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INTRODUCTION

The Profile of Older New Yorkers is a comprehensive resource for anyone interested in information at Community District (CD), borough
and/or city-wide levels about older New Yorkers. NYCAging has compiled the data to provide the aging community and the public with rich
demographic information about this fastest-growing segment of the City’s population and to support City and community planning.

The Profile of Older New Yorkers is divided by borough; a summary comparison of borough vs. New York City precedes each borough
detailed table and highlights borough demographics “at a glance.” In the borough detailed table, column headings indicate key demographics,
and rows present the demographic data for each CD in the borough. For comparison, the last two rows of each table provide borough and
city-wide data on the same demographics. A guide to The Profile of Older New Yorkers is in Appendix 1.

Among key demographic data, The Profile of Older New Yorkers includes:

Information about mobility and self-care impairment, including the total number of persons 60 years of age or older in the CD who are
mobility and/or self-care impaired;

New York City Government (NYCgov) Poverty Measure (formerly New York City Center for Economic Opportunity Poverty Measure)
and the Federal Poverty Level (FPL) data about poverty among older adults;

The number of CD residents 60 years of age or older who have received Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) benefits
in the past 12 months;

Educational attainment;

Race/ethnicity and immigrant composition, and

Mostly common primary languages spoken at home and those who speak English less than very well among older adults.

All data are taken from the American Community Survey (ACS) 2017-2021 PUMS Custom Data Tables, except for NYCgov Poverty Measure
data as noted in the endnotes. ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability. Data shown in grey have poor
statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%).
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Category Sub-category
Population’ Total Population
Population’ Persons 60+
Population’ Persons 65+
Sex (Age 60+) Male
Sex (Age 60+) Female
Living Alone (Age 60+) Living Alone
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |White Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |Black Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |Asian Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  [Other Non-Hispanic Alone?
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |2 or more races Non-Hispanic
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |Hispanic/Latino (of any race)
(Age 60+)

Federal Poverty Measure (FPL2021)3

Federal Poverty Measure (FPL2021)3

100% Poverty (FPL) 60+

100% Poverty (FPL) 65+, % of 65+

100% NYCgov Poverty Measure®
100% NYCgov Poverty Measure®

100% Poverty (NYCgov) 60+

100% Poverty (NYCgov) 65+, % of 65+

Employment Status (Age 60+)
Employment Status (Age 60+)
Employment Status (Age 60+)

Employed

Unemployed

Not in Labor Force

Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)

Non High School Grad

High School Grad

Some College

BA or Higher

Immigrants (Age 60+)

Foreign Born

Food Stamps (Age 60+)

Received Food Stamps in Past 12 Months

Mobility and Self Care Impaired (Age 60+)

Self-Care/Mobility Difficulties

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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NYC Primary Language (60+) Bronx Bronx NYC NYC
Percent Number | Percent | Number | Percent
100.00 English
20.77 Spanish
14.92 Chinese
42.87 Russian
57.13 Italian
27.51 Haitian
38.99 Korean
21.27 French
13.89 Greek
1.40 Bengali
1.73 Polish
22.72 Other
17.16
17.73 Primary Language for Those with Limited| Bronx Bronx NYC NYC
English Proficiency (60+) Number | Percent | Number | Percent
20.58 Spanish
22.23 Chinese
28.19 Russian
1.84 Italian
69.97 Haitian
25.10 Korean
26.80 French
18.21 Greek
29.88 Bengali
57.65 Polish
24.08
24.43




+ AllNew Yorkers % of 60+ (All 60+ % of 60+ (All Ages All New Yorkers % of 65+ (All

% of 65+ (All

Community District (CD) Population all ages 60-64 65-74 75-84 85 60+ citywide) within CD) 65+ 65+ citywide) Ages within CD)
147,836 7,014 8,780 4,514 1,719 22,027 1.24% 14.90% 15,013 1.18% 10.16%
165,420 8,264 10,743 4,425 1,448 24,880 1.40% 15.04% 16,616 1.30% 10.04%
144,408 6,186 9,146 4,342 2,339 22,013 1.24% 15.24% 15,827 1.24% 10.96%
138,592 6,523 7,937 3,399 799 18,658 1.05% 13.46% 12,135 0.95% 8.76%
133,787 6,398 8,015 3,763 856 19,032 1.07% 14.23% 12,634 0.99% 9.44%
106,467 6,715 11,540 5,915 3,240 27,410 1.54% 25.75% 20,695 1.62% 19.44%
184,116 10,766 14,875 8,128 2,775 36,544 2.06% 19.85% 25,778 2.02% 14.00%
121,836 7,531 12,152 7,690 2,982 30,355 1.71% 24.91% 22,824 1.79% 18.73%
125,168 7,049 9,968 5,220 2,501 24,738 1.39% 19.76% 17,689 1.39% 14.13%
153,272 9,829 12,425 6,048 3,087 31,389 1.77% 20.48% 21,560 1.69% 14.07%
Citywide 8,550,715 499,994 741,478 375,438 158,873 1,775,783 100% 20.77% 1,275,789 100% 14.92%
6

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




o o o % of All o L
Community District (CD) Male (/;,fgg' MZ:Zi {Zﬁ fs/éll it Female oot A”6Foe+m;éer§g(|22 Feé?)ile\;itm fif’,:n';e:zgz (ﬁ«lloggil Il::://:rr:g //i:g:z 7 of AllLiving Alone (Al GC%')
itywide) CD) Citywide) CD) Citywide)
8,333 1.09% 37.83% 13,694 1.35% 62.17% 8,368 1.71% 37.99%
9,916 1.30% 39.86% 14,964 1.48% 60.14% 9,868 2.02% 39.66%
8,637 1.13% 39.24% 13,376 1.32% 60.76% 8,221 1.68% 37.35%
8,036 1.06% 43.07% 10,622 1.05% 56.93% 6,036 1.24% 32.35%
7,697 1.01% 40.44% 11,335 1.12% 59.56% 6,366 1.30% 33.45%
11,116 1.46% 40.55% 16,294 1.61% 59.45% 10,510 2.15% 38.34%
15,403 2.02% 42.15% 21,141 2.08% 57.85% 11,239 2.30% 30.75%
12,681 1.67% 41.78% 17,674 1.74% 58.22% 10,233 2.09% 33.71%
10,571 1.39% 42.73% 14,167 1.40% 57.27% 6,438 1.32% 26.02%
12,594 1.65% 40.12% 18,795 1.85% 59.88% 7,350 1.50% 23.42%
Citywide 761,341 100% 42.87% 1,014,442 100% 57.13% 488,597 100.00% 27.51%
7

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




Community District (CD) White Non-Hispanic % V.Vhite. (AI[ 60+ % White (AI.I 6.0+ Black Non-Hispanic % Black.. (AI! 60+ % Black. (A!I §0+
Alone White Citywide) Race/Eth within CD) Alone Black. Citywide) Race/Eth within CD)
429 0.06% 1.95% 4,886 1.29% 22.18%
1,107 0.16% 4.45% 7,470 1.98% 30.02%
634 0.09% 2.88% 7,381 1.95% 33.53%
343 0.05% 1.84% 5,068 1.34% 27.16%
1,767 0.26% 9.28% 2,943 0.78% 15.46%
13,264 1.92% 48.39% 2,835 0.75% 10.34%
1,241 0.18% 3.40% 10,617 2.81% 29.05%
10,839 1.57% 35.71% 8,617 2.28% 28.39%
8,668 1.25% 35.04% 4,403 1.17% 17.80%
2,703 0.39% 8.61% 20,231 5.36% 64.45%
Citywide 692,359 100.00% 38.99% 377,640 100.00% 21.27%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 8



o A .
Community District (CD) ﬁissi?;;nh::r;lone Z’Sgﬂ%”iéﬁ'ifg’ gg'%zllaErt]h('\A/\vliltgi(r): ﬁit::;r::';onez Z/;’tg:‘gritiz‘\'l'ifg’ gg(c););?g{h(evliltgi(r):
236 0.10% 1.07% 26 0.10% 0.12%
279 0.11% 1.12% 448 1.80% 1.80%
364 0.15% 1.65% 259 1.04% 1.18%
385 0.16% 2.06% 188 0.75% 1.01%
1219 0.49% 6.41% 244 0.98% 1.28%
1,346 0.55% 4.91% 309 1.24% 1.13%
2,435 0.99% 6.66% 1315 5.28% 3.60%
1,007 0.41% 3.32% 208 1.20% 0.98%
2,047 0.83% 8.27% 277 1.11% 1.12%
675 0.27% 2.15% 1,018 4.09% 3.24%
Cltywide 246,679 100.00% 13.89% 24,918 100.00% 1.40%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



Community District (CD) Non-Hispanic of

% 2 or More Races
(All 60+ 2 or More

% 2 or More Races
(All 60+ Race/Eth

Hispanic/ Latino (of

% Hispanic/ Latino % Hispanic/ Latino

(All 60+ Hispanic/ (All 60+ Race/Eth

Citywide

two ormore races  p..os Citywide)  within CD) A7 () Latino Citywide) ~ within CD)
208 0.68% 0.94% 16,242 4.03% 73.74%
429 1.39% 1.72% 15,147 3.75% 60.88%
315 1.02% 1.43% 13,060 3.24% 59.33%
402 1.31% 2.15% 12,272 3.04% 65.77%
97 0.32% 0.51% 12,762 3.16% 67.06%
392 1.27% 1.43% 9,264 2.30% 33.80%
671 2.18% 1.84% 20,265 5.02% 55.45%
365 1.19% 1.20% 9,229 2.29% 30.40%
184 0.60% 0.74% 9,159 2.27% 37.02%
804 2.61% 2.56% 5,958 1.48% 18.98%
30,775 100.00% 1.73% 403,412 100.00% 22.72%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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% Of 60+ 100% o o 1o % of 60+ 125% % of 60+ NG % of 60+ %of 60+ Aoy % of 60+
Community District (CD) All 60+ 100%  FPL (All60+ 7o (Al s0s Al60+125%  FPL(AI60+  125% FPL 1509, 150% FPL (All 150% FPL (Al 2000 200% FPL (Al % of 60+ 200% FPL
y poverty 100% FPL (within CD) poverty 125% FPL (All 60+ L, 60+ 150% FPL 60+ (within ., 60%200% (All 60+ (within CD)
Citywide) Citywide)  (withincD) ~ POVerYy Citywide) cp)  POVe™Y rp| cCitywide)
8,428 2.77% 38.26% 10,426 2.65% 47.33% 12,154 2.55% 55.18% 14,376 2.29% 65.27%
9,441 3.10% 37.95% 12,285 3.13% 49.38% 13,558 2.84% 54.49% 16,231 2.59% 65.24%
7,461 2.45% 33.89% 9,315 2.37% 42.32% 10,554 2.21% 47.94% 13,179 2.10% 59.87%
6,861 2.25% 36.77% 7,951 2.02% 42.61% 9,123 1.91% 48.90% 11,210 1.79% 60.08%
6,390 2.10% 33.58% 7,886 2.01% 41.44% 8,731 1.83% 45.88% 10,414 1.66% 54.72%
3,455 1.13% 12.60% 4,604 1.17% 16.80% 5,921 1.24% 21.60% 8,231 1.31% 30.03%
8,274 2.71% 22.64% 10,711 2.72% 29.31% 13,348 2.80% 36.53% 16,473 2.63% 45.08%
4,039 1.33% 13.31% 5,588 1.42% 18.41% 7,184 1.51% 23.67% 9,747 1.55% 32.11%
3,959 1.30% 16.00% 5,119 1.30% 20.69% 6,107 1.28% 24.69% 8,073 1.29% 32.63%
4,744 1.56% 15.11% 5,879 1.50% 18.73% 7,549 1.58% 24.05% 10,043 1.60% 32.00%
Citywide 304,769 100.00% 17.16% 393,087 100.00% 22.14% 476,770 100.00% 26.85% 627,298  100.00% 35.33%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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% f 65+ 100% o oo o0 % of 65+ 125% % of 65+ All 65+ % of 65+ %of 65+  pee % of 65+
Community District (CD) All 65+100%  FPL(AlIG5+ 75" (Al 65s All65+125%  FPL(AlGS5+  125% FPL 150%, 150% FPL (All 150% FPL (Al 200%  200% FPL % of 65+ 200% FPL
y poverty 100% FPL (within CD) poverty 125% FPL (All 65+ 4, 65+ 150% FPL 65+ (within v, (AIl65+200% (All 65+ (within CD)
Citywide) Citywide)  (withincD)  POVerY Citywide) cp) POVeY ep| Citywide)
5,820 2.57% 38.77% 7,594 2.56% 50.58% 8,834 2.43% 58.84% 10,393 2.18% 69.23%
6,262 2.77% 37.69% 8,683 2.92% 52.26% 9,589 2.64% 57.71% 11,280 2.36% 67.89%
5,732 2.53% 36.22% 7,086 2.39% 44.77% 8,169 2.25% 51.61% 9,825 2.06% 62.08%
4,710 2.08% 38.81% 5,493 1.85% 45.27% 6,263 1.73% 51.61% 7,508 1.57% 61.87%
4,296 1.90% 34.00% 5,518 1.86% 43.68% 6,048 1.67% 47.87% 6,942 1.45% 54.95%
2,397 1.06% 11.58% 3,272 1.10% 15.81% 4,426 1.22% 21.39% 6,089 1.28% 29.42%
5,769 2.55% 22.38% 7,706 2.59% 29.89% 9,820 2.711% 38.09% 11,963 2.51% 46.41%
3,176 1.40% 13.92% 4,703 1.58% 20.61% 6,119 1.69% 26.81% 8,186 1.72% 35.87%
3,261 1.44% 18.44% 4,180 1.41% 23.63% 4,914 1.35% 27.78% 6,506 1.36% 36.78%
3,317 1.47% 15.38% 4,066 1.37% 18.86% 5,350 1.47% 24.81% 7,412 1.55% 34.38%
Citywide 226,144 100.00% 17.73% 297,006 100.00% 23.28% 363,007 100.00% 28.45% 477,287  100.00% 37.41%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




All 60+ % All 60+ 100% All 65+ % All 65+ 100% All 60+ % All 60+ 125% All 65+ % All 65+ 125% All 60+ % All 60+ 150% All 65+ 1;/(';02”(:6;8 All 60+ 2(;/802%6;8 All 65+ 2(;/(';02”06;8
Community District (CD) 100% CEQ (AII 60+ 100% CEQ (AII 65+ 125% CEQ (AII 60+ 125% CEQ (AII 65+ 150% CEQ (AII 60+ 150% (Al 65+ 200% (AIl 60+ within 200% (All 65+
poverty within CD) poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD) poverty CD) poverty within CD)

8,598 39.03% 6,336 42.20% 12,845 58.31% 9,309 62.01% 15,155 68.80% 10,631 70.81% 18,628 84.57% 12,890 85.86%

8,277 33.27% 5,890 35.45% 13,528 54.37% 9,437 56.80% 16,886 67.87% 11,585 69.72% 20,275 81.49% 13,566 81.64%

7,309 33.20% 5,095 32.19% 11,731 53.29% 8,637 53.94% 14,882 67.60% 10,558 66.71% 18,070 82.09% 12,896 81.48%

7,261 38.92% 4,933 40.65% 11,006 58.99% 7,357 60.62% 13,328 71.43% 8,799 72.51% 16,126 86.43% 10,531 86.78%

6,145 32.29% 4,338 34.34% 9,256 48.63% 6,450 51.05% 11,476 60.30% 7,858 62.19% 14,183 74.52% 9,410 74.49%

4,325 15.78% 3,229 15.60% 7,720 28.16% 5,929 28.65% 9,705 35.41% 7,383 35.68% 13,691 49.95% 10,211 49.34%

9,643 26.39% 6,825 26.48% 14,675 40.16% 10,675 41.41% 19,305 52.83% 13,898 53.92% 24,948 68.27% 17,566 68.14%

5,423 17.86% 4,676 20.49% 7,418 24.44% 6,504 28.49% 10,544 34.74% 8,993 39.40% 15,083 49.69% 12,137 53.18%

4,590 18.55% 3,327 18.81% 7,623 30.82% 5,666 32.03% 9,560 38.65% 7,182 40.60% 13,848 55.98% 10,422 58.92%

5,637 17.96% 3,589 16.65% 8,918 28.41% 6,083 28.21% 11,921 37.98% 8,111 37.62% 17,579 56.00% 11,939 55.38%

Citywide 339,963 20.58% 262,005 22.23% 528,639 32.01% 399,429 33.88% 678,742 41.10% 507,097 43.02% 895,430 54.22% 655,840 55.63%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% Employed (Al % of all % UneTX:FéSf Uner:;g;:g Not in W;Sﬁ;i?/\haebg: % of all Not in
Community District (CD) oy ) Gormitmeoy ToPeYed Unemployed  (All60+ within  £25°" Notin Labor a0 noree ()
Citywide) CD) Force Citywide)
4,426 0.88% 20.09% 170 0.52% 0.77% 17,431 1.40% 79.13%
4,842 0.97% 19.46% 324 0.99% 1.30% 19,714 1.59% 79.24%
4,795 0.96% 21.78% 503 1.54% 2.29% 16,715 1.35% 75.93%
4,737 0.95% 25.39% 444 1.36% 2.38% 13,477 1.08% 72.23%
5,069 1.01% 26.63% 194 0.59% 1.02% 13,769 1.11% 72.35%
7,413 1.48% 27.04% 469 1.43% 1.71% 19,528 1.57% 71.24%
7,604 1.52% 20.81% 384 1.17% 1.05% 28,556 2.30% 78.14%
6,484 1.30% 21.36% 258 0.79% 0.85% 23,613 1.90% 77.79%
6,515 1.30% 26.34% 424 1.29% 1.71% 17,799 1.43% 71.95%
9,467 1.89% 30.16% 548 1.67% 1.75% 21,374 1.72% 68.09%
Citywide 500,603 100.00% 28.19% 32,745 100.00% 1.84% 1,242,435 100.00% 69.97%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 14



% HS Grad % Some
# of Non High % Non HS Grad % of All Non HS High School (Al 60+ HS % of All HS Some College (All % of All Some Bachelor's % BA or Higher % of All BA or
Community District (CD) School Grgd (All 60+ Non HS Grad (All 60+ 9 Grad Grad Grad (All 60+ College 60+ Attend College (All 60+ Degree or (All 60+ BA or Higher (All 60+
Grad Citywide) within CD) Citywide) within CD) 9 College within CD) Higher Higher Citywide) within CD)
¥ Citywide)
10,420 2.34% 47.31% 6,232 1.31% 28.29% 3,484 1.08% 15.82% 1,891 0.36% 8.58%
12,805 2.87% 51.47% 5,327 1.12% 21.41% 4,120 1.27% 16.56% 2,628 0.50% 10.56%
8,736 1.96% 39.69% 6,620 1.39% 30.07% 4,267 1.32% 19.38% 2,390 0.45% 10.86%
9,331 2.09% 50.01% 4,019 0.84% 21.54% 3,096 0.96% 16.59% 2,212 0.42% 11.86%
8,185 1.84% 43.01% 4,855 1.02% 25.51% 3,319 1.03% 17.44% 2,673 0.50% 14.04%
4,853 1.09% 17.71% 5,172 1.09% 18.87% 5,817 1.80% 21.22% 11,568 2.18% 42.20%
13,355 3.00% 36.54% 10,455 2.20% 28.61% 7,263 2.25% 19.87% 5,471 1.03% 14.97%
7,200 1.62% 23.72% 9,452 1.99% 31.14% 7,178 2.22% 23.65% 6,525 1.23% 21.50%
7,078 1.59% 28.61% 7,390 1.55% 29.87% 5,105 1.58% 20.64% 5,165 0.97% 20.88%
8,668 1.94% 27.61% 9,446 1.98% 30.09% 6,600 2.04% 21.03% 6,675 1.26% 21.27%
Citywide 445,790 100.00% 25.10% 475,974 100.00% 26.80% 323,436 100.00% 18.21% 530,583 100.00% 29.88%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



o %inUSless , . . %inUS5to , . % in US more o ;

