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Introduction

Cancelisthe term commonly usedo referto alarge number oflifferent clinicalconditions
whichare collectivelycharacterized byn abnormal or uncontrolled division aklls in different
organs oiparts of the bodythat, as a resulof the unusual cell growttharmsthe bodyand may
lead todeath. Some types of cance&ccur commonlye.g., breast, colgrand prostate cancey)
while othersoccurrarely(e.g., sarcomaghymomasand pheochromocytomasin the
aggregatecancer has becomaprimaryreason forpeopleto seekhealth careandis aleading
cause of deatlin the United Statesnimany states, including Califorrii@ginningin 2014,
canceristhe leading cause of death and one of therallmost expensivéealth care
conditions to treat. Tierefore, knowing theextent of cancer in th@opulation—i.e., its
prevalence is important.

For this report, ancer prevalence defined aghe number of people in a population ongaven
date who have ever had a diagnosis of can€aisincludes new and prexisting cases whether
or notthe personsare diseasdree or currently living with cancer. It is anportant indicator of
population healthsince it reflectdoth the number of people with active diseaézancer) and
the number ofpersons who have survived having had the diseaseaecer survivory which
together provides an estimate of the overall burdeihcanceron the population Such
informationis importantfor healthserviceglanning and resource allocatigqurposes among
other things

The pevalenceof cancer or thetotal number ofpersons living witltancer in the population, is
a function ofboth disease incidence and mortalitlow incidence or a high mortality can
contribute to a low prevalencgeavhile a high incidence @ lowmortality can contribute to a
high prevalace. Low cancer mortalitjaybe a consequence @farly detection anckffective
medical treatments that result in longer survivorshipcidencealsocan be influenced hy
among other thingsthe prevalence of canceisk factors anadancerscreeningorograms

Local health officershould findthe findings ofthis reporthelpful for informingmonitoring and
screening effort@andfor planning survivorship care. Survivorship care is important because
many cancer survivoisave todeal with longterm consequ@écesof treatment, as well as
psychological concerr(g.g.,the fear of recurrencg

Overal/l cancer deaths Iin the U.S. and Califor

improvements irscreening anearly detectionyeduced risk factors (espediathe reduceduse
of tobacco), and development of more effective treatmergsulting in improved survivalThe
number of people living beyond a cancer diagnosihe United Statesvas approximately 14.5
million in 2014 and is expected to rise to almost 19 million by 28Zis increasingancer




survivorship has contributeth the escalating costs of cancer cameecentdecadesThe

estimated adjusted annual directedical spending on cancer care in the U.S. doubled between
1990 and 2010, rising to an estimated $125 bilfidrhis figure is projected to reach at least
$158 billion by 2020, and may rise to $207 billidrhe increased societal burdesf cancer
underscoesthe need fa accurate statistics onancer prevalence.

This report providesancerprevalence information for Catifnia on January 2013 based on
data collected by the California Cancer Registry (Q{fded duration prevalence for

childhood andadolescent cancegroups and complete prevalenceoth by agegroup and
region/county fa twenty-one common cancer siteme presentectheseinclude female

breast, prostate, colon and rectum, melanoma of the skin, thyroid, corpus and uterus, urinary
bladder, nonHodgkin lymphoma, lung and bronchus, kidney and renal pelvis, leukemia, cervix
uteri, oral cavity and pharynx, testis, ovary, Hodgkin lymphoma, brain and central nervous
system(CNS)stomach, liver and intrahepatic bile d¢BD) larynx, and pacreas.The CCR is
Cal i f or ni abased cpnoep sulvalllancesysterBince it was stablished in 1988, CCR
has collected information on tumor characteristics, diagnosis, treatment and patient
demographics for more than four million patients diagndseth cancer in the stateTo the

best of our knowledge, this report is the first comprehensive analysis of cancer prevalence in
California.

Methods

Differentcancerprevalence breakdowns are used in this report to describe the burden of
cancer.Overdl prevalence by cancer ssbows how prevalent each of the cancer sites is.
Prevalence of childhood and adolescent cadescribes survivorship for children and
adolescents diagnosed with each type of canéegye grouprevalencealifferencesare shownm
the prevalence by site and age groupsevalence at the California county lepedvides
information about the burden of cancer in different parts of the state.

Limited-duration prevalencéor childhood and adlescentinternational Classification of
Chldhood Cance(ICCEgroups wascalculated for the period January 1, 1988 January 1,
2013 It wascalculated using the counting method implemented in the SEER*Stat software.
This method calulates the numbeof people alive at the prevalence dateat had a diagnosis
of the disease withim certain time periodyhichfor this reportisthe full history of the registry
up to January 1, 201@e.,19882013) The limitedduration prevalence method includes a
correction for people lost to follovap. Fo each individual lost to followp, a probability of
being alive at the prevalence date is estimated from an appropriate survival function.

Complete prevalencsascalculatedas ofJanuary 12013 for twenty-one common cancer
sites Complete prevalences an estimate of the number of persons alive on a specified date




that had been diagnosed with the given cancer, no matter how long ago that diagnosis was
made It iscalculatedby applying the completeness index method to limHgaration
prevalenceThecompleteness index method is implemented in the COMPREYV softWare.

create a completeness index from date of diagndaisuary 1, 19880 January 12013 we

sel ect ed t heSelna luy&roup$|Completehessi Inderly |Default Parameters

O n | apd chose the combination of sites and sex. After the index was created, we merged back
the index to our 25 year limited duration prevalence created by SEER*Stat by site, sex, and age
at prevalenceThe fnal step entailed calculating the complete prevalerby dividinghe
completenessndex into the limited duration prevalence.

Unless otherwise specified, prevalence calculations include only thefaggnant tumor per

person; in situ cancers and seceodlater primary cancers are not includethat s, a person

will not contribute more than one tumor diagnosis to a single prevalence estimate. However,
different tumors for an individual may contribute to separate statistics shown in the results. For
example, if a person has a breast cancer diagnodi888 and a lung cancer diagnosis in 2000,

the breast cancer would contribute to the *“AI
cancer would contribute to the “Lung” esti mat

CCR data has more than 95% completed follow up. For those lost casesedan observed
survival method to compute thsurvivalusingcohorts matched by ge (<6060-69, 70+), sex,
race and site.

Results
Complete Prevalence Counts by Cancer Site

The complete cancer prevalence of tweftige common cancer sited prevalence dte

January 12013 is shown in Figure.The numbes shown to the right oéach bar arehe total
number of prewalent cases for each cancer sikore than 1.4 million children and adults with a
history of one of these cancers were alive in Californidamuary 1, 2013. Female breast,
prostate, and colorectal cancers wereetthree most prevalent cancerSemale breast cancer
and prostate cancer are the most commonly occurring cancers among women and men,
respectively*® Colorectal is the third most commonly occurring cancer for both sékégh
prevaknce reflects the high incidence and relatively good survivorship of these cancers. Lung
and bronchus cancer is the second most common cancer in both men and women but is the

ninth most prevalent. The lower prevalence for this cancer reflectstineently high relative
lethality of the condition and théact that it is the leading cancer killer in both men and

4
women.




Figure 1: Estimated Complete Prevalence Counts by Cancer Site, All Races Combined,
California, January 1, 2013
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Limited-Duration Prevalence for Childhood and Adolescent Cancer, Age under 20 at Diagnosis

The twentyfive year limitedduration prevalencef cancersaccording tahe International
Classification of Childhood Cancer (IG€€&hown in Figure 2 for people who were diagnosed
under the age of twenty during 1988 to 20X3hildhood and adolescent cancers are
categorized differently than adult cancetbey are categorized according toet ICC@hich
includes thirteen site groupsThisclassifications based on the form and structure of the tumor
(commonly referred to as tumor morphology) and primary site, with an emphasis on
morphology. Adult canee are alsacategorizecdbased on morphology and primary siteut the
emphasis is on primary site (e.g., breast, lung, etimjitedduration prevalence is used
becausehe softwareCOMPREhttps://surveillance.cancer.gov/compreyfloes not have a
compldgeness index for ICCC groups.

More than 30,000 people with a history of a childhood or adolescent cancer diadgretsisen
1988and2013were alive in California on January2013.Lymphoid leukemias, lymphomas and
reticuloendothelial neoplasms, and ceatmervous system (CNS) and miscellaneous
intracranal and intraspinal neoplasms h#tke greatest prevalenc& hese three cancer groups
commonly occur in children and adolesceritbey are the three most common cancers in
children ages 0 to 14nd the secnd, third, and fourth most common iadolescents ages 15 to
19.° All three of these cancer groups have relativieityh fiveyear surwal rates (over 7098)
whichhelpsexplain the high prevalence.

Children and adolescents diagnosed with cancer may expertesggnent-related side effects
or complicationgnany years after their diagnosasid treatment Prevalence information
identifiesthe number of people alive whmay experiencéate effects of treatment such as
increased risk of a second cancer, heartumgl problems, and infertility It is important that
survivors of pediatric cancers be monitorfext late effects long after their initial treatmenfhe
Chil dren’ s Ondewwlopedigngedn falowmpup duidedines for managing late
effects in childhood cancer survivdtet are intended tadentify late effects, provide timely
intervention,increase quality of lifeand decrease complicatierelated health care cosfs
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Figure 2: 25 Year Limited-Duration Prevalence (1988-2013) by ICCC* group, Age under 20 at
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Complete Prevalence by Cancer Site and Age Group

The complete prevalence lmancersite and age group is shown in Figure 3. The total
prevalence counts, from greatest to least, are shown in the second colwhle the age group
prevalence counts arshown in the subsequent colummsth numbers indicating the top five
most prevalent cancersn January 12013in each age grouprhe most prevalent cancers
change with age groupemale breast cancer hdlde greatest prevalencér ages20 to49
yearsand 50 to 64 yeas, but it was the second most prevalent canedter prostate cancefor
ages65 to 74yearsand 75 yeas and olderThyroid cancer wathe second most prevalent
cancer for ages 20 to 49 yeasd the fifth most prevalent cancer for agest®064, but it was
not one of the five most prevalent cancers for the other age groups. Prostate cancénavas
second most prevalent cancer for ages 50 to 64 years. Melanoma of theva&ihe third most
prevalent cancer for ages 20 to 49 years and 564gears while colorectal cancer wake
third most prevalent for ages 65 to 74 years and 75 years and.dldsticularcancer and
Hodgkin Lymphoma wetthie fourth and fifth most prevalentancersn the 20 to 49 year age
group but werenot one of the te five most prevalent cancers for the other ageups.
Urinary bladder cancer wdke fourth most prevalent in the 7§ear and older age group but
wasnot among the five most prevalent cancers for the other age grodpsrine cancer was
the fifth most pevalent cancer in people 65 years and oldat wasnot among the five most
prevalent cancers for the other age groups

When comparinghe cancerprevalence across age groypise population size of the age group
must be considered. People ages 20 to 4&pdsed 58% of the populationwhile pesonsage
75 and older compris&7%of the population.Cancer pevalence, expressed as a percage of
the population, increasedcross the age groupsicreasingrom 0.95% for people ages 20 to
49 years to 23.74% f@eople 75 years and olderhis increase with aggrouplikely reflects

the increasing incidence of most cancers with agmong the cancers listed in Figure 3, three
have prevalence decreases in the older age groups. Cancers of the testis, brain anddCNS
Hodgkin lymphoma show decreasing prevaleimcpeople ages 65 to 74 years and in people
age 75 years and oldgihese cancers are more common in younger people.
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County Socioeconomic Status

Socioeconomic status (SES)is measure of a person’s economic
income, education, and occupatioQuinn Yang is an SES index based on census data that
provides neighborhooSESjuintilesat the block group levél Designations are based @fock

group measure of education, poverty, employment, home value, household income,

proportion of people with a blue collar job, and median refthe lowest SES block groups are
given a designation of 1 while the highest SES block groups are given a designation of 5.
Becawse SES has been shown to be assea with many health outcomeand, given the

differences in SES among California counties, it may be useful to take SES into account when
interpreting variatiorsin prevalence between countiefigure 4 uses Quinn Yangrgiles to

show the percentage of block groups in each county that have the highest SES values (4 or 5).
This can be used in conjunction with the county prevalence information of selected cancers to
better understand the geographic variations.




Figure 4. County Socioeconomic Status (SES), 2008-2013

Percentage High SES®

I 50% - 87% (12 counties)

- 27% - 49% (11 counties)

| 11% - 26% (13 counties)

| 2%-10% (15 counties)

No high SES block groups (7 counties)

#Percentage of block groups in each county with Quinn Yang quintile of 4 or 5



Figure 5. Complete Cancer® Prevalence by County, California, January 1, 2013

Prevalence®

I 5:67% - 6.71% (7 counties)

I 4.63% - 5.66% (11 counties)
[ 1 359%-4.62% (23 counties)
|| 2.55% - 3.58% (17 counties)

Tulare

San Bernardino

Riverside

Imperial

“Twenty-one common cancer sites included

®Prevalence calculated by dividing the count of cancer cases by the population and multiplying by 100.

Because of low counts, the following counties were combined: Del Norte-Humboldt, Colusa-Glenn-Tehama, Sierra-Yuba, Siskiyou-Trinity,
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas, Alpine-Amador-Calaveras, Mariposa-Tuolumne, Inyo-Mono.



Complete Prevalence by Region and County for Selected Cancers

Figures @hrough Z7 showthe complete prevalence by region and county thee twenty-one
commoncancersites detailed in this reportn each figure, the first column lists the regions and
counties within each region in descending order of population size. The second column shows
the prevalence count in each region and county. The third column shows the average
population for years 2012 and 2013 for each region and county. The fourth column is the
prevalence for each region and county calculated by dividing the count by the population and
multiplying that by 100. The color scale shows five group sizes for populatiaihraedorfour

group sizes for prevalence. Because the prevalence takes intarddt@ population sizes,
comparisons between regions and counties can be made.

All Sites Combined

Figures 5 and 6 showé complete prevalence by region and coufdytwenty-one common
cancer sitesfémale breast, prostate, colon and rectum, melanomahef skin, thyroid, corpus
and uterus, urinary bladder, nedodgkin lymphoma, lung and bronchus, kidney and renal
pelvis, leukemia, cervix uteri, oral cavity and pharynx, testis, ovary, Hodgkin lymphoma, brain
and CNS$stomach, liver and intrahepatic bileick (IBD) larynx, and pancreasOverall,

1,431,476 people with a history oincerof one of these twentyone siteswere alive in

California on January 2013. The counties with the highest prevalence welarin, Nevada,
AlpineAmadorCalaveras, and MgosaTuolumne. The counties with the lowest prevalence
were Riverside, San Bernardino, all Central Valley counties, Imperial, Yolo, Siett@ry uba,
Monterey, and San Benito.




All Sites Combined

Figure 6. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County Prevalence Count (a Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
Los Angeles-Orange 14,354,350 3.749
Los Angeles 9,984,389 3.619
Orange 3,099,869 4.009
Ventura 837,019 4.179
Santa Barbara 433,073 4.269
Bay Area 7,389,323 4.309
Santa Clara | 1,849,043 3.949
Alameda | 1,566,434 3.769
Contra Costa || 1,086,241 4.429
San Francisco || 832,438 4.529
San Mateo || 743,037 4.839
Sonoma | | 492,821 4.729
Solano ] 422570 4.109
Marin ] 257,110F 6.549
Napa | 139,629 4.889
Inland Empire ] 4,361,625 3.029
Riverside ] 70,690 2,278,703 3.109
San Bernardino | 60,928 2,082,922 2.939
Central Valley I 119,283 4,056,058 2.949
Fresno || 28,673 951,436 3.019
Kern | | 23,448 859,821 2.739
San Joaquin || 21,844 702,777 3.119
Stanislaus | 17,113 523,479 3.279
Tulare ] 12,063 452,603 2.679
Merced | 7,148 262,440 2.729
Madera | 5,143 152,323 3.389
Kings | 3,851 151,179 2.559
San Diego-Imperial I 127,631 3,370,391 3.799
San Diego I 123,058 3,193,705 3.859
Imperial | 4,573 176,686 2.599
Sacramento Region I 94,045 2,303,129 4.089
Sacramento | ] 55,622 1,455,103 3.829
Placer ] 16,228 364,373 4.459
Yolo | 6,914 204,224 3.399
El Dorado | 9,321 181,185“ 5.149
Nevada | 5,960 98,244 6.079
Northern California - 50,603. 1,116,541 4.539
Butte | 10,363 221,561 4.68Y
Shasta I 9,259 178,682 5.189
Del Norte-Humboldt | 7,189 162,609 4.429
Colusa-Glenn-Tehama | 4,729 112,474 4.209
Sutter \ 3,239 95,012 3.419
Mendocino | 4,298 87,292 4.929
Sierra-Yuba \ 2,585 76,226 3.399
Lake \ 3,190 63,923 4.999
Siskiyou-Trinity \ 3,109 57,498 5.419
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas \ 2,642 61,264 4.319
Central Coast || 42,159. 1,028,218 4.109
Monterey ] 15,037 427,457 3.529
Santa Cruz I 11,963 267,975 4.469
San Luis Obispo ] 13,248 275,541 4.819
San Benito \ 1,911 57,245 3.349
High Sierra | 11,198 187,005 5.999
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras | 4,948 82,539 5.999
Mariposa-Tuolumne | 4,818 71,792 6.719
Inyo-Mono \ 1,432 32,674 4.389
California 1,431,476 38,166,64 3.759

Prevalence

[2.55%-3.5898.59%-4.624.63%65.6 69 BIO 1Ym0 o

Population Size

[ 32,674-99,999 100,000-499,999 500,000-999,999 1,000,000-3,999,999| 4,000,000-9,999,999]| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Breast (Female)

The complete prevalence by region and couiatyfemale breast cances shown in Figuré.
Overall, 333,716 women with a history of breast cangere alive in California on January 1,
2013.The countiesvith the highest prevalence wenmdarin, Nevada, Maripos@uolumnelnyo-
Mono, and AlpinfAmadorCalaveas.For the most part, these counties also had hegfe
adjustedincidence rates. Maripos&uolumne, Marin, Nevada, and AlptAenadorCalaveras
were among the eleven highest incident rate counties in California for 2003 tq 28idng i'
(MariposaTuolumne), 3 (Marin), 8" (Nevada), and 1 (AlpineAmadorCalaveras)® Inyo-
Mono had dower incidence and ranked 27n the state(see Appendix Tablal).

