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INTRODUCTION

his compendium, The NiLP Statistical Abstract of Latino NYC, has been produced by the National Institute for Latino Policy (NiLP) in response to frequent
requests from community advocates, researchers, students and the media for
statistics on the more than 2.4 million Latinos living in New York City. The purpose is to
provide basic socioeconomic data on a citywide basis and for each of the five largest
Latino national-origin groups that allows for quick comparisons between them. In our
daily work, we find that advocates often find themselves in debates or discussions that
require readily accessible statistical information to propose reforms or respond to a
plethora of attacks or criticisms. They usually have little time or immediate accessibility
to statistics that would be useful in crafting a response. A case in point is when advocates are asked the ethnic or racial percentages or national origin breakdown of city
residents. Lacking the information may lead to quick responses with information that is
often inaccurate, incomplete or dated. Hopefully, this statistical compilation will respond to this need.
The statistics presented in this report are primarily from different versions of the Census Bureau’s 2014 American Community Survey (ACS), a sample survey conducted
monthly of the United States population, including Puerto Rico. As a sample survey,
the ACS generates statistical estimates within margins of errors that are not reported
here in order to simplify their presentation. This means, for example, that while the
2014 NYC Puerto Rican population is presented here as totaling 771,223, the ACS 1year estimate is technically between 715,146 and 827,300. Although the ACS is conducted on a monthly basis, there is a lag in the release of the data it generates, with
the most current results available being for 2014.
The ACS statistics are most appropriately used to describe the comparative socioeconomic characteristics of populations and not to provide actual population totals. However, these statistics are usually nonetheless used as population estimates to update
decennial Census numbers in the absence of other more reliable statistics. As a result,
it is important to stress that some caution should be exercised in interpreting the population totals presented since they are not definitive and need to be understood as general estimates, especially for the smaller sized samples.
The statistics are presented by topics defined by the Census Bureau, such as education, housing, etc. and a minimum of two statistical tables are presented for each, one
for the major racial-ethnic groups (Latinos, Whites, Blacks and Asians), and a second
for the five largest Latino national-origin groups (Puerto Ricans, Dominicans, Mexicans, Ecuadorians and Colombians). For the major racial-ethnic groups, Whites, Black
and Asians are listed as non-Latinos.
It should also be noted that we used the terms “Hispanic” and “Latino” interchangeably
throughout this report. It is possible that the manner in which Latino ethnicity is measured in the upcoming 2020 Census may change considerably in which the current Hispanic and race questions may be combined into a single population group question.
Hispanic or Latino identity, as used in this report, is based on a question asking if one
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is Hispanic, apart from a question self-identifying one’s race.
This report also includes a series of maps illustrating the geographic distribution of Latinos between the five boroughs of the City of New York. These are reprinted from the
valuable website of the NYC Department of City Planning and present spatial aspects
of the Latino experience in the city that add meaning to the statistics presented in new
and useful ways.
Finally, this report provides a short list of other data and statistical resources on New
York’s Latino population. This listing is not exhaustive, but can serve as a useful starting point for those seeking additional and more in-depth data and analyses.
The statistics are presented in this report largely descriptively with little analysis using
a minimalist “compare-and-contrast” approach. The expectation is that these raw statistics can serve various uses ranging from community advocacy for social change to
academic analyses of political, economic and social issues, to documenting the Latino
condition in New York City. They are representative of the type of statistics available
on the Latino population from the Census Bureau but are only a small subset of a
much broader range of data produced by the Bureau.
It is important to note that the tables in this report were generated largely through the
use of data tools developed by the Census Bureau for public access, based on training
the National Institute for Latino Policy received trough the Census Bureau’s Census
Information Center (CIC) program, of which we are a member. We relied largely on the
American Factfinder and the DataFerret programs. These allow for direct public Internet access to Census statistics without the need to use specialized software or equipment. The development of these data tools represents a major contribution to the democratization of social data and is one of the most significant accomplishments of the
Census Bureau.
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POPULATION
2,421,914. This is the number of Latinos living in New York City, according to the

2014 American Community Survey of the United States Census Bureau. Latinos made
up an estimated 28.8 percent of the city’s population in 2014 and, after Asians, are one

of the fastest growing communities in New York. Between
2005 and 2014, the city’s Latino population grew by 10.8
percent, compared to 5.2 percent for non-Latinos.
Latinos in New York City represent the most diverse group
of any major American city.
Coming from more than 21
countries of the Caribbean
and Latin America, no one Latino national-origin group is in
the majority of Latinos in the
city. (see table on page 6) The
majority come from the Caribbean, primarily Puerto Rico
and the Dominican Republic,
with the rest from throughout
Central and South America,
as well as Spain.
This is a dynamic population,
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which in the 1950s was 80 percent Puerto Rican, and whose national-origin composition continues to change. While in 2014 Puerto Ricans remain the largest Latino community, making up 29 percent of the total, it is projected that by the year 2020, if not
sooner, Dominicans will become the largest Latino group. However, the fastest growing Latino community in recent decades has been the Mexican community, which is
currently around 13.7 percent of the total Latino population in the city.
Geography. New York City is home to the largest concentration of Latinos of any large
United States city, followed by Los Angeles. In terms of the percentage of the city’s
population, however, Latinos in New York rank fairly low nationally.

