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This report examines the racial/ethnic composition of Bay Area counties and communities, based
on Census 2000 data, highlighting indices of diversity and residential segregation. It provides a
demographic overview of Bay Area communities and the extent to which neighborhoods are
racially/ethnically mixed. Counties considered in this report include: Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin,
San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara, and Solano.

Racial /Ethnic Classification of Census 2000 Data

Census 2000 was the first census enumeration in which people were allowed to identify with
multiple groups on the question about race. With more detailed information available about race
from the Census 2000, there are a variety of ways one can look at distributions of the data. Two
such strategies will be used in this paper: combination category and alone or in combination category
classification.

The most comprehensive method is to take into account all the groups with which an individual
identifies, resulting in dozens of combination race categories. To streamline and help standardize
tabulations of race data, the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) released a bulletin in March
2000 with guidelines specifying that the following combination categories be considered: Black &
White, American Indian & White, Asian & White, Black & American Indian. In addition, OMB
Bulletin 00-02 requires that combination groups that account for at least 1 percent of the overall
population ("population” can be defined as a state, county, place, etc.) be included in tabulations as
well. In the Bay Area and California in general, for example, the combination category Latino &
White accounts for more than 1 percent of the population, so this group would be considered in
demographic analyses in addition to the four listed above. It should be noted here that the federal
government continues to collect data about race and Hispanic/Latino origin in separate questions of
the decennial survey. Throughout this report, data collected on both of these questions are
considered.

Another way to aggregate race/ethnicity data is to tabulate the number of people who identified
with a particular group alone or in combination with other groups. This method allows individuals
to be counted with multiple race/ethnicity groups without being fractionally assigned or defaulted to
only one. It results in population counts that exceed actual population totals (more than 100
percent).

Both of these methods of racial/ethnic classification are used in this report: combination categories are
used for assessing county and community diversity, and alone or in combination categories are used to
examine residential segregation.

Racial/Ethnic Diversity in the Bay Area

To examine the racial/ethnic make-up of counties and communities in the Bay Area, indices of
diversity—which measure the probability that two people chosen at random from a defined area will
be of different racial/ethnic backgrounds—were calculated'. Table 1 summarizes the racial/ethnic
composition of counties in the Bay Area and lists indices of racial/ethnic diversity. Of the Bay Area
counties considered, Alameda is the most diverse (75.41) and has the smallest percentage of Whites
(40.94), while Marin is the least diverse (37.47) and has the largest percentage of Whites (78.55).
Figure 1 displays diversity indices for each county, along with a measure of diversity for California
overall.



Figure 1: Diversity Indices for Bay Area Counties
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The data in Table 1 also indicate where the largest percentages of each race/ethnicity group reside
across Bay Area counties—e.g., the largest percentages of Blacks or African Americans live in
Alameda (14.62) and Solano (14.60) counties; the largest percentage of Latinos are in Santa Clara

Table 1: Racial/Ethnic Composition of Bay Area Counties

Alameda Contra Marin San San Santa Solano CA
Costa Francisco Mateo Clara statewide
Total Population 1,443,741 948,816 247,289 776,733 707,161 1,682,585 394,542 33,871,648
% White 40.94 57.90 78.55 43.63 49.83 44.24 49.24 46.70
% Black 14.62 9.15 2.81 7.57 3.36 2.64 14.60 6.44
% Black & White 0.40 0.35 0.28 0.25 0.19 0.19 0.60 0.26
% Latino* 8.62 7.79 4.21 6.15 9.86 11.92 7.77 16.56
% Latino and White* 7.84 7.60 548 6.03 9.66 9.59 7.12 12.85
% American Indian 0.37 0.38 0.26 0.26 0.22 0.31 0.56 0.53
% American Indian & White 0.33 0.46 0.34 0.23 0.24 0.27 0.54 0.39
% Asian 20.27 10.82 4.48 30.66 19.84 25.36 12.52 10.77
% Asian & White 1.09 1.03 0.89 0.90 1.09 1.02 1.23 0.66
% Pacific Islander 0.59 0.33 0.13 0.46 1.29 0.30 0.73 0.31
% Other 0.33 0.28 0.29 0.33 0.31 0.21 0.24 0.21
% Black & American Indian 0.15 0.10 0.03 0.08 0.05 0.03 0.16 0.07
% Other Two or More Races 4.45 3.81 2.25 3.44 4.06 3.92 4.69 4.25
Diversity Index 75.41 63.12 37.47 70.11 69.02 71.42 70.69 72.03

Source: Census 2000 Data (P.L. 94-171)

*The Latino & White category includes people who identified as “White” on the race question AND as “Hispanic/Latino” on the
Hispanic/TLatino question. Because census sutveys ask about race and Hispanic/TLatino origin in separate questions, it is not clear the extent to
which people in this combination category are mixed-ace, both White and Latino, and which people simply chose White on the race question
because there was no Hispanic/Latino option. Similarly, the Latino category includes people who identified as “Some other race” on the race
question AND as “Hispanic/Latino” on the Hispanic/Latino question. Though the Census Bureau (2001) reports that most of the people who
chose “Some other race” on the race question are Hispanic/Latino, it is possible that the Latino categoty in this table contains some individuals
who used the “Some other race” option to identify with a non-Hispanic/Latino group not listed on the race question AND identified as
Hispanic/Latino on the origin question.




