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City of Rochester

é’“ This document includes Narrative Responses to specific questions that
oq'?‘ grantees of the Community Development Block Grant, HOME Investment
%4 pever Partnership, Housing Opportunities for People with AIDS and Emergency
Shelter Grants Programs must respond to in order to be compliant with the Consolidated
Planning Regulations,

\ thlﬂl* 5 Year Strategic Plan

<

Executive Summary

The Executive Summary is required. Include the objectives and outcomes identified in the
plan and an evaluation of past performance.

5 Year Strategic Plan Executive Summary:

The City of Rochester, New York, has prepared a Five Year Strategic Plan in order to
strategically implement federal programs that fund housing, community development, and
economic development activities within the City. Through a collaborative planning process
that involved a broad range of public and private agencies, the City has developed a single,
consolidated planning and application document for the use of federal entitlement funds
available through the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program, Home
Investment Partnerships (HOME) Program, Emergency Shelter Grant (ESG) Program, and
Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA) programs. The City of Rochester will
submit this Five Year Strategic Plan to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD).

The Five Year Consoiidated Plan (CP) for the City of Rochester will serve the following
functions:

* A planning document that enables the City to view its HUD funding, not in isolation,
but as one tool in a comprehensive strategy to address housing, community
development, and economic development needs.

* An application for COBG, HOME, ESG, and HOPWA Program funds under HUD’s
formula grant.

A strategy document to be followed in carrying out HUD programs.

® An action plan that provides a basis for assessing performance in carrying out use of

CDBG Pregram funds.

The purpose of the Consolidated Plan (CP) is to guide funding decisions in the next five
years of specific federal funds. The CP is guided by three overarching goals that are applied
according to a community’s needs as follows:

* To provide decent housing by preserving the affordable housing stock, increasing the
availability of affordable housing, reducing discriminatory barriers, increasing the
supply of supportive housing for those with special needs, and transitioning homeless
persons and families into housing.

L  _— —  —— — — = ——————————————— ]
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* To provide a suitable living environment through safer, more livable neighborhoods,
greater integration of low- and moderate-income residents throughout the City,
increased housing opportunities, and reinvestment in deteriorating neighborhoods.

¢ To expand economic opportunities through more jobs paying self-sufficient wages,
homeownership opportunities, development activities that promote long-term
community viability, and the empowerment of low- and moderate-income persons to
achieve self-sufficiency.

The CDBG, HOME, ESG, and HOPWA programs are the primary federal funding resources in
the 2010-2014 Consolidated Plan. A brief overview of each program is as follows:

e Community Development Block Grant (CDBG): The primary objective of this program
is to develop viable urban communities by providing decent housing, a suitable living
environment, and economic opportunities, principally for persons of low- and
moderate-income levels. Funds can be used for a wide array of activities, including:
housing rehabilitation, homeownership assistance, lead-based paint detection and
removal, construction or rehabilitation of public facilities and infrastructure, removal
of architectural barriers, public services, rehabilitation of commercial or industrial
buildings, and loans or grants to businesses.

¢ HOME Investment Partnership Program (HOME): The HOME program provides federal
funds for the development and rehabilitation of affordable rental and ownership
housing for low and moderate income households. HOME funds can be used for
activities that promote affordable rental housing and homeownership by low and
moderate income households, including reconstruction, moderate or substantial
rehabilitation, homebuyer assistance, and tenant-based rental assistance.

* Emergency Shelter Grant (ESG): A federal grant program designed to help improve
the quality of existing emergency shelters for the homeless, to make available
additional shelters, to meet the costs of operating shelters, to provide essential
social services to homeless individuals, and to help prevent homelessness.

¢ Housing Opportunities for Persons With AIDS (HOPWA): HOPWA funding provides
housing assistance and related supportive services and grantees are encouraged to
develop community-wide strategies and form partnerships with area nonprofit
organizations. HOPWA funds may be used for a wide range of housing, social
services, program planning, and development costs. These include, but are not
limited to, the acquisition, rehabilitation, or new construction of housing units; costs
for facility operations; rental assistance; and short-term payments to prevent
homelessness. HOPWA funds also may be used for health care and mental health
services, chemical dependency treatment, nutritional services, case management,
assistance with daily living, and other supportive services.

