5.0%
Speaks E”glfSh well 133,691 3rd A 97.4% 60 to 84 100,693  3rd A 24.0% Asian or Pacific Isle. 8,999 3rd v 21%
Speaks English less than well 3,595 4th vV 2.6% 85+ 6,064 4th o 14% Other or Multi Races 34,547 4th v 8.29%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
- Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank %Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 393,843 Under $15,000 15,470 3rd - 11.3% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 163,079
Wlth P|sab|llty, Age 0-17 4664 ord o 1.2% $15,000 to $29,999 20,146 3rd - 14.7% Employed 150,294  3rd Y 92.2%
\I_/I'S'O_n ;gg ?g < g'fz’ $30,000 to $49,999 26,039 3rd - 19.0% Unemployed 12,785 3rd A 7.8%
Ad .
Csz:irt]ig\]/e 3,380 3:d -0 9"/(: $50,000t0 $99,999 49,152 3rd A 358% Families with Own Children Under 18
' ' $100,000 or more 26,479 3rd v 19.3%

'AmbL'JIato'r'y 416 3rd < 0.1% County Median Income $55,550  4th V¥ state median ) Total A sty Fam
With Disability, Age 18+ 55,190 3rd A 14.0% Married Couples 24,731 3rd ¥ 25.8%
Vision 10,208 3rd — 2.6% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 7,842 3rd Vv 82%
Hearing 19,013 3rd « 4.8% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 3,559 3rd o 3.7%

Cognitive 17,668 3rd — 4.5% Adults in Poverty 37,139 3rd vV 8.8%

Ambulatory 29,994 3rd A 7.6% Children in Poverty 18,720 3rd « 4.5%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+

Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+

Population Age 25+ 288,250 Males Age 25+ 149,794 Females Age 25+ 138,456
Less than 9" grade 15,423 4th « 5.4% Less than 9" grade 9,371 3rd « 6.3% Less than 9" grade 6,052 4th VY 4.4%
High School, no diploma 26,538 3rd A 9.2% High School, no diploma 15,852 3rd A 10.6% High School, no diploma 10,686 3rd « 7.7%
Diploma or GED 85,546 3rd A 29.7% Diploma or GED 45,581 3rd A 30.4% Diploma or GED 39,965 3rd A 28.9%
College, no degree 78,844 3rd A 27.4% College, no degree 38,676 3rd A 25.8% College, no degree 40,168 3rd A 29.0%
Associates (2-Year) 27,105 3rd — 9.4% Associates (2-Year) 12,850 3rd — 8.6% Associates (2-Year) 14,255 3rd A 10.3%
Bachelors (4-Year) 34,853 3rd v 12.1% Bachelors (4-Year) 17,139 3rd v 11.4% Bachelors (4-Year) 17,714 3rd v 12.8%
Post-Graduate 19,941 3rd vV 6.9% Post-Graduate 10,325 3rd VY 6.9% Post-Graduate 9,616 3rd ¥V 6.9%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value. Page 31
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Santa Cruz County

Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program Department Clients and Providers by Program
Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 83 13th 0.4% Child Support Cases 975 10th 0.9% DD LTC Members 239 11th 0.7%
AzEIP Children 21 13th 0.4% Cash Assist. Families 76 9th 0.9% DD State-Only Members 13 13th 0.4%
CCA Auth. Children 138 10th 0.5% Cash Assist. Children 123 9th 0.8% DD Providers 17 13th 0.3%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 10,569 12th 1.0% Ul Claimants 4,212 10th 0.6%
CCA Providers 36 6th 2.2% SNAP Households 4,530 12th 1.1% Ul Employers 515 10th 1.0%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 4 7th 1.6% SNAP Families w/ Children 2,084 11th 1.2% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 1,733 12th 0.4%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 2 5th 1.5% SNAP Children 4,630 11th 1.2% Vocational Rehab. Clients 137 10th 1.1%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 46,584 12th 0.7% Under 3 2,050 11th « 4.4% Hispanic 38,899 6th A 83.5%
County Households (HH) 15,430 12th 0.6% 3to17 10,799 11th A 23.2% Non-Hispanic 7,685 14th Vv 16.5%
County Families (Fam) 11,626 12th 0.7% 18to 29 7,047 11th ¥ 15.1%
30to 39 5,061 12th v 10.9% White 39,656 11th A 85.1%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 5,164 11th v 11.1% African American 248 13th Y 0.5%
_ Total Rank  3acnty HA 50 to 59 5624  12th  121%  American Indian 362 15th v 0.8%
Speaks English wel 12,886 12th v 85% 084 9,965  12th  214%  Asian or Pacific Isle. 430 11th v 0.9%
Speaks English less than well 2,544 6th A 16.5% 85+ 851 12th o 18% Other or Multi Races 5,888 10th A 12.6%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
o . Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank 9%Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 46,251 Under $15,000 2,487 12th A 16.1% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 18,798
With Disability, Age 0-17 279 13th < 06% $15,000 to $29,999 3,229 12th A 209%  Employed 17,233 12th v 91.7%
Vision >9 12th = 01% 530,000 to $49,999 3515  12th A 228%  Unemployed 1565  12th A 83%
Hearing I 12th < 0.2% $50,000 to $99,999 4004 12t v 25.9% . ,
Cognitive 127 13th « 0.3% $100,000 or more 2,195 11th v 14.2% Families with Own Children Under 18
'AmbL'JIato'r'y 0 14th < 0.0% County Median Income $40,467  12th V¥ state median ) Total A R
With Disability, Age 18+ 5,471 12th « 11.8% Married Couples 3,287 10th « 28.3%
Vision 1,211 12th — 2.6% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 1,434 11th A 123%
Hearing 1,754 12th « 3.8% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 542 11th o 47%
Cognitive 1,580 12th « 3.4% Adults in Poverty 6,751 12th A 14.5%
Ambulatory 2,919 12th « 6.3% Children in Poverty 4,329 11th A 9.3%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+
Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+
Population Age 25+ 29,228 Males Age 25+ 13,607 Females Age 25+ 15,621
Less than 9" grade 3,404 11th A 11.6% Less than 9" grade 1,109 11th A 82% Less than 9" grade 2,295 8th A 147%
High School, no diploma 3,723 12th A 12.7% High School, no diploma 1,899 12th A 14.0% High School, no diploma 1,824 12th A 11.7%
Diploma or GED 7,957 12th A 27.2% Diploma or GED 3,873 13th A 28.5% Diploma or GED 4,084 12th A 26.1%
College, no degree 6,308 13th v 21.6% College, no degree 2,801 13th Vv 20.6% College, no degree 3,507 12th vV 22.5%
Associates (2-Year) 1,698 13th vV 5.8% Associates (2-Year) 896 13th V 6.6% Associates (2-Year) 802 13th VY 51%
Bachelors (4-Year) 3,993 11th VY 13.7% Bachelors (4-Year) 1,925 11th vV 14.1% Bachelors (4-Year) 2,068 11th ¥ 13.2%
Post-Graduate 2,145 11th v 7.3% Post-Graduate 1,104 11th VY 8.1% Post-Graduate 1,041 12th VY 6.7%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value. Page 33
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Population per Square Mile
[ ] 30 or fewer people/mi?
. Low Density ( <400 people/mi?)

Medium Density (3,000 people/mi?)

. High Density ( >8,000 people/mi’)

Other Features
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Yavapai County

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 9901 4th 4.9% Child Support Cases 2,461 6th 2.4% DD LTC Members 1,016 4th 2.9%
AzEIP Children 146 6th 2.6% Cash Assist. Families 156 7th 1.9% DD State-Only Members 75 6th 2.2%
CCA Auth. Children 545 6th 1.9% Cash Assist. Children 258 7th 1.7% DD Providers 239 4th 4.1%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 31,327 6th 3.0% Ul Claimants 20,699 5th 3.0%
CCA Providers 31 8th 1.9% SNAP Households 11,945 7th 2.8% Ul Employers 2,625 3rd 5.1%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 12 4th 4.7% SNAP Families w/ Children 3,645 9th 2.1% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 11,449 5th 2.9%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 1 8th 0.8% SNAP Children 7,708 9th 1.9% Vocational Rehab. Clients 580 5th 4.7%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 224,645  4th 3.2% Under 3 5,868 5th vV 2.6% Hispanic 32,461 8th VY 14.4%
County Households (HH) 96,007 4th 3.8% 3to17 31,816 Sth v 14.2% Non-Hispanic 192,184  4th A 85.6%
County Families (Fam) 60,712 4th 3.7% 18to 29 25,524 6th v 11.4%
30 to 39 19,294 6th ¥ 8.6% White 205,647  4th A 91.5%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 21,786  5th v 9.7% African American 1,274 8th ¥ 0.6%
) Total Rank %Enty HH 50 to 59 31,543 4th A 14.0% American Indian 3,202 10th VY 1.4%
Speaks Engl?sh well 94,494 4th A 98.4% 60 to 84 81,547 4th A 36.3% Asian or Pacific Isle. 2,473 8th VY 1.1%
Speaks English less than well 1,513 10th VY 1.6% 85+ 7,180 ard A 32% Other or Multi Races 12,049 5th v 549
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
- Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank %Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 223,086 Under $15,000 10,892 Sth - 11.3% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 90,218
With Disability, Age 0-17 1,769 eth < 08% $15,000 to $29,999 17,493 4th A 182%  Employed 84,142  4th o 93.3%
Vision 286 ot = 0% 430,000 to $49,999 19438 4th A 202%  Unemployed 6,076  6th o 6.7%
Hearing 160 oth = 01% 450,000 to $99,999 31,404  4th A 327% o ,
Cognitive 1,290 5th « 0.6% $100,000 or more 16,780 4th v 17.5% Families with Own Children Under 18
'AmbL'JIato'r'y 318 Sth < 0.1% County Median Income $50,180  7th V¥ state median ) Total A sl B
With Disability, Age 18+ 39,009 5th A 17.5% Married Couples 11,239 5th Y 18.5%
Vision 6,788 5th « 3.0% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 3,537 6th Vv 58%
Hearing 13,906 5th A 6.2% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 1,530 6th Y 2.5%
Cognitive 12,925 5th A 58% Adults in Poverty 23,847 6th — 10.6%
Ambulatory 20,666 5th A 9.3% Children in Poverty 6,966 8th VY 31%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+
Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+
Population Age 25+ 171,813 Males Age 25+ 82,296 Females Age 25+ 89,517
Less than 9" grade 4,544 7th v 2.6% Less than 9" grade 2,376 6th v 2.9% Less than 9" grade 2,168 9th VY 2.4%
High School, no diploma 12,079 6th « 7.0% High School, no diploma 6,358 6th « 1.7% High School, no diploma 5,721 6th « 6.4%
Diploma or GED 44,214 5th A 257% Diploma or GED 21,635 5th A 26.3% Diploma or GED 22,579 5th A 25.2%
College, no degree 50,935 4th A 29.6% College, no degree 23,874 4th A 29.0% College, no degree 27,061 4th A 30.2%
Associates (2-Year) 16,771 4th A 9.8% Associates (2-Year) 7,634 4th A 9.3% Associates (2-Year) 9,137 4th A 10.2%
Bachelors (4-Year) 25,694 4th v 15.0% Bachelors (4-Year) 11,868 4th vV 14.4% Bachelors (4-Year) 13,826 4th vV 15.4%
Post-Graduate 17,576 4th « 10.2% Post-Graduate 8,551 4th « 10.4% Post-Graduate 9,025 4th < 10.1%

