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* Districts are ranked from 1 (best scoring) to 10 (worst scoring)  **Referred to as Hispanic in the U.S. Census  †Non-hispanic
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Data Sources: 2016 ACS 5-Year Estimates, City of Philadelphia 

Crime Statistics, PHMC
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&istrict � ranks �st among all 
districts. *owever� there are 
many maps that only highlight 
this districtũs risks. 6he significant 
assets� including school quality� 
should be recogni\ed.

MAJORITY 

WHITE†

SECOND-LARGEST 

LATINX**

PERCENT ENGLISH-ONLY

69%
PERCENT FOREIGN-BORN

16%
PERCENT CHILDREN (0-17)

       18%  (29,283)

RACE/ETHNICITY

6he district average for life 
eZpectancy and social mobility is 
above the city average. &istrict � has 
the smallest percentage of children 
in the city. 6here are no *ealth &ept. 
health centers� � (ederally 3ualified 
*ealth %enters� �� district schools� 
� community schools� � selected 
4ebuild sites� and �� parks contained 
within or bordering the district.

Federally Qualified Health Center

Health Dept. Health Center

Schools

Communty Schools

Selected Rebuild sites

Parks

MITIGATING 
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OVERALL 
SCORE No 

value
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(worst)
HIGH
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LIFE 
EXPECTANCY

Life expectancy at birth for people who were born in the district,
from 2010-2015

SOCIAL 
MOBILITY

Mean percentile rank of income, based on national distribution,
for children who grew up in the district
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KEY TAKEAWAY
&istrict � has significant assets to build upon� particularly school quality and fresh food access. 6hat said� risks 
remain that should be addressed� including childhood eZposure to trauma. &istrict � should use its assets to 
address these risks. (or instance� the schools can be a strong partner in providing trauma�informed interventions 
and connecting with the broader community.

RISK SCORE

#dults eZperiencing an #dverse %hildhood 
'Zperience 
#%'� is in the ��th percentile. 
+ncidents of shootings and poverty for 
families are in the ��th and ��th percentiles.  

ASSET SCORE

5chool quality is high and there is access to 
parks and recreation� as well as fresh food. 
50#2 and behavioral health utili\ation are 
lower� but may not be needed. 
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For full report, see scattergoodfoundation.org
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MITIGATING ASSETS District 1  Best Score  Comparison
 Score (District #)

School Quality 76.1 82.3 (10)

Park and Recreation Access 69.6 72.9 (5)

Fresh Food Access 73.4 73.4 (1)

SNAP Utilization 43.5 77.9 (7)

Children’s Behavioral Health Services Utilization 30.2 78.4 (7)
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