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the largely unpopulated Hayden and Government Islands. The 2014 canopy
layer (RLIS) was then clipped to the block groups layer and reclassified as a
single value in order to calculate the area of the raster. Zonal Statistics as
Table was used to calculate area of canopy within each block group, and result
was joined to Census demographic data table.. Next, we calculated the
population percentages for particular minority populations (Black, Asian, Native
American, and Hispanic), using counts for each grouped normalized by the
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Conclusion

Our data found that multiple demographic groups had small but not
insignificant correlations to canopy cover in their block group; as the percentage
of minority population within a given block group rose, the likelihood that that
block group would also have a lower canopy cover also rose. Native American
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— population both showed significant correlations. Asian population, while there
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was compared using Microsoft Excel to create scatter plots and calculate the
correlation coefficient for each group (see Results). The main map displays the
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was a trend, was not as significant. These correlations are more significant
given that white population showed the opposite trend. While it was also a minor
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