A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value.
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Yuma
County

Population per Square Mile

[ ] 30 or fewer people/mi?
. Low Density ( <400 people/mi?)
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Other Features

[ DES Office(s)
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Demographic and Department Client/Provider Information for Yuma County

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Department Clients and Providers by Program

Total Rank %State Total Rank %State Total Rank %State
APS Reports Received 486 7th 2.4% Child Support Cases 3,941 4th 3.8% DD LTC Members 797 5th 2.2%
AzEIP Children 157 4th 2.8% Cash Assist. Families 217 5th 2.6% DD State-Only Members 81 4th 2.4%
CCA Auth. Children 801 4th 2.8% Cash Assist. Children 400 5th 2.7% DD Providers 69 8th 1.2%
CCA Wait List Children 0 Med. Assist. Individuals 42,655 4th 4.1% Ul Claimants 27,297 4th 4.0%
CCA Providers 75 3rd 4.6% SNAP Households 17,088 5th 4.0% Ul Employers 1,266 6th 2.4%
CCA Providers, 4-5 Star 21 3rd 8.2% SNAP Families w/ Children 7,671 4th 4.5% Pandemic Unemp. Assist. 10,019 6th 2.5%
CCA Providers, Nat. Accred. 3 3rd 2.3% SNAP Children 17,421 4th 4.4% Vocational Rehab. Clients 283 6th 2.3%
Population, Households, and Families Age Group Ethnicity/Race
Total Rank %State Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop Total Rank %Cnty Pop
County Population (Pop) 207,829  b5th 3.0% Under 3 9,026 4th - 4.3% Hispanic 131,670 3rd A 63.4%
County Households (HH) 72,463 6th 2.9% 3to17 44,224 4th A 21.3% Non-Hispanic 76,159 9th Vv 36.6%
County Families (Fam) 54,354 5th 3.3% 18to 29 39,102 4th A 18.8%
30to 39 24,026 4th vV 11.6% White 155,842 6th Vv 75.0%
Household English Proficiency 40 to 49 22867  4th v 11.0% African American 4,498 5th v 2.2%
- Total Rank %Cnty HH 50 to 59 20,867 6th v 10.0% American Indian 2,677 12th v 1.3%
Speaks English well 64,558 6th V8% ht0sa 44,233 6th < 21.3%  Asian or Pacific Isle. 2,862 6th v 1.4%
Speaks English less than well 7,905 3rd A 10.9% 85+ 3,463 6th o 17% Other or Multi Races 41,950 3rd A 202%
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Pop Income Level by Household Population in Civilian Labor Force
- Total Rank %Cnty Nonln Pop Total Rank %Cnty HH Total Rank %Cnty LF
N(?n—ln-sntu?l.onallzed Pop. 201,230 Under $15,000 9,776 6th A 13.5% Civilian Labor Force (LF) 84,215
With Disability, Age 0-17 1,786 Sth < 0'9?’ $15,000 to $29,999 14454  6th A 199%  Employed 75912 Sth v 90.1%
\I_/I'::”r;g 232 ::: : g:f ;: $30,000 to $49,999 15954  6th A 22.0% Unemployed 8,303 4th A 9.9%
Cognitive 1,316 4th - 0.7% $50,000t0 $99,999 21,725 oth v 300% Families with Own Children Under 18
' ' $100,000 or more 10,554 7th Y 14.6%
'AmbL'JIato'r'y 195 oth < 0.1% County Median Income $44,058  9th V¥ state median ) Total S vty Fam
With Disability, Age 18+ 22,322 6th o 11.1% Married Couples 16,811 4th A 30.9%
Vision 3,650 7th — 1.8% Poverty Status (Persons below federal poverty threshold) Single Mothers 5,424 4th < 10.0%
Hearing 7,106 6th < 3.5% Total Rank %Cnty Pop Single Fathers 2,126 5th « 3.9%
Cognitive 6,261 7th < 3.1% Adults in Poverty 25,687 5th A 12.4%
Ambulatory 12,878 6th « 6.4% Children in Poverty 14,904 4th A 7.2%
Educational Attainment, Population Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Males Age 25+ Educational Attainment, Females Age 25+
Total Rank %Cnty Pop 25+ Total Rank %Cnty Male25+ Total Rank %Cnty Female25+
Population Age 25+ 130,819 Males Age 25+ 65,912 Females Age 25+ 64,907
Less than 9" grade 18,357 3rd A 14.0% Less than 9" grade 9,129 4th A 13.9% Less than 9" grade 9,228 3rd A 14.2%
High School, no diploma 18,095 4th A 13.8% High School, no diploma 9,507 4th A 14.4% High School, no diploma 8,588 4th A 13.2%
Diploma or GED 33,924 6th A 25.9% Diploma or GED 17,357 6th A 26.3% Diploma or GED 16,567 6th A 25.5%
College, no degree 31,847 6th — 24.3% College, no degree 16,204 6th — 24.6% College, no degree 15,643 6th vV 24.1%
Associates (2-Year) 9,281 7th vV 71% Associates (2-Year) 4,300 7th vV 6.5% Associates (2-Year) 4,981 7th VY 7.7%
Bachelors (4-Year) 12,716 7th VY 9.7% Bachelors (4-Year) 6,300 7th vV 9.6% Bachelors (4-Year) 6,416 6th VY 9.9%
Post-Graduate 6,599 8th v 5.0% Post-Graduate 3,115 8th Y 4.7% Post-Graduate 3,484 7th ¥V 5.4%
A : Value is higher than the state value. V¥: Value is lower than the state value. <: Value is within 1% of the state value. Page 37
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Section 2
Department Clients and Providers
Summarized By County
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Adult Protective Services
Reports Received

Shown with County Boundaries

APS Reports

¢ (1 dot =40 reports)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of reports of
vulnerable adult mistreatment received by
Adult Protective Services (APS) during state
fiscal year 2020.
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Adult Protective Services Reports Received

Shown with County Boundaries

County Total County Rank % State
Apache 84 12 0.4%
Cochise 537 6 2.7%
Coconino 223 10 1.1%
Gila 260 9 1.3%
Graham 1to 75 14 0.4%
Greenlee 1to 75 15 0.0%
La Paz 88 11 0.4%
Maricopa 10,762 1 53.4%
Mohave 1,093 3 5.4%
Navajo 317 8 1.6%
Pima 4,240 2 21.1%
Pinal 896 5 4.4%
Santa Cruz 83 13 0.4%
Yavapai 991 4.9%
Yuma 486 2.4%
Arizona 20,142

Map Features

APS Reports
1 dot = 40 reports*

County Boundary

Tribal Land
National Forest or Monument

/\/ Interstate or Highway

Phoenix and Surrounding Areas
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*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations. Page 41
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Arizona Early
Intervention Program
Children

Shown with County Boundaries

AzEIP Children
(1 dot =10 children)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of children
who had an active Individualized Family
Service Plan (IFSP) with the Arizona Early
Intervention Program (AZEIP) on June 30,
2020.
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Arizona Early Intervention Program Children
Shown with County Boundaries
Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

County Total County Rank % State = . Y o ‘
Apache 45 10 0.8% e o B SRR
Cochise 123 7 2.2% ' ‘\ "o L__( oo
Coconino 104 8 1.9% :.‘\‘ s 2 HASEONAT FOERSE
Gila 35 11 0.6% . *'s GLENDA?E. ::': ; uf ] f}s\:fLALD}:I}S'E SALT RIVER 88
Slahian) 35 11 0.6% * ij“ 4T i g o & MARICOPA COUNTY
cn.o a0\ MNMRITCOPA COUN
0 i = o 4
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La Paz l1to11 14 0.2% tee * o . 4 ‘APACHE
Maricopa 3,513 1 63.6% LBUCKEYE™ - A"°NDA¥’5 : S p) Lo TUNCTION
Mohave 150 5 2.7% ' [ i L'LLGEBERT i a
Navajo 84 9 1.5% ‘ . _CHANDLE "i'; } ‘
Pima 591 2 10.7% a . B IO BN
X -, N * &
Pinal 499 3 9.0% LT remeRR |
Santa Cruz 21 13 0.4% = eS8
Yavapai 146 6 2.6% 87 >
Yuma 157 4 2.8% o O
Arizona 5,523 Tucson and Surrounding Areas
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. CORONADO
NATIONAL FOREST
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AZEIP Children
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Child Care
Authorized Children

Shown with County Boundaries

Authorized Children
(1 dot =75 children)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of children
from families that were authorized to receive
child care services on June 30, 2020.
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Child Care Authorized Children
Shown with County Boundaries

County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma
Arizona

Total County Rank % State
29 13 0.1%
467 7 1.6%
257 8 0.9%
112 11 0.4%
44 12 0.2%
1to 16 15 0.0%
1to 16 14 0.1%
17,502 1 61.7%
786 5 2.8%
173 9 0.6%
6,013 2 21.2%
1,469 3 5.2%
138 10 0.5%
545 6 1.9%
801 2.8%
28,355

Map Features

Authorized Children
1 dot = 75 children*
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Phoenix and Surrounding Areas
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*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations.
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

DES Contracted
Child Care Providers

Shown with County Boundaries

¢  Child Care Provider

Map is showing the distribution of child care
group homes and centers that had an active
contract with the Arizona Department of

