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Introduction 

 As a result of the census, it is not difficult to find good quantitative data for Rhode Island, 

Providence, or the Reservoir neighborhood in general. However, finding specific data for the 

areas of Lakeview Drive and Crescent Street was a struggle. Neither of us were able to find 

enough current demographic data for our street to fill a research paper. As a result, we decided to 

work together and create a historical and contemporary look at Reservoir, focusing 

comparatively on Lakeview and Crescent whenever possible.  

 Our original assignment was to figure out “Who lives here?” While the definition of 

“here” had to be broadened, we were able to use census and archival research to get a sense of 

the space now and in its historical context. We ran into various difficulties along the way. The 

census block is the smallest area for which the census gives out data, making it our best avenue 

for finding specific data, but it has only been in use since the 1990 census. This would not be a 

large problem, except that finding the census block information itself was almost impossible. (It 

doesn’t help that the Providence Public Library is no longer a federal depository due to budget 

cuts.) As a result, Census Tract 15, referring to the entire Reservoir area, has been our major 

source of data, with additions from other sources as possible and necessary. We will begin our 

analysis with historical and demographic analysis of the general Reservoir neighborhood, so that 

the reader can understand the context of the neighborhood. Following this, we will discuss the 

way that Lakeview and Crescent compare to the general patterns of the neighborhood. 

History of Reservoir Triangle 

 After World War 2, Providence faced serious housing problems. The city responded by 

redeveloping many neighborhoods to accommodate for the population influx. In 1946, the City 

Plan Commission published a Master Plan for Redevelopment of Residential Areas. The 

Crescent Street neighborhood received no attention because city services were observed to be 

adequate while the Lakeview Drive neighborhood was observed to have inadequate city services 

(Appendix I-1). The Lakeview Drive neighborhood was marked as an arrested district. This west 

side of Mashapaug pond demonstrated 3 or 4 of the following characteristics: improper 

subdivision, tax delinquency, low density and low value, inadequate city service and inadequate 



 

 

housing (Appendix I-2). Both Crescent Street and Lakeview Drive had a relatively lower 

population density, but because the Lakeview Drive neighborhood demonstrated a need for 

redevelopment, only the western side of Mashapaug pond was marked for redevelopment 

(Appendix I-3).  

 In 1961, the Providence City Plan Commission published a land-use comparison. The 

most notable of the findings is that Reservoir Triangle decreased in total residential land-use by 

11% and increased in total vacant land by 10%. This suggests that many families moved from 

this area within that 10 year period (Appendix B). This is further confirmed by comparing 

different types of dwelling units (D.U.) and how this changed between 1953 and 1961. Land-use 

among 1 family homes and 2 family homes decreased the most by number, but by percentage, 

change of the number of dwelling units per acre decreased for all types of dwelling units 

(Appendix C).  

 In another land-use comparison published by the Providence City Plan Commission in 

1975, residential densities around Mashapaug pond remained relatively low (Appendix D). 

When compared to the rest of the city, housing conditions of these two neighborhoods (and 

Reservoir Triangle broadly) ranged from “very good” to “good” (Appendix E). In this time 

period, the amount of vacant land decreased dramatically, from 15% to 5% between 1969 and 

1975 and this land was used for manufacturing and trade (Appendix F). From this data, we 

assume that these changes had major implications for the residents of our respective 

neighborhoods. 

General Reservoir Analysis 

 



 

 

http://local.provplan.org/profiles/maprnks/res_base.gif 

 The above lavender region denotes the Reservoir neighborhood (Census Track 15), 

showing its relationship to Mashapaug Pond and its bounds. 

General Reservoir Triangle Population Data 

(This is a summary of selected data from “ACS Demographic and Housing Estimates 2007-2011 

American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates,” the full version of which is in the appendix.) 

Age and sex 

 There are 3,156 people living in Reservoir. 1,570 are male; 1,586 female (49.7% to 

50.3%). A third of the population is within the range of 25-44 years old; the median age is 29.5.  

Race/Ethnicity 

 There is a great deal of diversity in the Reservoir neighborhood. There is not a great deal 

of mixing; 98.6% of residents are monoracial. 38.7% are white, 21.4% are Black, 4.5% are 

native, 12.2% are Asian. The mixed percentage of the population is primarily Black and white.  

Hispanic/Latino 

 41.2% of population is Hispanic, which is the largest single population. (Of the non-

Hispanic population, non-Hispanic white people are 27%, Black people are 16%, 11.8% are 

Asian, and 3.7% are Native.) 

Economic Data 

(This is a summary of “Selected Economic Characteristics: 2007-2011 American Community 

Survey 5-Year Estimates,” the full version of which is in the appendix.) 

 Occupations are not dominated by any one in particular, but there are more people in 

service occupations (26.2%) than in others. The least by far is Natural resources, construction, 

and maintenance (4.1%). People generally drive alone to work (72.5%), but some carpool 

(19.9%). 