Community District (CD) i '(::Sig;‘;::;: %FE%EQSV ?doe") 6€+Fv3it(:il!: i: 5?@22 tha"U‘:’Sy;Z';:g thé*nsli?slizﬁ #liesr.sso :‘: 1"(; 10?{2 (1'8 ;Jri ¢ Inyl:sS (ilfoeg)g ::;:131';';:2 y éh;r;:eotz:; (1'3 thﬁr:n1g?/rr:?£ﬁ
CD) than 5 yrs. Citywide) 60+ within CD) yrs. Citywide) within CD) yrs Citywide) 60+ within CD)

14,588 1.43% 66.23% 63 0.40% 0.29% 394 0.98% 1.79% 14,131 1.46% 64.15%

17,107 1.67% 68.76% 306 1.93% 1.23% 722 1.79% 2.90% 16,079 1.66% 64.63%

15,699 1.53% 71.32% 194 1.22% 0.88% 567 1.41% 2.58% 14,938 1.54% 67.86%

14,064 1.37% 75.38% 420 2.65% 2.25% 766 1.90% 4.11% 12,878 1.33% 69.02%

13,903 1.36% 73.05% 279 1.76% 1.47% 716 1.78% 3.76% 12,908 1.33% 67.82%

13,202 1.29% 48.16% 167 1.05% 0.61% 372 0.92% 1.36% 12,663 1.31% 46.20%

23,010 2.25% 62.97% 269 1.70% 0.74% 1,089 2.71% 2.98% 21,652 2.24% 59.25%

12,414 1.21% 40.90% 79 0.50% 0.26% 473 1.18% 1.56% 11,862 1.23% 39.08%

15,280 1.49% 61.77% 183 1.16% 0.74% 922 2.29% 3.73% 14,175 1.46% 57.30%

21,756 2.13% 69.31% 299 1.89% 0.95% 734 1.82% 2.34% 20,723 2.14% 66.02%

Citywide 1,023,698 100.00% 57.65% 15,838 100.00% 0.89% 40,231 100.00% 2.27% 967,629 100.00% 54.49%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




Spanish

Chinese

% English (All % English (Al Speakers who % Spanish (Al % Spanish Speakers who % Chinese (Al % Chinese
Community District (CD) English 60+ English 600+ wi?hin CD) Spanish  Speak English 60+ Spanish (All 60+ Chinese Speak English 60+ Chinese (All 60+
Citywide) Less Than Very citywide)  within CD) Less Than citywide)  within CD)
Well Very Well

6,744 0.73% 30.62% 14,444 10,350 3.90% 65.57% 167 125 0.13% 0.76%

8,804 0.95% 35.39% 13,759 10,253 3.71% 55.30% 71 61 0.05% 0.29%

8,301 0.90% 37.71% 12,261 10,064 3.31% 55.70% 120 120 0.09% 0.55%

5,835 0.63% 31.27% 11,220 9,157 3.03% 60.14% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

4,963 0.54% 26.08% 12,313 8,597 3.32% 64.70% 107 70 0.08% 0.56%

14,898 1.61% 54.35% 8,857 4,739 2.39% 32.31% 320 280 0.24% 1.17%

14,051 1.52% 38.45% 18,529 10,062 5.00% 50.70% 352 322 0.27% 0.96%

17,916 1.94% 59.02% 8,545 3,074 2.30% 28.15% 197 189 0.15% 0.65%

10,530 1.14% 42.57% 8,467 4,481 2.28% 34.23% 341 328 0.26% 1.38%

22,530 2.44% 71.78% 5,668 3,169 1.53% 18.06% 201 19 0.15% 0.64%

Citywide 922,808 100.00% 51.97% 370,764 233,199 100.00% 20.88% 131,821 113,181 100.00% 7.42%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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Russian

% Russian

Italian

Haitian

Speakers who o . Speakers who % ltalian (All . Speakers who % Haitian (All -
Community District (CD) Russian Speak English (All 60+ % Russian (Al ltalian Speak English 60+ ltalian > 2lian (Al Haitian Speak English 60+ Haitian .2 aiian (Al
Russian 60+ within CD) .- 60+ within CD) . .~ 60+ within CD)
Less Than Citywide) Less Than Citywide) Less Than Citywide)
Very Well Very Well Very Well
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 33 33 0.10% 0.15% 19 0 0.07% 0.09%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 214 102 0.67% 0.86% 238 151 0.89% 0.96%
55 55 0.08% 0.25% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 52 52 0.20% 0.24%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 49 0 0.18% 0.26%
82 82 0.12% 0.43% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 71 27 0.27% 0.37%
637 498 0.92% 2.32% 15 0 0.05% 0.05% 68 39 0.26% 0.25%
13 0 0.02% 0.04% 112 91 0.35% 0.31% 78 62 0.29% 0.21%
106 106 0.15% 0.35% 1,094 795 3.44% 3.60% 189 73 0.71% 0.62%
471 465 0.68% 1.90% 1,415 666 4.45% 5.72% 18 0 0.07% 0.07%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 284 15 0.89% 0.90% 292 0 1.10% 0.93%
Citywide 69,109 56,378 100.00% 3.89% 31,787 17,120 100.00% 1.79% 26,659 16,193 100.00% 1.50%
18

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




Korean French Greek % Greek
_ o Speakers vs{ho % Korean (All % Korean Speakers V\{ho % French (All % French. (AII Speakers V\{ho % Greek (All (All 60+
Community District (CD) Korean Speak English 60+ .Kor_ean _ (/-_\II 60+ French Speak English 60+.Frelnch 60+ within Greek Speak English 60+.- Grgek within
Less Than Citywide) within CD) Less Than Very Citywide) CD) Less Than Citywide) CD)
Very Well Well Very Well

21 21 0.12% 0.10% 36 0 0.22% 0.16% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

76 76 0.43% 0.31% 176 87 1.10% 0.71% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

67 67 0.38% 0.30% 137 82 0.85% 0.62% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

0 0 0.00% 0.00% 426 390 2.66% 2.28% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

167 167 0.95% 0.88% 105 41 0.65% 0.55% 17 17 0.12% 0.09%

422 400 2.39% 1.54% 225 47 1.40% 0.82% 489 322 3.44% 1.78%

0 0 0.00% 0.00% 200 71 1.25% 0.55% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

149 133 0.84% 0.49% 410 5 2.56% 1.35% 256 144 1.80% 0.84%

269 269 1.52% 1.09% 101 0 0.63% 0.41% 29 29 0.20% 0.12%

19 19 0.11% 0.06% 238 59 1.48% 0.76% 21 21 0.15% 0.07%

Citywide 17,656 15,294 100.00% 0.99% 16,040 4,546 100.00% 0.90% 14,231 8,201 100.00% 0.80%

19

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



Bengali ; o o
Speakers who % Bengali (Al % Bengali P°"Srv‘vrs]§§a'g§ % Polish (All % Polish (Al Other A(gfgoiagfﬁ' Lan/"s O(%'I
Community District (CD) Bengali Speak English 60+ Bengali (All 60+ Polish 0 Sp 60+ Polish 60+ within : gs. V7
— e English Less - Languages Langs 60+ within
Less Than Citywide) within CD) Citywide) CD) T
Than Very Well Citywide) CD)
Very Well
10 0.06% 0.05% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 553 0.39% 2.51%
17 0.10% 0.07% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 1,525 1.07% 6.13%
77 0.48% 0.39% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 935 0.65% 4.25%
61 0.34% 0.33% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 1,067 0.75% 5.72%
76 0.89% 0.84% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 1,048 0.73% 5.51%
0 0.00% 0.00% 91 66 0.64% 0.33% 1,388 0.97% 5.06%
1,123 7.64% 3.71% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 1,852 1.30% 5.07%
0 0.00% 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 1,493 1.04% 4.92%
302 2.25% 1.61% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 2,698 1.89% 10.91%
48 0.34% 0.19% 8 8 0.06% 0.03% 2,068 1.45% 6.59%
Citywide 17,770 10,189 100.00% 1.00% 14,193 10,030 100.00% 0.80% 142,945 100.00% 8.05%
20

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% of Al % of All Mobility
Received Food Receivered FS % of All Received Mobilitv & Self- & SC (All 60+ % of All Mobility
Community District (CD) Stamps in Past (Al 60+ FS (All 60+ within Carg (SC) Mobiity 8 oo & SC (Al 60+
12 Months Received FS CD) Wy & within CD)
Citywide) Citywide)
11,809 2.76% 53.61% 10,047 2.32% 45.61%
14,698 3.44% 59.08% 9,947 2.29% 39.98%
11,111 2.60% 50.47% 8,514 1.96% 38.68%
9,806 2.29% 52.56% 6,362 1.47% 34.10%
9,932 2.32% 52.19% 5,922 1.37% 31.12%
5,327 1.25% 19.43% 6,678 1.54% 24.36%
11,481 2.68% 31.42% 11,619 2.68% 31.79%
5,189 1.21% 17.09% 8,963 2.07% 29.53%
6,333 1.48% 25.60% 6,844 1.58% 27.67%
7,565 1.77% 24.10% 7,872 1.81% 25.08%
Citywide 427,652 100.00% 24.08% 433,796 100.00% 24.43%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 21
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Category Sub-category
Population’ Total Population
Population’ Persons 60+
Population’ Persons 65+
Sex (Age 60+) Male
Sex (Age 60+) Female
Living Alone (Age 60+) Living Alone
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |White Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |Black Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |Asian Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  [Other Non-Hispanic Alone?
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |2 or more races Non-Hispanic
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |Hispanic/Latino (of any race)
(Age 60+)

Federal Poverty Measure (FPL2021)3

Federal Poverty Measure (FPL2021)3

100% Poverty (FPL) 60+

100% Poverty (FPL) 65+, % of 65+

100% NYCgov Poverty Measure®
100% NYCgov Poverty Measure®

100% Poverty (NYCgov) 60+

100% Poverty (NYCgov) 65+, % of 65+

Employment Status (Age 60+)
Employment Status (Age 60+)
Employment Status (Age 60+)

Employed

Unemployed

Not in Labor Force

Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)

Non High School Grad

High School Grad

Some College

BA or Higher

Immigrants (Age 60+)

Foreign Born

Food Stamps (Age 60+)

Received Food Stamps in Past 12 Months

Mobility and Self Care Impaired (Age 60+)

Self-Care/Mobility Difficulties

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)

Brooklyn
Number

Brooklyn
Percent

—
o
¢ o
=)
=)

)]

o

-
B
)]

NYC
Number

NYC Primary Language (60+) Brooklyn | Brooklyn NYC NYC
Percent y guag Number | Percent | Number | Percent
100.00 English
20.77 Spanish
14.92 Chinese
42.87 Russian
57.13 Italian
27.51 Haitian
38.99 Korean
21.27 French
13.89 Greek
1.40 Bengali
1.73 Polish
22.72 Other
17.16
17.73 Primary Language for Those with Limited | Brooklyn | Brooklyn NYC NYC
English Proficiency (60+) Number | Percent | Number | Percent
20.58 Spanish
22.23 Chinese
28.19 Russian
1.84 Italian
69.97 Haitian
25.10 Korean
26.80 French
18.21 Greek
29.88 Bengali
57.65 Polish
24.08
24 .43
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+ AllNew Yorkers % of 60+ (All 60+ % of 60+ (All Ages All New Yorkers % of 65+ (All % of 65+ (All

Community District (CD) Population all ages 60-64 65-74 75-84 85 60+ citywide) within CD) 65+ 65+ citywide) Ages within CD)
171,302 6,307 9,131 4,572 2,426 22,436 1.26% 13.10% 16,129 1.26% 9.42%
143,940 5,671 8,867 4,447 2,154 21,139 1.19% 14.69% 15,468 1.21% 10.75%
158,971 6,432 9,178 4,643 1,277 21,530 1.21% 13.54% 15,098 1.18% 9.50%
132,077 5,484 6,974 3,832 1,421 17,711 1.00% 13.41% 12,227 0.96% 9.26%
172,292 8,976 12,867 6,714 3,055 31,612 1.78% 18.35% 22,636 1.77% 13.14%
122,409 5,301 7,783 3,887 1,025 17,996 1.01% 14.70% 12,695 1.00% 10.37%
141,578 7,101 10,580 4,906 1,307 23,894 1.35% 16.88% 16,793 1.32% 11.86%
138,782 7,123 9,947 4,437 1,806 23,313 1.31% 16.80% 16,190 1.27% 11.67%
108,580 5,752 9,757 4,844 1,929 22,282 1.25% 20.52% 16,530 1.30% 15.22%
128,442 8,861 13,048 6,555 3,097 31,561 1.78% 24.57% 22,700 1.78% 17.67%
195,758 12,240 16,813 8,669 5,173 42,895 2.42% 21.91% 30,655 2.40% 15.66%
160,758 7,492 11,770 4,513 2,416 26,191 1.47% 16.29% 18,699 1.47% 11.63%
117,267 7,772 14,980 9,336 4,584 36,672 2.07% 31.27% 28,900 2.27% 24.64%
162,951 9,540 15,306 6,069 2,482 33,397 1.88% 20.50% 23,857 1.87% 14.64%
156,763 10,654 18,010 8,419 3,828 40,911 2.30% 26.10% 30,257 2.37% 19.30%
115,423 8,885 9,496 4,171 1,591 24,143 1.36% 20.92% 15,258 1.20% 13.22%
136,620 9,022 13,484 6,818 2,188 31,512 1.77% 23.07% 22,490 1.76% 16.46%
206,974 14,215 20,888 10,369 3,672 49,144 2.77% 23.74% 34,929 2.74% 16.88%

8,550,715 499,994 741,478 375,438 158,873 1,775,783 100% 20.77% 1,275,789 100% 14.92%
24

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% of All Males % of All Males

% of All Females (All

% of All

Females (All # of Persons

% of All Living Alone

% of All Living Alone (All 60+

Community District (CD) Male (All 6(()3;}!/\\/,Ivei1(ljees; (All 60+ Wié;h[i)r; Female 60+gic:;cvz?(l;zs) 60+ Wiéhlijr; LivinglAlons (All 60+ Livigﬁ xll?dnee) within CD)
9,869 1.30% 43.99% 12,567 1.24% 56.01% 6,173 1.26% 27.51%
8,327 1.09% 39.39% 12,812 1.26% 60.61% 7,616 1.56% 36.03%
8,457 1.11% 39.28% 13,073 1.29% 60.72% 6,345 1.30% 29.47%
7,313 0.96% 41.29% 10,398 1.02% 58.71% 4,552 0.93% 25.70%
12,845 1.69% 40.63% 18,767 1.85% 59.37% 8,650 1.77% 27.36%
8,149 1.07% 45.28% 9,847 0.97% 54.72% 4,867 1.00% 27.04%
10,957 1.44% 45.86% 12,937 1.28% 54.14% 4,704 0.96% 19.69%
9,067 1.19% 38.89% 14,246 1.40% 61.11% 7,174 1.47% 30.77%
8,362 1.10% 37.53% 13,920 1.37% 62.47% 6,952 1.42% 31.20%
13,881 1.82% 43.98% 17,680 1.74% 56.02% 7,595 1.55% 24.06%
19,423 2.55% 45.28% 23,472 2.31% 54.72% 7,976 1.63% 18.59%
12,001 1.58% 45.82% 14,190 1.40% 54.18% 6,083 1.24% 23.23%
14,881 1.95% 40.58% 21,791 2.15% 59.42% 10,377 2.12% 28.30%
14,411 1.89% 43.15% 18,986 1.87% 56.85% 8,658 1.77% 25.92%
18,298 2.40% 44.73% 22,613 2.23% 55.27% 9,580 1.96% 23.42%
10,041 1.32% 41.59% 14,102 1.39% 58.41% 8,721 1.78% 36.12%
12,553 1.65% 39.84% 18,959 1.87% 60.16% 6,604 1.35% 20.96%
20,181 2.65% 41.07% 28,963 2.86% 58.93% 9,192 1.88% 18.70%
Citywide 761,341 100% 42.87% 1,014,442 100% 57.13% 488,597 100.00% 27.51%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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Community District (CD) :I\Ii::;:nr::xone é’%‘é\?‘i@}’*” \?f?t E‘I’EZE é?znth 5:::,; :: on: é‘ﬁ%})&" Sf?t E:E%%Zéltlh
11,629 1.68% 51.83% 1,232 0.33% 5.49%
8,330 1.20% 39.41% 8,011 2.12% 37.90%
1,236 0.18% 5.74% 15,692 4.16% 72.88%
648 0.09% 3.66% 4,166 1.10% 23.52%
3,009 0.43% 9.52% 14,950 3.96% 47.29%
11,336 1.64% 62.99% 1,917 0.51% 10.65%
6,597 0.95% 27.61% 556 0.15% 2.33%
3,475 0.50% 14.91% 16,204 4.29% 69.51%
2,326 0.34% 10.44% 16,916 4.48% 75.92%
21,168 3.06% 67.07% 276 0.07% 0.87%
23,450 3.39% 54.67% 206 0.05% 0.48%
19,120 2.76% 73.00% 864 0.23% 3.30%
26,787 3.87% 73.04% 2,449 0.65% 6.68%
15,677 2.26% 46.94% 10,776 2.85% 32.27%
30,668 4.43% 74.96% 1,013 0.27% 2.48%
343 0.05% 1.42% 17,305 4.58% 71.68%
549 0.08% 1.74% 27,048 7.16% 85.83%
13,621 1.97% 27.72% 26,639 7.05% 54.21%
692,359 100.00% 38.99% 377,640 100.00% 21.27%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have
poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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% Asian (All 60+ % Other (All 60+

Asian Non- % Asian (All 60+ Other Non-Hispanic % Other (All 60+

Community District (CD) Hispanic Alone  Asian Citywide) gaD():e/Eth within Alone? Other Citywide) gg():e/Eth within
1,194 0.48% 5.32% 17 0.07% 0.08%
1,064 0.43% 5.03% 128 0.51% 0.61%

347 0.14% 1.61% 153 0.61% 0.71%
960 0.39% 5.42% 654 2.62% 3.69%
2,131 0.86% 6.74% 544 2.18% 1.72%
846 0.34% 4.70% 244 0.98% 1.36%
7,977 3.23% 33.38% 31 0.12% 0.13%
354 0.14% 1.52% 342 1.37% 1.47%
155 0.06% 0.70% 175 0.70% 0.79%
6,746 2.73% 21.37% 179 0.72% 0.57%
16,606 6.73% 38.71% 136 0.55% 0.32%
3,341 1.35% 12.76% 257 1.03% 0.98%
4,450 1.80% 12.13% 0 0.00% 0.00%
2,882 1.17% 8.63% 250 1.00% 0.75%
6,912 2.80% 16.90% 435 1.75% 1.06%
258 0.10% 1.07% 56 0.22% 0.23%
485 0.20% 1.54% 113 0.45% 0.36%
2,997 1.21% 6.10% 453 1.82% 0.92%
246,679 100.00% 13.89% 24,918 100.00% 1.40%