Goals and Objectives

CDBG, HOME, ESG, and HOPWA funds to address the needs outlined in this Strategic Plan
are anticipated to be approximately $16,750,000 for each of the next five years. The three
overarching objectives, set by HUD, guiding the proposed activities are as follows:

e Providing Decent Housing

—— — ]
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e Creating Suitable Living Environments
¢ Creating Economic Opportunity

Outcomes show how programs and activities benefit a community or the people served in a
particular area or neighborhood. The three outcomes that will illustrate the benefits of each
activity funded by the CDBG program are:

Improve Availability/Accessibility
¢ Improve Affardability
e Improve Sustainability

All future activities funded in the next five years will support at least one objective and one
outcome.

Priority Needs and Strategies

The City of Rochester’s priority needs and strategies are focused on enhancing the overall
economic environment through strategic housing, community development, and human
service investments. The City of Rochester is experiencing a continued decline in its
housing stock, increase in vacancies, and a high percentage of renter-occupied units. In
addition, an analysis of the U.S. Census data and recent American Community Survey (ACS)
shows a continued decline in homeownership.

The City, by focusing on these needs, seeks to address community concerns such as:

* A need for additional affordable housing to address the growing gap between housing
costs and low incomes., The gap between housing costs and low incomes leads to
rising rates of overcrowding, overpayment, and substandard housing conditions for
the City's lowest income residents

s Programs that improve community facilities and services, particularly in low income
areas

® A network of shelter, housing, and support services that prevents homelessness,
moves the homeless to permanent housing and independence, and eliminates
chronic homelessness in the City

* Programs that promote economic development, create jobs, and increase the job
skills level of potential employees, and

* Supportive services that increase the ability of seniors, persons with disabilities, and
others with special needs to live independently and avoid institutions.

The CP requires Rochester to specifically address needs and proposed strategies in the
following three areas: housing, homelessness, and community development.

Housing Needs and Strategies

The data from the HUD 2000 Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data,
and the City-Wide Rochester Housing Market Study (2007) reveals a number of housing
needs particularly focused on those who make 0-80% of Median Family Income (MFI). In
addition, rental housing costs are high while the number of households with a living-wage
continues to decline. There is an increasing concentration of lower income households in
older neighborhoods with higher levels of substandard housing and overcrowding.

[ e ———————————————————————————
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The City-Wide Rochester Housing Market Study (2007) and the Housing Market Analysis for
the Consolidated Plan revealed the following:

Half of all renters pay more than 30% of their income for rent
28% of all renters were paying more than 50% of their income for rent

Newer units are unaffordable to many households uniess the units are subsidized or
the household has a Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher

40% of all owners were paying more than 30% of their income for housing

On March 18, 2008, the Rochester City Council approved a new Housing Policy through
Ordinance 2008-91 replacing the previous policy approved in 1993. The Policy guides all
City housing development activities. The five major objectives of the Policy are:

Promote the Rehabilitation, Redevelopment and New Construction of Housing
Promote Home Ownership '

Promote Housing Choice

Implement Neighborhood and Asset-Based Planning

Strengthen the Rental Market

Priority Housing Needs

HUD regulatory requirements are restricted to assisting households at 80% of the area
median income or lower. Rochester continues to focus its CDBG funds to support activities
across the housing spectrum seeking to increase and improve the existing housing stock,
increase homeownership, particularly among low income and first time homebuyers, and
affirmatively further fair housing. Listed below are more detailed priority housing needs in
the City of Rochester,

Development of Affordable Housing: The CHAS data, surveys of affordable housing
providers, and focus group meetings revealed a pressing need for continued financial
and technical assistance in developing housing for extremely low, very low, and low
income renters and homebuyers. This will continue to be carried out through the
support of local Community Housing Development Organizations (CHDOs) and
nonprofit organizations.

