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Analysis in Brief

Strong demand for apartment units in the Wasatch Front has
led to a rapid increase in rental rates. Since the Great Recession,
the increase in average rent has outpaced income growth and
inflation. Pent up demand coupled with a robust population
increase has fueled the growth of the regions’ rental market.
Traditionally, Salt Lake City, West Valley City, Murray, and other
northern cities of Salt Lake County have held a majority of
the apartment inventory. However, cites in southern Salt Lake
County and northern Utah County are experiencing significant
expansion. Renters are showing a preference for proximity to
employment centers, particularly in downtown Salt Lake City,
Midvale, and northern Utah County. Strong demand, shortage of
supply, and changing housing preferences continue to drive the
rental market in the region.

Key Points

« In 2018, Salt Lake County had the highest average apartment
rent of the Wasatch Front counties of $1,153 per month. Utah
and Davis counties also had average rents over $1,100 per
month.

« In 2000, the average rent for an apartment in Salt Lake County
was $647. If rent increased at the same rate as inflation, the
average rent for an apartment in Salt Lake County would be
approximately $850 in 2018, nearly $300 cheaper than the
actual 2018 average.

« Average year-over rent in Salt Lake County increased 3.3
percent between 2000 and 2018. From 2013 to 2018, year-
over rent increases averaged 6.1 percent.

« Apartment vacancy rates remain low, under 5 percent, in all
four Wasatch Front counties, despite high levels of apartment
construction.

At a Glance: Apartment Rent in Salt Lake County

Salt Lake County has
experienced rapidly
rising rents

From 2000 to 2018, rent in Salt Lake County rose 78
percent; more than two-thirds occurred in the last
five years.

Rent has outpaced
income growth and
inflation

From 2000 to 2018, growth in average rent in
Salt Lake County more than doubled the rate of
inflation and almost doubled increases in renter
median income.

ZIP codes in proximity
to downtown Salt Lake
City are increasingly
desirable

Average apartment rent in five Salt Lake City
ZIP codes have increased more than 75 percent
since 2000; driven, in large part, by new upscale
developments.

Southern Salt Lake
County is experiencing
large inventory growth

Half of all new apartment units for rent are located
in the county’s 14 southernmost ZIP codes. In 2000,
these ZIP codes accounted for 28 percent of Salt
Lake County’s total inventory of apartments for
rent; by 2018, that share increased to 37 percent.

Salt Lake City
remains the center of
apartment growth in
the region

In 2000, there were just over 12,000 apartment
units in the ZIP codes of Salt Lake City. By 2018, this
number nearly doubled to 20,554 units.

Changing household
preferences is driving
apartment rental
demand

Many new apartment communities target the
high-end apartment market and have some of
the highest average rents in the county. Rising
prices and a focus on high-end development
are increasing pressure on housing affordability
challenges in the region.
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Introduction

The greater Wasatch Front metropolitan region has experienced
sustained economic and population growth, especially since 2010.
This growth has led to exceptional demand for housing, shortages
of units, escalating home prices, and affordability challenges.
Strong demand for apartments has resulted in rapidly rising rental
rates. We examine these trends across the four core Wasatch Front
counties (Weber, Davis, Salt Lake, and Utah) with particular focus on
the cities and ZIP code areas within Salt Lake County.

Since 2013, Salt Lake City and the Wasatch Front have experienced
an apartment boom. From 2013 to 2017, 91 percent of Salt Lake
City's residential building permits were issued for apartments.’
Despite this growth, demand for rental units within proximity to
employment centers persists. Apartments will be an increasingly
popular housing option throughout the metropolitan area as
growth and affordability pressures continue.

We focus our analysis on apartment rents in the Wasatch Front
counties. Other rental unit types affect the apartment market, but
are not the focus of our research. Specifically, we exclude these
rental units: single-family homes, condominiums/townhomes/
duplexes, accessory dwelling units, garage conversions, and other
non-traditional apartments. We examine trends in average rents
in the region using the simple average of all apartment units, with
no consideration of size, number of bedrooms, or other amenities.
Further analysis of the relationship of rent to the characteristics of
the apartment inventory can provide a greater understanding of
market segmentation.

We first establish the context for an analysis of trends in
Wasatch Front rents. We then examine rent trends for counties
and ZIP code areas within Salt Lake County. We then examine
the changing inventory of apartments along the Wasatch Front,
with particular focus on ZIP code areas within Salt Lake County.
As the Wasatch Front has grown, apartments have become an
increasingly popular housing option, and we expect this trend to
continue into the foreseeable future.

Apartment Rental Rates in the Wasatch Front Counties are
Rising, Outpacing Income and Inflation

From 2000 to 2018, average apartment rent in Utah County
increased 83 percent, the highest of the Wasatch Front counties
(Table 1). Salt Lake County rose 78 percent. Davis and Weber
counties increased 64 percent and 59 percent, respectively.
Rent along the Wasatch Front grew much faster in recent years.
From 2000 to 2010, Salt Lake County’s average rent increased 20
percent, the largest increase of the Wasatch Front counties. From
2010 to 2018, Salt Lake County rental rates increased 49 percent,
an average annual growth rate of 5.1 percent. At this rate, average
rent for an apartment in Salt Lake County will be approximately
$1,274 by 2020. This rate of growth is even stronger in Utah
County, where rent has increased 59 percent, with an average
annual growth rate of 6.0 percent.

Rent is rising rapidly in all four Wasatch Front counties. In
2018, Salt Lake County had the highest average apartment rent,
followed closely by Utah County (Figure 1). For the last three
years, rental rates in Salt Lake and Utah counties have been nearly
identical, with both counties’ average apartment rent increasing
to over $1,100 per month. Davis County’s average apartment
rent broke the $1,000 mark in 2017. Weber County has the lowest
average rent of $937 per month.

Since 2010, rent increases have outpaced increases in renter
household income in all four Wasatch Front counties. In Weber
County, the rate of increase in apartment rent has been nearly
four times the rate of increase in renter income (Figure 2). Rent
increases in Davis and Utah counties have more than doubled
the growth in renter household income. Average apartment rent
in Salt Lake County increased about 18 percentage points more
than renter median income.

Similarly, rental rate increases have far outpaced inflation.
In Salt Lake and Utah counties, rental rates for apartments rose
by more than three times the rate of inflation from 2010 to
2017. If this trend continues, it will result in a greater number of
households seeking alternative living arrangements including
multigenerational housing, doubling up, or moving out of the
region. This threat is particularly acute among lower-income
households who are most price sensitive to rental rates.?

Table 1: Change in Average Apartment Rent in the Wasatch Front Counties, 2000 - 2018

2000-2018 2000-2010 2010-2018
County Total Increase ~ Average Annual Growth Total Increase Average Annual Growth Total Increase Average Annual Growth
Davis 63.8% 2.8% 13.9% 1.3% 43.8% 4.7%
Salt Lake 78.2% 3.3% 19.8% 1.9% 48.8% 5.1%
Utah 83.0% 3.5% 15.1% 1.4% 58.9% 6.0%
Weber 58.5% 2.6% 12.4% 1.2% 41.1% 4.5%

Source: CBRE, Inc. and CoStar Group, Inc.
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Figure 1: Change in Average Apartment Rent in Salt Lake
County, 2000 - 2018

$1,200
$1,100
. $1,000
c
&
5 3900
()]
e
o $800
<
$700
$600
$500
O — N M & 1N O N 0O O O —m N M < 1N O N ©
©O O O O O O O O O QO = = = = — = — —
oS O O O O O O O O S O O O O O O O O
AN AN AN AN ANANAN AN AN AN AN AN NN NN AN NN
Davis County ==Salt Lake County ==Utah County Weber County
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Figure 3: Average Apartment Rent as a Share of Renter
Median Income in the Wasatch Front Counties, 2010 - 2017
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Figure 2: Percent Change in Average Apartment Rent, Renter
Median Income, and Inflation, in the Wasatch Front Counties,
2010-2017
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Figure 4: Vacancy Rates in the Wasatch Front Counties,
2010-2018
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A household is cost-burdened if they pay more than 30 percent
of their income on housing costs (rent and utilities).?> With rent
outpacing incomes, the household finances of Utah renters are
increasingy stressed. Since 2010, renter housing cost burdens
have increased in all four Wasatch Front counties. Rent (not
including utilities, fees, or other housing costs) as a share of renter
median income is rising (Figure 3). The burden is most prevalent
in Utah County, where average rent in 2017 was 32.5 percent of
renter median household income, up from 26.4 percent in 2010.
The average rent as a share of renter median income in Salt Lake
and Weber counties also eclipsed 30 percent by 2017.

Vacancy rates for apartment units in all four Wasatch Front
counties remain low. In every county, the vacancy rate has
declined since 2010 (Figure 4), a clear indication of strong demand
for apartment rentals in the region. Usually, rising rental rates and
increased inventory would result in rising vacancy rates and ease

upward pressure on rental rates. However, strong increases in
average rent continue, and vacancy rates remain below 5 percent
in all four Wasatch Front counties.

Rising Rents in Utah’s Largest Rental Market:
Salt Lake County

Since 2000, averageapartmentrentinSaltLake Countyincreased
78 percent. The average rent for an apartment in 2000 was $647
(Figure 5), increasing to $1,153 in 2018. Rent only decreased once,
falling from $815 in 2008 to $775 in 2009, dropping 5 percentas a
result of the Great Recession. During this time, many households
lost homes, jobs, and income. In many cases, households doubled
up with family members or friends, which reduced the demand
for rental housing, thereby causing a decline in rental rates. As
the economy recovered, many households returned to the rental
market, spurring pent up demand for apartments.
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Figure 5: Average Apartment Rent for Apartment Units in
Salt Lake County, 2000 - 2018
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Source: CBRE, Inc. and CoStar Group, Inc.

Figure 6: Average Apartment Rent Increase in Salt Lake
County, 2001 - 2018

12.0%
10.0%
8.0%
6.0%
4.0%
2.0%
0.0%
-2.0%
-4.0%
-6.0%

Percent Change

2004
2005
2006
2007

— N ™M
o O O
o O O
N NN

s Salt Lake County
YoY Rent Growth

e 2000-2018
Average

= 2013-2018
Average

Source: CBRE, Inc. and CoStar Group, Inc.

Rent forapartment units in Salt Lake County increased an average
of 3.3 percent per year between 2000 and 2018 (Figure 6). During
this time, there have been two periods of relatively strong growth.
The first period lasted from 2005 to 2008, the run-up to the Great
Recession. This growth period includes the peak year for year-over
rent increase of 9.6 percentin 2007.The second period is from 2013
to the present. For these six years, rent increased an average of 6.1
percent a year, nearly double the average since 2000.

The growth period from 2013 to the present stands out for
several reasons. One, the six years of above average year-over
rent increases. The previous 2005 to 2008 period only had three
above average years before the recession. Two, the increase in rent
has been significant every year. Year-over rent increases haven't
dropped below 4.9 percent since before 2013. Three, these rent
increases occurred simultaneously with a rapid increase in new
apartment construction. In the years since the Great Recession,
Salt Lake City has experienced a historic increase in the number of
apartment units.* Traditionally, an increase in supply would result
in a stabilization of rent, but it appears the supply of new units has
not yet matched the demand for rental units in the region.

Only in 2007 and 2008, before the Great Recession, did rent
growth start to outpace inflation and median income. Apartment
rent during the post-recession boom starting in 2013 rose rapidly,
resulting in a large gap between rental rates, income, and inflation
(Figure 7). From 2000 to 2018, average rent in Salt Lake County
was more than twice the rate of inflation. In 2000, the average
rent for an apartment was $647. If rent increased at the same rate
as inflation, the average rent for an apartment in Salt Lake County
would be approximately $850 in 2018, nearly $300 cheaper
than the actual 2018 average. Since 2013, median household
income has risen faster than inflation but still falls more than 20
percentage points below the growth in rental prices.

Figure 7: Change in Rent, Inflation, and Median Household
Income in Salt Lake County, 2000 - 2017
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Localized Rental Markets of Salt Lake County by ZIP Code

Rental rates are not uniform across Salt Lake County. In 2018,
average rent varied from as low as $783 in 84108 (east Salt Lake
City) to $1,957 in 84009 (Daybreak and South Jordan). Four ZIP
codes, 84008 (Daybreak), 84093 (Sandy), 84092 (Sandy), and
84105 (east-central Salt Lake City) also have average apartment
rents over $1,300. ZIP code 84108 has the lowest average rent,
likely due to the low inventory of apartments, a majority of which
are old structures offering fewer modern amenities as many of
the apartment communities in nearby ZIP codes. Only 84116
(northwest Salt Lake City), 84129 (Taylorsville), and 84104 (west Salt
Lake City) have average rent below $1,000 per month.
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Table 2: Average Apartment Rent by ZIP Code in Salt Lake County, 2018

ZIP Code Majority City Rent ZIP Code Majority City Rent
84009 South Jordan $1,957 84111 Salt Lake City $1,127
84093 Sandy $1,459 84088 West Jordan $1,121
84092 Sandy $1,404 84117 Holladay $1,120
84105 Salt Lake City $1,345 84084 West Jordan $1,104
84103 Salt Lake City $1,287 84118 Kearns $1,082
84095 South Jordan $1,274 84124 Holladay $1,069
84070 Sandy $1,272 84107 Murray $1,044
84128 West Valley City $1,268 84047 Midvale $1,041
84106 Salt Lake City $1,247 84120 West Valley City $1,028
84121 Cottonwood Heights $1,244 84044 Magna $1,021
84081 West Jordan $1,212 84115 South Salt Lake $1,019
84020 Draper $1,211 84119 West Valley City $1,012
84109 Millcreek $1,209 84123 Taylorsville $1,011
84065 Riverton $1,200 84116 Salt Lake City $988
84096 Herriman $1,194 84129 Taylorsville $948
84094 Sandy $1,178 84104 Salt Lake City $930
84101 Salt Lake City $1,174 84108 Salt Lake City $783
84102 Salt Lake City $1,170 Source: CoStar Group, Inc.

Figure 8: Average Apartment Rent in Salt Lake County by ZIP Code, 2018
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Average rent in the county tends to be higher in southern and
eastern ZIP codes (Figure 8) due to the strong demand for new,
high rent apartment projects in these locations. Daybreak (84009)
is the exception to this trend as it has the highest average rent in
the county.

ZIP codes in northern and western parts of Salt Lake County
tend to have lower average rents. These ZIP codes have more
apartments, tend to be older, and have lower-income populations.
84105 is an exception. This area of Salt Lake City (East Liberty
and northern Sugarhouse) is adjacent to the high growth area of
Sugarhouse around 2100 South and Highland Drive. This area has
seen a significant increase in the number and quality of the units
in the last few years. Except 84108, the five ZIP codes with the
lowest average rent are all in the northwest quadrant of the county,
approximately north of 6200 South and west of Interstate 15.

Rent in Salt Lake County’s ZIP Codes Since 2000

From 2000 to 2018, average rent more than doubled in two ZIP
codes. Bothin central Salt Lake City, ZIP codes 84103 and 84105 rose
130and 108 percent, respectively (Table 3). These ZIP codes contain
a significant number of new units, many of which have prices at
the upper end of market rents. Downtown Salt Lake City has seen
a spike in demand for high priced apartment communities that
include an array of amenities such as rooftop swimming pools and
bbq pits, garage parking, and upscale fitness centers. Rental rates
in 84106 also nearly doubled since 2000, increasing 95 percent.
This area has seen significant development, including many new
apartments around 2100 South and Highland Drive. In these ZIP
codes, new apartment communities have found a market for
higher-priced apartments offering luxury amenities and proximity
to downtown Salt Lake City. The lowest rental increase is in 84108,
in the northeast corner of Salt Lake City. As mentioned earlier, the
low rent s likely due to the relatively small, aging inventory and the
absence of new development.

Between 2000 and 2018, the largest rent increases occurred
in the northern portion of the county (Figure 9). Half of the 10
largest rent increases were in ZIP codes mostly located in Salt
Lake City. The relatively high rate of rent increases in the northern
portion of Salt Lake County is due to the strong demand for high
priced apartment communities located near employment centers
and the amenities of downtown, urban living.® The increased
development of high priced apartments is pushing up the
average prices across the county.