Citywide

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% Hispanic/ Latino % Hispanic/ Latino
(All 60+ Hispanic/ (All 60+ Race/Eth

% 2 or More Races % 2 or More Races

(Al 60+ 2 or More  (All 60+ Race/Eth  Hispanic/ Latino (of

Community District (CD) MO BREm e 6

two ormore races .05 Citywide)  within CD) auvjges) Latino Citywide)  within CD)
157 0.51% 0.70% 8,207 2.03% 36.58%
300 0.97% 1.42% 3,306 0.82% 15.64%
557 1.81% 2.59% 3,545 0.88% 16.47%
95 0.31% 0.54% 11,188 2.77% 63.17%
1,160 3.77% 3.67% 9,818 2.43% 31.06%
67 0.22% 0.37% 3,586 0.89% 19.93%
282 0.92% 1.18% 8,451 2.09% 35.37%
385 1.25% 1.65% 2,553 0.63% 10.95%
842 2.74% 3.78% 1,868 0.46% 8.38%
368 1.20% 1.17% 2,824 0.70% 8.95%
289 0.94% 0.67% 2,208 0.55% 5.15%
202 0.66% 0.77% 2,407 0.60% 9.19%
510 1.66% 1.39% 2,476 0.61% 6.75%
746 2.42% 2.23% 3,066 0.76% 9.18%
292 0.95% 0.71% 1,591 0.39% 3.89%
795 2.58% 3.29% 5,386 1.34% 22.31%
1,495 4.86% 4.74% 1,822 0.45% 5.78%
1,848 6.00% 3.76% 3,586 0.89% 7.30%
30,775 100.00% 1.73% 403,412 100.00% 22.72%

Citywide

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% of 60+ 100% % of 60+ 100% % of 60+ 125% % of 60+ All 60+ % of 60+ % of 60+ All 60+ % of 60+
Community District (CD) All 60+ 100% FPL (All 60+ FPL (All 60+ All 60+ 125%  FPL (All 60+ 125% FPL 150% 150% FPL (All 150% FPL_ (P_\II 200% 200% FPL (/;\II % of 60+ 290% FPL
poverty 10(_)% FPL (within CD) poverty 125% I_:PL .(P.\II 60+ povarty 60+ 15(_)% I_:PL 60+ (within poverty 60.+ 2QOA; (All 60+ (within CD)
Citywide) Citywide)  (within CD) Citywide) CD) FPL Citywide)
4,913 1.61% 21.90% 7,097 1.81% 31.63% 8,431 1.77% 37.58% 10,648 1.70% 47.46%
3,895 1.28% 18.43% 5,183 1.32% 24.52% 5,801 1.22% 27.44% 6,926 1.10% 32.76%
4,700 1.54% 21.83% 6,017 1.53% 27.95% 7,174 1.50% 33.32% 9,637 1.54% 44.76%
5,697 1.87% 32.17% 6,454 1.64% 36.44% 7,467 1.57% 42.16% 9,224 1.47% 52.08%
7,162 2.35% 22.66% 8,919 2.27% 28.21% 10,909 2.29% 34.51% 13,572 2.16% 42.93%
2,397 0.79% 13.32% 2,858 0.73% 15.88% 3,231 0.68% 17.95% 4,007 0.64% 22.27%
5,404 1.77% 22.62% 6,972 1.77% 29.18% 8,701 1.82% 36.41% 11,099 1.77% 46.45%
4,368 1.43% 18.74% 5,954 1.51% 25.54% 7,339 1.54% 31.48% 9,343 1.49% 40.08%
4,401 1.44% 19.75% 5,472 1.39% 24.56% 6,696 1.40% 30.05% 8,849 1.41% 39.71%
4,511 1.48% 14.29% 5,869 1.49% 18.60% 7,537 1.58% 23.88% 9,112 1.45% 28.87%
8,073 2.65% 18.82% 10,273 2.61% 23.95% 12,359 2.59% 28.81% 16,278 2.59% 37.95%
4,934 1.62% 18.84% 7,035 1.79% 26.86% 8,579 1.80% 32.76% 10,510 1.68% 40.13%
10,818 3.55% 29.50% 13,086 3.33% 35.68% 16,124 3.38% 43.97% 19,504 3.11% 53.18%
6,891 2.26% 20.63% 8,736 2.22% 26.16% 10,517 2.21% 31.49% 12,942 2.06% 38.75%
7,707 2.53% 18.84% 9,559 2.43% 23.37% 11,327 2.38% 27.69% 14,675 2.34% 35.87%
6,969 2.29% 28.87% 8,673 2.21% 35.92% 10,317 2.16% 42.73% 11,953 1.91% 49.51%
3,791 1.24% 12.03% 5,009 1.27% 15.90% 6,401 1.34% 20.31% 9,898 1.58% 31.41%
4,233 1.39% 8.61% 6,347 1.61% 12.92% 8,474 1.78% 17.24% 12,309 1.96% 25.05%
Citywide 304,769 100.00% 17.16% 393,087 100.00% 22.14% 476,770 100.00% 26.85% 627,298 100.00% 35.33%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% Of 65+ 100% o oo 0o % of 65+ 125% % of 65+ All 65+ % of 65+ %of 65+  pee % of 65+
Community District (CD) All65+100%  FPL(AlIlG5+ 75" (Al 6ss AlIB5+125%  FPL(AIG5+  125% FPL 150%, 150% FPL (All 150% FPL (Al 200%  200% FPL % of 65+ 200% FPL
y poverty 100% FPL (within CD) poverty 125% FPL (All 65+ 4, 65+ 150% FPL 65+ (within ° (All 65+ 200%  (All 65+ (within CD)
Citywide) Citywide)  (withincD)  POVe™Y Citywide) cD)  POYeY tp| Ciywide)
3,712 1.64% 23.01% 5,582 1.88% 34.61% 6,675 1.84% 41.39% 8,297 1.74% 51.44%
2,864 1.27% 18.52% 3,846 1.29% 24.86% 4,375 1.21% 28.28% 5,168 1.08% 33.41%
2,835 1.25% 18.78% 3,871 1.30% 25.64% 4,815 1.33% 31.89% 6,695 1.40% 44.34%
4,495 1.99% 36.76% 5,028 1.69% 41.12% 5,783 1.59% 47.30% 6,971 1.46% 57.01%
5,265 2.33% 23.26% 6,472 2.18% 28.59% 7,989 2.20% 35.29% 10,210 2.14% 45.11%
1,561 0.69% 12.30% 1,074 0.66% 15.55% 2,293 0.63% 18.06% 2,791 0.58% 21.99%
4,109 1.82% 24.47% 5,435 1.83% 32.36% 6,735 1.86% 40.11% 8,615 1.80% 51.30%
2,911 1.29% 17.98% 4,119 1.39% 25.44% 5,112 1.41% 31.58% 6,660 1.40% 41.14%
3,231 1.43% 19.55% 4,082 1.37% 24.69% 5,073 1.40% 30.69% 6,874 1.44% 41.58%
3,346 1.48% 14.74% 4,447 1.50% 19.59% 5,927 1.63% 26.11% 7,077 1.48% 31.18%
6,578 2.91% 21.46% 8,342 2.81% 27.21% 9,780 2.69% 31.90% 12,749 2.67% 41.59%
3,497 1.55% 18.70% 5,235 1.76% 28.00% 6,458 1.78% 34.54% 7,961 1.67% 42.57%
9,419 417% 32.59% 11,420 3.85% 39.52% 13,994 3.86% 48.42% 16,780 3.52% 58.06%
5,619 2.48% 23.55% 7,008 2.36% 29.38% 8,438 2.32% 35.37% 10,375 2.17% 43.49%
6,003 2.65% 19.84% 7,538 2.54% 24.91% 8,809 2.43% 29.11% 11,465 2.40% 37.89%
4,585 2.03% 30.05% 5,664 1.91% 37.12% 6,736 1.86% 44.15% 7,992 1.67% 52.38%
2,775 1.23% 12.34% 3,745 1.26% 16.65% 4,838 1.33% 21.51% 7,351 1.54% 32.69%
3,086 1.36% 8.84% 4,920 1.66% 14.09% 6,468 1.78% 18.52% 9,242 1.94% 26.46%
Citywide 226,144 100.00% 17.73% 297,006 100.00% 23.28% 363,007 100.00% 28.45% 477,287  100.00% 37.41%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




All 60+ % All 60+ 100% All 65+ % All 65+ 100% All 60+ % All 60+ 125% All 65+ % All 65+ 125% All 60+ % All 60+ 150% All 65+ 1;/802”06;5 All 60+ 2(;/802%6;8 All 65+ 2(;/(';02”06;8

Community District (CD) 100% CEQ (AII 60+ 100% CEQ (AII 65+ 125% CEQ (AII 60+ 125% CEQ (AII 65+ 150% CEQ (AII 60+ 150% (All 65+ 200% (AIl 60+ within 200% (All 65+

poverty within CD) poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD) poverty CD) poverty within CD)
6,537 29.14% 4,921 30.51% 10,123 45.12% 7,772 48.19% 12,059 53.75% 9,108 56.47% 15,590 69.49% 11,419 70.80%
3,457 16.35% 2,497 16.15% 6,184 29.25% 4,768 30.83% 8,359 39.55% 6,335 40.95% 10,268 48.58% 7,761 50.17%
4,597 21.35% 3,080 20.40% 8,033 37.31% 5,558 36.82% 10,505 48.79% 7,223 47.84% 13,673 63.51% 9,342 61.87%
5,770 32.58% 4,261 34.85% 8,862 50.04% 6,697 54.77% 10,949 61.82% 8,002 65.45% 13,299 75.09% 9,634 77.97%
9,734 30.79% 7,109 31.40% 14,024 44.36% 10,680 47.18% 17,029 53.87% 12,777 56.45% 21,720 68.71% 16,116 71.20%
3,194 17.75% 2,470 19.46% 4,237 23.54% 3,198 25.19% 4,885 27.15% 3,636 28.64% 6,751 37.52% 5117 40.31%
7,269 30.42% 5,636 33.56% 10,403 43.54% 7,661 45.62% 13,101 54.83% 9,627 57.33% 15,955 66.77% 11,501 68.49%
6,397 27.44% 4,502 27.81% 9,331 40.03% 6,849 42.31% 11,338 48.64% 8,186 50.56% 14,107 60.51% 10,110 62.45%
4,893 21.96% 3,810 23.05% 8,303 37.26% 6,649 40.22% 9,928 44.55% 7,803 47.20% 13,790 61.89% 10,521 63.65%
5,829 18.47% 4,330 19.08% 9,241 29.28% 6,872 30.28% 11,542 36.57% 8,622 37.98% 15,461 48.99% 11,674 51.43%
10,409 24.27% 7,938 25.89% 16,682 38.89% 12,611 41.14% 21,538 50.21% 16,233 52.95% 28,023 65.33% 20,910 68.21%
6,469 24.70% 4,516 24.15% 9,619 36.72% 6,945 37.14% 11,576 44.20% 8,426 45.06% 15,401 58.80% 11,078 59.24%
10,092 27.52% 8,234 28.49% 18,551 50.59% 15,447 53.45% 22,017 60.04% 18,297 63.31% 25,713 70.12% 21,003 72.67%
8,030 24.04% 6,105 25.59% 12,223 36.60% 9,255 38.79% 15,029 45.00% 11,216 47.01% 19,608 58.71% 14,322 60.03%
7,864 19.22% 6,288 20.78% 12,475 30.49% 9,870 32.62% 15,860 38.77% 12,790 42.27% 21,735 53.13% 17,080 56.45%
7,059 29.24% 4,672 30.62% 11,591 48.01% 7,833 51.34% 14,239 58.98% 9,403 61.63% 17,780 73.65% 11,658 76.40%
5,647 17.92% 3,918 17.42% 9,120 28.94% 6,590 29.30% 11,845 37.59% 8,545 38.00% 17,822 56.56% 12,677 56.37%
6,592 13.41% 4,816 13.79% 10,996 22.37% 7,911 22.65% 14,968 30.46% 10,877 31.14% 22,939 46.68% 16,564 47.42%
Citywide 339,963 20.58% 262,005 22.23% 528,639 32.01% 399,429 33.88% 678,742 41.10% 507,097 43.02% 895,430 54.22% 655,840 55.63%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% Employed (Al % of all % UneTX:FéSf Unerr:/slg:/:cljl Not in W;gg’;‘&'ﬁ;&’: % of all Not in
Community District (CD) Employed 60+ ECnils:Aoli)(/jzc; 6I(E)T5Ji(:zi(;d cEgl)l Unemployed Unemployed (Al 60+ within I;zl:zg Not in Labor ngirv;?r:icne c(;gl)l
Citywide) CD) Force Citywide)
5,879 1.17% 26.20% 326 1.00% 1.45% 16,231 1.31% 72.34%
6,325 1.26% 29.92% 597 1.82% 2.82% 14,217 1.14% 67.25%
4,778 0.95% 22.19% 387 1.18% 1.80% 16,365 1.32% 76.01%
3,968 0.79% 22.40% 178 0.54% 1.01% 13,565 1.09% 76.59%
7,705 1.54% 24.37% 325 0.99% 1.03% 23,582 1.90% 74.60%
7,075 1.41% 39.31% 576 1.76% 3.20% 10,345 0.83% 57.48%
5,647 1.13% 23.63% 421 1.29% 1.76% 17,826 1.43% 74.60%
6,806 1.36% 29.19% 427 1.30% 1.83% 16,080 1.29% 68.97%
6,643 1.33% 29.81% 609 1.86% 2.73% 15,030 1.21% 67.45%
8,687 1.74% 27.52% 564 1.72% 1.79% 22,310 1.80% 70.69%
10,521 2.10% 24.53% 530 1.62% 1.24% 31,844 2.56% 74.24%
9,048 1.81% 34.55% 600 1.83% 2.29% 16,543 1.33% 63.16%
8,420 1.68% 22.96% 314 0.96% 0.86% 27,938 2.25% 76.18%
10,466 2.09% 31.34% 621 1.90% 1.86% 22,310 1.80% 66.80%
11,844 2.37% 28.95% 474 1.45% 1.16% 28,593 2.30% 69.89%
5,119 1.02% 21.20% 955 2.92% 3.96% 18,069 1.45% 74.84%
10,524 2.10% 33.40% 721 2.20% 2.29% 20,267 1.63% 64.32%
15,052 3.01% 30.63% 449 1.37% 0.91% 33,643 2.71% 68.46%
Citywide 500,603 100.00% 28.19% 32,745 100.00% 1.84% 1,242,435 100.00% 69.97%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 32



% HS Grad % Some

# of Non High % Non HS Grad % of All Non HS High School (Al 60+ HS % of All HS Some College (All % of All Some Bachelor's % BA or Higher % of All BA or

Community District (CD) School Grgd (All 60+ Non HS Grad (All 60+ 9 Grad Grad Grad (All 60+ College 60+ Attend College (All 60+ Degree or (All 60+ BA or Higher (All 60+

Grad Citywide) within CD) Citywide) within CD) 9 College within CD) Higher Higher Citywide) within CD)

y Citywide)
9,075 2.04% 40.45% 6,050 1.27% 26.97% 3,650 1.13% 16.27% 3,661 0.69% 16.32%
3,707 0.83% 17.54% 3,284 0.69% 15.54% 3,786 1.17% 17.91% 10,362 1.95% 49.02%
5,693 1.28% 26.44% 7,066 1.48% 32.82% 4,575 1.41% 21.25% 4,196 0.79% 19.49%
8,685 1.95% 49.04% 4,657 0.98% 26.29% 2,741 0.85% 15.48% 1,628 0.31% 9.19%
8,339 1.87% 26.38% 13,901 2.92% 43.97% 5,812 1.80% 18.39% 3,560 0.67% 11.26%
2,106 0.47% 11.70% 3,037 0.64% 16.88% 2,490 0.77% 13.84% 10,363 1.95% 57.59%
10,338 2.32% 43.27% 5,932 1.25% 24.83% 2,836 0.88% 11.87% 4,788 0.90% 20.04%
5,784 1.30% 24.81% 7,479 1.57% 32.08% 3,980 1.23% 17.07% 6,070 1.14% 26.04%
5,477 1.23% 24.58% 7,272 1.53% 32.64% 5,255 1.62% 23.58% 4,278 0.81% 19.20%
6,906 1.55% 21.88% 9,145 1.92% 28.98% 5,122 1.58% 16.23% 10,388 1.96% 32.91%
15,494 3.48% 36.12% 12,546 2.64% 29.25% 5,481 1.69% 12.78% 9,374 1.77% 21.85%
6,464 1.45% 24.68% 8,642 1.82% 33.00% 3,839 1.19% 14.66% 7,246 1.37% 27.67%
6,821 1.53% 18.60% 9,403 1.98% 25.64% 5,248 1.62% 14.31% 15,200 2.86% 41.45%
7,172 1.61% 21.47% 8,175 1.72% 24.48% 6,143 1.90% 18.39% 11,907 2.24% 35.65%
6,941 1.56% 16.97% 12,192 2.56% 29.80% 7,485 2.31% 18.30% 14,293 2.69% 34.94%
7,492 1.68% 31.03% 8,397 1.76% 34.78% 5,554 1.72% 23.00% 2,700 0.51% 11.18%
5,942 1.33% 18.86% 12,831 2.70% 40.72% 7,166 2.22% 22.74% 5,573 1.05% 17.69%
8,870 1.99% 18.05% 16,804 3.53% 34.19% 10,271 3.18% 20.90% 13,199 2.49% 26.86%
Citywide 445,790 100.00% 25.10% 475,974 100.00% 26.80% 323,436 100.00% 18.21% 530,583 100.00% 29.88%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



o % inUSless , . . %inUS5to , . % in US more o
Community District (CD) i '::Sig;‘;::;: %ngggtv ?doe; 6€+Fv3it(:il!: i: 5?.22: tha"U‘:’Sy;Z';:g thé*nsli?slizﬁ #liesr.sso :‘: 1"(; 10}’)?(‘) (1'8 ;Jg " Inyl:sS (ilfoeg)g ::;:151';';:: Y éh;r;:eotz:; (1'3 thﬁr:n1g?/rr:?£ﬁ
CD) than5yrs. Citywide) 60+ within CD) yrs. Citywide) within CD) yrs Citywide) 60+ within CD)
14,734 1.44% 65.67% 147 0.93% 0.66% 275 0.68% 1.23% 14,312 1.48% 63.79%
5,876 0.57% 27.80% 100 0.63% 0.47% 126 0.31% 0.60% 5,650 0.58% 26.73%
8,092 0.79% 37.58% 207 1.31% 0.96% 10 0.02% 0.05% 7,875 0.81% 36.58%
12,238 1.20% 69.10% 21 0.13% 0.12% 327 0.81% 1.85% 11,890 1.23% 67.13%
21,094 2.06% 66.73% 141 0.89% 0.45% 598 1.49% 1.89% 20,355 2.10% 64.39%
5,691 0.56% 31.62% 18 0.11% 0.10% 163 0.41% 0.91% 5,510 0.57% 30.62%
17,376 1.70% 72.72% 876 5.53% 3.67% 1,226 3.05% 5.13% 15,274 1.58% 63.92%
12,920 1.26% 55.42% 0 0.00% 0.00% 220 0.55% 0.94% 12,700 1.31% 54.48%
15,825 1.55% 71.02% 330 2.08% 1.48% 260 0.65% 1.17% 15,235 1.57% 68.37%
15,135 1.48% 47.95% 327 2.06% 1.04% 1,158 2.88% 3.67% 13,650 1.41% 43.25%
31,599 3.09% 73.67% 764 4.82% 1.78% 1,703 4.23% 3.97% 29,132 3.01% 67.91%
14,929 1.46% 57.00% 206 1.30% 0.79% 1,044 2.60% 3.99% 13,679 1.41% 52.23%
28,790 2.81% 78.51% 284 1.79% 0.77% 1,217 3.03% 3.32% 27,289 2.82% 74.41%
22,681 2.22% 67.91% 387 2.44% 1.16% 928 2.31% 2.78% 21,366 2.21% 63.98%
26,838 2.62% 65.60% 253 1.60% 0.62% 946 2.35% 2.31% 25,639 2.65% 62.67%
13,080 1.28% 54.18% 92 0.58% 0.38% 367 0.91% 1.52% 12,621 1.30% 52.28%
25,996 2.54% 82.50% 203 1.28% 0.64% 637 1.58% 2.02% 25,156 2.60% 79.83%
33,215 3.24% 67.59% 172 1.09% 0.35% 630 1.57% 1.28% 32,413 3.35% 65.96%
Citywide 1,023,698 100.00% 57.65% 15,838 100.00% 0.89% 40,231 100.00% 2.27% 967,629 100.00% 54.49%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