Homeownership Opportunities: Expand homeownership opportunities for very low
and low income individuals and households.

Rehabilitation of Existing Housing Stock: Promote the rehabilitation and preservation
of Rachester’s existing housing stock through the Housing Development Fund and
the respective CHDO's and non-profit developers that carry out the work

Homeless Activities: Work with the Rochester/Monroe County Continuum of Care
(CoC) Team and local nonprofit organizations and social service agencies to explore
the feasibility of establishing additional transitional housing and/or permanent
supportive housing facilities in the City. If the feasibility is positive, provide financial
assistance.

Housing Counseling Services and Tenant/Landlord Training: Provide resources to
improve the management of rental units in addition to sessions for tenants on
property maintenance and upkeep

5 Year Strategic Plan 4 Version 2.0
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Strategies

The following funded strategies help to address the City of Rochester’s priority housing
needs:
¢ Provide more mortgage subsidies, grants, and loans to encourage homeownership
and the growth of neighborhood businesses;
e Expand availability of programs that assist property investors and home owners
maintain the value and condition of their properties;
Focus City financial resources to leverage private investment in City real estate;

Rehabilitate salvageable vacant homes and develop vacant lots, in partnership with
businesses, universities and community development organizations, in ways that
revive entire neighborhoods

The above policy and strategies are implemented through the following proposed programs:
The Housing Development Fund

The Homeownership Fund

The Rental Market Fund

The Housing Choice Fund

The Neighborhood and Asset Based Planning Fund

The City will continue efforts to implement new strategies and strengthen participation of its
partners to expand support for affordable housing programs in Rochester. These programs
will include housing and related support services for people transitioning out of
homelessness, including implementation of the 2007 Ten-Year Plan to End Homelessness.

Homeless Needs and Strategies

The priorities for ending homelessness are based on the recognition that homelessness
results from more than simply a lack of affordable housing, although providing housing is
the ultimate objective. Through the Continuum of Care Steering Committee, the City
participates in the Rochester/Monroe County Continuum of Care (CoC) and its efforts to
implement a Ten-Year Plan to End Chronic Homelessness. This plan reflects the best
practice models from other cities that have successfully implemented housing first
strategies for reducing chronic homelessness. The plan envisions a system in which public
and private agencies work together as a consortium to procure and manage housing,
provide central intake services, and deliver support services to clients through a coordinated
case management system.

Priority Homeless Needs

The Continuum of Care has identified the following objectives for addressing homeless
needs in Rochester and throughout its service area (greater Monroe County):

e Create new permanent housing beds for chronically homeless individuals
o Create 13 within the next 12 months, 141 within 5 years
* Increase the percentage of homeless persons staying in permanent housing over six
months to at least 77%
o Goal of 80% within 5 years
* Increase the percentage of homeless persons moving from transitional housing to
permanent housing to at least 65%

E— — =
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o Goal of 68% within 5 years
* Increase the percentage of homeless persons employed at program exit to at least
20%

o Goal of 23% within 5 years
* Decrease the number of homeless households with children
o Currently stands at 104: goal to reduce the number of homeless
households with children to 102 within one year and to 92 within 5 years

* Create new permanent housing beds for chronically homeless persons

Community Development Needs and Strategies

The City of Rochester has experienced an erosion of its economic base due to the continued
decline in manufacturing jobs and a continued decline in its ‘population base. The
concentration of poverty and the ongoing issues of abandonment and greater number of
vacant structures results in a demand for more services with a smaller tax base. The City
will continue its efforts to improve the community by augmenting small business activity,
enhancing parks and open space, and improving infrastructure to support businesses and
residents in Rochester.

Priority Community Development Needs

Based upon community outreach efforts as part of the preparation of the Consolidated Plan,
the following community development needs were determined to have a high priority and

will be the emphasis of CDBG funding:

* Revitalizing Rochester’s stagnant economy through small business micro-loans,
business fagade improvements, and vocational/educational training of City residents.
Proposed programs include:
o Economic Development (ED) Financial Assistance Loan and Grant Program
o Neighborhood Commercial Assistance Program
o Targeted Fagade Improvement Program
o Job Creation/Youth Development Program

¢ Upgrading facilities and infrastructure in Rochester - improve the quality/increase

the quantity of neighborhood facilities for fow-income persons, rehabilitate the public
infrastructure, including streets, sidewalks, parks, and facilities, to attract businesses
and residents back into Rochester.

