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he U.S. 2000 Census has broken new
ground. Not only has the data been
made available within months—rather
= than years—after completion of the
——  Census, but for the first time respondents can

' _Qj\ DI -;f'}_':_—" Seiﬁét more than one race. With multi-racial
W S i-_z'“:_.-_- reportmg American Indian and Alaska Native
. _  (Al/AN) populations will nearly double. In the
S > = 1990 Census, where only one race could be

~ selected, 2,015,143 respondents self-reported
as AI/ANs. In the 2000 Census, this number
increased to 2,475,956 along with an additional
1,643,345 Al/ANs who reported being of more
than one race.
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Map 1: Total Al/ANs by County in the 2000 Census
Indian Reservations in Red

n the 2000 Census, Al/ANs were spread

throughout the United States. Only five
counties reported no Al/ANs: Hawaii's
Kalawao county, Nebraska's Hayes and
McPherson counties and Texas’ Cottle and
Loving counties. Map 1 shows the
distribution of AI/ANs in the 2000
Census. The red shading on the map
identifies Indian reservations (but not
trust lands). Although Al/ANs are not
confined to these geographic areas, these
and surrounding areas represent high
AI/AN density.

Maps 2, 3 and 4 represent sub-groups of
Al/ANs by age. These maps show that
although 503,809 AI/AN children are
dispersed broadly throughout the nation.
the greatest concentration of older AI/ANs
is on reservations. trust lands and in
pockets along the eastern and western
seaboards.

Footnote: Unless otherwise stated, all data for AIYANs refers to 2000 Census respondents who selected ALAN exclusively as their race. Throughout
this monograph each dot represents one AIVAN, References to counties alse dencte boroughs and Census Areas in Alaska.
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Table 1: Top Counties with AI/ANs

i B
State, County/ ATVAN % AIFAN
Borough
CA, Los Angeles THY8E 0.9
AZ, Maricopa S6T06 1.9
MM, McKinley 55892 T76.7
AZ, Apache = TE.0
NC, Robeson 46896 3B.6
AZ. Navajo 46532 487
MM, San Juan 41968 7.9
AZ, Coconino 331sel 29.2
OFK.; Tulsa 29316 5.4
AZ, Pima 27178 3.3
CA, San Diego 24337 0.9
WM. Bernalillo 23175 4.3
0K, Oklahoma 22598 3.6
CA, San Bernarding 19913 1.2
CA. Orange 19906 0.7
AK, Anchorage 13941 T
CA, Riverside 181 6% 1.2
WA, King 15922 1.0
IL, Cook 154496 0.3
TX, Harris 153180 0.5
MM, Sandowal 14634 16.9
AZ_ Pinal 14034 8.0
QK. Cherokee 13787 35.1
CA, Sacramento 13359 1.2
AK. Bethel 13114 852
CA, Fresno 12790 1.7
TX, Dallas 12490 0.6
5D, Shannon 11743 951
MY, Bronx 11371 0.9
CA, Santa Clara 11350 0.7
TX. Bexar 11193 0.8
MMN. Hennepin 11163 1.0
NY. Queens 11077 0.5
NY. Clark 10895 0.8
OK, Muskogee 10331 15.9
MM, Cibola 10319 41.7
MY, Kings 10117 0.4
CA. Kem g9 g9 1.6
MID, Rolette QO83 74.2
WA, Yakima 99n6 4.6
WA, Pierce 9963 1.5
Ok, Cleveland 9162 4.6
CA, Alameda 9146 0.7
OF. Adair Ra38 459
OF., Rogers 8333 12.9
TX, Tarrant B300 0.6
O, Delaware B273 AT
WA Snohomish 8250 1.4
MT, Glacier E1E6 5313
MN, Beltrami E071 20.7
\ v

Table 1 reports county statistics.

Los Angeles county in California,
followed by counties in Arizona, New
Mexico, North Carolina and Oklahoma,
exhibits the highest number of AI/ANs.
However, the highest percentage of
AI/ANs is in Shannon county. South
Dakota, where Al/ANs comprise more
than 95 percent of the population.

Map 2: AI/AN Children
(<1-4yrs) by County

T Map 4: AI/AN OId Elders

- (85%) by County
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Map 5: Change in Numbers of
Al/AN betweeen 1990 and
2000 Census

etween Censuses
(1990 and 2000), «
Al/ANs increased by
26 percent nationally.
This change did not
reflect evenly across
the U.S.