Within New York City, the Latino population resides in significant numbers in all of
its five boroughs. The Bronx is the only
borough in which Latinos constitute a majority (54.8 percent) of its total population.
The next highest concentrations are in
Queens (28.0 percent), Manhattan 25.9
percent), Brooklyn (19.5 percent) and Staten Island (18.1 percent).
About a third of the city’s Latinos (32.0 percent) are concentrated in the Bronx, followed by 26.4 percent in Queens, 20.8 percent
in Brooklyn, 17.2 percent in Manhattan, and 3.5 percent in Staten Island.
Among Latinos, the majority of Puerto Ricans live in the Bronx and Brooklyn; the majority of Dominicans are in the Bronx and Manhattan; and the majorities of Colombians
and Ecuadorians live in Queens. Mexicans are the one Latino subgroup that is most
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evenly distributed between the five
boroughs.
Puerto Ricans are the largest Latino national-origin group in Staten
Island (49.4 percent of the Latinos
in that borough) and the Brooklyn
(35.2 percent). Dominicans are the
largest Latino group in Manhattan
(40.0 percent) and the Bronx (38.2
percent). Ecuadorians are the largest Latino group in Queens (18.1
percent).
A series of maps is provided (on
pages 48-55) that display the geographic distribution of the five largest Latino national-origin groups,
the number of Spanish speakers
and Latino population change during 2000-2010 at the sub-borough level. The presence of significant Latino communities in all five boroughs makes the city’s Latino settlement pattern unique among the
nation’s cities. (see map insert below) Many of these Latino barrios are equal in size to
a medium-size city and have their own unique histories and political cultures and structures. These maps also illustrate, among other things, the shifting of Latinos away from
Brooklyn an Manhattan, and increasingly to the Bronx, Queens and Staten Island,
providing a broad look at the impact of gentrification on Latino neighborhoods.
The geography of Latino settlement patterns have historically been distinct for each
Latino subgroup. The earliest and largest Latino population, Puerto Ricans, were fairly
broadly dispersed throughout the city
in concentrations lower than those of
the African-American population. This
resulted in different political strategies
and organization between these two
communities. The Dominican population was originally much more concentrated in the Washington Heights section of northern Manhattan, and has
shifted considerable into western
Bronx and parts of Brooklyn and
Queens. The Mexican population is the
most dispersed, following the earlier
Puerto Rican pattern. Most other Central and South American groups are
largely concentrated in the borough of
Queens, which also has significant
numbers of Dominicans and Puerto
Ricans.
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SEX AND AGE
Sex. Women are the majority of the populations of all the major racial-ethnic groups in
New York City. Women were a slightly larger majority among Blacks (54.7 percent)
and Asians (52.2 percent) than among Whites (51.3 percent) and Latinos (51.5 percent).
The percentage of women for all four groups grew between the under 18 and the 65
and over age groups from minorities to majorities. For Latinos, the percentage of women increased from 49.0 percent of those under 18 years of age, to 61.6 percent of
those 65 years and over.
However, when we look at specific Latino national-origin groups, we find that the gender distribution varied considerably. Generally, labor migrations tend to result in a larger representation of men among
newcomers. In the Latino case, the
proportion of males was highest for
Mexicans (54.9 Percent), as well as
for Ecuadorians (53.2 percent), but
less than half for the other Latino
subgroups. Female representation
was highest among the larger and
older Latino groups: Dominicans
(54.4 percent) and Puerto Ricans
(53.0 percent).
The general pattern of the increase
in the proportion of women as the
group ages generally held up for all
the Latino subgroups, except for
Mexicans. In the Mexican case,
women went from being 47.2 percent of those under 18, to 42.7 percent of those 65 years and older.
Age. Latinos are the youngest
among New York City’s major racial
-ethnic groups. The median age of
Latinos is 32.2 years, compared to
36.2 percent for Blacks, 37.0 for
Asian and 37.9 for Whites.
Among Latinos, Mexicans were by
far the youngest group with a median age of 27.5 years. The oldest
were Colombians (39.7) and Puerto
Ricans (34.4).
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About a quarter of Latinos (25.7 percent) were under 18 years of age. This compares
to 22.8 percent of Blacks, 18.3 percent of Whites, and 18.2 percent of Asians. This has
resulted in Latinos currently making up the largest segment of students in the city’s
public schools (40.5 percent of the total in 2015).
Among Latinos, about one third (32.0 percent) of Mexicans were under age 18, making
them the Latino subgroup with by far the largest proportion of children. The next largest proportions of children make up about a quarter of the following Latino nationalorigin groups: Dominicans (26.2 percent), Ecuadorians (25.2 percent) and Puerto Ricans (25.1 percent).
At the other end of the age groups, Latinos had the smallest percentage of those 65
years and older (9.5 percent), compared to Asians (11.0 percent), Blacks (12.5 percent), and Whites (16.2 percent). Among Latinos, the percentage of elderly among
Mexicans was miniscule (1.5 percent) compared to other Latinos. The largest percentage of elderly was among the Colombians (15.8 Percent) and Puerto Ricans (13.0 percent).
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FAMILY STRUCTURE
A third (33.1 percent) of New York City Latinos 15 years and older were married. This
is a higher rate than for Blacks (27.0 percent), but much lower than for Asians (55.9
percent) and Whites (43.3 percent). Among Latinos, Puerto Ricans had the lowest rate
of marriage (25.8 percent) and Ecuadorians the highest (44.0 percent).
For all four major racial-ethnic groups, the percentage of men who were then married
was slightly higher than that of women. Among Latinos, the exception to this pattern
was for Mexicans (38.7 percent of women versus 36.4 percent of men married).
Families made up 69.0 percent of Latino households and 69.4 percent of Asian households. These were higher rates of
family formations than for Whites
(53.3 percent) and Blacks (61.8 percent). Among Latinos, families
made up the smallest percentage of
households among Puerto Ricans
(60.9 percent) and Colombians
(64.6 percent). They were highest
among Ecuadorians (79.2 percent),
Mexicans (78.7 percent). and Dominicans (76.1 percent)..
Female-headed families comprised
29.0 percent of Latino households
and 31.6 percent of Black households. They were 10.0 percent for
Asians and 10.2 percent for Whites.
Among Latinos, Dominicans had the
highest rate (39.6 percent) of female-headed family households,
followed by Puerto Ricans (31.1
percent). The lowest percentages of
female-headed households were
those of Ecuadorians (17.8 percent)
and Mexicans (19.8 percent).
The average household size for Latinos was 2.99 persons. This compares to 3.04 for Asians, 2.67 for
Blacks and 2.38 for Whites. Among
Latinos, the highest average household size was of Mexicans (4.25)
and Ecuadorians (3.88). The lowest
was among Puerto Ricans (2.49)
and Colombians (2.6).
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Latinas had the highest rate of births, 5.0 percent among those ages 15-50. This is in
comparison to Whites (4.8 percent), Asians (4.1 percent) and Blacks (3.9 percent).
Among Latinas, the birthrate was highest among Ecuadorians (7.3 percent) and lowest
among Colombians (2.4 percent)
Of those giving birth, the percentage unmarried was: 50.5 percent for Latinas, 65.2
percent for Blacks, 16.9 percent for Whites, and 13.6 percent for Asians. The highest
percentage of unmarried births was by far for Puerto Rican women (64.7 percent) and
the lowest for Colombian women (25.3 percent).
Persons of color had higher rates of grandparents living with grandchildren. While for
Whites it was 2.2 percent of those 30 years and older, it was 6.1 percent for Latinos,