 The top four industries are manufacturing (13.9%), retail trade (16.7%), educational 

services/health care/social assistance (22.7%), and 

arts/entertainment/recreation/accommodation/food services (16.7%). Most people in the 

neighborhood are working for wage and private salary (88.6%). The average household income 

is $66,888, but the median is $11,000 lower, meaning that there may be people making a higher 

salary than average in Reservoir, but there are more people who are not making that high salary. 



 

 

27.5% of people have used food stamps/SNAP benefits in the past year and the unemployment 

rate is 17.6%  

Educational Data 

 
Taken from “Selected Social Characteristics in the United States 2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates.” 

 
 This shows that the majority of adults in Reservoir have achieved a high school degree 

and/or worked on a college degree. However, most have not completed a bachelor’s degree or 

higher. If someone is living in Reservoir and going to school, it is likely that they are growing up 

in the area (elementary/high school). Almost a quarter of the school-going population are in 

some kind of college though, which is interesting when taken with the earlier statistics discussed. 

Perhaps people leave the area when they finish their degrees or perhaps they never finish; it is 

hard to say with this data.  

Language Data 

 



 

 

Taken from “Selected Social Characteristics in the United States 2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates.” 
 About half the people in Reservoir are monolingual. The majority of those who do speak 

another language at home are primarily Spanish-speaking (34% of the 47.6% who don’t speak 

English at home). Other languages that people speak are general categories, such as “Asian and 

Pacific Islander” and “Indo-European.” Spanish dominating even with these general categories 

speaks to the prominence of this demographic within the neighborhood. 

Nationality Data 

 29.4% of people living in Reservoir were not born in the United States. Of this 

population, 36.2% are not U.S. citizens. 68% of those born outside the U.S. came from Latin 

America; 21.7% came from Asia. The remainder came from Africa and Europe. These statistics 

are essentially in line with the linguistic data above.   

Current demographics of the Lakeview Drive neighborhood 

 Lakeview Drive is in Census Block 001500-1-005. Below, I have collected some 

demographic information about this census block, though we have to keep in mind the fact that 

this information does not only refer to Lakeview, since it includes portions of roads like Niantic, 

Reservoir, and others nearby.  

           

Image of Census Block 001500-1-005 
All tables below and the above map came from USA.com, which came from the 2010 census. 

(http://www.usa.com/RI0070015001005.html)  
 

Population by Gender 



 

 

Male: 28 (58.33%) 

Females: 20 (41.67%) 
 
Population by Age 

Median Age: 40 

Median Age, Male: 41 

Median Age, Female: 38 
 
Housing Occupancy 

  Census Block 001500-1-

005 

% 

Total Housing Units 21 100.00% 

Occupied Housing Units 21 100.00% 

Owner Occupied 14 66.67% 

Owner Occupied with 

Mortgage 

10 47.62% 

Owner Occupied without 

Mortgage 

4 19.05% 

Renter Occupied 7 33.33% 

 
 

 Statistically, there are more males living in this area of Reservoir compared to females 

than in the general population. The average age of residents here is also around ten years higher 

than the general population. I think it is safe to say that this area of Reservoir would be a more 

settled population, due to the age ranges and the high owner occupancy rates. As such, this 

would likely be a great area for us to focus on attracting, due to the likelihood of the residents 

having lived there or planning to stay for some time. 

Population by Races 

White: 34 (70.83%) 
Black: 2 (4.17%) 
Hispanic: 5 (10.42%) 
Asian: 2 (4.17%) 



 

 

Native (American Indian, 
Alaska Native, Hawaiian 
Native, etc.): 

0 (0.00%) 

One Race, Other: 5 (10.42%) 
Two or More Races: 5 (10.42% 

 
  

From the above information, we can see that the vast majority of people living in this 

area are white. There is a 2/3rds chance that the houses are occupied by their owners, as well. 

The spread for ages is interesting; there are three bumps at the years of 0-4, 35-44, and  65-74. 

To me, that reads as three generations of people living there (related or not), which implies a 

continuity of affordability and general wellbeing in the area.   

Household and Family 

  Census Block 001500-1-
005 

% 

Total Households 21 100% 
Average Household Size 2.29 - 

1 Person Households 9 42.86% 
2 or More Person 

Households 
12 57.14% 

Family Households 
(Families) 

11 52.38% 

Average Family Size 3.36 - 
Married-Couple Family 7 33.33% 
Nonfamily Households 10 47.62% 

 
 

Of the 21 total households, approximately half are family households (11) and half are 

not (10). Of the 11 family households, 7 are married-couple families. The amount of non-family 

and one person households (9) decrease the average household size, but the family households 

are numerous enough to statistically hold their own. The average family size speaks to this and 

also implies that families in the area tend to have fewer children (1-2 rather than 3-4).  