Some counties gained
Al/ANs while others lost.
Map 5 identifies where
these increases (black dots)
and decreases (red dots)
occurred. No general trend
emerges. Neighboring
counties reported increases
and decreases across
states. However,

a discernable
pattern exists
between Al/ANs

who reported being
of one race and
those reporting
multiple races.

Map 6: Increase in AI/ANs when
o more than one race was
e _ selected in the 2000 Census

Map 6 portrays

where Al/ANs who
reported multiple

race live. More Al/

ANSs reported being

of another race in

the states of California
(294.216), Oklahoma
(118,719), Texas (97.237),
New York (89,120), Michigan
(65,933), and Washington
(65,639).

This geographic variation in single
and multiple race identification is more
evident across reported tribal affiliations.
Al/ANs who reported being of more than one race are
more likely to identify their tribe as Blackfeet, Cree,
Cherokee, Seminole or Osage. The number of Al/ANs who reported being of the
Blackfeet tribe tripled when more than one race was included. On the other hand,
Navajo and Lumbee tribes showed the lowest increase when multiple races were
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Table 2: Multiple Race by Reported Tribal Affiliation

-

Total tribal members

AIVAN  AI/AN
only, 1 only,

Tribe or 1+ Tribe

none
listed

423,457 21,528,671

Total reported members of
American Indian Tribes 1,705,935 1,806.163

Apache
Blackfest
Cherokee
Cheyenne
Chickasaw
Chippewa
Choctaw
Colwville
Comanche
Cree

Creek

Crow
Delaware
Houma
Iroquois
Kiowa

Latin American Indians
Lumbee
Menominee
MNavajo

Osage

Ottawa

Paiute

Pima
Potawatomi
Pueblo

Puget Sound Salish
Seminole
Shoshone
Sioux

Tohono O’ odham
Ute

Yakama

Yaqui

Yuman

All other tnbes
Not specified

Reported tribal members tallied in:

Total Alaska Native tribes 89,757

Athabaskan
Aleut

Eskimo
Tlingit-Haida
All other tribes
Not specified

AL/AN tribes not specified 511,960

31060 64,977
27,104 31462
281,068 299.862
11,191 12,556
20,887 23,901
105,907 108,637
87,349 96,901
7.833 B.026
10,120 11,688
2 488 3212
40223 45718
5117 9,691
£,304 8,906
6,798 6,877
45212 47,530
8,559 9.689
104,354 106,204
31,913 52,555
7883 8,141
269,202 275,991
7,658 9,012
6,432 7,055
9,705 10,868
8,519 9,518
15,817 16,409
39,533 63,060
11,034 11,260
12,431 15413
7,739 8,453
108,272 113,066
17,466 18,180
7,309 2,024
8,481 9,042
15,224 16.469
7,295 7.821
240,447 249 989
109,644 109,701
94,316

14,520 15,333
11,941 12773
45919 47,337
14,825 15,834
2,552 2987
6.161 6,531
511,960

AUVAN  Percent
Increase
when
Multiple
Race

Plus
Other
Race,

1+ Tribe
4.230,356

2,852,380

—

96,833
83,750
729,533
18.204
38,351
149,668
158,774
9,393
19,375
1.734
71,310
3,394
16,341
B.713
80,822
12,242
150.940
57,568
9.840
298,197
15,897
10,677

13,532

11,493
25,595
74,083
14,631
27.431
12,026
153,360
20,087
10,385
10,851
22,412
8,976
357,658
195,902

116,915
18,838
16,973
34,761
22,365

3.973
8,702

056,457

175

167
170
316
260
163
184
141
182
120
191
i
By
147
197
128
179
143
173
m
125
111
208
166
139
135
162
124
133
221
155
142
115
142
128
147
123
149
179

130
130
142
119
151
156
141

206

N

Cherokee Cree Blackfeet

Seminole

Osage

.
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Graph 1

Population Pyramid for All U.S.
Population in 2000 Census
(dark bars) and 1930
Census (light bars)
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138,053,563
34,3 Years

Total =
Median Age =

Total Males =
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Median Female Age =