County (11.92), and the largest percentage of Asians reside in San Francisco County (30.66). While
the percentages for American Indians and Pacific Islanders are very small in all of the counties, the
largest percentages reside in Solano (0.56) and San Mateo (1.29) counties, respectively.

Of course, there is variation in the racial/ethnic diversity of various communities within each Bay
Area county. To illustrate, Figures 2-7 display diversity indices for individual communities. Note,
for example, that San Mateo County displays the largest range of racial/ethnic diversity, 61.10, with
a diversity index of 78.37 in Colma to Portola Valley with an index of 17.27. By contrast, Alameda
displays the smallest range in diversity indices (43.30) of the Bay Area counties considered. Detailed
tables of the racial/ethnic composition of these communities are included in an appendix.

Figure 2: Diversity Indices for Alameda County Communites
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Figure 3: Diversity Indices for San Francisco County and Marin County Communities
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Figure 4: Diversity Indices for Contra Costa County Communities
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Figure 5: Diversity Indices for San Mateo County Communities
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Figure 6: Diversity Indices for Santa Clara County Communities
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Figure 7: Diversity Indices for Solano County Communities
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Another way to look at racial/ethnic diversity in the Bay Area is to consider the percentage of
individuals who identify with more than one race or ethnicity group. Figure 8 presents these data by
county, with the percentages ranging from a low of 9.27 in Marin to a high of 15.29 in San Mateo.

The largest mixed-race populations in the Bay Area and in California overall are Latino & White,
and Asian & White. Based on the criterion set forth in OMB Bulletin 00-02, Latino & White
constitutes a combination category to be included in analyses of demographic data regarding the Bay
Area (and the state of California) since people in this category account for more than 1 percent of
the population.



Figure 8: Percentage of Mixed-Race People in Bay Area Counties
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When the Bay Area population under age 18 is considered separately, as presented in Table 2, the
petcentages in combination race/ethnicity groups increase in each county. On average across the
Bay Area counties, there is a 6.4 percent difference between the under 18 population and the total
population that are of mixed heritage. Figure 9 displays these data: in the Bay Area, the percentage
of mixed-race youth ranges from 14.51 in Marin to 22.48 in San Mateo. In California overall, one
out of every four people under age 18 is mixed-race, primarily due to the large statewide Latino &

White population.

Table 2: Racial/Ethnic Composition of Bay Area Counties for the < 18 Population

Alameda %)onsttia Marin Fr:lirilsco Msaa:trelo ?;22 Solano stat(ezgide
Total Population 354,572 251,794 50,185 112,802 162,100 416,402 111,852 9,249,829
% White 30.32 47.92 71.99 23.02 39.31 34.23 40.35 34.84
% Black 16.42 11.04 2.44 11.34 333 2.67 15.95 7.07
% Black & White 0.98 0.91 0.89 0.73 0.52 0.49 1.55 0.63
% Latino 11.59 10.26 6.03 10.37 13.93 16.32 9.66 22.48
% Latino & White 10.10 9.89 7.16 7.90 12.77 12.27 8.86 16.66
% American Indian 0.35 0.34 0.19 0.19 0.18 0.29 0.47 0.53
% American Indian & White 0.32 0.45 0.42 0.13 0.23 0.25 0.47 0.39
% Asian 19.40 9.92 4.22 36.36 18.44 24.58 11.18 9.25
% Asian & White 2.32 2.32 2.63 241 2.68 2.35 245 1.27
Y% Pacific Islander 0.73 0.40 0.10 1.00 1.88 0.32 0.70 0.34
% Other 0.46 0.39 0.52 0.54 0.44 0.31 0.35 0.26
% Black & American Indian 0.16 0.10 0.03 0.09 0.04 0.02 0.18 0.07
% Other Two or More Races 6.85 6.06 3.38 5.92 6.25 5.90 7.83 6.21
Diversity Index 81.44 72.37 46.86 78.07 76.96 77.59 77.50 78.27

Source: Census 2000 Data (P.L. 94-171)




Figure 9: Percentage of Mixed-Race People Under Age 18 in Bay Area Counties
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Table 2 also includes diversity indices for the population under age 18, which are consistently higher
than those for the total population of each county (listed in Table 1), illustrating greater diversity of
the Bay Area’s youth.