The Growth in the Wasatch Front Apartment Inventory Has
Not Yet Caught Up to Demand

As the demand for housing increases, the pressure on the
apartment market has drastically increased across the Wasatch
Front. The construction of new apartment communities has
burgeoned since the Great Recession. Building permits issued for
new apartments units peaked in 2014 at 6,349 units for the four

Table 3: Change in Average Apartment Rent in Salt Lake
County by ZIP Code, 2000 and 2018

ZIP Code Majority City 2000 2018 2000-18 Change
84103 Salt Lake City $559 $1,287 130.2%
84105 Salt Lake City $647 $1,345 107.9%
84106 Salt Lake City $641 $1,247 94.5%
84084 West Jordan $606 $1,104 82.2%
84109 Millcreek $664 $1,209 82.1%
84111 Salt Lake City $621 $1,127 81.5%
84104 Salt Lake City $531 $930 75.1%
84121 Cottonwood Heights $713 $1,244 74.5%
84115 South Salt Lake $585 $1,019 74.2%
84120 West Valley City $592 $1,028 73.6%
84094 Sandy $687 $1,178 71.5%
84102 Salt Lake City $688 $1,170 70.1%
84047 Midvale $620 $1,041 67.9%
84119 West Valley City $606 $1,012 67.0%
84123 Taylorsville $609 $1,011 66.0%
84116 Salt Lake City $602 $988 64.1%
84107 Murray $637 $1,044 63.9%
84070 Sandy $779 $1,272 63.3%
84088 West Jordan $689 $1,121 62.7%
84101 Salt Lake City $742 $1,174 58.2%
84124 Holladay $677 $1,069 57.9%
84129 Taylorsville $606 $948 56.4%
84118 Kearns $694 $1,082 55.9%
84117 Holladay $727 $1,120 54.1%
84096 Herriman $790 $1,194 51.1%
84020 Draper $815 $1,211 48.6%
84044 Magna $689 $1,021 48.2%
84095 South Jordan $912 $1,274 39.7%
84108 Salt Lake City $564 $783 38.8%
84009 South Jordan — $1,957 —
84093 Sandy — $1,459 —
84092 Sandy — $1,404 —
84128 West Valley City — $1,268 —
84081 West Jordan — $1,212 —
84065 Riverton — $1,200 —
84112 University of Utah — — —
84113 Fort Douglas — — —

Source: CoStar Group, Inc.

Wasatch Front counties (Figure 10). Salt Lake County is driving
this growth. From 2014 to 2018, 61.3 percent of permits issued
for apartments in the Wasatch Front counties were in Salt Lake
County. Recently, the number of permits issued for apartments
remains high, but has slowed somewhat. Through the first quarter
of 2019, building permits have been issued for 1,166 apartment
units in the Wasatch Front; this is down from 1,668 permits in the
first quarter of 2018, and 1,360 permits in first quarter of 2017.°
Despite the record growth of new apartment units, demand
remains strong. Since 2010, new households have outpaced
new housing units by over 40,000 households.” In the last eight

INFORMED DECISIONS™

gardnerutah.edu | June 2019



Figure 9: Percent Change in Average Apartment Rent in Salt Lake County by ZIP Code, 2000-2018

Source: CoStar Group, Inc.
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years, only 2018 has seen more new housing units than additional
households. This surplus is not significant enough to have much
impact on low vacancy rates and rising rents. Residents seeking
a variety of housing options with proximity to the metropolitan
centers will continue to drive apartment construction in the
Wasatch Front.

The Emergence of the Silicon Slopes Leads to Higher
Apartment Rents in Southern Salt Lake County

The market for apartment units in southern Salt Lake County
is growing. According to CoStar, which tracks rental apartment
projects of 5 or more units, half of all new apartment units for rent
are located in the county’s 14 southernmost ZIP codes (Table 4).2
In 2000, these ZIP codes accounted for 28 percent of Salt Lake
County’s total inventory of apartments for rent; by 2018, that
share increased to 37 percent.

Figure 10: Building Permits Issued for Apartments Units in
the Wasatch Front, 2010-2019
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Table 4: Change in Apartment Inventory in Salt Lake County by ZIP Code, 2000 and 2018

Total New Units

Total New Units

ZIP Code City 2000 2018 2000-2018 ZIP Code City 2000 2018 2000-2018
84107 Murray 4,124 6,295 2,171 84094 Sandy 604 1,113 509
84070 Sandy 1,507 3,602 2,095 84088 West Jordan 1,669 2,059 390
84096 Herriman 22 2,108 2,086 84044 Magna 314 690 376
84047 Midvale 3,838 5,681 1,843 84129 Taylorsville 964 1,294 330
84101 Salt Lake City 587 2,323 1,736 84128 West Valley City 0 283 283
84020 Draper 649 2,282 1,633 84092 Sandy 0 264 264
84116 Salt Lake City 2,450 4,057 1,607 84093 Sandy 0 261 261
84095 South Jordan 721 2,292 1,571 84104 Salt Lake City 997 1,137 140
84111 Salt Lake City 2,393 3,883 1,490 84105 Salt Lake City 330 451 121
84115 South Salt Lake 1,806 3,151 1,345 84121 Cottonwood Heights 2,187 2,304 117
84102 Salt Lake City 2,555 3,850 1,295 84117 Holladay 1,815 1,885 70
84081 West Jordan 0 1,286 1,286 84108 Salt Lake City 96 96 0
84119 West Valley City 3,565 4,676 1,111 84109 Millcreek 528 528 0
84106 Salt Lake City 922 1,914 992 84112 University of Utah 0 0 0
84103 Salt Lake City 1,945 2,843 898 84113 Fort Douglas 0 0 0
84065 Riverton 0 629 629 84118 Kearns 376 376 0
84084 West Jordan 1,058 1,671 613 84123 Taylorsville 4,484 4,484 0
84009 South Jordan 0 515 515 84124 Holladay 722 722 0
84120 West Valley City 1,294 1,808 514 Source: CoStar Group, Inc.

Six of 14 southern Salt Lake County ZIP codes rank in the top
10 highest average apartment rents in 2018 (Table 5). The recent
expansion of Utah's technology sector in the Silicon Slopes has
increased employment in southern Salt Lake County and northern
Utah County. The tech sector attracts highly skilled workers with
higher than average salaries.® Households seeking residence
with proximity to their place of employment is contributing to
the increased demand for housing in the region. The changing
preference of households in the area is increasing the market for
higher-priced apartment rentals.'

Table 5: Top Ten ZIP Codes Ranked by Highest Average
Apartment Rent, 2018

ZIP Code City Average Apartment Rent

84009 South Jordan $1,957
84093 Sandy $1,459
84092 Sandy $1,404
84105 Salt Lake City $1,345
84103 Salt Lake City $1,287
84095 South Jordan $1,274
84070 Sandy $1,272
84128 West Valley City $1,268
84106 Salt Lake City $1,247
84121 Cottonwood Heights $1,244

Source: CoStar Group, Inc.
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Conclusion: Sustained Growth

The post-recession recovery in Utah’s rental market has been
remarkably strong, fueled by robust economic and demographic
growth. A shift in housing preferences toward renting and the
surprisingly strong demand for luxury apartment rentals near the
urban and employment centers, particularly downtown Salt Lake
City, is a prominent characteristic of this housing cycle. Driven, in
part, by growth in the tech sector, several high-end apartment
communities have also been developed, or are proposed, in the
southern portion of Salt Lake County.

Despite the record number of apartment units developed since
2014—over 27,000 units—vacancy rates remain low and rental
rate increases are above 5 percent. Many of the new apartment
communities target the high-end apartment market and have
some of the highest average rents in the county. The demand for

Endnotes

high-end apartment communitiesis driving up rental rates overall,
thereby reducing affordability in the region’s rental market.

As population and economic growth persist, apartments will
be an increasingly desirable housing option throughout the
metropolitan area. Increasing preference for modern apartments
offering upscale amenities in central locations will dictate the
market for new units. A competitive market, increasing costs of
construction, and demand for luxury rental units will continue
to push rental rates upward, placing increased pressure on cost-
burdened households with lower incomes. There is little relief in
sight for renters. Rental rate increases are likely to continue to
outpace income growth, further eroding housing affordability.
These conditions present a serious challenge for renters, policy
makers, and non-profit housing advocates.

1 Benway, D. (2018). Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute. David Eccles School of Business. University of Utah.“Salt Lake City’s Current Apartment Boom: An Analysis of Salt

Lake City’s Record Apartment Growth".

2 Wood, J., Eskic, D., & Benway, D. (2018). Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute. David Eccles School of Business. University of Utah. Gardner Business Review: “What Rapidly

Rising Housing Prices Mean for Housing Affordability”.

3 Herbert, C, Hermann, A., & McCue, D. (2018). Joint Center for Housing Studies. Harvard University. “Measure Housing Affordability: Assessing the 20 Percent of

Income Stand”.

4 Benway, D. (2018). Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute. David Eccles School of Business. University of Utah.“Salt Lake City’s Current Apartment Boom: An Analysis of Salt

Lake City’s Record Apartment Growth".

5 Wood, J. (2016). Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute. David Eccles School of Business. University of Utah. Research Brief: “Salt Lake City’s Downtown Rental Market: Past,

Present, and Future”.
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Benway, D. (2019). Ivory-Boyer Real Estate Center. David Eccles School of Business. University of Utah. Ivory-Boyer Construction Report: First Quarter 2019.

Wood, J. (2019). lvory-Boyer Real Estate Center. David Eccles School of Business. University of Utah.“The Year in Charts: Utah’s Housing Market 2018"

The 14 southern most ZIP codes are: 84009, 84065, 84081, 84084, 84088, 84095, 84096, 84020, 84070, 84092, 84093, 84094, 84070, and 84121.

Pace, L. (2019). Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute. David Eccles School of Business. University of Utah. Industry Snapshot: “Utah’s Tech Industry”. By 2017, technology

companies directly and indirectly support more than one in seven Utah jobs and average earnings for the tech industry jobs was 52.6 percent higher than other

industries.

10 Dowell, E. (2019). United States Census Bureau. U.S. Department of Commerce. “Combing Census Bureau and Zillow Housing Data Show Rise in Rental Pric-
es and Home Values in Tech-Rich Areas". Retrieved at: https://www.census.gov/library/stories/2019/04/impact-of-tech-boom-on-housing.html?utm_cam-

paign=20190507msacos1ccstors&utm_medium=email&utm_source=govdelivery.
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INntroduction

This Salt Lake City Change Atlas, 2019 presents changes in the
city’s population, housing units and related characteristics. Salt
Lake City Corporation sponsored the research.

The Atlas utilizes two primary data sources:

® 2018 subcounty population and housing estimates
produced by the Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

® Demographic and socioeconomic information from the
American Community Survey 2008-2012 and 2013-2017
5-year Estimates (ACS).

These sources provide insights into various demographic and
socioeconomic aspects of the neighborhoods and city council
districts of Salt Lake City. The ACS estimates for population and
households provide the denominator for all socioeconomic
characteristics. The 2018 Subcounty estimates are not (and
should not be) used to derive shares of ACS data. Data are
presented through maps and tables. Only statistically significant
differences between the estimate periods are noted in the text.

More information about these sources can be found in the
Subcounty Population and Household Estimates and Data
Notes sections of this document.

Topline Findings

Change in this document refers to the topic’s share of total
population or households, not the estimated amount or level.
Though changes in levels and shares often increase or decrease
together (for example, both the amount of households in
poverty and the share of household in poverty declined in the
city), this is not the case in every instance.

Between the two ACS estimate periods, Salt Lake City has:
® Become older
o Increase in median age
o Decrease in share of population aged 5 or younger
o Increase in the share of retirement age population
® Increased educational attainment
o Increase in share of the population aged 25 or older with
a Bachelor’s degree
o Decrease in share of those with no high school diploma
and those with some college, no degree
® Anincrease to the share of Asian population
® Fewer Utahns move in
® Fewer large households and married family households
with children
® Fewer households in poverty

City Council District 6 experienced significant changes in
shares for eleven of the 25 topics covered, the most of any
council district. These included decreases in the shares of
very young population (under age 5) with increases in shares
of households with persons over age 60, shifts in the racial
makeup (decreasing White and Black populations and shares,
but increase in the minority population and share overall), and
shifts in household composition (decreasing nonfamily and
single-person household shares, increasing family and married
family household shares).

Council District 1 had the fewest changes, with three:
decreases in shares of married family households with children
and the non-Hispanic white share of population, and an
increase in the non-Hispanic Asian share of population.

A summary table of the significant changes in shares across
the city council districts is found on the opposite page.

Geography

Census tract codes shown in maps and tables were created
by the Gardner Institute as an abbreviated method of referring
to tracts (W1, C1, E1, etc). The letters W, C, and E in tract codes
roughly correspond to west, central, and east areas of the city.
Reference Figures R3 and R4 (Geography Notes) show additional
geographic reference information with the tract boundaries,
such as streets and community council boundaries. The
Geography Notes section also includes additional information
about boundaries used in this atlas.

Salt Lake City Change Atlas | 2019



Statistically Significant Changes in Salt Lake City and City Council Districts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017
American Community Survey Estimates

City Council District Salt Lake
4 City

Population under age 5 - - -
Retirement age (65 year or older) + + +
Working age +
Median age +
School age (5-17 years) -
College age (18-24 years) -
Households with persons under 18 - - -
Married family household with children - - -
Family household with 5 or more persons - - -
Households with persons over 60 + 4 +
Nonfamily households -
Householder living alone -
Family households +
Married family households + +
Non-Hispanic Black or African American - - -
Non-Hispanic Asian + +
Non-Hispanic White - + + -
Minority - +
Hispanic - -
Households in poverty - - -
Movers from Utah - - - -
Median household income +
Foreign Born population - +
Less than high school diploma - - - - -
High school diploma or equivalent -
Some college, no degree 4= - - -
Associate degree +
Bachelor’s degree or higher + + +
Total 3 9 4 7 5 1 9 16

Significance notation: “+" indicates increase in the share of population or households, “-"indicates decrease in the share of population or households. The change in share does not
necessarily indicate that the estimated level for the topic increased or decreased.

Note: If no statistically significant differences were present for the topic, it was not included in this summary. Statistical significance could not be calculated at the city council level for
some topics, including median household income and median age.

Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute
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Subcounty Population and Household Estimates

Population and Households

Each year the Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute produces popu-
lation and household estimates using the housing unit method.
The total population of Salt Lake City grew from 186,411 at Cen-
sus 2010 to 198,261 in 2018, an increase of 11,850 (6.4 percent).!
Council Districts 4, 3, and 7 added the most new residents in the
same time period. Tract C2 (Capitol Hill/Fairpark), was the high-
est growth tract, adding 2,036 residents and more than doubling
in population. The next highest growth areas were in Tracts E14
(Sugar House), C10 (Downtown), and C9 (Downtown).

Tract C2 (Capitol Hill/Fairpark), mentioned above, had not
only the highest population growth but also the fastest growth
rate (133 percent). The next highest growth rate was in Tract
C10 (Downtown, 91 percent). Other fast-growing tracts were
the Salt Lake City portion of Tract E20 (Sugar House), E14 (Sugar
House), and C11 (Central City). These tracts grew 84 percent, 65
percent, and 59 percent, respectively.

The city’s total household count grew from 74,499 at Census
2010 to 81,463 in 2018, an increase of 6,964 (9.3 percent).?
Households are occupied (rather than vacant) housing units.
Tract C10 (Downtown) gained the most new households,
at 978. Tract C9 (Downtown) closely followed with 956 new
households. Tracts C2 (Capitol Hill/Fairpark), E14 (Sugar House),
and C12 (Central City) also gained many new households (783,
734, and 600, respectively).

Tenure

Renter-occupied households in the city grew by 6,591 (17
percent) since Census 2010, bringing the 2018 total renter-
occupied units to 45,032. This represents 55 percent of the city’s
occupied units. Fifteen tracts gained at least 100 new renter
households. Tract C9 (Downtown) gained the most, with 956
new renter households, followed by C10 (Downtown, 948 new
units) and Tract C2 (Capitol Hill/Fairpark, 781 new units).3

Owner-occupied household growth in Salt Lake City was
far smaller than renter household growth. Owner households
increased by 374 (1 percent), for a total of 36,432 owner-
occupied units in 2018. This represents 45 percent of the city’s
occupied units. Tract C10 (Downtown) gained the most owner
households (30 households). Tract E17(Sugar House) and
Tract C25 (Sugar House) followed, gaining 22 and 21 owner
households.

Tract E3 (University of Utah) has the highest renter share of
households in the city, at 98 percent. Twelve additional tracts
also have at least 75 percent of households estimated as
renter-occupied. Tract E2, part of the Avenues neighborhood
and bordering the university, has the highest owner share of
households in the city, at 94 percent.

Methodology and Notes

The housing unit method uses building permit data to
estimate changes in housing units, and then infers population
change based on the housing unit changes. Households are
differentiated by tenure (renter-occupied and owner-occupied).
Changes in group quarters populations—people in group living
situations such as dormitories and jails—are also accounted
for where data are available. All 2018 estimates refer to a July
1, 2018 reference date. Note that some census tracts have
large populations outside the Salt Lake City boundary, but the
estimates shared here reflect only the populations located within
the city’s 2018 boundary.