The low prevalence countiedl had lowageadjustedincdence rates except for Yolo county
which hadthe seventh highesincidence ratefor 2003 to 2012° This discrepancy could
representa new trend of higher incidence in this county or poor survivordhip.femalebreast
cancerthe median age at diagnosis is ¥2ars andthe five-year relative survival for all stages is
91.29%>™




Breast (Female)

Figure 7. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County Prevalence Count (a) Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
Los Angeles-Orange 7,262,935 1.749
Los Angeles 5,059,459 1.669
Orange 1,566,314 1.899
Ventura 421,708 1.959
Santa Barbara 215,454 2.019
Bay Area 3,723,446 2.059
Santa Clara C 919,466 1.889
Alameda ] 798,294 1.809
Contra Costa L] 555,876 2.139
San Mateo H 377,215 2.389
San Francisco H 408,743 2.019
Sonoma ] 250,747 2.309
Marin ] 131,361 3.179
Solano ] 211,711 1.879
Napa ] 70,033 2.339
Inland Empire L] 2,189,153 1.349
Riverside ] 1,143,345 1.399
San Bernardino L 1,045,808 1.289
Central Valley L] 2,012,218 1.329
Fresno l 476,153 1.379
Kern 1 418,579 1.199
San Joaquin 1 352,871 1.439
Stanislaus ] 264,282 1.499
Tulare ] 225,470 1.199
Merced I 129,855 1.199
Madera | 78,196 1.429
Kings | 66,812 1.189
San Diego-Imperial L] 1,674,307 1.789
San Diego L] 28,888 1,588,313 1.829
Imperial | 968 85,994 1.139
Sacramento Region C 22.368 1,174,326 1.909
Sacramento L 13,346 742,739 1.809
Placer '] 3,804 186,465 2.049
El Dorado I 2,120 90,564 2.349
Yolo | 1,665 104,800 1.599
Nevada ] 1,433 49,758 2.889
Northern California I 11,334[0 553,966 2.059
Butte | 2,466 111,648 2.219
Shasta I 2,036 91,017 2.249
Del Norte-Humboldt | 1,580 79,692 1.989
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama | 1,016 55,872 1.829
Mendocino | 950 43,751 2.179
Sutter | 789 47,681 1.659
Lake \ 680 31,943 2.139
Siskiyou-Trinity \ 674 28,677 2.359
Sierra-Yuba \ 583 37,665 1.559
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas \ 560 26,020 2.159
Central Coast ] 9,315 505,770 1.849
Monterey 1 3,305 207,766 1.599
San Luis Obispo 1 2,931 134,810 2.179
Santa Cruz | 2,685 134,629 1.999
San Benito \ 394 28,565 1.389
High Sierra I 2,621 90,216 2.919
Mariposa-Tuolumne-Inyo-Mono || 1,473 50,279 2.939
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras | 1,148 39,937 2.879
California 333,716 19,186,33 1.749

Prevalence

[1.13%-1.63%L.64%-2.1492.15%2.659(216696- 319

Population Size

| 15,774-49,999 50,000-249,999 250,000-499,999 500,000-1,999,999""|  2,000,000-4,999,999 | 5,000,000-7,262,935




Prostate

The complete prevalence by region and county for prostateceris shown in Figur8. Overall,
279,151 men with a history of prostate caneegre alive in California on January2013.The
countieswith the highest prevalence werdarin, Nevada, and AlpinrAmadorCalaverasMarin
county had the highest agadjusted incidence in the state for 2003 to 2012 (173.29 per
100,000) which can explain the high prevalefitalpineAmadorCalaveras and Nevada had
lower incidence rates for 2003 to 202nking 2% and 27" in the state respectively® (see
AppendixTableA2). The high incidence iWMarin could be a result of me screening with
prostate-specifc antigen (PSA)r other factors Screening with PSA results in more diagnoses
but the routine use of this testn men at average risk of the disease is not recommended
because of concerns about oveiagnosis and treatmerof slow-growing cancers thadre
unlikely tocause harn?.The figh prevalence and low incidenaeAlpineAmadorCalaveras
and Nevadaould indicate good survivorshgnd possibly a more recent decreased use of
screaning.

Most of the low prevalence counties also had low incidence rates from 2003 tq @0dept
San Joaquin and San Bernardino which had tffeabdl 17" highest incidence rates in the
state'® (see Appendix TablA2. This discrepancy could represent newer trends of higher
incidence in these counties or poor survivorshipr prostate cancer thmedian age at
diagnosis is 6§ears,and thefive-year relative survival for all stages is close to 166%6.




Prostate

Figure 8. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County Prevalence Count (a) Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
Los Angeles-Orange 7,091,415 1.459
Los Angeles 4,924,930 1.429
Orange I 1,533,555 1.489
Ventura || 415,311 1.629
Santa Barbara | 217,619 1.619
Bay Area I 3,665,877 1.719
Santa Clara ] 929,577 1.579
Alameda ] 768,140 1.519
Contra Costa || 530,365 1.909
San Mateo | 365,822 1.889
San Francisco | 423,695 1.599
Sonoma || 242,074 1.729
Marin ] 125,749\ 3.159
Solano 1 210,859 1.649
Napa ] 69,596 2.019
Inland Empire I 2,172,472 1.229
Riverside | 1,135,358 1.309
San Bernardino | ] 1,037,114 1.139
Central Valley I 2,043,840 1.119
Fresno | ] 475,283 1.169
San Joaquin | | 349,906 1.299
Kern i 441,242 0.989
Stanislaus ] 259,197 1.139
Tulare I 227,133 1.019
Merced | 132,585 1.019
Madera | 74,127 1.509
Kings | 84,367 0.859
San Diego-Imperial ] 1,696,084 1.409
San Diego ] 1,605,392 1.429
Imperial | 90,692 1.029
Sacramento Region I 1,128,803 1.639
Sacramento ] 712,364 1.489
Placer | 177,908 1.859
El Dorado I 90,621 2.229
Nevada I 48,4860 2.709
Yolo | 99,424 1.199
Northern California | 562,575 1.819
Butte I 109,913 1.949
Shasta I 87,665 2.349
Del Norte-Humboldt | 82,917 1.599
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama | 56,602 1.689
Mendocino | 43,541 1.969
Siskiyou-Trinity | 28,821 2.359
Lake | 31,980 1.969
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas \ 35,244 1.699
Sutter \ 47,331 1.119
Sierra-Yuba \ 38,561 1.149
Central Coast || 522,448 1.759
Monterey | 219,691 1.459
San Luis Obispo ] 140,731 2.039
Santa Cruz | 133,346 2.039
San Benito \ 28,680 1.469
High Sierra I 96,789 2.619
Mariposa-Tuolumne-Inyo-Mond| 1,377 54,187 2.549
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras | 1,154 42,602 2.719
California 279,151 18,980,30 1.479

Prevalence

[0:85%-1.42%.43%-1.9992.00%-2.57 /815806311546

Population Size

[ 16,900-49,999 50,000-249,999 250,000-499,999 500,000-1,999,999"| 2,000,000-4,999,999| 5,000,000-7,091,415




Colon and Rectum

The complete prevalence by region and county for colon antlire cancer is shown in Figure
9. Overall, 131,583 people with a history of colon and rectum cancer weeeialCalifornia on
January 12013. The countiewith the highest prevalence wendarin, Nevada, Lake, Siskiyou
Trinity, AlpineAmadorCalaveras, and Mariposiuolumne LakeGCounty had the second
highest ageadjusted incidence in the state for 2003 to 2012 (47.1 per 100,0@0rh may
explain the high prevalence. However, the other high prevalence counties all had lower
incidence rateswith MariposaTuolumne ranked 18, AlpineAmadorCalaveras 2% Marin
28" Nevada 4%, and SiskiyoiTrinity 43" (see AppendixtableA3).X° The highprevalence but
low incidencemayreflect good survivorship in these countiassd possiblyeffective £reening
andearly detection, which can preventolorectalcancer by detecting and removing
precancerous polyps

Some of the low prevalence counties Haitly high incidence rates for 2003 to 2012. San
Bernardino ad Merced had the ¥ and 13" highest ageadjusted incidence rates in the state
respectivelyfor 2003 to 2012but they hadlow prevalenceates(see AppendixTableA3).*° A
high incidence and low prevalence ¢tduepresent newer trends of higher incidence or poor
survivorship A high incidence and poor survivorshiputd alsoresult from little screemg and
more peoplebeingdiagnosed at advanced stagdbe median age at diagnosier colorectal
canceris 68years,and thefive-year relative survival for all stages is 67 6%%.




Colon and Rectum

Figure 9. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County

Los Angeles-Orange
Los Angeles
Orange
Ventura
Santa Barbara

Bay Area
Santa Clara
Alameda
Contra Costa
San Francisco
San Mateo
Sonoma
Solano
Marin
Napa

Inland Empire
Riverside
San Bernardino

Central Valley
Fresno
Kern
San Joaquin
Stanislaus
Tulare
Merced
Madera
Kings

San Diego-Imperial
San Diego
Imperial

Sacramento Region
Sacramento
Placer
El Dorado
Yolo
Nevada

Northern California
Butte
Shasta
Del Norte-Humboldt
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama
Mendocino
Lake
Sutter
Siskiyou-Trinity
Sierra-Yuba
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas

Central Coast
Monterey
San Luis Obispo
Santa Cruz
San Benito

High Sierra
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras
Mariposa-Tuolumne
Inyo-Mono

California

Prevalence Count (a

Total Population (b)

Prevalence (a/b)*100

692
496
347

10,953

10,509
444

8,268
5,102
1,325
759
586
496
4,619
931
786
657
463
400
314
308
280
254

226
3,415
1,241
1,083

919
172
981
466
391
124
131,583

14,354,350
9,984,389
3,099,869

837,019
433,073
7,389,323
1,849,043
1,566,434
1,086,241
832,438
743,037
492,821
422,570
257,110F
139,629
4,361,625
2,278,703
2,082,922
4,056,058
951,436
859,821
702,777
523,479
452,603
262,440
152,323
151,179
3,370,391
3,193,705,
176,686
2,303,129
1,455,103
364,373
181,185
204,224
98,244
1,116,541
221,561
178,682
162,609
112,474
87,292
63,923
95,012
57,498
76,226
61,264
1,028,218
427,457
275,541
267,975
57,245
187,005
82,539
71,792
32,674
38,166,64

0.359
0.359
0.369
0.369
0.339
0.409
0.369
0.359
0.419
0.479
0.449
0.429
0.379
0.529
0.449
0.289
0.299
0.289
0.289
0.289
0.269
0.309
0.339
0.269
0.269
0.339
0.239
0.329
0.339
0.259
0.369
0.359
0.369
0.429
0.299
0.509
0.419
0.429
0.449
0.409
0.419
0.469
0.499
0.329
0.499
0.339
0.379
0.339
0.299
0.399
0.349
0.309
0.529
0.569
0.549
0.389
0.349

Prevalence

[0:23%-0.3090.31%-0.3990.40%-0.47 01487620156 o

Population Size

| 32,674-99,999

100,000-499,999

500,000-999,999

1,000,0003,999/999)]4,000,000-9,999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Melanoma of the Skin

The complete prevalence bygm®n and county for melanoma of the skinshown in Figure 10
Overall, 105,874 people with a history of melanoma of the sldre alive in California on

January 12013. The countiewith the highest prevalenceiere Marin, Nevada, San Luis

Obispo, and Maripos&uolumne All four of these high prevalence counties also had high
incidence rates for 2003 to 2013an Luis Obispo and Marin counties had the highest age
adjusted incidence rates in the state for 20032@12 (42.3 per 100,000 and 4Z.per 100,000,
respectively)MariposaTuolumne and Nevada counties had tHeahd 9" highest age

adjusted incidence rates in the state for 2003 to 2012 (30.6 per 100,000 and 29.96 per 100,000,
respectivelysee Appendixtable A4).*°

The counties with the lowest prevalence of melanonw@s Angeles, Alameda, San Bernardino,
Fresno, Kern, San Joaquin, Tulare, Merced, Kings, and Imadirtadd low ageadjusted

incidene rates for2003 to 201216.94 per 100,000 or lowpt’ These incidence rates were
among the eleven lowest incidence rates in the state for that time pgised Appendixable

A4). For melanoma of the skin, the prevalerared incidence are very closely associated. The
five-year relative survival for melanoma of the skin for all stages is*92%.
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Figure 10. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County

Los Angeles-Orange
Los Angeles
Orange
Ventura
Santa Barbara

Bay Area
Santa Clara
Contra Costa
Alameda
San Mateo
Sonoma
San Francisco
Marin
Solano
Napa

Inland Empire
Riverside
San Bernardino

Central Valley
Fresno
Kern
Stanislaus
San Joaquin
Tulare
Madera
Merced
Kings

San Diego-Imperial
San Diego
Imperial

Sacramento Region
Sacramento
Placer
El Dorado
Yolo
Nevada

Northern California
Shasta
Butte
Del Norte-Humboldt
Mendocino
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama
Sutter
Siskiyou-Trinity
Lake
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas
Sierra-Yuba

Central Coast
San Luis Obispo
Santa Cruz
Monterey
San Benito

High Sierra
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras
Mariposa-Tuolumne
Inyo-Mono

California

Prevalence Count (a

Total Population (b)

Prevalence (a/b)*100

14,354,350
9,984,389
3,099,869

837,019
433,073
7,389,323
1,849,043
1,086,241
1,566,434
743,037
492,821
832,438

422,570
139,629
4,361,625
2,278,703
2,082,922
4,056,058,
951,436
859,821
523,479
702,777
452,603
152,323
262,440
151,179
3,370,391
3,193,705
176,686
2,303,129
1,455,103
364,373
181,185
204,224
98,244
1,116,541
178,682
221,561
162,609
87,292
112,474
95,012
57,498
63,923
61,264
76,226

[ 1,028,218

275,541
267,975
427,457

57,245
187,005

257,110

82,539

71,792

32,674
38,166,64

0.269
0.209
0.389
0.399
0.479
0.319
0.289
0.349
0.239
0.369
0.469
0.269
0.709
0.269
0.399
0.229
0.249
0.209
0.199
0.199
0.209
0.249
0.169
0.169
0.249
0.149
0.139
0.359
0.369
0.089
0.359
0.299
0.479
0.549
0.329
0.589
0.379
0.509
0.359
0.389
0.449
0.329
0.299
0.469
0.389
0.329
0.249
0.399
0.599
0.469
0.249
0.259
0.509
0.469
0.589
0.439
0.289

Prevalence

[0.08%-0.2398.24%-0.3890:39%-0.547015506:00705 6

Population Size

[ 32,674-99,999

100,000-499,999

500,000-999,999

1,000000°3,999,999)] 4,000,000-9,999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Thyroid

The complete prevalence by region and county foréiy cancer is shown iRigure 11 Overall,
68,927 people with a history of thyroid canaeere alive in California on January2013. The
countieswith the highest prevalence wet®range, Ventura, Santa Barbara, San Francisco, San
Mateo, Marin, Placer, El DoradBhasta, and lnterey. All of these counties except f&an
Mateo, San Francis¢@and Marinhad ageadjusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2012 that were
among the eleven highest for the state. San Mateo had tH&Highest ageadjusted incidence
rate, San Francisco ti#8 highest, and Marin the 37highest for 2003 to 201gee Appendix
TableA5).° Thyroid cancehas the most rapidlyising ratein the United Statesout some of

this rise has been attributed to ane sensitie diagnostic procedurethat have resulted in some
overdiagnoses of papillary thyroid tumot$™® Some of the rise however s attributed to
increases in obesity/. Thehigh prevalence and lower incidenceuntiesmayreflect good
survivorship and more receiecreases in risk factars

The lowest prevalence countieJulare Kings, ImperiaMendocino, Sierra¥uba, and Lakeall
also had low agadjusted incidence rateranking 28' (Kings), 38 (Tulare), 4% (Imperial), 44
(SierraYuba), 4% (Lake), and 47 (Mendocino) in the state for 2003 to 20{&e Appendix
TableA5).° Thyroid cancer is more common in younger peopith a median age at diagnosis
of 54yearsfor males and 49earsfor females? The fiveyear relative survival for thyrdicancer
for all stages is 97.7%.
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Figure 11. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County

Los Angeles-Orange
Los Angeles
Orange
Ventura
Santa Barbara

Bay Area
Santa Clara
Alameda
Contra Costa
San Francisco
San Mateo
Sonoma
Solano
Marin
Napa

Inland Empire
Riverside
San Bernardino

Central Valley
Fresno
Kern
San Joaquin
Stanislaus
Tulare
Merced
Madera
Kings

San Diego-Imperial
San Diego
Imperial

Sacramento Region
Sacramento
Placer
El Dorado
Yolo
Nevada

Northern California
Shasta
Butte
Del Norte-Humboldt
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama
Sutter
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas
Mendocino
Sierra-Yuba
Siskiyou-Trinity
Lake

Central Coast
Monterey
Santa Cruz
San Luis Obispo
San Benito

High Sierra
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras
Mariposa-Tuolumne
Inyo-Mono

California

Prevalence Count (a

Total Population (b)

Prevalence (a/b)*100

389
286
201

6,097
5,882
215
4,299
2,661
768
377
328
165
1,819
377
362
289
187
133
119
105
87
87
73
1,93710
834
519
499
85
314
135
122
57
68,927

14,354,35
9,984,389
3,099,869
837,019
433,073
7,389,323
1,849,043
1,566,434
1,086,241
832,438
743,037
492,821
422,570
257,110
139,629
4,361,625
2,278,703
2,082,922
4,056,058
951,436
859,821
702,777
523,479
452,603
262,440
152,323
151,179
3,370,391
3,193,705,
176,686
2,303,129
1,455,103
364,373.
181,185
204,224
98,244
1,116,541
178,682l
221,561
162,609
112,474
95,012
61,264
87,292
76,226
57,498
63,923
1,028,218“
427,457
267,975
275,541
57,245
187,005
82,539
71,792
32,674
38,166,640

0.209
0.199
0.219
0.239
0.209
0.189
0.199
0.169
0.179
0.219
0.209
0.179
0.189
0.229
0.179
0.149
0.149
0.149
0.159
0.189
0.159
0.149
0.159
0.129
0.159
0.199
0.139
0.189
0.189
0.129
0.199
0.189
0.219
0.219
0.169
0.179
0.169
0.219
0.169
0.189
0.179
0.149
0.199
0.129
0.119
0.159
0.119
0.199
0.209
0.199
0.189
0.159
0.179
0.169
0.179
0.179
0.189

Prevalence

[0:11%-0.1398.14%-0.1690:17%-0.1990120%:01234 6

Population Size

[ 32,674-99,999

100,000-499,999

500,000-999,999

1,000000°3,999,999)] 4,000,000-9,999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Uterine Corpus

The complete prevalence by region and countydancer of the uterine corpus (upper part of
the uterus)is shown in Figure2l Overall, 67,88&vomenwith a history ofuterine cancer wee
alive in Calornia on January 2013. The countiewith the highest prevalence wendarin,
Napa, Nevada, Del Nordumboldt, Siskiyodrinity, LasseiModocPlumas, and Mariposa
Tuolumnelnyo-Mono. Del NorteHumboldt had the highest ag@djusted incidence rate in the
state for 2003 to 2012and LasseiModoc-Plumas had the third highe&tNapa had the 1%
highest incidence rate, Marin had the"18ighest, and the restNevada, SiskiyeTrinity,
MariposaTuolumne, InyeMono)were ranked 2% to 42" for this time period(see Appendix
Table A8° The high prevalence caties do not all have high agaljusted incidence rates
Obesity, diabetes, and hypertension are risk factors ferine cancer® The high prealence
and lower incidenceountiesmayreflect more recent decreases in risk factors and good
survivorship.