281,421,908
355 Years

Graph 2

Population Pyramid for American Indian
and Alaska Native Only in 2000 Census
{dark bars) and 1930 Census (light bars)
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Percentage of Total AIJAN Population

Total Males = 1,233,882
Median Male Age = 288

Total =
Median Age =

Taotal Females =
Median Female Age =

2,475 956
29,6 years

143 368 343
386 Years

1.241 974
30.4 Years

Age and Household Composition

included.

he American Indian and Alaska

Native population is young, with a
median age of 29.8 years (28.8 for
males, 29.6 females) compared with
Whites (35.5 overall, 34.3 for males,
36.6 for females). The population
pyramids show the subtle yet distinct
differences between Al/ANs and the
general U.S. population. Graph 1 shows
the overall U.S. population age pyramid,
with light red for 1990 Census figures
and dark red for 2000 Census figures.
Longer bars indicate more people within
that age group. The pyramid shows a
broad neck at the top (more elderly) and
a relative narrow base [fewer children)
for the U.S. total population. For the
Al/AN population (Graph 2] this
changes slightly with a narrow neck at
the top (fewer elderly) and a broad base
(more children). Subtle differences also
exist between males and females, both
the general and the Al/AN populations
have more elderly females. The graphs
show that the AI/AN population is
becoming more and more like the U.S.
population. The decline in the number
of children and the increase in the
longevity of elderly will eventually re-
shape the pyramid into a pillar. With
fewer children and increased life
expectancy for elders, the proportion of
elders in the overall AI/AN populations
will increase dramatically.

Table 3 shows how this increase in the
elderly population compares with other
ethnic/racial groups in the U.S.
Although AI/AN growth does not
compare with the immigrant-based
numbers of Asians and Hispanics,
Al/AN young elderly (55-84) are
increasing faster than those of the
White and Black U.S. Populations.




Table 3: Elderly Population in 1900-2000 Censuses by Racial and Ethnic Groups

“
bR | _bE-T4 584 el Tredal
D 0 Change | 190 2000 Change || 1990 00 Change | [ 1999 100 Change 1] 1990 800 Change
ALAN L1580 157,720 133 14,30 3,087 Ia 411152 1k 254 1228k 129 2,005,143 2ATS 556 13
While 1B 144,749 20,053 {39 Il L6L3E32T L5 s8a408 o LILS38ALG 122 2,720625 ITTESH 139 199.EX7080 2104600826 (0
Black 1595548 2370,110 Lo 1511617 115072 (K MpdR0 17 212019 313289 141 29.930,524 T4 45K 190 11&
AsiEm 465524 TT6 544 167 105 142 464,131 167 244 148 205 19054 hI485 i 7,236 536 1028 gag 143
Hispanic 1166087 1710440 a7 4530204 (Wipl T18 ] i 11 L] 260 55 150,708 135 21,900,039 05 R1E 16t
Tuotal IIIB6ET  IA2Td484 109 18ARS403  1E390586 o L7705 11360.0180 13 30E40T3 4 I2I95ET 137 ITLE5,105  2B1.4X0.906 103
_____ SN
a ~
Table 4: Average Household
hese differences in the age structure S Size by Race ]
& . e 246
are also reflected in household size Black 260
and composition (Table 4). AVAN . £
Owner occupied 3.05
Renter occupied 2.7
In the 2000 Census, 2.92 persons were e it
acific lslanders 313
reported per Al/AN household. AI/AN Other race 357
household size is greater than those of Tre & S e i3
- Spamc 3.36
Whites or for Blacks, the same as for \ Ean y,
Asians. but less than for Pacific Islanders -
and other races.
r ™y
n the 2000 Census, Al/ANs who own Table 5: AI/AN Families
their own home reported having larger I Pmlling . S
Population in Families 2,005,993
households. The average size of Al/AN Average family size 3.42
families was 3.42 persons. Three times St b
Married family 34119
as many Al/AN females reported being Living with other family members 218,991
head of the household than AI/AN males Nain beadt of ool = Wl b o
Female head of household, no husband 164,306
(Table 5). \ 3
I I ouseholds can also be composed of ~
non-family members. Among Al/ANs Table 6: AI/ANs in Households
there werel72,881 households where
non-relatives formed part of that Non-Relatives in Households 172,881
hGUSEhOId [Tablf: 6]- ThE mﬁj@l’lt}r Gf In Family Households 097.751
these households with non-relatives Roomer or boarder 10,684
; f House/roommate 13,287
included an unmarried partner (around Unmarried parmer 45,045
75,000). The second largest category of fo 7,868
p = T 20,867
Al/AN households included a house- or :
roommate with 37,161 of AI/AN b 5130
2782
households, followed by a roomer or o debitsita 53,874
boarder with 19,466 households. There Eﬂmaffil:‘:tl'dﬁa“"ﬂ 29,913
: | cter 1,330
were also 9,000 AI/AN households with 1 5 i 11231
foster children. S V
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ith more than 768,000