6.0 percent of Asians and 5.7 percent for Blacks. Among Latinos, Dominicans (7.8 percent) and Ecuadorians (7.5 percent) had the highest percentages of grandparents living with grandchildren; the lowest was among Colombians (5.5 percent) and Mexicans
(6.0 percent).
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EDUCATION
Latinos had the largest percentage of students (68.7 percent) enrolled in grades K-12
of those 3 years and older than the other major racial-ethnic groups. The percentage
enrolled in these grades for Blacks is 63.7 percent, for Whites 58.7 percent and for
Asians 53.0 percent. Among Latinos, Puerto Ricans (72.6 percent) and Mexicans
(72.2 percent) had the largest percentage enrolled in K-12, while it was lowest for Colombians (57.0 percent).
Latinos had the lowest percentage (24.5 percent) of those ages 3 and more enrolled in
college or graduate school; Asians
had the highest (42.1 percent).
Among Latinos, Colombians had
the highest percentage enrolled in
college or graduate school (38.7
percent) and Puerto Ricans the lowest (20.6 percent).
The percentage of women enrolled
in college and graduate school was
higher than for men for all four major racial-ethnic groups. Among Latinos, this pattern held for every
group except Ecuadorians.
Latinos had by far the lowest percentage (16.5 percent) of those 25
and older who had attained a bachelor’s degree of higher among the
major racial-ethnic groups. This
compares to 23.5 percent for
Blacks, 39.5 percent for Asians and
48,5 percent for Whites. Among Latinos, Colombians had the highest
percentage (24.0 percent) and Ecuadorians the lowest (13.9 percent).
Latinos had the highest percentage
(34.8 percent) of those without a
high school diploma among the major racial-ethnic groups. This compares to 24.9 percent for Asians,
18.1 percent for Blacks and 12.6
percent for Whites. Among Latinos,
by far the highest percentage without a high school diploma were the
Mexicans (49.4 percent), followed
most closely by Ecuadorians (39.8
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percent) and Dominicans (37.1 percent). Colombians (22.4 percent) and Puerto Ricans
(31.3 percent) had the lowest percentages without a high school diploma.
Latinos and Asians had the lowest percentage of self-described English monolinguals
among those 5 years and older (16.8 and 18.1 percent, respectively), compared to
79.6 percent of Blacks and 57.9 percent of Whites. Among Latinos, Puerto Ricans
were the most English monolingual (31.0 percent) and Ecuadorians the least (6.6 percent).
The largest percentage of Asians, about half (49.7 percent), felt they spoke English
less than “very well,” compared to 39.4 percent of Latinos, 18.3 percent of Whites and
7.3 percent of Blacks, Among Latinos, majorities of Ecuadorians (55.7 percent) and
Mexicans (54.6 percent) expressed this difficulty with English, compared to 19.2 percent of Puerto Ricans at the other extreme.
Latinos had the lowest percentage of household with a computer (78.5 percent) of the
major racial-ethnic groups, with Asians having the highest (88.4 percent). Among Latinos, Puerto Ricans had the lowest percentage of households with a computer, and Colombians (82.2 percent) and Ecuadorians (82.9 percent) had the highest.
Latinos also had the lowest percentage of households with an internet connection
(68.0 percent), with Asians having the highest (82.2 percent). Among Latinos, Puerto
Ricans had the lowest percentage of households with an internet connection (64.0 percent), and Colombians (72.1 percent) and Ecuadorians (72.4 percent) had the highest.
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HEALTH
The American Community Survey measures a person’s disability status, which it defines as follows:
In an attempt to capture a variety of characteristics that encompass the
definition of disability, the ACS identifies serious difficulty with four basic
areas of functioning – hearing, vision, cognition, and ambulation. These
functional limitations are supplemented by questions about difficulties
with selected activities from
the Katz Activities of Daily
Living (ADL) and Lawton Instrumental Activities of Daily
Living (IADL) scales, namely
difficulty bathing and dressing, and difficulty performing
errands such as shopping.
Overall, the ACS attempts to
capture six aspects of disability, which can be used together to create an overall
disability measure, or independently to identify populations with specific disability
types.
Latinos (11.6 percent) and Blacks
(12.6 percent) had the highest incidents of disability, followed by
Whites (10.9 percent) and Asians
7.1 percent). Among Latinos, Puerto
Ricans had the highest disability rate
(17.9 percent) and Mexicans the
lowest (3.3 percent).
Among those 65 and older, 43.3 percent of Latinos report having had a
disability, compared to 38.4 percent
of Blacks, 37.1 percent of Whites
and 31.7 percent of Asians. Among
Latino elderly, Puerto Ricans (48.8
percent) and Dominicans ( 43.2 percent) had the highest disability incidence, and Colombians the lowest
(22.0 percent).
Latinos (17.0 percent) and Asians
(12.8 percent) had the highest rates
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of not having health insurance, compared to Blacks (10.5 percent) and Whites (8,7
percent). Among Latinos, 38.7 percent of Mexicans had no health insurance, compared to 26.0 percent of Ecuadorians, 16.2 percent of Colombians, 11.1 percent of Dominicans and 9.3 percent of Puerto Ricans,
Of those with health insurance, Latinos had the highest percentage of public coverage
(49.4 percent), compared to 45.6 percent of Blacks, 41.7 percent of Asians and 34.8
percent of Whites. Among Latinos, majorities of Dominicans (57.7 percent) and Puerto
Ricans (52.5 percent) had public coverage, compared to 45.6 percent of Ecuadorians,
42.0 percent of Mexicans and 39.2 percent of Colombians.
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NATIVITY AND CITIZENSHIP
Asians have by far the highest percentage of foreign-born (71.8 percent) of the major
racial-ethnic groups in New York City. They are followed by Latinos (40.8 percent),
Blacks (32.1 percent) and Whites (26.5 percent). Among Latinos, Colombians (65.5
percent) and Ecuadorians (64.7 percent) had the highest percentage of foreign-born.
Migrating f\rom Puerto Rico, a U.S. territory, Puerto Ricans had by far the lowest percentage of foreign-born (1.6 percent) among the Latino subgroups.
Latinos are the only major racial-ethnic group of which a majority of their foreign-born
is not U.S. citizens (57.6 percent). Non-citizens make up 46.5 percent of the Asian foreign-born, 43.1 percent of the
White foreign-born and 37.7 percent of the Black foreign-born.
Among Latinos, Mexicans had by
far the highest proportion of noncitizens (87.3 percent of Mexican
foreign-born), followed by 62.5
percent of Ecuadorians, 49.1 percent of Dominicans, and 43.0 percent of Colombians.
While women were majorities for
both the U.S.-born and foreignborn of the major racial-ethnic
groups, this pattern was not followed by the non-citizens. Among
non-citizens, women were in the
majority for Blacks and Asians, but
not Latinos and Whites. Among
Latinos, majorities of the Mexican
and Ecuadorian foreign-born were
women.
Asians had the highest percentage
of newcomers (entering 2010 and
later) (15.0 percent of Asian foreign-born) of the major racialethnic groups, followed by Whites
(11.7 percent), Latinos (10.8 percent) and Blacks (9.1 percent).
Among Latinos, Dominicans had
the highest percentage of newcomers (13.2 percent).
The racial self-identification of Latinos in New York City varies considerably by national-origin and
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here we expand the number of Latino subgroups listed to illustrate this. Those identifying the most as non-White were Panamanians (84.6 percent) and Dominicans (77.6
percent). Those identifying the most as racially White were the Colombians (55.4 percent) and Ecuadorians (51.5 percent).
The Latino subgroups identifying the most as racially Black were Panamanians (58.1
percent) and Hondurans (20.5 percent). Those not using the established U.S. racial
categories (or rejecting them) by identifying as “some other race” were mostly Salvadorans (63.0 percent), Mexicans (62.7 percent) and Dominicans (61.5 percent).