Lakeview Age Dispersal 



 

 

  Census Block 001500-1-
005 

% of the Total Population 

Under 5 years 5 10.42% 
5 to 9 years 4 8.33% 

10 to 14 years 3 6.25% 
15 to 19 years 2 4.17% 
20 to 24 years 1 2.08% 
25 to 34 years 6 12.50% 
35 to 44 years 9 18.75% 
45 to 54 years 5 10.42% 
55 to 64 years 4 8.33% 
65 to 74 years 8 16.67% 

75 to 84 0 0.00% 
85 years and over 1 2.08% 

 
 

General Reservoir Population Graph 

 

http://local.provplan.org/profiles/poppyr/res_pyr2k.gif 

From the two charts above, we can see that the general Reservoir population does not 

have the same statistical jump at age 65-74 that Lakeview does at that age range. There are many 

possible reasons for this, but we would have to have more qualitative data to find out more 

precisely.  



 

 

 In some ways, these statistics about the general Lakeview area align with what we know 

about Reservoir Triangle as a whole, but there are also ways in which Lakeview deviates from 

the patterns of Reservoir. 

http://local.provplan.org/profiles/charts/res_rpie.gif 

The graphic above is a representation of the ethnic diversity within Reservoir as a whole. 

It is immediately clear that Reservoir is much more diverse than Lakeview (40.5% white as 

compared to 70.83%). Even assuming that Hispanic whites are included in the USA.com 

statistics as whites (which would skew the comparison), there would still be over 30% 

difference. This is a significant difference, the reasons behind which we do not have enough data 

at this time to determine. 

http://local.provplan.org/profiles/charts/res_lang.gif 

Looking at the data regarding Reservoir’s primary language use among public school 

students, it is interesting to see the prevalence of Spanish speakers the latest data, in that 34% of 



 

 

all Reservoir public school students primarily speak Spanish. When one compares this to the 

general Hispanic/non-Hispanic breakdown in Reservoir: 

 

http://local.provplan.org/profiles/charts/res_epie.gif 

A pattern begins to emerge. We would need more data to figure out why, but there is a 

higher percentage of Spanish speaking students in the public school system than there are of 

Hispanic people in Reservoir in general. One possible meaning is that some non-Hispanic people 

are sending their children to private schools, which would influence this data set. It is also 

interesting that the next “language” down is “Asian,” at 20% of speakers in Reservoir in general, 

considering that Lakeview only had two Asian residents. Even taking into account the fact that 

“Asian” must cover all Asian languages, this speaks to the statistically significant lack of 



 

 

diversity within the census block area. 

 

http://local.provplan.org/profiles/charts/res_own.gif 

However, the high owner occupancy rates of the Lakeview area are consistent with 

patterns in the general neighborhood, one of the city’s highest proportion of owner occupied 

housing (57% of housing in Reservoir was owner occupied as of 2000). 

That is essentially the end of the specific information that we can compare, due to the 

aforementioned difficulty of finding specific information. 

Street Directory Issues 

In an attempt to at least figure out the names of the people living on Lakeview, since even 

the census block does not give us information specific to Lakeview, I went to the City Hall 

Archives to look through the street directories there. However, for some reason, starting in 2001 

Lakeview Drive is no longer listed in the street directories. It is in the 2000 street directory, but 

only one business is listed (141 Carbone S B Plumbing & Heating Company). The next year, it 

goes from Lakeside to Lancashire. The archivists and I were baffled. This is just another 

example of it being difficult to find specific information on this street. I was attempting to 

confirm my earlier online research, which had given me the following list of residents: 



 

 

148 Lakeview 
Lauren E Slater 

M Pellerin 
Gary M Slater 

John M Contursi Jr 
Mona G Contursi 

 
126 Lakeview Drive 

Charles Osorio 
Paul F. Westgate 

 
115 Lakeview 

Patricia Drohan 
I Drohan 

Maria Drohan 
 

142 Lakeview 
Doris U Scott 

 
150 Lakeview 

Monah H Rhodes 
Thomas Caito 

 

138 Lakeview 
Elizabeth Camp 

John Camp 
 

130 Lakeview 
Barbara H Trainor 

 
125 Lakeview 

Brian K Gambon 
Anthony C Giesinger 

 
126 Lakeview 

Paul F. Westgate 
Charles A Osorio 

 
Soraya A Osorio 

 
141 Lakeview 

Joseph Carbone 
BS Carbone 

Carolina T Carbone 
Carol L Carbone 

Steven B Carbone 

 
69 Lakeview Drive 
Rebecca J Santilli 

 
Kevin M McMahon 

Suzanne J Rotelli 
 

65 Lakeview 
A Perry 

Gina M Disano 
 

76 Lakeview 
Tiffany D McCoy 
Eamon C McCoy 
Susan B McCoy 

 
60 Lakeview 

Susan A Ahlborg 
Glenn R Ahlborg 
Austin S Ahlborg 
Ross E Ahlborg 

 

This list includes a variety of houses, single family and multi-family. Also, the Carbone 

family is likely connected to the 2000 entry in the street directory. 