The source of building permit data was Construction Monitor,
a company that performs ongoing collection of permit data.*
Permit data were geocoded and analyzed by the Kem C.
Gardner Policy Institute. We made several edits and additions to
building permit data in order to include permits not reported by
Construction Monitor and to reflect intensive internal research
on Salt Lake City construction. Refer to our report “Salt Lake and
Utah County Subcounty Estimates, 2010-2018" on gardner.utah.
edu for a full description of the estimation methodology.’

The population and household estimates in this section are
not related to American Community Survey (ACS) data. These
subcounty estimates are point-in-time estimates, whereas the
ACS estimates are five-year period estimates. The estimates
in this section should not be used to calculate shares for
any ACS estimates. For the appropriate total household and
population estimates corresponding to ACS 2008-2012 and
2013-2017 datasets, see the Data Notes section. These provide
the estimates which serve as the denominators (base numbers)
used for all other sections of this book (Age, Race and Ethnicity,
Households, and Socioeconomics). Refer to the Data Notes
section for further information.

The following set of maps (Figures 1 through 8) and tabular data
(Tables 1 through 8) share the estimated changes in population
and households from Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute subcounty
research. Census tract and council district estimates are included.

Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute



Figure 1: Population Change
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, Census 2010 and 2018 Estimates
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Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau (Census 2010)
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Table 1: Population Change
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, Census 2010 and 2018 Estimates

Census 2018 Absolute Percent Census 2018 Absolute Percent
2010 Est. Change Change 2010 Est. Change Change
Salt Lake City 186,411 198,261 11,850 6.4% City Council 4 26,716 31,486 4,770 17.9%
City Council 1 27,505 27,711 206 0.7% City Council 5 25,904 26,893 989 3.8%
City Council 2 27,306 27,333 27 0.1% City Council 6 26,546 27,904 1,358 5.1%
City Council 3 26,302 28,647 2,345 8.9% City Council 7 26,132 28,286 2,154 8.2%
Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau (Census 2010)
Map Census Census 2018 Absolute  Percent Map Census Census 2018 Absolute  Percent
Code Tract 2010 Est. Change Change Code Tract 2010 Est. Change Change
1 1002 1,289 1,308 19 1.5% E6 1042 6,367 6,604 237 3.7%
2 1001 1,529 3,565 2,036 133.2% E7 1037 2,581 2,561 -20 -0.8%
c3 1007 2,704 2,686 -18 -0.7% E8 1040 3,267 3,233 -34 -1.0%
C4 1010 2,959 2916 -43 -1.5% E9 1038 2,382 2,421 39 1.6%
c5 1008 2,491 2,673 182 7.3% E10 1039 3,786 3,737 -49 -1.3%
(€9 1011.02 3,422 3,365 -57 -1.7% ET1 1043 2,821 2,775 -46 -1.6%
c7 1011.01 1,969 1,938 -31 -1.6% E12t 1114 69 68 -1 -1.4%
(@] 1012 3,877 3,822 -55 -1.4% E13 1049 3,079 3,050 -29 -0.9%
c9 1025 3,460 4,819 1,359 39.3% E14 1141 2,389 3,932 1,543 64.6%
c10 1140 1,501 2,865 1,364 90.9% E15 1047 4,774 4,702 -72 -1.5%
c11 1021 1,457 2,312 855 58.7% E16 1044 2,010 2,003 -7 -0.3%
C12 1019 2,497 3,329 832 33.3% E17 1048 4,869 4,934 65 1.3%
13 1017 3,534 3,480 -54 -1.5% E181 1103 212 208 -4 -1.9%
C14 1015 3,214 3,162 -52 -1.6% E19t 1102 1 1 0 0.0%
ci15 1023 2,760 2,929 169 6.1% E20t 1118.02 530 974 444 83.8%
ci6 1020 2,620 2,999 379 14.5% W1+ 1139.06 0 0 0 0.0%
c17 1018 3,086 3411 325 10.5% W2 9800 0 0 0 0.0%
C18 1016 3,628 3,570 -58 -1.6% W3 1147 4,646 4,573 -73 -1.6%
C19 1029 4,500 5,641 1,141 25.4% W4 1003.07 5,223 5,138 -85 -1.6%
C20 1030 2,954 3,044 90 3.0% W5 1003.08 4,222 4,150 -72 -1.7%
C21 1035 4,045 3,993 -52 -1.3% W6 1005 6,379 6,271 -108 -1.7%
C22 1031 4,163 4,114 -49 -1.2% W7 1003.06 5,062 5618 556 11.0%
C23 1034 4,080 4,014 -66 -1.6% W8 1006 6,556 6,477 -79 -1.2%
C24 1032 4,536 4,488 -48 -1.1% W9 1027.02 3,835 3,809 -26 -0.7%
C25 1033 4,267 4,468 201 4.7% W10 1026 4,420 4,749 329 7.4%
E1t 1101.03 19 19 0 0.0% W11 1027.01 5,099 5,022 -77 -1.5%
E2 1148 3,550 3,537 -13 -0.4% W12 1028.01 6,106 6,009 -97 -1.6%
E3 1014 4,816 6,086 1,270 26.4% W13 1028.02 5,063 4,979 -84 -1.7%
E4 1036 2,670 2,643 -27 -1.0% W14t 1145 98 112 14 14.3%
E5 1041 2,968 2,950 -18 -0.6%

1 Map and table data for Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 represent estimates for the tract area within the city boundary only. The adjusted tract area is shown on the

map. The full geography of these tracts extends beyond the city boundary and is not mapped here. E1 and W1 are included in table data only.

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau (Census 2010)
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Figure 2: Rate of Population Change
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, Census 2010 and 2018 Estimates
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Table 2: Rate of Population Change
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, Census 2010 and 2018 Estimates

Census Absolute Percent Census Absolute Percent

2010 b Change Change 2010 5 Change Change
Salt Lake City 186,411 198,261 11,850 6.4% City Council 4 26,716 31,486 4,770 17.9%
City Council 1 27,505 27,711 206 0.7% City Council 5 25,904 26,893 989 3.8%
City Council 2 27,306 27,333 27 0.1% City Council 6 26,546 27,904 1,358 5.1%
City Council 3 26,302 28,647 2,345 8.9% City Council 7 26,132 28,286 2,154 8.2%

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau (Census 2010)

Map Census Census 2018 Absolute  Percent [ET) Census Census 2018 Absolute  Percent
Code Tract 2010 Est. Change Change Code Tract 2010 Est. Change Change
al 1002 1,289 1,308 19 1.5% E6 1042 6,367 6,604 237 3.7%
2 1001 1,529 3,565 2,036 133.2% E7 1037 2,581 2,561 -20 -0.8%
a 1007 2,704 2,686 -18 -0.7% E8 1040 3,267 3,233 -34 -1.0%
c4 1010 2,959 2916 -43 -1.5% E9 1038 2,382 2,421 39 1.6%
c5 1008 2,491 2,673 182 7.3% E10 1039 3,786 3,737 -49 -1.3%
c6 1011.02 3,422 3,365 -57 -1.7% ET1 1043 2,821 2,775 -46 -1.6%
7 1011.01 1,969 1,938 -31 -1.6% E121 1114 69 68 -1 -1.4%
8 1012 3,877 3,822 -55 -1.4% E13 1049 3,079 3,050 -29 -0.9%
9 1025 3,460 4,819 1,359 39.3% E14 1141 2,389 3,932 1,543 64.6%
C10 1140 1,501 2,865 1,364 90.9% E15 1047 4,774 4,702 -72 -1.5%
11 1021 1,457 2,312 855 58.7% E16 1044 2,010 2,003 -7 -0.3%
12 1019 2,497 3,329 832 33.3% E17 1048 4,869 4,934 65 1.3%
c13 1017 3,534 3,480 -54 -1.5% E18t 1103 212 208 -4 -1.9%
C14 1015 3,214 3,162 -52 -1.6% E19t 1102 1 1 0 0.0%
15 1023 2,760 2,929 169 6.1% E207 1118.02 530 974 444 83.8%
Cl6 1020 2,620 2,999 379 14.5% Wit 1139.06 0 0 0 0.0%
c17 1018 3,086 3,411 325 10.5% W2 9800 0 0 0 0.0%
c18 1016 3,628 3,570 -58 -1.6% W3 1147 4,646 4,573 -73 -1.6%
Cc19 1029 4,500 5,641 1,141 25.4% W4 1003.07 5,223 5,138 -85 -1.6%
C20 1030 2,954 3,044 90 3.0% W5 1003.08 4,222 4,150 72 -1.7%
C21 1035 4,045 3,993 -52 -1.3% Wé 1005 6,379 6,271 -108 -1.7%
C22 1031 4,163 4,114 -49 -1.2% W7 1003.06 5,062 5618 556 11.0%
23 1034 4,080 4,014 -66 -1.6% ws 1006 6,556 6,477 -79 -1.2%
C24 1032 4,536 4,488 -48 -1.1% w9 1027.02 3,835 3,809 -26 -0.7%
C25 1033 4,267 4,468 201 4.7% W10 1026 4,420 4,749 329 7.4%
E1t 1101.03 19 19 0 0.0% W11 1027.01 5,099 5,022 -77 -1.5%
E2 1148 3,550 3,537 -13 -0.4% W12 1028.01 6,106 6,009 -97 -1.6%
E3 1014 4,816 6,086 1,270 26.4% W13 1028.02 5,063 4,979 -84 -1.7%
E4 1036 2,670 2,643 -27 -1.0% W14+ 1145 98 112 14 14.3%
E5 1041 2,968 2,950 -18 -0.6%

t Map and table data for Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 represent estimates for the tract area within the city boundary only. The adjusted tract area is shown on the
map. The full geography of these tracts extends beyond the city boundary and is not mapped here. E1 and W1 are included in table data only.

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau (Census 2010)
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Figure 3: Change in Households
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, Census 2010 and 2018 Estimates
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Table 3: Change in Households
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, Census 2010 and 2018 Estimates

Census Absolute Percent Census Absolute Percent

2010 b Change Change 2010 5 Change Change
Salt Lake City 74,499 81,463 6,964 9.3% City Council 4 14,113 17,470 3,357 23.8%
City Council 1 8,007 8,230 223 2.8% City Council 5 11,380 12,060 680 6.0%
City Council 2 7,702 7,845 143 1.9% City Council 6 9,716 9,912 196 2.0%
City Council 3 12,590 13,813 1,223 9.7% City Council 7 10,991 12,133 1,142 10.4%

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau (Census 2010)

Map Census Census 2018 Absolute  Percent Map Census Census 2018 Absolute  Percent
Code Tract 2010 Est. Change Change Code Tract 2010 Est. Change Change
al 1002 520 536 16 3.1% E6 1042 2,580 2,734 154 6.0%
c2 1001 571 1,354 783 137.1% E7 1037 1,068 1,078 10 0.9%
a 1007 1,403 1,417 14 1.0% E8 1040 1,205 1,213 8 0.7%
Cc4 1010 1,330 1,333 3 0.2% E9 1038 982 1,016 34 3.5%
5 1008 1,362 1,496 134 9.8% E10 1039 1,440 1,446 6 0.4%
c6 1011.02 2,073 2,073 0 0.0% ET1 1043 1,255 1,256 1 0.1%
c7 1011.01 1,079 1,080 1 0.1% E12% 1114 33 33 0 0.0%
c8 1012 2,012 2,017 5 0.2% E13 1049 1,248 1,258 10 0.8%
9 1025 1,650 2,606 956 57.9% E14 1141 960 1,694 734 76.5%
c10 1140 948 1,926 978 103.2% E15 1047 2,036 2,040 4 0.2%
C1 1021 953 1,487 534 56.0% E16 1044 661 670 9 1.4%
c12 1019 1,460 2,060 600 41.1% E17 1048 2,039 2,100 61 3.0%
c13 1017 1,852 1,854 2 0.1% E181 1103 79 79 0 0.0%
C14 1015 1,662 1,662 0 0.0% E19t 1102 1 1 0 0.0%
C15 1023 1,493 1,613 120 8.0% E20t 1118.02 281 483 202 71.9%
c16 1020 1,272 1,490 218 17.1% W1t 1139.06 0 0 0 0.0%
c17 1018 1,560 1,758 198 12.7% W2 9800 0 0 0 0.0%
c18 1016 1,788 1,789 1 0.1% W3 1147 1,409 1,411 2 0.1%
Cc19 1029 2,014 2,607 593 29.4% W4 1003.07 1,220 1,221 1 0.1%
C20 1030 1,192 1,248 56 4.7% W5 1003.08 1,245 1,245 0 0.0%
c21 1035 1,742 1,749 7 0.4% W6 1005 2,163 2,163 0 0.0%
C22 1031 1,743 1,753 10 0.6% w7 1003.06 1,393 1,606 213 15.3%
c23 1034 1,817 1,818 1 0.1% W8 1006 2,085 2,096 1 0.5%
C24 1032 2,186 2,199 13 0.6% W9 1027.02 1,074 1,087 13 1.2%
C25 1033 1,930 2,019 89 4.6% w10 1026 1,267 1,384 17 9.2%
E1t 1101.03 3 3 0 0.0% W11 1027.01 1,590 1,593 3 0.2%
E2 1148 1,200 1,216 16 1.3% W12 1028.01 1,710 1,712 2 0.1%
E3 1014 1,323 1,323 0 0.0% W13 1028.02 1,243 1,243 0 0.0%
E4 1036 998 1,005 7 0.7% W14t 1145 14 18 4 28.6%
E5 1041 1,082 1,094 12 1.1%

1 Map and table data for Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 represent estimates for the tract area within the city boundary only. The adjusted tract area is shown on the
map. The full geography of these tracts extends beyond the city boundary and is not mapped here. E1 and W1 are included in table data only.

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau (Census 2010)
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Figure 4: Change in Renter-Occupied Units

Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, Census 2010 and 2018 Estimates
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Table 4: Change in Renter-Occupied Units
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, Census 2010 and 2018 Estimates

Census Absolute Percent Census Absolute Percent

2010 b Change Change 2010 5 Change Change
Salt Lake City 38,441 45,032 6,591 17.1% City Council 4 11,069 14,354 3,285 29.7%
City Council 1 2,870 3,082 212 7.4% City Council 5 5,720 6,354 634 11.1%
City Council 2 3,413 3,529 116 3.4% City Council 6 3,200 3,333 133 4.2%
City Council 3 7,537 8,685 1,148 15.2% City Council 7 4,632 5,695 1,063 22.9%

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau (Census 2010)

Map Census Census 2018 Absolute  Percent Map Census Census 2018 Absolute  Percent
Code Tract 2010 Est. Change Change Code Tract 2010 Est. Change Change
al 1002 192 192 0 0.0% E6 1042 415 549 134 32.3%
c2 1001 308 1,089 781 253.6% E7 1037 256 256 0 0.0%
a 1007 957 957 0 0.0% E8 1040 264 264 0 0.0%
C4 1010 467 467 0 0.0% E9 1038 384 412 28 7.3%
5 1008 1,080 1,196 116 10.7% E10 1039 418 418 0 0.0%
c6 1011.02 1,587 1,587 0 0.0% ET1 1043 683 683 0 0.0%
c7 1011.01 783 783 0 0.0% E12% 1114 12 12 0 0.0%
c8 1012 1,099 1,099 0 0.0% E13 1049 647 647 0 0.0%
9 1025 1,447 2,403 956 66.1% E14 1141 391 1,119 728 186.2%
c10 1140 584 1,532 948 162.3% E15 1047 655 655 0 0.0%
C1 1021 885 1,419 534 60.3% E16 1044 89 89 0 0.0%
c12 1019 1,287 1,869 582 45.2% E17 1048 608 647 39 6.4%
c13 1017 1,447 1,447 0 0.0% E18t 1103 31 31 0 0.0%
C14 1015 1,260 1,260 0 0.0% E19t 1102 0 0 0 0.0%
C15 1023 1,234 1,349 115 9.3% E20t 1118.02 142 343 201 141.5%
C16 1020 956 1,165 209 21.9% W1+t 1139.06 0 0 0 0.0%
c17 1018 1,119 1,312 193 17.2% W2 9800 0 0 0 0.0%
Cc18 1016 1,277 1,276 -1 -0.1% W3 1147 218 218 0 0.0%
Cc19 1029 1,524 2,108 584 38.3% W4 1003.07 289 289 0 0.0%
C20 1030 514 565 51 9.9% W5 1003.08 875 875 0 0.0%
21 1035 720 720 0 0.0% W6 1005 960 959 -1 -0.1%
C22 1031 817 817 0 0.0% w7 1003.06 727 939 212 29.2%
c23 1034 779 779 0 0.0% W8 1006 839 839 0 0.0%
C24 1032 1,156 1,156 0 0.0% W9 1027.02 581 581 0 0.0%
C25 1033 1,212 1,279 67 5.5% w10 1026 563 679 116 20.6%
E1t 1101.03 0 0 0 0.0% W11 1027.01 739 739 0 0.0%
E2 1148 75 75 0 0.0% W12 1028.01 522 521 -1 -0.2%
E3 1014 1,293 1,293 0 0.0% W13 1028.02 622 622 0 0.0%
E4 1036 216 216 0 0.0% W14t 1145 9 9 0 0.0%
E5 1041 227 227 0 0.0%

1 Map and table data for Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 represent estimates for the tract area within the city boundary only. The adjusted tract area is shown on the
map. The full geography of these tracts extends beyond the city boundary and is not mapped here. E1 and W1 are included in table data only.