Na onal Ins tute for La no Policy (NiLP)

25

The NiLP Sta s cal Abstract of La n NYC

Na onal Ins tute for La no Policy (NiLP)

26

The NiLP Sta s cal Abstract of La n NYC

27

Na onal Ins tute for La no Policy (NiLP)

The NiLP Sta s cal Abstract of La n NYC

EMPLOYMENT
Blacks (60.9 percent) and Latinos (61.8 percent) had the lowest civilian labor force participation rates of those 16 years and older, compared to Whites (64.9 percent) and
Asians.(62.9 percent). Among Latinos, Mexicans had the highest labor force participation rate (73.3 percent) and Puerto Ricans the lowest (52.3 percent).
Although 28.9 percent of the total population, Latinos made up 25.1 percent of the civilian labor force, compared to 40.0 percent of Whites, 22.0 percent of Blacks and 13.0
percent of Asians. Among Latinos, although Puerto Ricans and Dominicans combined
were the majority of the Latino population; together they made up only
24.8 percent of all Latinos in the civilian labor force.
The unemployment rate for Latinos
in the civilian labor force was 9.7
percent and 12.0 percent for Blacks,
compared to 6.2 percent for Whites
and 6.4 percent for Asians. Among
Latinos, the unemployment rate was
highest for Puerto Ricans (13.2 percent) and lowest for Mexicans (6.4
percent).
The unemployment rate of women
was the highest (10.9 percent) for
Latinas among the major racialethnic groups. It was 10.3 percent
for Black women, 6.3 percent for
Asian women and 6.0 percent for
White women. Among Latinas, the
unemployment rate was highest for
Puerto Rican women (12.9 percent)
and Mexicans (11.8 percent), and
lowest for Colombians (8.4 percent).
In their commute to work, Latinos
(62.9 percent) and Blacks (62.1 percent) are the most dependent on
public transportation (excluding taxis), compared to Whites (52.9 percent) and Asians (54.4 percent).
Among Latinos, the most dependent
on public transportation to get to
work were Mexicans (74.4 percent)
and Ecuadorians (64.6 percent), the
least dependent were Dominicans
(58.8 percent) and Puerto Ricans
(59.5 percent).
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OCCUPATIONS
The majority of Latinos (55.7 percent) were concentrated in service, sales and office
occupations, more than the other major racial-ethnic groups. Among Latinos, Dominicans were the most concentrated in these occupations (60.1 percent) and Ecuadorians
the least (48.0 percent).
Only 21.8 percent of Latinos were in management, business, sciences and arts occupations, less than the other major racial ethnic groups. Among Latinos, Colombians
(28.8 percent) and Puerto Ricans
(27.9 percent) were the most concentrated in these occupations, and
Mexicans (13.1 percent) and Ecuadorians the least (14.6 percent).
Both Latino men and women were
more concentrated in service occupations (29.3 and 39.3 percent, respectively) than the other major racial-ethnic groups. Among Latinos,
only among Puerto Ricans men
were more concentrated (28.7 percent) than women (26.2 percent) in
this occupational category, while
for the other groups, women were
much more concentrated in these
service occupations.
Among Latinos, women were more
concentrated (26.3 percent) in
management, business, sciences
and arts occupations than the men
(18.0 percent). Women were more
concentrated in these occupations
than men for all the major racialethnic groups. Among Latinos, this
pattern was repeated, with the gender disparity in this occupational
category being greatest for Mexicans (for which 19.6 percent of the
women compared to only 10.0 percent of the men were in this occupational category).
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INDUSTRY AND
CLASS OF WORKER
Latinos were most concentrated in jobs in educational services, and health and social
assistance (22.6 percent), compared to 37.5 percent of Blacks, 23.8 percent of Whites
and 21.1 percent of Asians. Among Latinos, Puerto Ricans (29.4 percent) and Dominicans (28.8 percent) were most concentrated in these industries, and Mexicans the
least (8.7 percent).
Compared to the other major racial-ethnic groups, Latinos had the highest percentages
of persons employed in the arts-entertainment-recreation-accommodation-food services (15.5 percent), retail trade
(11.9 percent) and construction
(8.4 percent).
Among Latinos:
 Mexicans had the highest concentration in the
arts-entertainmentrecreation-accommodate
-and-food services (32.1
percent)
 Ecuadorians in construction (18.6 percent) and
manufacturing (8.4 percent)
 Dominicans in retail trade
(14.4 percent)
 Puerto Ricans in financeinsurance-real estate (9.0
percent) and public administration (5.5 percent).
Latinos and Asians had the highest
concentrations of workers employed in the private sector (82.5
and 84.9 percent, respectively),
compared to Whites (80.5 percent)
and Blacks (76.5 percent). Among
Latinos, Mexicans (88.1 percent)
and Colombians (85.1 percent) had
the highest percentages of workers
employed in the private sector, and
Puerto Ricans the lowest (77.1 percent).

Na onal Ins tute for La no Policy (NiLP)

34

The NiLP Sta s cal Abstract of La n NYC

Na onal Ins tute for La no Policy (NiLP)

35

The NiLP Sta s cal Abstract of La n NYC

Na onal Ins tute for La no Policy (NiLP)