Historical demographics of the Crescent Street neighborhood 

Based on information from the Rhode Island state archive, the Crescent Street 

neighborhood was historically small and full of families. The census information collected in 

1915 reveals that the families were older and most of the residents were foreign-born. People, 

even in their 30s, were living with their parents. This neighborhood had people from Sweden, 

Germany, Scotland and England; a minority were actually born in the United States (and even 

fewer had parents who were born in the United States). Between the two categories of citizenship 

(naturalized citizen and alien), most were naturalized citizens. At this time, none of the women 

(wives) or children had jobs. The men who were employed had jobs as silversmiths, 

bookkeepers, and toolmakers (Appendix A). 

Current demographics of the Crescent Street neighborhood 

Based on information from the Providence City Directories, there seems to be a 

consistent rate of change in residency in the Crescent Street neighborhood between 1980 and 

2010. Between 1980 and 1985, 5 houses changed hands while 16 houses changed owners 

between 1985 and 1990. This does not account for change on a yearly basis. Observations based 

on these directories should be taken while recognizing that there are some discrepancies when 

comparing different sets of data, perhaps attributed to changes in name or differences between 



 

 

methodology. Since methodology does not seem to have changed much between 2000 and 2010, 

it is safer to make comparisons between this time period. Between these ten years, 36 household 

were inhabited in 2000, 42 households in 2005, then back down to 37 households and 3 

businesses in 2010. (Appendix H). 

To track the development of this neighborhood, we can look at historical aerial maps 

(Appendix J). While previous city reports verifies that redevelopment did not happen before the 

1970s, these aerial maps verify that redevelopment did not happen after the 1970s either. 

Since the smallest allotment of census data is the census block, census data about 

Crescent Street had to be compiled from five different census blocks (001500-1-024, 001500-1-

025, 001500-1-015, 001500-1-017 and 001500-1-016): 
 

 



 

 

 
taken from USA.com, compiled from the 2010 census. 

 
From these census blocks, we can get a general idea of what Crescent Street looked like 

in 2010. The following information about race, gender, age, and household and family has been 

compiled from these census blocks, and the “total” column at the end will be discussed mostly. 

 

Population by Race 
Total responses: 1334 

Race: Census Block 
001500-1-024 

Census Block 
001500-1-025 

Census Block 
001500-1-015 

Census Block 
001500-1-017 

Census Block 
001500-1-016 

Total 

White: 34 (19.10%) 28 (26.42%) 17 (35.42%) 41 (14.19%) 58 (25.78%) 178 
(13.34%) 

Black: 24 (13.48%) 12 (11.32%) 8 (16.67%) 46 (15.92%) 35 (15.56%) 125 (9.37%) 

Hispanic: 116 (65.17%) 68 (64.15%) 24 (50.00%) 157 (54.33%) 123 (54.67%) 488 
(36.58%) 

Asian: 34 (19.10%) 14 (13.21%) 0 (0.00%) 95 (32.87%) 47 (20.89%) 190 
(14.24%) 

Native: 0 (0.00%) 4 (3.77%) 4 (8.33%) 1 (0.35%) 3 (1.33%) 12 (0.89%) 



 

 

One Race, 
Other: 

81 (45.51%) 37 (34.91%) 17 (35.42%) 89 (30.80%) 65 (28.89%) 289 
(21.66%) 

Two or More 
Races: 

5 (2.81%) 11 (10.38%) 2 (4.17%) 17 (5.88%) 17 (7.56%) 52 (3.89%) 

 
 

Based on this census data, these census blocks together are very racially diverse. 

Hispanic populations are the most dominant, which strongly contrasts the historical image 

discussed above where European populations lived on Crescent Street mostly. This 

neighborhood also has an Asian population that is greater than white or black populations.  

 

 
taken from provplan.org 

 
When compared to data about Reservoir Triangle and Providence generally, the Crescent 

Street neighborhood reflects a smaller (and possibly declining) white population.  

Population by Gender 
Total responses: 845 
Gender: Census Block 

001500-1-024 
Census Block 
001500-1-025 

Census Block 
001500-1-015 

Census Block 
001500-1-017 

Census Block 
001500-1-016 

Total 

Male: 83 (46.63%) 53 (50.00%) 24 (50.00%) 152 (52.60%) 110 (48.89%) 422 (49.94%) 

Female: 95 (53.37%) 53 (50.00%) 24 (50.00%) 137 (47.40%) 115 (51.11%) 423 (50.05%) 

Population by Age 
Total responses: 846 
Age group: Census Block 

001500-1-024 
Census Block 
001500-1-025 

Census Block 
001500-1-015 

Census Block 
001500-1-017 

Census Block 
001500-1-016 

Total 



 

 

Under 5 years 13 9 2 28 21 73 (8.62%) 

5 to 9 years 11 9 3 33 21 77 (9.10%) 