Proposed programs include:

o Neighborhood Right-of-Way Improvements Program

o Neighborhood Streetscapes Program

o Residential Street Rehabilitation Program

Focus of the Plan

As required by the federal government, the identification of needs and the adoption of
strategies to address those needs must focus primarily on low- and moderate-income (LMI)
individuals and households. The CP must also address the needs of persons with “special
needs” such as the elderly, persons with disabilities, large families, single parents, homeless
individuals and families, and public housing residents.

— ——
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The Consolidated Plénning Process

Citizen Participation and Agency Consultation

The City of Rochester made the decision to encourage a high level of agency consultation in
an effort to demonstrate its commitment to (a) identifying priority needs and (b) engaging
the participation of public agencies and nonprofit organizations in a positive and
collaborative manner.

The City of Rochester engaged a consulting firm, Mullin & Lonergan Associates, Inc., to
assist in the preparation of the plan. A list of stakeholders was developed, which included
public agencies and private nonprofit organizations whose missions included the provision of
affordable housing and human services to LMI households and persons. These stakeholders
were invited to participate in a series of focus group sessions held for the purpose of
identifying needs for the CP and the Annual Plan. The consultants interviewed
representatives from a wide range of organizations to gather input on the City’s housing and
community development needs.

Additionally, public and private agencies which were identified as stakeholders in the
process were asked to complete written questionnaires to provide data on special needs
popuiations such as the elderly, youth, persons with HIV/AIDS, public housing residents,
persons with disabiiities and the homeless.

In an effort to solicit broader citizen participation, the City of Rochester conducted an online
survey. The online survey was developed and registered at www.zoomerang.com for a
period of approximately one month and was placed prominently on the City of Rochester’s
web site. Based on the focus group sessions, comments received from the Public Needs
Hearing, the online survey, and the housing market analysis, a set of priorities was
established by the City of Rochester for the next five years,

In addition, quadrant meetings were held in December 2009 in the four quadrant areas of
the city. These meetings were designed to gather input from area residents on
neighborhood issues of concern, ranging from crime to housing maintenance and youth
activities.

A planning meeting was held on January 26, 2010 to solicit input and provide information
regarding the CP. The City Council held a public hearing on the draft CP on June 15, 2010,
It is the City’s practice to advertise meetings in the Democrat & Chronicle.

Evaluation of Past Performance

The City prepared a Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER) for FY
2009 (July 1, 2008 to June 30, 2009). This CAPER was the fourth of the prior five-year
period and reported the FY 2009 accomplishments of the City’s CDBG Program.

The Department of Neighborhood and Business Development and HUD annually assess the
program’s performance to determine whether the City of Rochester is in compliance with
statutes and whether it has the continuing capacity to implement and administer federally

assisted programs.

The CDBG program accomplished the following during the 2008 program year:

————————————— ———— —————————— —————————————
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* Economic Development: $1,249,918 was spent during the program year. The City
expected to assist 84 businesses and 82 were actually assisted. The number of jobs
expected was 15 and the actual number of jobs assisted was 121, :

¢ Housing: $3,491,129 was spent during the program year. The City expected to
complete 616 housing units for activities such as emergency repair, energy efficient
improvements, and lead paint abatement, and completed 240 units during the

reporting period.

* Public Facilities and Improvements: 10 projects were completed and $1,678,945
was spent during the program year.

* Public Services: 33 agencies and service providers were funded and $833,236 was
spent during the program year. The City expected to assist 706 people, and actuaily

served 14,978.

* Planning and Administration: The City spent $2,029,589 for planning and
administration during the reporting period, which accounts for 15 percent of our

overall spending.
The HOME Program accdmplished the following during the program year:

e First-Time Homebuyer: $1,134,173 was spent on first-time homebuyer education
and purchase assistance during the program year, assisting 91 persons.