The lowest prevalence counties also had low-aggusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2012.
Among the lowest prevalence counties, San Bernardino hadlititeest ageadjusted incidence
rate, ranking 1 in the state while the otherlow prevalence countiesad age-adjusted
incidence rates that ranke24™ to 46" (see Appendix Table A8° The fiveyear relative survival
for uterine cancer for all stages is 83.4%.
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Figure 12. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County Prevalence Count (a) Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
Los Angeles-Orange 7,262,935 0.369
Los Angeles 5,059,459 0.369
Orange ] 1,566,314 0.369
Ventura | ] 421,708 0.379
Santa Barbara | 215,454 0.419
Bay Area ] 3,723,446 0.429
Santa Clara | ] 919,466 0.359
Alameda ] 798,294 0.399
Contra Costa || 555,876 0.439
San Francisco || 408,743 0.469
San Mateo || 377,215 0.489
Sonoma | ] 250,747 0.479
Solano 1 211,711 0.409
Marin I 131,361 0.549
Napa ] 70,033 0.519
Inland Empire I 2,189,153 0.279
Riverside ] 1,143,345 0.279
San Bernardino | ] 1,045,808 0.289
Central Valley I 2,012,218 0.269
Fresno || 476,153 0.239
Kern || 418,579 0.269
San Joaquin || 352,871 0.289
Stanislaus ] 264,282 0.299
Tulare I 225,470 0.299
Merced | 129,855 0.269
Kings | 66,812 0.299
Madera | 78,196 0.249
San Diego-Imperial ] 1,674,307 0.359
San Diego ] 1,588,313 0.369
Imperial | 85,994 0.239
Sacramento Region | 1,174,326 0.369
Sacramento ] 742,739 0.359
Placer | 186,465 0.359
El Dorado | 90,564 0.409
Yolo | 104,800 0.319
Nevada | 49,758F 0.599
Northern California | 553,966 0.469
Butte I 111,648 0.469
Del Norte-Humboldt | 79,6921 0.539
Shasta | 91,017 0.469
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama | 55,872 0.429
Mendocino | 43,751 0.479
Siskiyou-Trinity | 28,677 0.589
Lake | 31,943 0.489
Sutter \ 47,681 0.309
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas \ 26,020 0.549
Sierra-Yuba \ 37,665 0.339
Central Coast || 505,770 0.349
Monterey I 207,766 0.339
San Luis Obispo 1 134,810 0.409
Santa Cruz I 134,629 0.349
San Benito \ 28,565 0.209
High Sierra | 90,216' 0.509
Mariposa-Tuolumne-Inyo-Mond 256 50,279 0.519
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras | 193 39,937 0.489
California 67,882 19,186,33 0.359

Prevalence

[0:20%-0.2998.30%-0.3990.40%-0.480/49%6:01595 o

Population Size

| 15,774-49,999 50,000-249,999 250,000-499,999 500,000-1,999,999"| 2,000,000-4,999,999| 5,000,000-7,262,935




Urinary Bladder

The complete prevalence by region and county for cancer of the iyrisladder $ shown in
Figure B. Overall, 62,675 people with a history of bladder camweere alive in California on
January 12013. The countiewith the highest prevalence wendarin, Nevada, Lake, Siskiyou
Trinity, AlpineAmadorCalaveras, and Mariposeuolumne.These counties also had high age
adjusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2012keCounty had the highest agadjusted incidence
rate in the state for this time perigavhile the other counties SiskiyouTrinity, Mariposa
Tuolumne, AlpineAmadorCalaverasMarin, and Nevadaranked & through 14" in the state.
(see Appendix Table A?° The median age at diagno$is bladder canceis 73years,and the
five-year relative survival for all stages is 77 8%moking, family histornd certain
exposures (e.g.,paints, dyes, meta, petroleum productsarseniq are risk factors for bladder
cancer'® Men haveincidence rates approximately four timaggherthan women?

The low prevalence counties mostly had low -aghusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2012. Of
the low prevalence counties, San Benito, Yolo, and Riversii¢hkeahighest agadjusted
incidence ratesranking 18", 20", and 229, respectivelyThe other low prevalence counties
had ageadjusted incidence rates that ranked™®f 47" in the state(see Appendix Table A
Thecounties withlow prevalence anéhirly high ageadjustedincidence ratesnayhavepoor
survivorship or newer trends of higher incidence.




Urinary Bladder

Figure 13. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County

Prevalence Count (a

Los Angeles-Orange
Los Angeles
Orange
Ventura
Santa Barbara

Bay Area
Santa Clara
Alameda
Contra Costa
San Mateo
San Francisco
Sonoma
Marin
Solano
Napa

Inland Empire
Riverside
San Bernardino

Central Valley
Fresno
Kern
San Joaquin
Stanislaus
Tulare
Merced
Madera
Kings

San Diego-Imperial
San Diego
Imperial

Sacramento Region
Sacramento
Placer
El Dorado
Nevada
Yolo

Northern California
Butte
Shasta
Del Norte-Humboldt
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama
Mendocino
Lake
Siskiyou-Trinity
Sutter
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas
Sierra-Yuba

Central Coast
Monterey
San Luis Obispo
Santa Cruz
San Benito

High Sierra

Mariposa-Tuolumne
Inyo-Mono

California

Alpine-Amador-Calaveras

2,146
1,589
1,500
1,247
845
725
344
5,945
3,389
2,556
5,133
1,165
974
970
807
507
341
213
156
5,498
5,347
151
4,444
2,459
817
498
360
310
2,848
622
510
375
287
262
222
209
138
115
108
1,975
713
634
544
84
630
310
261
59
62,675

Total Population (b)

Prevalence (a/b)*100

14,354,350
9,984,389
3,099,869

837,019
433,073
7,389,323
1,849,043
1,566,434
1,086,241
743,037
832,438
492,821
257,110
422,570
139,629
4,361,625
2,278,703
2,082,922
4,056,058
951,436
859,821
702,777
523,479
452,603
262,440
152,323
151,179
3,370,391
3,193,705
176,686
2,303,129
1,455,103
364,373
181,185
98,244
204,224
1,116,541
221,561
178,682
162,609
112,474
87,292
63,923.
57,498
95,012
61,264
76,226
1,028,218
427,457
275,541
267,975
57,245
187,005
82,539
71,792
32,674
38,166,64

0.169
0.159
0.179
0.199
0.229
0.199
0.169
0.159
0.209
0.219
0.189
0.259
0.339
0.179
0.259
0.149
0.159
0.129
0.139
0.129
0.119
0.149
0.159
0.119
0.139
0.149
0.109
0.169
0.179
0.099
0.199
0.179
0.229
0.279
0.379
0.159
0.269
0.289
0.299
0.239
0.269
0.309
0.359
0.369
0.159
0.199
0.149
0.199
0.179
0.239
0.209
0.159
0.349
0.389
0.369
0.189
0.169

Prevalence

[0.09%-0.15%8.16%-0.2390:24%-0.307013196:0138Y 6

Population Size

32,674-99,999

100,000-499,999

500,000-999,999

1,000000°3,999,999)] 4,000,000-9,999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma

The complete prevalence by region and county for-4twdgkn lymphoma is shown in Figure

14. Overall, 61,522 people with history of noAHodgkin lymphomavere alive in California on
January 12013. The countiewith the highest prevalence weidarin and Mariposaluolumne.
These counties had the second and third highestadjested incidence rates in the state for

2003 t02012" which can explain the high prevalence. The county with the highest age
adjusted incidence rate in the state for 2003 to 2012 was San BemitoAppendix Table A8°
However, San Benito is in the second lowest prevalence group (0.17%). The high incidence and
low prevalencen San Benitanayrepresent poor survivorshigpNon-Hodgkin lymphomas more
common in older white men and in people with a weakened immurséesy®° The median age

at diagnosis is 6@ears,and the fiveyear relative survival for all stages is 69.9%.

Some of the low prevalence counties had fairly high-adjeisted incidence rateshich could
represent poor survivorship or newer trends of higher incider®errayYuba and Yolhad the
17" and 2£" highest ageadjusted incidence ratesespectivelyin the state for 2003 to 2012
but were in the lowest prevalence grogee Appendix Table A& The other low prevalence
counties haddw ageadjusted incidence rates.




Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma

Figure 14. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County Prevalence Count (a Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
Los Angeles-Orange 14,354,350 0.169
Los Angeles I 9,984,389 0.159
Orange I 3,099,869 0.179
Ventura || 837,019 0.189
Santa Barbara | 786 433,073 0.189
Bay Area s 14,678 7,389,323 0.209
Santa Clara I 3,438 1,849,043 0.199
Alameda | 2,725 1,566,434 0.179
Contra Costa | 2,153 1,086,241 0.209
San Francisco || 1,837 832,438 0.229
San Mateo | ] 1,699 743,037 0.239
Sonoma | | 1,026 492,821 0.219
Solano ] 754 422,570 0.189
Marin ] 751 257,110F 0.299
Napa | 295 139,629 0.219
Inland Empire ] 5,186 4,361,625 0.129
Riverside | ] 2,792 2,278,703 0.129
San Bernardino | ] 2,394 2,082,922 0.119
Central Valley I 4,966 4,056,058 0.129
Fresno || 1,240 951,436 0.139
Kern | ] 910 859,821 0.119
San Joaquin | ] 900 702,777 0.139
Stanislaus | 743 523,479 0.149
Tulare I 500 452,603 0.119
Merced | 304 262,440 0.129
Madera | 192 152,323 0.139
Kings | 177 151,179 0.129
San Diego-Imperial I 5,429 3,370,391 0.169
San Diego ] 5,226 3,193,705, 0.169
Imperial | 203 176,686 0.119
Sacramento Region | 3,860 2,303,129 0.179
Sacramento || 2,280 1,455,103 0.169
Placer ] 674 364,373 0.189
El Dorado I 385 181,185 0.219
Yolo I 313 204,224 0.159
Nevada | 208 98,244 0.219
Northern California - 2,183 . 1,116,541 0.209
Butte | 439 221,561 0.209
Shasta I 386 178,682 0.229
Del Norte-Humboldt I 356 162,609 0.229
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama | 200 112,474 0.189
Mendocino | 186 87,292 0.219
Sutter | 149 95,012 0.169
Lake \ 120 63,923 0.199
Siskiyou-Trinity \ 118 57,498 0.219
Sierra-Yuba \ 116 76,226 0.159
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas \ 113 61,264 0.189
Central Coast L 1,870 1,028,218 0.189
Monterey | 699 427,457 0.169
San Luis Obispo 1 555 275,541 0.209
Santa Cruz ] 517 267,975 0.199
San Benito \ 99 57,245 0.179
High Sierra | 450 187,005 0.249
Mariposa-Tuolumne | 206 71,792 0.299
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras | 195 82,539 0.249
Inyo-Mono \ 49 32,674 0.159
California 61,522 38,166,64 0.169

Prevalence

[0.11%-0.15%.16%-0.1990:20%-0.2440125%6:0129% o

Population Size

[ 32674-99,999 100,000-499,999 e CEEEE N 15000,000-31999;999]  4,000,000-9,999,999] 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Lung and Bronchus

The complete prevalence by region and county for lung and bmamcancer is shown in Figure
15. Overall, 46,543 people with a history of lung and bronchus camess alive in California on
Januay 1,2013. The countiewith the highest prevalence weleake, Siskiyatirinity, and
MariposaTuolumne.These counties also had high aagjusted incidence rates of lung and
bronchus cancer for 2003 to 20ianging from the highest in the state (Lakeyldhe fifth
(SiskiyotiTrinity) and sixth highest (MaripoSauolumne)see Appendix Table A%’

Many of the low prevalence counties had fairly high incidence rates. The Central Valley counties
of Fresno, San Joai Kern, Stanislaus, Merced, Madera, and Kings alldvagrevalence but
relatively highage-adjustedincidence ratesranging from 13 to 24™ highest in the state?®
Lung cancer is the leading cancer killgith a fiveyear relative survival for all stages of 18%.
The median age at diagnosis isy&ars* Counties withalow prevalence bt high incidence
likely havepoor survivorshipSome of the dter low prevalence countiesad low ageadjusted
incidence ratesLos Angeles, Santa Cr&anta Clara, and San Benito hiad four lowestage
adjustedincidence rates in the statir 2003 to 201Zsee Appendix Table A% Of note, the
high prevalence, high incidence counties were in thedst SES groupshile the low
prevalence and low incidence counties were in the higher SES g®uoe&ing is the biggest
risk factor for lung canceandin the U.S. smoking t@s aregenerallyhigher among people
who have lower incomeor are living below the poverty levét?®




Lung and Bronchus

Figure 15. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County

Los Angeles-Orange
Los Angeles
Orange
Ventura
Santa Barbara

Bay Area
Santa Clara
Alameda
Contra Costa
San Francisco
San Mateo
Sonoma
Solano
Marin
Napa

Inland Empire
Riverside
San Bernardino

Central Valley
Fresno
San Joaquin
Kern
Stanislaus
Tulare
Merced
Madera
Kings

San Diego-Imperial
San Diego
Imperial

Sacramento Region
Sacramento
Placer
El Dorado
Nevada
Yolo

Northern California
Butte
Shasta
Del Norte-Humboldt
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama
Lake
Siskiyou-Trinity
Mendocino
Sutter
Sierra-Yuba
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas

Central Coast
Monterey
San Luis Obispo
Santa Cruz
San Benito

High Sierra
Mariposa-Tuolumne
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras
Inyo-Mono

California

Prevalence Count (a

I 10,684

265
177
114
4,382
4,230
152
3,367
2,061
588
303
217
198
2,092
449
375
233
209
181
156
148
130
109

102
1,210
444
425
301
40
438
207
191
40
46,543

Total Population (b)

Prevalence (a/b)*100

14,354,350
9,984,389
3,099,869

837,019
433,073
7,389,323
1,849,043
1,566,434
1,086,241
832,438
743,037
492,821
422,570
257,110
139,629
4,361,625
2,278,703
2,082,922
4,056,058,
951,436
702,777
859,821
523,479
452,603
262,440
152,323
151,179
3,370,391
3,193,705
176,686
2,303,129
1,455,103
364,373
181,185
98,244
204,224
1,116,541
221,561
178,682
162,609
112,474
63,923
57,498
87,292
95,012
76,226
61,264
1,028,218
427,457
275,541
267,975
57,245

187,005
71,792
82,539
32,674

38,166,64

0.119
0.119
0.149
0.129
0.139
0.149
0.129
0.129
0.149
0.179
0.169
0.159
0.159
0.179
0.179
0.109
0.119
0.099
0.109
0.109
0.129
0.099
0.129
0.089
0.109
0.129
0.089
0.139
0.139
0.099
0.159
0.149
0.169
0.179
0.229
0.109
0.199
0.209
0.219
0.149
0.199
0.289
0.279
0.179
0.149
0.149
0.179
0.129
0.109
0.159
0.119
0.079
0.239
0.299
0.239
0.129
0.129

Prevalence

[0.07%-0.1299.13%-0.1790.18%-0.2340124%6:0129% o

Population Size

| 32,674-99,999

100,000-499,999

500,000-999,999

1,000,0003,999/999)]4,000,000-9,999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Kidney and Renal Pelvis

The complete prevalence by region and county for cancer of the kidney and renal pelvis is
shown in Figure @ Overall, 44,895 people with a history of kidney and renal pelvis carerer w
alive in California on JanuaryZ)13. The counties with thieighest prevalence weralpine
AmadorCalaveras and Mariposkuolumne. These counties did not have the highest age
adjusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2012. Maripdsmlumne had the 1 highest age

adjusted incidence rate in the state for this time perjadile AlpineAmadorCalaveras had the
34™ highest(see Appendix Table ALY The discrepancy could represent more recent declines
in incidene rates or good survivorship. The fiyear relative survival for all stagegkidney

and renal pelvis cancés 73.7%and the median age at diagnosis isy@&rs®* It is more

common in men than womerand smoking and over the counter pain medicines are the main
risk factors for renal cell cainoma the most common type of kidney and renal pelvis carfiter.