Residential Segregation in the Bay Area

To examine racial/ethnic residential segregation in the Bay Area, dissimilarity indices wete calculated
to indicate how integrated Blacks or African Americans, Latinos, Asians, and American Indians are
with Whites in neighborhoods of each county’. These measures show the percentage of people
from one group that would have to move or relocate out of their current neighborhood in order to
be evenly distributed with another group in the county.

Table 3 presents dissimilarity indices in addition to the racial/ethnic composition of each county,
using alone or in combination categories. As noted eatlier, this classification method results in
population percentages for each group that total more than 100 percent of the population. In most
Bay Area counties, residential segregation is highest for Blacks (32.64 to 57.71), followed by Latinos
(23.94 to 46.45) and Asians (18.40 to 40.53); as depicted in Figure 10, it is lowest for American
Indians (15.76 to 28.20).



Table 3: Residential Segregation in Bay Area Counties

Mameda | G | Main | o | vweo | Ol | SO0
Total Population 1443741 948816 247289 776733 707161 1682585 394542
% White alone or in combination 53.08 69.71 87.14 52.97 63.48 57.60 61.26
% Black alone or in combination 16.17 10.32 3.46 8.64 4.09 3.36 16.58
% Latino alone or in combination 18.97 17.68 11.06 14.10 21.88 23.98 17.64
% Asian/Pacific Islander alone or in combination 23.53 13.39 6.05 33.24 23.73 27.97 16.50
% American Indian alone or in combination 1.61 1.57 1.09 1.15 1.06 1.35 2.00
% Other 11.42 10.35 5.92 8.47 12.64 14.49 10.29
Black-White Dissimilarity Index 56.02 57.71 47.49 54.35 51.19 32.64 38.62
Latino--White Dissimilarity Index 39.08 39.73 41.36 46.45 43.81 42.39 23.94
Asian/Pacific Islandet--White Dissimilarity Index 34.10 28.59 18.40 38.24 40.53 36.62 38.24
American Indian—-White Dissimilarity Index 24.20 26.95 21.15 27.62 28.20 25.86 15.76
Other—White Dissimilarity Index 41.37 43.60 44.62 47.98 47.10 44.96 27.62

Source: Census 2000 Data (P.L. 94-171)

Figure 10: Residential Segregation in Bay Area Counties
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It is interesting to compare these dissimilarity indices with those calculated excluding multiple
race/ethnicity responses—i.e. only classifying people into specific race/ethnicity categories if they
identified with that group alone. Table 4 displays these data, along with change values indicating the
difference between the “alone” and “alone or in combination” classification methods. Across the
counties, measures of residential segregation are higher for Blacks, Latinos, Asians, and American
Indians when you only consider people who identified with one race/ethnicity group. On average,
the dissimilarity indices are 7.35 points higher for Blacks, 14.89 higher for Latinos, 5.48 higher for
Asians, and 7.60 higher for American Indians.




Table 4: Residential Segregation in Bay Area Counties (Excluding Multiple Race/Ethnicity Responses)

Alameda Contra Costa Marin San Francisco San Mateo Santa Clara Solano
change change change change change change change
Total Population 1443741 948816 247289 776733 707161 1682585 394542
% White alone 40.94 -12.14 57.90 -11.81 78.55 -8.59 43.63 -9.34 49.83 -13.65 44.24 -13.36 49.24 -12.02
% Black alone 14.62 -1.55 9.15 -1.16 2.81 -0.65 7.57 -1.07 3.36 -0.73 2.64 -0.72 14.60 -1.98
% Latino alone 8.02 -10.36 7.79 -9.90 4.21 -0.85 6.15 -7.95 9.86 -12.02 11.92 -12.06 7.77 -9.87
% Asian/Pacific Islander alone 20.86 -2.68 11.15 -2.24 4.61 -1.44 31.13 -2.11 21.13 -2.60 25.66 -2.31 13.25 -3.26
% American Indian alone 0.37 -1.24 0.40 -1.17 0.25 -0.84 0.26 -0.89 0.22 -0.84 0.31 -1.04 0.55 -1.24
% Other* 14.59 3.17 13.61 3.26 9.57 3.65 11.26 2.79 15.60 2.96 15.23 0.74 14.59 4.30
3lack--White Dissimilarity Index 62.90 6.88 64.25 6.54 56.80 9.31 59.40 5.05 61.75 10.56 41.35 8.71 43.00 4.38
_atino—White Dissimilarity Index 54.45 15.37 54.45 14.72 55.85 14.49 62.70 16.25 60.80 16.99 58.40 16.01 34.35 10.41
\sian/Pacific Islander--White Dissimilarity Index 40.20 6.10 34.75 6.16 22.80 4.40 41.35 3.11 47.00 6.47 42.70 6.08 44.30 6.06
American Indian—White Dissimilarity Index 34.60 10.40 31.60 4.65 29.55 8.40 35.60 7.98 35.40 7.20 34.15 8.29 22.05 6.29
Jther—White Dissimilarity Index 35.10 -6.27 34.40 -9.20 29.65 -14.97 37.35 -10.63 41.65 -5.45 38.80 -6.16 20.90 -6.72

Source: Census 2000 Data (P.L. 94-171)

* The Other category includes people who identified with multiple race/ethnicity groups.