36

The NiLP Sta s cal Abstract of La n NYC

INCOME
Households. Latinos had the lowest median household income ($36,434) of the major
racial-ethnic groups, compared to $40,977 for Blacks, $55,670 for Asians and $71,307
for Whites. Among Latinos, Puerto Ricans ($30,454) and Dominicans ($30,981) had
the lowest median household incomes, and Colombians had the highest ($47,079).
Latino households with incomes of $100,000 and above numbered 101,174, or 13.1
percent of total Latino households.
The percentage of Latino households with incomes of less than $25,000 was 37.3 percent, the highest for the major racial-ethnic groups, compared to 32.7 percent for
Blacks, 24.6 percent for Asians and 21.0 percent for Whites.
Latino workers had the lowest
mean household earnings
($59,592) of the major racial-ethnic
groups, compared to $62,477 for
Blacks, $92,853 for Asians and
$119,430 for Whites. Among Latinos, Dominicans had the lowest
($46,274) and Colombians the highest ($79,488).
Latinos (77.0 percent) and Blacks
(74.5 percent) had the lowest portions of the major racial-ethnic
groups of their household incomes
coming from earnings from work,
compared to 85,5 percent for
Asians and 77.9 percent for Whites.
Among Latinos, Puerto Ricans had
by far the lowest percentage of their
household income coming from
earnings for work (63.4 percent),
and Mexicans the highest (96.6 percent).
Latinos had the highest percentage
of their household incomes coming
from Food Stamps/SNAP (36.2 percent) and Supplementary Security
Income (12.7 percent) than the other major racial-ethnic groups.
Among Latinos, Dominicans had the
highest (46.2 percent) of Food
Stamp/SNAP participation and Colombians the lowest (19.5 percent).
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Latinos (7.8 percent) and Asians (6.6 percent) had the lowest portions among the major racial-ethnic groups of their household incomes coming from retirement incomes,
compared to 14.6 percent for Blacks and 13.8 percent for Whites. Among Latinos,
Puerto Ricans have the highest (11.3 percent) and Mexicans the lowest percentage
(2.5 percent) of their household incomes coming from retirement income.
Latinos (6.5 percent) and Blacks (7.2 percent) had the highest percentages of their
household incomes of the major racial-ethnic groups coming from cash public assistance, compared to 3.7 percent for Asians and 2.3 percent for Whites. Among Latinos,
Puerto Ricans had the highest (8.7 percent) and Ecuadorians the lowest (4.0 percent)
of their household incomes from cash public assistance.
Families. Latinos had the lowest median family income ($38,914) of the major racialethnic groups, compared to $50,524 for Blacks, $56,489 for Asians, and $83,291 for
Whites. Among Latinos, Dominicans had the lowest ($32,922) and Colombians the
highest ($47,403).
Latinos (42.0 percent) and Blacks (51.1 percent) had the highest percentage of female
-headed families of the major racial-ethnic groups, compared to 14.4 percent for
Asians and 19.1 percent for Whites. Among Latinos, Dominicans (52.0 percent) and
Puerto Ricans (51.1 percent) had the highest percentages of female-headed families,
were the only groups in which they were a majority of the families, and Colombians
had the lowest (22,3 percent)..
Of the female-headed families, Latinas had by far the lowest median income ($24,905)
of the major racial-ethnic groups, compared to $35,443 for Blacks, $41,736 for Asians,
and $44,140 for Whites. Among Latinos, Mexicans had the lowest ($20,198) and Ecuadorians the highest ($29,245).
Individuals. Latino per capita income ($18,199) was by far the lowest of the major racial-ethnic groups, compare to $21,761 for Blacks, $30,139 for Asians, and $47,493 for
Whites. Among Latinos, Dominicans had the lowest ($14,935) and Colombians the
highest ($24,124).
Latinos had a combined aggregate income of $44.8 billion. Among fine largest Latinos
subgroups, Puerto Ricans had the highest aggregate income ($13.4 billion), followed
by Dominicans ($10.1 billion), Mexicans ($5.4 billion), Ecuadorians ($3.5 billion) and
Colombians ($2.4 billion).
Except for Blacks, men are the majority of workers for the other major racial-ethnic
groups. Among Latinos, Mexicans were the only group in which there were more females than male workers.
Mean earnings were higher for men than for women for all of the major racial-ethnic
groups. Among Latinos, Mexicans were the only group in which women earned more
than men.
Median earnings for women workers exceeded those of men for Asians and Latinos,
but not for Whites and Blacks. Among Latinos, men had higher median earnings than
women for all of the groups.
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POVERTY
Families. Over a quarter (26.7 percent) of all Latino families live in poverty, the highest
rate of the major racial-ethnic groups. This compares to 19.9 percent for Blacks, 18.1
percent for Asians and 11.2 percent for Whites. Among Latinos, Mexican families had
the highest poverty rate (35.3 percent) and Colombians the lowest (11.8 percent).
More than a third of Latino families with children (34.5 percent) lived in poverty, the
highest rate for the major racial-ethnic groups. This compares to 27.5 percent for
Blacks, 22.3 percent for Asians and 17.3 percent for Whites. Among Latinos, Mexicans
had the highest (43.0 percent) and Colombians the lowest (15.6 percent).
Among all married-couple families, Asians had the highest poverty rate (16.3 percent),
compared to 14.7 percent for Latinos, 7.8 percent for Blacks and 7.7 percent for
Whites. Among Latinos, Mexican
married-couple families had the
highest poverty rate (29.8 percent)