Spanish Chinese

% English (All % English (Al Speakers who % Spanish (Al % Spanish Speakers who % Chinese (Al % Chinese

Community District (CD) English 60+ English 60°+ wi?hin CD) Spanish  Speak English 60+ Spanish (All 60+ Chinese Speak English 60+ Chinese (All 60+

Citywide) Less Than Very citywide)  within CD) Less Than citywide)  within CD)

Well Very Well
6,078 0.66% 27.09% 7,579 5,339 2.04% 33.78% 1,212 967 0.92% 5.40%
16,365 1.77% 77.42% 2,914 1,848 0.79% 13.78% 772 723 0.59% 3.65%
16,727 1.81% 77.69% 3,239 2,054 0.87% 15.04% 277 241 0.21% 1.29%
5,414 0.59% 30.57% 10,571 7,551 2.85% 59.69% 741 686 0.56% 4.18%
17,233 1.87% 54.51% 9,091 5,265 2.45% 28.76% 624 587 0.47% 1.97%
12,823 1.39% 71.25% 3,353 1,571 0.90% 18.63% 465 347 0.35% 2.58%
5,909 0.64% 24.73% 8,235 5,583 2.22% 34.46% 7,139 6,988 5.42% 29.88%
18,543 2.01% 79.54% 2,128 1,151 0.57% 9.13% 137 117 0.10% 0.59%
16,010 1.73% 71.85% 1,880 834 0.51% 8.44% 88 88 0.07% 0.39%
16,927 1.83% 53.63% 2,276 983 0.61% 7.21% 4,980 4,522 3.78% 15.78%
12,027 1.30% 28.04% 1,656 1,145 0.45% 3.86% 14,380 13,576 10.91% 33.52%
8,833 0.96% 33.73% 2,316 1,250 0.62% 8.84% 2,152 2,019 1.63% 8.22%
9,917 1.07% 27.04% 2,056 1,549 0.55% 5.61% 3,052 2,897 2.32% 8.32%
16,448 1.78% 49.25% 2,696 1,549 0.73% 8.07% 1,078 989 0.82% 3.23%
15,5652 1.69% 38.01% 1,502 913 0.41% 3.67% 5,740 5,231 4.35% 14.03%
17,385 1.88% 72.01% 4,768 2,976 1.29% 19.75% 114 114 0.09% 0.47%
24,802 2.69% 78.71% 1,832 682 0.49% 5.81% 120 120 0.09% 0.38%
32,758 3.55% 66.66% 3,545 1,323 0.96% 7.21% 1,572 1,485 1.19% 3.20%
Citywide 922,808 100.00% 51.97% 370,764 233,199 100.00% 20.88% 131,821 113,181 100.00% 7.42%
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Russian Italian Haitian
Speakerssp";gi % TK.T?SE % Russian Speakeg‘p";gi % Italian (All % Italian (Al Speake";p";’;ﬁ % Haitian (All % Haitian (Al
Community District (CD) Russian English Less Russian (Al 60+ wiéhg; Italian English Less Gthxilcijaer; 60+ Wié;hg; Haitian English Less SOéi:;l,?JitLa:ar; 60+ wiéh[i)r;

Than Very Citywide) Than Very Than Very

Well Well Well
161 36 0.23% 0.72% 462 248 1.45% 2.06% 55 0 0.21% 0.25%
76 38 0.11% 0.36% 188 0 0.59% 0.89% 51 31 0.19% 0.24%
130 130 0.19% 0.60% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 277 224 1.04% 1.29%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 172 92 0.54% 0.97% 193 77 0.72% 1.09%
1,382 1,218 2.00% 4.37% 49 12 0.15% 0.16% 583 299 2.19% 1.84%
115 94 0.17% 0.64% 171 34 0.54% 0.95% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%
785 716 1.14% 3.29% 187 138 0.59% 0.78% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%
339 309 0.49% 1.45% 144 32 0.45% 0.62% 877 452 3.29% 3.76%
153 125 0.22% 0.69% 60 25 0.19% 0.27% 2,458 1,567 9.22% 11.03%
1,286 1,110 1.86% 4.07% 1,659 856 5.22% 5.26% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%
6,240 5,784 9.03% 14.55% 4,613 2,928 14.51% 10.75% 29 29 0.11% 0.07%
2,408 2,157 3.48% 9.19% 595 379 1.87% 2.27% 217 79 0.81% 0.83%
17,997 16,513 26.04% 49.08% 368 294 1.16% 1.00% 108 108 0.41% 0.29%
4,844 4,487 7.01% 14.50% 181 39 0.57% 0.54% 2,848 1,657 10.68% 8.53%
12,010 9,899 17.38% 29.36% 602 208 1.89% 1.47% 335 197 1.26% 0.82%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 529 64 1.98% 2.19%
148 115 0.21% 0.47% 46 27 0.14% 0.15% 3,171 1,813 11.89% 10.06%
1,175 799 1.70% 2.39% 612 231 1.93% 1.25% 4,966 3,177 18.63% 10.10%
Citywide 69,109 56,378 100.00% 3.89% 31,787 17,120 100.00% 1.79% 26,659 16,193 100.00% 1.50%

36
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Korean French Greek % Greek
_ o Speakers vs{ho % Korean (All % Korean Speakers V\{ho % French (All % French. (AII Speakers V\{ho % Greek (All (All 60+
Community District (CD) Korean Speak English 60+ 'Kor_ean _ (/-_\II 60+ French Speak English 60+.Frelnch 60+ within Greek Speak English 601- Grgek within
Less Than Citywide) within CD) Less Than Very Citywide) CD) Less Than Citywide) CD)
Very Well Well Very Well

29 29 0.16% 0.13% 309 14 1.93% 1.38% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

12 12 0.07% 0.06% 102 0 0.64% 0.48% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

0 0 0.00% 0.00% 388 141 2.42% 1.80% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

0 0 0.00% 0.00% 60 24 0.37% 0.34% 46 46 0.32% 0.26%

247 247 1.40% 0.78% 69 20 0.43% 0.22% 16 0 0.11% 0.05%

85 26 0.20% 0.19% 337 49 2.10% 1.87% 44 8 0.31% 0.24%

19 19 0.11% 0.08% 34 20 0.21% 0.14% 160 0 1.12% 0.67%

0 0 0.00% 0.00% 233 50 1.45% 1.00% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

0 0 0.00% 0.00% Bjll5 95 1.96% 1.41% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

190 190 1.08% 0.60% 104 56 0.65% 0.33% 845 395 5.94% 2.68%

49 48 0.28% 0.11% 50 12 0.31% 0.12% 142 91 1.00% 0.33%

0 0 0.00% 0.00% 60 14 0.37% 0.23% 134 62 0.94% 0.51%

36 36 0.20% 0.10% 68 22 0.42% 0.19% 14 7 0.10% 0.04%

17 17 0.10% 0.05% 430 155 2.68% 1.29% 105 13 0.74% 0.31%

151 133 0.86% 0.37% 397 154 2.48% 0.97% 45 9 0.32% 0.11%

0 0 0.00% 0.00% 32 14 0.20% 0.13% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

0 0 0.00% 0.00% 600 397 3.74% 1.90% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

138 132 0.78% 0.28% 649 392 4.05% 1.32% 65 0 0.46% 0.13%

Citywide 17,656 15,294 100.00% 0.99% 16,040 4,546 100.00% 0.90% 14,231 8,201 100.00% 0.80%
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Bengali

Speakers who % Bengali (Al % Bengali P°"3rv‘vrs]§§ap'g§ % Polish (All % Polish (Al Other %(ZT%O';""?)?;' Lan;/"so(m'l
Community District (CD) Bengali Speak English 60+ _Ben.gali _ (AII 60+ Polish English Less 60-!_- quish 60+ within Languages Langé 60+ Within
Less Than Citywide) within CD) Than Very Well Citywide) CD) Citywide) cD)
Very Well
227 217 1.28% 1.01% 2,689 2,233 18.95% 11.99% 3,635 2.54% 16.20%
18 1 0.10% 0.09% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 641 0.45% 3.03%
38 38 0.21% 0.18% 25 25 0.18% 0.12% 429 0.30% 1.99%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 18 18 0.13% 0.10% 496 0.35% 2.80%
504 452 2.84% 1.59% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 1,814 1.27% 5.74%
84 0 0.47% 0.47% 89 76 0.63% 0.49% 480 0.34% 2.67%
55 54 0.31% 0.23% 184 90 1.30% 0.77% 1,187 0.83% 4.97%
109 39 0.61% 0.47% 8 8 0.06% 0.03% 795 0.56% 3.41%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 41 18 0.29% 0.18% 1,277 0.89% 5.73%
23 23 0.13% 0.07% 211 160 1.49% 0.67% 3,060 2.14% 9.70%
96 84 0.54% 0.22% 351 315 2.47% 0.82% 3,262 2.28% 7.60%
439 336 2.47% 1.68% 549 508 3.87% 2.10% 8,488 5.94% 32.41%
15 0 0.08% 0.04% 265 227 1.87% 0.72% 2,776 1.94% 7.57%
542 483 3.05% 1.62% 132 121 0.93% 0.40% 4,076 2.85% 12.20%
98 70 0.55% 0.24% 365 190 2.57% 0.89% 4,114 2.88% 10.06%
1 0 0.01% 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 1,314 0.92% 5.44%
61 37 0.34% 0.19% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 732 0.51% 2.32%
150 129 0.84% 0.31% 358 268 2.52% 0.73% 3,156 2.21% 6.42%
Citywide 17,770 10,189 100.00% 1.00% 14,193 10,030 100.00% 0.80% 142,945 100.00% 8.05%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




. % of All . % of All Mobility N
Community District (CD) g%cf:::{ ?n::g:: ( A|F§gfi¥<2:;e£v2§ ?SO{AmlleRoicv?,ﬁ% Mog::g(g é‘.)elf- i;l g,g”gclé‘ 6&4; o gf%t??‘jgé}g
FS Citywide) Citywide)
8,392 1.96% 37.40% 6,588 1.52% 29.36%
5,286 1.24% 25.01% 6,266 1.44% 29.64%
6,645 1.55% 30.86% 7,043 1.62% 32.71%
6,844 1.60% 38.64% 5,361 1.24% 30.27%
10,957 2.56% 34.66% 9,293 2.14% 29.40%
2,439 0.57% 13.55% 3,078 0.71% 17.10%
7,377 1.73% 30.87% 5,628 1.30% 23.55%
7,274 1.70% 31.20% 7,326 1.69% 31.42%
5,966 1.40% 26.77% 4,621 1.07% 20.74%
5,147 1.20% 16.31% 7,058 1.63% 22.36%
13,218 3.09% 30.81% 11,517 2.65% 26.85%
6,405 1.50% 24.45% 5,931 1.37% 22.65%
16,787 3.93% 45.78% 12,956 2.99% 35.33%
10,727 2.51% 32.12% 8,840 2.04% 26.47%
10,377 2.43% 25.36% 9,827 2.27% 24.02%
10,372 2.43% 42.96% 9,044 2.08% 37.46%
5,669 1.33% 17.99% 5,933 1.37% 18.83%
7,144 1.67% 14.54% 8,512 1.96% 17.32%
Citywide 427,652 100.00% 24.08% 433,796 100.00% 24.43%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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Category Sub-category
Population’ Total Population
Population1 Persons 60+
Population1 Persons 65+
Sex (Age 60+) Male
Sex (Age 60+) Female
Living Alone (Age 60+) Living Alone

Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin

White Non-Hispanic Alone

(Age 60+)

Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |Black Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)

Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |Asian Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)

Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin - |Other Non-Hispanic Alone?
(Age 60+)

Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |2 or more races Non-Hispanic
(Age 60+)

Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |Hispanic/Latino (of any race)
(Age 60+)

Federal Poverty Measure (FPL2021)°

Federal Poverty Measure (FPL2021)°

100% Poverty (FPL) 60+

100% Poverty (FPL) 65+, % of 65+

100% NYCgov Poverty Measure®
100% NYCgov Poverty Measure®

100% Poverty (NYCgov) 60+

100% Poverty (NYCgov) 65+, % of 65+

Employment Status (Age 60+)
Employment Status (Age 60+)
Employment Status (Age 60+)

Employed

Unemployed

Not in Labor Force

Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
)

Educational Attainment (Age 60+

Non High School Grad

High School Grad

Some College

BA or Higher

Immigrants (Age 60+)

Foreign Born

Food Stamps (Age 60+)

Received Food Stamps in Past 12 Months

Mobility and Self Care Impaired (Age 60+)

Self-Care/Mobility Difficulties

Manhattan
Number

Manhattan
Percent

17.32

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)

NYC
Number

NYC Primary Language (60+) Manhattan Manhattan NYC
Percent Number Percent Percent
100.00 English
20.77 Spanish
14.92 Chinese
42.87 Russian
57.13 Italian
27.51 Haitian
38.99 Korean
21.27 French
13.89 Greek
1.40 Bengali
1.73 Polish
22.72 Other
17.16
1773 Primary Language for Those with Manhattan Manhattan NYC NYC
Limited English Proficiency (60+) Number Percent Number | Percent
20.58 Spanish
22.23 Chinese
28.19 Russian
1.84 Italian
69.97 Haitian
25.10 Korean
26.80 French
18.21 Greek
29.88 Bengali
57.65 Polish
24.08
24.43
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0, 0, 0, 0,
Community District (CD) Population all ages 60-64 65-74 75.84 85+ All New Yorkers % of 60+ (All 60+ % of 60+ (All Ages All New Yorkers % of 65+ (All % of 65+ (All

60+ citywide) within CD) 65+ 65+ citywide) Ages within CD)
150,965 7,506 12,304 6,634 2,800 29,244 1.65% 19.37% 21,738 1.70% 14.40%
148,943 9,374 16,320 8,756 4,363 38,813 2.19% 26.06% 29,439 2.31% 19.77%
158,342 8,268 14,673 7,323 2,741 33,005 1.86% 20.84% 24,737 1.94% 15.62%
146,530 8,650 15,231 8,732 4,408 37,021 2.08% 25.27% 28,371 2.22% 19.36%
198,705 12,670 23,055 12,073 6,020 53,818 3.03% 27.08% 41,148 3.23% 20.71%
214,194 12,142 22753 16,946 6,538 58,379 3.29% 27.26% 46,237 3.62% 21.59%
121,817 7,173 9,593 5,527 1,806 24,099 1.36% 19.78% 16,926 1.33% 13.89%
134,166 6,849 9,172 4,250 2,115 22,386 1.26% 16.69% 15,537 1.22% 11.58%
116,071 6,617 9,777 5,420 2,580 24,394 1.37% 21.02% 17,777 1.39% 15.32%
217,424 11,670 19,139 9,027 4,030 43,866 2.47% 20.18% 32,196 2.52% 14.81%
Citywide 8,550,715 499,994 741,478 375438 158,873 1,775,783 100% 20.77% 1,275,789 100% 14.92%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% of All

o o o o i
Community District (CD) Male (ﬁffegrl mz:ii (/;\I(I) fﬁgll “fvﬁﬁﬁ Female ol A"6Foe+m|:éer:g(|2! Feg(‘)i'evjitﬁ‘r']' fi?’:n';e;flg:se ({Zﬂsgﬁ tmg ﬁ:?ﬂi % of All Living A'“L‘jitﬁ‘: GC%')
itywide) CD) Citywide) CcD) Citywide)

12,829 1.69% 43.87% 16,415 1.62% 56.13% 11,097 2.27% 37.95%

17,314 2.27% 44.61% 21,499 2.12% 55.39% 13,369 2.74% 34.44%

17,008 2.23% 51.53% 15,997 1.58% 48.47% 16,340 3.34% 49.51%

15,317 2.01% 41.37% 21,704 2.14% 58.63% 15,089 3.09% 40.76%

22,638 2.97% 42.06% 31,180 3.07% 57.94% 22,783 4.66% 42.33%

24,775 3.25% 42.44% 33,604 3.31% 57.56% 22,329 4.57% 38.25%

10,085 1.32% 41.85% 14,014 1.38% 58.15% 8,072 1.65% 33.50%

8,673 1.14% 38.74% 13,713 1.35% 61.26% 10,249 2.10% 45.78%

9,003 1.18% 36.91% 15,391 1.52% 63.09% 11,148 2.28% 45.70%

18,166 2.39% 41.41% 25,700 2.53% 58.59% 11,893 2.43% 27.11%
Citywide 761,341 100% 42.87% 1,014,442 100% 57.13% 488,597 100.00% 27.51%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



White Non- % Whitg (All % White (All Black Non- % Black. (All % Black. (All
Community District (CD) Hispanic Alone 6Q+ Whlte 6(_)+_Race/Eth YA B 6Q+ B_Iack. 6(_)+_Race/Eth
Citywide) within CD) Citywide) within CD)
22,864 3.30% 78.18% 280 0.07% 0.96%
9,919 1.43% 25.56% 2,150 0.57% 5.54%
21,097 3.05% 63.92% 1,614 0.43% 4.89%
30,139 4.35% 81.41% 760 0.20% 2.05%
39,664 5.73% 73.70% 3,619 0.96% 6.72%
50,159 7.24% 85.92% 1,657 0.44% 2.84%
5,804 0.84% 24.08% 6,618 1.75% 27.46%
1,798 0.26% 8.03% 15,249 4.04% 68.12%
2,692 0.39% 11.04% 6,727 1.78% 27.58%
7,910 1.14% 18.03% 3,385 0.90% 7.72%
692,359 100.00% 38.99% 377,640 100.00% 21.27%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have
poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 44



% Other (All 60+
Race/Eth within

% Asian (All 60+

=Hi i O
Race/Eth within Other Non-Hispanic % Other (All 60+

Asian Non- % Asian (All 60+

Community District (CD) Hispanic Alone  Asian Citywide) Alone? Other Citywide)
CD) CD)
4,424 1.79% 15.13% 328 1.32% 1.12%
16,931 6.86% 43.62% 411 1.65% 1.06%
2,588 1.05% 7.84% 199 0.80% 0.60%
2,732 1.11% 7.38% 336 1.35% 0.91%
2,410 0.98% 4.48% 422 1.69% 0.78%
2,733 1.11% 4.68% 73 0.29% 0.13%
1,484 0.60% 6.16% 230 0.92% 0.95%
983 0.40% 4.39% 271 1.09% 1.21%
2,174 0.88% 8.91% 871 3.50% 3.57%
1,026 0.42% 2.34% 204 0.82% 0.47%
Citywide 246,679 100.00% 13.89% 24,918 100.00% 1.40%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 45