Economic Security (DES) on June 30, 2020.
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DES Contracted Child Care Providers
Shown with County Boundaries

Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

County Total County Rank % State | S T AT e o e CLA N
Apache 1 14 0.1% . SURPRISE LTI, SCOTTSDALE COUNTY,
Cochise 52 5 3.2% L..\ & ronto
Coconino 28 9 1.7% . e RSBSOS
Gila 11 10 0.7% PP
Graham 7 12 0.4% S N S—
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Santa Cruz 36 6 2.2%
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

DES Contracted
Child Care Providers
with 4- or 5-Star
Quality Rating

Shown with County Boundaries

Child Care Provider
With a 4- or 5- Star Rating

Map is showing the distribution of child care
group homes and centers that had an active
contract with the Arizona Department of
Economic Security (DES) on June 30, 2020,
and was awarded a 4- or 5-star rating from
the First Things First Quality First Program.
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DES Contracted Child Care Providers with 4- or 5-Star Quality Rating

Shown with County Boundaries

County Total County Rank % State
Apache 0 13 0.0%
Cochise 4 7 1.6%
Coconino 4 7 1.6%
Gila 1 11 0.4%
Graham 2 10 0.8%
Greenlee 0 13 0.0%
La Paz 0 13 0.0%
Maricopa 146 1 56.8%
Mohave 6 2.3%
Navajo 1 11 0.4%
Pima 51 2 19.8%
Pinal 5 6 1.9%
Santa Cruz 4 7 1.6%
Yavapai 12 4 4.7%
Yuma 21 3 8.2%
Arizona 257

Map Features

Child Care Providers
With a 4- or 5- Star Rating
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

DES Contracted
Child Care Providers
with National Accreditation

Shown with County Boundaries

Child Care Provider
With National Accreditation

Map is showing the distribution of child care
group homes and centers that had an active
contract with the Arizona Department of

Economic Security (DES) on June 30, 2020,
and were accredited with a national agency.

Page 50



DES Contracted Child Care Providers with National Accreditation

Shown with County Boundaries

Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

County Total County Rank % State
Apache 0 10 0.0%
Cochise 2 5 1.5%
Coconino 2 5 1.5%
Gila 0 10 0.0%
Graham 0 10 0.0%
Greenlee 0 10 0.0%
La Paz 0 10 0.0%
Maricopa 82 1 61.7%
Mohave 3 3 2.3%
Navajo 1 8 0.8%
Pima 37 2 27.8%
Pinal 0 10 0.0%
Santa Cruz 2 5 1.5%
Yavapai 1 8 0.8%
Yuma 3 3 2.3%
Arizona 133

Map Features

Child Care Providers
With National Accreditation

County Boundary

Tribal Land
National Forest or Monument

/\/ Interstate or Highway
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Open Title IV-D
Child Support Cases

Shown with County Boundaries

Title IV-D Cases
(1 dot =200 cases)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of Title IV-D
child support cases that were open on June
30, 2020.
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Open Title IV-D Child Support Cases
Shown with County Boundaries

County Total County Rank % State
Apache 233 13 0.2%
Cochise 2,149 7 2.1%
Coconino 1,128 9 1.1%
Gila 55 15 0.1%
Graham 741 11 0.7%
Greenlee 178 14 0.2%
La Paz 276 12 0.3%
Maricopa 65,193 1 62.3%
Mohave 2,474 5 2.4%
Navajo 1,354 8 1.3%
Pima 16,660 2 15.9%
Pinal 6,825 3 6.5%
Santa Cruz 975 10 0.9%
Yavapai 2,461 6 2.4%
Yuma 3,941 3.8%
Arizona 104,643

Map Features

Title IV-D Cases
1 dot = 200 cases*

County Boundary

Tribal Land
National Forest or Monument

/\/ Interstate or Highway
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*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations.
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Cash Assistance
Families

Shown with County Boundaries

Cash Assistance Families
(1 dot = 15 families)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of families
that received cash assistance from the
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families
(TANF) program in June 2020.
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Cash Assistance Families
Shown with County Boundaries
Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

County Total County Rank % State g ‘
Apache 20 13 0.2% . smmse G a1 SCOTTSDALE
Cochise 196 6 2.3% L_\ oo
Coconino 52 11 0.6% r HASEONAT FOERSE
Gila 62 10 0.7% Oma e 1] e
Graham 37 12 0.4% %ﬂ;l S 5 Ty i "
Greenlee 11 15 0.1% [ hliss s b o X LYRECOES O IR
=7 XD coovvearg st w PINAL COUNTY
La Paz 12 14 0.1% 2 .0 et  op || aficne
Maricopa 4,655 1 55.7% BUCKEYES'LT |1 T AYONDARETS gunCIoN
Mohave 321 4 3.8% ' i
Navajo 110 8 1.3% ‘
Pima 1,842 2 22.1% v .
H ““QUEEN
Pinal 584 3 7.0% _ VCREEK |- *
Santa Cruz 76 9 0.9% .
Yavapai 156 7 1.9% .
Yuma 217 5 2.6% SLORENCE
Arizona 8,351 Tucson and Surrounding Areas
: \ : orof
VALLEY
MARANA
CORONADO
NATIONAL FOREST
Map Features
Cash Assistance Families
1 dot = 15 families* " SAGUARO
NATIONAL MONUMENT
County Boundary
Tribal Land g
National Forest or Monument .o
TOHONO O'ODHAM
L SAGUARO
/\/ Interstate or Highway . NATIONAL MONUMENT
PASCL;); Y4QUI |
TO.HONO O'ODHAM

*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations. Page 55
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Cash Assistance
Children

Shown with County Boundaries

Cash Assistance Children

® (1 dot =25 children)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of children
that received cash assistance from the
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families
(TANF) program in June 2020.
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Cash Assistance Children
Shown with County Boundaries

County Total County Rank % State
Apache 36 13 0.2%
Cochise 308 6 2.1%
Coconino 87 11 0.6%
Gila 98 10 0.7%
Graham 60 12 0.4%
Greenlee 19 15 0.1%
La Paz 24 14 0.2%
Maricopa 8,335 1 56.5%
Mohave 556 4 3.8%
Navajo 182 8 1.2%
Pima 3,135 2 21.3%
Pinal 1,131 3 7.7%
Santa Cruz 123 9 0.8%
Yavapai 258 7 1.7%
Yuma 400 5 2.7%
Arizona 14,752

Map Features

Cash Assistance Children
1 dot = 25 children*

County Boundary

Tribal Land
National Forest or Monument

/\/ Interstate or Highway
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*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations.
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

COCONINO COUNTY

FLAGSTAFF ' Medical Assistance
. Individuals

Shown with County Boundaries

BULLHEAD < *
CITY je

- 20
YAVAPA]
COUNTY

LAKE HAVASUJe PRESCOTT:
CITY

o

Medical Assistance Individuals

SEE/PAGE'5977 7~ ® (1 dot=2,000 individuals)*
FOR/DETAILS
VMIARICOPA
COUNTY
SEEJPAGE’59
EOR!DETAILS
o *Dots were randomly placed within

census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

SANT A = Map is showing the distribution of people
S CRIUZ who were actively enrolled in the Arizona
. g Health Care Cost Containment System
NOGALES DOUGLAS (AHCCCS) on June 30, 2020.
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Medical Assistance Individuals
Shown with County Boundaries
Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

County Total County Rank % State g ‘
Apache 19,043 10 1.8% s R o (11 SCOTTSDALE
Cochise 22,206 8 2.1% I L_\ oo
Coconino 20,598 9 2.0% ? Sia F DAt ON T EORES
Gila 11,171 11 1.1% b ;) - pﬁfﬁ?}:lf}: .
Graham 5,783 13 0.6% P WT Ao I S ——
se MRICOPA CGOUNT
0, | @ > » .® s o
Greenlee 964 15 0.1 XD coovvear | &= 3 i e P 202] / PINAL COUNTY
La Paz 3,706 14 0.4% . g, 8 _feel e P L .3..1:ESA L) i eadhcne
Mari 7,2 1 0% BUCI.(EYE‘ ’ AV’ONDAI{‘EO '. .: : 0:0:::. K3 ::: ] - JUNCTION
aricopa 587,266 56.0% . | r o = T-..-}EB;L_\
Mohave 41,083 5 3.9% : IL‘_LGH-BERT l -
Navajo 26,538 7 2.5% ‘ N . LCITIFAN;DLEE{-:iJ—;L-J\ !
Pima 167,914 2 16.0% ' K ~] : T‘f ]
. GILA RIVER . 2o ““QUEEN

Pinal 57,463 3 5.5% UVDIANiﬁEmsRm?ozv e 1o MNP CREEK |- #
Santa Cruz 10,569 12 1.0% & .
Yavapai 31,327 6 3.0% (i "
Yuma 42,655 4 4.1% FLORENCE
Arizona 1,048,286 Tucson and Surrounding Areas

2 \ : ORO‘(

VALLEY
MARANA
CORONADO

NATIONAL FOREST

Map Features

Medical Assistance Individuals
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County Boundary
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*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations. Page 59
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

COCONINO COUNTY

FLAGSTAFE VAVA . Nutrition Assistance

O TN X

o § O Households

BULLHEAD erge fe) . .
cry § Shown with County Boundaries

o)
YAVAPA'
COUNTY

LAKE HAVASUje PRESCOTT:
CITY

Nutrition Assistance Households

® (1 dot =700 households)*

SEEPAGE'6177777
FOR'DETAILS

SAFFORD ¢

GRAHAM
COUNTY

SEEIPAGE’61 °
O FOR'DETAIL
% > *Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

o < COCHIS
COUNTY

Map is showing the distribution of
households that had at least 1 person who

CRUZ o received assistance from the Supplemental
aS oa % Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) in
NOGALES DOUGLAS June 2020.
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Nutrition Assistance Households
Shown with County Boundaries

Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

County Total County Rank % State g ‘
Apache 10,187 9 2.4% . smmse FrotEAin SCOTTSDALE
Cochise 11,270 8 2.6% : L_\ oo
Coconino 8,631 10 2.0% r BREOFALEDEESE
Gila 5,735 11 1.3% REER S f};\\’\lfl?l?}llks']: i
Graham 2,770 13 0.6% }‘L;‘,.liT i R
Greenlee 367 15 0.1% [ il . ¥
fr - @ = . 202|
La Paz 1,721 14 0.4% -’.m CE '-J,ig o e
Maricopa 223,416 1 52.0% BUCKEXES Y| [T, T AYONDALES ) ¢ {Ld “samss s o o S e T
Mohave 19,821 4 4.6% : : - A - K
Navajo 12,362 6 2.9% ‘ \ CHANDLER: N
Pima 75,280 2 17.5% ' .| , T‘f N
. GILA RIVER g ““QUEEN
Pinal 24,435 3 5.7% UVDIANiﬁEmsRm?ozv eI A CREEK +
Santa Cruz 4,530 12 1.1% ®
Yavapai 11,945 7 2.8% . 87
Yuma 17,088 5 4.0% SLORENCE
Arizona 429,558 Tucson and Surrounding Areas
2 \ ; ORO{
VALLEY
MARANA
CORONADO
NATIONAL FOREST
Map Features
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*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations. Page 61
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

COCONINO COUNTY

FLAGSTAFF AVA Nutrition Assistance
° Ty Families with Children
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Map is showing the distribution of families
that had 1 or more children and received

e S assistance from the Supplemental Nutrition
NOGALES DOUGLAS Assistance Program (SNAP) in June 2020.
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Nutrition Assistance Families With Children
Shown with County Boundaries

County Total County Rank % State ’ ‘
Apache 4,003 7 2.3% S
Cochise 3,910 8 2.3%
Coconino 3,231 10 1.9%
Gila 1,922 12 1.1% K }(’;‘fi‘z’}:‘fl
Graham 1,078 13 0.6% — ,,,,!ﬁ ST N
MRICOPA COUN
Greenlee 139 15 0.1% | -?‘ A
=% —o et - 7 M PINAL COUNTYW
La Paz 479 14 0.3% AT Gf"”f?“‘} o, [ ontEN. G aficnE
Maricopa 95,002 1 55.3% BESKEXE L A"("NDAL{E & %y ::':' : \ ;@ e IS TION
Mohave 5,518 5 3.2% | LHGILBERT |
Navajo 5,138 6 3.0% ‘ CHANDLm;iJ’_!" N
Pima 27,325 2 15.9% R ~] : r‘*
. GILARIVER . i “ QUEEN

Pinal 10,535 3 6.1% DIA.‘V-RE&ZRPATIO’V JEToei ] 'CREEK 9
Santa Cruz 2,084 11 1.2% &
Yavapai 3,645 9 2.1% 87
Yuma 7,671 4 4.5% FLORENCE
Arizona 171,680 Tucson and Surrounding Areas

2 \ d ORO{

VALLEY
MARANA
CORONADO

Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

Map Features

Nutrition Assistance Families
° With Children
1 dot = 500 families*

County Boundary

Tribal Land
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/\/ Interstate or Highway
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NATIONAL FOREST
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*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations.
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Nutrition Assistance
Children

Shown with County Boundaries

Nutrition Assistance Children
(1 dot =750 children)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of children
that received assistance from the
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program
(SNAP) in June 2020.
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Nutrition Assistance Children
Shown with County Boundaries

Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

County Total County Rank % State » ‘
Apache 9,461 7 2.4% B U SCOTTSDALE
Cochise 8,307 8 2.1% L, oo
Coconino 7,705 10 1.9% . r HASEONAT FOERSE
Gila 4,618 12 1.2% o GLENDALEQ'\q"'—: A p}s\:fﬁ‘LD}:I;E S:ILT RIVER
Graham 2,433 13 0.6% — ﬂ‘;* : R : - -
Greenlee 284 15 0.1% [ ol g o 90
' 1o g e 202" PINAL COUNTY
La Paz 1,236 14 0.3% " Gl"‘"f?““' ey e e e e . AL A}én
Maricopa 222,877 1 56.3% BuckeysSh DT AvONDALE ") S, - == —N
Mohave 11,781 6 3.0% ' I : |l cus |
Navajo 12,177 5 3.1% ‘ ci 'ij—l-‘ N
Pima 59,772 2 15.1% ' K e : T‘f .
. . ST “CQUEEN || * 4
Pinal 25,446 3 6.4% ANR ATIO] JE oo _ FCREEK +
Santa Cruz 4,630 11 1.2% 2
Yavapai 7,708 9 1.9% ° o
Yuma 17,421 4 4.4% FLORENCE
Arizona 395,856 Tucson and Surrounding Areas
2 \ : ORO‘(
VALLEY
MARANA
CORONADO

NATIONAL FOREST

Map Features

Nutrition Assistance Children
1 dot = 750 children* CAGUARD
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County Boundary ke = ‘ -
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TOHONO O'ODHAM .
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NATIONAL MONUMENT

/\/ Interstate or Highway

PASCUA YAQUI *
TOHONO O'ODHAM

*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations. Page 65
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Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

COCONINO COUNTY

FLAGSTAFF JUN. o Developmental Disabilities
“ . Long Term Care Members

BULLHEAD KINGMAN
CITY f§e o Shown with County Boundaries
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GRAHAM
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SEEIRPAGE 67
EORIDETAILS
O

o

T *Dots were randomly placed within
vvvvv 7 census tract areas and do not represent
- exact locations.

SANTA = Map is showing the distribution of individuals
0(517 017/ with developmental disabilities who were
o) o active in the Arizona Long Term Care
NOGATL'ES DOUGLAS System (ALTCS) on June 30, 2020.
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Developmental Disabilities Long Term Care Members
Shown with County Boundaries

County Total County Rank % State
Apache 272 10 0.8%
Cochise 481 8 1.4% TORTO
Coconino 542 7 1.5% DAt ON T EORES
Gila 229 12 0.6% V}S\fﬁ‘g?
Graham 163 13 0.5% A A
MRICOPA COWUNT
0, &
Greenlee 44 14 0.1% SINAL CODNTY
La Paz 35 15 0.1% l _emer APACHE
Maricopa 23,490 1 66.1% BUCKEYE® S| [T AYONDALEYS) 5, P~
Mohave 708 6 2.0% - I
Navajo 382 9 1.1% S ‘
Pima 4,984 2 14.0% .
Pinal 2,171 3 6.1% s @
Santa Cruz 239 11 0.7% "
Yavapai 1,016 4 2.9% o
Yuma 797 5 2.2% FLORENCE
Arizona 35,553 Tucson and Surrounding Areas

Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

. ORO‘(
VALLEY
N{ARANA

CORONADO

Map Features

DDD Long Term Care Members
1 dot = 50 members*
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TOHONO O'ODHAM
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NATIONAL FOREST

SAGUARO
NATIONAL MONUMENT

*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations.
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Developmental Disabilities
State Only Members

Shown with County Boundaries

DDD State Only Members

¢ (1 dot = 10 members)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of individuals
with developmental disabilities who were
active in the Division of Developmental
Disabilities (DDD) state-funded service on
June 30, 2020.
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Developmental Disabilities State Only Members

Shown with County Boundaries

Phoenix and Surroundlng Areas

County Total County Rank % State -~y ‘
Apache 12 14 0.4% s IR e SCOTTSDALE
Cochise 75 6 2.2%
Coconino 53 8 1.6%
Gila 19 11 0.6% i
Graham 23 10 0.7% : i Eﬁ,;’:_, ; S S —
. 3 NRICOPA COUN
9 [ s S "
Greenlee 14 12 0.4% /w e 8N e PINAL COUNTY
La Paz 5 15 0.1% * og. & e, Y . APACHE
Maricopa 2,109 1 62.5% e 2] e TR .". Yo ey s {0 | ==\
0 . 3 [ % 0 ||| GILBERT
Mohave 76 5 2.3% ) - g | LH Ol il
Navajo 43 9 1.3% \ . anNDLm‘.J"- N\
Pima 566 2 16.8% ' s T &
i GILA RIVER . 2 " QUEEN?
Pinal 210 3 6.2% mDIANiﬁEﬁRtxflow e P CREEK 3| *
Santa Cruz 13 13 0.4% 1 Ry
Yavapai 75 6 2.2% 87 !
Yuma 81 4 2.4% e
Arizona 3,374 Tucson and Surrounding Areas
A - \ . ORq(
by VALLEY
MARANA
CORONADO
NATIONAL FOREST
Map Features
. DDD State Only Members
1 dot = 10 members* SAGUARO
NATIONAL MONUMENT
’:l County Boundary
Tribal Land . e
National Forest or Monument
TOHONO O'ODHAM » =

/\/ Interstate or Highway

PASCUA YAQUI
TOHONO O'ODHAM

SAGUARO
NATIONAL MONUMENT

*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations.
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Developmental Disabilities
Providers

Shown with County Boundaries

e DD Provider

Map is showing the distribution of agencies
with a qualified vendor agreement or special
contract to provide services to individuals
with developmental disabilities and were
active within the Division of Developmental
Disabilities provider network on June 30,
2020.
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Developmental Disabilities Providers
Shown with County Boundaries

County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal

Santa Cruz

Yavapai
Yuma
Arizona

Total County Rank % State
48 11 0.8%
75 7 1.3%

136 5 2.4%
67 9 1.2%
42 12 0.7%
11 14 0.2%

1 15 0.0%

3,658 1 63.2%
76 1.3%
61 10 1.1%

997 2 17.2%

288 3 5.0%
17 13 0.3%

239 4 4.1%
69 8 1.2%

5,785

Map Features
DD Providers
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Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Unemployment Insurance
Claimants

Shown with County Boundaries

UI Claimants
(1 dot = 1,000 claimants)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of individuals
who filed a claim for unemployment
insurance benefits between March 15, 2020,
and July 15, 2020.
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Unemployment Insurance Claimants
Shown with County Boundaries

County Total County Rank % State
Apache 3,810 11 0.6%
Cochise 8,155 8 1.2%
Coconino 16,339 7 2.4%
Gila 3,516 12 0.5%
Graham 2,091 13 0.3%
Greenlee 494 15 0.1%
La Paz 1,039 14 0.2%
Maricopa 447,573 1 65.0%
Mohave 16,510 6 2.4%
Navajo 7,071 9 1.0%
Pima 96,102 2 14.0%
Pinal 33,399 3 4.9%
Santa Cruz 4,212 10 0.6%
Yavapai 20,699 5 3.0%
Yuma 27,297 4.0%
Arizona 688,307

Map Features
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Unemployment Insurance
Employers

Shown with County Boundaries

UI Employers
(1 dot =100 employers)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of employers
that had an active account with the
Unemployment Insurance Tax Program
during the month of June 2020.
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Unemployment Insurance Employers
Shown with County Boundaries
Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

County Total County Rank % State ’ y T . K -
PEORIA [= » o+
Apache 269 13 0.5% - L | S
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Graham 270 12 0.5% i .. "
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Yavapai 2,625 3 5.1%
Yuma 1,266 6 2.4% e
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*Dots on maps were randomly placed within census tract areas and do not represent exact locations. Page 75
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Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Pandemic Unemployment
Assistance Claimants

Shown with County Boundaries

PUA Claimants

® (1 dot =500 claimants)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of individuals
who filed an initial claim with the COVID-19
Pandemic Unemployment Assistance
program between March 15, 2020, and July
15, 2020.
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Pandemic Unemployment Assistance Claimants

Shown with County Boundaries

Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

County Total County Rank % State ’ = X%
Apache 1,807 11 0.5% S iy e
Cochise 6,167 8 1.5% ol Sesiidt oo
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC SECURITY

Your Partner For A Stronger Arizona

Vocational Rehabilitation
Clients

Shown with County Boundaries

VR Clients
(1 dot =25 clients)*

*Dots were randomly placed within
census tract areas and do not represent
exact locations.

