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We rank the 201 best-performing small U.S. metropolitan areas. There have been no metros added to the 
overall list in this year’s Best-Performing Small Cities index. For 2016, Bend-Redmond, OR, ranks No. 1, 
rising seven places from last year. San Rafael, CA; College Station-Bryan, TX; St. George, UT; Grants 
Pass, OR; Napa, CA; and Gainesville, GA, all entered the Top 10 this year. 

Of the Top 10 small cities, four are college cities: College Station-Bryan, TX; St. George, UT; Logan, UT-
ID; and Auburn-Opelika, AL, are anchored by their higher-education institutions. These schools provide 
economic stability, a platform for innovation, and consumer spending and can provide growth for the metro. 
Bend-Redmond, San Rafael, Napa, Columbus, Grants Pass, and Gainesville all have had one traditional 
driver of economic growth that has been leveraged into diversifying the metro’s economy. 

TABLE 5. TOP 10 BEST-PERFORMING SMALL CITIES

Metropolitan statistical area (MSA) 2016 rank 2015 rank

Bend-Redmond, Oregon 1 8

College Station-Bryan, Texas 2 22 

San Rafael, California 3 23 (large)

St. George, Utah 4 20 

Logan, Utah-Idaho 5 9 

Auburn-Opelika, Alabama 6 10 

Columbus, Indiana 7 7

Grants Pass, Oregon 8 56

Napa, California 9 16 

Gainesville, Georgia 10 27

Source: Milken Institute.

Best-Performing
Small Cities

TOP 10
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#1
JOB GROWTH (2010-2015) 7TH
JOB GROWTH (2014-2015) 1ST
WAGE GROWTH (2009-2014) 21ST
WAGE GROWTH (2013-2014) 4TH
SHORT-TERM JOB GROWTH (AUG. 2015-AUG. 2016) 12TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2010-2015) 21ST
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2014-2015) 79TH
HIGH-TECH GDP CONCENTRATION (2015) 13TH
NUMBER OF HIGH-TECH INDUSTRIES (LQ>=1) (2015) 2ND

ASSETS LIABILITIES
 » Low cost of living and of doing business attracts highly educated workers. 

 » Health-care system provides economic stability.

 » Tourism jobs are low-paying and represent a large percent of employment.

Bend-Redmond, OR
(Gained 7 places)

Bend-Redmond, OR, tops the U.S. Best-Performing Small Cities index, rising from eighth the previous year. The metro improved in seven of the 
nine indicators. Bend-Redmond ranks first in job growth from 2014 to 2015. Its job growth indicators for one- and five-year changes well outpace 
the national averages, at 4.5 percent and 11.1 percent, respectively. Wage growth from 2013 to 2014 ranks fourth this year, helping the five-year 
wage growth average, which increased in rank by 139 to 21st. This improvement shows sustained wage growth in the metro. 

Tourism and health care ground the local economy, the largest employer being St. Charles Medical Center, with a staff of 2,830. Four of the Top 
20 largest employers are directly related to the tourism industry and account for 2,485 employees.125 Moving beyond these traditional economic 
engines, the metro has fostered the development of a tech sector with software and hardware development, along with Facebook and Apple data 
centers.126 With the Oregon State University Cascades campus now offering four-year degrees, the talent pool will continue to support this sector. 
There is a thriving light-aviation industry, with names like Epic Aircraft rooting the sector, and the metro has drawn in the next frontier in aviation 
with drones. The FAA has set up a drone testing site just north of the metro, and Central Oregon Community College has one of the few drone 
education programs on the West Coast.127, 128 

Capital for entrepreneurs can be sourced locally thanks to firms such as Seven Peaks Ventures and Cascade Angels. The tech industry is just the 
newest wave of entrepreneurs in the region. Breweries have become a major contributor to the metro’s economy, with Deschutes Brewery, the 
largest, employing 295 people.129 The area is growing industries that will draw in high-value-adding jobs such as engineers and tech workers. 

Bend-Redmond has been able to continually diversify its economy, with seven high-tech industries concentrated in the metro. The central Oregon 
economy is vibrant and has been able to diversify its economic base with new waves of innovation.
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#3#2
JOB GROWTH (2010-2015) 23RD
JOB GROWTH (2014-2015) 63RD
WAGE GROWTH (2009-2014) 31ST
WAGE GROWTH (2013-2014) 41ST
SHORT-TERM JOB GROWTH (AUG. 2015-AUG. 2016) 37TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2010-2015) 1ST
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2014-2015) 4TH
HIGH-TECH GDP CONCENTRATION (2015) 4TH
NUMBER OF HIGH-TECH INDUSTRIES (LQ>=1) (2015) 10TH

ASSETS LIABILITIES
 » Highly educated workforce. 

 » Diverse high-tech sector.

 » Expansion of the Bay Area will 
only increase the cost of living.