Community District (CD) Non-Hispanic of

% 2 or More Races
(All 60+ 2 or More

% 2 or More Races
(All 60+ Race/Eth

Hispanic/ Latino (of

% Hispanic/ Latino % Hispanic/ Latino

(All 60+ Hispanic/ (All 60+ Race/Eth

two ormore races  p..os Citywide)  within CD) e Latino Citywide)  within CD)
293 0.95% 1.00% 1,055 0.26% 3.61%
381 1.24% 0.98% 9,021 2.24% 23.24%
862 2.80% 2.61% 6,645 1.65% 20.13%
346 1.12% 0.93% 2,708 0.67% 7.31%
755 2.45% 1.40% 6,948 1.72% 12.91%
300 0.97% 0.51% 3,457 0.86% 5.92%
467 1.52% 1.94% 9,496 2.35% 39.40%
285 0.93% 1.27% 3,800 0.94% 16.97%
548 1.78% 2.25% 11,382 2.82% 46.66%
398 1.29% 0.91% 30,943 7.67% 70.54%
Citywide 30,775 100.00% 1.73% 403,412 100.00% 22.72%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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% of 60+ 100% % of 60+ 125% % of 60+ % of 60+ % of 60+ % of 60+

Community District (CD) All 60+ 100% FPL (All 60+ % (Ijzflfl_oz-A:IOgC:/: All 60+ 125%  FPL (All 60+ 125% FPL A:IS%?)Z 150% FPL (All 150% FPL. (AII AIZIO%?,Z 200% FPL (All % of 60+ 290% FPL
poverty 1(();9% FPL (within CD) poverty 125?% FPL .(AII 60+ e —— 60+ 159% EPL 60+ (within . 60.+ ZQO% (All 80+ (within CD)
itywide) Citywide)  (within CD) Citywide) CD) FPL Citywide)

3,574 1.17% 12.22% 4,088 1.04% 13.98% 4,656 0.98% 15.92% 5,865 0.93% 20.06%

12,086 3.97% 31.14% 15,483 3.94% 39.89% 18,139 3.80% 46.73% 22,023 3.51% 56.74%

4,597 1.51% 13.93% 6,571 1.67% 19.91% 8,385 1.76% 25.41% 11,082 1.77% 33.58%

3,017 0.99% 8.15% 3,964 1.01% 10.71% 4,955 1.04% 13.38% 6,673 1.06% 18.02%

6,459 2.12% 12.00% 7,804 1.99% 14.50% 9,146 1.92% 16.99% 11,825 1.89% 21.97%

3,484 1.14% 5.97% 4,451 1.13% 7.62% 5,483 1.15% 9.39% 7,925 1.26% 13.58%

5,903 1.94% 24.49% 7,746 1.97% 32.14% 8,698 1.82% 36.09% 11,520 1.84% 47.80%

5,769 1.89% 25.77% 7,364 1.87% 32.90% 8,354 1.75% 37.32% 11,237 1.79% 50.20%

8,013 2.63% 32.85% 11,045 2.81% 45.28% 12,397 2.60% 50.82% 15,207 2.42% 62.34%

9,834 3.23% 22.42% 12,200 3.10% 27.81% 15,298 3.21% 34.87% 19,784 3.15% 45.10%

Citywide 304,769 100.00% 17.16% 393,087 100.00% 22.14% 476,770 100.00% 26.85% 627,298 100.00% 35.33%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




% of 65+ 100% % of 65+ 125% % of 65+ % of 65+ % of 65+ % of 65+
% of 65+ 100% All 65+ All 65+
c ity District (CD AllG5+100%  FPL(AI65+ "7 % "0 ANGS+125%  FPL(A65+  125% FPL 1500, 150% FPL (All 150% FPL (Al 2009, 200% FPL % of 65+ 200% FPL
ommunity District (CD) poverty 100% FPL within CD) poverty 125% FPL (All 65+ L, 65+ 150% FPL 65+ (within 7 b (All 65+ 200%  (All 65+ (within CD)
Citywide) ( Citywide)  (withincD)  POVe™Y Citywide) cD)  POYeY tp| Ciywide)

2,644 1.17% 12.16% 3,132 1.05% 14.41% 3,638 1.00% 16.74% 4,684 0.98% 21.55%

9,444 4.18% 32.08% 12,194 4.11% 41.42% 14,445 3.98% 49.07% 17,388 3.64% 59.06%

3,644 1.61% 14.73% 5,276 1.78% 21.33% 6,649 1.83% 26.88% 8,880 1.86% 35.90%

1,425 0.63% 5.02% 2,340 0.79% 8.25% 3,303 0.91% 11.64% 4,574 0.96% 16.12%

5,037 2.23% 12.24% 6,032 2.03% 14.66% 7,317 2.02% 17.78% 9,346 1.96% 22.71%

2,632 1.16% 5.69% 3,495 1.18% 7.56% 4,462 1.23% 9.65% 6,511 1.36% 14.08%

4,153 1.84% 24.54% 5,763 1.94% 34.05% 6,593 1.82% 38.95% 8,750 1.83% 51.70%

4,308 1.90% 27.73% 5,552 1.87% 35.73% 6,403 1.76% 41.21% 8,047 1.69% 51.79%

6,145 2.72% 34.57% 8,788 2.96% 49.43% 9,806 2.70% 55.16% 12,062 2.53% 67.85%

8,044 3.56% 24.98% 9,901 3.33% 30.75% 12,440 3.43% 38.64% 15,731 3.30% 48.86%

Citywide 226,144 100.00% 17.73% 297,006 100.00% 23.28% 363,007 100.00% 28.45% 477,287  100.00% 37.41%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




AlGO+ %AI60+100%  ANGS+ %ANIG65+100%  AIl60+ %AIGO+125%  ANlGS+ % AlG5+125%  AI60+ %AIGO+150%  Allese PNt ajepe  BAVOOT agse oA 057
Community District (CD) 100%  CEO(AIG0+  100%  CEO(AIG5+  125% CEO(AI6+  125%  CEO(AIG5+  150% CEO(AIGO+  150% OO 200% 207 CED  200% 207 CC0
poverty within CD) poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD) poverty CD) poverty within CD)

2,912 9.96% 2,457 11.30% 5,226 17.87% 4,418 20.32% 6,585 22.52% 5618  2584% 9126  31.21% 7417 34.12%

11,456 29.51% 8,848 30.05% 20,251 52.18% 15,769 53.56% 24,807 63.91% 19,100  6491% 30,498  78.58% 23201  78.81%

5,238 15.87% 4173 16.87% 8,786 26.62% 6,940 28.05% 11,136 33.74% 8658  3500% 14916  4519% 11466  46.35%

3,181 8.50% 2,537 8.94% 4,635 12.52% 3,726 13.13% 6,916 18.68% 5443 1919% 10,155  27.43% 7924 27.93%

6,420 11.93% 5,047 12.27% 9,910 18.41% 7,944 19.31% 12,225 22.72% 9530  2318% 16495  30.65% 13,068  31.76%

4,466 7.65% 3,663 7.92% 6,655 11.40% 5,733 12.40% 8,640 14.80% 7213 1560% 13,147  2252% 11,020  23.83%

5,484 22.76% 3,973 23.47% 8,592 35.65% 6,285 37.13% 10,787 44.76% 7765  4587% 14656  60.82% 10,330  61.03%

5,839 26.08% 4,260 27.42% 9,764 43.62% 7,095 45.66% 12,174 54.38% 8783  5653% 15719  70.22% 11,115  71.54%

6,001 24.60% 4,605 25.90% 11,523 47.24% 9,030 50.80% 14,727 60.37% 11,161 6279% 18,007  7419% 13473  75.79%

10,550 24.05% 8,639 26.83% 17,398 39.66% 14,116 43.84% 22,537 51.38% 17,754 55.14% 30,398  69.30% 23326  72.45%

Citywide 339,963 20.58% 262,005 22.23% 528,639 3201% 399,429 33.88% 678,742  41.10% 507,097  43.02% 895430  54.22% 655840  55.63%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




% Employed (Al % of all % U”GTX:I"%’SE Unen:élg;:c'j' Not in ‘V;o'\:g;i?AhaGb(ﬂ % of all Not in
Community District (CD) Employed 60+ Ecnils:;i):jee(; 6%T5;ﬁr):i?1d égl)l Unemployed Unemployed  (All 60+ within IE?::; Not in Labor nggrv;?hri(;e égl)l
Citywide) CD) Force Citywide)
12,287 2.45% 42.02% 694 212% 2.37% 16,263 1.31% 55.61%
7,817 1.56% 20.14% 554 1.69% 1.43% 30,442 2.45% 78.43%
11,381 2.27% 34.48% 935 2.86% 2.83% 20,689 1.67% 62.68%
13,296 2.66% 35.91% 454 1.39% 1.23% 23,271 1.87% 62.86%
19,229 3.84% 35.73% 2,182 6.66% 4.05% 32,407 2.61% 60.22%
21,079 4.21% 36.11% 1,319 4.03% 2.26% 35,981 2.90% 61.63%
6,948 1.39% 28.83% 397 1.21% 1.65% 16,754 1.35% 69.52%
5,930 1.18% 26.49% 721 2.20% 3.22% 15,735 1.27% 70.29%
4,705 0.94% 19.29% 211 0.64% 0.86% 19,478 1.57% 79.85%
10,677 2.13% 24.34% 1,736 5.30% 3.96% 31,453 2.53% 71.70%
Citywide 500,603 100.00% 28.19% 32,745 100.00% 1.84% 1,242,435 100.00% 69.97%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 50



% HS Grad % Some
# of Non High % Non HS Grad % of All Non HS High School (Al 60+ HS % of All HS Some College (All % of All Some Bachelor's % BA or Higher % of All BA or
Community District (CD) School G gd (All 60+ Non HS Grad (All 60+ 9 Grad Grad Grad (All 60+ College 60+ Attend College (All 60+ Degree or (All 60+ BA or Higher (All 60+
chool®rad -~ Grad Citywide) within CD) Citywide) within CD) 9 College within CD) Higher Higher Citywide) within CD)
y Citywide)
2,288 0.51% 7.82% 2,524 0.53% 8.63% 4,437 1.37% 15.17% 19,995 3.77% 68.37%
17,902 4.02% 46.12% 7,194 1.51% 18.54% 4,511 1.39% 11.62% 9,206 1.74% 23.72%
4,248 0.95% 12.87% 4,453 0.94% 13.49% 6,178 1.91% 18.72% 18,126 3.42% 54.92%
1,561 0.35% 4.22% 3,778 0.79% 10.21% 6,320 1.95% 17.07% 25,362 4.78% 68.51%
4,397 0.99% 8.17% 3,978 0.84% 7.39% 7,357 2.27% 13.67% 38,086 7.18% 70.77%
2,487 0.56% 4.26% 6,303 1.32% 10.80% 9,031 2.79% 15.47% 40,558 7.64% 69.47%
7,063 1.58% 29.31% 4,671 0.98% 19.38% 3,738 1.16% 15.51% 8,627 1.63% 35.80%
5,480 1.23% 24.48% 6,510 1.37% 29.08% 4,252 1.31% 18.99% 6,144 1.16% 27.45%
9,667 2.17% 39.63% 6,070 1.28% 24.88% 3,986 1.23% 16.34% 4,671 0.88% 19.15%
18,695 4.19% 42.62% 8,788 1.85% 20.03% 6,154 1.90% 14.03% 10,229 1.93% 23.32%
Citywide 445,790 100.00% 25.10% 475,974 100.00% 26.80% 323,436 100.00% 18.21% 530,583 100.00% 29.88%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% in US less

% in US 5 to

% in US more

o o . o o
Gommuniy Distc (€0 AromgrBom LIRS Gt nUs s "2 (7 mansysial Ussiodo V% (LS " s aicor USIEre 1 00 (5 o s
) than 5yrs. Citywide) 60+ within CD) Citywide) within CD) yrs Citywide) 60+ within CD)

8,552 0.84% 29.24% 134 0.85% 0.46% 140 0.35% 0.48% 8,278 0.86% 28.31%

25,582 2.50% 65.91% 192 1.21% 0.49% 407 1.01% 1.05% 24,983 2.58% 64.37%

12,503 1.22% 37.88% 33 0.21% 0.10% 275 0.68% 0.83% 12,195 1.26% 36.95%

10,539 1.03% 28.47% 113 0.71% 0.31% 97 0.24% 0.26% 10,329 1.07% 27.90%

13,715 1.34% 25.48% 206 1.30% 0.38% 256 0.64% 0.48% 13,253 1.37% 24.63%

13,722 1.34% 23.51% 216 1.36% 0.37% 235 0.58% 0.40% 13,271 1.37% 22.73%

13,061 1.28% 54.20% 489 3.09% 2.03% 378 0.94% 1.57% 12,194 1.26% 50.60%

6,894 0.67% 30.80% 96 0.61% 0.43% 220 0.55% 0.98% 6,578 0.68% 29.38%

12,859 1.26% 52.71% 68 0.43% 0.28% 56 0.14% 0.23% 12,735 1.32% 52.21%

33,579 3.28% 76.55% 804 5.08% 1.83% 1,584 3.94% 3.61% 31,191 3.22% 71.11%

Citywide 1,023,698 100.00% 57.65% 15,838 100.00% 0.89% 40,231 100.00% 2.27% 967,629 100.00% 54.49%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




Spanish Chinese
_ o _ % English (_AII % English (Al _ Speakers w_ho % Spanish (_AII % Spanish _ Speakers V\{ho % Chines_e (Al % Chinese
Community District (CD) English 60+ .Englllsh 60+ within CD) Spanish  Speak English 60+ S_par.nsh _ (AII 60+ Chinese Speak English 60+ thnfese _ (AII 60+
Citywide) Less Than Very citywide)  within CD) Less Than citywide)  within CD)
Well Very Well
21,701 2.35% 74.21% 1,104 509 0.30% 3.78% 3,293 2,914 2.50% 11.26%
13,806 1.50% 35.57% 7,823 5,146 211% 20.16% 15,598 14,852 11.83% 40.19%
22,474 2.44% 68.09% 5,505 2,612 1.48% 16.68% 1,694 1,538 1.29% 5.13%
28,145 3.05% 76.02% 2,790 701 0.75% 7.54% 1,223 529 0.93% 3.30%
40,467 4.39% 75.19% 6,037 3,466 1.63% 11.22% 1,153 462 0.87% 2.14%
46,550 5.04% 79.74% 3,329 1,207 0.90% 5.70% 483 272 0.37% 0.83%
11,369 1.23% 47.18% 9,403 6,742 2.54% 39.02% 277 39 0.21% 1.15%
17,345 1.88% 77.48% 3,502 2,543 0.94% 15.64% 193 172 0.15% 0.86%
9,887 1.07% 40.53% 11,852 7,668 3.20% 48.59% 1,350 1,133 1.02% 5.53%
10,855 1.18% 24.75% 29,739 25,112 8.02% 67.80% 245 232 0.19% 0.56%
Citywide 922,808 100.00% 51.97% 370,764 233,199 100.00% 20.88% 131,821 113,181 100.00% 7.42%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




Russian

% Russian

Italian

Haitian

Speakers who o . Speakers who % ltalian (All . Speakers who % Haitian (All L
Community District (CD) Russian Speak English (Al 6.0+ o Rusggn (Al Italian Speak English 60+ Italian o Itgllgn (Al Haitian Speak English 60+ Haitian Yo Ha."t'?n (Al
Russian 60+ within CD) L~ 60+ within CD) L.~ 60+ within CD)
Less Than Citywide) Less Than Citywide) Less Than Citywide)
Very Well Y Very Well Very Well
221 160 0.32% 0.76% 455 114 1.43% 1.56% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%
291 291 0.42% 0.75% 181 41 0.57% 0.47% 31 31 0.12% 0.08%
383 342 0.55% 1.16% 123 27 0.39% 0.37% 60 19 0.23% 0.18%
446 117 0.65% 1.20% 640 390 2.01% 1.73% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%
734 459 1.06% 1.36% 722 34 2.27% 1.34% 419 63 1.57% 0.78%
577 149 0.83% 0.99% 361 107 1.14% 0.62% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%
21 21 0.03% 0.09% 143 0 0.45% 0.59% 260 260 0.98% 1.08%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 12 0 0.04% 0.05% 220 96 0.83% 0.98%
61 0 0.09% 0.25% 31 0 0.10% 0.13% 160 75 0.60% 0.66%
717 577 1.04% 1.63% 52 0 0.16% 0.12% 209 69 0.78% 0.48%
Citywide 69,109 56,378 100.00% 3.89% 31,787 17,120 100.00% 1.79% 26,659 16,193 100.00% 1.50%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




Korean French Greek % Greek
_ o Speakers vs{ho % Korean (All % Korean Speakers V\{ho % French (All % Frenchl (AII Speakers V\{ho % Greek (All (All 60+
Community District (CD) Korean Speak English 60+ .Kor_ean . (/-_\II 60+ French Speak English 60+.Frelnch 60+ within Greek Speak English 601- Grgek within
Less Than Citywide) within CD) Less Than Very Citywide) CD) Less Than Citywide) CD)
Very Well Well Very Well

0 0 0.00% 0.00% 485 54 3.02% 1.66% 162 17 1.14% 0.55%

61 45 0.35% 0.16% 84 0 0.52% 0.22% 63 31 0.44% 0.16%

145 135 0.82% 0.44% 362 108 2.26% 1.10% 330 67 2.32% 1.00%

311 276 1.76% 0.84% 703 281 4.38% 1.90% 452 177 3.18% 1.22%

77 53 0.44% 0.14% 1,340 116 8.35% 2.49% 18 0 0.13% 0.03%

243 149 1.38% 0.42% 1,799 243 11.22% 3.08% 546 0 3.84% 0.94%

250 250 1.42% 1.04% 476 67 2.97% 1.98% 30 0 0.21% 0.12%

52 30 0.29% 0.23% 498 130 3.10% 2.22% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

74 74 0.42% 0.30% 137 90 0.85% 0.56% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

19 19 0.11% 0.04% 106 0 0.66% 0.24% 342 266 2.40% 0.78%

Citywide 17,656 15,294 100.00% 0.99% 16,040 4,546 100.00% 0.90% 14,231 8,201 100.00% 0.80%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



Bengali . o o
Speakers who % Bengali (Al % Bengali P°"Sr\:vrs]§§a'gi % Polish (All % Polish (Al Other A(ngoiag%;' Lan/"s O(%i
Community District (CD) Bengali Speak English 60+ Bengali (Al 60+ Polish Enali P 60+ Polish 60+ within . gs. V¥
— e nglish Less - Languages Langs 60+ within
Less Than Citywide) within CD) Citywide) CD) T
Than Very Well Citywide) CD)
Very Well
26 0 0.15% 0.09% 180 128 1.27% 0.62% 1,617 1.13% 5.53%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 30 30 0.21% 0.08% 845 0.59% 2.18%
16 16 0.09% 0.05% 121 73 0.85% 0.37% 1,792 1.25% 5.43%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 59 59 0.42% 0.16% 2,252 1.58% 6.08%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 130 98 0.92% 0.24% 2,721 1.90% 5.06%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 181 47 1.28% 0.31% 4,310 3.02% 7.38%
76 15 0.43% 0.32% 18 0 0.13% 0.07% 1,776 1.24% 7.37%
0 0 0.00% 0.00% 27 27 0.19% 0.12% 537 0.38% 2.40%
139 120 0.78% 0.57% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 703 0.49% 2.88%
67 0 0.38% 0.15% 120 50 0.85% 0.27% 1,395 0.98% 3.18%
Citywide 17,770 10,189 100.00% 1.00% 14,193 10,030 100.00% 0.80% 142,945 100.00% 8.05%
56