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau (Census 2010)
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Figure 5: Change in Owner-Occupied Units

Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, Census 2010 and 2018 Estimates
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Table 5: Change in Owner-Occupied Units
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, Census 2010 and 2018 Estimates

Census Absolute Percent Census Absolute Percent

2010 b Change Change 2010 b Change Change
Salt Lake City 36,058 36,432 374 1.0% City Council 4 3,044 3,117 73 2.4%
City Council 1 5137 5,148 11 0.2% City Council 5 5,660 5,706 46 0.8%
City Council 2 4,289 4,317 28 0.7% City Council 6 6,516 6,579 63 1.0%
City Council 3 5,053 5128 75 1.5% City Council 7 6,359 6,438 79 1.2%

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau (Census 2010)

Map Census Census 2018 Absolute  Percent Map Census Census 2018 Absolute  Percent
Code Tract 2010 Est. Change Change Code Tract 2010 Est. Change Change
al 1002 328 344 16 4.9% E6 1042 2,165 2,185 20 0.9%
c2 1001 263 264 1 0.4% E7 1037 812 822 10 1.2%
a 1007 446 460 14 3.1% E8 1040 941 949 8 0.9%
C4 1010 863 866 3 0.3% E9 1038 598 604 6 1.0%
5 1008 282 300 18 6.4% E10 1039 1,022 1,028 6 0.6%
c6 1011.02 486 486 0 0.0% ET1 1043 572 573 1 0.2%
c7 1011.01 296 297 1 0.3% E12% 1114 21 21 0 0.0%
c8 1012 913 918 5 0.5% E13 1049 601 611 10 1.7%
9 1025 203 203 0 0.0% E14 1141 569 575 6 1.1%
c10 1140 364 394 30 8.2% E15 1047 1,381 1,385 4 0.3%
C1 1021 68 68 0 0.0% E16 1044 572 581 9 1.6%
C12 1019 173 191 18 10.4% E17 1048 1,431 1,453 22 1.5%
c13 1017 405 407 2 0.5% E181 1103 48 48 0 0.0%
C14 1015 402 402 0 0.0% E19t 1102 1 1 0 0.0%
C15 1023 259 264 5 1.9% E20t 1118.02 139 140 1 0.7%
Cc16 1020 316 326 10 3.2% W1+t 1139.06 0 0 0 0.0%
c17 1018 441 446 5 1.1% W2 9800 0 0 0 0.0%
c18 1016 511 513 2 0.4% W3 1147 1,191 1,193 2 0.2%
Cc19 1029 490 499 9 1.8% W4 1003.07 931 932 1 0.1%
C20 1030 678 683 5 0.7% W5 1003.08 370 370 0 0.0%
C21 1035 1,022 1,029 7 0.7% Weé 1005 1,203 1,204 1 0.1%
C22 1031 926 936 10 1.1% w7 1003.06 666 667 1 0.2%
c23 1034 1,038 1,039 1 0.1% W8 1006 1,246 1,257 1 0.9%
C24 1032 1,030 1,043 13 1.3% W9 1027.02 493 506 13 2.6%
C25 1033 718 739 21 2.9% w10 1026 704 705 1 0.1%
E1t 1101.03 3 3 0 0.0% W11 1027.01 851 854 3 0.4%
E2 1148 1,125 1,141 16 1.4% W12 1028.01 1,188 1,191 3 0.3%
E3 1014 30 30 0 0.0% W13 1028.02 621 621 0 0.0%
E4 1036 782 789 7 0.9% W14+ 1145 5 9 4 80.0%
E5 1041 855 867 12 1.4%

1 Map and table data for Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 represent estimates for the tract area within the city boundary only. The adjusted tract area is shown on the
map. The full geography of these tracts extends beyond the city boundary and is not mapped here. E1 and W1 are included in table data only.

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates; U.S. Census Bureau (Census 2010)
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Figure 6: Renter-Occupied Share of Households
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2018 Estimates
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Table 6: Renter-Occupied Share of Households

Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2018 Estimates

Occupied Renter Occupied Renter Occupied Renter Occupied Renter
Housing Units Estimate Occupied Share Housing Units Estimate Occupied Share
Salt Lake City 81,463 45,032 55.3% City Council 4 17,470 14,354 82.2%
City Council 1 8,230 3,082 37.4% City Council 5 12,060 6,354 52.7%
City Council 2 7,845 3,529 45.0% City Council 6 9,912 3,333 33.6%
City Council 3 13,813 8,685 62.9% City Council 7 12,133 5,695 46.9%

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates

Occupied Renter Renter Occupied Renter Renter

Housing Occupied Occupied Housing Occupied Occupied
Units Estimate Share Units Estimate Share
al 1002 536 192 35.8% E6 1042 2,734 549 20.1%
C2 1001 1,354 1,089 80.4% E7 1037 1,078 256 23.7%
a 1007 1,417 957 67.5% E8 1040 1,213 264 21.8%
c4 1010 1,333 467 35.0% E9 1038 1,016 412 40.6%
cs5 1008 1,496 1,196 79.9% E10 1039 1,446 418 28.9%
Cc6 1011.02 2,073 1,587 76.6% EN 1043 1,256 683 54.4%
Cc7 1011.01 1,080 783 72.5% E12t 1114 33 12 36.4%
c8 1012 2,017 1,099 54.5% E13 1049 1,258 647 51.4%
c9 1025 2,606 2,403 92.2% E14 1141 1,694 1,119 66.1%
ci10 1140 1,926 1,532 79.5% E15 1047 2,040 655 32.1%
cn 1021 1,487 1,419 95.4% E16 1044 670 89 13.3%
C12 1019 2,060 1,869 90.7% E17 1048 2,100 647 30.8%
c13 1017 1,854 1,447 78.0% E18t 1103 79 31 39.2%
C14 1015 1,662 1,260 75.8% E191 1102 1 0 0.0%
Cc15 1023 1,613 1,349 83.6% E2071 1118.02 483 343 71.0%
C16 1020 1,490 1,165 78.2% W1t 1139.06 0 0 0.0%
c17 1018 1,758 1,312 74.6% W2 9800 0 0 0.0%
Cci18 1016 1,789 1,276 71.3% W3 1147 1,411 218 15.5%
c19 1029 2,607 2,108 80.9% W4 1003.07 1,221 289 23.7%
C20 1030 1,248 565 45.3% W5 1003.08 1,245 875 70.3%
C21 1035 1,749 720 41.2% W6 1005 2,163 959 44.3%
C22 1031 1,753 817 46.6% w7 1003.06 1,606 939 58.5%
c23 1034 1,818 779 42.8% w8 1006 2,096 839 40.0%
C24 1032 2,199 1,156 52.6% w9 1027.02 1,087 581 53.4%
C25 1033 2,019 1,279 63.3% W10 1026 1,384 679 49.1%
E1t 1101.03 3 0 0.0% W11 1027.01 1,593 739 46.4%
E2 1148 1,216 75 6.2% W12 1028.01 1,712 521 30.4%
E3 1014 1,323 1,293 97.7% W13 1028.02 1,243 622 50.0%
E4 1036 1,005 216 21.5% W14+ 1145 18 9 50.0%
E5 1041 1,094 227 20.7%

1 Map and table data for Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 represent estimates for the tract area within the city boundary only. The adjusted tract area is shown on the
map. The full geography of these tracts extends beyond the city boundary and is not mapped here. E1 and W1 are included in table data only.

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates
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Figure 7: Owner-Occupied Share of Households
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2018 Estimates
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Table 7: Owner-Occupied Share of Households

Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2018 Estimates

Occupied Owner Occupied Owner Occupied Owner Occupied Owner
Housing Units Estimate Occupied Share Housing Units Estimate Occupied Share
Salt Lake City 81,463 36,432 44.7% City Council 4 17,470 3,117 17.8%
City Council 1 8,230 5,148 62.6% City Council 5 12,060 5,706 47.3%
City Council 2 7,845 4,317 55.0% City Council 6 9,912 6,579 66.4%
City Council 3 13,813 5,128 37.1% City Council 7 12,133 6,438 53.1%

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates

Occupied Owner Owner Occupied Owner Owner

Housing Occupied Occupied Housing Occupied Occupied
Units Estimate Share Units Estimate Share
@ 1002 536 344 64.2% E6 1042 2,734 2,185 79.9%
2 1001 1,354 264 19.5% E7 1037 1,078 822 76.3%
a3 1007 1,417 460 32.5% E8 1040 1,213 949 78.2%
c4 1010 1,333 866 65.0% E9 1038 1,016 604 59.4%
() 1008 1,496 300 20.1% E10 1039 1,446 1,028 71.1%
ceé 1011.02 2,073 486 23.4% ET1 1043 1,256 573 45.6%
c7 1011.01 1,080 297 27.5% E12t 1114 33 21 63.6%
c8 1012 2,017 918 45.5% E13 1049 1,258 611 48.6%
9 1025 2,606 203 7.8% E14 1141 1,694 575 33.9%
c10 1140 1,926 394 20.5% E15 1047 2,040 1,385 67.9%
C11 1021 1,487 68 4.6% E16 1044 670 581 86.7%
C12 1019 2,060 191 9.3% E17 1048 2,100 1,453 69.2%
c13 1017 1,854 407 22.0% E18t 1103 79 48 60.8%
C14 1015 1,662 402 24.2% E19t 1102 1 1 100.0%
Cc15 1023 1,613 264 16.4% E20t 1118.02 483 140 29.0%
C16 1020 1,490 326 21.9% W1t 1139.06 0 0 0.0%
c17 1018 1,758 446 25.4% w2 9800 0 0 0.0%
C18 1016 1,789 513 28.7% W3 1147 1,411 1,193 84.5%
c19 1029 2,607 499 19.1% W4 1003.07 1,221 932 76.3%
C20 1030 1,248 683 54.7% W5 1003.08 1,245 370 29.7%
21 1035 1,749 1,029 58.8% we 1005 2,163 1,204 55.7%
C22 1031 1,753 936 53.4% W7 1003.06 1,606 667 41.5%
C23 1034 1,818 1,039 57.2% w8 1006 2,096 1,257 60.0%
C24 1032 2,199 1,043 47.4% W9 1027.02 1,087 506 46.6%
C25 1033 2,019 739 36.6% W10 1026 1,384 705 50.9%
ETt 1101.03 3 3 100.0% W11 1027.01 1,593 854 53.6%
E2 1148 1,216 1,141 93.8% W12 1028.01 1,712 1,191 69.6%
E3 1014 1,323 30 2.3% W13 1028.02 1,243 621 50.0%
E4 1036 1,005 789 78.5% W14t 1145 18 9 50.0%
E5 1041 1,094 867 79.3%

1 Map and table data for Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 represent estimates for the tract area within the city boundary only. The adjusted tract area is shown on the
map. The full geography of these tracts extends beyond the city boundary and is not mapped here. E1 and W1 are included in table data only.

Source: Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 2010-2018 Subcounty Estimates
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Race and Ethnicity

Topline

The racial composition of Salt Lake City is changing, primarily
in geographic distribution. The Asian share of population
increased city wide. Hispanic populations decreased as a share
in tracts within the Central City and Glendale areas, while
increasing in the Avenues and Sugarhouse. The Black or African-
American population decreased as a share in tracts in Ballpark,
but grew in Capitol Hill and Glendale.

Detail

The only racial group to experience a significant increase in
share at the city level was the Asian population, primarily in
the Downtown area. Significant changes were seen at the city
council district level for the non-Hispanic White, non-Hispanic
Black or African American, non-Hispanic Asian, and Hispanic
populations. Those changes are detailed below.

In these data, minorities are defined as all who identify
themselves as Hispanic, non-white, or mixed race. City-wide, the
minority share of population remained at just over one-third
of the population between the two estimate periods. Council
Districts 5 and 6 experienced shifts in minority population
shares, with District 6 (which includes the University of Utah)
increasing by 4.1 percentage points and District 5 decreasing
by 5.8 percentage points. In the 2013-2017 estimates, Council
Districts 1and 2 both have nearly two-thirds of their populations
identifying with a minority group. The tracts with the largest
increase in minority population were W7, C9, and C12.

Hispanic Population

Council Districts 2 and 4 both experienced significant
decreases in their Hispanic populations across the two estimate
periods. For District 2, the Hispanic population decreased from
53 percent to 47 percent. In District 4, the share decreased from
15 percent to 12 percent.

Twelve tracts experienced significant changes in the Hispanic
share of population - seven increased while the remaining five
decreased. The tracts that experienced declines (C14, C6, W14,
C10, C15), ranged from a decrease of 5.7 to 22.1 percentage
points. The tracts with increases (E7, C25, E1, C7, C12, C8, WT1)
ranged from 3.4 to 15.2 percentage points.

Non-Hispanic Asian Population

Citywide, the Asian share of population increased from
4.2 percent to 5.3 percent. Council District 1 experienced a 2
percentage point increase in the share of Asian population,
increasing from 3.1 percent to 5.1 percent. Although not

statistically significant, Council District 6's population is
estimated to have increased to 9.1 percent which is the highest
in the city.

Eight tracts had significant changes in share — three decreased
and five increased. Tracts C18, C24, and C19 all declined, with
C24 and C19 ending with shares less than 1 percent. Three of
the tracts with increases (E11, W4, and C9) had increases of over
6 percentage points. Tracts E13 and C10 increased from 0.4
percent to over 3 and 4 percent, respectively.

Non-Hispanic Black or African-American Population

Citywide, the Black or African-American share of population
decreased from 2.7 percent to 1.9 percent. Council Districts
5 and 6 experienced significant decreases in the share of
population, with District 5 decreasing from 5.3 percent to .8
percent and District 6 decreasing from .8 percent to .2 percent.

Seven tracts experienced changes in share - three decreased
and four increased. Tracts C19 and W6 experienced the largest
decreases. C19 decreased by 10.2 percentage points, while
W6 decreased by 6.9 percentage points. Tracts W13 and C11
experienced the largest increases, with both tracts having
over 9 percent of the population identifying as Black or African
American in the 2013-2017 estimate period.

Non-Hispanic White Population

The share of non-Hispanic White residents in Council Districts
2 and 5increased, while the shares decreased in Council Districts
1 and 6. As mentioned above, Districts 1 and 2 are minority-
majority districts, with both districts having around 34 percent
of the population identify as non-Hispanic White.

Eighteen tracts experienced significant changes in share,
with 10 increasing and 8 decreasing. Five tracts experienced
decreases of more than 10 percentage points (W6, C12, W1,
W7, C9). Four tracts experienced increases of more than 10
percentage points (C23, W12, C19, C10).