¢ Owner Rehabilitation: $583,429 was spent during the program year and 102
housing units were rehabilitated.

* Muitifamily Rental: The City spent $488,758 to develop 106 units of rental housing
during the program year.

The Emergency Shelter Grant program accomplished the following during the 2008 program
year:

¢ The City spent $412,972 funding 29 agencies. Of the 29 projects funded during the
program year, 17 exceeded their service target. Overall, the City expected to serve
12,034 persons and the actual number served was 60,653.

The Housing Opportunities for Persons with AIDS program accomplished the following
during the 2008 program year:

¢ The City spent $620,800 funding two agencies. During the reporting period, the City
expected to serve 230 persons and their families and the actual number served was

208.

The HUD Annual Community Assessment for the 2008 program year disclosed:

m
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* The City followed its HUD-approved Consolidated Plan and Annual Action Plan during
the 2008 program year, consistent with the City’s stated goals, objectives and
priority needs for each program funded.

® The Consolidated Annual Performance and Evaluation Report (CAPER) for 2008 was
received on time, determined to be substantially complete, and accurately described
the City’s performance throughout the program year,

® The financial information provided by the City appears to be complete, accurate, and
with a sufficient level of detail to document the overall financial condition of the
federal programs,

* The City has experienced staff that is capable of administering and overseeing
assisted program activities.

® Program income has been correctly receipted and the City is current with required
audits.

e The City has the continuing capacity to carry out its assisted programs.

¢ The HOME Program Snapshot Worksheet - Red Flag Indicators Report indicates that
the City has red flag indicators for percent of renters below 50 percent of area
median income and percent of occupied rental units to all rental units. It should be
noted that the City has addressed this by requesting household data to be submitted
along with the annual HOME Rent and Occupancy Report.

Strategic Plan

Due every three, four, or five years (length of period is at the grantee’s discretion) no less
than 45 days prior to the start of the grantee’s program year start date. HUD does not
accept plans between August 15 and November 15.

Mission:

The City of Rochester will utilize CDBG funds and other federal funds provided by the U.S.
Department of HUD to address community revitalization, affordable and suitable housing,
infrastructure improvements, and public services in ways that facilitate improvement within
the City. The City provides unparalleled customer service and sound business practices in
delivering every aspect of City services. The City also works to alleviate concentration of
poverty in the city by not developing additional low income housing in high poverty areas,
reinforcing education, employment and home ownership.

General Questions

1. Describe the geographic areas of the jurisdiction (including areas of low-income families
and/or racial/minority concentration) in which assistance will be directed.

2. Describe the basis for allocating investments geographically within the jurisdiction (or
within the EMSA for HOPWA) (91.215(a)(1)) and the basis for assigning the priority

R — e —
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(including the relative priority, where required) given to each category of priority needs
- (91.215(a)(2)). Where appropriate, the jurisdiction should estimate the percentage of
funds the jurisdiction plans to dedicate to target areas.

3. | Identify any obstacles to meeting underserved needs (91.215(a)(3)).

5 Year Strategic Plan General Questions response:
1. Description of Geographic Area

The Consolidated Plan covers the city of Rochester and is comprised of 84 census tracts.
The following narrative describes Rochester's demographic characteristics and its estimated
housing needs for the five years covered by the Consolidated Plan. The information in this
section is based primarily on data from the U.S. Census Bureau, City departments, local
agency consultations and statistics provided through HUD for the 2000 Comprehensive
Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS). Data from Census 2000 have been updated with
2008 estimates using the American Community Survey (ACS), where available.

Priority CDBG funding areas in Rochester include areas where the percentage of low- and
moderate-income (LMI) persons is 51% or higher. These areas also include areas of racial
and ethnic concentration where the percentage of a specific racial or ethnic group is at least
10 percentage points higher than the City's rate overall. The following narrative describes
the characteristics of these areas.