10 to 14 
years 

24 8 1 22 8 63 (7.44%) 

15 to 19 
years 

23 12 6 16 18 75 (8.86%) 

20 to 24 
years 

10 9 4 17 18 58 (6.85%) 

25 to 34 
years 

22 19 5 68 39 153 (18.09%) 

35 to 44 
years 

31 17 9 34 31 122 (14.42%) 

45 to 54 
years 

20 14 8 30 32 104 (12.29%) 

55 to 64 
years 

17 6 8 31 27 89 (10.52%) 

65 to 74 
years 

4 1 1 8 5 19 (2.24%) 

75 to 84 
years 

3 2 1 2 4 12 (1.41%) 

85 years and 
over 

0 0 0 0 1 1 (0.1%) 

 
 Based on this data, we can see that the Crescent Street neighborhood is not particularly 

young or old. This matches up with general Reservoir Triangle data: 

 

 



 

 

 
taken from provplan.org 

 
 In Reservoir Triangle, there has been a significant decrease in older (65 and older) 

populations but a significant increase in population between 35 and 64 years of age. In the 

Crescent Street Triangle, less than 5% of the population is over 65 years old, while 44% of the 

population is between 25 years old and 54 years old. 

 

Household and Family 

 Census Block 
001500-1-024 

Census Block 
001500-1-025 

Census Block 
001500-1-015 

Census Block 
001500-1-017 

Census Block 
001500-1-016 

Total 

Total 
Households 

50 36 19 89 73 267 

1 Person 
Households 

4 4 8 13 19 48 

2+ Person 
Households 

46 32 11 76 54 219 

Family 
Households 

42 31 11 71 48 203 

Married-
Couple Family 

19 16 7 41 25 108 

Nonfamily 8 5 8 18 25 64 



 

 

 The data on household and family is confusing to look at, but generally, most people 

living in the Crescent Street neighborhood are family households with more than two people. 

When compared to the Reservoir Triangle data below, while the number of family households 

has been decreasing in Reservoir, there are still many family households in the Crescent Street 

neighborhood. 

 
taken from provplan.org 

 
Conclusion 

 In the end, we’ve explored the history and demography of Reservoir more in-depth than 

the specific people living on Crescent Street or Lakeview Drive today. The limitations of the data 

forced this. If we wanted to get a real idea of who is living here today, we would have to do in-

person surveying, which would necessarily take more time and energy than is necessarily 

practical in this situation. However, it would not be a bad idea for future research, since what 

little specific analysis we did implies that there are real differences between the streets. These 

differences would have important complications for the lives of the people living here as well as 



 

 

for doing oral history work in the neighborhood; as such, we should try to be as aware of them as 

possible. Future research should focus on determining specifics about the region, since there is a 

solid amount of general information out there. Hopefully, the work we have done can be a good 

jumping off point for another researcher in the future.  
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DP05 ACS DEMOGRAPHIC AND HOUSING ESTIMATES

2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Census Tract 15, Providence County, Rhode Island
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of

Error
SEX AND AGE
    Total population 3,156 +/-414 3,156 (X)
  Male 1,570 +/-262 49.7% +/-4.0
  Female 1,586 +/-223 50.3% +/-4.0

  Under 5 years 194 +/-110 6.1% +/-3.5
  5 to 9 years 289 +/-114 9.2% +/-3.7
  10 to 14 years 250 +/-115 7.9% +/-3.2
  15 to 19 years 262 +/-131 8.3% +/-3.9
  20 to 24 years 299 +/-103 9.5% +/-2.9
  25 to 34 years 568 +/-173 18.0% +/-4.6
  35 to 44 years 477 +/-115 15.1% +/-3.2
  45 to 54 years 343 +/-127 10.9% +/-4.0
  55 to 59 years 200 +/-79 6.3% +/-2.4
  60 to 64 years 74 +/-58 2.3% +/-1.8
  65 to 74 years 63 +/-46 2.0% +/-1.3
  75 to 84 years 81 +/-52 2.6% +/-1.6
  85 years and over 56 +/-46 1.8% +/-1.4

  Median age (years) 29.5 +/-2.7 (X) (X)

  18 years and over 2,291 +/-345 72.6% +/-4.0
  21 years and over 2,130 +/-321 67.5% +/-4.6
  62 years and over 240 +/-94 7.6% +/-2.5
  65 years and over 200 +/-86 6.3% +/-2.3

    18 years and over 2,291 +/-345 2,291 (X)
  Male 971 +/-214 42.4% +/-4.7
  Female 1,320 +/-187 57.6% +/-4.7

    65 years and over 200 +/-86 200 (X)
  Male 71 +/-48 35.5% +/-15.2
  Female 129 +/-56 64.5% +/-15.2

RACE
    Total population 3,156 +/-414 3,156 (X)
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Subject Census Tract 15, Providence County, Rhode Island
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of