The following set of maps (Figures 8 through 15)
and tabular data (Tables 8 through 15) show the resident
population by race, ethnicity, and minority status of the census
tracts and city council districts within Salt Lake City. The data
presented compares the 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 American
Community Survey 5-Year estimates.
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Share of Population by Race and Ethnicity for Salt Lake City and City Council Districts, 2013-2017 5-Year
American Community Survey Estimates

City Council District

Salt Lake City 4
Minority 34.1% 65.5% 65.7% 17.1% 27.5% 23.5% 18.8% 14.3%
NH Black or African American 1.9% 3.0% 3.8% 1.2% 3.5% 0.8% 0.2% 1.0%
NH American Indian or Alaska Native 1.1% 0.9% 1.7% 0.3% 1.2% 3.1% 0.2% 0.4%
NH Asian 5.3% 5.1% 5.4% 3.4% 7.7% 1.7% 9.1% 3.8%
NH Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 1.7% 4.6% 4.7% 0.2% 0.3% 0.6% 0.9% 0.4%
NH Some other race and two or more 2.7% 2.8% 3.3% 3.0% 3.3% 2.7% 2.5% 1.6%
Hispanic 21.3% 49.0% 46.8% 9.0% 11.5% 14.7% 6.0% 7.1%
NH White 65.9% 34.5% 34.3% 82.9% 72.5% 76.5% 81.2% 85.7%

NH: Non-Hispanic
Source: 2013-2017 5-year American Community Survey Estimate. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute
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Figure 8: Non-Hispanic White Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 8: Non-Hispanic White Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 s
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 124,203 66.5% | 127,943 65.9% -0.6 City Council 4 19,501 71.9% 20,403 72.5% 0.6
City Council 1 12,647 40.8% 11,810 34.5% -63 * City Council 5 17,009 70.7% 19,473 76.5% 58 *
City Council 2 7,475 30.1% 8,467 34.3% 42 * City Council 6 23,045 85.3% 22,389 81.2% -41 *
City Council 3 20,403 83.3% 20,949 82.9% -0.4 City Council 7 23,381 85.8% 24,054 85.7% -0.1

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
(@] 1002 842 71.2% 1106 78.7% 75 * E6 1042 5920 88.1% 5321 84.0% -4.1

2 1001 869 65.3% 1062 62.8% -2.5 E7 1037 2727 95.9% 2240 91.2% -4.7

c3 1007 2330 76.5% 2509 82.9% 63 * E8 1040 3062 87.8% 2933 83.7% -4 *
c4 1010 2859 92.2% 2795 89.4% -2.8 E9 1038 2329 85.5% 2156 86.2% 0.7

c5 1008 1934 80.5% 2104 83.0% 25 E10 1039 3539 88.4% 3439 81.8% -6.6

c6 1011.02 3000 80.0% 3140 85.7% 5.7 E11 1043 2520 89.0% 2358 81.0% -8.0

c7 1011.01 1849 88.9% 1668 83.6% -5.3 E121 1114 3765 53.4% 3291 49.6% -3.8

c8 1012 3317 87.2% 3493 82.0% -5.2 E13 1049 2617 80.7% 2641 78.5% -2.2

c9 1025 2033 74.3% 1903 57.3% -170 * E14 1141 2093 86.5% 2373 89.5% 3.0
c10 1140 1086 59.9% 1552 81.0% 211 % E15 1047 4330 89.1% 4829 89.5% 0.4
C11 1021 956 70.3% 1121 73.3% 3.0 E16 1044 1979 91.5% 1803 93.0% 1.5
c12 1019 1857 81.2% 1748 68.8% -124 % E17 1048 4222 86.6% 4558 88.0% 1.5
c13 1017 2275 75.4% 2655 71.0% -4.4 E18t 1103 4759 89.3% 5216 92.2% 3.0
c14 1015 2448 73.5% 2401 81.0% 75 * E19t 1102 5114 93.6% 4811 91.0% -2.6
C15 1023 1556 53.8% 1656 62.8% 90 * E201 1118.02 2015 79.3% 1834 74.8% -4.5
c16 1020 1562 58.2% 1604 67.1% 20 * W1+t 1139.06 3216 78.9% 2662 66.0% -13.0 *
c17 1018 2817 84.2% 2577 78.3% -5.9 w2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 2911 79.4% 3186 83.4% 39 W3 1147 2487 53.7% 2391 48.9% -4.9
c19 1029 1994 48.0% 3120 64.1% 162 * W4 1003.07 1501 29.6% 1336 24.3% -5.2
C20 1030 1735 62.2% 2165 67.9% 5.7 W5 1003.08 1358 33.1% 1186 27.7% -5.3
21 1035 3548 92.2% 3557 88.7% -3.4 wé 1005 2885 51.4% 2731 41.1% -103 *
C22 1031 2874 67.4% 3302 71.9% 45 w7 1003.06 2038 38.4% 1296 24.8% -136 *
C23 1034 3325 73.8% 3652 84.2% 104 * w8 1006 2378 38.0% 2870 37.3% -0.7 *
C24 1032 3533 78.8% 3677 82.4% 3.6 w9 1027.02 1019 29.2% 850 21.1% -8.0
C25 1033 3291 79.4% 3336 80.9% 1.5 W10 1026 1496 33.1% 1497 38.6% 5.5
E1t 1101.03 3222 92.0% 3307 88.4% -3.5 W11 1027.01 1561 29.6% 1574 31.4% 1.8

E2 1148 3403 89.7% 3072 86.1% -3.6 W12 1028.01 1853 28.1% 2725 42.5% 144 *
E3 1014 2876 63.1% 3325 62.1% -1.0 W13 1028.02 1546 31.2% 1821 33.9% 2.7

E4 1036 2367 95.1% 2298 86.8% -84 * W14+ 1145 2713 44.4% 3015 42.3% -2.2

E5 1041 2554 87.7% 2833 91.7% 41 *

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 9: Non-Hispanic Black or African American Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 9: Non-Hispanic Black or African American Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 4,969 2.7% 3,776 1.9% -0.7 * City Council 4 614 2.3% 994 3.5% 1.3
City Council 1 1,419 4.6% 1,011 3.0% -1.6 City Council 5 1,275 5.3% 196 0.8% -45 *
City Council 2 460 1.9% 937 3.8% 19 City Council 6 205 0.8% 54 0.2% -06 *
City Council 3 532 2.2% 305 1.2% -1.0 City Council 7 441 1.6% 271 1.0% -0.7

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

e | (o 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e s | s 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
(@] 1002 64 5.4% 44 3.1% -2.3 E6 1042 78 1.2% 0 0.0% -1.2
2 1001 0 0.0% 60 3.6% 36 % E7 1037 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c3 1007 116 3.8% 80 2.6% -1.2 E8 1040 68 2.0% 18 0.5% -1.4
c4 1010 11 0.4% 38 1.2% 0.9 E9 1038 46 1.7% 23 0.9% -0.8
c5 1008 77 3.2% 16 0.6% -2.6 E10 1039 10 0.2% 0 0.0% -0.2
C6 | 1011.02 97 2.6% 0 0.0% -2.6 E11 1043 0 0.0% 35 1.2% 1.2
C7 1 1011.01 145 7.0% 58 2.9% -4.1 E12t 1114 85 1.2% 234 3.5% 23
c8 1012 1 0.0% 9 0.2% 0.2 E13 1049 177 5.5% 93 2.8% -2.7
c9 1025 92 3.4% 121 3.6% 0.3 E14 1141 54 2.2% 10 0.4% -1.9
c10 1140 149 8.2% 43 2.2% -6.0 E15 1047 0 0.0% 48 0.9% 0.9
c1 1021 9 0.7% 137 9.0% 83 * E16 1044 0 0.0% 5 0.3% 0.3
c12 1019 78 3.4% 177 7.0% 3.6 E17 1048 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
13 1017 26 0.9% 111 3.0% 2.1 E18t 1103 0 0.0% 98 1.7% 1.7
14 1015 58 1.7% 920 3.0% 1.3 E19t 1102 4 0.1% 0 0.0% -0.1
Cc15 1023 86 3.0% 250 9.5% 6.5 E201 | 1118.02 37 1.5% 5 0.2% -1.3
c16 1020 88 3.3% 9 0.4% -29 W1+t | 1139.06 36 0.9% 8 0.2% -0.7
c17 1018 1 0.0% 11 0.3% 0.3 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 27 0.7% 45 1.2% 0.4 W3 1147 150 3.2% 84 1.7% -1.5
c19 1029 468 11.3% 52 1.1% -102 * W4 | 1003.07 340 6.7% 257 4.7% -2.0
C20 1030 154 5.5% 96 3.0% -2.5 W5 | 1003.08 278 6.8% 322 7.5% 0.8
C21 1035 100 2.6% 0 0.0% -2.6 W6 1005 385 6.9% 0 0.0% -69 *
C22 1031 77 1.8% 0 0.0% -1.8 % W7 | 1003.06 130 2.5% 246 4.7% 23
c23 1034 476 10.6% 7 0.2% -10.4 w8 1006 136 2.2% 102 1.3% -0.8
C24 1032 0 0.0% 41 0.9% 0.9 W9 | 1027.02 0 0.0% 77 1.9% 1.9
C25 1033 164 4.0% 57 1.4% -2.6 W10 1026 119 2.6% 104 2.7% 0.0
E1t| 1101.03 0 0.0% 39 1.0% 1.0 W11 | 1027.01 195 3.7% 192 3.8% 0.1
E2 1148 21 0.6% 0 0.0% -0.6 W12 | 1028.01 50 0.8% 36 0.6% -0.2
E3 1014 49 1.1% 36 0.7% -0.4 W13 | 1028.02 96 1.9% 528 9.8% 79 *
E4 1036 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 W14+ 1145 25 0.4% 215 3.0% 26 *
E5 1041 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 10: Non-Hispanic American Indian and Alaska Native Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 10: Non-Hispanic American Indian and Alaska Native Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 1,849 1.0% 2,116 1.1% 0.1 City Council 4 401 1.5% 335 1.2% -0.3
City Council 1 209 0.7% 321 0.9% 0.3 City Council 5 329 1.4% 797 3.1% 1.8
City Council 2 512 2.1% 431 1.7% -0.3 City Council 6 92 0.3% 46 0.2% -0.2
City Council 3 127 0.5% 75 0.3% -0.2 City Council 7 173 0.6% 111 0.4% -0.2

Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
(@] 1002 0 0.0% 5 0.4% 0.4 E6 1042 0 0.0% 23 0.4% 0.4
2 1001 0 0.0% 33 2.0% 2.0 E7 1037 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c3 1007 15 0.5% 0 0.0% -0.5 E8 1040 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c4 1010 12 0.4% 0 0.0% -0.4 E9 1038 20 0.7% 0 0.0% -0.7
c5 1008 7 0.3% 0 0.0% -0.3 E10 1039 10 0.2% 8 0.2% -0.1
c6 1011.02 80 2.1% 21 0.6% -1.6 E11 1043 0 0.0% 23 0.8% 0.8
c7 1011.01 12 0.6% 0 0.0% -0.6 E121 1114 0 0.0% 85 1.3% 1.3
c8 1012 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 E13 1049 79 2.4% 9 0.3% -2.2
c9 1025 17 0.6% 0 0.0% -0.6 E14 1141 7 0.3% 24 0.9% 0.6
c10 1140 85 4.7% 20 1.0% -3.6 E15 1047 0 0.0% 25 0.5% 0.5
(@ 1021 70 5.2% 70 4.6% -0.6 E16 1044 24 1.1% 0 0.0% -1.1
c12 1019 26 1.1% 30 1.2% 0.0 E17 1048 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
ci13 1017 4 0.1% 12 0.3% 0.2 E18% 1103 7 0.1% 0 0.0% -0.1
c14 1015 30 0.9% 0 0.0% -0.9 E19t 1102 0 0.0% 82 1.6% 1.6
c15 1023 79 2.7% 203 7.7% 5.0 E201 1118.02 14 0.6% 19 0.8% 0.2
c16 1020 13 0.5% 0 0.0% -0.5 W1+t 1139.06 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c17 1018 38 1.1% 0 0.0% -1.1 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
ci18 1016 39 1.1% 0 0.0% -1.1 W3 1147 25 0.5% 37 0.8% 0.2
c19 1029 20 0.5% 442 9.1% 86 * W4 1003.07 136 2.7% 177 3.2% 0.5
C20 1030 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 W5 1003.08 7 0.2% 41 1.0% 0.8
21 1035 1 0.0% 108 2.7% 2.7 W6 1005 1 0.0% 23 0.3% 0.3
C22 1031 243 5.7% 103 2.2% -3.5 w7 1003.06 36 0.7% 9 0.2% -0.5
C23 1034 23 0.5% 124 2.9% 23 w8 1006 4 0.1% 34 0.4% 0.4
24 1032 42 0.9% 20 0.4% -0.5 w9 1027.02 13 0.4% 310 7.7% 73 *
C25 1033 43 1.0% 30 0.7% -0.3 W10 1026 36 0.8% 60 1.5% 0.8
E1t 1101.03 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 W11 1027.01 200 3.8% 54 1.1% -2.7
E2 1148 1 0.0% 16 0.4% 0.4 W12 1028.01 32 0.5% 0 0.0% -0.5
E3 1014 82 1.8% 15 0.3% -1.5 W13 1028.02 231 4.7% 7 0.1% -4.5
E4 1036 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 W14+ 1145 59 1.0% 28 0.4% -0.6
E5 1041 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 11: Non-Hispanic Asian Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 11: Non-Hispanic Asian Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 7,931 4.2% 10,216 5.3% 1.0 * City Council 4 1,597 5.9% 2,180 7.7% 1.9
City Council 1 965 3.1% 1,753 5.1% 20 * City Council 5 652 2.7% 428 1.7% -1.0
City Council 2 918 3.7% 1,335 5.4% 1.7 City Council 6 1,879 7.0% 2,505 9.1% 2.1
City Council 3 957 3.9% 869 3.4% -0.5 City Council 7 870 3.2% 1,053 3.8% 0.6

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
(@] 1002 176 14.9% 95 6.8% -8.1 E6 1042 409 6.1% 648 10.2% 4.1
2 1001 45 3.4% 22 1.3% -2.1 E7 1037 23 0.8% 44 1.8% 1.0
c3 1007 75 2.5% 64 2.1% -04 E8 1040 69 2.0% 135 3.9% 1.9
c4 1010 89 2.9% 39 1.2% -1.6 E9 1038 133 4.9% 156 6.2% 1.4
c5 1008 87 3.6% 102 4.0% 0.4 E10 1039 161 4.0% 113 2.7% -1.3
c6 1011.02 92 2.5% 151 4.1% 1.7 E11 1043 129 4.6% 325 11.2% 6.6 *
c7 1011.01 19 0.9% 44 2.2% 1.3 E121 1114 854 12.1% 1046 15.8% 3.6
c8 1012 177 4.7% 139 3.3% -1.4 E13 1049 14 0.4% 107 3.2% 27 *
c9 1025 102 3.7% 574 17.3% 135 * E14 1141 100 4.1% 33 1.2% -2.9
c10 1140 8 0.4% 83 4.3% 39 * E15 1047 39 0.8% 94 1.7% 0.9
(@ 1021 105 7.7% 38 2.5% -5.2 E16 1044 48 2.2% 36 1.9% -0.4
c12 1019 113 4.9% 176 6.9% 20 E17 1048 310 6.4% 156 3.0% -3.3
c13 1017 335 11.1% 461 12.3% 1.2 E18% 1103 101 1.9% 32 0.6% -1.3
c14 1015 295 8.9% 187 6.3% -2.5 E19t 1102 58 1.1% 39 0.7% -0.3
c15 1023 90 3.1% 139 5.3% 2.2 E201 1118.02 160 6.3% 93 3.8% -2.5
c16 1020 929 3.7% 175 7.3% 3.6 W1+t 1139.06 42 1.0% 47 1.2% 0.1
c17 1018 155 4.6% 259 7.9% 3.2 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 295 8.1% 88 2.3% 5.7 * W3 1147 295 6.4% 240 4.9% -1.5
c19 1029 165 4.0% 42 0.9% -3 0 * W4 1003.07 134 2.6% 517 9.4% 68 *
C20 1030 80 2.9% 100 3.1% 0.3 W5 1003.08 98 2.4% 279 6.5% 4.1
21 1035 46 1.2% 43 1.1% -0.1 W6 1005 149 2.7% 306 4.6% 2.0
c22 1031 83 1.9% 42 0.9% -1.0 w7 1003.06 206 3.9% 192 3.7% -0.2
c23 1034 99 2.2% 167 3.8% 1.7 w8 1006 83 1.3% 219 2.8% 1.5
24 1032 179 4.0% 34 0.8% -32 ¥ w9 1027.02 79 2.3% 190 4.7% 2.5
C25 1033 97 2.3% 146 3.5% 1.2 W10 1026 126 2.8% 167 4.3% 1.5
E1t 1101.03 132 3.8% 57 1.5% -2.2 W11 1027.01 78 1.5% 275 5.5% 4.0
E2 1148 197 5.2% 213 6.0% 0.8 W12 1028.01 288 4.4% 247 3.9% -0.5
E3 1014 1078 23.7% 1321 24.7% 1.0 W13 1028.02 347 7.0% 456 8.5% 1.5
E4 1036 30 1.2% 75 2.8% 1.6 W14+ 1145 510 8.4% 927 13.0% 4.6
E5 1041 109 3.7% 169 5.5% 1.7

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 29



Figure 12: Non-Hispanic Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 12: Non-Hispanic Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 3,590 1.9% 3,370 1.7% -0.2 City Council 4 133 0.5% 79 0.3% -0.2
City Council 1 1,162 3.8% 1,573 4.6% 0.8 City Council 5 139 0.6% 145 0.6% 0.0
City Council 2 1,678 6.8% 1,154 4.7% -2.1 City Council 6 65 0.2% 249 0.9% 0.7
City Council 3 30 0.1% 47 0.2% 0.1 City Council 7 378 1.4% 123 0.4% -0.9

Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

e | (o 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e s | s 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e