Looking at the change values for racial/ethnic composition, we see that some groups ate more

impacted than others when you only count people who identify with a single group. Table 5

summarizes the percentage of each race/ethnicity group that is lost for each county when only

considering single-category responses. Overall, the percentage changes by county are largest for
American Indians (62.00-79.24) and Latinos (50.29-61.93). Figure 11 helps to illustrate this trend.

Table 5: Percentage of Each Race/Ethnicity that Identifies with Multiple Groups in Bay Area Counties

Alameda Contra Marin ) Sar} San Mateo Santa Clara Solano

Costa Francisco
White 22.87 16.94 9.86 17.63 21.50 23.19 19.62
Black 9.59 11.24 18.79 12.38 17.85 21.43 11.94
Latino 54.61 56.00 61.93 56.38 54.94 50.29 55.95
Asian/Pacific Islander 11.39 16.73 23.80 6.35 10.96 8.26 19.76
American Indian 77.02 74.52 77.06 77.39 79.24 77.04 62.00

Source: Census 2000 Data (P.L. 94-171)
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Figure 11: Percentage of Each Race/Ethnicity Identified with Multiple Groups
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These differences highlight the importance of methodological decisions about how to tabulate and
analyze race/ethnicity data collected on the 2000 Census. Group sizes will vary depending on
whether and how multiple responses are counted, and the impact that various tabulation methods
have on population size differs across groups. With the increased level of detail available in
race/ethnicity information from the Census 2000, it is critical to be clear about how one is
aggregating or reporting these data.

Summary Findings

All but one Bay Area county are racially/ethnically diverse, with diversity indices between
63.12 and 75.41, and most have White populations under 50 percent. Marin County is the
one exception, with a much lower diversity index (37.47) and a larger White population
(78.55 petcent). Substantial vatiation exists in the racial/ethnic diversity of individual
communities within each county.

The largest percentages of Blacks or African Americans in the Bay Area live in Alameda
(14.62) and Solano (14.60) counties, the largest percentage of Latinos reside in Santa Clara
County (11.92), and the largest percentage of Asians are in San Francisco County (30.66).

The largest mixed-race populations in the Bay Area (and California overall) are Latino &
White and Asian & White, especially in San Mateo and Santa Clara counties.

The youth of the Bay Area are more racially/ethnically diverse than the overall population.
When the population under age 18 is considered separately, diversity indices for each county
are higher; in addition, a larger percentage of people under 18 are mixed-race, as compared
to adults.

In most Bay Area counties, Blacks are least integrated with Whites, followed by Latinos,
Asians, and American Indians.

Measures of residential segregation increase when multiple race/ethnicity responses are not
considered—i.e., only counting people in race/ethnicity groups who chose that category
along, not in combination with another.

Race/ethnicity groups are impacted differently by vatiations in tabulation methods used to
classify Census 2000 data. Comparing tabulations of race/ethnicity responses made alone
versus alone or in combination, American Indians and Latinos are the most affected—i.e., large
petrcentages of these groups identified with more than one race/ethnicity on the Census and
are lost if multiple response race/ethnicity data are not tabulated.
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where:
X; = population of race/ethnicity group i of the area,
Y = total population of the area, and

N = number of race/ethnicity groups considered in the area.

For clarity of interpretation, each diversity index is multiplied by 100; the larger the index, the greater diversity there is in
the area. So, for example, an index of 0 would indicate that the entire population of the area is of the same
race/ethnicity group, and an index of 92.31 (if considering all 13 racial/ethnic categories included in Table 1) would
mean that the 13 groups are equally distributed in the area at 7.69% per group.

19 |x X,
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where:
X,; = population of race/ethnicity group 1 in tract i,

Y, = overall population of race/cthnicity group 1 in county,
X,; = population of race/ethnicity group 2 in tract i,
Y, = overall population of race/ethnicity group 2 in county, and

N = number of census tracts (used as proxies for neighborhoods).

For clarity of interpretation, each dissimilarity index is multiplied by 100; the larger the index, the greater percentage of
people from one of the two considered race/ethnicity groups that would have to relocate. So, for example, an index of
0 means that the two race/ethnicity groups under consideration are balanced across neighborhoods (ot tracts) in the
county; an index of 100 indicates that everyone in one of the two race/ethnicity groups would have to move in order for
the two groups to be evenly distributed throughout the county.
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