Error
  One race 3,054 +/-387 96.8% +/-3.2
  Two or more races 102 +/-107 3.2% +/-3.2

  One race 3,054 +/-387 96.8% +/-3.2
    White 1,221 +/-348 38.7% +/-9.1
    Black or African American 674 +/-235 21.4% +/-7.3
    American Indian and Alaska Native 143 +/-133 4.5% +/-4.0
      Cherokee tribal grouping 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Chippewa tribal grouping 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Navajo tribal grouping 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Sioux tribal grouping 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
    Asian 386 +/-164 12.2% +/-4.6
      Asian Indian 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Chinese 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Filipino 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Japanese 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Korean 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Vietnamese 141 +/-234 4.5% +/-7.1
      Other Asian 245 +/-118 7.8% +/-4.0
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Native Hawaiian 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Guamanian or Chamorro 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Samoan 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Other Pacific Islander 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
    Some other race 630 +/-332 20.0% +/-10.7
  Two or more races 102 +/-107 3.2% +/-3.2
    White and Black or African American 10 +/-16 0.3% +/-0.5
    White and American Indian and Alaska Native 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
    White and Asian 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
    Black or African American and American Indian and
Alaska Native

0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2

  Race alone or in combination with one or more other
races
    Total population 3,156 +/-414 3,156 (X)
  White 1,297 +/-384 41.1% +/-9.8
  Black or African American 719 +/-260 22.8% +/-8.1
  American Indian and Alaska Native 152 +/-134 4.8% +/-4.1
  Asian 405 +/-171 12.8% +/-4.8
  Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
  Some other race 713 +/-322 22.6% +/-10.1

HISPANIC OR LATINO AND RACE
    Total population 3,156 +/-414 3,156 (X)
  Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 1,301 +/-268 41.2% +/-6.6
    Mexican 18 +/-25 0.6% +/-0.8
    Puerto Rican 38 +/-45 1.2% +/-1.4
    Cuban 78 +/-141 2.5% +/-4.4
    Other Hispanic or Latino 1,167 +/-278 37.0% +/-7.2
  Not Hispanic or Latino 1,855 +/-323 58.8% +/-6.6
    White alone 851 +/-207 27.0% +/-6.1
    Black or African American alone 505 +/-169 16.0% +/-5.2
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone 117 +/-131 3.7% +/-4.0
    Asian alone 373 +/-166 11.8% +/-4.6
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
    Some other race alone 9 +/-14 0.3% +/-0.5
    Two or more races 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Two races including Some other race 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
      Two races excluding Some other race, and Three or
more races

0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.2
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Subject Census Tract 15, Providence County, Rhode Island
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of

Error

    Total housing units 1,137 +/-50 (X) (X)

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

The ACS questions on Hispanic origin and race were revised in 2008 to make them consistent with the Census 2010 question wording. Any changes
in estimates for 2008 and beyond may be due to demographic changes, as well as factors including questionnaire changes, differences in ACS
population controls, and methodological differences in the population estimates, and therefore should be used with caution. For a summary of
questionnaire changes see http://www.census.gov/acs/www/methodology/questionnaire_changes/. For more information about changes in the
estimates see http://www.census.gov/population/www/socdemo/hispanic/reports.html.

For more information on understanding race and Hispanic origin data, please see the Census 2010 Brief entitled, Overview of Race and Hispanic
Origin: 2010, issued March 2011. (pdf format)

While the 2007-2011 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the December 2009 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2000 data.
Boundaries for urban areas have not been updated since Census 2000. As a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily
reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2007-2011 American Community Survey

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Census Tract 15, Providence County, Rhode Island
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of

Error
EMPLOYMENT STATUS
      Population 16 years and over 2,363 +/-364 2,363 (X)
  In labor force 1,846 +/-266 78.1% +/-6.1
    Civilian labor force 1,846 +/-266 78.1% +/-6.1
      Employed 1,522 +/-306 64.4% +/-6.6
      Unemployed 324 +/-112 13.7% +/-5.7
    Armed Forces 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-1.6
  Not in labor force 517 +/-192 21.9% +/-6.1

    Civilian labor force 1,846 +/-266 1,846 (X)
  Percent Unemployed (X) (X) 17.6% +/-6.8

    Females 16 years and over 1,360 +/-201 1,360 (X)
  In labor force 1,017 +/-151 74.8% +/-7.7
    Civilian labor force 1,017 +/-151 74.8% +/-7.7
      Employed 832 +/-184 61.2% +/-9.2

    Own children under 6 years 316 +/-152 316 (X)
  All parents in family in labor force 316 +/-152 100.0% +/-11.2

    Own children 6 to 17 years 466 +/-152 466 (X)
  All parents in family in labor force 429 +/-142 92.1% +/-8.1