Code  Tract : Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
(@] 1002 22 1.9% 0 0.0% -1.9 E6 1042 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
2 1001 6 0.5% 7 0.4% 0.0 E7 1037 25 0.9% 0 0.0% -0.9
c3 1007 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 E8 1040 8 0.2% 0 0.0% -0.2
c4 1010 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 E9 1038 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c5 1008 2 0.1% 14 0.6% 0.5 E10 1039 0 0.0% 213 5.1% 5.1
(@3) 1011.02 0 0.0% 17 0.5% 0.5 E11 1043 18 0.6% 0 0.0% -0.6
c7 1011.01 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 E121 1114 0 0.0% 144 2.2% 2.2
c8 1012 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 E13 1049 0 0.0% 120 3.6% 3.6
c9 1025 27 1.0% 0 0.0% -1.0 E14 1141 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c10 1140 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 E15 1047 161 3.3% 0 0.0% -3.3
cn 1021 0 0.0% 5 0.3% 0.3 E16 1044 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c12 1019 0 0.0% 1 0.0% 0.0 E17 1048 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c13 1017 0 0.0% 47 1.3% 1.3 E18% 1103 219 4.1% 0 0.0% 41 *
c14 1015 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 E19t 1102 22 0.4% 0 0.0% -0.4
Cci15 1023 32 1.1% 0 0.0% -1.1 E201 1118.02 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c16 1020 62 2.3% 0 0.0% -23 W1+t 1139.06 64 1.6% 116 2.9% 1.3
c17 1018 0 0.0% 26 0.8% 0.8 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 12 0.3% 0 0.0% -0.3 W3 1147 163 3.5% 76 1.6% -2.0
c19 1029 13 2.7% 31 0.6% -2.1 W4 1003.07 182 3.6% 546 10.0% 6.4
C20 1030 19 0.7% 0 0.0% -0.7 W5 1003.08 135 3.3% 140 3.3% 0.0
C21 1035 0 0.0% 3 0.1% 0.1 W6 1005 16 0.3% 0 0.0% -0.3
Cc22 1031 7 0.2% 83 1.8% 1.6 w7 1003.06 423 8.0% 595 11.4% 34
23 1034 0 0.0% 28 0.6% 0.6 w8 1006 243 3.9% 216 2.8% -1.1
C24 1032 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 W9 1027.02 0 0.0% 51 1.3% 1.3
C25 1033 199 4.8% 3 0.1% -47 ¥ W10 1026 395 8.7% 109 2.8% -5.9
E1t 1101.03 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 W11 1027.01 411 7.8% 305 6.1% -1.7
E2 1148 0 0.0% 9 0.3% 0.3 W12 1028.01 283 4.3% 14 0.2% -41 %
E3 1014 32 0.7% 36 0.7% 0.0 W13 1028.02 589 11.9% 675 12.6% 0.7
E4 1036 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 W14+ 1145 234 3.8% 393 5.5% 1.7
E5 1041 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 13: Non-Hispanic Some Other Race and Two or More Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

Change in Share (in Percentage Points) CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS
I 551025 | [12t030

- 24100.0 - 3.1t064

|:| 0.1to0 1.1

'////A Statistically Significant Change
|:| Salt Lake City Boundary

North
et
w2
Salt Lake City
T s 1 E:,.r' o i
Int'l Airport .__..I:_.ril';.- li-
| = -
i ai ]t u B
ws g .
w7 P |
| [«
o | B
_m_ = d c12 C13 c14
w11 c10 c1s c18
W12 c21 E4
R —
w14
ci9 c22 c23 7 £
w13 /
c24 c25 B9 E10 ‘
S E11
E14
o0
E16
E12 (| E13 E15 \.
e
E17
SN E19
9
E2
1:115,402
[ ee—]
0 1 2
Miles

Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 13: Non-Hispanic Some Other Race and Two or More Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 4,191 2.2% 5,328 2.7% 0.5 City Council 4 837 3.1% 939 3.3% 03
City Council 1 718 2.3% 971 2.8% 0.5 City Council 5 571 2.4% 678 2.7% 0.3
City Council 2 532 2.1% 816 3.3% 1.2 City Council 6 544 2.0% 694 2.5% 0.5
City Council 3 522 2.1% 751 3.0% 0.8 City Council 7 461 1.7% 459 1.6% -0.1

Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

e | (o 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e s | s 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
(@] 1002 37 3.1% 54 3.8% 0.7 E6 1042 182 2.7% 120 1.9% -0.8
2 1001 51 3.8% 52 3.1% -0.8 E7 1037 17 0.6% 44 1.8% 1.2
c3 1007 23 0.8% 51 1.7% 0.9 E8 1040 67 1.9% 87 2.5% 0.6
c4 1010 66 2.1% 106 3.4% 1.3 E9 1038 40 1.5% 26 1.0% -0.4
c5 1008 48 2.0% 80 3.2% 1.2 E10 1039 38 0.9% 104 2.5% 1.5
(@3) 1011.02 35 0.9% 129 3.5% 2.6 E11 1043 0 0.0% 26 0.9% 0.9
c7 1011.01 0 0.0% 70 3.5% 3.5 E121 1114 129 1.8% 157 2.4% 0.5
c8 1012 166 4.4% 73 1.7% -2.6 E13 1049 36 1.1% 23 0.7% -04
c9 1025 102 3.7% 124 3.7% 0.0 E14 1141 22 0.9% 52 2.0% 1.1
c10 1140 4 0.2% 40 2.1% 1.9 E15 1047 55 1.1% 34 0.6% -0.5
cn 1021 0 0.0% 35 2.3% 23 * E16 1044 91 4.2% 76 3.9% -0.3
c12 1019 70 3.1% 74 2.9% -0.1 E17 1048 64 1.3% 51 1.0% -0.3
c13 1017 129 4.3% 161 4.3% 0.0 E18% 1103 0 0.0% 84 1.5% 1.5 *
c14 1015 138 4.1% 133 4.5% 0.3 E19t 1102 64 1.2% 24 0.5% -0.7
Cci15 1023 48 1.7% 60 2.3% 0.6 E201 1118.02 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c16 1020 202 7.5% 49 2.1% -5.5 W1+t 1139.06 147 3.6% 27 0.7% -29
c17 1018 88 2.6% 130 3.9% 1.3 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 56 1.5% 133 3.5% 2.0 W3 1147 101 2.2% 210 4.3% 2.1
c19 1029 63 1.5% 217 4.5% 29 W4 1003.07 231 4.5% 162 3.0% -1.6
C20 1030 185 6.6% 131 4.1% -2.5 W5 1003.08 82 2.0% 152 3.6% 1.6
C21 1035 56 1.5% 52 1.3% -0.2 W6 1005 30 0.5% 223 3.4% 28 *
22 1031 47 1.1% 82 1.8% 0.7 w7 1003.06 225 4.2% 224 4.3% 0.0
23 1034 167 3.7% 78 1.8% -1.9 w8 1006 49 0.8% 0 0.0% -0.8
C24 1032 53 1.2% 118 2.6% 1.5 w9 1027.02 23 0.7% 94 2.3% 1.7
C25 1033 153 3.7% 171 4.1% 0.5 W10 1026 38 0.8% 282 7.3% 64 *
E1t 1101.03 36 1.0% 38 1.0% 0.0 W11 1027.01 166 3.1% 171 3.4% 0.3
E2 1148 96 2.5% 136 3.8% 1.3 W12 1028.01 232 3.5% 154 2.4% -1.1
E3 1014 64 1.4% 264 4.9% 35 * W13 1028.02 73 1.5% 115 2.1% 0.7
E4 1036 29 1.2% 66 2.5% 1.3 W14+ 1145 39 0.6% 197 2.8% 2.1
E5 1041 147 5.0% 9 0.3% -48 *

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 14: Hispanic or Latino Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 14: Hispanic or Latino Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 40,007 214% | 41,439 21.3% -0.1 City Council 4 4,052 14.9% 3,225 11.5% -35 ¥
City Council 1 13,856 44.7% 16,765 49.0% 43 City Council 5 4,074 16.9% 3,740 14.7% -2.2
City Council 2 13,253 53.4% 11,567 46.8% 66 * City Council 6 1,182 4.4% 1,647 6.0% 1.6
City Council 3 1,919 7.8% 2,280 9.0% 1.2 City Council 7 1,556 5.7% 1,992 7.1% 1.4

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

e | (o 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e s | s 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
(@] 1002 41 3.5% 101 7.2% 3.7 E6 1042 133 2.0% 222 3.5% 1.5
2 1001 359 27.0% 454 26.9% -0.1 E7 1037 51 1.8% 127 5.2% 34 *
c3 1007 485 15.9% 324 10.7% -5.2 E8 1040 213 6.1% 330 9.4% 33
c4 1010 64 2.1% 147 4.7% 2.6 E9 1038 156 5.7% 140 5.6% -0.1
c5 1008 248 10.3% 220 8.7% -1.6 E10 1039 244 6.1% 326 7.8% 1.7
(@3) 1011.02 447 11.9% 208 5.7% 6.2 * E11 1043 165 5.8% 144 4.9% -0.9
c7 1011.01 56 2.7% 156 7.8% 51 * E121 1114 2218 31.5% 1681 25.3% -6.1
c8 1012 145 3.8% 548 12.9% 9.0 * E13 1049 319 9.8% 371 11.0% 1.2
c9 1025 364 13.3% 601 18.1% 4.8 E14 1141 143 5.9% 160 6.0% 0.1
c10 1140 481 26.5% 179 9.3% -17.2 % E15 1047 274 5.6% 364 6.7% 1.1
1 1021 219 16.1% 123 8.0% -8.1 E16 1044 20 0.9% 19 1.0% 0.1
c12 1019 143 6.3% 335 13.2% 6.9 * E17 1048 282 5.8% 414 8.0% 2.2
c13 1017 250 8.3% 293 7.8% -04 E18% 1103 246 4.6% 225 4.0% -0.6
c14 1015 363 10.9% 154 5.2% 5.7 % E19t 1102 204 3.7% 331 6.3% 2.5
Cci15 1023 1000 34.6% 329 12.5% -22.1 % E201 1118.02 315 12.4% 502 20.5% 8.1
c16 1020 660 24.6% 552 23.1% -1.5 W1+t 1139.06 570 14.0% 1176 29.1% 152 *
c17 1018 248 7.4% 289 8.8% 14 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 324 8.8% 370 9.7% 0.8 W3 1147 1408 30.4% 1855 37.9% 7.5
c19 1029 1334 32.1% 960 19.7% -124 W4 1003.07 2553 50.3% 2492 45.4% -4.9
C20 1030 617 22.1% 697 21.9% -0.3 W5 1003.08 2146 52.3% 2154 50.4% -1.9
C21 1035 99 2.6% 245 6.1% 35 wé 1005 2143 38.2% 3358 50.6% 124
Cc22 1031 931 21.8% 980 21.3% -0.5 w7 1003.06 2244 42.3% 2657 50.9% 8.6
23 1034 416 9.2% 283 6.5% -2.7 w8 1006 3362 53.7% 4249 55.3% 1.5
C24 1032 677 15.1% 575 12.9% -2.2 w9 1027.02 2361 67.6% 2451 60.9% -6.6
C25 1033 197 4.8% 380 9.2% 45 * W10 1026 2310 51.1% 1660 42.8% -8.3
E1t 1101.03 114 3.3% 299 8.0% 47 * W11 1027.01 2665 50.5% 2449 48.8% -1.7
E2 1148 74 2.0% 122 3.4% 1.5 W12 1028.01 3845 58.4% 3234 50.5% -8.0
E3 1014 376 8.3% 356 6.7% -1.6 W13 1028.02 2072 41.8% 1773 33.0% -8.8
E4 1036 62 2.5% 209 7.9% 54 W14+ 1145 2524 41.3% 2356 33.0% -83 *
E5 1041 103 3.5% 77 2.5% -1.0

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 15: Minority Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 15: Minority Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 s
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 62,537 33.5% 66,245 34.1% 0.6 City Council 4 7,634 28.1% 7,752 27.5% -0.6
City Council 1 18,329 59.2% 22,394 65.5% 6.3 City Council 5 7,040 29.3% 5,984 23.5% -58 *
City Council 2 17,353 69.9% 16,240 65.7% -4.2 City Council 6 3,967 14.7% 5,195 18.8% 41 *
City Council 3 4,087 16.7% 4,327 17.1% 0.4 City Council 7 3,879 14.2% 4,009 14.3% 0.1

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
(@] 1002 340 28.8% 299 21.3% -7.5 E6 1042 802 11.9% 1013 16.0% 4.1

2 1001 461 34.7% 628 37.2% 25 E7 1037 116 4.1% 215 8.8% 47 *
c3 1007 714 23.5% 519 17.1% -6.3 E8 1040 425 12.2% 570 16.3% 41

c4 1010 242 7.8% 330 10.6% 2.8 E9 1038 395 14.5% 345 13.8% -0.7

c5 1008 469 19.5% 432 17.0% -2.5 E10 1039 463 11.6% 764 18.2% 6.6

c6 1011.02 751 20.0% 526 14.3% -5.7 E11 1043 312 11.0% 553 19.0% 80 *
c7 1011.01 232 11.1% 328 16.4% 53 E121 1114 3286 46.6% 3347 50.4% 3.8

c8 1012 489 12.8% 769 18.0% 5.2 E13 1049 625 19.3% 723 21.5% 2.2

c9 1025 704 25.7% 1420 42.7% 170 * E14 1141 326 13.5% 279 10.5% -3.0
c10 1140 727 40.1% 365 19.0% -21.1 % E15 1047 529 10.9% 565 10.5% -0.4
(@ 1021 403 29.7% 408 26.7% -3.0 E16 1044 183 8.5% 136 7.0% -1.5
c12 1019 430 18.8% 793 31.2% 124 * E17 1048 656 13.4% 621 12.0% -1.5
ci13 1017 744 24.6% 1085 29.0% 4.4 E18% 1103 573 10.7% 439 7.8% -3.0
c14 1015 884 26.5% 564 19.0% -7.5 E19t 1102 352 6.4% 476 9.0% 2.6
C15 1023 1335 46.2% 981 37.2% 9.0 E201 1118.02 526 20.7% 619 25.2% 4.5
cl16 1020 1124 41.8% 785 32.9% -9.0 W1+t 1139.06 859 21.1% 1374 34.0% 13.0 *
c17 1018 530 15.8% 715 21.7% 5.9 w2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 753 20.6% 636 16.6% -3.9 W3 1147 2142 46.3% 2502 51.1% 4.9
c19 1029 2163 52.0% 1744 35.9% -16.2 * W4 1003.07 3576 70.4% 4151 75.7% 5.2
C20 1030 1055 37.8% 1024 32.1% -5.7 W5 1003.08 2746 66.9% 3088 72.3% 53
21 1035 302 7.8% 451 11.3% 34 wWé 1005 2724 48.6% 3910 58.9% 103
C22 1031 1388 32.6% 1290 28.1% -4.5 w7 1003.06 3264 61.6% 3923 75.2% 136 *
C23 1034 1181 26.2% 687 15.8% -10.4 w8 1006 3877 62.0% 4820 62.7% 0.7
C24 1032 951 21.2% 788 17.6% -3.6 w9 1027.02 2476 70.8% 3173 78.9% 8.0
C25 1033 853 20.6% 787 19.1% -1.5 W10 1026 3024 66.9% 2382 61.4% -5.5
E1t 1101.03 282 8.0% 433 11.6% 3.5 W11 1027.01 3715 70.4% 3446 68.6% -1.8

E2 1148 389 10.3% 496 13.9% 3.6 W12 1028.01 4730 71.9% 3685 57.5% -144 *
E3 1014 1681 36.9% 2028 37.9% 1.0 W13 1028.02 3408 68.8% 3554 66.1% -2.7

E4 1036 121 4.9% 350 13.2% 84 * W14+ 1145 3391 55.6% 4116 57.7% 2.2

E5 1041 359 12.3% 255 8.3% -4.1

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Age

Topline

SaltLake Cityisaging.Mostsignificantchanges were decreases
in the under age 5 shares of population in the eastern part of
the city, school-age shares of population in tracts throughout
Capitol Hill, Downtown and Ballpark, and college-age shares of
population in the Avenues and East Bench areas. The working-
age shares of population increased in tracts in Rose Park and
Glendale, while retirement-age shares of population increased
in Sugarhouse, Glendale, and Downtown.

Detail

This section refers to the population by age groups. School-
age children are 5 through 17 years old. College-age individuals
are 18 through 24 years old. Working-age population includes
individuals 18 through 64 years old. Retirement-age population
includes those 65 years and over.

The median age in Salt Lake City is estimated at 31.9, with
a significant increase from the previous estimate period (31.2
years). Council District 6 is the oldest district at 36.5 years
median age and Council District 2 is the youngest with 29.3
years median age.