and Puerto Ricans by far the lowest
(8.9 percent).
Among married-couple families with
children, Asians (19.6 percent) and
Latinos (19.0 percent) had the highest poverty rates, compared to 11,5
percent for Whites and 10.7 percent
for Blacks. Among Latinos, Mexican
married-couple families had the
highest poverty rate (37.1 percent)
and Puerto Ricans by far the lowest
(8.6 percent).
By far the highest poverty rate for
female-headed families was for Latinos (41.8 percent), compared to
29.4 percent for Blacks, 28.2 percent for Asians and 24.3 percent for
Whites. Among Latinos, the poverty
rate for female-headed families was
highest for Mexicans (55.8 percent)
and lowest for Colombians 27.7 percent)
By far the highest poverty rate for
female-headed families with children
was for Latinos (50.3 percent), compared to 38.0 percent for Blacks,
37.1 percent for Asians and 35.0
percent for Whites. Among Latinos,
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the highest poverty rate for female-headed families with children was highest for Mexicans (60.8 percent) and lowest for Colombians (36.6 percent).
People. The poverty rate for people was highest for Latinos (28.8 percent), compared
to 23.4 percent for Blacks, 20.8 percent for Asians and 15.2 percent for Whites. Among
Latinos, the highest poverty rates for people were among Mexicans (33.8 percent), Dominicans (32.2 percent) and Puerto Ricans (31.2 percent), compared to 15.3 percent
of Colombians and 19.9 percent of Ecuadorians.
The poverty rate for those under 18 years of age was highest for Latinos (38.7 percent), compared to 31.9 percent for Blacks, 25.6 percent for Asians and 22.8 percent
for Whites. Among Latinos, for those under 18 years of age, the highest poverty rate
was for Mexicans (46.2 percent) and the lowest for Colombians (17.5 percent).
The poverty rate for related children under 18 years was highest for Latinos (36.6 percent), compared to 32.5 percent for Blacks, 25.4 percent for Asians and 22.7 for
Whites. Among Latinos, for related children under 18 years of age, Mexicans had the
highest poverty rate (47.6 percent) and Colombians the lowest (17.5 percent).
The poverty rate for those 18 years and older was highest for Latinos (25.4 percent),
compared to 20.8 percent for Blacks, 19.8 percent for Asians and 13.5 percent for
Whites. Among Latinos, for adults the highest poverty rate was for Dominicans (28.9
percent), Mexicans (28.0 percent) and Puerto Ricans (27.9 percent) , compared to
14.9 percent for Colombians and 18,4 percent for Ecuadorians.
The poverty rate for those 18 to 64 years of age was highest for Latinos (24.7 percent),
compared to 21.3 percent for Blacks, 18.8 percent for Asians and 13.2 percent for
Whites. Among Latinos, for those 18 to 64 years of age, the highest poverty rates were
for Dominicans (28.1 percent), Mexicans (28.0 percent) and Puerto Ricans (27.0 percent), compared to 13.9 percent for Colombians and 17.1 percent for Ecuadorians.
The poverty rate for those 65 years and older was highest for Latinos (30.2 percent)
and Asians (26.1 percent), compared to 18,1 percent for Blacks and 14.9 percent for
Whites. Among Latinos, the poverty rate for the elderly was highest among Dominicans
(35.1 percent) and Puerto Ricans (32.4 percent), compared to 18.9 percent for Colombians, 23.9 percent for Mexicans and 29.6 percent for Ecuadorians.
The poverty rate for people in families was highest for Latinos (27.0 percent), compared to 20.5 percent for Blacks, 18.5 percent for Asians and 13.3 percent for Whites.
Among Latinos, for people in families, the poverty rate was highest for Mexicans (34.7
percent) and lowest for Colombians (11.3 percent).
The poverty for unrelated individuals 15 years and older was highest for Latinos (37.0
percent), compared to 34.5 percent for Blacks, 32.4 percent for Asians and 20.1 percent for Whites. For unrelated individuals 15 years and older, the highest poverty rate
was for Puerto Ricans (43.3 percent) and Dominicans (42.8 percent), and the lowest
for Mexicans (29.1 percent).
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HOUSING
The home ownership rate was by far lowest for Latinos (15.1 percent) of the major racial-ethnic groups, compared to 25.8 percent for Blacks, 37.7 percent for Whites and
39.0 percent for Asians. Among Latinos, the lowest was for Mexicans (7.2 percent) and
the highest for Colombians (24.1 percent).
Latinos had the highest average household size for renter-occupied housing (2.98 persons), compared to 2.27 for Whites, 2.48 for Blacks and 2.83 for Asians. Among Latinos, Ecuadorians had the highest (3.78) and Puerto Ricans the lowest (2.43).
The highest percentage of people
living in larger buildings with 5 or
more units were Latinos (68.5 percent) of the major racial-ethnic
groups, compared to 52.8 percent of
Asians, 58.4 percent of Blacks and
61.1 percent of Whites. Among Latinos, Dominicans (78.6 percent) and
Puerto Ricans (70.8 percent) had
the highest percentages and Ecuadorians the lowest (53.1 percent)
living in these larger buildings.
Of the major racial-ethnic groups,
Whites (40.2 percent) and Latinos
(40.1 percent) live in the oldest
housing units (built before 1940),
compared to 33.0 percent of Asians
and 37.3 percent of Blacks. Among
Latinos, Mexicans had the highest
percentage (48.9 percent living in
these older buildings, and Colombians the lowest (32.1 percent).
Of the major racial-ethnic groups,
Latinos had the highest percentage
(62.4 percent) of occupied housing
units with no car available, compared to d 57.4 percent of Blacks,
52.1 percent of Whites and 51.5
percent of Asians. Among Latinos,