Concentrations of Minority and Hispanic Persons

The racial make-up of Rochester has changed significantly since 1990. Between 1990 and
2008, the number of minority residents increased from 90,133 to 102,660, Combined with a
decrease in the total population, the share of minority residents rose from 38.9% to 52%
over 18 years.

Diversity among the minority population is changing. The number of Black residents has
slightly increased, Asian residents have increased by 31%, and persons of “Some Other
Race” and “Two or More Races” have decreased. Persons of Hispanic Origin have also
increased. The following trends also were noted:

» Black residents have increased from 31.5% of the population to 40.8%.

*» American Indians/Alaskan Natives experienced a decrease in population from 1,094
in 1990 to 668 in 2008, or a change of -39.4%.

e Asians and Pacific Istanders represented 1.8% of the total population in 1990 but
increased to 2.7% of the total population in 2008.

* Persons of "Some Other Race” in 2008 represented 5.1% of the population, just as
they did in 1990, This means that the size of the group decreased along with the

population.

* “Persons of two or more races” was a new category in the 2000 Census. Then, the
population in this category comprised 3.8% of the total population. This segment
decreased to 3.0% of the total population in 2008.

e e er——
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+ Persons of Hispanic origin' account for 13.8% of total population. Between 1990 and
2008, the Hispanic population increased from 20,055 to 27,317 a 36.2% increase in
18 years,

Trends in Population by Race and Ethnic Origin - 1990 to 2008

Rochester 231,636 100.00% 219,773 100.1% 197,347 100.0% -14.8%
White 144,503 61.1% 106,161 48.3% 94,687 48.0% -33.1%
Black 73,024 31.5% 84,717 38.6% 80,579 40.8% 10.3%
Amer. Indian/Alaska Native 1,103 0.5% 1,033 0.5% 668 0.3% -39.4%
Astan/ Pacific Islander 4,081 1.8% 5,047 2.3% 5,364 2.7% 31.4%
Some Other Race 11,925 5.1% 14,452 6.6% 10,083 51% -18.7%
Two or More Races na na 8,363 3.8% 5,996 3.0% n/a
Hispanic 20,055 8.7% 28,032 12.8% 27,317 13.8% 36.2%

Source: U.S. Census, 1990 (SF1- P1, P6 and P8), 2000 (SF1- P1, P3 and P4) 2006-2008 American Community Survey

The table on the following page presents population by race and ethnicity, The data is
presented by census tract for all 219,773 City residents in 2000. HUD defines areas of racial
or ethnic concentration as geographical areas where the percentage of a specific minority or
ethnic group is 10 percentage points higher than in the City overall.

e Black residents comprised 38.5% of the population. Therefore, an area of racial
concentration includes census tracts where the percentage of Black residents is
48.5% or higher. There are 31 census tracts that meet this criterion for Black
residents.

e Asian residents comprised 2.3% of the population of Rochester. Therefore, an area
of racial concentration includes census tracts where the percentage of Asian
residents is 12.3% or higher. There are two census tracts that meet this criterion for
Asian residents.

* Residents of “Some Other Race” comprised 6.6% of the population of Rochester.
Therefore, an area of racial concentration includes census tracts where the
percentage of "Some Other Race” is 16.6% or higher. There are 14 census tracts
that meet this criterion for "Some Other Race” residents.

» Persons of Hispanic ethnicity represent 12.8% of the city's population. Therefore, an
area of ethnic concentration would inctude census tracts of 28.8% or higher. There
are 25 census tracts which meet this criterion for persons of Hispanic ethnicity.
Census tracts which are areas of Hispanic concentration only are shown in italics.

It must be noted that a number of the census tracts have multiple concentrations of racial
and/or ethnic populations. In total, 46 of the 84 census tracts in Rochester were areas of
racial and/or Hispanic concentration, as shown in the table on the following two pages.

! Hispanic origin is defined by the Census Bureau as “people whose origins are from Spain, the Spanish-speaking countries of Central or South
America, the Caribbean, or those identifying themselves generally as Spanish, Spanish-American, etc. Origin can be viewed as ancestry,
nationality, or country of birth of the person or person’s parents or ancestors prior to their arrival in the United States. Spanish/Hispanic/Latino
people may be of any race.”