San Rafael, CA

JOB GROWTH (2010-2015) 27TH
JOB GROWTH (2014-2015) 7TH
WAGE GROWTH (2009-2014) 20TH
WAGE GROWTH (2013-2014) 11TH
SHORT-TERM JOB GROWTH (AUG. 2015-AUG. 2016) 8TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2010-2015) 20TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2014-2015) 40TH
HIGH-TECH GDP CONCENTRATION (2015) 60TH
NUMBER OF HIGH-TECH INDUSTRIES (LQ>=1) (2015) 47TH

ASSETS LIABILITIES
 » Young, highly educated 

population. 

 » Below-average cost of doing 
business.

 » Little economic diversity.

College Station-Bryan, TX 
(Gained 20 places)

College Station-Bryan, TX, jumps 20 places to No. 2 this year, reentering 
the Top 10. Short-term job growth rose 140 places from last year’s index 
and tech diversity rose 78 places to 47th. The metro ranks in the Top 10 for 
one-year job growth and short-term job growth, which can be attributed to 
construction in the area. 

The metro is best known for Texas A&M, which employs 12,000 people.130 
The college received a $286 million grant from the Biomedical Advanced 
Research and Development Authority in 2014.131 The increase in research 
investment in the school is also bolstered by the state government, increasing 
Texas A&M payroll. The college contributes to large population growth. College 
Station has been building to accommodate new arrivals. The construction 
boom has been in single-family homes, but the metro should see more 
multifamily units start up because of population growth and the youth of 
the population.132 Texas A&M has acted as a buffer for the metro as lower 
oil prices have taken a toll on the local economy. A $68 million expansion 
of its stadium and the increasing student body size has also continued to 
create opportunities for construction.133 Construction employment increased 
14 percent from 2014 to 2015. With the recent OPEC decision to limit oil 
production, College Station-Bryan should see improvements in the local 
economy because of the Eagle Ford Shale deposit. 

San Rafael, CA, ranks No. 3 on the small-cities index this year after debuting 
on the 2015 index of large cities at No. 23. The metro ranks fourth in one-
year high-tech GDP growth and concentration and has maintained the fastest 
five-year high-tech growth. Five-year high-tech GDP growth was 67 percent 
greater than the national average, and one-year growth was 13 percent 
greater. San Rafael is experiencing spillover effects thanks to its status as a 
relatively low-cost part of the Bay Area. 

As the southern part of the Bay Area continues to grow, the northern Bay 
Area—home to San Rafael—is reaping the benefits. The metro has a highly 
educated workforce and cluster of large biotech employers. Its second-
largest employer, Kaiser, purchased a new building for $22 million with plans 
to increase its workforce in the area.134 The IPO of BioMarin, the third-largest 
employer, raised $720 million, and the company plans to add 400 employees.135 
Sanovas is a life science accelerator that was looking to be valued at $1 billion  
by the end of 2015.136 San Rafael’s high-tech industry is also rooted in  
entertainment. Lucas Films, with 400 employees, has spawned a local 
entertainment industry that includes companies such as Razer’s THX, Telltale 
Games, and Visual Concepts.137 The metro is well placed both in proximity  
to the Bay Area and in creating a space in the regional economy for its  
own development.
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#5#4
JOB GROWTH (2010-2015) 28TH
JOB GROWTH (2014-2015) 19TH
WAGE GROWTH (2009-2014) 39TH
WAGE GROWTH (2013-2014) 43RD
SHORT-TERM JOB GROWTH (AUG. 2015-AUG. 2016) 51ST
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2010-2015) 62ND
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2014-2015) 16TH
HIGH-TECH GDP CONCENTRATION (2015) 10TH
NUMBER OF HIGH-TECH INDUSTRIES (LQ>=1) (2015) 4TH

ASSETS LIABILITIES
 » Highly educated workforce and 

economic stability thanks to Utah 
State University. 

 » Diverse high-tech sector.

 » Low wages have caused people 
to seek opportunities outside of 
the metro.

Logan, UT-ID
(Gained 4 places)

JOB GROWTH (2010-2015) 2ND
JOB GROWTH (2014-2015) 3RD
WAGE GROWTH (2009-2014) 24TH
WAGE GROWTH (2013-2014) 9TH
SHORT-TERM JOB GROWTH (AUG. 2015-AUG. 2016) 3RD
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2010-2015) 56TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2014-2015) 24TH
HIGH-TECH GDP CONCENTRATION (2015) 95TH
NUMBER OF HIGH-TECH INDUSTRIES (LQ>=1) (2015) 175TH

ASSETS LIABILITIES
 » Dixie State University gives the 

local economy stability. 

 » National parks are a unique 
tourist attraction. 

 » Many jobs are in low-wage 
industries.

St. George, UT
(Gained 16 places)

St. George, UT, ranks No. 4 this year, up 16 places from 2015. The metro’s 
strong job growth both in one-year and short-term job growth ranked 3rd. 
These growth figures are 3.2 percent and 5.5 percent higher than the 
national averages, respectively. The job growth has been accompanied by 
rising wages, which is reflected in the 21-rank increase in one-year wage 
growth and 141-rank increase in five-year wage growth from last year’s 
Best-Performing Cities index. 