housing units occupied by Al/
ANs—representing 0.7 percent of the
total housing market in the U.S.—AI/
ANs owned more than 55 percent of
these units. As Table 7 shows, elders
over age 55 own more than 133,442
units (31 percent of all AI/AN owned
housing units). This represents about
45 percent of all elderly AI/ANs (55+)
owning property, while 29 percent of
the old elderly Al/ANs (85+) owned

property.

arge households are associated

with traditional families across
racial boundaries. Map 8 portrays
where the largest families of AI/ANs
are located. The cluster of large
families specifically mirrors Indian
reservations and trust lands. In
Alaska, this concentration fell within
Calista, Bering Strait, and Nana
Alaska Native Regional Corporation
boundaries. A less dense pattern
emerges for the distribution of
institutionalized AI/ANs as illustrated
in Map 9.

oncentrations of large AI/AN

families in the Texas cities of
Dallas, Austin, San Antonio. and
Houston require further study, since
Texas is a state with only three small
Indian reservations.

T able 8 reports on counties that
have the highest number of AI/ANs
and the highest proportion of Al/ANs
among their institutionalized
population. These numbers
predominantly reflect Al/ANs in
correctional institutions.

~
Table 7: Occupied Housing Units
Total AIVAN Population in Occupied Housing Units 2,376,933
AIVAN Population in Owner Occupied Units 1,366,570
AIAN Population in Renter Occupied Units 1,009,963
Oceupied Housing Units in the United States 105 480,101
Total AAN Occupied Housing Units 768,778
ALAN Owner Occupled 426,782
Age of Householder 15 to 25 years 12 389
25 t0 34 63,901
w4 112,152
45 to 54 104 898
33 1o 64 67,902
65 1o 74 41,481
750 84 19,301
8o+ 4,754
Renter Occupied 341,996
Age of Househelder 15 to 25 vears 44665
25 to 34 95275
351044 0,716
45 to 54 58,675
35 to 64 28,408
65 1o 74 14,950
75 to B4 7,251
B3+ 2,058
"
T
Table 8: Counties with the Highest Number
and Proportion of AI/ANs in Institutions
Total Al/ANs Yo
in Institutions in Institutions of Total
AE, Mavajo counry 1962 366 29
AK, Anchorage borough 1915 541 28
MM, San Juan county 972 474 49
NC, Robeson county 2362 468 20
SD, Minnehaha county 314 467 15
MM, McKinley county it 441 78
AZ, Apache county 851 403 48
AK, Kenai Peninsula borough 935 338 36
OK, Pinzburg county 2763 323 12
S0, Hughes county TOR 269 38
50, Pennington county 995 250 26
AK, Matanuska-Susitna borough 695 246 35
ME&, Neshoba county 350 210 38
.
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Map 8: Distribution of family and non-family households
of Al/ANs only with more than 7 persons per household

Map 9 : Distribution of Al/ANs only in Institutions*

* Corectionalbrsenile, Nuriing homes, MentalGeneral Hosgitals or Wands, Hospkca, and othar Instiutions

Ay

Map 10: Distribution of Al/AN Elders (65 +) who reported being
in a Nursing Home, Hospital, or Mental Institution
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Table 9: Households with
AI/AN Elders 65+
Households with AI/AN Elders 65 + 138,439
In Group Quarters 6,021
In Households 132,418
In Family Households 94,090
Head of Households 53,613
Male 65+ Head of Household 32,891
Female 65+ Head of Household 20,722
Spouse 23,477
Parent B. 792
Other Relative 6.744
MNon Relative 1.464
In Non-Family Households 38,328
Male 65 + Living Alone 11.517
Female 65 + Living Alone 22,452
S
r’- - -
Table 10: Top Ten Cities with
AI/ANs 65+ in Nursing Homes
Male Female Total
NM, Gallup S0 T2 122
NM, Farmington 33 55 88
M35, Pearl River (53] & 74
AZ, Chinle 30 41 71
AF, Winslow piis 33 61
UT, Blanding 36 21 57
NM, Bloomficld 24 30 54
NC. Lumberton 13 34 47
AK. Anchorage Z1 25 45
3 OK, Tahlequah 12 32 44