Map is showing the distribution of individuals
who were active in the Vocational
Rehabilitation program on June 30, 2020.
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Vocational Rehabilitation Clients
Shown with County Boundaries

Phoenix and Surrounding Areas

County Total County Rank % State ’ ‘
Apache 88 12 0.7% == e
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Section 3
Demographics
Summarized By County
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County Demographics Summary Sheet
Population, Household, and Family Totals

Population Households Families

County Total Rank  Pct County Total Rank  Pct County Total Rank  Pct
Apache 71,522 10 1.0% Apache 20,395 11 0.8% Apache 13,759 10 0.8%
Cochise 126,279 8 1.8% Cochise 49,250 7 2.0% Cochise 32,319 7 2.0%
Coconino 140,217 7 2.0% Coconino 47,276 8 1.9% Coconino 29,278 8 1.8%
Gila 53,400 11 0.8% Gila 21,708 10 0.9% Gila 13,715 11 0.8%
Graham 37,879 13 0.5% Graham 10,782 13 0.4% Graham 7,604 13 0.5%
Greenlee 9,504 15 0.1% Greenlee 3,225 15 0.1% Greenlee 2,379 15 0.1%
La Paz 20,701 14 0.3% La Paz 8,912 14 0.4% La Paz 5,303 14 0.3%
Maricopa 4,253,913 1 61.2% Maricopa 1,520,767 1 60.2% Maricopa 996,345 1 60.5%
Mohave 206,064 6 3.0% Mohave 85,485 5 3.4% Mohave 54,107 6 3.3%
Navajo 108,705 9 1.6% Navajo 34,407 9 1.4% Navajo 23,917 9 1.5%
Pima 1,019,722 2 14.7% Pima 400,907 2 15.9% Pima 246,861 2 15.0%
Pinal 419,721 3 6.0% Pinal 137,286 3 5.4% Pinal 95,847 3 5.8%
Santa Cruz 46,584 12 0.7% Santa Cruz 15,430 12 0.6% Santa Cruz 11,626 12 0.7%
Yavapai 224,645 4 3.2% Yavapai 96,007 4 3.8% Yavapai 60,712 4 3.7%
Yuma 207,829 5 3.0% Yuma 72,463 6 2.9% Yuma 54,354 5 3.3%
Arizona 6,946,685 Arizona 2,524,300 Arizona 1,648,126

Pct: Percentage of the total state population, households, or families. Page 82



County Demographics Summary Sheet
Household English Proficiency

Speaks English Well Speaks English Less Than Well
County Total Rank  Pct County Total Rank  Pct
Apache 17,086 11 83.8% Apache 3,309 5 16.2%
Cochise 47,027 7  95.5% Cochise 2,223 7 4.5%
Coconino 45,714 8 96.7% Coconino 1,562 9 3.3%
Gila 21,151 10 97.4% Gila 557 12 2.6%
Graham 10,554 13 97.9% Graham 228 14 2.1%
Greenlee 3,134 15 97.2% Greenlee 91 15 2.8%
La Paz 8,651 14  97.1% La Paz 261 13 2.9%
Maricopa 1,457,178 1 95.8% Maricopa 63,589 1 4.2%
Mohave 84,112 5 98.4% Mohave 1,373 11 1.6%
Navajo 32,410 9 94.2% Navajo 1,997 8 5.8%
Pima 384,431 2  95.9% Pima 16,476 2 4.1%
Pinal 133,691 3 97.4% Pinal 3,595 4 2.6%
Santa Cruz 12,886 12 83.5% Santa Cruz 2,544 6 16.5%
Yavapai 94,494 4 98.4% Yavapai 1,513 10 1.6%
Yuma 64,558 6 89.1% Yuma 7,905 3 10.9%
Arizona 2,417,077 Arizona 107,223

Pct: Percentage of the total households in the county. Page 83



County Demographics Summary Sheet
Ages 0to 39 Years

Age Oto 2 Years Age 3to 17 Years Age 18to 29 Years Age 30to 39 Years

County Total Rank Pct County Total Rank Pct County Total Rank Pct County Total ~Rank Pct
Apache 2,871 10 4.0% Apache 16,923 10 23.7% Apache 12,003 10 16.8% Apache 8,142 10 11.4%
Cochise 4,679 7 3.7% Cochise 23,036 9 18.2% Cochise 19,194 8 15.2% Cochise 15,291 8 12.1%
Coconino 4,487 9 32% Coconino 24,926 8 17.8% Coconino 39,093 5 27.9% Coconino 16,877 7 12.0%
Gila 1,754 12 3.3% Gila 9,084 12 17.0% Gila 6,278 13 11.8% Gila 4,651 13 8.7%
Graham 1,505 13 4.0% Graham 8,812 13 23.3% Graham 7,022 12 18.5% Graham 5,164 11 13.6%
Greenlee 436 15 4.6% Greenlee 2,203 15 23.2% Greenlee 1,598 15 16.8% Greenlee 1,324 15 13.9%
La Paz 620 14 3.0% La Paz 2,793 14 13.5% La Paz 2,286 14 11.0% La Paz 1,620 14  7.8%
Maricopa 160,786 1 3.8% Maricopa 880,033 1 20.7% Maricopa 718,197 1 16.9% Maricopa 579,166 1 13.6%
Mohave 5,390 6 2.6% Mohave 31,443 6 15.3% Mohave 24,042 7 11.7% Mohave 19,486 5 9.5%
Navajo 4,641 8 4.3% Navajo 24,980 7 23.0% Navajo 16,559 9 15.2% Navajo 12,278 9 11.3%
Pima 34,557 2 34% Pima 183,060 2 18.0% Pima 189,250 2 18.6% Pima 121,530 2 11.9%
Pinal 14,492 3 35% Pinal 83,514 3 19.9% Pinal 60,134 3 14.3% Pinal 57,348 3 13.7%
Santa Cruz 2,050 11 4.4% Santa Cruz 10,799 11 23.2% Santa Cruz 7,047 11 15.1% Santa Cruz 5,061 12 10.9%
Yavapai 5,868 5 26% Yavapai 31,816 5 14.2% Yavapai 25,524 6 11.4% Yavapai 19,294 6 8.6%
Yuma 9,026 4  4.3% Yuma 44,224 4 21.3% Yuma 39,102 4 18.8% Yuma 24,026 4 11.6%
Arizona 253,162 Arizona 1,377,646 Arizona 1,167,329 Arizona 891,258

Pct: Percentage of the total population in the county. Page 84



Age 40 to 49 Years

County Total Rank Pct
Apache 7,687 10 10.7%
Cochise 12,979 8 10.3%
Coconino 14,047 7 10.0%
Gila 5,065 12 9.5%
Graham 4,492 13 11.9%
Greenlee 1,116 15 11.7%
La Paz 1,791 14 8.7%
Maricopa 550,360 1 12.9%
Mohave 20,157 6 9.8%
Navajo 11,308 9 10.4%
Pima 112,225 2 11.0%
Pinal 50,458 3 12.0%
Santa Cruz 5,164 11 11.1%
Yavapai 21,786 5 9.7%
Yuma 22,867 4 11.0%
Arizona 841,502

County Demographics Summary Sheet

Age 50 to 59 Years

County Total
Apache 9,101
Cochise 14,890
Coconino 16,351
Gila 7,285
Graham 3,785
Greenlee 1,129
La Paz 2,254
Maricopa 519,375
Mohave 29,353
Navajo 13,665
Pima 123,523
Pinal 46,920
Santa Cruz 5,624
Yavapai 31,543
Yuma 20,867
Arizona 845,665

Pct: Percentage of the total population in the county.

Ages 40 Years and Older

Age 60 to 84 Years

Rank Pct County Total
10 12.7% Apache 13,721
8 11.8% Cochise 33,458
7 11.7% Coconino 22,675
11 13.6% Gila 17,887
13 10.0% Graham 6,515
15 11.9% Greenlee 1,600
14 10.9% La Paz 8,731
1 12.2% Maricopa 771,603
5 14.2% Mohave 70,460
9 12.6% Navajo 23,441
2 121% Pima 232,070
3 11.2% Pinal 100,693
12 12.1% Santa Cruz 9,965
4 14.0% Yavapai 81,547
6 10.0% Yuma 44,233

Arizona 1,438,599

Rank Pct

11
7
9

10

19.2%
26.5%
16.2%
33.5%
17.2%
16.8%
42.2%
18.1%
34.2%
21.6%
22.8%
24.0%
21.4%
36.3%
21.3%

Age 85 Years and Older

County Total ~ Rank
Apache 1,037 11
Cochise 2,671 7
Coconino 1,527 9
Gila 1,385 10
Graham 568 14
Greenlee 98 15
La Paz 606 13
Maricopa 72,967 1
Mohave 5,682 5
Navajo 1,774 8
Pima 22,676 2
Pinal 6,064 4
Santa Cruz 851 12
Yavapai 7,180 3
Yuma 3,463 6
Arizona 128,549

Pct
1.4%
2.1%
1.1%
2.6%
1.5%
1.0%
2.9%
1.7%
2.8%
1.6%
2.2%
1.4%
1.8%
3.2%
1.7%
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County Demographics Summary Sheet