Population growth in St. George has boosted demand for health-care 
services, and people 65 and older account for 18.4 percent of the 
population—twice the Utah average.138 These factors have led Dixie 
Regional Medical Center to double its size with a $300 million expansion.139 
Intermountain Health Care, which operates Dixie Regional, is the largest 
employer in the metro.140 Health-care industry employment in St. George 
totals 9,230. 

Thanks to the area’s natural resources, including Zion and Bryce Canyon 
national parks, tourism is a major part of the economy of St. George. Bryce 
Canyon saw 1.7 million tourists in 2015, while Zion saw 3.6 million—both 
annual records.141 This trend is likely to continue, with tourism on track to 
break records again this year; Bryce Canyon reported 2.4 million visitors for 
the first nine months of 2016.142 Utah’s tourism push for its national parks 
is likely to support the trend as well. The increasing tourism at the national 
parks should support local employment growth in the near future. 

Logan, UT-ID, remains in the Top 10 among small metros, rising four places to 
fifth from last year’s index. Concentration of high-tech sectors and GDP growth 
in the high-tech sector rank fourth and 10th, respectively. Even with a drop in 
the rankings in one-year wage and job growth, the five-year averages for wage 
and job growth improved. Logan had an unemployment rate of 3 percent for 
2015. The high-tech sector one-year GDP growth rose 66 places this year. 
This, along with a strong high-tech concentration, indicates the economic 
outlook for Logan is bright. 

We saw job growth improve over last year, rising nine ranks. The metro’s 
manufacturing sector is based on food processing, which supplies mostly 
domestic demand, mitigating global pressure. The largest concentrations 
of manufacturing are in the food and chemical industries, which together 
employ about 4,440 people.143

Anchoring the Logan economy is Utah State University (USU), which in 
2015 received a record $232 million in research funding.144 From fall  
2014 to fall 2015, total enrollment increased 3 percent at USU.145, 146 
General Electric’s HyClone life science lab is in Logan, employing some 
300 people.147 GE purchased Thermo Fisher Scientific for $1.06 billion  
in 2014.148 If GE is committed to the region, then these investments will 
help keep USU graduates in the area.
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#7#6
JOB GROWTH (2010-2015) 6TH
JOB GROWTH (2014-2015) 27TH
WAGE GROWTH (2009-2014) 7TH
WAGE GROWTH (2013-2014) 31ST
SHORT-TERM JOB GROWTH (AUG. 2015-AUG. 2016) 54TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2010-2015) 23RD
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2014-2015) 190TH
HIGH-TECH GDP CONCENTRATION (2015) 58TH
NUMBER OF HIGH-TECH INDUSTRIES (LQ>=1) (2015) 20TH

ASSETS LIABILITIES
 » Low cost of living has been 

accompanied by gains in median 
income. 

 » Growing advanced manufacturing 
workforce.

 » Lack of economic diversity 
leaves metro more vulnerable to 
domestic and global shocks.

Columbus, IN
(Held steady)

JOB GROWTH (2010-2015) 10TH
JOB GROWTH (2014-2015) 33RD
WAGE GROWTH (2009-2014) 42ND
WAGE GROWTH (2013-2014) 20TH
SHORT-TERM JOB GROWTH (AUG. 2015-AUG. 2016) 20TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2010-2015) 9TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2014-2015) 56TH
HIGH-TECH GDP CONCENTRATION (2015) 136TH
NUMBER OF HIGH-TECH INDUSTRIES (LQ>=1) (2015) 82ND

ASSETS LIABILITIES
 » Auburn University provides 

economic stability.

 » Low cost of doing business helps 
local firms compete. 

 » Highly susceptible to changes in 
public education policy.

Auburn-Opelika, AL
(Gained 4 places)

Auburn-Opelika, AL, remains in the Top 10, rising four places to reach  
No. 6 this year. The one-year high-tech GDP growth rose 24 places and pulled 
up the five-year high-tech GDP growth measure. One- and five-year wage 
growth also rose in rank, which, in conjunction with job growth, indicates 
that incomes have increased. Employment in the transportation equipment 
manufacturing sector grew 11.3 percent from 2014 to 2015, showing the 
metro is competitive in manufacturing in a more globalized world. 

General Electric Aviation’s Auburn plant is set to ramp up production of fuel 
nozzles for the LEAP jet engine. This expansion includes a $50 million 3-D 
printer addition to the facility.149 Auburn has been able to attract foreign 
investment from Berghoff Group, which has announced a $30 million plant 
that will add 100 jobs when complete.150 Schmidt, a supplier for Mercedes-
Benz, is opening a factory for brake components that will cost $17 million 
and create 50 jobs.151 Such job creation points to companies taking 
advantage of lower-cost locations in the United States and an increasing 
concentration of manufacturing in the South. This, along with Adams 
Beverages’ creation of a distribution center in Opelika, indicates that the 
metro should see continued job growth in the coming year.152 These types of 
investments demonstrate how the region has been able to draw in advanced 
manufacturing, both foreign and domestic. These firms are taking advantage  
of the lower cost of doing business in the metro.

