COVID-19 RISK AND IMPACT
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BX1  MOTT HAVEN/MELROSE 75.5% 56 8.7% 19.9%
BX2 HUNTS POINT/LONGWOOD 72.1% 59 8.4% 24.1%
BX3 MORRISANIA/CROTONA 72.8% 55 7.6% 19.4%
BX4 HIGHBRIDGE/S. CONCOURSE 71.6% 54 231%
BX5  UNIVERSITY HTS/FORDHAM 69.1% 45
BX6 BELMONT/EAST TREMONT 69.5% 46 811% 221%
HOW IS BX7 KINGSBRIDGE HTS/BEDFORD 73.6% i 834%
BX8 RIVERDALE/FIELDSTON 73.3% L 34% * 66% AMI i 559% i T115% * 542% 65.0 4.8
3 o ° 5 3 °
AF F O RD AB L E BX9 PARKCHESTER/SOUNDVIEW 771% L B4% 1 45% * 45% AMI - 163% ¢+ 56.8% 722 63
1 5 b 5 . L
BX10 THROGS NECK/CO-OP CITY 71.4% i 55% : 16% o+ 64% AMI i 634% | 93% e 51.8% 30.6 33
: ° . : °
BXT  MORRIS PARK/BRONXDALE 66% 1 29% +56% AMI | 688% : 144% e 57.0% 631 6.3
. 8 o [}
BX12 WILLIAMSBRIDGE/BAYCHESTER L 74% i 33% s 56% AMI - 65% « 59.8%
§ é : : . : é .BROOKLYN :
I H RE A | E N E D BK1  GREENPOINT/WILLIAMSBURG - D 54% | 38% . 94% AMI i 31.8% 106% o 462% : 167 i 23
BK2 BROOKLYN HTS/FT. GREENE 82.5% : i 3.0% 34%  0122% AMI © 46.6% 42% T 41.0% 219 26
IN YOUR BK3 BEDFORD STUYVESANT - L 66% i 24% 0 61% AMI i 691% 47% ° 50.9% 429 6.9 4.1 17.7 15.6% 39.1% 13 BK 3
N E I G H B O RH O O D ) BK4 BUSHWICK L 747% _ 39% ° 60% AMI | 681% 137% ° 559% 37.8 54 - 71% BK 4
. BK5 E.NEW YORK/STARRETT CITY - ! 5.0% i 47% . 826% : 2% | 586% 583 74 G 924 | 45 i 105% | 140% : BK5
BK6 P.SLOPE/CARROLL G./GOW/RED HOOK @ 768% : 23 3.4% 15%  *150% AMI : 325%  39% * 357% 101 79 1 349 1 134 i 142% [ 141% | 355 14.0% BK 6
HOW TO READ THIS CHART: BK7  SUNSET PARK 92.0% 38 62% AMI | 57.8% - 508% | 162 G 24 . 1220 : - i 121% : 62% i 121 | 23.6% BK 7
. o ; BK8 CROWN HEIGHTS/ PROSPECT HTS 68.3% 45 5.9% 17% ¢ 72% AMI | 67.8% | 34% * 486% 496 i 64 | 1564 : 58 - 93% i 418 17.3% BK 8
1. Find your Community District . . ; 1 ; 1 L - :
. . O, (o) ° [0} [0} 0, O, @ o) M [0}
5 Look across < — and discover what risks BK9 S.CROWN HTS/LEFFERTS GARDENS 56 6.4% 33% + 62% AMI | 69.9% 43% * 525% - 73 - 04 1 21% | | 507 23.4% 13 BK 9
apply to your Community District BK10 BAY RIDGE 80.6% 4t 6.4% 37%  76% AMI i 409% 147%  494% i 263 i 25 i 676 i - i 95% : 133% i 9 28.8% BK 10
3. Look up 1 and down | to compare your BK1l BENSONHURST 76.1% 53 8.6% 50% o 57% AMI 56.8% 58.4% 253 23 923 = P146% G 7.9% 181 23.9% 9 BKT
clonmiruiliy LISt o etz BK12 BOROUGH PARK 48% AMI | 31.9% 211 24 80.9 - 7% P om7% (M5 62.0% 10 | BK12
KEY: BK13 CONEY ISLAND 43% AMI :  40.3% 357 23 328 181 G 128% : 72% : 153 - 9.2 39.4% 13 BK 13
. Community District that ranked in the Top BK14 FLATBUSH/MIDWOOD 65% AMI | 57.4% 149% o 533% 673 56 1721 -b 2% i o78% o370 - 104 411% 10 | BK14