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




Community District (CD)

Citywide

Received Food

% of All

Receivered FS % of All Received

% of All Mobility

% of All Mobility

Stamps in Past (All 60+ FS (All 60+ within M°'g:irtg ég)e'f' fﬂgﬁiﬁygg & SC (All 60+
12 Months Rece@ved. FS CD) Citywide) within CD)
Citywide)

2,613 0.61% 8.94% 3,954 0.91% 13.52%
18,838 4.40% 48.54% 9,330 2.15% 24.04%
6,679 1.56% 20.24% 7,556 1.74% 22.89%
2,830 0.66% 7.64% 5,034 1.16% 13.60%
4,896 1.14% 9.10% 9,996 2.30% 18.57%
3,159 0.74% 5.41% 9,359 2.16% 16.03%
7,528 1.76% 31.24% 6,688 1.54% 27.75%
5,673 1.33% 25.34% 6,597 1.52% 29.47%
7,615 1.78% 31.22% 7,884 1.82% 32.32%
20,686 4.84% 47.16% 15,969 3.68% 36.40%
427,652 100.00% 24.08% 433,796 100.00% 24.43%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)

57




4 QUEENS
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Category Sub-category
Population1 Total Population
Population’ Persons 60+
Population’ Persons 65+
Sex (Age 60+) Male
Sex (Age 60+) Female
Living Alone (Age 60+) Living Alone
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |White Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |Black Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |Asian Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |Other Non-Hispanic Alone?
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |2 or more races Non-Hispanic
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |Hispanic/Latino (of any race)
(Age 60+)

Federal Poverty Measure (FPL2021)*

Federal Poverty Measure (FPL2021)*

100% Poverty (FPL) 60+

100% Poverty (FPL) 65+, % of 65+

100% NYCgov Poverty Measure®
100% NYCgov Poverty Measure®

100% Poverty (NYCgov) 60+

100% Poverty (NYCgov) 65+, % of 65+

Employment Status (Age 60+)
Employment Status (Age 60+)
Employment Status (Age 60+)

Employed

Unemployed

Not in Labor Force

Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)

Non High School Grad

High School Grad

Some College

BA or Higher

Immigrants (Age 60+)

Foreign Born

Food Stamps (Age 60+)

Received Food Stamps in Past 12 Months

Mobility and Self Care Impaired (Age 60+)

Self-Care/Mobility Difficulties

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)

Queens
Number

Queens
Percent

NYC
Number

NYC
Percent

Primary Language (60+)

English

Spanish

Chinese

Russian

Italian

Haitian

Korean

French

Greek

Bengali

Polish

Other

Queens
Number

Queens
Percent

18.31
10.54
11.38

-1 0.25

NYC
Number

NYC
Percent

Primary Language for Those with
Limited English Proficiency (60+)

Spanish

Chinese

Russian

Italian

Haitian

Korean

French

Greek

Bengali

Polish

Queens
Number

Queens
Percent

NYC
Number

NYC
Percent
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+ AllNew Yorkers % of 60+ (All 60+ % of 60+ (All Ages All New Yorkers % of 65+ (All % of 65+ (All

Community District (CD) Population all ages 60-64 65-74 75-84 85 60+ citywide) within CD) 65+ 65+ citywide) Ages within CD)
165,554 8,445 12,291 6,441 2,439 29,616 1.67% 17.89% 21,171 1.66% 12.79%
143,022 5,910 10,698 6,196 1,986 24,790 1.40% 17.33% 18,880 1.48% 13.20%
173,393 8,792 13,887 6,114 2,921 31,714 1.79% 18.29% 22,922 1.80% 13.22%
148,116 8,453 11,116 5,191 2,037 26,797 1.51% 18.09% 18,344 1.44% 12.38%
190,167 11,591 15,174 6,801 3,022 36,588 2.06% 19.24% 24,997 1.96% 13.14%
122,310 8,732 12,785 7,809 3,335 32,661 1.84% 26.70% 23,929 1.88% 19.56%
250,510 17,605 28,863 15,947 6,750 69,165 3.89% 27.61% 51,560 4.04% 20.58%
161,896 11,163 15,039 8,407 3,203 37,812 2.13% 23.36% 26,649 2.09% 16.46%
150,902 10,333 13,177 5,061 2,376 30,947 1.74% 20.51% 20,614 1.62% 13.66%
142,964 10,108 13,357 7,237 2,346 33,048 1.86% 23.12% 22,940 1.80% 16.05%
125,458 9,121 16,220 6,629 3,683 35,653 2.01% 28.42% 26,532 2.08% 21.15%
249,767 17,212 21,682 8,747 4,783 52,424 2.95% 20.99% 35,212 2.76% 14.10%
210,381 15,420 22,570 12,475 5,355 55,820 3.14% 26.53% 40,400 3.17% 19.20%
130,743 7,675 10,806 5,097 1,890 25,468 1.43% 19.48% 17,793 1.39% 13.61%
Citywide 8,550,715 499,994 741,478 375,438 158,873 1,775,783 100% 20.77% 1,275,789 100% 14.92%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% of All Males % of All Males

% of All Females (All

% of All

Females (All # of Persons

% of All Living Alone

% of All Living Alone (All 60+

Community District (CD) Male (Al G%Exvei\gis) (All 60+ Wi(t;hg; Female 6O+gifx/?<ljis) 60+ Wiéh[i)r; i Al (All 60+ LMS?[ Qll?dn; within CD)
12,642 1.66% 42.69% 16,974 1.67% 57.31% 8,819 1.80% 29.78%
11,164 1.47% 45.03% 13,626 1.34% 54.97% 6,446 1.32% 26.00%
14,114 1.85% 44.50% 17,600 1.73% 55.50% 5,952 1.22% 18.77%
11,565 1.52% 43.16% 15,232 1.50% 56.84% 5,340 1.09% 19.93%
16,689 2.19% 45.61% 19,899 1.96% 54.39% 6,901 1.41% 18.86%
14,015 1.84% 42.91% 18,646 1.84% 57.09% 9,351 1.91% 28.63%
31,519 4.14% 45.57% 37,646 3.71% 54.43% 14,059 2.88% 20.33%
16,558 2.17% 43.79% 21,254 2.10% 56.21% 7,781 1.59% 20.58%
14,454 1.90% 46.71% 16,493 1.63% 53.29% 4,363 0.89% 14.10%
14,867 1.95% 44.99% 18,181 1.79% 55.01% 4,666 0.95% 14.12%
15,889 2.09% 44.57% 19,764 1.95% 55.43% 6,974 1.43% 19.56%
22,085 2.90% 42.13% 30,339 2.99% 57.87% 9,392 1.92% 17.92%
24,705 3.24% 44.26% 31,115 3.07% 55.74% 8,003 1.64% 14.34%
10,780 1.42% 42.33% 14,688 1.45% 57.67% 7,657 1.57% 30.07%

Citywide 761,341 100% 42.87% 1,014,442 100% 57.13% 488,597 100.00% 27.51%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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White Non- % White_ (All % White (All Black Non- % Black. (All % Black. (All
Community District (CD) Hispanic Alone gO+ Whlte 6(_)+.Race/Eth Hispanic Alone 69+ Black. 6(_)+.Race/Eth
itywide) within CD) Citywide) within CD)
16,194 2.34% 54.68% 1,718 0.45% 5.80%
8,219 1.19% 33.15% 174 0.05% 0.70%
5,182 0.75% 16.34% 2,826 0.75% 8.91%
2,876 0.42% 10.73% 1,853 0.49% 6.91%
23,750 3.43% 64.91% 347 0.09% 0.95%
19,453 2.81% 59.56% 686 0.18% 2.10%
25,972 3.75% 37.55% 1,323 0.35% 1.91%
13,853 2.00% 36.64% 4,338 1.15% 11.47%
8,544 1.23% 27.61% 1,370 0.36% 4.43%
11,281 1.63% 34.14% 4,148 1.10% 12.55%
19,350 2.79% 54.27% 462 0.12% 1.30%
1,065 0.15% 2.03% 33,572 8.89% 64.04%
9,416 1.36% 16.87% 26,975 7.14% 48.32%
10,899 1.57% 42.79% 8,113 2.15% 31.86%
692,359 100.00% 38.99% 377,640 100.00% 21.27%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have
poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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. . % Asian (All 60+ % Other (All 60+
] 0 her Non- 0
Community District (CD) oL D % Asian (Al 60+ oo bt within ~ Orrer Non= % Other (All 60+ o C0eth within
Hispanic Alone  Asian Citywide) CcD) Hispanic Alone Other Citywide) cD)

3,708 1.50% 12.52% 159 0.64% 0.54%
8,742 3.54% 35.26% 65 0.26% 0.26%
7,216 2.93% 22.75% 87 0.35% 0.27%
10,335 4.19% 38.57% 200 0.80% 0.75%
3,280 1.33% 8.96% 699 2.81% 1.91%
7,805 3.16% 23.90% 271 1.09% 0.83%
32,292 13.09% 46.69% 421 1.69% 0.61%
11,450 4.64% 30.28% 674 2.70% 1.78%
7,383 2.99% 23.86% 1,080 7.95% 6.40%
6,513 2.64% 19.71% 3,485 13.99% 10.55%
12,747 5.17% 35.75% 70 0.28% 0.20%
6,674 2.71% 12.73% 2,037 8.17% 3.89%
9,219 3.74% 16.52% 2,287 9.18% 4.10%
1,110 0.45% 4.36% 339 1.36% 1.33%

Citywide 246,679 100.00% 13.89% 24,918 100.00% 1.40%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



Community District (CD) Non-Hispanic of

% 2 or More Races
(All 60+ 2 or More

% 2 or More Races
(All 60+ Race/Eth

Hispanic/ Latino (of

% Hispanic/ Latino % Hispanic/ Latino
(All 60+ Hispanic/ (All 60+ Race/Eth

two ormoreraces . ..o Citywide)  within CD) 2U0E7 (1), Latino Citywide)  within CD)

538 1.75% 1.82% 7,299 1.81% 24.65%

205 0.67% 0.83% 7,385 1.83% 29.79%

582 1.89% 1.84% 15,821 3.92% 49.89%

526 1.71% 1.96% 11,007 2.73% 41.08%

236 0.77% 0.65% 8,276 2.05% 22.62%

341 1.11% 1.04% 4,105 1.02% 12.57%

586 1.90% 0.85% 8,571 2.12% 12.39%

962 3.13% 2.54% 6,535 1.62% 17.28%

981 3.19% 3.17% 10,689 2.65% 34.54%

1,670 5.43% 5.05% 5,951 1.48% 18.01%

255 0.83% 0.72% 2,769 0.69% 7.77%

2,163 7.03% 4.13% 6,913 1.71% 13.19%

1,239 4.03% 2.22% 6,684 1.66% 11.97%

479 1.56% 1.88% 4,528 1.12% 17.78%
Citywide 30,775 100.00% 1.73% 403,412 100.00% 22.72%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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% of 60+ 100% o o 4o % of 60+ 125% % of 60+ NG % of 60+ %of 60+ alens % of 60+
Community District (CD) All 60+ 100%  FPL (All60+ 7o (Al s0s AlG0+125%  FPL(AI60+  125% FPL 1509, 150% FPL (All 150% FPL (Al 2000 200% FPL (Al % of 60+ 200% FPL
y poverty 100% FPL (within CD) poverty 125% FPL (All 60+ o, 60+ 150% FPL 60+ (within °  B0+200% (Al 60+ (within CD)
Citywide) Citywide)  (withincD) ~ POVerY Citywide) cD)  POVerY o Citywide)
4,476 1.47% 15.11% 5,944 1.51% 20.07% 7,474 1.57% 25.24% 10,522 1.68% 35.53%
3,077 1.01% 12.41% 4,303 1.09% 17.36% 6,043 1.27% 24.38% 9,431 1.50% 38.04%
4,319 1.42% 13.62% 5,982 1.52% 18.86% 7,724 1.62% 24.36% 12,068 1.92% 38.05%
4,602 1.51% 17.17% 5,946 1.51% 22.19% 7,320 1.54% 27.32% 11,197 1.78% 41.78%
4,161 1.37% 11.37% 5,580 1.42% 15.25% 6,827 1.43% 18.66% 10,138 1.62% 27.71%
3,648 1.20% 11.17% 4,861 1.24% 14.88% 6,144 1.29% 18.81% 8,271 1.32% 25.32%
12,175 3.99% 17.60% 16,128 4.10% 23.32% 19,912 4.18% 28.79% 27,142 4.33% 39.24%
4,582 1.50% 12.12% 5,538 1.41% 14.65% 6,766 1.42% 17.89% 11,101 1.77% 29.36%
3,570 1.17% 11.54% 4,594 1.17% 14.84% 5,969 1.25% 19.29% 8,808 1.40% 28.46%
3,782 1.24% 11.44% 5,115 1.30% 15.48% 6,256 1.31% 18.93% 8,785 1.40% 26.58%
3,105 1.02% 8.71% 4,326 1.10% 12.13% 5,749 1.21% 16.12% 8,341 1.33% 23.39%
6,195 2.03% 11.82% 8,209 2.09% 15.66% 10,466 2.20% 19.96% 14,796 2.36% 28.22%
4,477 1.47% 8.02% 5,628 1.43% 10.08% 7,103 1.49% 12.72% 10,227 1.63% 18.32%
5,280 1.73% 20.73% 6,163 1.57% 24.20% 7,474 1.57% 29.35% 9,624 1.53% 37.79%
Citywide 304,769 100.00% 17.16% 393,087 100.00% 22.14% 476,770 100.00% 26.85% 627,298  100.00% 35.33%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




% 0f 65+ 100% o or 4000 % of 65+ 125% % of 65+ Al 65+ % of 65+ %of65+ s, %of65+
Community District (CD) Al 65+100%  FPL (AllB5+ " Z° Al ooy Al65+125%  FPL(AI65+  125% FPL 1509, 150% FPL (All 150% FPL (Al 2009  200% FPL % of 65+ 200% FPL
y poverty 100% FPL -\ poverty 125% FPL (All 65+ ° 65+ 150% FPL 65+ (within ° (Al 65+ 200% (Al 65+ (within CD)
Citywide) (within CD) Citywide) ~ (withincD)  Poverty Citywide) cD) POveY tp| Ciywide)
3,265 1.44% 15.42% 4,489 1.51% 21.20% 5,794 1.60% 27.37% 8,151 1.71% 38.50%
2,505 1.11% 13.27% 3,429 1.15% 18.16% 4,917 1.35% 26.04% 7,706 1.61% 40.82%
2,965 1.31% 12.94% 4,319 1.45% 18.84% 5,670 1.56% 24.74% 9,182 1.92% 40.06%
3,394 1.50% 18.50% 4,529 1.52% 24.69% 5,749 1.58% 31.34% 8,642 1.81% 47.11%
2,848 1.26% 11.39% 3,971 1.34% 15.89% 4,979 1.37% 19.92% 7,469 1.56% 29.88%
2,805 1.24% 11.72% 3,671 1.24% 15.34% 4,756 1.31% 19.88% 6,528 1.37% 27.28%
9,797 4.33% 19.00% 12,778 4.30% 24.78% 15,678 4.32% 30.41% 21,872 4.58% 42.42%
3,478 1.54% 13.05% 4,237 1.43% 15.90% 5,132 1.41% 19.26% 8,549 1.79% 32.08%
2,212 0.98% 10.73% 2,954 0.99% 14.33% 3,930 1.08% 19.06% 5,667 1.19% 27.49%
2,994 1.32% 13.05% 4,042 1.36% 17.62% 4,921 1.36% 21.45% 6,635 1.39% 28.92%
2,357 1.04% 8.88% 3,356 1.13% 12.65% 4,392 1.21% 16.55% 6,557 1.37% 24.71%
4,226 1.87% 12.00% 5,688 1.92% 16.15% 7,286 2.01% 20.69% 10,659 2.23% 30.27%
3,671 1.62% 9.09% 4,535 1.53% 11.23% 5,739 1.58% 14.21% 8,040 1.68% 19.90%
3,835 1.70% 21.55% 4,601 1.55% 25.86% 5,497 1.51% 30.89% 7,028 1.47% 39.50%
Citywide 226,144 100.00% 17.73% 297,006 100.00% 23.28% 363,007 100.00% 28.45% 477,287  100.00% 37.41%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




All 60+ % All 60+ 100% All 65+ % All 65+ 100% All 60+ % All 60+ 125% All 65+ % All 65+ 125% All 60+ % All 60+ 150% All 65+ 150/8;2"(:6:8 All 60+ 2(:/(;‘;2IIC)6£8 All 65+ 2(:/(;‘:2IIC)6E5(;
Community District (CD) 100% CEQ (AII 60+ 100% CEQ (AII 65+ 125% CEQ (AII 60+ 125% CEQ (AII 65+ 150% CEQ (AII 60+ 150% (All 65+ 200% (AIl 60+ within 200% (Al 65+
poverty within CD) poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD) poverty CcD) poverty within CD)

6,236 21.06% 4,574 21.61% 10,079 34.03% 7,176 33.89% 13,635 46.04% 9,646 45.56% 18,241 61.59% 12,946 61.15%

4,510 18.19% 3,592 19.03% 7,405 29.87% 5,970 31.62% 10,539 42.51% 8,229 43.59% 15,253 61.53% 11,844 62.73%

8,055 25.40% 5,897 25.73% 11,868 37.42% 8,804 38.41% 15,631 49.29% 11,579 50.52% 20,879 65.84% 15,369 67.05%

7,022 26.20% 5,179 28.23% 11,120 41.50% 8,145 44.40% 14,052 52.44% 10,064 54.86% 18,731 69.90% 12,885 70.24%

7,036 19.23% 4,750 19.00% 10,387 28.39% 7,280 29.12% 13,797 37.71% 9,947 39.79% 19,375 52.95% 13,886 55.55%

5,789 17.73% 4,398 18.38% 8,614 26.37% 6,468 27.03% 11,609 35.54% 8,717 36.43% 16,591 50.80% 12,509 52.28%

17,317 25.04% 13,237 25.67% 26,304 38.03% 20,177 39.13% 33,224 48.04% 25,735 49.91% 42,968 62.12% 32,747 63.51%

6,697 17.71% 5,193 19.49% 9,891 26.16% 7,372 27.66% 13,473 35.63% 9,872 37.04% 18,791 49.70% 13,555 50.87%

6,512 21.04% 4,002 19.42% 9,805 31.68% 6,082 29.50% 12,352 39.91% 7,760 37.64% 17,809 57.55% 11,601 56.28%

5,061 15.31% 3,773 16.45% 8,324 25.19% 5,859 25.54% 12,004 36.32% 8,464 36.90% 16,752 50.69% 11,895 51.85%

5,346 14.99% 4,049 15.26% 8,346 23.41% 6,418 24.19% 10,373 29.10% 7,891 29.74% 15,287 42.88% 11,403 42.98%