Ethnicity

Hispanic Non-Hispanic

County Total Rank Pct County Total Rank Pct
Apache 4,445 14  6.2% Apache 67,077 10 93.8%
Cochise 44,598 5 35.3% Cochise 81,681 8 64.7%
Coconino 19,666 9 14.0% Coconino 120,551 6 86.0%
Gila 9,992 12 18.7% Gila 43,408 11 81.3%
Graham 12,453 10 32.9% Graham 25,426 12 67.1%
Greenlee 4,414 15 46.4% Greenlee 5,090 15 53.6%
La Paz 5,614 13 27.1% La Paz 15,087 13 72.9%
Maricopa 1,311,091 1 30.8% Maricopa 2,942,822 1 69.2%
Mohave 33,481 7  16.2% Mohave 172,583 5 83.8%
Navajo 12,329 11 11.3% Navajo 96,376 7 88.7%
Pima 376,826 2 37.0% Pima 642,896 2 63.0%
Pinal 125,373 4 29.9% Pinal 294,348 3 70.1%
Santa Cruz 38,899 6 83.5% Santa Cruz 7,685 14 16.5%
Yavapai 32,461 8 14.4% Yavapai 192,184 4  85.6%
Yuma 131,670 3 63.4% Yuma 76,159 9 36.6%
Arizona 2,163,312 Arizona 4,783,373

Pct: Percentage of the total population in the county. Page 86



White

County Total Rank Pct
Apache 16,362 13 22.9%
Cochise 107,243 7 84.9%
Coconino 89,502 8 63.8%
Gila 41,095 10 77.0%
Graham 29,917 12 79.0%
Greenlee 8,642 15 90.9%
La Paz 15,914 14 76.9%
Maricopa 3,301,814 1 77.6%
Mohave 186,510 5 90.5%
Navajo 51,934 9 47.8%
Pima 777,452 2 76.2%
Pinal 336,611 3 80.2%
Santa 39656 11 85.1%
Cruz

Yavapai 205,647 4 91.5%
Yuma 155,842 6 75.0%
Arizona 5,364,141

African American

County Demographics Summary Sheet

Pct: Percentage of the total population in the county.

County Total Rank Pct
Apache 513 11 0.7%
Cochise 4,734 4 37%
Coconino 1,869 7 1.3%
Gila 317 12 0.6%
Graham 752 10 2.0%
Greenlee 213 14 2.2%
La Paz 170 15 0.8%
Maricopa 232,690 1 5.5%
Mohave 2,262 6 1.1%
Navajo 964 9 0.9%
Pima 35,973 2 35%
Pinal 18,782 3 45%
Sl 248 13 0.5%
Cruz

'Yavapai 1,274 8 0.6%
Yuma 4,498 5 22%
Arizona 305,259

Race

American Indian

County Total Rank Pct
Apache 52,708 2 73.7%
Cochise 1,642 13 1.3%
Coconino 37,388 5 26.7%
Gila 8,562 7 16.0%
Graham 4,808 9 12.7%
Greenlee 436 14 4.6%
La Paz 2,924 11 14.1%
Maricopa 82,699 1 1.9%
Mohave 4,862 8 24%
Navajo 48,328 3 44.5%
Pima 38,200 4 3.7%
Pinal 20,782 6 5.0%
e 362 15 0.8%
Cruz

Yavapai 3,202 10 1.4%
Yuma 2,677 12 1.3%
Arizona 309,580

Asian and Pacific Islander

County Total Rank Pct
IApache 304 12 0.4%
Cochise 2,826 7 2.2%
Coconino 3,084 4 22%
Gila 506 10 0.9%
Graham 297 13 0.8%
Greenlee 29 15 0.3%
La Paz 166 14 0.8%
Maricopa 186,145 1 4.4%
Mohave 3,021 5 1.5%
Navajo 772 9 0.7%
Pima 31,085 2 3.0%
Pinal 8,999 3 21%
Bl 430 11 0.9%
Cruz

Yavapai 2,473 1.1%
Yuma 2,862 6 1.4%
Arizona 242,999

Other and Multiple Races

County Total
‘Apache 1,635
Cochise 9,834
Coconino 8,374
Gila 2,920
Graham 2,105
Greenlee 184
La Paz 1,527
Maricopa 450,565
Mohave 9,409
Navajo 6,707
Pima 137,012
Pinal 34,547
e s
Yavapai 12,049
Yuma 41,950
Arizona 724,706

Rank Pct
13 2.3%
7.8%

8 6.0%
11 5.5%
12 5.6%
15 1.9%
14 7.4%
1 10.6%
7 4.6%
9 6.2%
2 13.4%
4 82%

10 12.6%

5 54%
3 20.2%
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Age 0 to 17 with Disability

County Total Rank Pct
Apache 336 12 0.5%
Cochise 1,469 8 1.3%
Coconino 1,210 9 0.9%
Gila 685 10 1.3%
Graham 426 11 1.3%
Greenlee 128 14 1.4%
La Paz 118 15 0.6%
Maricopa 38,089 1 0.9%
Mohave 1,905 4 0.9%
Navajo 1,494 7 1.4%
Pima 11,302 2 11%
Pinal 4,664 3 12%
- 279 13 0.6%
Cruz

Yavapai 1,769 6 0.8%
Yuma 1,786 5 0.9%
Arizona 65,660

Vision Difficulty

County Demographics Summary Sheet
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Population Age 0-17

County Total Rank Pct
Apache 115 10 0.2%
Cochise 324 5 0.3%
Coconino 227 8 0.2%
Gila 92 11 0.2%
Graham 28 14 0.1%
Greenlee 18 15 0.2%
La Paz 46 13 0.2%
Maricopa 8,853 1 0.2%
Mohave 283 7 0.1%
Navajo 221 9 0.2%
Pima 1,877 2 0.2%
Pinal 748 3 0.2%
Sl 50 12 0.1%
Cruz

'Yavapai 286 0.1%
Yuma 344 4 0.2%
Arizona 13,521

Hearing Difficulty
County Total

Rank Pct

/Apache 120
Cochise 353
Coconino 217
Gila 124
Graham 36
Greenlee 7
La Paz 5
Maricopa 6,356
Mohave 409

Navajo 324
Pima 1,378
Pinal 520
Santa

Cruz =

Yavapai 160
Yuma 294

Arizona 10,378

Pct: Percentage of the total non-institutionalized population age 0 to 17 in the county.

11

0.2%
0.3%
0.2%
0.2%
0.1%
0.1%
0.0%
0.2%
0.2%
0.3%
0.1%
0.1%

0.2%

0.1%
0.1%

Cognitive Difficulty

County Total Rank Pct
IApache 179 12 0.3%
Cochise 1,178 1.0%
Coconino 893 8 0.6%
Gila 561 10 1.1%
Graham 345 11 1.0%
Greenlee 78 14 0.8%
La Paz 75 15 0.4%
Maricopa 26,229 1 0.6%
Mohave 1,173 7 0.6%
Navajo 890 9 0.8%
Pima 8,575 2 0.9%
Pinal 3,380 3 0.9%
Bl 127 13 0.3%
Cruz

Yavapai 1,290 0.6%
Yuma 1,316 4 0.7%
/Arizona 46,289

Ambulatory Difficulty

County

‘Apache
Cochise

Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal

Santa
Cruz

Yavapai
Yuma

IArizona

Total
72
348
197
103
22
0
8
4,150
222
197
872
416

318
195
7,120

Rank Pct

11 0.1%
4 0.3%
7 0.1%
10 0.2%
12 0.1%
14 0.0%
13 0.0%
1 0.1%
6 0.1%
7 0.2%
2 0.1%
3 0.1%

14 0.0%

0.1%
9 0.1%
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Age 18+ with Disability

County Total Rank Pct
Apache 10,091 11 14.3%
Cochise 18,405 7 15.8%
Coconino 15,315 9 11.0%
Gila 11,002 10 20.9%
Graham 3,988 14 11.7%
Greenlee 1,102 15 11.7%
La Paz 4,513 13 22.0%
Maricopa 431,062 1 10.2%
Mohave 43,826 4 21.6%
Navajo 17,516 8 16.5%
Pima 140,622 2 14.1%
Pinal 55,190 3 14.0%
Santa 5471 12 11.8%
Cruz

Yavapai 39,009 5 17.5%
Yuma 22,322 6 11.1%
Arizona 819,434

Vision Difficulty

County Demographics Summary Sheet
Disability Characteristics of Non-Institutionalized Population Age 18 and Older

County Total Rank Pct
Apache 2,723 10 3.8%
Cochise 2,745 9 2.4%
Coconino 3,617 8 2.6%
Gila 2,405 11 4.6%
Graham 987 13 2.9%
Greenlee 249 15 2.6%
La Paz 493 14 2.4%
Maricopa 83,744 1 2.0%
Mohave 7,337 4 3.6%
Navajo 4,417 6 4.2%
Pima 25,562 2 2.6%
Pinal 10,208 3 2.6%
Sana 1011 12 26%
'Yavapai 6,788 5 3.0%
Yuma 3,650 7 1.8%
Arizona 156,136

Hearing Difficulty

Pct: Percentage of the total non-institutionalized population age 18 and older in the county.