Some otthe low prevalence counties hddw ageadjusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2Q12
includingSanta Clara, Sutter, Los AngeMsnterey, Orange, Sonoma, Injxono, San
Francisco, Alameda, and Santa Cwlrere age-adjustedincidence rates were among the
thirteen lowest in the state for that time periotf. However,some ofthe low prevalence
counties hadigh ageadjusted incignce ratesincludingKings, Fresno, Merced, Tulaasd
SierraYuba whereageadjusted incidence rates ranged frorff' 20 10" highest in the state for
that time period(see Appendix Table ALY A low prevalege and high incidence rataay
represent poor survivorship. These low prevalence and high incidence rate couatiesore
of the populationin the lower SESrgups.




Kidney and Renal Pelvis

Figure 16. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County

Prevalence Count (a

Total Population (b)

Prevalence (a/b)*100

Los Angeles-Orange 14,354,350 0.119
Los Angeles D 11,218 9,984,389 0.119
Orange I 3,099,869 0.119
Ventura || 837,019 0.139
Santa Barbara || 433,073 0.139

Bay Area ] 7,389,323 0.129
Santa Clara | 1,849,043 0.129
Alameda | 1,566,434 0.119
Contra Costa || 1,086,241 0.139
San Mateo || 743,037 0.149
San Francisco || 832,438 0.129
Solano ] 422570 0.159
Sonoma || 492,821 0.129
Marin I 257,110 0.149
Napa | 139,629 0.169

Inland Empire I 4,361,625 0.109
Riverside | 2,278,703 0.109
San Bernardino | 2,082,922 0.109

Central Valley I 4,056,058 0.119
Fresno | ] 951,436 0.129
Kern | ] 859,821 0.119
San Joaquin | ] 702,777 0.119
Stanislaus || 523,479 0.139
Tulare ] 452,603 0.119
Merced I 262,440 0.119
Madera | 181 152,323 0.129
Kings | 164 151,179 0.119

San Diego-Imperial I 4,288 3,370,391 0.139
San Diego ] 4,044 3,193,705 0.139
Imperial I 244 176,686 0.149

Sacramento Region | 2,939 2,303,129 0.139
Sacramento | 1,811 1,455,103 0.129
Placer ] 473 364,373 0.139
El Dorado I 277 181,185 0.159
Yolo I 213 204,224 0.109
Nevada | 165 98,244 0.179

Northern California - 1,601 . 1,116,541 0.149
Butte | 317 221,561 0.149
Shasta I 279 178,682 0.169
Del Norte-Humboldt | 212 162,609 0.139
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama | 153 112,474 0.149
Mendocino | 142 87,292 0.169
Sutter | 114 95,012 0.129
Siskiyou-Trinity | 102 57,498 0.189
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas | 101 61,264 0.169
Lake | 99 63,923 0.159
Sierra-Yuba \ 82 76,226 0.119

Central Coast | ] 1,176 . 1,028,218 0.119
Monterey ] 461 427,457 0.119
San Luis Obispo 1 356 275,541 0.139
Santa Cruz I 289 267,975 0.119
San Benito \ 70 57,245 0.129

High Sierra | 346 187,005 0.199
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras | 157 82,539 0.199
Mariposa-Tuolumne | 151 71,792 0.219
Inyo-Mono \ 38 32,674 0.129

California 44,895 38,166,64 0.129

Prevalence

[0.10%-0.1298.13%-0.159%0.16%-0.1.7 /01 IB%6:0:204 6
Population Size
| 32,674-99,999 100,000-499,999 500,000-999,999 1,000,000-8,999,999| 4,000,000-9,999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Leukemia

The complete prevalence by region and county for leukemia is shownureHig Overall,
36,170 people with a history of leukemigere alive in California on January2D13. The
countieswith the highest prevalence wedarin, Napa, and Maripos@uolumne.These
counties also had high agaljusted incidence rates for 2003 t@22. Napa and Mariposa
Tuolumne had the first and second highest &giusted incidence rates in the state for that
time period while Marin had the eighth highegtee Appendix Table ALY

Many of the countiesvith a low prevalence also had low agdjusted incidence rates for 2003

to 2012 including Imperial, San Bernardino, Monterey, Riverside, Kern, San Joaquin, Alameda,
Stanislaus, Sacramento, and IAylono, which ranked 35 to 47" in the state'® However,

some counties had low prevalence but fairly high-aggisted incidence ratecluding Sierra
Yuba, Sutter, Kings, Fresno, Tulare, and Madenich had the 1 through 28" highest age
adjusted incidence ratein the statgsee Appendix Table ALY Having a low prevalence but

high incidence ratenayrepresent newer trends of higher incidence rates or poor survivorship

in these counties. The fivgearrelativesurvial rate for leukemia is 58.1%.eukemia occurs

most often in adults over the age of §Bars,but it is also the most common cancer in children
under the age of 15°




Leukemia

Figure 17. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County

Prevalence Count (a

Total Population (b)

Prevalence (a/b)*100

Los Angeles-Orange
Los Angeles
Orange
Ventura
Santa Barbara

Bay Area
Santa Clara
Alameda
Contra Costa
San Mateo
San Francisco
Sonoma
Solano
Marin
Napa

Inland Empire
Riverside
San Bernardino

Central Valley
Fresno
Kern
San Joaquin
Stanislaus
Tulare
Merced
Madera
Kings

San Diego-Imperial
San Diego
Imperial

Sacramento Region
Sacramento
Placer
El Dorado
Yolo
Nevada

Northern California
Butte
Shasta
Del Norte-Humboldt
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama
Mendocino
Sutter
Siskiyou-Trinity
Sierra-Yuba
Lake
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas

Central Coast
Monterey
San Luis Obispo
Santa Cruz
San Benito

High Sierra
Mariposa-Tuolumne
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras
Inyo-Mono

California

©
)
'_\
IS

1,063
376
332
300

55
227
110

88

29

36,170

14,354,350
9,984,389
3,099,869

837,019
433,073
7,389,323
1,849,043
1,566,434
1,086,241
743,037
832,438
492,821
422,570
257,110.
139,629
4,361,625
2,278,703
2,082,922
4,056,058
951,436
859,821
702,777
523,479
452,603
262,440
152,323
151,179
3,370,391
3,193,705,
176,686
2,303,129
1,455,103
364,373
181,185
204,224
98,244
1,116,541
221,561
178,682
162,609
112,474
87,292
95,012
57,498
76,226
63,923
61,264
1,028,218
427,457
275,541
267,975
57,245
187,005“
71,792
82,539
32,674
38,166,640

0.109
0.109
0.109
0.109
0.129
0.109
0.109
0.099
0.109
0.129
0.109
0.109
0.119
0.159
0.149
0.089
0.089
0.089
0.089
0.099
0.089
0.089
0.089
0.089
0.099
0.099
0.089
0.099
0.099
0.079
0.099
0.089
0.109
0.139
0.099
0.129
0.119
0.129
0.119
0.119
0.139
0.109
0.099
0.129
0.099
0.109
0.109
0.109
0.099
0.129
0.119
0.109
0.129
0.159
0.119
0.099
0.099

Prevalence

[0.07%-0.0899.09%-0.1090.11%-0.1 240137620157 o

Population Size

32,674-99,999

100,000-499,999

500,000-999,999

1,000,0003,999/999)]4,000,000-9,999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Cervix Uteri

The complete prevalenceylregion and county for cervical cancer is shown in Fig8re 1
Overall, 35,660 women with a histoof cervical cancewrere alive in California on January 1,
2013. The countiewith the highest prevalence weleos Angeles, San Francisco, Madera,
Mendocino, and Mariposdauolumnelnyo-Mono. Madera, Mendocino, and Los Angeles had
high ageadjusted incidace rates for 2003 to 201Madera had the highest agedjusted
incidence rate in the state followed by Mendocind'J4nd Los Angeles"y'° San Francisco
had a high prevalence but loage-adjustedincidence(36™),'° which mayreflect good
survivorship(see Appendix Table A)2

Some of the counties with low prevalence also had lowadjasted incidence rates. Placer and
San Luis Obispo had low prevalence and wereaditi 44" in the state respectivelyfor age
adjusted incidence rates for 2003 to 20Some counties had low prevalence but high-age
adjusted incidence ratescluding LasseModocPlumas, Riverside, and 8, which had the
14" 17" and 20", respectivelyhighest ageadjusted incidence rates in the state for that time
period (see Appendix Table ALY Low prevalence and high incidence can represent poor
survivorship in these area#\ good screening test (Pap smear) exists which can detect cervical
cancer early and even identify precancerous changes that can be removed before they become
cancer>?° Counties with high prevalence but low incidence could have better screeffiongs

that result in earlier detection and better survival. Counties with frevalence but high
incidencemayhave poor screeningesulting in diagnosis at later stages when survival is poor.
The fiveyear relative survival for all stagescervical canceis 70.29%. The biggest risk facto

for cervical cancer is infection with human papillomavirus (HBYAn effective vaccia against
HPV exists and is recommended for preteens beginning at age 11yenis®




Cervix Uteri

Figure 18. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County Prevalence Count (a) Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
Los Angeles-Orange 7,262,935i 0.229
Los Angeles 5,059,459 0.239
Orange I 1,566,314 0.189
Ventura || 421,708 0.179
Santa Barbara ] 215,454 0.189
Bay Area ] 3,723,446 0.189
Santa Clara | 919,466 0.189
Alameda ] 798,294 0.169
San Francisco [] 408,743 0.239
Contra Costa | 555,876 0.149
San Mateo | ] 377,215 0.199
Sonoma ] 250,747 0.179
Solano I 211,711 0.189
Marin | 131,361 0.169
Napa | 70,033 0.189
Inland Empire I 2,189,153 0.149
San Bernardino | 1,045,808 0.169
Riverside ] 1,143,345 0.139
Central Valley I 2,012,218 0.179
Fresno | ] 476,153 0.179
Kern | ] 418,579 0.199
San Joaquin ] 352,871 0.149
Tulare ] 225,470 0.209
Stanislaus ] 264,282 0.169
Merced | 129,855 0.169
Madera | 78,196 0.249
Kings | 66,812 0.199
San Diego-Imperial ] 1,674,307 0.179
San Diego ] 1,588,313 0.179
Imperial | 85,994 0.189
Sacramento Region ] 1,174,326 0.179
Sacramento I 742,739 0.199
Placer | 186,465 0.129
Yolo | 104,800 0.169
El Dorado | 90,564 0.179
Nevada | 49,758 0.149
Northern California | ] 553,966 0.179
Butte | 111,648 0.149
Shasta | 91,017 0.179
Del Norte-Humboldt | 79,692 0.189
Mendocino | 43,7510 0.269
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama | 55,872 0.199
Sierra-Yuba | 37,665 0.179
Lake | 31,943 0.209
Sutter | 47,681 0.109
Siskiyou-Trinity | 28,677 0.169
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas | 26,020 0.139
Central Coast ] 796 | 505,770 0.169
Monterey | 381 207,766 0.189
Santa Cruz | 202 134,629 0.159
San Luis Obispo I 163 134,810 0.129
San Benito | 50 28,565 0.189
High Sierra | 188 90,216 0.219
Mariposa-Tuolumne-Inyo-Mond 111 50,279. 0.229
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras | 77 39,937 0.199
California 35,660 19,186,337 0.199

Prevalence

[0.10%-0.139%8.14%-0.1796.18%-0.2190122%6:01264

Population Size

[ 15774-49,999 50,000-249,999 250,000-499,999 500,000-1,999,999"] 2,000,000-4,999,999] 5,000,000-7,262,935




Oral Cavity and Pharynx

The complete prevalenceylregion and county for cancer of the oral cavity and pharynx
(oropharyngel cancer)s shown in Figuredl Overall, 35,395 people with a history of
oropharyngeatancerwere alive in California on January2D13. The counties with the highest
prevalence weréMarin and Mariposéaluolumne These counties had thé2and 3% highest
ageadjusted incidence rates in the state for 2003 to 2@4¢® Appendix Table AL¥

Stanislaus, Riverside, San Bernardino, Fresno, Sutter, Monterey, Imperial, Merced, Santa Clara,
San Benito, Madera, Los Agigs, Tulare, Iny®dono all had low prevalence and low age

adjusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2Q1@nging from 38 to 47" in the state'® SierraYuba,

Kings, and Kern all had low prevalence but fairl lage-adjusted incidence rates (Sief¥aba

12", Kings 18, Kern 1), which could represent poor survivorshigee Appendix Table AL3
Primary risk factors for oropharyngeal cancer include tobacco use, frégleshol

consumption, and infection with human papillomavirus (HP\The fiveyear relative survival

for all stages of oropharyngeal cancer is 66°5%.




Oral Cavity and Pharynx

Figure 19. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County Prevalence Count (a Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
Los Angeles-Orange 14,354,350 0.09¢9
Los Angeles I 9,984,389 0.089
Orange ] 3,099,869 0.109
Ventura || 837,019 0.109
Santa Barbara || 433,073 0.109
Bay Area I 7,389,323 0.119
Santa Clara | 1,849,043 0.099
Alameda | 1,566,434 0.109
Contra Costa ] 1,086,241 0.119
San Francisco || 832,438 0.139
San Mateo || 743,037 0.139
Sonoma || 492,821 0.139
Marin | 257,110 0.189
Solano || 422,570 0.119
Napa | 139,629 0.139
Inland Empire I 4,361,625 0.079
Riverside | 2,278,703 0.089
San Bernardino | ] 2,082,922 0.079
Central Valley I 4,056,058 0.079
Kern ] 859,821 0.089
Fresno | ] 951,436 0.079
San Joaquin | | 702,777 0.089
Stanislaus | 523,479 0.089
Tulare I 452,603 0.069
Merced | 166 262,440 0.069
Kings | 128 151,179 0.089
Madera | 117 152,323 0.089
San Diego-Imperial I 3,494 3,370,391 0.109
San Diego ] 3,375 3,193,705 0.119
Imperial | 119 176,686 0.079
Sacramento Region ] 2,465 2,303,129 0.119
Sacramento | 1,452 1,455,103 0.109
Placer | 418 364,373 0.119
El Dorado ] 276 181,185 0.159
Yolo I 174 204,224 0.099
Nevada | 145 98,244 0.159
Northern California - 1,399 . 1,116,541 0.139
Shasta | 264 178,682 0.159
Butte | 246 221,561 0.119
Del Norte-Humboldt I 206 162,609 0.139
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama I 152 112,474 0.149
Mendocino | 134 87,292 0.159
Lake | 88 63,923 0.149
Sutter | 87 95,012 0.099
Siskiyou-Trinity | 83 57,498 0.149
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas \ 70 61,264 0.119
Sierra-Yuba \ 69 76,226 0.099
Central Coast L] 1,051 1,028,218 0.109
San Luis Obispo ] 357 275,541 0.139
Monterey ] 347 427,457 0.08¢
Santa Cruz ] 299 267,975 0.119
San Benito \ 48 57,245 0.089
High Sierra ] 292 187,005 0.169
Mariposa-Tuolumne I 142 71,792 0.209
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras I 125 82,539 0.159
Inyo-Mono \ 25 32,674 0.089
California 35,395 38,166,64 0.09¢9
Prevalence
[0.06%-0.0990.10%-0.1290.13%-0.16 01 776:0120% >
Population Size
| 32,674-99,999 100,000-499,999 500,000-999,999 1,000,000-3,999,999| 4,000,000-9,999,999]| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Testis

The conplete prevalence Y region and county for testidar cancer is shown in Figure.20
Overall, 26,94Menwith a history of testicular cancevere alive in California on January 1,
2013. The countiewith the highest prevalence wemdarin, Santa Cruz, Sani€®bispo, and
AlpineAmadorCalaverasAll of these counties had high agejusted incidence rates for 2003
to 2012, ranking ? (AlpineAmadorCalaveras),'s(Santa Cruz),"7(San Luis Obispo), and™2
(Marin) in the statgsee Appendix Table AL¥

Kern, Imperial, Riverside, San Joaquin, Sutter, San Bernardino, Fresno, Tulare, Merced, Madera,
and LasseiModoc-Plumas alhadlow prevalence antbw ageadjusted incidace rates for

2003 to 2012ranging from 25 to 45" in the state’® The median age at diagnosis for testicular
cancer is 3¥ears,and it is the most frequently diagnosed cancer among men aged 207 34.

It is more commorin white men and in men who have had an undescended testicle, abhorma
development of the testiclesyr a family history of testicular cancét.The fiveyear relative

survival for all stages oésticular cancer is 94.4%.