Columbus, IN, retains its seventh-place rank on this year’s Best-Performing 
Small Cities index. The largest gain was in one-year wage growth, which rose 
151 places to 31st. This boosted the five-year wage growth average as well. 
The changes in rank in high-tech GDP indicators also reflect the dependence 
on manufacturing in the local economy. Columbus has seen growth in the 
five-year periods in both wages and employment—12 percent for wages  
and 12.3 percent for employment—above the national five-year averages.

Cummins has led the metro and is still its largest employer. The company  
has been investing in Columbus, with a $30 million building to house  
450 employees set to be completed in 2017.153 Toyota manufacturing in 
Columbus will be joined by one of its suppliers, Daiei Giken Kogyo,  
which will renovate an existing facility at a cost of $3.4 million.154 Impact 
Forge Group, which already employs 454 people in Columbus, has invested 
$7.5 million to expand its operations.155 The concentration of manufacturing 
has attracted new businesses that support the manufacturing sector, such 
as product development company GlassBoard.156 These relocations and 
investments are taking advantage of a productive workforce to lower labor 
costs, while leveraging capital investment to be competitive. This is reflected 
in the growth of wages while maintaining similar ranks for both one- and 
five-year job growth.
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#9#8
JOB GROWTH (2010-2015) 11TH
JOB GROWTH (2014-2015) 22ND
WAGE GROWTH (2009-2014) 44TH
WAGE GROWTH (2013-2014) 40TH
SHORT-TERM JOB GROWTH (AUG. 2015-AUG. 2016) 31ST
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2010-2015) 60TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2014-2015) 50TH
HIGH-TECH GDP CONCENTRATION (2015) 65TH
NUMBER OF HIGH-TECH INDUSTRIES (LQ>=1) (2015) 129TH

ASSETS LIABILITIES
 » Produces a luxury good with both 

foreign and domestic appeal.

 » Tourism is helping to diversify the 
local economy.

 » California’s drought continues to 
put pressure on the grape supply.

Napa, CA
(Gained 7 places)

JOB GROWTH (2010-2015) 38TH
JOB GROWTH (2014-2015) 12TH
WAGE GROWTH (2009-2014) 129TH
WAGE GROWTH (2013-2014) 13TH
SHORT-TERM JOB GROWTH (AUG. 2015-AUG. 2016) 26TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2010-2015) 71ST
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2014-2015) 42ND
HIGH-TECH GDP CONCENTRATION (2015) 8TH
NUMBER OF HIGH-TECH INDUSTRIES (LQ>=1) (2015) 20TH

ASSETS LIABILITIES
 » Low cost of living is attracting 

new residents. 

 » Demographic changes will support 
growth of the health-care system.

 » Economic diversity is lacking, 
with traditional industry exposed 
to global commodity markets.

Grants Pass, OR
(Gained 48 places)

Grants Pass, OR, jumps 48 places, from 56th to eighth, in this year’s index. 
The metro moved quickly into the Top 10 after being added to the index in 
2015. It saw large gains in one-year wage growth, jumping 129 places, and 
rose 26 places in short-term job growth. 

Grants Pass has seen increases in high-wage jobs driven by the health-care 
industry. Investment in newer equipment comes as an increase in demand is 
spurred by an aging population.157 Health-care services account for 3,900 jobs 
in Grants Pass, about 5 percent of the population in the metro.158 Grants Pass has  
seen investment of just over $4 million in Three Rivers Medical Center.159, 160  
The investment gives the hospital greater capacity for cancer treatment 
and diagnostic procedures. Because of changes in regional demand, the 
medical center recently opened a new $30 million building, which will expand 
treatment capacity. The metro has seen growth in health care driving up 
wage growth.161 The expansion of the health-care industry is a welcome 
change, loosening the dependence on the lumber industry as an economic 
driver. Mycorrhizal Applications, a Valent acquisition, is a regional leader in 
agriculture products and just expanded operations to the California consumer 
market with the sale of a fungicide.162 One fast-growing business in Grants 
Pass is Dutch Bros., a coffee company with $283 million in statewide sales.163  
These types of businesses are helping the metro diversify its local economy.

 

Napa, CA, breaks into the Top 10 for the first time, placing ninth. This is 
a seven-place increase from last year, marking three years of continuous 
improvement. Napa has seen increases in the one- and five-year high-tech 
GDP growth and maintains high ranks in the job growth indicators. 