8,651 16.50% 6,568 18.65% 14,931 28.48% 10,542 29.94% 19,651 37.48% 13,891 39.45% 30,256 57.71% 20,685 58.74%

6,647 11.91% 5,134 12.71% 10,802 19.35% 8,430 20.87% 14,852 26.61% 11,266 27.89% 23,296 41.73% 17,335 42.91%

4,471 17.56% 3,471 19.51% 7,680 30.16% 5,501 30.92% 10,206 40.07% 7,128 40.06% 14,374 56.44% 9,957 55.96%

Citywide 339,963 20.58% 262,005 22.23% 528,639 32.01% 399,429 33.88% 678,742 41.10% 507,097 43.02% 895,430 54.22% 655,840 55.63%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% Employed (Al % of all % UneTX:FéSf Uner;/slg;:g Not in W;ggéi?A'ﬁaGbg’: % of all Not in
Community District (CD) oy ) Gorwitmeoy ToPeYed Unemployed  (All60+ within  £25%" Notin Labor a0 noree (i
Citywide) CD) Force Citywide)
7,975 1.59% 26.93% 714 2.18% 2.41% 20,927 1.68% 70.66%
6,070 1.21% 24.49% 369 1.13% 1.49% 18,351 1.48% 74.03%
9,041 1.81% 28.51% 744 2.27% 2.35% 21,929 1.77% 69.15%
8,392 1.68% 31.32% 557 1.70% 2.08% 17,848 1.44% 66.60%
10,457 2.09% 28.58% 486 1.48% 1.33% 25,645 2.06% 70.09%
9,564 1.91% 29.28% 580 1.77% 1.78% 22,517 1.81% 68.94%
16,629 3.32% 24.04% 1,574 4.81% 2.28% 50,962 4.10% 73.68%
11,903 2.38% 31.48% 582 1.78% 1.54% 25,327 2.04% 66.98%
10,240 2.05% 33.09% 572 1.75% 1.85% 20,135 1.62% 65.06%
9,229 1.84% 27.93% 414 1.26% 1.25% 23,405 1.88% 70.82%
9,715 1.94% 27.25% 525 1.60% 1.47% 25,413 2.05% 71.28%
16,800 3.36% 32.05% 1,226 3.74% 2.34% 34,398 2.77% 65.61%
16,345 3.27% 29.28% 825 2.52% 1.48% 38,650 3.11% 69.24%
6,750 1.35% 26.50% 283 0.86% 1.11% 18,435 1.48% 72.38%
Citywide 500,603 100.00% 28.19% 32,745 100.00% 1.84% 1,242,435 100.00% 69.97%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 68



% HS Grad % Some :
. o # of Non High % Non HS Grad % of All Non HS High School (Al 60+ HS % of All HS Some College (All % of All Some Bachelor's % BA or Higher % of All BA or
Community District (CD) School Grad (Al 60+ l_\lon.HS Graq (AII 60+ Grad Grad Grad_ (AII 60+ College 60+ Attend Collegg (AII 60+ Degr.ee or .(AII 60.+ BA or ngher' (AII 60+
Grad Citywide) within CD) Citywide) within CD) _CoII_ege within CD) Higher Higher Citywide) within CD)
Citywide)

7,985 1.79% 26.96% 10,724 2.25% 36.21% 4,031 1.25% 13.61% 6,876 1.30% 23.22%

6,610 1.48% 26.66% 7,898 1.66% 31.86% 4,162 1.29% 16.79% 6,120 1.15% 24.69%

11,029 2.47% 34.78% 8,681 1.82% 27.37% 5,406 1.67% 17.05% 6,598 1.24% 20.80%

10,481 2.35% 39.11% 7,047 1.48% 26.30% 3,863 1.19% 14.42% 5,406 1.02% 20.17%

9,467 2.12% 25.87% 13,457 2.83% 36.78% 6,743 2.08% 18.43% 6,921 1.30% 18.92%

3,902 0.88% 11.95% 7,408 1.56% 22.68% 6,707 2.07% 20.54% 14,644 2.76% 44.84%

20,773 4.66% 30.03% 19,994 4.20% 28.91% 12,211 3.78% 17.65% 16,187 3.05% 23.40%

7,598 1.70% 20.09% 7,915 1.66% 20.93% 8,290 2.56% 21.92% 14,009 2.64% 37.05%

9,861 2.21% 31.86% 8,630 1.81% 27.89% 5,618 1.74% 18.15% 6,838 1.29% 22.10%

9,378 2.10% 28.38% 12,012 2.52% 36.35% 6,392 1.98% 19.34% 5,266 0.99% 15.93%

7,088 1.59% 19.88% 8,719 1.83% 24.46% 7,172 2.22% 20.12% 12,674 2.39% 35.55%

13,742 3.08% 26.21% 16,926 3.56% 32.29% 12,171 3.76% 23.22% 9,585 1.81% 18.28%

9,627 2.16% 17.25% 17,639 3.71% 31.60% 13,024 4.03% 23.33% 15,530 2.93% 27.82%

5,448 1.22% 21.39% 6,589 1.38% 25.87% 5,427 1.68% 21.31% 8,004 1.51% 31.43%

Citywide 445,790 100.00% 25.10% 475,974 100.00% 26.80% 323,436 100.00% 18.21% 530,583 100.00% 29.88%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



o % inUSless , . . %inUS5to , . % in US more o ;

Community District (CD) i '(::Sig;‘;::;: %FE%EQSV ?doe") 6€+Fv3it(:il!: i: 5?@2: tha"U‘:’Sy;Z';:g thé*nsli?slizﬁ #liesr.sso :‘: 1"(; 10?{2 (1'8 ;Jg " Inyl:sS (ilfoeg)g ::;:131';';:2 Y éh;r;:eotz:; (1'3 thﬁr:n1g?/rr:?£ﬁ
CD) than 5 yrs. Citywide) 60+ within CD) yrs. Citywide) within CD) yrs Citywide) 60+ within CD)

19,398 1.89% 65.50% 451 2.85% 1.52% 601 1.49% 2.03% 18,346 1.90% 61.95%

18,666 1.82% 75.30% 280 1.77% 1.13% 1,167 2.90% 4.71% 17,219 1.78% 69.46%

26,123 2.55% 82.37% 530 3.35% 1.67% 1,246 3.10% 3.93% 24,347 2.52% 76.77%

22,915 2.24% 85.51% 301 1.90% 1.12% 1,541 3.83% 5.75% 21,073 2.18% 78.64%

21,496 2.10% 58.75% 158 1.00% 0.43% 610 1.52% 1.67% 20,728 2.14% 56.65%

21,056 2.06% 64.47% 509 3.21% 1.56% 835 2.08% 2.56% 19,712 2.04% 60.35%

49,308 4.82% 71.29% 1,319 8.33% 1.91% 3,058 7.60% 4.42% 44,931 4.64% 64.96%

24,716 2.41% 65.37% 379 2.39% 1.00% 1,210 3.01% 3.20% 23,127 2.39% 61.16%

23,058 2.25% 74.51% 278 1.76% 0.90% 899 2.23% 2.90% 21,881 2.26% 70.70%

20,597 2.01% 62.32% 261 1.65% 0.79% 613 1.52% 1.85% 19,723 2.04% 59.68%

19,404 1.90% 54.42% 561 3.54% 1.57% 1,192 2.96% 3.34% 17,651 1.82% 49.51%

32,451 3.17% 61.90% 362 2.29% 0.69% 1,734 4.31% 3.31% 30,355 3.14% 57.90%

36,126 3.53% 64.72% 593 3.74% 1.06% 1,339 3.33% 2.40% 34,194 3.53% 61.26%

11,865 1.16% 46.59% 25 0.16% 0.10% 518 1.29% 2.03% 11,322 1.17% 44.46%

Citywide 1,023,698 100.00% 57.65% 15,838 100.00% 0.89% 40,231 100.00% 2.27% 967,629 100.00% 54.49%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




Spanish

Chinese

_ o . % English (AII % English (Al _ Speakers w_ho % Spanish (AII % Spanish _ Speakers V\{hO % Chines.e (Al % Chinese
Community District (CD) English 60+ _Eng_llsh 60+ within CD) Spanish  Speak English 60+ S_par_ush _ (AII 60+ Chinese Speak English 60+ (_Jhln_ese _ (AII 60+
Citywide) Less Than Very citywide)  within CD) Less Than citywide)  within CD)
Well Very Well

11,332 1.23% 38.26% 6,519 4,756 1.76% 22.01% 902 696 0.68% 3.05%

6,421 0.70% 25.90% 7,014 4,700 1.89% 28.29% 2,629 2,306 1.99% 10.61%

8,059 0.87% 25.41% 14,877 12,250 4.01% 46.91% 2,410 2,129 1.83% 7.60%

5,268 0.57% 19.66% 10,265 8,416 2.77% 38.31% 5,367 4,742 4.07% 20.03%

16,636 1.80% 45.47% 7,086 4,430 1.91% 19.37% 1,853 1,734 1.41% 5.06%

12,440 1.35% 38.09% 3,487 1,588 0.94% 10.68% 4,661 4,225 3.54% 14.27%

22,825 2.47% 33.00% 7,623 5,233 2.06% 11.02% 21,654 20,032 16.43% 31.31%

16,178 1.75% 42.79% 5,614 4,034 1.51% 14.85% 4,728 4,116 3.59% 12.50%

11,812 1.28% 38.17% 9,774 6,708 2.64% 31.58% 1,527 1,387 1.16% 4.93%

21,787 2.36% 65.93% 5,020 3,094 1.35% 15.19% 611 439 0.46% 1.85%

17,227 1.87% 48.32% 1,819 923 0.49% 5.10% 7,476 6,365 5.67% 20.97%

37,886 4.11% 72.27% 6,396 4,636 1.73% 12.20% 279 246 0.21% 0.53%

34,434 3.73% 61.69% 5,988 3,791 1.62% 10.73% 451 396 0.34% 0.81%

16,560 1.79% 65.02% 4,190 2,686 1.13% 16.45% 507 426 0.38% 1.99%

Citywide 922,808 100.00% 51.97% 370,764 233,199 100.00% 20.88% 131,821 113,181 100.00% 7.42%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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Russian

% Russian

Italian

Haitian

o i 0 iti
Community District (CD) Russian ggﬁzﬁﬁgﬁgﬁ I(?Auigig: ;/(())F\l:vsitsl’:;nc()ADl; Italian ggﬁzﬁeéﬁgﬁgﬁ A)f;toaflthr;](i:: GO?J:;‘:;"C(Q; Haitian §§§§Ee§§ﬁ?,ﬁ /°6|-(I)T.tll-?2i.t(i:||'1l 6(0)/1ljv?tilt—:;nc()ADl;
Less Than Citywide) Less Than Citywide) Less Than Citywide)
Very Well Very Well Very Well

125 101 0.18% 0.42% 1,279 721 4.02% 4.32% 43 15 0.16% 0.15%

197 179 0.29% 0.79% 250 74 0.79% 1.01% 23 0 0.09% 0.09%

700 669 1.01% 2.21% 221 197 0.70% 0.70% 121 0 0.45% 0.38%

403 361 0.58% 1.50% 198 147 0.62% 0.74% 96 18 0.36% 0.36%

222 203 0.32% 0.61% 2,234 1,639 7.03% 6.11% 74 65 0.28% 0.20%

4,680 3,939 6.77% 14.33% 529 290 1.66% 1.62% 24 24 0.09% 0.07%

702 623 1.02% 1.01% 2,629 1,493 8.27% 3.80% 15 0 0.06% 0.02%

1,025 695 1.48% 2.71% 227 97 0.71% 0.60% 681 439 2.55% 1.80%

734 667 1.06% 2.37% 229 51 0.72% 0.74% 49 31 0.18% 0.16%

8 8 0.01% 0.02% 1,649 566 5.19% 4.99% 168 20 0.63% 0.51%

274 208 0.40% 0.77% 1,157 571 3.64% 3.25% 20 0 0.08% 0.06%

0 0 0.00% 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0.00% 2,163 1,356 8.11% 4.13%

22 0 0.03% 0.04% 345 100 1.09% 0.62% 3,834 2,102 14.38% 6.87%

1,325 1,245 1.92% 5.20% 78 0 0.25% 0.31% 140 0 0.53% 0.55%

Citywide 69,109 56,378 100.00% 3.89% 31,787 17,120 100.00% 1.79% 26,659 16,193 100.00% 1.50%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




Korean French Greek % Greek
_ o Speakers vs{ho % Korean (All % Korean Speakers V\{ho % French (All % Frenchl (AII Speakers V\{ho % Greek (All (All 60+
Community District (CD) Korean Speak English 60+ .Kor_ean . (/-_\II 60+ French Speak English 60+.Frelnch 60+ within Greek Speak English 601— Grgek within
Less Than Citywide) within CD) Less Than Very Citywide) CD) Less Than Citywide) CD)
Very Well Well Very Well

162 0.92% 0.55% 180 38 1.12% 0.61% 3,631 2,555 25.51% 12.26%

962 5.66% 4.03% 173 33 1.08% 0.70% 488 266 3.43% 1.97%

523 3.28% 1.83% 119 58 0.74% 0.38% 363 135 2.55% 1.14%

400 2.27% 1.49% 188 86 1.17% 0.70% 96 96 0.67% 0.36%

106 0.60% 0.29% 78 8 0.49% 0.21% 134 86 0.94% 0.37%

204 1.85% 1.00% 858 92 2.21% 1.09% 57 18 0.40% 0.17%

5,610 33.21% 8.48% 168 30 1.05% 0.24% 2,320 1,315 16.30% 3.35%

555 3.76% 1.75% 280 41 1.75% 0.74% 425 216 2.99% 1.12%

0 0.00% 0.00% 137 91 0.85% 0.44% 106 19 0.74% 0.34%

0 0.00% 0.00% 88 47 0.55% 0.27% 188 55 1.32% 0.57%

2,992 19.38% 9.60% 131 35 0.82% 0.37% 1,319 914 9.27% 3.70%

146 0.83% 0.28% 506 318 3.15% 0.97% 89 89 0.63% 0.17%

399 2.47% 0.78% 667 211 4.16% 1.19% 115 37 0.81% 0.21%

42 0.24% 0.16% 150 16 0.94% 0.59% 16 8 0.11% 0.06%

Citywide 17,656 15,294 100.00% 0.99% 16,040 4,546 100.00% 0.90% 14,231 8,201 100.00% 0.80%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



Speak:";r\l/gr?cl)l % Bengali (All % Bengali P°"chrs]§zap'gi % Polish (All % Polish (Al Other %(Zf'lgoia?ﬁﬁ' Lan;/"so(%'l
Community District (CD) Bengali Speak English 60+ _Ben.gali _ (AII 60+ Polish English Less 60-!_- quish 60+ within Languages Langé 60+ Within
Less Than Citywide) within CD) Than Very Well Citywide) CD) Citywide) cD)
Very Well
642 452 3.61% 217% 343 185 2.42% 1.16% 4,458 3.12% 15.05%
1,800 1,509 10.13% 7.26% 357 93 2.52% 1.44% 4,438 3.10% 17.90%
894 657 5.03% 2.82% 76 71 0.54% 0.24% 3,295 2.31% 10.39%
702 330 3.95% 2.62% 150 107 1.06% 0.56% 3,664 2.56% 13.67%
70 50 0.39% 0.19% 2,934 2,476 20.67% 8.02% 5,161 3.61% 14.11%
47 47 0.26% 0.14% 426 328 3.00% 1.30% 5,628 3.94% 17.23%
164 117 0.92% 0.24% 349 319 2.46% 0.50% 4,852 3.39% 7.02%
1,706 1,207 9.60% 4.51% 260 136 1.83% 0.69% 6,025 4.21% 15.93%
1,278 928 7.19% 4.13% 723 645 5.09% 2.34% 4,578 3.20% 14.79%
798 529 4.49% 2.41% 254 142 1.79% 0.77% 2,477 1.73% 7.50%
190 101 1.07% 0.53% 121 79 0.85% 0.34% 2,497 1.75% 7.00%
2,661 2,294 14.97% 5.08% 34 34 0.24% 0.06% 2,264 1.58% 4.32%
1,356 797 7.63% 2.43% 15 0 0.11% 0.03% 8,157 5.71% 14.61%
90 56 0.51% 0.35% 416 416 2.93% 1.63% 1,954 1.37% 7.67%
Citywide 17,770 10,189 100.00% 1.00% 14,193 10,030 100.00% 0.80% 142,945 100.00% 8.05%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)




. % of All . % of All Mobility .
Received Food . % of All Received - % of All Mobility
Community District (CD) Stamps in Past , cooVered FS o n ) 60+ within MoPility & Self- & SC (Al 80+ T o 1504
12 Month (All 60+ Received CcD) Care (SC) Mobility & SC within CD)
onths FS Citywide) Citywide)
5,443 1.27% 18.38% 6,917 1.59% 23.36%
3,571 0.84% 14.41% 4,049 0.93% 16.33%
7,616 1.78% 24.01% 6,790 1.57% 21.41%
7,983 1.87% 29.79% 7,809 1.80% 29.14%
4,561 1.07% 12.47% 6,966 1.61% 19.04%
5,484 1.28% 16.79% 7,610 1.75% 23.30%
12,731 2.98% 18.41% 12,212 2.82% 17.66%
6,220 1.45% 16.45% 7,700 1.78% 20.36%
5,621 1.31% 18.16% 7,373 1.70% 23.82%
5,636 1.32% 17.05% 7,040 1.62% 21.30%
3,469 0.81% 9.73% 6,136 1.41% 17.21%
11,201 2.62% 21.37% 13,600 3.14% 25.94%
7,299 1.71% 13.08% 10,778 2.48% 19.31%
6,943 1.62% 27.26% 6,539 1.51% 25.68%
Citywide 427,652 100.00% 24.08% 433,796 100.00% 24.43%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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Staten Island

Primary Language (60+)

Staten
Island

Staten
Island
Number

NYC
Number

NYC
Percent

English

Spanish

Chinese

Russian

Italian

Haitian

Korean

French

Greek

Bengali

Category Sub-category
Population1 Total Population
Population’ Persons 60+
Population’ Persons 65+
Sex (Age 60+) Male
Sex (Age 60+) Female
Living Alone (Age 60+) Living Alone
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |White Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |Black Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |Asian Non-Hispanic Alone
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin  |Other Non-Hispanic Alone?
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |2 or more races Non-Hispanic
(Age 60+)
Mutually Exclusive Race / Hispanic Origin |Hispanic/Latino (of any race)
(Age 60+)

Polish

Federal Poverty Measure (FPL2021)*

Federal Poverty Measure (FPL2021)*

100% Poverty (FPL) 60+

Other

100% Poverty (FPL) 65+, % of 65+

100% NYCgov Poverty Measure®
100% NYCgov Poverty Measure®

100% Poverty (NYCgov) 60+

Primary Language for Those with
Limited English Proficiency (60+)

Staten
Island

Staten
Island
Number

NYC
Number

NYC
Percent

100% Poverty (NYCgov) 65+, % of 65+

Spanish

Percent

Employment Status (Age 60+)
Employment Status (Age 60+)
Employment Status (Age 60+)

Employed

Chinese

Unemployed

Russian

Not in Labor Force

Italian

Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)
Educational Attainment (Age 60+)

Non High School Grad

Haitian

High School Grad

Korean

Some College

French

BA or Higher

Greek

Immigrants (Age 60+)