Testis

Figure 20. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County

Prevalence Count (a)

Total Population (b)

Prevalence (a/b)*100

Los Angeles-Orange
Los Angeles
Orange
Ventura
Santa Barbara

Bay Area
Santa Clara
Alameda
Contra Costa
San Francisco
San Mateo
Sonoma
Solano
Marin
Napa

Inland Empire
San Bernardino
Riverside

Central Valley
Fresno
Kern
San Joaquin
Stanislaus
Tulare
Merced
Kings
Madera

San Diego-Imperial
San Diego
Imperial

Sacramento Region
Sacramento
Placer
El Dorado
Yolo
Nevada

Northern California
Butte
Shasta
Del Norte-Humboldt
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama
Mendocino
Sierra-Yuba
Sutter
Siskiyou-Trinity
Lake
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas

Central Coast
Santa Cruz
Monterey
San Luis Obispo
San Benito

High Sierra

California

Mariposa-Tuolumne-Inyo-Mond
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras

(o2
(o2}
o)
IS

873 |1

286
277
266
44
174

88

86
26,949

7,091,415
4,924,930
1,533,555
415,311
217,619
3,665,877
929,577
768,140
530,365
423,695
365,822
242,074
210,859
125,749F
69,596
2,172,472
1,037,114
1,135,358
2,043,840
475,283
441,242
349,906
259,197
227,133
132,585
84,367
74,127
1,696,084
1,605,392
90,692
1,128,803
712,364
177,908
90,621
99,424
48,486
562,575
109,913
87,665
82,917
56,602
43,541
38,561
47,331
28,821
31,980
35,244
522,448
133,346
219,691
140,731
28,680
96,789
54,187

42,602
18,980,30

0.149
0.149
0.169
0.169
0.169
0.169
0.159
0.149
0.149
0.189
0.179
0.159
0.149
0.229
0.149
0.119
0.129
0.109
0.129
0.129
0.129
0.129
0.149
0.109
0.109
0.139
0.109
0.159
0.159
0.109
0.159
0.159
0.149
0.189
0.149
0.189
0.169
0.189
0.189
0.189
0.149
0.179
0.169
0.129
0.169
0.139
0.109
0.179
0.219
0.139
0.199
0.159
0.189
0.169
0.209
0.149

Prevalence

[0.10%-0.1298.13%-0.159%0.16%-0.18 /0119762012241

Population Size

| 16,900-49,999

50,000-249,999

250,000-499,999

500,000-1,999,999"| 2,000,000-4,999,999| 5,000,000-7,091,415




Ovary

The complete prevalenceylregion and county for ovean cancer is shown in Figure.21
Overall, 23,590 womewith a history of ovariarwancerwere alive in California on Janyat,
2013. The countiewith the highest prevalence wemdarin, Nevada, Lake, and Maripesa
Tuolumnelnyo-Mono. These counties had high agdjusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2012,
ranking1® (Nevada), 8 (Marin), 9" (MariposaTuolumne), and 18 (Lakg in the state(see
Appendix Table A)3°

Fresno, Riverside, Kern, Stanislaus, Merced, San Joaquin, Kings, Imperial, and Madera all had
low prevalence and low agadjusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2Qt&nging from 26" to 46"

in the state’® Tulare had a low prevalence but a fairly high-aggusted incidence rate (13,°
which could indicate poor survivorshid/omen witha family historyof the diseasgespecially
in a first degree relative, are at increased risk of ovarian caffcEne median age at diagnosis

for ovarian cancer is 6ars,and the fiveyear relative survival for all stages is 49 4%5.




Ovary

Figure 21. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County

Prevalence Count (a)

Los Angeles-Orange
Los Angeles
Orange
Ventura
Santa Barbara

Bay Area
Santa Clara
Alameda
Contra Costa
San Francisco
San Mateo
Sonoma
Solano
Marin
Napa

Inland Empire
San Bernardino
Riverside

Central Valley
Fresno
Kern
San Joaquin
Stanislaus
Tulare
Merced
Madera
Kings

San Diego-Imperial
San Diego
Imperial

Sacramento Region
Sacramento
Placer
El Dorado
Yolo
Nevada

Northern California
Butte
Shasta
Del Norte-Humboldt
Mendocino
Colusa_Glenn-Tehama
Lake
Sutter
Siskiyou-Trinity
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas
Sierra-Yuba

Central Coast
Monterey
San Luis Obispo
Santa Cruz
San Benito

High Sierra

Alpine-Amador-Calaveras
California

Mariposa-Tuolumne-Inyo-Mon

Total Population (b)

Prevalence (a/b)*100

109
57
44
1,932
1,867
65
1,378
783
242
129
115
109
741 |9
133
122
114
77
70
69
51
39
38
28
681 |
250
203
188
40
180
109
71

23,590

——*-------|||""'-|-|"'--"'I-'|

7,262,935
5,059,459
1,566,314

421,708
215,454
3,723,446
919,466
798,294
555,876
408,743
377,215
250,747
211,711
131,361
70,033
2,189,153
1,045,808
1,143,345
2,012,218
476,153
418,579
352,871
264,282
225,470
129,855
78,196
66,812
1,674,307
1,588,313
85,994
1,174,326
742,739
186,465
90,564
104,800
49,758[1
553,966
111,648
91,017
79,692
43,751
55,872
31,9430
47,681
28,677
26,020
37,665
505,770
207,766
134,810
134,629
28,565
90,216.
50,279
39,937
19,186,337

0.139
0.139
0.139
0.149
0.149
0.149
0.139
0.139
0.139
0.169
0.169
0.169
0.149
0.209
0.179
0.109
0.119
0.099
0.099
0.099
0.099
0.099
0.109
0.099
0.089
0.079
0.079
0.129
0.129
0.089
0.129
0.119
0.139
0.149
0.119
0.229
0.139
0.129
0.139
0.149
0.189
0.139
0.229
0.119
0.149
0.159
0.079
0.139
0.129
0.159
0.149
0.149
0.209
0.229
0.189
0.129

Prevalence

[0.07%-0.109%9.11%-0.1490.15%-0.1 740/ 18%6:0122¢ o

Population Size

[ 15774-49,999

50,000-249,999

250,000-499,999

500,000°1,999/9990] 2,000,000-4,999,099] 5,000,000-7,262,935




Hodgkin Lymphoma

The complete prevalenceylregion and county for Hodgklymphoma is shown in Figure.22
Overall, 19,337 people with a histoof Hodgkin lymphomeere alive in California on January
1,2013. The counties witthe highest prevalence wei®an Francisco, Solano, Napa, Del Norte
Humboldt, Mendocino, Siskiyelrinity, and Santa Cruzhese counties had high agejusted
incidence ates for 2003 to 2012, ranking' {SiskiyouTrinity), 4" (Solano), 8 (San Francisco),
7™ (Mendocino), 18 (Santa Cruz), 1"(Del NorteHumboldt), and 16 (Napa) in the statésee
Appendix Table A28°

SanBernardino, Riverside, Kern, Tulare, Madera, Kings, and Impaddbw prevalence and
low ageadjusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2Qtanging from 24 to 44" in the state’® San
Joaquin and Fresno had lgwevalence but fairly high agadjusted incidence rates (1'3and
18", respectively)® whichmayindicate poor survivorship in these counti@e median age at
diagnosis for Hodgkin lymphoma is B8ars,and the five-year relative survival for all stages is
84.9%:* Hodgkin lymphoma is more common in mand in people with aaimily history of
Hodgkin lymphoma opast infection with EpsteiBarr virus®*




Hodgkin Lymphoma

Figure 22. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County Prevalence Count (a) Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
Los Angeles-Orange 14,354,35 0.059
Los Angeles s 5,059 9,984,389 0.059
Orange I 3,099,869 0.059
Ventura || 837,019 0.069
Santa Barbara ] 433,073 0.059
Bay Area I 7,389,323 0.069
Santa Clara ] 1,849,043 0.069
Alameda ] 1,566,434 0.059
San Francisco ] 832,438 0.079
Contra Costa | ] 1,086,241] 0.059
San Mateo | ] 743,037 0.069
Solano ] 422,570 0.079
Sonoma || 492,821 0.069
Marin ] 257,110 0.069
Napa | 139,629F 0.079
Inland Empire I 4,361,625 0.049
San Bernardino | 2,082,922 0.049
Riverside | ] 2,278,703 0.049
Central Valley I 4,056,058 0.049
Fresno | ] 951,436 0.049
San Joaquin || 702,777 0.049
Kern || 859,821 0.039
Stanislaus ] 523,479 0.059
Tulare I 452,603 0.049
Merced I 127 262,440 0.059
Madera | 65 152,323 0.049
Kings | 53 151,179 0.049
San Diego-Imperial ] 1,757 3,370,391 0.059
San Diego ] 1,696 3,193,705 0.059
Imperial | 61 176,686 0.039
Sacramento Region ] 1,221 2,303,129 0.059
Sacramento | 762 1,455,103 0.059
Placer | 186 364,373 0.059
Yolo | 111 204,224 0.059
El Dorado I 108 181,185 0.069
Nevada | 54 98,244 0.059
Northern California ] 632 |1 1,116,541 0.069
Shasta I 115 178,682 0.069
Butte I 114 221,561 0.059
Del Norte-Humboldt I 109 162,609 0.079
Mendocino | 61 87,292 0.079
Colusa-Glenn-Tehama | 55 112,474 0.059
Siskiyou-Trinity \ 41 57,498 0.079
Lassen-Modoc-Plumas | 37 61,264 0.069
Sierra-Yuba \ 37 76,226 0.059
Sutter \ 32 95,012 0.039
Lake \ 31 63,923 0.059
Central Coast || 570 | 1,028,218 0.069
Monterey ] 205 427,457 0.059
Santa Cruz I 176 267,975 0.079
San Luis Obispo 1 161 275,541 0.069
San Benito \ 28 57,245 0.059
High Sierra | 105 187,005 0.069
Mariposa-Tuolumne-Inyo-Mond 63 104,466 0.069
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras \ 42 82,539 0.059
California 19,337 38,166,64 0.059
Prevalence
[0.03%-0.0490.05%-0.06/0MN0I0 7%
Population Size
| 32,674-99,999 100,000-499,999 500,000-999,999 1,000,000-3,999,999| 4,000,000-9.999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Brain and CNS

The complete prevalenceylregion and county for brain and central nervous systeNS)C
cancer is shown in Figure 2Q8verall, 16,415 people with a history of brairdd®@NS cancer
were alive in California on January2D13. The countiewith the highest prevalence were
Sonoma, Marin, El Dorad@plusaGlennTehama, Mendocino, Sierduba, LasseModoc
Plumas, and AlpinAmadorCalaverasThese counties had high agejusted incidence rates
for 2003 to 2012, ranking™(Marin), 2% (Sonoma), 9 (SierraYuba), 12 (LasserModoc
Plumas), 18 (ColusaGlennTehama), and (El Dorado) in the stat¥.Mendocino and
AlpineAmada-Calaverafiad high prevalence but low agaljusted incidence rates for 2003 to
2012 ranking 4% and 429in the state respectively(see Appendix Table AL¥ This could
reflect good survivorship in these &g

RiversideTulare, Madera, and Imperial had low prevalence and lowaatjested incidence
rates for 2003 to 2012, ranging from b 46" in the state’® The cause of most adult brain
and spinal cord tumors unknown®? The median age at diagnodisr CNS cances 58years,
and the fiveyear relative survival for all stages33.8%>




Brain and Central Nervous System

Figure 23. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County

Los Angeles
Orange
Ventura
Santa Barbara
Bay Area
Santa Clara
Alameda
Contra Costa
San Francisco
San Mateo
Sonoma
Solano
Marin
Napa
Inland Empire

Riverside
Central Valley

Fresno

Kern

San Joaquin

Stanislaus

Tulare

Merced

Kings

Madera

San Diego
Imperial

Sacramento
Placer

El Dorado
Yolo
Nevada

Butte

Mendocino
Sutter
Sierra-Yuba
Lake

Central Coast

Santa Cruz
High Sierra

California

Los Angeles-Orange

San Bernardino

San Diego-Imperial

Sacramento Region

Northern California
Shasta-Siskiyou-Trinity

Del Norte-Humboldt
Colusa-Glenn-Tehama

Lassen-Modoc-Plumas
Monterey-San Benito

San Luis Obispo

Maripo-Tuolumne-Inyo-Mono
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras

Prevalence Count (a)

58
46
1,422
1,364
58
1,076
649
199
103
76
49
554
129
81

77
63

51
45
43
28

37
491
234
134
123
96

49
47
16,415

Total Population (b)

Prevalence (a/b)*100

14,354,350
9,984,389
3,099,869

837,019
433,073
7,389,323
1,849,043
1,566,434
1,086,241
832,438
743,037
492,821
422,570

257,110

139,629

4,361,625

2,082,922

2,278,703

4,056,058

951,436
859,821
702,777
523,479
452,603
262,440
151,179
152,323
3,370,391
3,193,705
176,686
2,303,129
1,455,103
364,373“
181,185
204,224
98,244
1,116,541
279,059
178,682
162,609
112,474
87,292
95,012

0.049
0.049
0.059
0.049
0.049
0.059
0.059
0.059
0.059
0.059
0.059
0.069
0.059
0.069
0.059
0.039
0.049
0.039
0.049
0.049
0.049
0.059
0.049
0.039
0.059
0.049
0.039
0.049
0.049
0.039
0.059
0.049
0.059
0.069
0.049
0.059
0.059
0.059
0.059
0.059
0.069
0.069
0.059
0.069
0.049
0.069
0.059
0.059
0.059
0.059
0.059
0.059
0.069
0.049

Prevalence

0.03% 0.04%

005% 0065

Population Size

32,674-99,999

100,000-499,999

500,000-999,999

1,000,0003999/999)]4,000,000-9,999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Stomach

The complete prevalenceylregion and county for stoath cancer is shown in Figure. 24
Overall, 11,669 people with a history of stomaamncerwere alive in Cdlbrnia on January 1,
2013. San Francisco had the highest prevalgiotiewed by Los Angeles, San Mateo, and
Marin. San Francisco, Los Angeles, and San Mateo had higldjageed incidence rates in
2003 to 2012ranking 29, 39 and 6" in the state respectively*® Marin, however, ranked 338
in the state for ageadjusted incidence during this time peri¢ste Appendix Table A1L& The
high prevalence but low incidence in Maraould indicate good survivorship.

Sonoma, Riverside, San Bernardino, Fresno, San Joaquin, Stanislaus, Tulare, Merced, Kings,
Madera, San Diego, Imperial, Platdvada, Yolo, El Dorado, ShaStakiyouTrinity, Colusa
Glenn-TehamaMendocincLake, Buttd_asserModoc-Plumas, SutteBierraYuba, Del Norte
Humboldt, San Luis Obispo, Santa Cruz, and Alna@dorCalaverasnyo-Mono all had low
prevalence Of these low prevalence counties, Imperial, San Joaquin, Kings, Faesn®an
Bernardino had high agedjusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2Qtanking £ (Imperial), '
(San Joaquin),"8(Kings), 18 (Fresno), and 1 (San Bernardino) in the stateee Appendix
Table A18° Low prevalence but high incideno®ayreflect poor survivorshipDietary factors
(e.g., high intake amoked foodslow intake offruits and vegetables), stomach disease,
smoking, and family history are risk factors for stomach cafic®@omach cancer is more
common in men, and theedianage at diagnosis is 6&ars> Thefive-year relative survival
for all stages combined is 30.4%.




Stomach

Figure 24. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County Prevalence Count (a) Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
Los Angeles-Orange 14,354,350 0.049
Los Angeles 9,984,389 0.049
Orange 3,099,869 0.039
Ventura 837,019 0.039
Santa Barbara 433,073 0.039
Bay Area 7,389,323 0.03Y
Santa Clara 1,849,043 0.03¢
Alameda || 1,566,434 0.039
San Francisco H 832,438 0.05¢
San Mateo || 743,037 0.049
Contra Costa | ] 1,086,241 0.039
Sonoma I 492,821 0.029
Solano I 422570 0.039
Marin I 257,110 0.049
Napa | 139,629 0.039
Inland Empire | 813 4,361,625 0.029
Riverside || 413 2,278,703 0.029
San Bernardino || 400 2,082,922 0.029
Central Valley | 911 4,056,058 0.029
Kern ] 247 951,436 0.039
Fresno ] 178 859,821 0.029
San Joaquin ] 172 702,777 0.029
Stanislaus I 111 523,479 0.029
Tulare | 89 452,603 0.029
Merced | 42 262,440 0.029
Kings | 37 152,323 0.029
Madera | 35 151,179 0.029
San Diego-Imperial ] 735 3,370,391 0.029
San Diego || 694 3,193,705 0.029
Imperial | 41 176,686 0.029
Sacramento Region ] 560 2,303,129 0.02¢9
Sacramento || 368 1,455,103 0.039
Placer-Nevada I 106 462,617 0.029
Yolo | 47 204,224 0.029
El Dorado | 39 181,185 0.029
Northern California | 228 . 1,116,541 0.02¢9
Shasta-Siskiyou-Trinity | 55 279,059 0.029
Colusa-Glenn-Tehama-Mendocino-Lake 52 263,689 0.029
Butte-Lassen-Modoc-Plumas | 46 239,946 0.029
Sutter-Sierra-Yuba | 40 171,238 0.029
Del Norte-Humboldt | 35 162,609 0.029
Central Coast I 248 . 1,028,218] 0.029
Monterey-San Benito 1 137 484,702 0.03¢9
San Luis Obispo | 59 275,541 0.02¢9
Santa Cruz | 52 267,975 0.02¢9
High Sierra | 53 187,005 0.039
Mariposa-Tuolumne | 27 82,539 0.03¢
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras-Inyo-Mono | 26 104,466 0.029
California 11,669 38,166,640 0.039

Prevalence

[ 0.02% 0.03% 0.04% [ 0.05% |

Population Size
| 32,674-99,999 100,000-499,999 500,000-999,999 1,000,000-3,999,999| 4,000,000—9,999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Liver and Intrahepatic Bile Duct

The complete prevalenceylregion and county for liver and intrahepatic bile duBtX) cancer
is shown in Figure® Overall, 8,757 people with a history of liver and IBD caweee alve in
Calfornia on January 2013. San Francisco had the highest prevalgintiewed by Santa
Clara, Alameda, San Mateo, Sonoma, Nevada, and SantaOCthese high prevalence
counties,San Francisco, Santa Clara, Alameda, and San Mateo had higdtjuesied incidence
rates in 2003 to 201,2anking £, 2", 6", and 12" in the state respectively:’ Sonoma, Santa
Cruz, and Nevada had fairly low aagijusted incidence ratesanking 2#', 339, and 39" in the
state, respectivelyfor that time period(see Appendix Table ALY High prevalence but low
incidence in these three countigsayrepresent good survivorship.