L S ————————— L  — — ——— ——— ]
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Population by Race and Ethnicity - 2000
Rechaster city 219,773 106,161 48.3% 84.717 38.5% 5,047 2.3% 14,452 66% 28,032 12.8%
Census Tract2 2840 1.031 36.3% 1,058 37.3% 176 6.2% 345 12.1%. 720 254%
Census Tract 7 2521 420 16.7% 1827 60.6% 13 0.5% 431 171% 926 36.7%
Census Tract 10 3,335 2,656 79.6% 495 14.8% 54 16% 53 1.6% 126 38%
Census Tract13 1,691 120 T1% 1,197 70.8%)| 5 0.3%| 314 18.6%, 489 28.9%
Consus Tract 15 1,526 217 14.2% 947 62.1% 6 0.4% 283 18.5%| 487 31.9%
Cengus Tract 18 5373 4,036 75.1% 880 16.4% 109 2.0% 172 32% 449 8.4%
Census Tract 19 2378 1,541 64,8% 559 23.5% 53 2.2% 109 4.6% 222 9.3%
Census Tract 20 4,940 3268 §56.2% 1,112 22.5% 85 1.7%,| 223 4.5% 449 9.1%
Census Tract 21 3.664 2,530 69.1% 740 20.2% 35 1.0% 162 4.4%| 351 9.6%
Census Tract 22 2,964 1,509 50.9% 1,020 34.4% 19 2.7% 137 4.6% 340 11.5%
Cansus Tract 23 4396 1,786 40.6% 1877 42.7% 81 1.8%) 350 8.0% 839 18.1%
Census Tract24 3440 1,565 455% 1276 IT A% 136 4.0%)| 229 6.7% 512 14.9%
Census Tract27 1,426 48 3.4% 1,277 89.6% 16 1.1% 29 2.0% 47 3.3%
Census Tract 29 3,862 3418 88.5% 232 6.0% 88 2.3% 34 0.9% 123 3.2%
Consus Tract 30 2,105 1,449 66.8% 442 21.0% 53 2.5% 32 1.5% 117 5.6%
Census Tract 31 4,552 4,160 91.4% 188 4.1% 88 1.9%| 35 0.8% 122 27%
Cansus Tract 32 2,505 893 356% 1,240 49.5% 55 2.2%)| 89 36% 232 9.3%
Census Tract 33 1,675 1,270 75.8% 269 16.1% 17 10% 20 12% 57 34%
Census Tract 34 2,384 1,579 £6.2% 560 23.5% 80 34% 58 24% 151 6.3%
Census Tract 35 1,742 1547 88.8% 122 7.0% 25 1.4%; 10 Q6% 37 2.1%
Cansus Tract 36 2,982 2241 75.2% 424 14.2% 107 3.6% 79 2.6% 193 6.5%
Census Tract 37 3,128 2,657 84.9% 280 9.0% 32 1.0% 38 1.2% 157 5.0%
Census Tract 38.01 6,066 4573 754% 522 8.6% 117 12.8% 85 1.4% 267 44%
Census Tract 38.02 2423 1,771 73.1% "7 4.8% 420 17.3% 42 1.7% 121 5.0%
Census Tract 38.03 383 268 70.0% L 23.0% 2 0.5% 10 2.6% 22 5.7%
Census Tract 38.04 847 52t B80.5% 109 16.8% & 0.9%| 4 0.6% 24 37%
Ceonsus Tract 3¢ 2,241 385 17.2% 1,182 52.7% 102 4.6% 419 18.7%| 648 28,9%
Gonsus Tract 40 1412 666 47.2% 405 28.7% 81 5.7%| 153 108% 227 16.1%
Census Tract41 1,494 528 35.9% 556 37.2% 70 4.7% 232 15.5% 366 24 5%
Census Tract 46.02 2,495 967, 36.4% 1,094 43.8%, 39 156% 300 12.0% 581 23.3%