Mexicans had the highest percentage (77.2 percent) with no cars, with
Ecuadorians (50.6 percent) and Colombians (51.2 percent) the lowest.
Latinos had the highest percentage
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(3.9 percent) of the major racial-ethnic groups of housing units without a telephone,
compared to 3.0 percent of Asians, and 2.6 percent each for Blacks and Whites.
Among Latinos, Puerto Ricans had the highest percentage without phones (4.5 percent) and Mexicans the lowest (2.6 percent).
Asians (48.5 percent) and Whites (47.5 percent) lived in the most overcrowded housing of the major racial-ethnic groups, compared to 42.6 percent of Blacks and 37.6 percent of Latinos. Among Latinos, Colombians and Ecuadorians had the highest percentage living in overcrowded units (46.6 percent each), and Dominicans the lowest (22.8
percent).
People of color pay more than 30 percent than Whites of their household incomes for
mortgages on owner-occupied units. It was 57.5 percent for Blacks, 55.0 percent for
Asians, and 52.7 percent for Latinos. Compared to 39.1 percent for Whites, among Latinos, the highest was for Dominicans (63.3 percent) and the lowest for Puerto Ricans
(46.9 percent).
Among the major racial-ethnic groups, the median value of owner-occupied units was
lowest for Blacks ($403,100) and Latinos ($412,200), compared to $557,400 for Asians
and $568,500 for Whites. Among Latinos, the median value was lowest for Puerto Ricans ($73,800) and the highest for Mexicans ($486,000).
The highest percentage of Latinos (61.6 percent) among the major racial-ethnic groups
paid 30 percent or more of their household income as monthly rent, compared to 56.7
percent of Blacks, 56.5 percent of Asians and 49.9 percent of Whites. Among Latinos,
Dominicans (64.5 percent) and Ecuadorians (64.0 percent) had the highest percentages paying 30 percent or more of their incomes in rent, with Puerto Ricans the lowest
(58.4 percent).
Of those 1 year and older of the major racial-ethnic groups, the most residentially mobile in the past year were Asians (12.1 percent moved) and the least were Blacks (7.8
percent). Among Latinos, the most mobile were Colombians (10.3 percent), and Ecuadorians were the least mobile (8.6 percent).
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These maps were created by the New York City Department of City Planning and
can be found on their website, http://www1.nyc.gov/site/planning/data-maps/nycpopulation.page.
The maps in this report that follow can be found as follows:
Latino Subgroups by Census Tract
http://www1.nyc.gov/assets/planning/download/pdf/data-maps/nyc-population/
census2010/m_hspsubnum_ct.pdf
Hispanic Population Change by Neighborhood 2000-201
http://www1.nyc.gov/assets/planning/download/pdf/data-maps/nyc-population/
census2010/m_hspsubnchg_ct.pdf
Spanish-speakers by Neighborhood 2009-13
http://www1.nyc.gov/assets/planning/download/pdf/data-maps/nyc-population/acs/
lang_span_2013acs5yr_nta.pdf
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Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 & 2010
Census Summary File 1 Popula on; Simulated
totals for Hispanic na onal origin groups prepared by the U.S. Census Bureau, 2003 Division - New York City Department of City Planning
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Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 & 2010
Census Summary File 1 Popula on; Simulated
totals for Hispanic na onal origin groups prepared by the U.S. Census Bureau, 2003 Division - New York City Department of City Planning
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Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 & 2010
Census Summary File 1 Popula on; Simulated
totals for Hispanic na onal origin groups prepared by the U.S. Census Bureau, 2003 Division - New York City Department of City Planning
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Sources: U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 & 2010
Census Summary File 1 Popula on; Simulated
totals for Hispanic na onal origin groups prepared by the U.S. Census Bureau, 2003 Division - New York City Department of City Planning
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*Neighborhood Tabula on Areas or NTAs, are aggrega ons of
census tracts that are subsets of New York City's 55 Public Use
Microdata Areas (PUMAs). Primarily due to these constraints,
NTA boundaries and their associated names may not deﬁni vely represent neighborhoods.
Sources: U. S. Census Bureau, 2009-2013 American Community
Survey – Summary File Popula on Division – New York City
Department of City Planning (June 2015)
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*Neighborhood Tabula on Areas or NTAs, are aggrega ons of
census tracts that are subsets of New York City's 55 Public Use
Microdata Areas (PUMAs). Primarily due to these constraints,
NTA boundaries and their associated names may not deﬁni vely represent neighborhoods.
Sources: U. S. Census Bureau, 2009-2013 American Community
Survey – Summary File Popula on Division – New York City
Department of City Planning (June 2015)
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LATIN NYC DATA RESOURCES
Center for Latin American, Caribbean
and Latino Studies (CLACLS)
The Graduate Center, CUNY
365 5th Ave, Room 5419
New York, NY 10034
212–817–8438
clacls@gc.cuny.edu
Website
Center for Puerto Rican Studies
Data Center
Hunter College (CUNY)
695 Park Avenue, Room. E1429
New York, NY 10065
Website
Voice Mail:
Centro: 212-772-5688
Library: 212-396-7874
Archives: 212-396-7877
Faxes:
Centro Main Office: 212-650-3673
Library & Archives: 212-396-7707
Center for Urban Research
CUNY Data Services