Most counties had low prevalence@.01%0.02%)of liver and IBD canceand manyof these
low prevalence countiealso had low agadjusted incidence ratefor 2003 to 2014San Luis
Obispe32"™, Riverside37", Marin-40", Ventura42™, Placer3“, El Doradet5"™).° Fresno,
Kings, Sacramento, Los Angeles, San Joaaudn,ake had low prevalence but high age
adjusted incidence rates from 2003 to 2Qt&nking ¥ (Imperial), £ (Fresno), B (Kings), 8
(Sacramento), 9 (Los Angeles), 0San Joaquin),nal 11" (Lake) in the staté’ Low
prevalence but high incidence can indicate poor survivorghygr cancer is more common in
men and in people with a history of hepatitis or cirrho¥i$he median age at diagnosis is 63
years,and the fiveyear relative survival for all stages is 17.5%.




Liver and Intrahepatic Bile Duct

Figure 25. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County Prevalence Count (a) Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
Los Angeles-Orange 14,354,350 0.029
Los Angeles 9,984,389 0.029
Orange ] 3,099,869 0.029
Ventura | 837,019 0.029
Santa Barbara | 433,073 0.029
Bay Area . 2 7,389,323 0.03Y
Santa Clara I 1,849,043 0.039
San Francisco ] 832,438(1 0.069
Alameda I 1,566,434 0.039
San Mateo ] 743,037 0.039
Contra Costa ] 1,086,241 0.029
Sonoma | 492,821 0.039
Solano | 422570 0.029
Marin I 257,110 0.029
Napa | 139,629 0.029
Inland Empire I 4,361,625 0.029
San Bernardino ] 2,082,922 0.029
Riverside | 2,278,703 0.019
Central Valley I 4,056,058 0.029
Fresno | 951,436 0.029
San Joaquin | 702,777 0.029
Kern ] 859,821 0.019
Stanislaus | 523,479 0.019
Tulare | 452,603 0.019
Merced | 262,440 0.029
Madera | 152,323 0.029
Kings | 151,179 0.029
San Diego-Imperial I 747 3,370,391 0.029
San Diego ] 710 3,193,705 0.029
Imperial | 37 176,686 0.029
Sacramento Region ] 505 2,303,129 0.029
Sacramento ] 336 1,455,103 0.029
Placer I 70 364,373 0.029
El Dorado | 41 204,224 0.029
Yolo | 32 181,185 0.029
Nevada | 26 98,244 0.039
Northern California E 233 . 1,116,541 0.029
Colusa-Glenn-Tehama-Mendocino-Lal 61 263,689 0.029
Butte-Lassen-Modoc-Plumas | 60 282,825 0.029
Shasta-Siskiyou-Trinity | 42 236,180 0.029
Del Norte-Humboldt | 35 162,609 0.029
Sutter-Sierra-Yuba | 35 171,238 0.029
Central Coast ] 2371 1,028,218 0.029
Monterey-San Benito ] 107 484,702 0.029
Santa Cruz | 71 267,975 0.039
San Luis Obispo | 59 275,541 0.029
High Sierra | 45 187,005 0.029
Mariposa-Tuolumne-Inyo-Mono-Alping 45 187,005 0,029
Amador-Calaveras
California 8,757 38,166,640 0.029

Prevalence

[0.01%-0.0299.03%-0.0496105%6:01065 5
Population Size
[ 32674-99,999 100,000-499,999 e CEEEE N 15000,000-31999;999]  4,000,000-9,999,999] 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Larynx

The complete prevalenceylregion and county for cancer thfe larynx is shown in Figure 26
Overall, 8,455 people with a history of canoéthe larynxwere alive in Cdtrnia on Janary 1,
2013.MendocincLakehad the highest prevalenc&llowed bySan Francisco, San Mateo,
Sonoma, Solano, Marin, Napa, El Dorado, Nevada, BatiserModoc-Plumas, Shasta
SiskiyouTrinity, Del NorteHumboldt, SuttefSierraYuba, Colus&lennTehamaMariposa
Tuolumnelnyo-Mono, and AlpineAmadorCalaverasAmong these high prevalence counties,
Lake, Colus&lennTehama, Del Nortélumboldt, and Mendocino all had high agdjusted
incidence rates in 2003 to 201&nging from I (Lake) to 18 (Mendocho)° Some of these
high prevalence counties had low agdjusted incidence rates in 2003 to 2Qir&luding San
Mateo (30"), Nevada (3%), El Dorado (3%, and Marin (4%), whichmayindicate good
survivorslip (sese Appendix Table A2

Fresno and Montereypan Benito were the only counties in the lowest prevalence category.
These counties also had low agéjusted irtidence rates from 2003 to 2012 (3and 45",
respectively):° Tobacco products and alcohol are risk factors for laryngeal cdndée median
age at diagnosis is 8&ars,and the fiveyear relative survival for all stages is 60.7%.




Larynx

Figure 26. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County

Los Angeles-Orange
Los Angeles
Orange
Ventura
Santa Barbara
Bay Area
Santa Clara
Alameda
Contra Costa
San Francisco
San Mateo
Sonoma
Solano
Marin
Napa
Inland Empire
Riverside
San Bernardino
Central Valley
Kern
San Joaquin
Fresno
Stanislaus
Tulare-Kings
Merced
Madera
San Diego-Imperial
San Diego
Imperial
Sacramento Region
Sacramento
Placer
El Dorado
Yolo
Nevada
Northern California
Butte-Lassen-Modoc-Plumas
Shasta-Siskiyou-Trinity
Mendocino-Lake
Del Norte-Humboldt
Sutter-Sierra-Yuba
Colusa-Glenn-Tehama
Central Coast
Monterey-San Benito
Santa Cruz
San Luis Obispo
High Sierra
Mariposa-Tuolumne-Inyo-Mon
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras
California

Prevalence Count (a)

Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
14,354,350 0.029
9,984,389 0.029
3,099,869 0.029
837,019 0.029
433,073 0.029
7,389,323 0.029
1,849,043 0.029
1,566,434 0.029
1,086,241 0.029
832,438 0.039
743,037 0.039
492,821 0.039
422,570 0.039
257,110 0.039
139,629 0.039
4,361,625 0.029
2,278,703 0.029
2,082,922 0.029
4,056,058 0.029
859,821 0.029
702,777 0.029
951,436 0.019
523,479 0.029
603,782 0.029
262,440 0.029
152,323 0.029
3,370,391 0.029
3,193,705 0.029
176,686 0.029
2,303,129 0.029
1,455,103 0.029
364,373 0.029
181,185 0.039
204,224 0.029
98,244 0.039
1,116,541 0.039
282,825 0.039
236,180 0.039
151,215 0.049
162,609 0.039
171,238 0.039
112,474 0.039
1,028,218 0.029
484,702 0.019
267,975 0.029
275,541 0.029
187,005 0.039
104,466 0.039
82,539 0.039
38,166,640 0.029

Prevalence

0.01% 0.02%

003% 008

Population Size

32,674-99,999 100,000-499,999

500,000-999,999

1,000,0003999/999)]4,000,000-9,999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35(




Pancreas

The complete prevalenceylregion and county for cancer ofdlparcreas is shown in Rige 27.
Overall, 5,849 people with a history of canoéthe pancreasvere alive in Cdtrnia on
January 12013. Mariposaruolumne had the highest prevalendellowed by El Dorado and
NevadaThese counties had high agéjusted incidence rates for 28@o 2012, ranking? (El
Dorado), 6' (Nevada), and 13(MariposaTuolumne)!’ Lake and Napa counties had high age
adjusted incidence rates for 2003 to 2012'éhd 5" in the state respectively, but were in
lower prevalence groups (0.02%)hichmayindicate poor survivorshifsee Appendix Table
A21).1°

Los Angeles, Riverside, San Bernardino, Fresno, San Joaquin, KerrKihgkar8tanislaus,
Merced,San Diegdmperial, SutterSierraYubaButte-LasseiModocPlumas, San Luis Obispo
had low prevalence. Most of these counties also had lowatjested incidence rates for 2003
to 2012 except for Butte, Merced, and San Joaquihich ranked %, 4", and 18 in the sate,
respectively(see Appendix Table A21° A low prevalence but high incidence can indicate poor
survivorshipPancreatic cancer has a very poor suryiwdgh a fiveyear relative survival for all
stages of oly 7.6%: The median age at diagnosis isy&ars,and risk factors include smoking,
being overweight, and having a history of diabetes or chronic pancreititis.




Pancreas

Figure 27. Estimated Complete Prevalence by Region and County, California, January 1, 2013

County Prevalence Count (a) Total Population (b) Prevalence (a/b)*100
Los Angeles-Orange 14,354,350 0.029
Los Angeles 9,984,389 0.019
Orange 3,099,869 0.029
Ventura 837,019 0.029
Santa Barbara 433,073 0.029
Bay Area 7,389,323 0.029
Santa Clara 1,849,043 0.029
Alameda 1,566,434 0.029
Contra Costa 1,086,241 0.029
San Francisco 832,438 0.029
San Mateo 743,037 0.029
Sonoma 492,821 0.029
Solano 422,570 0.029
Marin 257,110 0.029
Napa 139,629 0.029
Inland Empire 4,361,625 0.019
Riverside 2,278,703] 0.019
San Bernardino 2,082,922 0.019
Central Valley 4,056,058 0.019
Fresno 951,436 0.019
San Joaquin 702,777 0.019
Kern 859,821 0.019
Tulare-Kings 603,782 0.019
Stanislaus 523,479 0.019
Merced 262,440 0.019
San Diego-Imperial 3,370,391 0.019
San Diego-Imperial 3,370,391, 0.019
Sacramento Region 2,303,129 0.029
Sacramento-Yolo 1,659,327 0.029
Placer 364,373 0.029
El Dorado 181,185 0.039
Nevada 98,244 0.039
Northern California 1,116,541 0.029
Sutter-Sierra-Yuba-Butte-Lassen-Modoc-Plum 454,063 0.019
Colusa-Glenn-Tehama-Mendocino-Lake 263,689 0.029
Shasta-Siskiyou-Trinity 236,180 0.029
Del Norte-Humboldt 162,609 0.029
Central Coast 1,028,218] 0.029
Monterey-San Benito 484,702 0.029
Santa Cruz 267,975 0.029
San Luis Obispo 275,541 0.019
High Sierra 187,005 0.039
Mariposa-Tuolumne 71,792 0.049
Alpine-Amador-Calaveras-Inyo-Mono 115,213 0.029
California 38,166,64 0.029

Prevalence

[ 0.01% | 0.02% | 0.03% [N004%0

Population Size
| 32,674-99,999 100,000-499,999 500,000-999,999 1,000,000-3,999,999| 4,000,000—9,999,999| 10,000,000-14,354,35




Conclusion

This report provides an estimate of the burden of cancer in Califd#oae than 1.4 million
people with a history of one of the twentyne cancers described this report were alive on
January 12013.As detailed in this report, there are differences in cancer prevalencabger
site,age groupandcounty. Geographidifferencesmaybe dueto regional and county
variationsin risk factorsor the availability ohighquality cancer careDisparities in access to
quality cancer carean result in differences in screening and treatmevitich can affect
survivorship

Becawsecancemrevalence is a function d¢foth incidence and mortalityprevalence dataeed

to be interpretedcarefullywhen pursuing interventions to lower the population burden of

cancer For many cancer sitedifferences irprevalenceare not directly reated todifferences

in incidencebut instead todifferences in survivorshifocal health officers, can use the
prevalence estimates calculatedtims report, in conjunction with incidencdata, to inform the
assesmient of cancer caren their countiesHndingsmaydirectlocalresources towards
improvemensin cancerprevention andcareprogramssuch asncreasedscreeningand early
detection efforts cancer education classes, programs to decrease risk factors such as smoking,
support groups, andddresing barriers to treatment such as transportatitmtreatment and
lodgingduring treatment
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Appendix A

Table A1l. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Female Breast, 2003 - 2012

County
Mariposa - Tuolumne
Placer

Marin
Sonoma
Butte

San Mateo
Yolo

Contra Costa
Nevada
Ventura
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras
Napa

El Dorado

San Diego

Santa Barbara

San Luis Obispo
Sacramento

Solano

Santa Cruz

Shasta

Orange

Alameda

Santa Clara

Del Norte - Humboldt
San Francisco
Mendocino

Inyo - Mono
Riverside

Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
Los Angeles
Stanislaus

San Joaquin

Sierra - Yuba
Siskiyou - Trinity
Kern

Fresno

San Bernardino
Monterey

San Benito

Kings

Lake

Merced

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas
Sutter

Tulare

Madera

Imperial

STATE

Note: All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. Standard Population; Rates generated on Dec 1, 2016; Based on December 2015 Ext

353404
1691072
1262843
2411753
1098658
3587812
994849
5245888
494169
4065648
404796
669875
886389
15053408
2071864
1288381
7087050
2054468
1290029
898261
15031636
7547419
8621572
790146
3885374
438847
156192
10335856
549664
49649378
2559720
3353281
360489
290323
3874899
4510240
9965409
1990369
273656
641970
319922
1235326
273073
460820
2116965
752878
796374

183692415

786
2950
2492
4060
1808
5750
1205
7904

978
5708
825
1084
1460

20231
2871
2055
9441
2833

1757

1474
19670
9832
10986

1124
5386
678
235

12176
747
58023
2896
3686

402
484
3890
4654

10028
2201

282
584
483
1142
390
519
1956
768
745

231639

Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate

146.22
143.57
142.86
138.16
136.86
135.71
134.15
133.77
132.76
132.28
131.45
131.13
130.5

129.94
129.7

129.38
129.23
129.16
126.79
126.54
125.42
123.4

123.11
120.09
119.99
119.53
118.13
117.14
117.11
116.91
116.58
114.23
113.47
112.65
112.58
112.46
112.22
112.1

108.14
107.85
107.76
107.26
106.32
106.01
105.21
103.02
97.97

122.19

Table A2. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Prostate, 2003 - 2012

County

Marin

Santa Cruz
San Benito
Monterey
Napa

Contra Costa
San Luis Obispo
Solano
Shasta

San Mateo
Santa Clara
Butte

El Dorado
San Joaquin
Placer
Alameda
San Bernardino
Inyo - Mono
Sacramento
Ventura
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras
Riverside

Del Norte - Humboldt
Sonoma

San Diego

Los Angeles

Nevada

Santa Barbara

Mariposa - Tuolumne
Madera

Fresno

Orange

Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
Siskiyou - Trinity
Imperial

Yolo

Kings

Mendocino

Kern

Tulare

Stanislaus

Merced

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas
Sierra - Yuba

San Francisco

Lake

Sutter

STATE

1224264
1282788
276476
2117475
668006
5001174
1355401
2058544
866232
3473681
8723646
1074587
885390
3337470
1616095
7268767
9889934
166994
6810295
4020639
439035
10271524
819994
2335440
15154896
48321199
483088
2086240
386675
700115
4502635
14745479
554760
290935
853421
947564
844401
437483
4119412
2123395
2507903
1250865
372610
366689
3993664
319612
455610
181802502

2739
2060
376
2692
1224
7807
2366
2887
1628
5231
10999
1762
1592
3867
2656
9279
10162
286
8315
5060
952
12745
1161
3440
17799
53461
997
2594
771
889
4562
17194
818
588
854
947
639
660
3684
1897
2509
1076
495
387
4867
521
449
219944

Population atRisk Cases Age-adjusted Rate

173.29
173.2
171.46
162.22
160.6
158.86
155.29
153.22
149.19
148.9
148.05
146.18
146.08
144.56
143.69
143.42
143.02
142.24
140.21
139.4
139.27
138.52
137.21
136.58
136.36
135.64
135.5
133.63
133.45
133.44
132.95
132.91
132.72
130.45
129.68
127.35
127.03
126.5
123.93
123
122.73
122.72
121.39
118.8
118.71
115.85
105.34
138.68




Table A3. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Colon and Rectum, 2003 - 2012

Table A4. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Melanoma of the Skin, 2003 - 2012

County

Del Norte - Humboldt
Lake

Napa

Stanislaus

Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
San Francisco

San Bernardino
Sonoma

Contra Costa

Solano

Sierra - Yuba
Sacramento

Merced

Los Angeles

Madera

Mariposa - Tuolumne
Mendocino
Riverside

Kern

Ventura

Alameda

San Mateo

Kings

Butte

Alpine - Amador - Calaveras
San Joaquin

El Dorado

Marin

Santa Clara

San Diego

Orange

Tulare

Fresno

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas
Shasta

Inyo - Mono

Imperial

San Benito

Placer

Yolo

Nevada

San Luis Obispo
Siskiyou - Trinity

Sutter

Santa Cruz

Santa Barbara
Monterey

STATE

Note: All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. Standard Population; Rates generated on Dec 1, 2016; Based on December 2015 Extr

1610140
639534
1337881
5067623
1104424
7879038
19855343
4747193
10247062
4113012
727178
13897345
2486191
97970577
1452993
740079
876330
20607380
7994311
8086287
14816186
7061493
1486371
2173245
843831
6690751
1771779
2487107
17345218
30208304
29777115
4240360
9012875
645683
1764493
323186
1649795
550132
3307167
1942413
977257
2643782
581258
916430
2572817
4158104
4107844

365494917

Population at Risk Cases

840
415
760
2093
577
4086
6976
2468
4845
1771
293
5779
844
38909
583
470
460
8345
2687
3331
5949
3292
437
1095
521
2445
852
1348
6644
11719
11578
1373
3055
299
890
153
559
180
1502
618
540
1200
321
335
925
1567
1269

147198

Age-adjusted Rate

48.05
47.1
46.58
46.47
45.7
45.45
45.43
45.41
45.23
4472
44.69
43.89
43.86
43.86
43.4
42.9
42.8
42.59
42.57
42.56
42.21
42.01
41.97
41.86
417
41.59
41.55
41.17
41
40.66
40.62
40.4
39.87
39.63
39.44
39.18
38.92
38.92
38.77
38.24
38.22
38
37.75
36.91
36.4
36.32
343
42.47

County

San Luis Obispo
Marin

Santa Barbara
Placer

Shasta

Sonoma

El Dorado
Mariposa - Tuolumne
Nevada

Santa Cruz
Mendocino
Napa

San Diego
Ventura

Orange

Siskiyou - Trinity
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras
Contra Costa