Napa is California’s wine capital. This industry drives the metro as a whole. 
As the recovery continues, the demand for wine increases, and Napa has 
benefited. Domestic and international tourism have helped drive economic 
growth as the Napa wine brands increase in appeal. The largest foreign 
tourism source to Napa is China, whose residents spent $2.5 billion in the 
region in 2015.164 Napa wineries shipped about $1 billion worth of wine 
directly to consumers in 2015.165 The wine industry is attracting more than 
tourists internationally. Foreign investment, such as Chanel’s purchase of a 
winery and Alibaba’s partnership with Constellation Brands for distribution in 
China, is also flocking to the region.166, 167 The increase in demand for wine 
both domestically and internationally is fueling growth in the metro. Napa’s 
growth has resulted in 40 permits being issued for winery expansions and  
15 new wineries within the last three years. The increase in capacity in Napa 
will continue as markets open up.168 As consumption from international markets 
increases, job growth will as well, supporting expansion of tourism in Napa.
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#10
JOB GROWTH (2010-2015) 9TH
JOB GROWTH (2014-2015) 4TH
WAGE GROWTH (2009-2014) 26TH
WAGE GROWTH (2013-2014) 16TH
SHORT-TERM JOB GROWTH (AUG. 2015-AUG. 2016) 24TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2010-2015) 126TH
HIGH-TECH GDP GROWTH (2014-2015) 117TH
HIGH-TECH GDP CONCENTRATION (2015) 124TH
NUMBER OF HIGH-TECH INDUSTRIES (LQ>=1) (2015) 82ND

ASSETS LIABILITIES
 » Low cost of living and of doing 

business.

 » Access to major supply chain 
hubs in Atlanta and Savannah.

 » Local economy is overly dependent 
on food processing.

Gainesville, GA
(Gained 17 places)

Gainesville, GA, moves to 10th from 27th in this year’s index. The metro saw 
gains in both wages and job growth for the one- and five-year indicators. 
The largest gain was in the five-year wage growth indicator, which rose 
from 107th to 26th, showing that Gainesville has been increasing wages for 
several years. With an 18-place increase in one-year job growth, the metro 
has gained as local manufacturing has picked up. 

Food manufacturing and processing is the major source of employment and 
is expanding. There is a sizable nondurable-goods manufacturing sector. 
Mars expanded operations of its Gainesville Wrigley gum factory, adding 155 
jobs.169 American Home Products opened a factory employing 216 people.170 
Left Nut Brewing will be the metro’s first microbrewery, investing $2 million 
in its facilities.171 Access to Atlanta makes Gainesville competitive with 
other manufacturing hubs and allows easier integration into supply chains. 
Increasing employment is creating a demand that housing developers are 
starting to fill. The housing market in the area will help the local economy 
beyond the manufacturing sector. Gainesville is able to attract manufacturing 
jobs and take advantage of low housing prices to maintain the necessary 
labor supply. Its population will expand and drive the demand for housing, 
which boomed from 2010 to 2015, when the number of single-family home 
permits issued jumped from 184 to 906.172 Gainesville is a manufacturing 
hub that is seeing growth at a rapid rate and has the potential to remain 
competitive nationally for some time to come.
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7 8 1 Bend-Redmond, OR 7 1 21 4 12 21 79 13 2

20 22 2 College Station-Bryan, TX 27 7 20 11 8 20 40 60 47

N/A
Large 

23
3 San Rafael, CA 23 63 31 41 37 1 4 4 10

16 20 4 St. George, UT 2 3 24 9 3 56 24 95 175

4 9 5 Logan, UT-ID 28 19 39 43 51 62 16 10 4

4 10 6 Auburn-Opelika, AL 10 33 42 20 20 9 56 136 82

0 7 7 Columbus, IN 6 27 7 31 54 23 190 58 20

48 56 8 Grants Pass, OR 38 12 129 13 26 71 42 8 20

7 16 9 Napa, CA 11 22 44 40 31 60 50 65 129

17 27 10 Gainesville, GA 9 4 26 16 24 126 117 124 82

-8 3 11 Ames, IA 22 38 41 14 115 16 57 89 20

19 31 12 Charlottesville, VA 47 17 53 55 16 112 68 42 47

-7 6 13 The Villages, FL 3 15 6 115 32 6 3 174 129

16 30 14 Monroe, MI 26 86 30 53 34 5 6 121 82

-14 1 15 Fargo, ND-MN 13 66 8 12 86 45 181 57 20

-3 13 16 Sioux Falls, SD 20 54 18 21 14 100 133 87 129

11 28 17 Medford, OR 48 28 80 38 43 121 89 26 10

5 23 18 Daphne-Fairhope-Foley, AL 15 8 68 34 29 107 35 159 129

34 53 19 Morgantown, WV 71 109 19 42 56 51 48 52 20

-1 19 20 Columbia, MO 37 60 23 126 63 4 95 31 20

60 81 21 Pueblo, CO 91 51 87 49 45 24 33 53 20

76 98 22 Cleveland, TN 8 103 15 28 4 95 103 142 129

11 34 23 Lake Charles, LA 12 5 13 2 36 133 193 181 175

-3 21 24 Chico, CA 50 57 72 95 11 18 17 93 129

22 47 25 Tyler, TX 59 34 74 60 53 42 125 64 47

-9 17 26 Jonesboro, AR 31 24 28 90 22 31 187 102 129

54 81 27 Mankato-North Mankato, MN 73 95 37 54 131 15 29 19 10

7 35 28 Coeur d'Alene, ID 24 29 97 57 13 153 107 75 82

-4 25 29 Winchester, VA-WV 25 45 60 121 30 48 28 138 82

-28 2 30 Bismarck, ND 14 64 3 7 139 40 176 111 82

-16 15 31 Victoria, TX 16 135 5 19 77 36 7 161 175

-28 4 32 Janesville-Beloit, WI 49 21 56 201 6 7 119 61 47

40 73 33 Prescott, AZ 30 23 116 29 5 168 154 152 47

2 36 34 Barnstable Town, MA 67 99 90 100 21 80 49 30 20

52 87 35 Sebastian-Vero Beach, FL 33 46 123 17 58 52 178 85 82
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-22 14 36 Wenatchee, WA 19 2 66 27 87 47 199 137 175