Twelve tracts experienced significant changes in share, with
nine tracts experiencing increases in median age and the
remaining three experiencing decreases. Tract E16 had the
largest increase, with median age growing from 31.3 to 40.9.
The youngest tract with a change experienced a decrease —
Tract E14 decreased from 33 to 30.8 years. Eight of the twelve
tracts had median ages higher than Salt Lake City.

Youth Population (0 to 17 years)

At the city level, there was a 1 percentage point decrease in
the share of children under the age of 5. Council Districts 6 and 7
experienced significant decreases, both resulting in 6.5 percent
of the district populations being aged 5 or under. Of the ten tracts
that experienced changes, nine had decreases in their shares of
5 and under population. Only Tract E14 experienced an increase,
resulting in 10 percent of the population being aged 5 or under.

Only one council district experienced a significant change in
the 5-17 year old population. The share of school age population
in Council District 4 decreased from 6.1 percent to 3.8 percent.
Twelve tracts experienced significant changes, with half
decreasing and half increasing. The largest decrease was Tract
C10(10.3 percent to 0) and the largest increase was Tract E20 (8.2
to 14.7 percent). Only one tract that experienced change resulted
in a share of more than 20 percent (W7 at 21.4 percent).

College and Working Age Population (18 to 64)

Only Council District 3 experienced a significant decrease
in the college-age share of population, from 16.8 percent to
13.3 percent. Thirteen tracts experienced a change in college-
age share of population - nine decreasing and four increasing.
The largest increase was Tract C12, increasing from 16.7 to 26.4
percent. The largest decrease was Tract C6, from 22.3 to 10.4
percent.

Citywide, the share of working-age population increased from
53.7 to 55.3 percent. Eight tracts experienced changes, with
five increasing and three decreasing. The largest increases were
Tracts C16 and E12, resulting in 67.3 percent and 57.0 percent
of the population being working-age, respectively. The largest
decrease was Tract W5, decreasing from 48.4 to 39.3 percent.

Retirement Age Population (65 years and older)

Salt Lake City’s retirement age share of population increased
from 9.9 to 10.6 percent, meaning just over one in ten Salt
Lake residents is 65 or over. Council Districts 2 and 3 both had
increases of 1.7 percentage points, resulting in 7.9 and 14.9
percent of their populations being 65 and over, respectively.
Nine tracts experienced significant changes, with the majority
increasing and only two decreasing. Both tracts with decreases
(C24, W6) shrank by just over 7 percentage points, resulting in
14.6 percent and 7.7 percent of the population aged 65 or over,
respectively. The largest increase was in Tract C10, increasing
from 7.7 to 16.4 percent of the population. Tracts E7 and E16
also experienced increases that pushed their share of 65 and
over populations to 11.4 and 14.7, respectively.

The following set of maps (Figures 16 through 21) and tabular
data (Tables 16 through 21) show the population by age groups of
the residents of the census tracts and city council districts within
Salt Lake City. The data presented compares the 2008-2012 and
2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year estimates.
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Share of Population by Age Group Characteristics for Salt Lake City and City Council Districts, 2013-2017 5-Year American

Community Survey Estimates

Salt Lake City

City Council District

Median Age 31.9 29.8 29.3 36.8 30.7 34.0 36.5 323
Under 5 years 6.8% 9.2% 9.8% 4.8% 3.7% 7.1% 6.5% 6.5%
Age5to 17 14.1% 21.3% 22.4% 8.5% 3.8% 12.2% 14.8% 14.2%
Age 18to 24 13.3% 10.9% 9.9% 13.3% 22.0% 9.4% 15.2% 11.9%
Age 25 to 64 55.2% 50.1% 50.0% 58.4% 60.5% 62.1% 49.4% 57.5%
65 years and over 10.6% 8.4% 7.9% 14.9% 10.0% 9.1% 14.2% 9.9%

Source: 2013-2017 5-year American Community Survey Estimate. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute

Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute
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Figure 16: Children Under 5 Years of Age
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

Change in Share (in Percentage Points) CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 16: Children Under 5 Years of Age
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 s
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 14,580 7.8% 13,279 6.8% -1.0 * City Council 4 1,211 4.5% 1,035 3.7% -0.8
City Council 1 2,900 9.4% 3,148 9.2% -0.2 City Council 5 1,722 7.2% 1,801 7.1% -0.1
City Council 2 3,001 12.1% 2,429 9.8% -2.3 City Council 6 2,167 8.0% 1,780 6.5% -1.6 *
City Council 3 1,150 4.7% 1,220 4.8% 0.1 City Council 7 2,318 8.5% 1,816 6.5% -20 *

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

e | (o 2008-2012 2013-2017 s s | e 2008-2012 2013-2017 A e
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
(@ 1002 67 5.7% 67 4.8% -0.9 E6 1042 455 6.8% 366 5.8% -1.0
2 1001 178 13.4% 86 5.1% -83 * E7 1037 122 4.3% 167 6.8% 25
c3 1007 196 6.4% 215 7.1% 0.7 E8 1040 350 10.0% 293 8.4% -1.7
c4 1010 159 5.1% 255 8.2% 3.0 E9 1038 336 12.3% 145 5.8% -6.5 *
c5 1008 119 5.0% 51 2.0% -29 E10 1039 366 9.1% 323 7.7% -1.5
(@3 1011.02 78 2.1% 206 5.6% 3.5 E11 1043 235 8.3% 180 6.2% -2.1
c7 1011.01 46 2.2% 83 4.2% 1.9 E121 1114 1,077 15.3% 819 12.3% -2.9
c8 1012 158 4.2% 88 2.1% -2.1 E13 1049 234 7.2% 262 7.8% 0.6
c9 1025 97 3.5% 186 5.6% 2.1 E14 1141 148 6.1% 264 10.0% 38 *
c10 1140 74 4.1% 26 1.4% -2.7 E15 1047 512 10.5% 235 4.4% -6.2 *
cn 1021 28 2.1% 72 4.7% 26 E16 1044 234 10.8% 103 5.3% -5.5 *
c12 1019 33 1.4% 5 0.2% -1.2 E17 1048 342 7.0% 432 8.3% 1.3
c13 1017 105 3.5% 168 4.5% 1.0 E18t 1103 361 6.8% 551 9.7% 3.0
c14 1015 152 4.6% 103 3.5% -1.1 E191 1102 479 8.8% 430 8.1% -0.6
ci15 1023 115 4.0% 129 4.9% 0.9 E201 1118.02 76 3.0% 165 6.7% 37
cl6 1020 166 6.2% 127 5.3% -0.9 W1+t 1139.06 329 8.1% 380 9.4% 1.3
c17 1018 200 6.0% 50 1.5% -45 * W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 241 6.6% 169 4.4% -2.2 W3 1147 374 8.1% 361 7.4% -0.7
c19 1029 331 8.0% 545 11.2% 3.2 w4 1003.07 467 9.2% 581 10.6% 1.4
C20 1030 148 5.3% 287 9.0% 37 W5 1003.08 486 11.8% 442 10.3% -1.5
C21 1035 212 5.5% 265 6.6% 1.1 w6 1005 350 6.2% 561 8.4% 2.2
c22 1031 388 9.1% 208 4.5% -46 * w7 1003.06 652 12.3% 517 9.9% -24
23 1034 412 9.1% 188 4.3% -48 * w8 1006 571 9.1% 686 8.9% -0.2
C24 1032 231 5.2% 308 6.9% 1.7 w9 1027.02 428 12.2% 388 9.6% -2.6
C25 1033 277 6.7% 195 4.7% -2.0 W10 1026 628 13.9% 315 8.1% -5.8 *
E1t 1101.03 114 3.3% 125 3.3% 0.1 W11 1027.01 764 14.5% 538 10.7% -3.8
E2 1148 149 3.9% 169 4.7% 0.8 W12 1028.01 794 12.1% 608 9.5% -2.6
E3 1014 526 11.5% 276 5.2% -6.4 * W13 1028.02 387 7.8% 580 10.8% 3.0
E4 1036 121 4.9% 100 3.8% -1.1 W14+ 1145 760 12.5% 654 9.2% -3.3
E5 1041 227 7.8% 255 8.3% 0.5

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 17: School-Age Population (5 to 17 years)
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 17: School-Age Population (5 to 17 years)
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 27,515 14.7% 27,397 14.1% -0.6 City Council 4 1,660 6.1% 1,068 3.8% 23 %
City Council 1 6,652 21.5% 7,298 21.3% -0.1 City Council 5 3,278 13.6% 3,117 12.2% -1.4
City Council 2 5,748 23.2% 5,529 22.4% -0.8 City Council 6 4,241 15.7% 4,081 14.8% -0.9
City Council 3 2,376 9.7% 2,139 8.5% -1.2 City Council 7 3,467 12.7% 3,978 14.2% 1.5

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 148 12.5% 168 12.0% -0.6 E6 1042 970 14.4% 844 13.3% -1.1

2 1001 110 8.3% 222 13.1% 49 E7 1037 569 20.0% 384 15.6% -4.4

c3 1007 466 15.3% 224 7.4% -79 * E8 1040 668 19.2% 601 17.2% -2.0

c4 1010 420 13.5% 373 11.9% -1.6 E9 1038 256 9.4% 376 15.0% 56 *
c5 1008 92 3.8% 58 2.3% -1.5 E10 1039 781 19.5% 770 18.3% -1.2

c6 1011.02 11 0.3% 54 1.5% 1.2 E11 1043 306 10.8% 458 15.7% 49 *
c7 1011.01 183 8.8% 134 6.7% -2.1 E121 1114 928 13.2% 782 11.8% -14
(@) 1012 350 9.2% 418 9.8% 0.6 E13 1049 479 14.8% 511 15.2% 0.4

c9 1025 33 1.2% 29 3.0% 1.8 E14 1141 338 14.0% 327 12.3% -1.6
c10 1140 186 10.3% 0 0.0% -103 * E15 1047 610 12.6% 784 14.5% 2.0
(@ 1021 30 2.2% 28 1.8% -0.4 E16 1044 505 23.4% 458 23.6% 0.3
c12 1019 44 1.9% 42 1.7% -0.3 E17 1048 794 16.3% 747 14.4% -1.9
c13 1017 119 3.9% 77 2.1% -1.9 E18% 1103 880 16.5% 917 16.2% -0.3
c14 1015 94 2.8% 120 4.0% 1.2 E19t 1102 9209 16.6% 882 16.7% 0.1
C15 1023 323 11.2% 239 9.1% -2.1 E201 1118.02 209 8.2% 361 14.7% 6.5 *
c16 1020 299 11.1% 124 5.2% -59 * W1+t 1139.06 943 23.1% 784 19.4% -3.7
c17 1018 342 10.2% 156 4.7% -55 * W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 190 5.2% 183 4.8% -04 W3 1147 1,080 23.3% 1,002 20.5% -2.9
c19 1029 644 15.5% 461 9.5% -6.0 * W4 1003.07 1,528 30.1% 1,777 32.4% 23
C20 1030 394 14.1% 428 13.4% -0.7 W5 1003.08 1,092 26.6% 977 22.9% -3.7
21 1035 530 13.8% 397 9.9% -39 * wé 1005 958 17.1% 1,132 17.0% -0.0
C22 1031 502 11.8% 781 17.0% 52 * w7 1003.06 879 16.6% 1,119 21.4% 49 *
C23 1034 654 14.5% 576 13.3% -1.2 w8 1006 1,115 17.8% 1,291 16.8% -1.0
C24 1032 554 12.4% 474 10.6% -1.7 w9 1027.02 1,045 29.9% 1,172 29.1% -0.8
C25 1033 179 4.3% 317 7.7% 34 * W10 1026 925 20.5% 698 18.0% -2.5
E1t 1101.03 798 22.8% 694 18.6% -4.2 W11 1027.01 942 17.9% 1,163 23.2% 53

E2 1148 596 15.7% 488 13.7% -2.0 W12 1028.01 1,578 24.0% 1,313 20.5% -35

E3 1014 296 6.5% 224 4.2% -2.3 W13 1028.02 1,258 25.4% 1,183 22.0% -34

E4 1036 478 19.2% 595 22.5% 33 W14+ 1145 1,258 20.6% 1,646 23.1% 25

E5 1041 479 16.4% 663 21.5% 5.0

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 18: College-Age Population (18 to 24 years)
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 18: College-Age Population (18 to 24 years)
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 25,927 13.9% 25,772 13.3% -0.6 City Council 4 5,468 20.2% 6,190 22.0% 1.8
City Council 1 3,449 11.1% 3,735 10.9% -0.2 City Council 5 2,534 10.5% 2,393 9.4% -1.1
City Council 2 2,671 10.8% 2,443 9.9% -0.9 City Council 6 4,040 15.0% 4,200 15.2% 0.3
City Council 3 4,105 16.8% 3,374 13.3% -34 % City Council 7 3,541 13.0% 3,351 11.9% -1.1

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 105 8.9% 89 6.3% -2.5 E6 1042 620 9.2% 290 4.6% -46 *

2 1001 154 11.6% 337 19.9% 8.4 E7 1037 312 11.0% 132 5.4% -5.6

c3 1007 389 12.8% 405 13.4% 0.6 E8 1040 229 6.6% 278 7.9% 1.4

c4 1010 285 9.2% 215 6.9% -2.3 E9 1038 483 17.7% 391 15.6% -2.1

c5 1008 473 19.7% 545 21.5% 1.8 E10 1039 373 9.3% 525 12.5% 3.2

c6 1011.02 837 22.3% 381 10.4% -11.9 * E11 1043 550 19.4% 286 9.8% 96 *
c7 1011.01 270 13.0% 331 16.6% 3.6 E121 1114 1,255 17.8% 644 9.7% -8.1 *
c8 1012 895 23.5% 594 13.9% 96 * E13 1049 381 11.8% 193 5.7% 6.0 *
c9 1025 460 16.8% 671 20.2% 34 E14 1141 338 14.0% 309 11.7% -2.3
c10 1140 278 15.3% 199 10.4% -5.0 E15 1047 205 4.2% 724 13.4% 9.2 *
(@ 1021 275 20.2% 306 20.0% -0.2 E16 1044 176 8.1% 90 4.6% -35
c12 1019 383 16.7% 670 26.4% 96 * E17 1048 386 7.9% 484 9.3% 1.4
c13 1017 661 21.9% 997 26.7% 4.8 E18% 1103 611 11.5% 260 4.6% 69 *
c14 1015 959 28.8% 764 25.8% -3.0 E19t 1102 522 9.5% 440 8.3% -1.2
C15 1023 409 14.1% 319 12.1% -2.1 E201 1118.02 272 10.7% 247 10.1% -0.6
c16 1020 426 15.9% 338 14.1% -1.7 W1+t 1139.06 281 6.9% 360 8.9% 20
c17 1018 648 19.4% 713 21.7% 23 w2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 969 26.4% 1,213 31.7% 5.3 W3 1147 456 9.9% 396 8.1% -1.8
c19 1029 611 14.7% 737 15.2% 0.5 W4 1003.07 520 10.2% 430 7.8% -24
C20 1030 376 13.5% 133 4.2% 93 * W5 1003.08 431 10.5% 804 18.8% 83 *
21 1035 354 9.2% 445 11.1% 1.9 wé 1005 683 12.2% 607 9.1% -3.0
C22 1031 455 10.7% 285 6.2% -45 * w7 1003.06 814 15.4% 666 12.8% -2.6
C23 1034 399 8.9% 517 11.9% 3.1 w8 1006 545 8.7% 832 10.8% 2.1
C24 1032 339 7.6% 276 6.2% -14 w9 1027.02 234 6.7% 335 8.3% 1.6
C25 1033 1,022 24.7% 874 21.2% -3.5 W10 1026 423 9.4% 464 12.0% 26
E1t 1101.03 122 3.5% 280 7.5% 40 * W11 1027.01 635 12.0% 514 10.2% -1.8

E2 1148 697 18.4% 477 13.4% -5.0 W12 1028.01 741 11.3% 554 8.6% -2.6

E3 1014 2,026 44.5% 2,524 47.2% 2.7 W13 1028.02 638 12.9% 576 10.7% -2.2

E4 1036 179 7.2% 277 10.5% 33 W14+ 1145 561 9.2% 652 9.1% -0.0

E5 1041 301 10.3% 174 5.6% -4.7

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 19: Working-Age Population (25 to 64 years)
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 19: Working-Age Population (25 to 64 years)
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e

Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 100,281 53.7% | 107,129 55.2% 1.5 * City Council 4 16,194 59.7% 17,045 60.5% 0.9
City Council 1 15,230 49.2% 17,140 50.1% 0.9 City Council 5 14,383 59.8% 15,817 62.1% 23
City Council 2 11,869 47.8% 12,364 50.0% 2.2 City Council 6 13,172 48.8% 13,618 49.4% 0.6
City Council 3 13,622 55.6% 14,767 58.4% 2.8 City Council 7 15,262 56.0% 16,128 57.5% 1.5