County Total Rank Pct
Apache 3,853 11 5.4%
Cochise 6,627 7 57%
Coconino 4,826 9 3.5%
Gila 4,360 10 8.3%
Graham 1,353 13 4.0%
Greenlee 346 15 3.7%
La Paz 1,331 14 6.5%
Maricopa 137,487 1 3.3%
Mohave 14,117 4  7.0%
Navajo 6,529 8 6.1%
Pima 46,511 2 A7%
Pinal 19,013 3 4.8%
Sana 1754 12 3.8%
Yavapai 13,906 5 6.2%
Yuma 7,106 6 3.5%
Arizona 269,119

Cognitive Difficulty

County Total Rank Pct
IApache 3,495 11 4.9%
Cochise 5,633 8 4.9%
Coconino 5,356 9 3.8%
Gila 3,645 10 6.9%
Graham 1,064 13 3.1%
Greenlee 291 15 3.1%
La Paz 1,054 14 5.1%
Maricopa 142,666 1 3.4%
Mohave 13,759 4 6.8%
Navajo 6,517 6 6.1%
Pima 50,254 2 5.0%
Pinal 17,668 3 4.5%
Sana 1580 12 3.4%
Yavapai 12,925 5 58%
Yuma 6,261 7 3.1%
Arizona 272,168

Ambulatory Difficulty

County Total
‘Apache 5,214
Cochise 10,675
Coconino 7,346
Gila 6,618
Graham 2,131
Greenlee 576
La Paz 2,873
Maricopa 234,181
Mohave 26,202
Navajo 9,764
Pima 74,326
Pinal 29,994
ST
Yavapai 20,666
Yuma 12,878
)Arizona 446,363

11
7
9

10

14

15

13
1
4
8

w N

Rank Pct

7.4%
9.2%
5.3%
12.6%
6.3%
6.1%
14.0%
5.5%
12.9%
9.2%
7.4%
7.6%

6.3%

9.3%
6.4%
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Under $15,000

County Total Rank Pct
Apache 5,814 10 28.5%
Cochise 6,847 8 13.9%
Coconino 6,334 9 13.4%
Gila 3,505 11 16.1%
Graham 1,663 14 15.4%
Greenlee 248 15 7.7%
La Paz 1,936 13 21.7%
Maricopa 146,808 1 9.7%
Mohave 11,566 4 13.5%
Navajo 7,257 7 21.1%
Pima 50,906 2 12.7%
Pinal 15,470 3 11.3%
Santa 5487 12 16.1%
Cruz

Yavapai 10,892 5 11.3%
Yuma 9,776 6 13.5%
Arizona 281,509

$15,000 to $29,999

County Demographics Summary Sheet

Pct: Percentage of the total households in the county.

County Total Rank Pct
/Apache 3,753 11 18.4%
Cochise 9,099 18.5%
Coconino 6,769 8 14.3%
Gila 4,433 10 20.4%
Graham 1,589 14 14.7%
Greenlee 360 15 11.2%
La Paz 2,028 13 22.8%
Maricopa 196,244 1 12.9%
Mohave 17,487 5 20.5%
Navajo 6,318 9 18.4%
Pima 66,266 2 16.5%
Pinal 20,146 3 14.7%
Sana 3229 12 20.9%
'Yavapai 17,493 4 18.2%
Yuma 14,454 6 19.9%
Arizona 369,668

Income Level by Household

$30,000 to $49,999

County Total Rank Pct
/Apache 3,740 11 18.3%
Cochise 9,365 19.0%
Coconino 7,776 8 16.4%
Gila 4,712 10 21.7%
Graham 1,974 13 18.3%
Greenlee 768 15 23.8%
La Paz 1,837 14 20.6%
Maricopa 274,084 1 18.0%
Mohave 19,431 5 22.7%
Navajo 6,619 9 19.2%
Pima 79,696 2 19.9%
Pinal 26,039 3 19.0%
Sana 3515 12 22.8%
Yavapai 19,438 4 20.2%
Yuma 15,954 6 22.0%
Arizona 474,948

$50,000 to $99,999

County Total Rank Pct
/Apache 5,011 11 24.6%
Cochise 15,313 7 31.1%
Coconino 15,146 8 32.0%
Gila 6,199 10 28.6%
Graham 3,828 13 35.5%
Greenlee 1,170 15 36.3%
La Paz 2,450 14 27.5%
Maricopa 477,027 1 31.4%
Mohave 25,606 5 30.0%
Navajo 9,806 9 28.5%
Pima 120,963 2 30.2%
Pinal 49,152 3 35.8%
Sana 4004 12 25.9%
Yavapai 31,404 4 32.7%
Yuma 21,725 6 30.0%
Arizona 788,804

$100,000 or more

County Total
‘Apache 2,077
Cochise 8,626
Coconino 11,251
Gila 2,859
Graham 1,728
Greenlee 679
La Paz 661
Maricopa 426,604
Mohave 11,395
Navajo 4,407
Pima 83,076
Pinal 26,479
S 308
Yavapai 16,780
Yuma 10,554
Arizona 609,371

Rank Pct

12 10.2%
8 17.5%
6 23.8%
10 13.2%
13 16.0%
14 21.1%
15 7.4%
28.1%
13.3%
12.8%
20.7%
19.3%

w N O Ul

14.2%

4 17.5%
14.6%
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Median Income

Adults in Poverty

County Demographics Summary Sheet
Median Household Income, Poverty, and Employment Status

Children in Poverty

Employed Civilians

Unemployed Civilians

County Total Rank County Total Rank %Pop |County Total Rank %Pop |County Total Rank %Lab |County Total Rank %Lab
Apache  $32,963 15 Apache 16,193 9 22.6% |Apache 8,568 7 12.0% |Apache 18,365 10 88.0% ‘Apache 2,505 10 12.0%
Cochise  $48,649 8 Cochise 13,466 10 10.7% |Cochise 6,726 9 53% Cochise 43,097 8 92.8% [Cochise 3,342 9 7.2%
Coconino $57,616 3 Coconino 18,369 8 13.1% |Coconino 5,799 10 4.1% Coconino 66,310 7 92.5% |Coconino 5,390 8 7.5%
Gila $42,092 11 Gila 7,649 11 14.3% (Gila 4,158 12 7.8% Gila 18,162 11 89.8% (Gila 2,052 11 10.2%
Graham  $51,352 5 Graham 4,193 13 11.1% |Graham 2,929 13 7.7% Graham 12,837 13 90.6% |Graham 1,329 13 9.4%
Greenlee $60,962 2 Greenlee 724 15 7.6% |Greenlee 391 15 4.1% Greenlee 3,812 15 93.1% |Greenlee 282 15 6.9%
La Paz $33,333 14 La Paz 3,263 14 15.8% |La Paz 1,244 14 6.0% La Paz 6,466 14 92.0% |La Paz 562 14 8.0%
Maricopa $61,606 1 Maricopa 401,625 1 9.4%  |Maricopa 216,871 1 5.1% Maricopa 2,004,236 1 94.5% |Maricopa 117,059 1 55%
Mohave $43,266 10 Mohave 26,169 4 12.7% |[Mohave 9,127 6 4.4% Mohave 71,244 6 91.1% |Mohave 6,954 5 8.9%
Navajo $40,054 13 Navajo 19,036 7 17.5% |Navajo 11,127 5 10.2% |Navajo 33,272 9 85.2% |Navajo 5,791 7 14.8%
Pima $51,037 Pima 122,352 2 12.0% [|Pima 53,870 2 53% Pima 440,596 2 924% [Pima 36,219 2 7.6%
Pinal $55,550 4 Pinal 37,139 3 8.8% Pinal 18,720 3 45% Pinal 150,294 3 92.2% |Pinal 12,785 3 7.8%
SaNA  g40467 12 Santa 5751 12 145% oM@ 4320 11 93% [22N® 17233 12 917% [oN@ 1565 12 8.3%
ruz Cruz Cruz Cruz Cruz

Yavapai $50,180 7 Yavapai 23,847 6 10.6% [|Yavapai 6,966 8 3.1% Yavapai 84,142 4 93.3% |Yavapai 6,076 6.7%
Yuma $44,058 9 Yuma 25,687 5 12.4% (|Yuma 14,904 4 7.2% Yuma 75,912 5 90.1% ([Yuma 8,303 4 9.9%
Arizona  $56,213 Arizona 726,463 Arizona 365,729 Arizona 3,045,978 Arizona 210,214

%Pop: Percentage of total population in the county. %Lab: Percentage of civilian labor force in the county. Page 91



County Demographics Summary Sheet
Families with Own Children Under Age 18 Living at Home

Married Couples Single Mothers Single Fathers

County Total Rank  Pct County Total Rank  Pct County Total Rank  Pct
Apache 2,433 12 17.7% Apache 1,669 10 12.1% Apache 554 10 4.0%
Cochise 7,949 7 24.6% Cochise 3,159 7 9.8% Cochise 1,021 8 3.2%
Coconino 7,177 8 24.5% Coconino 2,455 9 8.4% Coconino 1,077 7 3.7%
Gila 2,436 11 17.8% Gila 1,225 12 8.9% Gila 519 12 3.8%
Graham 2,390 13  31.4% Graham 887 13 11.7% Graham 268 13 3.5%
Greenlee 689 14 29.0% Greenlee 163 15 6.9% Greenlee 189 15 7.9%
La Paz 670 15 12.6% La Paz 417 14 7.9% La Paz 217 14 4.1%
Maricopa 296,874 1 29.8% Maricopa 102,789 1 10.3% Maricopa 43,341 1 4.3%
Mohave 8,598 6 15.9% Mohave 4,350 5 8.0% Mohave 2,194 4 4.1%
Navajo 5,293 9 22.1% Navajo 2,939 8 12.3% Navajo 720 9 3.0%
Pima 59,517 2 24.1% Pima 28,031 2 11.4% Pima 9,471 2 3.8%
Pinal 24,731 3 25.8% Pinal 7,842 3 8.2% Pinal 3,559 3 3.7%
Santa Cruz 3,287 10 28.3% Santa Cruz 1,434 11 12.3% Santa Cruz 542 11 4.7%
Yavapai 11,239 5 18.5% Yavapai 3,537 6 5.8% Yavapai 1,530 6 2.5%
Yuma 16,811 4 30.9% Yuma 5,424 4 10.0% Yuma 2,126 5 3.9%
Arizona 450,094 Arizona 166,321 Arizona 67,328

Pct: Percentage of the total families in the county. Page 92



Total Population

County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Total
4,410
4,885
3,407
1,575
1,054
232
1,318
165,555
6,618
4,452
31,049
15,423
3,404
4,544
18,357
266,283

Rank
9
6
10
12
14

3

County Demographics Summary Sheet

Population Age 25 and Older with Less than 9" Grade Education

Pct
9.9%
5.6%
4.1%
4.0%
4.5%
3.9%
8.3%
5.9%
4.2%
6.4%
4.6%
5.4%
11.6%
2.6%
14.0%

Pct: Percentage of the population age 25 and older in the county.