: :10 for the particular indicator. : : : : BK 15
BK15 SHEEPSHEAD BAY 67% AMI | 33.0% 351 26 4.4 98 | 100% : 84% i 32 - 6.0 401% 7
: Community District that ranked in the Top BK16 BROWNSVILLE : P62 63.3 8.2 88.8 26 i 19% i 165% 329 . 497% 13 BK 16
+ 20 for the particular indicator. BK17 EAST FLATBUSH b es7% i 59 i 7% 30% * 58% AMI © 56.4% 33 | 84% | 128% - 59.2% BK 17
. 5 (o) . 8 . . (o} 5 (o} (o} . () = . d (o) . . (o} ] - . (o}
i 1 ] . . 3 : ; : g
: Community District that ranked in the Top BK18 FLATLANDS/CANARSIE - 56 | 55% 22% o 76% AMI | 77.0% 51% + 503% : 369 : 65 532 1 M2 i 108% : 70% i 24 - N4 64.0% 6 BK 18
: 30 (applies to Threats Score only). : : : ' MANHATTAN : § : :
: . 895% : 09 I 27% 41% .170% AMI i 30.4% 40% 0 336% : 207 : 10 43 - Y - : 8.0% 4 MN1
|I |The Threats to Affordable Housing Score is MNT  FINANCIAL DISTRICT °d : 0 . . 0 : ° 0 . ° : ; S : ’
the number of individual threats ranking MN2 GREENWICH VILLAGE/SOHO 81.4% : 1.7 31% 24%  ,170% AMI @ 24.3% 30% , 391% 14.3 1.8 20.2 - i 9.0% - 8.0% 1 MN 2
in the Top 10 multiplied by two, plus the MN3  LES/CHINATOWN 821% i 48 | 50% 35% $52% AMI : 576% i 190% . 502% 158 29 333 3% i - 16.3% 6 |MN3
number of individual threats ranking in the : : . : . : ]
Top 20. MN 4 CLINTON/CHELSEA 1001% i 26 i 32% 31% 0 121% AMI i 341% 70% o 439% 27.0 2.5 210 57% S 14.4% 8 MN 4
MN5 MIDTOWN 1451% : 23 i 23% 19% 2 121% AMI © 361% 50% . 385% 27.7 2.2 102 - i 57% - § 14.4% 1 MN 5
For data definitions, sources, and MN 6 STUY TOWN/TURTLE BAY 821% | 22 i 3% 20% °148% AMI i 264% i 30% ° 417% 136 09 oo R o @ - | 106 n.8 13.6% 4 | MN6
methodology, visit MN7 UPPER WEST SIDE 812% | 32 i 32% 27% *137% AMI | 29.8% 50% * 414% 18.5 22 198 1 121 1 MO% : 63% - - 39 1% - MN 7
bit.ly/nychousingthreats23 MN8 UPPER EAST SIDE 854% i 27 i 29% 23% *143% AMI i 20.4% 30% ° 402% 175 ¢ 15 i 123 228 : 66% : - - 26 1.0% MN 8
MN9 MORNINGSIDE/HAMILTON HTS 681% : 46 71% 27% * 59% AMI i 66.9% 120% * 533% 556 i 71 i 1339 - - 56 13.9% 7 MN 9
E o ° - ° 8
NOTES: MN10 CENTRAL HARLEM 684% : 44  61% 24% * 55% AMI i 79.6% 60% * 482% 72.3 - 1247 65% i 346 - 12,6 13.2% 1 MN 10
tTk?(')ssghrg:k:iggst(')”g'r\éft:a;'ng'fiit;’rzyisedr;ak“s; MNT  EAST HARLEM 79.2% - 71% 31% _ 752% 140% * 552% 378 | 54 i 571 78% - i 603 - 10.2 14.5% MN T1
individual indicator ranking in the top 10 is MN12 WASHINGTON HTS/INWOOD 686% i 46 | 84% 44% s 57% AMI | 69.6% 200% * 520% i 639 5.8 1531 n3 i 9e% - i 75 - 13.0 18.1% MN 12
assighed 2 points, and an indicator ranking in . . . QUEENS § § :
thle top fjo('js tass'ﬁ”edg 901'8t- Ogrt'”d'ggtorf Elis QN1 ASTORIA 86.2% 48 7.3% 33% . 80% AMI | 422% N6% . 436% : 205 27 319 25 § 141% : 39% 38 4.0 29.5% 3 QN1