Foreign Born

Bengali

Food Stamps (Age 60+)

Received Food Stamps in Past 12 Months

Polish

Mobility and Self Care Impaired (Age 60+)

Self-Care/Mobility Difficulties

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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. - . ) i i All New Yorkers % of 60+ (All 60+ % of 60+ (All Ages All New Yorkers % of 65+ (All % of 65+ (All
Community District (CD) Population all ages 60-64 65-74 75-84 85+ 60+ citywide) within CD) 65+ 65+ citywide) Ages within CD)

176,023 11,914 15,188 6,760 2,512 36,374 2.05% 20.66% 24,460 1.92% 13.90%
140,874 10,386 14,246 7,415 2,670 34,717 1.96% 24.64% 24,331 1.91% 17.27%

2,987 41,779 2.35% 24.62% 28,667 2.25% 16.89%

169,689 13,112 17,902

8,550,715 499,994 741,478 375,438 158,873 1,775,783 1,275,789
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



) ) ) % of Al ) —
Community District (CD) Male (ﬁffeé\l_rl mz:ii (/;\I(I) fﬁgll “fvﬁﬁﬁ Female ol A"6Foe+m|:éer:g(|2! Feg(‘)i'evjitﬁ‘r']' fi?’:n';e;flg:se ({nggll tmg ﬁ:?ﬂi % of All Living A'“L‘jitﬁ‘: GC%')
Citywide) CD) Citywide) CcD) Citywide)
15,848 2.08% 43.57% 20,526 2.02% 56.43% 9,772 2.00% 26.87%
16,007 2.10% 46.11% 18,710 1.84% 53.89% 6,590 1.35% 18.98%
18,632 2.45% 44.60% 23,147 2.28% 55.40% 7,714 1.58% 18.46%
761,341 1,014,442 57.13% 488,597 100.00%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) &



% White (All % White (All % Black. (All % Black. (All

Community District (CD) White Non- 60+ White 60+ Race/Eth  Diack Non- 60+ Black. 60+ Race/Eth
Hispanic Alone - ., ;) within CD) Hispanic Alone (-, ie) within CD)
19,767 2.86% 54.34% 6,231 1.65% 17.13%
26,143 3.78% 75.30% 453 0.12% 1.30%
37,385 5.40% 89.48% 321 0.09% 0.77%

692,359

100.00% 377,640 100.00% 21.27%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have
poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 80



. . % Asian (All 60+ o % Other (All 60+
- 0, - 0
Community District (CD) Asian Non % Asian (Al 60+ o eth within ~ Otner Non-Hispanic % Other (All 60+ o e\ ithin
Hispanic Alone Asian Citywide) CcD) Alone Other Citywide) CcD)
3,621 1.47% 9.95% 118 0.47% 0.32%
5,465 2.22% 15.74% 93 0.37% 0.27%
1,036 0.78% 4.63% 39 0.16% 0.09%

100.00%

246,679 100.00%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 81



% 2 or More Races % 2 or More Races % Hispanic/ Latino % Hispanic/ Latino

Non-Hispanic of /60,5 or More (Al 60+ Race/Eth  TisPanic/Latino (of 55, \icoanic/ (Al 60+ Race/Eth

Community District (CD)

two ormore races  p..oq Citywide)  within CD) I EEE) Latino Citywide)  within CD)
617 2.00% 1.70% 6,020 1.49% 16.55%
220 0.71% 0.63% 2,343 0.58% 6.75%
283 0.92% 0.68% 1,815 0.45% 4.34%

100.00%

403,412 100.00%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 82



% of 60+ 100% % of 60+ 125% % of 60+ % of 60+ % of 60+ % of 60+
. % of 60+ 100% . g Al 60+ _ . All 60+ . .
Community District (CD) All60+100%  FPL(AIG0+ 7 " o AIl60+125%  FPL(AIGO+  125% FPL 1509, 150% FPL (All 150% FPL (Al 2000 200% FPL (Al % of 60+ 200% FPL
poverty 100% FPL (within CD) poverty 125% FPL (All 60+ o 60+ 150% FPL 60+ (within =7 60+ 200% (Al 60+ (within CD)
Citywide) Citywide)  (withincD) ~ POVerY Citywide) cD)  POVerY rp Citywide)
4,460 1.46% 12.26% 6,409 1.63% 17.62% 7,737 1.62% 21.27% 9,696 1.55% 26.66%
2,763 0.91% 7.96% 3,791 0.96% 10.92% 4,879 1.02% 14.05% 7,438 1.19% 21.42%
3,445 1.13% 8.25% 4,577 1.16% 10.96% 5,803 1.22% 13.89% 8,109 1.29% 19.41%
304,769 100.00% 17.16% 393,087 100.00% 22.14% 476,770 100.00% 26.85% 627,298  100.00% 35.33%

83

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% of 65+ 100% o, . oo % of 65+ 125% % of 65+ All 65+ % of 65+ %of65+  ,lec.  %ofB5+
c ity District (CD All65+100%  FPL(AllG5+ 7" Al 5oy AlB5+125%  FPL(AIB5+  125% FPL 1500, 150% FPL (All 150% FPL (Al 2000, 200% FPL % of 65+ 200% FPL
ommunity District (CD) poverty 100% FPL (within CD) poverty 125% FPL (All 85+ )65+ 150% FPL 65+ (within < % (All 65+200% (All 65+ (within CD)
Citywide) Citywide) (withincD)  Poverty Citywide) cD)  POYe™W pp| Citywide)
3,265 1.44% 15.42% 4,489 1.51% 21.20% 5,794 1.60% 27.37% 8,151 1.71% 38.50%
2,505 1.11% 13.27% 3,429 1.15% 18.16% 4,917 1.35% 26.04% 7,706 1.61% 40.82%
2,965 1.31% 12.94% 4,319 1.45% 18.84% 5,670 1.56% 24.74% 9,182 1.92% 40.06%

226,144 100.00% 17.73% 297,006 100.00% 23.28% 363,007 100.00% 28.45% 477,287 100.00% 37.41%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



0, 0, 0,
All 60+ % All 60+ 100% All 65+ % All 65+ 100% All 60+ % All 60+ 125%  All 65+ % All 65+ 125% All 60+ % All 60+ 150% All 65+ 1 5/(;°/A”C:6E58 All 60+ 20/80/A”06£5 All 65+ 20/('30/A||06E58
Community District (CD) 100%  CEO (All 60+ 100% CEO (All 65+ 125% CEO (All 60+ 125% CEO (All 65+ 150%  CEO (Al 60+ 150% ( ;\” 65+ 200% (Al 60 +°within 200% ( ;\” 65+
poverty within CD) poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD)  poverty within CD) poverty CD) poverty within CD)
4,334 11.92% 3,164 12.94% 6,050 16.63% 4,577 18.71% 8,822 24.25% 6,694 27.37% 14,288 39.28% 10,641 43.50%
4,860 14.00% 3,712 15.26% 7,727 22.26% 5,675 23.32% 10,073 29.01% 7,431 30.54% 15,869 43.63% 11,047 45.40%
8,544 20.45% 6,112 21.32% 11,454 27.42% 7,600 26.51% 14,645 35.05% 10,079 35.16% 17,571 48.31% 13,763 48.01%

339,963 20.58% 262,005 528,639 32.01% 399,429 33.88% 678,742 507,097 895,430 54.22% 655,840 55.63%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% Unemployed % of all . % Not in Labor .
_ o % Employed (All % of all (All 60+ Unemployed Not in Force (All 60+ % of all Not in
Community District (CD) Employed 60+ Employed Employed (All Unemployed o Labor . Labor Force (All
Citywide) 60+ within CD) Unemployed  (All 60+ within F Not in Labor 60+ within CD)
y Citywide) CD) O  Eorce Citywide)

10,388 2.08% 28.56% 485 1.48% 1.33% 25,501 2.05% 70.11%

10,669 2.13% 30.73% 315 0.96% 0.91% 23,733 1.91% 68.36%

11,228 2.24% 26.87% 499 1.52% 1.19% 30,052 2.42% 71.93%

500,603 100.00% 100.00% 1,242,435 100.00%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 86



% HS Grad % Some
# of Non High % Non HS Grad % of All Non HS High School (Al 60+ HS % of All HS Some College (All % of All Some Bachelor's % BA or Higher % of All BA or|
Community District (CD) School G gd (All 80+ Non HS  Grad (All 60+ 9 Grad Grad Grad (All 60+ College 60+ Attend College (All 60+ Degree or (All 60+ BA or Higher (All 60+
chool Gra Grad Citywide) within CD) ra L2 within CD) 9 College within CD) Higher Higher Citywide) within CD)
Citywide) -
Citywide)
6,477 1.45% 17.81% 13,041 2.74% 35.85% 7,565 2.34% 20.80% 9,291 1.75% 25.54%
5,823 1.31% 16.77% 12,473 2.62% 35.93% 7,147 2.21% 20.59% 9,274 1.75% 26.71%
4,776 1.07% 11.43% 16,771 3.52% 40.14% 9,860 3.05% 23.60% 10,372 1.95% 24.83%
445,790 100.00% 475,974 100.00% 26.80% 323,436 100.00% 18.21% 530,583 100.00%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



% in US less . . % in US 5 to . % in US more .
0, 0, 0, ()
c . o # Foreign-Born % FB (All 60+ o FB. (/'.\" .# Persons than 5 yrs. (In % in US less RUlRSECiSlil 10 yrs. (In US %in US 5 to 10 In US more than 10 yrs. (In % in US more
ommunity District (CD) S 60+ within in U.S. less than 5yrs (Al U.S.5to 10 yrs (All 60+ than 10 yrs (All
(FB) Persons  FB Citywide) CD) than 5 yr US <5 yrs 60+ within CD) . 5t0 10 yrs within CD) than 10 yrs US more than 10 60+ within CD)
an s yrs. Citywide) yrs. Citywide) yrs Citywide)

13,723 1.34% 37.73% 106 0.67% 0.29% 609 1.51% 1.67% 13,008 1.34% 35.76%

14,429 1.41% 41.56% 441 2.78% 1.27% 601 1.49% 1.73% 13,387 1.38% 38.56%

10,229 1.00% 24.48% 146 0.92% 0.35% 220 0.55% 0.53% 9,863 1.02% 23.61%

1,023,698 100.00% 57.65% 100.00% 100.00% 967,629 100.00%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



Spanish

Chinese

3.48% 76.82% 477

100.00% 51.97%

922,808

370,764 233,199

% English (All % English (Al Speakers who % Spanish (Al % Spanish Speakers who % Chinese (Al % Chinese
Community District (CD) English 60+ English 60°+ wi?hin CD) Spanish  Speak English 60+ Spanish (All 60+ Chinese Speak English 60+ Chinese (All 60+
Citywide) Less Than Very citywide)  within CD) Less Than citywide)  within CD)
Well Very Well
23,754 2.57% 65.30% 5,197 2,804 1.40% 14.29% 1,214 1,146 0.92% 3.34%
21,174 2.29% 60.99% 1,660 494 0.45% 4.78% 2,626 2,387 1.99% 7.56%

100.00%

743 0.68%

2.15%

0.39%

3.47%

100.00%

131,821 113,181

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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Russian % Russian Italian Haitian
0 0 . 0, oy
Speakers who Speakers who % ltalian (All % ltalian (Al Speakers who % Haitian (All

. s . ) (All 60+ % Russian (All . ; . o ) "
Community District (CD) Russian Speak English Russian 60+ within CD) Italian Speak English 60+ Italian 60+ within CD) Haitian Speak English 60+ Haitian

% Haitian (All
60+ within CD)

Less Than Citywide) Less Than Citywide) Less Than Citywide)
Very Well Very Well Very Well
642 586 0.93% 1.76% 746 100 2.35% 2.05% 72 10 0.27% 0.20%
1,846 1396 2.67% 5.32% 1,244 629 3.91% 3.58% 6 0 0.02% 0.02%
1,406 3.10% 5.12% 2,776 1,278 8.73% 6.64% 0 0 0.00% 0.00%

69,109 56,378 100.00% 31,787 17,120 100.00% 100.00%
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



Korean French Greek % Greek
Speakers who % Korean (All % Korean Speakers who % French (All % French (All Speakers who % Greek (All (()AII 60+
Community District (CD) Korean Speak English 60+ Korean (All 60+ French Speak English 60+ French 60+ within Greek Speak English 60+ Greek within
Less Than Citywide) within CD) Less Than Very Citywide) CD) Less Than Citywide) CD)
Very Well Well Very Well
56 56 0.32% 0.15% 283 82 1.76% 0.78% 24 12 0.17% 0.07%
878 781 4.97% 2.53% 202 105 1.26% 0.58% 336 148 2.36% 0.97%

0.37%

1.08%

112

0.55% 0.34% 0.13%

1.30%

100.00% 0.80%

100.00% 14,231 8,201

100.00% 0.99%

15,294
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ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)



Bengali ; o N
Speakers who % Bengali (Al % Bengali POI'SCV,?S??;; % Polish (Al % Polish (Al other A’(gfrgohaggt’ﬁ' Lan/‘; o(t:"
Community District (CD) Bengali Speak English 60+ Bengali (All 60+ Polish 0 5P 60+ Polish 60+ within : gs. A
I I~ English Less Lo Languages Langs 60+ within
Less Than Citywide) within CD) Citywide) CD) T
Than Very Well Citywide) CD)
Very Well
372 133 2.09% 1.02% 617 581 4.35% 1.70% 3,397 2.38% 9.34%
31 0 0.17% 0.09% 526 480 3.71% 1.52% 4,188 2.93% 12.06%
37 0 0.21% 0.09% 342 239 2.41% 0.82% 1,605 1.12% 3.84%
17,770 10,189 100.00% 1.00% 10,030 100.00% 142,945 100.00%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)
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% of Al % of All Mobility
Received Food Receivered FS % of All Received Mobilitv & Self- & SC (All 60+ % of All Mobility
Community District (CD) Stamps in Past (All 60+ FS (All 60+ within Carg(SC) Mobility & SC & SC (All 60+
12 Months Received FS CD) & within CD)
. Citywide)
Citywide)
5,811 1.36% 15.98% 7,766 1.79% 21.35%
4,204 0.98% 12.11% 6,366 1.47% 18.34%
3,065 0.72% 7.34% 8,188 1.89% 19.60%
427,652 100.00% 24.08% 433,796 100.00% 24.43%

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%) 93



6 APPENDIX 1: GUIDE
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% of 60+ (All

% of 65+ (All

There are There are There are

. . . All New Yorkers % of 60+ (All 60+ o All New % of 65+ (All e
Community District (CD) Population all ages 60-64 65-74 75-84 85+ 60+ citywide) Ages ng][l)'; Yorkers 65+ 65+ citywide) Ages ng][l)';
R e ems 7ew sme 1865 5% mas a1 osh | eron

There are 799
There are There are There are persons age 85 o o
6,523 7,937 3,399 and over in There are 18,658 Of all persons in 13.46% of all There are .Of all persons  8.76% of all
There are 138,592 persons persons who in NYC 65 and persons who
CD5F A . persons persons Bronx CD 5, persons 60 and NYC 60 and over, "~ 12,135 persons o L
ordham: Guide persons in Bronx CD age 65 to . . o 1o live inBronx CD . over, 0.95% live in Bronx
age 60 to . age 75 to however this  over in Bronx CD 1.05% live in Bronx 65 and overin .

5 . 74 in . o 5 are 60 and live in Bronx  CD 5 are 65

64 in Bronx 84 in Bronx estimation has 5 CD5 Bronx CD 5

Bronx CD L over CD5 and over
CD5 5 CDh5 poor statistically
reliability

ACS data are derived from a survey and are subject to sampling variability.Data shown in grey have poor statistic reliability. (Coefficient of Variation greater than or equal to 20%)

There are . 18.09% of all There are Of all persons  12.72% of all
76,275 105,581 53,444 21,746 persons TITEL ETe Of all persons in persons who 180,771 in NYC 65 and persons who
B A There are 1,420,902 persons persons persons 257,046 persons NYC 60 and over, L o L
ronx Total: Guide . ages 85 and " o) frm s live in the persons 65 and over, 14.17% live in the
persons in the Bronx ages 60 to ages 65to ages 75 to . 60 and overin  14.48% live in the . 0
. . . over in the Bronx are 60 over in the live in the Bronx are 65
64 inthe 74inthe 84 inthe the Bronx Bronx
Bronx Bronx Bronx Bronx and over Bronx Bronx and over
Citywide 8,550,715 499,994 741,478 375,438 158,873 1,775,783 100% 20.77% 1,275,789 100% 14.92%
Télhgeg%gf T7h4e1’i$ge Tshf;igge 2“;;%?;9 There are 20.77% ofall  There are 14.92% of all
P, There are 8,550,715 ’ ’ ’ ’ 1,775,783 persons in NYC 1,275,789 persons who
Citywide: Guide : persons persons persons persons ages 85 N/A N/A N
persons in NYC. ages 60 to aqes 65 to ages 75 to and over in persons 60 and are 60 and person 65 and live in NYC are
62 in NYC 72 in NYC 82 in NYC NYC over in NYC. over. over in NYC. 65 and over.
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7 APPENDIX 2: CONTACT INFORMATION

The Profile of Older New Yorkers is presented by:
Bureau of Planning & Strategic Initiatives
Adam Wysocki, Deputy Commissioner
Jackie Berman, Director of Program Evaluation & Research
Rosemary Leahey, Senior Research & Data Analyst
Ryan Gardner-Cook, NYCAging Consultant

For answers to questions or more information about the Profile of Older New Yorkers, please e-mail:
Rosemary Leahey at rleahey@aging.nyc.gov

or write to:

Jackie Berman, Director of Program Evaluation & Research

NYC Department for the Aging

2 Lafayette Street, 7th Floor

New York, New York 10007
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8 ENDNOTES

TPopulation: All population estimates are for the civilian non-group quartered population, which is defined as all people
living in group quarters instead of housing units. Group quarters can be institutional (e.g., correctional facilities, skilled-
nursing facilities) or noninstitutional (e.g. miliary quarters, college student housing). Source: U.S. Census Glossary

2Some Other Race (Non-Hispanic) Alone: This includes all people identifying as a race other than White (alone, non-
Hispanic), Black (alone, non-Hispanic), Asian (alone, non-Hispanic), or two or more races (non-Hispanic). For example,
those identifying as American Indian or Alaska Native are included in "Some Other Race (Non-Hispanic) Alone.

3Measures of Poverty

o Official (FPL): The current official poverty measure was developed in the early 1960s. It consists of a set of thresholds
that are based on three times the cost of minimum diet at that time. A family’s pre-tax cash income is compared against
the threshold to determine whether its members are poor. It is updated each year by the change in consumer prices
and inflation. It is uniform across the United States. Source: “How the Census Bureau Measures Poverty”, U.S. Census
Bureau.

e NYCgov Poverty Measure: The NYCgov Poverty Measure is based on a New York City-specific threshold derived
from the U.S.-wide threshold developed for the Federal Supplemental Poverty Measure (SPM). The threshold is based
on what families spend on necessities: food, clothing, shelter, and utilities. It is adjusted to reflect the variation in
housing costs across the United States. Source: “New York City Government Poverty Measure 2019 — An Annual
Report from the Office of the Mayor”, Chapter 3: Measuring Poverty: The NYCgov Poverty Measure Compared to U.S.
Official and U.S. Supplemental Poverty Measures, pages 45-56. Mayor’s Office of Operations, The City of New York,
April 2021.
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