20 57 37 Mount Vernon-Anacortes, WA 58 84 69 30 15 106 149 148 47

39 77 38 Hilton Head Island-Bluffton-Beaufort, SC 17 10 137 94 38 65 14 169 129

-27 12 39 Elkhart-Goshen, IN 5 13 4 5 193 198 169 131 47

68 107 39 Muskegon, MI 46 67 54 50 39 125 146 120 82

48 89 41 Blacksburg-Christiansburg-Radford, VA 55 61 82 78 118 85 47 48 20

18 59 41 Longview, WA 66 44 33 25 7 146 198 165 129

36 79 43 Kahului-Wailuku-Lahaina, HI 18 43 76 46 25 159 90 197 129

-20 24 44 Iowa City, IA 40 116 36 97 66 128 75 39 47

-19 26 45 Yuba City, CA 60 39 91 79 83 19 173 84 20

100 146 46 Morristown, TN 84 30 75 74 28 77 25 191 129

23 70 47 St. Cloud, MN 45 122 52 62 42 63 94 125 82

-11 37 48 Fond du Lac, WI 76 123 46 81 123 14 46 38 20

20 69 49 Lafayette-West Lafayette, IN 29 53 49 61 95 175 185 72 20

4 54 50 Lewiston, ID-WA 101 85 88 98 10 17 85 91 82

-22 29 51 Burlington-South Burlington, VT 61 81 65 133 48 172 73 9 20

-14 38 52 Kokomo, IN 21 108 32 85 97 108 196 35 47

24 77 53 Tuscaloosa, AL 35 25 61 71 81 91 70 198 175

-10 44 54 Billings, MT 52 37 34 88 155 44 101 96 129

62 117 55 Midland, MI 68 141 57 6 122 200 27 41 47

30 86 56 Corvallis, OR 44 18 158 107 114 181 39 1 2

62 119 57 Wausau, WI 87 79 48 33 84 37 108 172 129

-17 41 58 San Angelo, TX 41 125 14 23 59 177 200 98 129

72 131 59 Dover, DE 95 91 85 80 40 76 2 151 129

-8 52 60 Dubuque, IA 64 89 17 83 92 154 157 122 20

-29 32 61 Madera, CA 96 187 73 96 1 28 23 105 82

51 113 62 Chambersburg-Waynesboro, PA 69 31 103 105 17 179 152 86 82

-15 48 63 Yakima, WA 106 14 83 66 103 27 110 145 129

51 115 64 Albany, OR 85 72 113 48 78 166 124 67 10

58 123 65 Valdosta, GA 114 74 150 93 69 8 52 55 47

8 74 66 Bowling Green, KY 32 80 35 32 94 143 179 173 129

4 71 67 Redding, CA 74 58 157 35 141 70 43 92 47

26 94 68 Missoula, MT 70 78 111 73 100 57 84 99 82

-5 64 69 Idaho Falls, ID 62 6 173 139 46 190 65 3 82

-8 62 70 Crestview-Fort Walton Beach-Destin, FL 39 41 71 129 138 170 143 27 20

-27 43 70 Rapid City, SD 93 156 58 87 70 34 59 128 47

63 135 72 Hagerstown-Martinsburg, MD-WV 51 134 98 154 44 72 12 103 47

-13 60 73 Sumter, SC 77 106 22 148 47 58 164 94 82

16 90 74 Kankakee, IL 120 172 95 106 67 12 13 11 47

28 103 75 Niles-Benton Harbor, MI 123 83 55 64 55 97 86 149 129

-58 18 76 Bellingham, WA 43 32 104 172 93 137 177 17 4

-27 50 77 Gettysburg, PA 98 180 89 91 65 43 20 101 20
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-27 51 78 State College, PA 146 149 51 47 109 90 116 18 10