COMMUTING TO WORK
    Workers 16 years and over 1,479 +/-304 1,479 (X)
  Car, truck, or van -- drove alone 1,072 +/-295 72.5% +/-9.9
  Car, truck, or van -- carpooled 295 +/-131 19.9% +/-8.8
  Public transportation (excluding taxicab) 62 +/-49 4.2% +/-3.4
  Walked 7 +/-12 0.5% +/-0.8
  Other means 34 +/-49 2.3% +/-3.1
  Worked at home 9 +/-20 0.6% +/-1.3

  Mean travel time to work (minutes) 19.4 +/-3.0 (X) (X)

OCCUPATION
    Civilian employed population 16 years and over 1,522 +/-306 1,522 (X)
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Subject Census Tract 15, Providence County, Rhode Island
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of

Error
  Management, business, science, and arts occupations 366 +/-128 24.0% +/-7.2

  Service occupations 399 +/-155 26.2% +/-7.2
  Sales and office occupations 310 +/-118 20.4% +/-7.3
  Natural resources, construction, and maintenance
occupations

62 +/-56 4.1% +/-3.7

  Production, transportation, and material moving
occupations

385 +/-156 25.3% +/-8.9

INDUSTRY
    Civilian employed population 16 years and over 1,522 +/-306 1,522 (X)
  Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-2.4

  Construction 59 +/-49 3.9% +/-3.2
  Manufacturing 211 +/-100 13.9% +/-6.5
  Wholesale trade 42 +/-45 2.8% +/-2.7
  Retail trade 254 +/-140 16.7% +/-7.9
  Transportation and warehousing, and utilities 49 +/-71 3.2% +/-4.2
  Information 34 +/-37 2.2% +/-2.5
  Finance and insurance, and real estate and rental and
leasing

112 +/-79 7.4% +/-4.9

  Professional, scientific, and management, and
administrative and waste management services

98 +/-67 6.4% +/-4.3

  Educational services, and health care and social
assistance

345 +/-149 22.7% +/-9.3

  Arts, entertainment, and recreation, and
accommodation and food services

254 +/-128 16.7% +/-7.2

  Other services, except public administration 53 +/-51 3.5% +/-3.1
  Public administration 11 +/-21 0.7% +/-1.3

CLASS OF WORKER
    Civilian employed population 16 years and over 1,522 +/-306 1,522 (X)
  Private wage and salary workers 1,348 +/-269 88.6% +/-5.6
  Government workers 150 +/-99 9.9% +/-5.7
  Self-employed in own not incorporated business
workers

24 +/-23 1.6% +/-1.5

  Unpaid family workers 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-2.4

INCOME AND BENEFITS (IN 2011 INFLATION-
ADJUSTED DOLLARS)
    Total households 975 +/-89 975 (X)
  Less than $10,000 44 +/-45 4.5% +/-4.5
  $10,000 to $14,999 31 +/-40 3.2% +/-4.1
  $15,000 to $24,999 54 +/-43 5.5% +/-4.4
  $25,000 to $34,999 79 +/-45 8.1% +/-4.5
  $35,000 to $49,999 214 +/-85 21.9% +/-8.7
  $50,000 to $74,999 259 +/-98 26.6% +/-9.8
  $75,000 to $99,999 153 +/-68 15.7% +/-7.2
  $100,000 to $149,999 130 +/-77 13.3% +/-7.7
  $150,000 to $199,999 4 +/-10 0.4% +/-1.1
  $200,000 or more 7 +/-13 0.7% +/-1.4
  Median household income (dollars) 55,371 +/-5,436 (X) (X)
  Mean household income (dollars) 66,888 +/-16,887 (X) (X)

  With earnings 832 +/-96 85.3% +/-7.0
    Mean earnings (dollars) 69,138 +/-18,641 (X) (X)
  With Social Security 223 +/-73 22.9% +/-7.5
    Mean Social Security income (dollars) 13,704 +/-3,344 (X) (X)
  With retirement income 87 +/-35 8.9% +/-3.6
    Mean retirement income (dollars) 11,023 +/-2,941 (X) (X)

  With Supplemental Security Income 59 +/-45 6.1% +/-4.6
    Mean Supplemental Security Income (dollars) 6,700 +/-3,614 (X) (X)
  With cash public assistance income 6 +/-13 0.6% +/-1.4
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Subject Census Tract 15, Providence County, Rhode Island
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of

Error
    Mean cash public assistance income (dollars) - ** (X) (X)
  With Food Stamp/SNAP benefits in the past 12 months 268 +/-96 27.5% +/-9.8

    Families 704 +/-87 704 (X)
  Less than $10,000 4 +/-7 0.6% +/-1.0
  $10,000 to $14,999 0 +/-95 0.0% +/-5.2
  $15,000 to $24,999 5 +/-23 0.7% +/-3.3
  $25,000 to $34,999 40 +/-32 5.7% +/-4.5
  $35,000 to $49,999 199 +/-92 28.3% +/-12.6
  $50,000 to $74,999 210 +/-91 29.8% +/-12.1
  $75,000 to $99,999 132 +/-65 18.8% +/-10.1
  $100,000 to $149,999 103 +/-74 14.6% +/-9.8
  $150,000 to $199,999 4 +/-10 0.6% +/-1.5
  $200,000 or more 7 +/-13 1.0% +/-1.9
  Median family income (dollars) 57,227 +/-13,779 (X) (X)
  Mean family income (dollars) 77,169 +/-21,711 (X) (X)