Butte

Del Norte - Humboldt
Lake

Yolo

San Mateo

Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
Inyo - Mono

Riverside

Sutter

Madera

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas
Sacramento

Santa Clara

Monterey

Sierra - Yuba
Stanislaus

Solano

San Benito

San Bernardino

Kern

San Francisco

Tulare

Alameda

Fresno

San Joaquin

Los Angeles

Kings

Merced

Imperial

STATE

2643782
2487107
4158104
3307167
1764493
4747193
1771779
740079
977257
2572817
876330
1337881
30208304
8086287
29777115
581258
843831
10247062
2173245
1610140
639534
1942413
7061493
1104424
323186
20607380
916430
1452993
645683
13897345
17345218
4107844
727178
5067623
4113012
550132
19855343
7994311
7879038
4240360
14816186
9012875
6690751
97970577
1486371
2486191
1649795
365494917

1286
1327
1446
1277
714
1740
653
321
405
735
306
441
8277
2229
7943
208
298
2662
605
423
196
379
1731
268
86
4264
185
277
155
2640
3191
720
127

769
88
2806
1112
1483
545
2196
1160
861
12766
150
255
134
72707

Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate

42.3
41.67
34.34

34
33.29
32.69
31.57

30.6
29.96
28.64
28.45
28.24
28.15
27.85
27.34
25.74
25.25
24.87
24.28
24.03
23.43
22.53
22.18
2214

22
21.74
20.57
20.04
20.03
19.69
19.18
19.12
18.88
18.86
18.82
17.55
16.94
16.89
16.37
15.56
14.98
14.78
14.34

14
13.58

12.9

9.25
20.58




Table AS5. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Thyroid, 2003 - 2012

Table A6. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Uterine Corpus, 2003 - 2012

County

Placer

Ventura

Fresno

Orange

Monterey

El Dorado

Shasta

Kern

Los Angeles
Santa Cruz

Santa Barbara
Merced

Madera

San Diego

San Mateo
Sacramento
Santa Clara
Stanislaus

San Luis Obispo
Yolo

Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
Sutter

San Francisco
Riverside

Kings

San Joaquin
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras
Nevada

San Benito

Butte

Del Norte - Humboldt
Solano

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas
San Bernardino
Sonoma

Contra Costa

Marin

Tulare

Inyo - Mono
Alameda

Napa

Imperial

Mariposa - Tuolumne
Sierra - Yuba

Lake

Siskiyou - Trinity
Mendocino

STATE

Note: All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. Standard Population; Rates generated on Dec 1, 2016; Based on December 2015

3307167
8086287
9012875
29777115
4107844
1771779
1764493
7994311
97970577
2572817
4158104
2486191
1452993
30208304
7061493
13897345
17345218
5067623
2643782
1942413
1104424
916430
7879038
20607380
1486371
6690751
843831
977257
550132
2173245
1610140
4113012
645683
19855343
4747193
10247062
2487107
4240360
323186
14816186
1337881
1649795
740079
727178
639534
581258
876330

365494917

492
1066
1049
3647

474

218

219

821

10685

293

449

238

154
3278
809
1449
1840
497

286

184

111

87

862
1896

133
593

86
99
47

200

154
376

68
1636

446
952
248
309

32
1254

118

117
63
50
50
51
58

38244

Population atRisk Cases Age-adjusted Rate

14.22
13.1
12.88
12.19
12.09
11.78
11.54
11.31
11.15
11.14
11.03
10.98
10.95
10.91
10.63
10.54
10.48
10.46
10.37
10.3
9.97
9.73
9.65
9.64
9.61
9.57
9.42
9.35
9.19
9.14
9.12
9.03
9.01
8.97
8.9
8.9
8.58
8.42
8.26
8.21
8.2
7.69
7.29
7.23
6.86
6.82
6.01
10.55

County

Del Norte - Humboldt
Solano

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas
San Francisco
Alameda

San Mateo

Sonoma

Contra Costa
Sacramento

Butte

Napa

Mendocino

Los Angeles

Santa Clara

Ventura

San Diego

San Bernardino
Marin

Lake

Yolo

Santa Barbara
Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
Sierra - Yuba

San Benito

Orange

Tulare

Nevada

Placer

San Joaquin

Merced

Shasta

Siskiyou - Trinity
Riverside

San Luis Obispo
Monterey

Stanislaus

Mariposa - Tuolumne
Kern

Santa Cruz

Imperial

El Dorado

Inyo - Mono

Sutter

Madera

Fresno

Kings

Alpine - Amador - Calaveras
STATE

790146
2054468
273073
3885374
7547419
3587812
2411753
5245888
7087050
1098658
669875
438847
49649378
8621572
4065648
15053408
9965409
1262843
319922
994849
2071864
549664
360489
273656
15031636
2116965
494169
1691072
3353281
1235326
898261
290323
10335856
1288381
1990369
2559720
353404
3874899
1290029
796374
886389
156192
460820
752878
4510240
641970
404796

183692415

271
589
96
1139
2010
1072
748
1459
1790
319
200
139
11636
2033
996
3587
2033
414
96
196
489
137
7
54
3371
397
156
442
680
220
245
94
2131
333
397
509
114
692
281
147
224
36
91
130
714
92
108

43184

Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate

27.83
25.96
25.69
24.99
24.96
24.71
24.26
24.14
23.96
23.49
23.29
23.27
23.19
22.63
22.6

22.56
22.38
22.23
22.02
21.86
21.64
21.41
21.35
21.35
21.18
21.08
20.94
20.89
20.59
20.54
20.53
20.38
20.32
20.19
20.11
20.06
19.97
19.76
19.74
19.3

19.05
18.21
18.1

17.5

17.11
16.97
16.57
22.42




Table A7. Invasive and in situ Cancer Incidence Rates for Urinary Bladder, 2003 - 2012

Table A8. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma, 2003 - 2012

County

Lake

Mendocino
Siskiyou - Trinity
Butte

Shasta
Mariposa - Tuolumne
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras
El Dorado

Del Norte - Humboldt
Sonoma

Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
Marin

Napa

Nevada

San Benito

Placer

Santa Cruz

Contra Costa

Santa Barbara

Yolo

Inyo - Mono

Riverside

Ventura

Monterey

San Mateo

Sacramento

Merced

Stanislaus

San Luis Obispo

San Diego

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas
San Bernardino

San Joaquin

Solano

Kern

Sierra - Yuba

Orange

Kings

Santa Clara

Tulare

Los Angeles

Fresno

Madera

Alameda

Sutter

San Francisco

Imperial

STATE

639534
876330
581258
2173245
1764493
740079
843831
1771779
1610140
4747193
1104424
2487107
1337881
977257
550132
3307167
2572817
10247062
4158104
1942413
323186
20607380
8086287
4107844
7061493
13897345
2486191
5067623
2643782
30208304
645683
19855343
6690751
4113012
7994311
727178
29777115
1486371
17345218
4240360
97970577
9012875
1452993
14816186
916430
7879038
1649795

365494917

262
309
237
704
583
280
322
499
419
1301
297
771
392
340
101
873
540
2210
909
329
80
3955
1535
718
1562
2556
371
861
624
5497
142
2792
1090
725
1129
120
5122
180
2823
597
15074
1275
226
2278
148
1440
166
64764

Population atRisk Cases Age-adjusted Rate

29.08
27.86
27.7

26.49
25.53
24.9

24.63
24.62
24.26
24.2

23.94
23.72
23.21
23.07
22.62
22.39
21.96
21.04
20.83
20.65
20.43
20.36
20.03
19.97
19.96
19.85
19.71
19.63
19.55
19.33
19.24
19.11
19.04
19.03
18.81
18.57
18.55
18.16

18

17.98
17.48
17.05
16.94
16.65
16.3

16.01
12.06
19.1

County

San Benito

Marin

Mariposa - Tuolumne
San Mateo

Santa Cruz

Butte

Del Norte - Humboldt
Santa Clara

San Francisco
Contra Costa
Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
Napa

Solano

Sonoma

Monterey

San Diego

Sierra - Yuba
Ventura

Mendocino

Placer

Yolo

Santa Barbara
Orange

San Luis Obispo
Sutter

Alameda

Kings

Merced

Shasta

Los Angeles

Alpine - Amador - Calaveras
Sacramento

Fresno

El Dorado

Stanislaus

Nevada

Kern

Lake

San Bernardino

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas
Tulare

Riverside

San Joaquin

Siskiyou - Trinity
Imperial

Madera

Inyo - Mono

STATE

550132
2487107
740079
7061493
2572817
2173245
1610140
17345218
7879038
10247062
1104424
1337881
4113012
4747193
4107844
30208304
727178
8086287
876330
3307167
1942413
4158104
29777115
2643782
916430
14816186
1486371
2486191
1764493
97970577
843831
13897345
9012875
1771779
5067623
977257
7994311
639534
19855343
645683
4240360
20607380
6690751
581258
1649795
1452993
323186
365494917

Population at Risk Cases

102
693
241
1687
532
540
367
3406
1848
2196
250
328
803
1061
740
5770
129
1569
210
746
326
834
5524
601
178
2770
211
369
409
16547
231
2410
1403
377
822
256
1124
148
2735
130
587
3300
985
145
237
222
64
66163

Age-adjusted Rate
22.29
21.92
21.89
21.85
21.18
21.13
21.02
20.98
20.89
20.64
20.39
20.38
20.05
20.03

20
19.91
19.9
19.84
19.63
19.57
19.49
19.46
19.44
19.43
19.34
19.23
18.97
18.79
18.53
18.46
18.42
18.18
18.15
18.09
18.09
17.85
17.43
17.35
17.15

17

17
16.79
16.58
16.4
16.37
16.25
16.21
18.99

Note: All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. Standard Population; Rates generated on Dec 1, 2016; Based on December 2015 Extract.




Table A9. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Lung and Brounchus, 2003 - 2012 Table A10. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Kidney and Renal Pelvis, 2003 - 2012

County Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate County Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate
Lake 639534 748 83.06 Napa 1337881 293 18.31
Sierra - Yuba 727178 523 80.64 Kings 1486371 204 18.19
Colusa - Glenn - Tehama 1104424 934 73.49 Imperial 1649795 264 18.05
Shasta 1764493 1682 73.13 Solano 4113012 691 16.75
Siskiyou - Trinity 581258 639 72.05 Fresno 9012875 1291 16.61
Mariposa - Tuolumne 740079 783 69.6 Merced 2486191 331 16.44
Butte 2173245 1778 68.05 Tulare 4240360 563 16.08
Del Norte - Humboldt 1610140 1152 65.64 Siskiyou - Trinity 581258 137 15.95
Solano 4113012 2415 63.05 Stanislaus 5067623 729 15.79
Napa 1337881 1015 62.69 Sierra - Yuba 727178 104 15.77
Sutter 916430 573 62.68 Mariposa - Tuolumne 740079 178 15.75
Sacramento 13897345 8009 62.15 Kern 7994311 1040 15.64
Stanislaus 5067623 2742 62.04 San Joaquin 6690751 921 15.32
San Joaquin 6690751 3506 61.46 Sacramento 13897345 2027 15.17
Merced 2486191 1154 60.77 Del Norte - Humboldt 1610140 266 14.89
Kern 7994311 3734 60.75 Madera 1452993 206 14.86
Mendocino 876330 645 58.23 Colusa - Glenn - Tehama 1104424 185 14.82
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 843831 770 58.19 San Diego 30208304 4251 14.7
Lassen - Modoc - Plumas 645683 435 55.97 Santa Barbara 4158104 608 14.63
San Bernardino 19855343 8148 55.02 San Bernardino 19855343 2404 14.6
Madera 1452993 736 54.35 Lake 639534 125 14.57
Kings 1486371 557 54.31 Mendocino 876330 159 14.49
Sonoma 4747193 2879 54.07 Shasta 1764493 323 14.43
Fresno 9012875 4025 53.9 Yolo 1942413 238 14.31
El Dorado 1771779 1100 53.88 El Dorado 1771779 300 14.15
Placer 3307167 2098 53.84 San Mateo 7061493 1089 14.07
San Luis Obispo 2643782 1700 53.82 Lassen - Modoc - Plumas 645683 107 14.06
Yolo 1942413 841 53.18 Butte 2173245 355 14.04
San Diego 30208304 14966 53.14 San Benito 550132 70 13.97
Contra Costa 10247062 5490 53.07 Ventura 8086287 1109 13.93
Riverside 20607380 10351 52.93 Contra Costa 10247062 1488 13.79
Tulare 4240360 1768 52.71 Riverside 20607380 2731 13.77
San Francisco 7879038 4659 52.17 Placer 3307167 530 13.55
Inyo - Mono 323186 201 51.88 Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 843831 180 13.53
Nevada 977257 750 50.86 Santa Clara 17345218 2198 13.25
Alameda 14816186 6944 50.64 Sutter 916430 123 13.07
San Mateo 7061493 3799 48.94 Los Angeles 97970577 11721 12.98
Imperial 1649795 684 48.34 San Luis Obispo 2643782 405 12.85
Orange 29777115 13247 48.14 Nevada 977257 183 12.74
Monterey 4107844 1710 47.6 Monterey 4107844 475 12.57
Ventura 8086287 3542 46.84 Orange 29777115 3455 12.03
Santa Barbara 4158104 1978 46.23 Sonoma 4747193 652 12.03
Marin 2487107 1449 45.24 Inyo - Mono 323186 48 11.93
Los Angeles 97970577 38500 44.59 San Francisco 7879038 1044 11.87
Santa Cruz 2572817 1068 44.51 Alameda 14816186 1712 11.85
Santa Clara 17345218 6899 44.19 Marin 2487107 380 11.47
San Benito 550132 177 41.37 Santa Cruz 2572817 292 11.13
STATE 365494917 173503 51.2 STATE 365494917 48185 13.68

Note: All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. Standard Population; Rates generated on Dec 1, 2016; Based on December 2015 Extract




Table A11. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Leukemia, 2003 - 2012 Table A12. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Cervix Uteri, 2003 - 2012

County Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate County Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate
Napa 1337881 270 17.42 Madera 752878 91 12.58
Mariposa - Tuolumne 740079 175 16.87 Siskiyou - Trinity 290323 37 12.53
Colusa - Glenn - Tehama 1104424 191 15.87 Kings 641970 59 10.52
Butte 2173245 382 15.2 Mendocino 438847 45 10.24
El Dorado 1771779 311 15.07 Imperial 796374 74 10.11
San Benito 550132 69 14.76 Tulare 2116965 181 9.83
San Luis Obispo 2643782 454 14.66 Los Angeles 49649378 4760 9.63
Marin 2487107 453 14.63 Kern 3874899 339 9.61
Santa Barbara 4158104 595 14.09 San Bernardino 9965409 859 9.29
Shasta 1764493 306 14.02 Del Norte - Humboldt 790146 68 8.89
Sierra - Yuba 727178 89 14.01 Fresno 4510240 354 8.65
Santa Cruz 2572817 344 13.98 Merced 1235326 94 8.61
Del Norte - Humboldt 1610140 243 13.97 Sacramento 7087050 605 8.58
Placer 3307167 504 13.51 Lassen - Modoc - Plumas 273073 21 8.45
Solano 4113012 521 13.42 Lake 319922 28 8.41
Sutter 916430 119 13.14 Colusa - Glenn - Tehama 549664 47 8.26
Santa Clara 17345218 2120 13.13 Riverside 10335856 806 8.21
Kings 1486371 156 13.13 Sierra - Yuba 360489 29 8.19
Contra Costa 10247062 1372 13.09 Mariposa - Tuolumne 353404 31 8.07
Fresno 9012875 1053 13.06 Sutter 460820 35 7.71
Yolo 1942413 220 13.01 Solano 2054468 164 7.68
San Diego 30208304 3770 13.01 Monterey 1990369 143 7.67
Tulare 4240360 472 12.97 Ventura 4065648 310 7.67
Siskiyou - Trinity 581258 103 12.92 Yolo 994849 69 7.61
Madera 1452993 177 12.89 San Diego 15053408 1144 7.58
Sonoma 4747193 670 12.85 Stanislaus 2559720 181 7.48
Lake 639534 104 12.79 Napa 669875 52 7.41
San Mateo 7061493 966 12.76 San Joaquin 3353281 235 7.41
Orange 29777115 3637 12.73 Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 404796 35 7.37
Mendocino 876330 127 12.53 Santa Cruz 1290029 94 7.32
Los Angeles 97970577 11204 12.38 Butte 1098658 75 7.27
Merced 2486191 257 12.36 Orange 15031636 1058 6.91
Ventura 8086287 961 12.25 Santa Clara 8621572 597 6.7
Nevada 977257 159 12.16 Shasta 898261 59 6.54
Imperial 1649795 177 12.03 Sonoma 2411753 162 6.35
San Bernardino 19855343 1983 12.02 San Francisco 3885374 280 6.35
San Francisco 7879038 1012 11.9 El Dorado 886389 60 6.29
Monterey 4107844 448 11.8 Santa Barbara 2071864 126 6.26
Riverside 20607380 2340 11.77 San Mateo 3587812 246 6.21
Kern 7994311 805 11.71 Alameda 7547419 485 6.18
San Joaquin 6690751 709 11.68 Placer 1691072 104 5.83
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 843831 133 11.57 Contra Costa 5245888 312 5.66
Alameda 14816186 1622 11.5 Marin 1262843 79 5.39
Stanislaus 5067623 525 11.35 San Luis Obispo 1288381 72 5.35
Lassen - Modoc - Plumas 645683 84 11.34 San Benito 273656 ~ ~
Sacramento 13897345 1508 11.34 Inyo - Mono 156192 ~ ~
Inyo - Mono 323186 41 10.52 Nevada 494169 29 4.8
STATE 365494917 43941 12.6 STATE 183692415 14754 8.03

Note: All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. Standard Population; Rates generated on Dec 1, 2016; Based on December 201&




Table A13. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Oral Cavity and Pharynx, 2003 - 2012 Table A14. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Testis, 2003 - 2012

County Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate County Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate
Shasta 1764493 323 14.36 Mendocino 437483 36 9.26
Mariposa - Tuolumne 740079 152 13.85 Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 439035 32 8.97
Marin 2487107 454 13.61 Nevada 483088 35 8.5
San Francisco 7879038 1129 12.65 Mariposa - Tuolumne 386675 28 8.19
Colusa - Glenn - Tehama 1104424 162 12.62 Santa Cruz 1282788 107 8.11
Mendocino 876330 141 12.51 San Benito 276476 19 7.33
Sonoma 4747193 688 12.42 San Luis Obispo 1355401 92 7.29
El Dorado 1771779 272 12.27 Shasta 866232 54 7.24
Lake 639534 108 12.21 Butte 1074587 74 7.03
Butte 2173245 314 12.17 Del Norte - Humboldt 819994 57 6.92
Siskiyou - Trinity 581258 105 11.96 El Dorado 885390 53 6.75
Sierra - Yuba 727178 83 11.86 Marin 1224264 76 6.73
Napa 1337881 188 11.8 Sierra - Yuba 366689 24 6.63
Solano 4113012 493 11.8 Placer 1616095 100 6.58
San Diego 30208304 3413 11.6 Ventura 4020639 258 6.44
Kings 1486371 134 11.51 San Diego 15154896 1049 6.42
Kern 7994311 767 11.47 Monterey 2117475 146 6.41
Del Norte - Humboldt 1610140 210 11.37 Siskiyou - Trinity 290935 15 6.12
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 843831 144 11.26 Stanislaus 2507903 145 591
Sacramento 13897345 1523 11.2 Lake 319612 16 5.88
Santa Cruz 2572817 298 11.05 Contra Costa 5001174 277 5.77
San Luis Obispo 2643782 352 11 San Mateo 3473681 204 5.75
Yolo 1942413 183 10.83 Santa Barbara 2086240 124 5.75
San Joaquin 6690751 648 10.72 Sacramento 6810295 393 5.71
San Mateo 7061493 851 10.72 Kern 4119412 244 5.68
Nevada 977257 154 10.69 Yolo 947564 53 5.63
Santa Barbara 4158104 459 10.65 Sonoma 2335440 126 5.61
Orange 29777115 3086 10.58 Orange 14745479 854 5.6
Placer 3307167 411 10.53 Imperial 853421 50 5.56
Lassen - Modoc - Plumas 645683 83 10.53 Santa Clara 8723646 520 5.55
Stanislaus 5067623 483 10.39 Riverside 10271524 551 5.53
Riverside 20607380 2062 10.35 San Joaquin 3337470 181 5.47
Ventura 8086287 822 10.26 Kings 844401 52 5.36
Alameda 14816186 1502 10.15 Sutter 455610 24 5.26
Contra Costa 10247062 1124 10.14 Napa 668006 34 5.25
San Bernardino 19855343 1670 9.89 San Bernardino 9889934 526 5.23
Fresno 9012875 761 9.69 Fresno 4502635 233 5.18
Sutter 916430 90 9.66 Los Angeles 48321199 2631 5.1
Monterey 4107844 367 9.66 San Francisco 3993664 254 5.1
Imperial 1649795 141 9.62 Alameda 7268767 372 4.78
Merced 2486191 193 9.47 Tulare 2123395 97 4.62
Santa Clara 17345218 1595 9.43 Merced 1250865 55 4.4
San Benito 550132 47 9.29 Madera 700115 28 4.28
Madera 1452993 131 9.25 Solano 2058544 89 4.25
Los Angeles 97970577 8373 9.12 Lassen - Modoc - Plumas 372610 18 4.17
Tulare 4240360 325 9.11 Colusa - Glenn - Tehama 554760 17 3.37
Inyo - Mono 323186 36 8.85 Inyo - Mono 166994 ~ ~
STATE 365494917 37050 10.35 STATE 181802502 10425 5.54

Note: All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. Standard Population; Rates generated on Dec 1, 2016; Based on December 2015 Extr.




Table A15. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Ovary, 2003 - 2012

Table A16. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Hodgkin Lymphoma, 2003 - 2012

County

Nevada

Placer

Marin

Sonoma

Butte

Solano

Napa

El Dorado

Mariposa - Tuolumne

Alpine - Amador - Calaveras

Alameda

Del Norte - Humboldt
Mendocino
Tulare

San Mateo

Lake

Orange

Ventura

Los Angeles
San Luis Obispo
San Bernardino
Shasta

Contra Costa
Santa Cruz

San Diego
Fresno

San Francisco
Santa Barbara
Santa Clara
Sutter

Yolo

Riverside

Kern

Inyo - Mono
Stanislaus
Monterey
Merced

Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
Sacramento

San Joaquin
Kings

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas
Imperial

San Benito
Siskiyou - Trinity
Madera

Sierra - Yuba
STATE

Note: All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. Standard Population; Rates generated on Dec 1, 2016; Based on December 2015 E:

494224
1690872
1263306
2412463
1098953
2055428

670186

886352

353442

404861
7550673

790197

438942
2117794
3589922

319882
15038209
4067179

49678941
1288233
9969085

898249
5248376
1290361

15060874
4511888
3887453
2072859
8626602
460981
995251
10340078
3876173

156230
2560494
1991270
1235715

549624
7088316
3354735

642162

273039

797454

273679

290332

753177

360491

183775007

108
307
254
420
185
300
116
153
72
79
1057
125
78
248
561
62
2038
557
6415
209
1137
148
748
173
1978
523
566
279
1087
59
109
1247
400
24
285
228
123
72
806
345
58
37
75
26
45
69
30

24021

Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate

15.31
14.65
14.22
14.08
14
13.95
13.59
13.46
13.45
13.42
13.26
13.23
13.22
13.15
13.07
13.04
12.97
12.9
12.86
12.83
12.82
12.68
12.67
12.59
12.54
12.43
12.41
12.35
12.18
12.14
11.94
11.93
11.67
11.48
11.47
11.37
11.34
11.21
10.93
10.69
10.61
9.72
9.71
9.65
9.41
9.4
8.95
12.6

County

Siskiyou - Trinity
Shasta

El Dorado
Solano

San Francisco
Lake

Mendocino
Nevada
Sacramento
Santa Cruz

Del Norte - Humboldt
Stanislaus

San Joaquin
Placer

Ventura

Napa

San Mateo
Fresno

San Diego

San Benito
Santa Clara
Yolo

Mariposa - Tuolumne
Madera

Marin

Imperial
Alameda

Los Angeles
Butte

Santa Barbara
San Luis Obispo
Tulare

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas
Contra Costa
Orange

Sonoma

Kings

San Bernardino
Monterey
Riverside
Merced

Sierra - Yuba
Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
Kern

Alpine - Amador - Calaveras

Inyo - Mono
Sutter
STATE

581217
1764581
1771753
4113568
7882653

639527

876475

977375
13898252
2572971
1610244
5068730
6691608
3307221
8087756
1338322
7064882
9013743

30219158

550170
17353490
1943094

740101
1452985
2487557
1650904

14819767
98007955
2173630
4158749
2643455
4240885
645767
10249027
29784086
4747576
1486399
19860103
4108255
20612241
2486399

727225
1104432
7995686

843965

323098

916412

365593449

Population at Risk Cases

22
62
59
142
271
22
27
29

72
47
136
176
88
215
37
191
229
803

437
50
18
35
59
41

372

2397
56

106
67
96
17

240

695

114
34

437
92

454
52
15
24

158
18

9146

Age-adjusted Rate

3.87
3.59
3.54
3.49
3.08
3.07
3.02
2.93
2.87
2.79
2.78
2.77
2.77
2.74
271
2.69
2.68
2.66
2.6
2.53
2.53
25
2.5
2.49
2.46
2.45
2.44
2.43
2.43
241
241
2.38
2.38
2.35
2.35
231
2.3
2.3
2.25
221
2.2
2.17
211
2.05

25




Table A17. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Brain and CNS, 2003 - 2012

Table A18. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Stomach, 2003 - 2012

County

Marin

Sonoma
Mariposa - Tuolumne
Placer

Kings

Santa Cruz

San Luis Obispo
Nevada

Sierra - Yuba
Sutter

Butte

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas
Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
Lake

El Dorado

Del Norte - Humboldt
San Diego
Stanislaus

San Benito
Ventura

Shasta

Siskiyou - Trinity
Santa Barbara
Contra Costa
Sacramento
Orange

Solano

Kern

San Mateo
Napa

Santa Clara
Monterey

San Joaquin
Riverside

San Francisco
Fresno

San Bernardino
Yolo

Tulare

Alameda
Mendocino

Alpine - Amador - Calaveras

Merced
Imperial
Los Angeles
Madera
Inyo - Mono
STATE

Note: All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. Standard Population; Rates generated on Dec 1, 2016; Based on December 201

2487557
4747576
740101
3307221
1486399
2572971
2643455
977375
727225
916412
2173630
645767
1104432
639527
1771753
1610244
30219158
5068730
550170
8087756
1764581
581217
4158749
10249027
13898252
29784086
4113568
7995686
7064882
1338322
17353490
4108255
6691608
20612241
7882653
9013743
19860103
1943094
4240885
14819767
876475
843965
2486399
1650904
98007955
1452985
323098
365593449

229
397
72
270
94
190
212
89
53
65
165
48
83
52
133
114
1986
323
34
534
141
50
274
697
890
1898
262
461
483
99
1066
249
388
1240
509
499
1053
104
222
841
59
63
124
85
5152
73
17
22142

Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate

7.8
7.78
7.51
7.48
7.43

7.4
7.39
7.37
7.29
7.27
7.07
7.02

6.9
6.83
6.75
6.74
6.72
6.72
6.64
6.64
6.61
6.58
6.57
6.56
6.54
6.52
6.51
6.44
6.38
6.38
6.32
6.32
6.19
6.19
6.11
6.06
5.95
5.94
5.87
5.77
5.77
5.7
5.61
5.55
5.54
5.26
4.78
6.2

County

Imperial

San Francisco
Los Angeles
Alameda

Santa Clara

San Mateo

San Joaquin
Kings

Orange

Fresno

San Bernardino
Colusa - Glenn - Tehama
Santa Barbara
Madera

Solano

Kern

Tulare

Lake
Sacramento
Merced

San Benito
Monterey
Stanislaus

Yolo

Sierra - Yuba
Napa

Contra Costa
Santa Cruz
Ventura
Riverside

San Diego

Del Norte - Humboldt
Placer

Sutter

Sonoma

Butte

El Dorado

Marin

Siskiyou - Trinity
San Luis Obispo
Mariposa - Tuolumne
Mendocino
Lassen - Modoc - Plumas

Alpine - Amador - Calaveras

Shasta
Nevada
Inyo - Mono
STATE

1650904
7882653
98007955
14819767
17353490
7064882
6691608
1486399
29784086
9013743
19860103
1104432
4158749
1452985
4113568
7995686
4240885
639527
13898252
2486399
550170
4108255
5068730
1943094
727225
1338322
10249027
2572971
8087756
20612241
30219158
1610244
3307221
916412
4747576
2173630
1771753
2487557
581217
2643455
740101
876475
645767
843965
1764581
977375
323098

365593449

151
926
9030
1229
1354
641
473
86
2225
601
1153
92
314
97
280
456
247
61
928
138
33
260
312
112
44
107
703
157
509
1278
1857
113
233
55
320
152
121
175
46
157
58
55
38
62
109
67

27626

Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate

10.63
10.36
10.22
8.79
8.47
8.22
8.18
8.15
7.9
7.82
7.48
7.45
7.32
7.2
7.19
7.18
7.16
7.16
7.12
7.1
7.03
7
6.99
6.96
6.95
6.84
6.65
6.56
6.51
6.49
6.48
6.38
6.12
6.05
6.01
6.01
5.81
55
5.28
511
5.09
5.08
5.05
4.89
4.87
4.43

8.01




Table A19. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Liver and 1BD, 2003 - 2012

Table A20. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Larynx, 2003 - 2012

County Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate
San Francisco 7882653 1521 16.96
Santa Clara 17353490 1815 10.93
Imperial 1650904 156 10.38
Fresno 9013743 788 9.96
Kings 1486399 111 9.85
Alameda 14819767 1438 9.78
Monterey 4108255 371 9.69
Sacramento 13898252 1332 9.66
Los Angeles 98007955 8713 9.6
San Joaquin 6691608 588 9.57
Lake 639527 88 9.48
San Mateo 7064882 755 9.42
Madera 1452985 133 9.28
Mendocino 876475 108 9.28
San Bernardino 19860103 1498 9.06
San Diego 30219158 2656 8.99
Solano 4113568 362 8.68
San Benito 550170 43 8.53
Del Norte - Humboldt 1610244 166 8.43
Yolo 1943094 144 8.31
Lassen - Modoc - Plumas 645767 64 8.28
Sierra - Yuba 727225 58 8.27
Merced 2486399 171 8.15
Napa 1338322 134 8.12
Orange 29784086 2328 8.02
Kern 7995686 538 7.92
Sonoma 4747576 441 7.76
Contra Costa 10249027 855 7.74
Tulare 4240885 277 7.66
Santa Barbara 4158749 321 7.45
Stanislaus 5068730 338 7.26
San Luis Obispo 2643455 230 7.25
Santa Cruz 2572971 205 7.14
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 843965 93 7.13
Mariposa - Tuolumne 740101 82 7.12
Butte 2173630 182 7.08
Riverside 20612241 1379 6.89
Shasta 1764581 156 6.8
Nevada 977375 99 6.5
Marin 2487557 222 6.48
Sutter 916412 59 6.25
Ventura 8087756 502 6.13
Placer 3307221 241 6.05
Colusa - Glenn - Tehama 1104432 77 6.05
El Dorado 1771753 134 5.84
Inyo - Mono 323098 24 5.82
Siskiyou - Trinity 581217 48 5.36
STATE 365593449 32044 8.94

County Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate
Lake 639527 46 5.07
Sierra - Yuba 727225 27 4.05
Colusa - Glenn - Tehama 1104432 50 3.85
Del Norte - Humboldt 1610244 67 3.53
Kern 7995686 217 3.36
Butte 2173630 81 3.18
Stanislaus 5068730 141 3.14
Merced 2486399 62 3.11
Shasta 1764581 72 3.09
Mendocino 876475 35 3.07
Imperial 1650904 43 2.95
San Bernardino 19860103 464 2.92
Sacramento 13898252 384 291
Lassen - Modoc - Plumas 645767 23 29
San Joaquin 6691608 172 29
Solano 4113568 119 2.89
Yolo 1943094 45 2.88
Kings 1486399 32 2.86
Santa Cruz 2572971 73 2.83
San Benito 550170 ~

Riverside 20612241 554 2.81
Napa 1338322 46 2.8
Mariposa - Tuolumne 740101 31 2.76
Alpine - Amador - Calaveras 843965 36 2.61
Los Angeles 98007955 2290 2.55
San Francisco 7882653 225 2.53
San Diego 30219158 726 2.51
Sonoma 4747576 139 2.47
Tulare 4240885 84 24
San Mateo 7064882 184 2.36
Contra Costa 10249027 248 2.34
Nevada 977375 36 2.32
Fresno 9013743 181 2.32
Alameda 14819767 317 2.26
El Dorado 1771753 50 2.25
Orange 29784086 636 2.22
Madera 1452985 32 2.21
Ventura 8087756 172 2.21
Siskiyou - Trinity 581217 20 221
Santa Barbara 4158749 91 2.14
Sutter 916412 20 2.13
Placer 3307221 84 212
Santa Clara 17353490 322 2.02
Marin 2487557 64 2
Monterey 4108255 68 1.87
San Luis Obispo 2643455 55 1.67
Inyo - Mono 323098 ~

STATE 365593449 8883 2.54

Note: All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. Standard Population; Rates generated on Dec 1, 2016; Based on December 201




Table A21. Invasive Cancer Incidence Rates for Pancreas, 2003 - 2012

County

Lake

El Dorado
Butte

Merced

Napa

Nevada
Sacramento
Solano

San Francisco
Santa Barbara
Sonoma
Monterey
Mariposa - Tuolumne
Alameda
Santa Cruz
San Joaquin
Contra Costa
Placer
Mendocino
San Mateo
Shasta

Santa Clara
Stanislaus
Sierra - Yuba
Tulare

Marin

San Diego
San Benito
Madera

Colusa - Glenn - Tehama

San Bernardino
Fresno

Los Angeles
Riverside
Kings

Orange

Kern

Yolo

Lassen - Modoc - Plumas

Ventura
San Luis Obispo
Siskiyou - Trinity

Alpine - Amador - Calaveras

Del Norte - Humboldt
Sutter

Imperial

Inyo - Mono

STATE

Note: All rates are per 100,000 and age-adjusted to the 2000 U.S. Standard Popu
Rates generated on Dec 1, 2016; Based on December 2015 Extract.

639527
1771753
2173630
2486399
1338322

977375

13898252
4113568
7882653
4158749
4747576
4108255
740101
14819767
2572971
6691608
10249027
3307221

876475
7064882
1764581

17353490
5068730

727225
4240885
2487557

30219158

550170
1452985
1104432

19860103
9013743
98007955
20612241
1486399
29784086
7995686
1943094

645767
8087756
2643455
581217
843965
1610244
916412
1650904
323098

365593449

123
276
342
248
212
186
1650
497
1131
532
676
448
136
1675
294
693
1256
465
133
929
265
1842
522
78
393
378
3293
51
155
148
1724
855
9832
2196
118
3125
686
174
85
839
346
93
143
193
93
134
33

39696

Population at Risk Cases Age-adjusted Rate

13.95
13.34
13.01
12.99
12.88
12.8
12.66
12.58
12.54
12.37
12.34
12.22
12.1
12.04
11.96
11.89
11.86
11.86
11.81
11.77
11.74
11.63
11.63
11.6
11.56
11.56
11.51
11.49
11.49
11.47
11.38
11.29
11.24
11.22
11.18
11.16
10.97
10.95
10.9
10.82
10.69
10.6
10.58
10.57
10.11
9.6
8.65
11.55