color-coae O snow top an op values. . L : : :
The total score is color-coded for the top 10, 20, QN2  LIC/SUNNYSIDE/WOODSIDE 94.5% 41 6.5% 45% | 79% AMI : 556% 206% . 466% 283 23 2011 -l Mm% 58% - 4.8 16.8% 4 QN2
and 30 overall scores. QN3  JACKSON HEIGHTS 95.8% 60% AMI i 67.6% 60.6% 35.7 33 i 523 - ©105% 0 93% : - 93 38.2% 10 QN3
. . : QN4 ELMHURST/CORONA 89.7% 57 54% AMI i 79.9% 58.9% 589 24 1 567 i - i 128% : 57% i 136 - 52 19.6% 12 QN 4
This chart is just a small sample of possible p ; i 1 : :
indicators of threats to neighborhood affordable QN5 RIDGEWOOD/MASPETH 695% | 41 D 75% AMI | 326% 14.0% 483% 203 2.8 - - - 73% 1 245 - 35 53.0% 6 QN5
EOUSIHQ. SCOzjeStfor a Community District ShOL,Jt'S\ QN6 REGO PARK/FOREST HILLS 742% 53 i 46% | 40% ° 90% AMI | 47.8% 171% ° 47.9% 371 18 ¢ 154 i - i 132% : 101% | 506 - 33 27.5% QN6
e compared to previous years' scores wi j : ] ° i : : ] ]
caution, as the indicators included in each year's QN7  FLUSHING/WHITESTONE 93.5% _ 38% * 61% AMI | 702% 293 2.7 335 21 5 73% i 124% - 66 31 22.5% 1 QN7
chart vary slightly and methodology can vary QN8  HILLCREST/FRESH MEADOWS 740% i 48 | 64%  33% °72% AMI i 64.9% 153% ¢ 5.0% 400 ;42 i 257 45 1 62% i MNe% 73 - 5.2 39.5% - QN8
VeI ol Nl IDst ne Eneeling Coss et Iies QN9 OZONE PARK/WOODHAVEN 79.8% 50 32% * 69% AMI i 69.7% 140% * 537% #N4 1 57 1 637 - i 105% & 147% | 55 - QN9
that a threat is absent for a neighborhood, but : :
that it does not rank in the top 20. QN10 S.O0ZONE PK /HOWARD BEACH 70.3% 49 1 69% i 24% * 76% AMI | 72.0% 58% * 56.3% 337 - 392 - i 146% : n8% i 73 - QN 10
QN1 BAYSIDE/LITTLE NECK 80.6% 41 6.2% 1.0% * 87% AMI 57.4% 167% * 552% 281 ¢ 25 i 87 - _ 101% i 50 - QNTI
QN12 JAMAICA/HOLLIS 71.6% 6.0 81% 36% * 63% AMI 85%  575% 80.4 54.4 51 i 87% - 540 - QN 12
h § 5 ° ° . 3 &
i 2% y : 59 19 e 889 4% e .59 : y - : 19 i 3% - N13
ASSOCIATION FOR NEIGHBORHOOD & QN 13 QUEENS VILLAGE ! 692% : 51 : 55% 1%+ 88% AMI : 64% + 505% 53.8 14.2 : 91% i 183% : 10 Q
HOUSING DEVELOPMENT, INC. QN14 ROCKAWAY/BROAD CHANNEL 7.2% 31% » 60% AMI i 569% 103% + 541% : 626 : 69 73.5 135 — 426 - 1 60.6% 14 QN 14
—— : . : STATEN. ISLAND : : :
FTTEEEATEEE « GritiEr GANEIENE SI1T  STAPLETON /ST. GEORGE 765% i 53 i 57% 25% . 73% AMI | 486% 74% © 553% i 580 i 71 493 96 12.7% 15.7% 19 207 8.0 64.1% 5 s
0 o] S CUT A6 SI2  S.BEACH/WILLOWBROOK 74.1% - 41% 17% . 82% AMI 1 303% 84% . 537% 257 25 10.0 82 8.5% 32 - 41 47.8% 4 si2
New vork, NY10004 SI3  TOTTENVILLE/GREAT KILLS 689% : 38 I 25% 11%  2100% AMI i 12.0% 44% 2 497% 310 2.8 17.4 - 9.0% 17.9% R - 45 62.0% 3 SI3
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