4 83 79 Elizabethtown-Fort Knox, KY 36 16 107 199 23 150 88 113 129

22 102 80 Appleton, WI 78 68 67 58 135 141 113 97 82

-39 42 81 Flagstaff, AZ 72 73 77 84 154 30 123 51 129

17 99 82 Rochester, MN 79 105 94 155 35 94 172 32 20

-3 80 83 Punta Gorda, FL 34 9 79 120 72 138 137 192 175

41 125 84 Saginaw, MI 104 117 117 124 33 87 64 90 47

25 110 85 Owensboro, KY 86 98 50 86 49 111 71 185 175

-21 65 86 Battle Creek, MI 75 87 102 76 82 134 15 162 129

-38 49 87 Macon, GA 83 94 106 77 74 123 168 83 47

39 127 88 Dalton, GA 147 49 108 15 130 160 112 40 82

20 109 89 Panama City, FL 57 35 127 18 163 191 191 77 47

-85 5 90 Odessa, TX 4 200 2 3 186 81 66 199 175

9 100 91 Athens-Clarke County, GA 89 40 138 99 18 187 174 116 82

-28 63 91 Greenville, NC 92 137 43 111 166 22 120 5 82

35 128 93 Pocatello, ID 88 70 147 68 57 59 109 171 129

7 101 94 Eau Claire, WI 108 113 29 44 134 174 186 68 47

-37 58 95 Sherman-Denison, TX 65 65 84 183 80 130 63 56 129

-30 66 96 Manhattan, KS 63 11 99 67 173 163 140 133 82

32 129 97 Bremerton-Silverdale, WA 110 36 163 70 89 157 142 82 47

-6 92 98 Williamsport, PA 99 190 10 51 195 140 41 74 20

-15 84 99 Abilene, TX 118 138 40 36 121 67 159 108 129

33 132 99 Hattiesburg, MS 100 48 115 110 88 93 130 177 47

-44 55 99 Lawrence, KS 115 69 146 101 176 3 8 62 82

-11 91 102 Champaign-Urbana, IL 165 76 119 117 98 101 58 45 20

19 122 103 Lewiston-Auburn, ME 133 127 109 56 112 13 18 141 129

-59 45 104 Longview, TX 119 197 12 59 125 132 98 107 20

-94 11 105 Midland, TX 1 199 1 1 172 139 194 195 129

-34 72 106 Sioux City, IA-NE-SD 102 118 64 24 150 74 122 168 129

5 111 106 Casper, WY 42 198 9 10 201 83 81 196 129

4 112 108 Florence, SC 81 55 133 157 79 122 106 132 47

-24 85 109 Carbondale-Marion, IL 130 47 100 142 197 25 26 119 20

16 126 110 Grand Island, NE 141 194 38 69 73 61 21 183 129

29 140 111 Staunton-Waynesboro, VA 124 97 118 128 184 11 60 46 20

-73 39 112 Grand Forks, ND-MN 82 152 25 39 120 92 180 158 175

-37 76 113 Pittsfield, MA 144 101 144 118 91 104 77 28 47

38 152 114 St. Joseph, MO-KS 129 126 122 109 101 38 136 25 82

-55 60 115 Hot Springs, AR 163 181 114 145 62 2 10 34 82

8 124 116 Rome, GA 127 107 155 103 68 79 121 59 82

-22 95 117 Burlington, NC 105 154 101 182 52 86 139 47 4

-13 105 118 Oshkosh-Neenah, WI 149 131 59 141 129 69 61 73 47

23 142 119 Lima, OH 154 111 125 160 19 78 44 135 82
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-2 118 120 La Crosse-Onalaska, WI-MN 117 128 63 104 133 129 96 127 47