lderly Al/ANs who reported being

in a nursing home, hospital or mental
institution lived in distinct areas as Map
10 shows. Institutionalized elderly Al/
ANs were primarily clustered around the
four corners region of New Mexico,
Arizona, and Utah, and in eastern
Oklahoma. In Alaska, the primary
clusters appeared around Juneau.
However, most Al/AN elders primarily
lived at home as Table 9 portrays.

lthough 6,021 households with Al/

AN elders were in group quarters—
either institutionalized (eg., hospital or
correctional facilities) or non-
institutionalized settings (eg., military
quarters, mental homes, or college
campuses)—more than 138,000 family
and non-family households included
an AI/AN elder (Table 9).

eventy percent of these were

households composed of the elder’s
family members. In most cases (56
percent), the elders themselves were the
head of household with 32,000 male, and
20,000 female heads of households
nationwide. In the 2000 Census, 22,452
households of elderly females lived
alone—twice the number of male elders.

ith the increasing elderly Al/AN

population, the provision of elder
care is a primary concern. With 4,372 Al/
AN elders reported to be in a nursing
home, hospital, or mental institution at
the time the 2000 Census was taken,
there is growing pressure to review this
trend.

T able 10 reports the top ten

cities with AI/ANs 65 years and older
in a nursing home. Such detailed
information has specific implications for
tribal social and medical service
development. The 2000 Census counted
3,666 elderly Al/ANs in nursing
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homes. in 1,033 geographic locations throughout
the United States. Long-term care for AI/ANs is
now one of the many challenges affected by these
changing demographics.

Table 11 summarizes some of the data, by states,
discussed in this monograph. As data becomes
available from the 2000 Census, more detailed
information will emerge about the status of AI/ANs
in the new Millennium.

Data comes from the Census 2000 Summary Files 1 and 2 which contain the 100 percent data (the infarmation compiled from the questions asked in the Shart Form of
all U5, residents and about household compositicn). Population categories include sex, age, race, Hispanic or Lating, househcld relaticnship, and group quarters. For

further information contact Data Analysis Sanvica.

~,
.
Table 11: Summary Table for the 2000 Census Elements By State
+
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STATE Mlap 2 Map 3 Map 4 Map 3 Mapd Map7.] Mapll MapT3 Map 7.4 Map 7.5 Map B Map? Map 10
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Oiklahoma 1368 2] 2 3T 1782 1E715 LIgTIS 1123 123 156831 205 384 1507 2655 TH
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Pennsylvamin 13575 12714 2718 122 24407 34502 2244 144 10756 427 4 165 358 18
Fhode Iskand 4247 k] L] 40 855 Sl 310 L} Bl '-l i 57 146 ¥
South Carolin 893S G313 1700 3l 4771 13734 485 a3 7803 175 4] 1 330 15
South Dakain ANEES SpTER 5731 243 11759 a0y L1y 23 505 i 5 1734 134 )
Termissoe 12473 G2 210 52 T 24036 743 48 15687 1 W 1o 187 11
Texas 0T B240E 142806 02 43564 7237 2R57 e’} 4515 1310 1150 1554 1206 134
Utah 24371 22956 2200 113 o 10761 370 7 a1l &0 [T T as
WErTong 221% 1582 EliE ] 244 A6 297 H 2 4 ] 1% L] 1
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Wl Virginia 3059 2244 a7 ) 50T TO3R 410 12 : Z7 a 18 &0 1
Wisconsin 725 35131 505 ] TA03 12158 aKs 1140 3570 I iR 20 447 a6
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This rnmwaph series is drawn from “An Interactive Atlas of American Indian Elders Health®, & project
made possible by funding through the Indian Health Service, U_S. Department of Health and Human
Services, Rockville, MO 20875, Reference D02063-01 1SHT3. Eldar Health Care Initiative.
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