  Per capita income (dollars) 21,663 +/-4,164 (X) (X)

    Nonfamily households 271 +/-79 271 (X)
  Median nonfamily income (dollars) 25,994 +/-23,040 (X) (X)
  Mean nonfamily income (dollars) 38,162 +/-13,548 (X) (X)

  Median earnings for workers (dollars) 28,268 +/-3,532 (X) (X)
  Median earnings for male full-time, year-round workers
(dollars)

37,924 +/-6,825 (X) (X)

  Median earnings for female full-time, year-round
workers (dollars)

35,282 +/-12,001 (X) (X)

HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE
    Civilian noninstitutionalized population (X) (X) (X) (X)
  With health insurance coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)
    With private health insurance (X) (X) (X) (X)
    With public coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)
  No health insurance coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)

    Civilian noninstitutionalized population under 18 years (X) (X) (X) (X)

  No health insurance coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)

    Civilian noninstitutionalized population 18 to 64 years (X) (X) (X) (X)

  In labor force: (X) (X) (X) (X)
    Employed: (X) (X) (X) (X)
      With health insurance coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)
        With private health insurance (X) (X) (X) (X)
        With public coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)
      No health insurance coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)
    Unemployed: (X) (X) (X) (X)
      With health insurance coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)
        With private health insurance (X) (X) (X) (X)
        With public coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)
      No health insurance coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Not in labor force: (X) (X) (X) (X)
      With health insurance coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)
        With private health insurance (X) (X) (X) (X)
        With public coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)
      No health insurance coverage (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract 15, Providence County, Rhode Island
Estimate Margin of Error Percent Percent Margin of

Error
PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES AND PEOPLE WHOSE
INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS IS BELOW THE
POVERTY LEVEL
  All families (X) (X) 1.3% +/-3.4
    With related children under 18 years (X) (X) 2.0% +/-5.1
      With related children under 5 years only (X) (X) 10.0% +/-54.9
  Married couple families (X) (X) 0.0% +/-8.2
    With related children under 18 years (X) (X) 0.0% +/-10.9
      With related children under 5 years only (X) (X) 0.0% +/-47.5
  Families with female householder, no husband present (X) (X) 4.3% +/-11.3

    With related children under 18 years (X) (X) 10.3% +/-27.9
      With related children under 5 years only (X) (X) 100.0% +/-100.0

  All people (X) (X) 4.8% +/-3.6
  Under 18 years (X) (X) 4.7% +/-5.1
    Related children under 18 years (X) (X) 2.3% +/-6.0
      Related children under 5 years (X) (X) 5.2% +/-27.0
      Related children 5 to 17 years (X) (X) 1.4% +/-2.6
  18 years and over (X) (X) 4.8% +/-3.6
    18 to 64 years (X) (X) 4.8% +/-3.9
    65 years and over (X) (X) 5.5% +/-9.6
  People in families (X) (X) 1.2% +/-3.7
  Unrelated individuals 15 years and over (X) (X) 28.6% +/-13.0

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

There were changes in the edit between 2009 and 2010 regarding Supplemental Security Income (SSI) and Social Security. The changes in the edit
loosened restrictions on disability requirements for receipt of SSI resulting in an increase in the total number of SSI recipients in the American
Community Survey. The changes also loosened restrictions on possible reported monthly amounts in Social Security income resulting in higher Social
Security aggregate amounts. These results more closely match administrative counts compiled by the Social Security Administration.

Workers include members of the Armed Forces and civilians who were at work last week.

Industry codes are 4-digit codes and are based on the North American Industry Classification System 2007. The Industry categories adhere to the
guidelines issued in Clarification Memorandum No. 2, "NAICS Alternate Aggregation Structure for Use By U.S. Statistical Agencies," issued by the
Office of Management and Budget.

Census occupation codes are 4-digit codes and are based on the Standard Occupational Classification (SOC). The Census occupation codes for
2010 and later years are based on the 2010 revision of the SOC. To allow for the creation of 2007-2011 and 2009-2011 tables, occupation data in the
multiyear files (2007-2011 and 2009-2011) were recoded to 2011 Census occupation codes. We recommend using caution when comparing data
coded using 2011 Census occupation codes with data coded using Census occupation codes prior to 2010. For more information on the Census
occupation code changes, please visit our website at http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/ioindex/.

While the 2007-2011 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the December 2009 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2000 data.
Boundaries for urban areas have not been updated since Census 2000. As a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily
reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2007-2011 American Community Survey
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Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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