Census Tract 47.01 3078 1.652 53.7% 912 29.6% 35 1.1%; 264 8.6% 718 23.3%
Census Tract47.02 2255 954 42.7% 729 32.3% 72 3.2%)| 377 16.7% 638 28.3%
Cansus Tract 48 2.496 626 25.1% 1,164 46.6% 28 1.1%| s27 21.1% 796 31.9%
Consus Tract 49 2212 299 13.8%)| 1.362 61.6% 20 0.9% 452 20.4% 656 29.7%
Census Tract 50 2,304 378 16.4% 1,071 46.5% 116 5.0%)| 592 25.7% 926 40.2%
Census Tract 51 1,651 275 16.7% 795 48.2% 104 5.3%)| 377 22.8%| 532 322%
Cansus Tract 52 2,190 216 9.9% 1,388 63.4% 47 2.1 425 19.4%| 610 27.9%
Census Tract 53 2.2 a3 14.9% 1.221 55.0% 21 0.9% 520 234% 778 35.0%
Coensus Tract 54 3,685 1,806 48.0% 1,515 41.1% 44 1.2%| 189 51% 463 10.9%
Census Tract 55 2,363 332 14.0% 1,437 60.8% 10 0.4% 443 18.7%)| 773 32.7%
Cansus Tract 56 2,575 510, 19.8% 1,588 61.7% 52 2.0% 201 11.3% 621 24.1%
Census Tract 57 1,943 4089 21.0% 1,280 65.9% 10 0.5% 147 16% 308 15.9%
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Census Tract 55 3.981 1,458 36.6% 2, 52.3% 35 0.9% 205§ 5.1%) 44 11.1%
Census Tract 59 1,826] 437 23.9% 1158 63.3% 9 0.5% 97] 5.3% 238 13.0%
Census Tract 60 3,612 2,683 74,3% 689 1919 16 0.4%) 91 2 .5%) 201 5.6%
Gensus Tract 61 2,551 2,322 91.0% 132 5.2% 17 0.7% 15 0.6% 5 2.3%
Census Tract 62 3,182 8908 28,0%; 2,151 67.6%) 21 0.7% 42 1.3% 104 3.3%
Census Tract 63 3,22 361 11.2% 2,713 84.0% 14 0.4% 24 0.7% 83 2.6%)
Census Tract 64 2812 4 1.6% 2634  937% 17 0.6% 24 0.9% 82 2.9%
Census Tract 65 1,832 82 4.5%] 1664  90.8% 1 0.1%) 45 2.5% 116} 6.3%
Census Tract 66 2,1 48 2.3%) 1,992 94,6% 8 C.4% 108 0.5% 41 1.9%
Census Tract 67 3,258 581 17.8% 2519  77.3% 1 0.3%, 39 1.2% 93 2.9%
Census Tract 68 2,807} 1,078 38.a% 1594 s6.m% 34 1.2% 40 1.4% B8] 3.1%
Census Tract 69 2,137| 192 0.0% 1,85 86.8% 13 0.6%) 22 1.0% 37 1.7%
Census Tract 70 3,090 a70 31.4% 1,932 62.5% 48 1.6% 33 1.1% ay 2.9%
Census Traet 71 3.232 978l  302% 2,085 64.5%) ag 1.2%) 33 1.0%) 82 2.5%)
Census Tract 75 3.039 488  16.0% 2,366  77.9% 22 0.7% 61 2.0%) 161 5.3%
Census Tract 76 3,099 2,457 79.3%| 417 13.5% 26 0.8%| 84 2.7%,) 148) 4.8%|
Census Tract 77 2,952 2,444 82.9% 359 12.2% 51 1.7% 351 1.2%] 93 3.2%|
Census Tract 78.01 2,365 2,202 93.1% &4 4,0% 28 1.2% 13 0.5% 45 1.9%
Census Tract 78.02 1,655 1,514 91.5% 5.3%) 24 1.5% B 0.4% 47| 2.8%|
Cansus Tract 79 2,039 513 25.2%) 1,057] 51.9%) 33 1