Females
County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Total
2,389
2,626
1,883
933
380
143
569
82,853
3,185
2,132
16,802
6,052
2,295
2,168
9,228
133,638

Rank

7

6
11
12
14
15
13
1

Pct
10.6%
6.0%
4.5%
4.7%
3.5%
4.9%
7.3%
5.7%
4.1%
6.1%
4.8%
4.4%
14.7%
2.4%
14.2%

Males
County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Total
2,021
2,259
1,524
642
674
89
749
82,702
3,433
2,320
14,247
9,371
1,109
2,376
9,129
132,645

9.2%
5.1%
3.7%
3.4%
5.3%
2.9%
9.3%
6.1%
4.4%
6.7%
4.3%
6.3%
8.2%
2.9%
13.9%
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County Demographics Summary Sheet
Population Age 25 and Older with Some High School Education but No Diploma

Total Population Females Males

County Total Rank  Pct County Total Rank  Pct County Total Rank  Pct
Apache 4,675 10 10.5% Apache 1,947 10 8.7% Apache 2,728 9 12.4%
Cochise 6,330 8 7.2% Cochise 2,986 8 6.9% Cochise 3,344 8 7.6%
Coconino 5,108 9 6.2% Coconino 2,390 9 5.8% Coconino 2,718 10 6.7%
Gila 4,143 11 10.6% Gila 1,884 11 9.4% Gila 2,259 11 11.9%
Graham 2,325 13 9.9% Graham 904 14 8.4% Graham 1,421 13 11.1%
Greenlee 426 15 7.2% Greenlee 268 15 9.2% Greenlee 158 15 5.2%
La Paz 2,288 14  14.4% La Paz 1,087 13  13.9% La Paz 1,201 14 14.9%
Maricopa 188,958 1 6.7% Maricopa 93,522 1 6.5% Maricopa 95,436 1 7.0%
Mohave 16,339 5 10.5% Mohave 7,718 5 9.9% Mohave 8,621 5 11.0%
Navajo 7,511 7 10.8% Navajo 3,491 7 9.9% Navajo 4,020 7 11.6%
Pima 48,181 2 7.1% Pima 23,603 2 6.7% Pima 24,578 2 7.5%
Pinal 26,538 3 9.2% Pinal 10,686 3 7.7% Pinal 15,852 3 10.6%
Santa Cruz 3,723 12 12.7% Santa Cruz 1,824 12 11.7% Santa Cruz 1,899 12 14.0%
Yavapai 12,079 6 7.0% Yavapai 5,721 6 6.4% Yavapai 6,358 6 7.7%
Yuma 18,095 4 13.8% Yuma 8,588 4 13.2% Yuma 9,507 4 14.4%
Arizona 346,719 Arizona 166,619 Arizona 180,100

Pct: Percentage of the population age 25 and older in the county. Page 94



Total Population

County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Total
14,708
20,560
17,604
11,144

7,028

2,155

5,248

634,810
54,288
20,957
152,408
85,546

7,957
44,214
33,924

1,112,551

Rank
10
8
9
11

Pct
33.1%
23.5%
21.4%
28.6%
29.9%
36.2%
33.0%
22.6%
34.8%
30.1%
22.5%
29.7%
27.2%
25.7%
25.9%

County Demographics Summary Sheet
Population Age 25 and Older with a Diploma or GED

Females
County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Pct: Percentage of the population age 25 and older in the county.

Total
6,527
10,133
7,814
5,135
2,813
828
2,660
325,175
26,599
9,489
77,689
39,965
4,084
22,579
16,567
558,057

Rank
10
7
9
11
13
15
14

w N 0o b~

(&)

Pct
29.0%
23.3%
18.9%
25.7%
26.2%
28.3%
33.9%
22.5%
34.2%
27.0%
22.2%
28.9%
26.1%
25.2%
25.5%

Males
County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Total
8,181
10,427
9,790
6,009
4,215
1,327
2,588
309,635
27,689
11,468
74,719
45,581
3,873
21,635
17,357
554,494

Rank

10
8
9

11

12

15

14

1
4
7
2
3
13

5
6

Pct
37.3%
23.7%
24.0%
31.6%
32.9%
43.8%
32.1%
22.7%
35.4%
33.2%
22.8%
30.4%
28.5%
26.3%
26.3%
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Total Population

County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Total
12,196
25,538
19,355
11,761

7,105

1,862

4,185

685,299
45,943
20,403

170,580
78,844

6,308
50,935
31,847

1,172,161

Rank
10
7
9
11

Pct
27.5%
29.2%
23.6%
30.2%
30.2%
31.3%
26.3%
24.4%
29.5%
29.3%
25.1%
27.4%
21.6%
29.6%
24.3%

County Demographics Summary Sheet
Population Age 25 and Older with Some College Education

Females
County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Pct: Percentage of the population age 25 and older in the county.

Total
6,703
12,573
9,426
6,559
3,442
988
2,129
362,014
23,517
11,110
87,855
40,168
3,507
27,061
15,643
612,695

Rank
10
7
9
11
13
15
14

w N oo o1

N

Pct
29.8%
28.9%
22.8%
32.9%
32.1%
33.8%
27.1%
25.1%
30.2%
31.6%
25.1%
29.0%
22.5%
30.2%
24.1%

Males
County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Total
5,493
12,965
9,929
5,202
3,663
874
2,056
323,285
22,426
9,293
82,725
38,676
2,801
23,874
16,204
559,466

Rank
10
7
8
11
12
15
14

w N o O

13
4
6

Pct
25.1%
29.5%
24.4%
27.4%
28.6%
28.8%
25.5%
23.7%
28.7%
26.9%
25.2%
25.8%
20.6%
29.0%
24.6%
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Total Population

County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai

Yuma

Arizona

Total
3,248
10,038
7,391
3,106
2,421
571
899
237,799
12,596
5,305
59,918
27,105
1,698
16,771
9,281
398,147

Rank
10
6
8
11
12

Pct
7.3%
11.5%
9.0%
8.0%
10.3%
9.6%
5.7%
8.5%
8.1%
7.6%
8.8%
9.4%
5.8%
9.8%
7.1%

County Demographics Summary Sheet
Population Age 25 and Older with an Associate’s Degree

Females
County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai

Yuma

Arizona

Pct: Percentage of the population age 25 and older in the county.

Total
1,990
5,576
4,083
1,847
1,339
322
437
128,823
6,902
3,078
32,690
14,255
802
9,137
4,981
216,262

Rank
10
6
8
11

Pct
8.8%
12.8%
9.9%
9.3%
12.5%
11.0%
5.6%
8.9%
8.9%
8.8%
9.3%
10.3%
5.1%
10.2%
7.7%

Males
County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Total
1,258
4,462
3,308
1,259
1,082
249
462
108,976
5,694
2,227
27,228
12,850
896
7,634
4,300
181,885

Rank
11
6
8
10

Pct
5.7%
10.2%
8.1%
6.6%
8.5%
8.2%
5.7%
8.0%
7.3%
6.4%
8.3%
8.6%
6.6%
9.3%
6.5%
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Total Population

County Total
Apache 3,408
Cochise 12,527
Coconino 17,349
Gila 4,590
Graham 2,272
Greenlee 550
La Paz 1,324
Maricopa 571,408
Mohave 13,083
Navajo 6,509
Pima 124,844
Pinal 34,853
Santa Cruz 3,993
Yavapai 25,694
Yuma 12,716
Arizona 835,120

Rank

12
8
5

10

4
7

Pct
7.7%
14.3%
21.1%
11.8%
9.7%
9.2%
8.3%
20.3%
8.4%
9.3%
18.4%
12.1%
13.7%
15.0%
9.7%

County Demographics Summary Sheet
Population Age 25 and Older with a Bachelor’s Degree

Females
County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Pct: Percentage of the population age 25 and older in the county.

Total
1,901
6,249
9,474
2,199
1,065
290
632
290,932
6,224
3,471
65,891
17,714
2,068
13,826
6,416
428,352

Rank
12
7
5
10

6

Pct
8.4%
14.3%
22.9%
11.0%
9.9%
9.9%
8.1%
20.1%
8.0%
9.9%
18.8%
12.8%
13.2%
15.4%
9.9%

Males

County Total
Apache 1,507
Cochise 6,278
Coconino 7,875
Gila 2,391
Graham 1,207
Greenlee 260
La Paz 692
Maricopa 280,476
Mohave 6,859
Navajo 3,038
Pima 58,953
Pinal 17,139
Santa Cruz 1,925
Yavapai 11,868
Yuma 6,300
Arizona 406,768

Rank
12
8
5
10
13
15
14

w N O o

11
4
7

Pct
6.9%
14.3%
19.3%
12.6%
9.4%
8.6%
8.6%
20.5%
8.8%
8.8%
18.0%
11.4%
14.1%
14.4%
9.6%
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Total Population

County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Total
1,781
7,589
11,905
2,636
1,326
159
648
327,662
7,021
4,516
91,447
19,941
2,145
17,576
6,599
502,951

Rank
12

5

8

Pct
4.0%
8.7%

14.5%
6.8%
5.6%
2.7%
4.1%

11.7%
4.5%
6.5%

13.5%
6.9%
7.3%

10.2%
5.0%

Pct: Percentage of the population age 25 and older in the county.

Females
County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Total
1,046
3,419
6,330
1,400
786
84
332
161,671
3,614
2,332
45,902
9,616
1,041
9,025
3,484
250,082

Rank
11
8
5
10

County Demographics Summary Sheet
Population Age 25 and Older with a Post-Graduate Degree

Pct
4.6%
7.8%

15.3%
7.0%
7.3%
2.9%
4.2%

11.2%
4.6%
6.6%

13.1%
6.9%
6.7%

10.1%
5.4%

Males
County
Apache

Cochise
Coconino
Gila
Graham
Greenlee
La Paz
Maricopa
Mohave
Navajo
Pima
Pinal
Santa Cruz
Yavapai
Yuma

Arizona

Total
735
4,170
5,575
1,236
540
75
316
165,991
3,407
2,184
45,545
10,325
1,104
8,551
3,115
252,869

Rank
12
6
5
10
13
15
14

w N O N

11
4
8

Pct
3.4%
9.5%

13.7%
6.5%
4.2%
2.5%
3.9%
12.1%
4.4%
6.3%

13.9%
6.9%
8.1%
10.4%
4.7%
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Equal Opportunity Employer/Program ¢ Under Titles VI and VIl of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 (Title VI & VII), and the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA),
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, the Age Discrimination Act of 1975,
and Title Il of the Genetic Information Nondiscrimination Act (GINA) of 2008; the
Department prohibits discrimination in admissions, programs, services, activities,
or employment based on race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age, disability,
genetics and retaliation. To request this document in alternative format or for further
information about this policy, contact your local office; TTY/TDD Services: 7-1-1. ¢
Free language assistance for DES services is available upon request.
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