A Census State Data Center (SDC) Affiliate

The Graduate Center, CUNY
365 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10016 USA
Website
212-817-2030

CUNY Dominican Studies Institute
The City College of New York
North Academic Center, Room 4/107
160 Convent Avenue
New York, NY 10031
Website
212-650-7496
Fax: 212-650-7498
dsi@ccny.cuny.edu

Hispanic Federation
55 Exchange Place, 5th Floor
New York, NY 10005
Website
212-233-8955
Fax: 212-233-8996
info@hispanicfederation.org
National Institute
for Latino Policy (NiLP)

A Census Information Center (CIC)

25 West 18th Street
New York, NY 10011
Website
800-590-2516info@latinopolicy.org

NYC Department of City Planning
120 Broadway, 31st Floor
New York, NY 10271
Website
212-720-3300
FAX 212-720-3488
Pew Research Center
Hispanic Trends
1615 L Street, NW, Suite 800
Washington, DC 20036
Website
202-419-4300 | main
202-419-4349 | fax
202-419-4372 | media inquiries
The Community Service Society
of New York
Policy, Research and
Advocacy Department
633 Third Ave, 10th FL
New York, NY 10017
Website
212-254-8900
nrankin@cssny.org

R

‐A

‐N

25 East 18th Street, 5th Fl.
New York, NY 10011
800-590-2516
info@la nopolicy.org
www.la nopolicy.org

Board of Directors
The Na onal Ins tute for La no Policy (NiLP) is governed by a
Board of Directors made up of some of the leading professionals in
their ﬁelds.
Chair: José R. Sánchez, a poli cal scien st whose research has focused on Puerto Rican and La no policy issues and poli cs. He is
a professor of poli cal science at the Brooklyn campus of Long Island University, where he chairs the Urban Studies Department. He
is the author of Boricua Power, a co-author of The Iraq Papers and
one of the founders of NiLP.
Secretary: Edgar De Jesus, a veteran union organizer and community ac vist. He is the Area Organizing and Field Service Director of
AFSCME Interna onal’s Maryland Oﬃce, AFL-CIO.
Treasurer: Israel Colon, a long me community ac vist and public
administrator. He most recently served as the Director of the Oﬃce
of Mul cultural Aﬀairs for the Mayor of the City of Philadelphia and
is currently a program development consultant.
Hector Figueroa, an economist, is the President of 32BJ Service
Employees Interna onal Union (SEIU) in New York City, the largest
property services union in the country represen ng more than
145,000 property service workers in New York, New Jersey, Connec cut, Massachuse s, Rhode Island, Florida, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Maryland and Washington, D.C.
Tanya K. Hernandez, a Fordham University Law School professor
whose research focuses on issues of race within the La no community. She is, most recently, the author of Racial Subordi‐
na on in La n America: The Role of the State, Customary Law
and the New Civil Rights Response and a frequent contributor to
the New York Times.
Maria P. Rivera Salmeron, an a orney and long me entrepreneur
and philanthropist. She is a managing partner with Nuestros Refrescos Import Company based in New Jersey, and an adjunct professor in the Management Department of the New Jersey Ins tute
of Technology, and Essex County College.
President: Angelo Falcón, a poli cal scien st and co-founder of the
Na onal Ins tute for La no Policy (NiLP), which he has directed
since its founding in 1982. He is a co-editor of the forthcoming La ‐
nos in New York: Communi es in Transi on, 2nd edi on, and also
edits The NiLP Report on La no Policy & Poli cs, a na onal online
informa on service.