-87 33 120 Cheyenne, WY 53 147 45 122 196 68 134 114 47

17 139 122 Johnson City, TN 128 92 152 162 85 113 104 36 10

-2 121 123 Jackson, TN 54 82 93 138 110 54 128 190 175

-85 39 124 El Centro, CA 94 177 110 114 9 105 37 184 175

5 130 125 Ocean City, NJ 132 52 185 135 2 89 53 180 175

-12 114 126 Monroe, LA 126 130 136 163 127 10 1 54 82

-59 68 127 Sheboygan, WI 116 136 78 37 124 135 175 147 82

56 184 128 Brunswick, GA 125 20 188 181 41 120 76 144 82

-54 75 129 California-Lexington Park, MD 122 119 47 173 116 161 192 6 20

-14 116 130 Ithaca, NY 56 93 159 159 147 96 148 24 47

24 155 131 Lake Havasu City-Kingman, AZ 135 71 142 119 143 110 9 134 82

17 149 132 Muncie, IN 109 26 145 152 156 119 111 110 47

25 158 133 Racine, WI 121 159 92 108 168 33 34 139 82

-88 46 134 Houma-Thibodaux, LA 107 201 11 45 200 41 161 178 82

-31 104 135 Lebanon, PA 134 162 120 187 151 29 72 12 4

11 147 136 Hanford-Corcoran, CA 103 42 132 26 185 184 105 186 175

29 166 137 Gadsden, AL 97 90 156 116 50 183 114 187 129

16 154 138 Springfield, IL 155 110 126 72 119 131 145 71 129

6 145 139 Kingston, NY 161 124 169 137 61 115 126 76 47

13 153 140 Lynchburg, VA 162 129 148 112 144 171 82 37 10

0 141 141 Hammond, LA 153 132 86 52 148 124 67 182 175

55 196 141 Decatur, IL 187 139 124 8 190 127 55 130 82

-50 93 143 Sebring, FL 136 96 180 170 27 102 31 167 175

-11 133 144 Altoona, PA 158 155 139 123 96 145 162 29 20

32 177 145 Santa Fe, NM 140 75 183 176 102 164 22 115 47

14 160 146 Yuma, AZ 80 59 143 134 156 149 171 109 129

-27 120 147 Las Cruces, NM 152 168 161 150 113 64 129 23 1

-81 67 148 Walla Walla, WA 151 151 121 75 136 144 182 43 82

-61 88 149 Jackson, MI 112 160 27 125 194 117 144 146 82

15 165 150 Farmington, NM 90 150 105 89 182 84 83 200 129

-17 134 151 Glens Falls, NY 145 102 112 102 169 192 165 44 82

-8 144 152 Jefferson City, MO 183 167 171 161 108 26 30 66 47

22 175 153 New Bern, NC 148 62 175 149 105 147 69 140 129

-11 143 154 Florence-Muscle Shoals, AL 137 176 96 63 76 151 150 194 175

12 167 155 Danville, IL 160 88 149 132 179 162 11 104 82

-18 138 156 Waterloo-Cedar Falls, IA 131 192 70 140 177 46 19 164 129

-21 136 157 Wheeling, WV-OH 159 185 16 22 175 155 153 188 175

23 181 158 Albany, GA 175 161 184 171 71 73 54 70 82

-9 150 159 Cape Girardeau, MO-IL 168 133 162 168 167 66 38 78 47

-64 96 160 Jacksonville, NC 142 162 178 189 64 50 115 129 82

-55 106 161 Bloomsburg-Berwick, PA 157 183 62 196 75 169 158 100 82
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7 169 162 Decatur, AL 169 170 130 146 128 53 92 153 82

-55 108 163 Cumberland, MD-WV 188 191 164 177 126 55 99 21 4

11 175 164 Goldsboro, NC 182 162 167 192 60 114 51 123 82

-5 159 164 Elmira, NY 192 174 81 131 191 116 132 63 47

-18 148 166 Bay City, MI 171 186 160 186 137 35 32 22 129

6 173 167 Mansfield, OH 164 179 172 92 162 99 131 49 82

-31 137 168 Topeka, KS 150 158 135 127 170 82 62 157 129

3 172 169 Lawton, OK 171 121 179 188 106 39 5 175 175

17 187 170 Homosassa Springs, FL 189 77 190 193 117 49 78 143 129

-1 170 171 Terre Haute, IN 174 146 154 175 142 165 163 16 10

-7 164 171 Bangor, ME 156 148 168 144 153 118 80 118 82

7 180 173 Wichita Falls, TX 180 153 176 153 140 32 195 33 82

-18 156 174 Harrisonburg, VA 111 115 128 151 161 199 166 126 129

-18 157 175 Joplin, MO 139 100 151 169 178 185 201 80 20

12 188 176 Great Falls, MT 143 140 131 65 174 156 183 163 175

-16 161 177 Bloomington, IN 166 178 140 130 188 195 141 2 47

-10 168 178 Carson City, NV 193 104 196 164 107 182 170 106 20

14 193 179 Warner Robins, GA 176 157 177 165 132 186 45 88 82

3 183 180 Parkersburg-Vienna, WV 170 193 141 147 180 103 118 69 82

5 186 181 Watertown-Fort Drum, NY 181 144 192 190 90 148 93 79 129

-31 151 182 Bloomington, IL 179 112 134 195 198 167 36 81 129

14 197 183 Texarkana, TX-AR 186 50 194 167 159 88 156 166 129

-5 179 184 Alexandria, LA 167 114 181 143 171 75 135 170 129

7 192 185 East Stroudsburg, PA 195 56 198 191 160 193 127 14 129

12 198 186 Vineland-Bridgeton, NJ 190 142 187 113 145 173 87 154 129

-5 182 187 Dothan, AL 171 120 174 158 164 98 74 179 175

-17 171 188 Grand Junction, CO 113 162 186 82 156 188 197 150 175

-11 178 189 Johnstown, PA 197 188 191 180 187 142 91 15 10

-1 189 190 Charleston, WV 191 195 189 174 152 109 97 112 47

-29 162 191 Springfield, OH 138 184 153 156 104 158 167 201 175

3 195 192 Rocky Mount, NC 196 169 193 184 165 189 147 20 10

-3 190 193 Binghamton, NY 199 189 197 178 181 152 138 7 4

6 200 194 Weirton-Steubenville, WV-OH 185 145 195 136 99 178 155 193 175

-21 174 195 Michigan City-La Porte, IN 184 173 166 166 199 194 151 117 20

-11 185 196 Hinesville, GA 177 143 182 200 111 197 160 156 129

-35 162 197 Fairbanks, AK 178 162 165 185 191 136 102 176 175

-7 191 198 Sierra Vista-Douglas, AZ 200 182 200 197 146 196 189 50 82

-5 194 199 Beckley, WV 194 196 170 198 189 176 100 155 175

-1 199 200 Anniston-Oxford-Jacksonville, AL 198 171 201 179 149 201 188 160 175

0 201 201 Pine Bluff, AR 201 175 199 194 183 180 184 189 175