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 684 57.9% 790 56.2% -1.6 E6 1042 3,255 48.4% 3,208 50.6% 2.2
2 1001 805 60.5% 943 55.8% -4.7 E7 1037 1,647 57.9% 1,492 60.8% 28
c3 1007 1,777 58.4% 1,882 62.2% 38 * E8 1040 1,765 50.6% 1,870 53.4% 2.8
c4 1010 1,857 59.9% 1,890 60.5% 0.6 E9 1038 1,433 52.6% 1,357 54.3% 1.7
c5 1008 1,246 51.9% 1,291 50.9% -0.9 E10 1039 2,083 52.0% 2,138 50.9% -1.2
c6 1011.02 2,146 57.2% 2,301 62.8% 5.6 E11 1043 1,458 51.5% 1,734 59.6% 8.1
c7 1011.01 1,456 70.0% 1,317 66.0% -4.0 E121 1114 3,254 46.1% 3,786 57.0% 109 *
c8 1012 2,018 53.0% 2,662 62.5% 9.4 E13 1049 1,927 59.4% 2,193 65.2% 5.8
c9 1025 1,892 69.1% 2,071 62.3% -68 * E14 1141 1,399 57.8% 1,550 58.4% 0.6
c10 1140 1,135 62.6% 1,378 71.9% 9.3 E15 1047 2,901 59.7% 3,045 56.5% -33
(@ 1021 967 71.2% 1,042 68.1% -3.0 E16 1044 1,052 48.7% 1,003 51.7% 3.1
c12 1019 1,369 59.9% 1,444 56.8% -3.0 E17 1048 2,753 56.4% 2,888 55.8% -0.7
ci13 1017 1,902 63.0% 2,263 60.5% -2.5 E18% 1103 2,763 51.8% 3,181 56.3% 4.4
c14 1015 1,968 59.1% 1,760 59.4% 0.3 E19t 1102 2,839 51.9% 2,839 53.7% 1.8
C15 1023 1,513 52.3% 1,459 55.3% 3.0 E201 1118.02 1,681 66.2% 1,371 55.9% -10.3
c16 1020 1,523 56.7% 1,608 67.3% 106 * W1+t 1139.06 2,159 53.0% 2,103 52.1% -0.9
c17 1018 1,981 59.2% 2,142 65.1% 5.9 w2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 1,944 53.1% 1,878 49.1% -3.9 W3 1147 2,164 46.7% 2,548 52.1% 53
c19 1029 2,352 56.6% 2,701 55.5% -1.0 W4 1003.07 2,377 46.8% 2,463 44.9% -1.9
C20 1030 1,699 60.9% 2,138 67.0% 6.1 W5 1003.08 1,985 48.4% 1,679 39.3% 9.1 *
21 1035 2,487 64.6% 2,522 62.9% -1.7 wé 1005 2,779 49.5% 3,828 57.6% 8.1
C22 1031 2,654 62.3% 3,049 66.4% 4.1 w7 1003.06 2,612 49.3% 2,463 47.2% -2.1
c23 1034 2,819 62.6% 2,650 61.1% -1.5 % w8 1006 3,313 53.0% 4,159 54.1% 11
C24 1032 2,372 52.9% 2,757 61.7% 8.8 w9 1027.02 1,607 46.0% 1,974 49.1% 3.1
C25 1033 2,339 56.4% 2,358 57.2% 0.7 W10 1026 2,146 47.5% 2,044 52.7% 52 *
E1t 1101.03 1,984 56.6% 2,007 53.7% -3.0 W11 1027.01 2,695 51.1% 2,402 47.8% -3.2
E2 1148 1,633 43.1% 1,691 47.4% 43 W12 1028.01 3,009 45.7% 3,331 52.0% 63 *
E3 1014 1,584 34.8% 2,090 39.0% 43 W13 1028.02 2,412 48.7% 2,613 48.6% -0.1
E4 1036 1,446 58.1% 1,361 51.4% -6.7 W14+ 1145 3,291 53.9% 3,719 52.2% -1.8
E5 1041 1,392 47.8% 1,459 47.2% -0.5

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 20: Retirement-Age Population (65 years and over)
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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48 Salt Lake City Change Atlas | 2019



Table 20: Retirement-Age Population (65 years and over)
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e

Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 18,437 9.9% 20,611 10.6% 0.7 * City Council 4 2,602 9.6% 2,817 10.0% 0.4
City Council 1 2,745 8.9% 2,883 8.4% -0.4 City Council 5 2,132 8.9% 2,329 9.1% 0.3
City Council 2 1,539 6.2% 1,942 7.9% 1.7 * City Council 6 3,392 12.6% 3,905 14.2% 1.6
City Council 3 3,237 13.2% 3,776 14.9% 1.7 * City Council 7 2,672 9.8% 2,790 9.9% 0.1

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share

1 1002 178 15.1% 291 20.7% 5.7 E6 1042 1,422 21.2% 1,626 25.7% 4.5

2 1001 83 6.2% 102 6.0% -0.2 E7 1037 193 6.8% 280 11.4% 46 *

c3 1007 216 7.1% 302 10.0% 2.9 E8 1040 475 13.6% 461 13.2% -0.5

c4 1010 380 12.3% 392 12.5% 0.3 E9 1038 216 7.9% 232 9.3% 1.3

c5 1008 473 19.7% 591 23.3% 3.6 E10 1039 399 10.0% 447 10.6% 0.7

C6 | 1011.02 679 18.1% 724 19.7% 1.6 E11 1043 283 10.0% 253 8.7% -1.3

C7 1 1011.01 126 6.1% 131 6.6% 0.5 E12t 1114 537 7.6% 607 9.1% 1.5

c8 1012 385 10.1% 500 11.7% 1.6 E13 1049 221 6.8% 205 6.1% -0.7

c9 1025 255 9.3% 296 8.9% -0.4 E14 1141 196 8.1% 202 7.6% -0.5
c10 1140 140 7.7% 314 16.4% 87 * E15 1047 631 13.0% 606 11.2% -1.8
c1 1021 59 4.3% 81 5.3% 1.0 E16 1044 195 9.0% 285 14.7% 57 *
c12 1019 458 20.0% 380 15.0% -5.1 E17 1048 603 12.4% 628 12.1% -0.2
ci13 1017 232 7.7% 235 6.3% -1.4 E18% 1103 717 13.4% 746 13.2% -0.3
c14 1015 159 4.8% 218 7.4% 2.6 E19t 1102 717 13.1% 696 13.2% 0.0
c15 1023 531 18.4% 491 18.6% 0.3 E201 | 1118.02 303 11.9% 309 12.6% 0.7
c16 1020 272 10.1% 192 8.0% -2.1 W1t | 1139.06 363 8.9% 409 10.1% 1.2
c17 1018 176 5.3% 231 7.0% 1.8 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 320 8.7% 379 9.9% 1.2 W3 1147 555 12.0% 586 12.0% 0.0
c19 1029 219 5.3% 420 8.6% 34 W4 | 1003.07 185 3.6% 236 4.3% 0.7
C20 1030 173 6.2% 203 6.4% 0.2 W5 | 1003.08 110 2.7% 372 8.7% 6.0 *
C21 1035 267 6.9% 379 9.5% 25 W6 1005 839 15.0% 513 7.7% 72 *
C22 1031 263 6.2% 269 5.9% -0.3 W7 | 1003.06 345 6.5% 454 8.7% 2.2
C23 1034 222 4.9% 408 9.4% 45 * w8 1006 711 11.4% 722 9.4% -2.0
24 1032 988 22.0% 650 14.6% -75 * W9 | 1027.02 181 5.2% 154 3.8% -14
c25 1033 327 7.9% 379 9.2% 13 W10 1026 398 8.8% 358 9.2% 0.4
E1t| 1101.03 486 13.9% 634 17.0% 3.1 W11 | 1027.01 240 4.5% 403 8.0% 35 *

E2 1148 717 18.9% 743 20.8% 1.9 W12 | 1028.01 461 7.0% 604 9.4% 24

E3 1014 125 2.7% 239 4.5% 1.7 W13 | 1028.02 259 5.2% 423 7.9% 2.6

E4 1036 264 10.6% 315 11.9% 1.3 W14+ 1145 234 3.8% 460 6.5% 26 *

E5 1041 514 17.6% 537 17.4% -0.3

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 21: Median Age
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Table 21: Median Age
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Est. Est. in Estimate Est. Est. in Estimate
Salt Lake City 31.2 31.9 07 * City Council 4 31.1 30.7 -0.4
City Council 1 29.7 29.8 0.1 City Council 5 346 34.0 -0.6
City Council 2 273 29.3 2.0 City Council 6 349 36.5 1.6
City Council 3 35.0 36.8 1.8 City Council 7 32.2 323 0.2

*The change is statistically significant
Note: Median age estimates for city council districts are rough approximations based on the tract data, and do not include statistical significance tests. See Data Notes.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

ET) Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Changein Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Changein

Code Tract Est. Est. Estimate Tract Est. Est. Estimate
C1 1002 38.0 39.9 1.9 E6 1042 44.6 48.9 43
c2 1001 30.1 29.7 -0.4 E7 1037 336 395 5.9
a3 1007 30.6 343 37 * E8 1040 35.1 375 24
Cc4 1010 42.3 40.2 -2.1 E9 1038 314 31.0 -0.4
c5 1008 33.0 34.7 1.7 E10 1039 317 29.9 -1.8
c6 1011.02 33.1 33.8 0.7 E11 1043 294 30.5 1.1
Cc7 1011.01 337 30.1 -36 % E12t 1114 26.5 333 68 *
cs8 1012 29.5 36.6 71 % E13 1049 30.6 34.8 42 *
c9 1025 34.5 30.1 -4.4 E14 1141 33.0 30.8 22 %
c10 1140 33.0 385 55 * E15 1047 33.8 313 -2.5
an 1021 30.8 31.1 03 E16 1044 313 40.9 96 *
c12 1019 36.4 30.1 -6.3 E17 1048 34.6 32.8 -1.8
c13 1017 30.2 28.3 -1.9 E18% 1103 353 34.7 -0.6
C14 1015 294 29.5 0.1 E19t 1102 34.4 353 0.9
c15 1023 35.6 35.7 0.1 E20t 1118.02 355 315 -40 *
C16 1020 29.5 325 3 0% W1t 1139.06 316 30.9 -0.7
c17 1018 28.7 294 0.7 W2 9800 - - -
c18 1016 26.6 27.2 0.6 W3 1147 322 333 1.1
c19 1029 30.2 29.1 -1.1 W4 1003.07 253 244 -0.9
C20 1030 339 34.1 0.2 W5 1003.08 254 236 -1.8
21 1035 36.6 36.6 0 W6 1005 33.6 337 0.1
C22 1031 329 34.7 1.8 w7 1003.06 27.8 29.3 1.5
c23 1034 33.0 344 14 w8 1006 323 317 -0.6
C24 1032 40.7 35.8 -4.9 w9 1027.02 253 26.3 1.0
C25 1033 31.0 30.2 -0.8 W10 1026 27.7 325 48 *
ETt 1101.03 46.5 454 -1.1 W11 1027.01 274 27.9 0.5
E2 1148 426 46.5 39 W12 1028.01 276 31.0 34 *
E3 1014 221 233 1.2 W13 1028.02 27.7 283 0.6
E4 1036 38.7 36.8 -1.9 W14+ 1145 28.1 29.1 1.0
E5 1041 34.7 38.8 4.1

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Households

Topline

Salt Lake City saw many changes in the composition of
households. The largest decreases were seen in share of
households with children under 18, particularly in tracts located
in Downtown, Rose Park, Glendale, and Sugarhouse. The share
of households with someone over 60 increased significantly in
nearly all neighborhoods in the city. Only District 6 had significant
changes to nonfamily and living alone households. Average
household size in the city did not significantly change.

Details

Households with persons under age 18

As seen in the discussion on age, Salt Lake City’s population
is aging. All the changes seen in share of households with
children under 18 were decreases at the city and council district
level. Overall, the share of households with persons under age
18 decreased by 1.9 percentage points in Salt Lake City, with
Council Districts 2 and 4 experiencing decreases of 5.2 and 3.2
percentage points, respectively. The share of married-family
households with children decreased by 1.5 percentage points
at the city-level, with Council Districts 1 and 4 decreasing by
5.1 and 3.5 percentage points, respectively. The share of single
parent households did not experience significant changes at
the city or district level.

Thirteen tracts experienced changes regarding households
with persons under 18. Four tracts (C9, E11, C20, E18) bucked
the citywide trend and had increases in share ranging from 6.6
to 8.9 percentage points. For Tracts C20 and E18 this resulted
in over one-third of households having a person under 18.
Eleven tracts experienced changes in share of married-family
households with children, with three tracts experiencing
increases. All three tracts were on the east side of the city
(E11, E5, E17) and the increases resulted in at least 20 percent
of households being married-families with children. Six tracts
experienced changes in share of single-parent households with
children - four decreasing and two increasing. Tracts C23 and
E17 had the largest decreases (both 8.1 percentage points),
while C20and W4 increased. In Tract W4, this resulted in just over
one-quarter of households being single-parent households.

Married-Family Households

While there might be fewer households with children, the
share of family households experienced increases in some areas
of the city. The share of family households in Council District 6
increased from 65.8 to 71.5 percent. Council Districts 6 and 7
had increases in the share of married-family households, with

nearly two-thirds of District 6 (63.5 percent) and over 40 percent
(42.2) of District 7 households being married-family.

Eleven tracts experienced changes in share of family
households, with seven increasing and four decreasing. Of the
seven increasing tracts, six increased by10 percentage points or
more. Two of the four decreasing tracts had decreases of 10 or
more percentage points. Even still, three of the four decreasing
tracts maintained over 50 percent of households as family
households with Tract W4 standing out with 85.5 percent after
a 10 percentage point decrease. Twelve tracts experienced
changes in married-family households, with eight increasing
and four decreasing.

Nonfamily Households and Householders living alone

Only Council District 6 experienced a change in share of
nonfamily households, decreasing by 5.7 percentage points.
District 6 was also the only district to experience a change
in share of householders living alone, with a 4.2 percentage
point decline. Seven tracts experienced changes in share of
nonfamily households, with the majority decreasing. Tract W9
had the largest decrease, from 28 to 11.9 percent. Tract W10
had the largest increase, from 4.5 to 14.5 percent. Six tracts
experienced changes in householders living alone, with two-
thirds decreasing. Tract W10 had the largest increase in this
topic as well, from 16.5 to 26.4 percent. Tract E3 had the largest
decrease, from 33.6 to 19.5 percent.

Households with persons over 60

Salt Lake City’s share of households with someone 60 or over
increased from 25.8 to 27.8 percent. Council Districts 2 and 6
experienced even larger share increases, increasing by 4.4 and
6.4 percentage points, respectively. Twelve tracts also had their
shares increase, ranging from 6.5 to 12.8 percentage points. Only
one tract, W6, had this share decrease from 37.9 to 22.3 percent.

The following set of maps (Figures 22 through 31) and tabular
data (Tables 22 through 31) show details regarding household
composition of the residents of the census tracts and city council
districts within Salt Lake City. The data presented compares the
2008-2012 and 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year
estimates.
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Share of Population by Household Type for Salt Lake City and City Council Districts, 2013-2017 5-Year American

Community Survey Estimates

Salt Lake City

City Council Districts

3

4

5

Households with someone under age 18 25.8% 42.1% 46.2% 16.8% 8.9% 25.0% 31.8% 27.0%

Households with someone over age 60 27.8% 27.1% 26.9% 30.3% 22.3% 26.1% 37.3% 27.3%

Family Households 52.4% 71.4% 75.6% 44.1% 25.5% 50.3% 71.5% 53.2%

Married Family Households 38.9% 47.5% 46.8% 35.4% 18.2% 35.1% 63.5% 42.2%

Married Family Households with Children under 18 17.3% 25.0% 26.1% 12.7% 4.6% 15.4% 26.7% 21.5%

Single Parent Household with Children 8.3% 16.7% 19.8% 3.9% 4.2% 9.2% 4.9% 5.4%

Families with 5 or more persons 8.1% 19.9% 22.9% 3.2% 1.4% 4.7% 8.2% 5.4%

Nonfamily Households 47.6% 28.6% 24.4% 55.9% 74.5% 49.7% 28.5% 46.8%

Householder Living Alone 34.9% 19.7% 17.9% 40.0% 56.2% 36.9% 21.1% 33.4%

Average Household Size 245 3.30 3.40 2.10 1.75 2.25 2.69 244

Source: 2013-2017 5-year American Community Survey Estimate. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute
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Figure 22: Households with Persons Under Age 18
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Table 22: Households with Persons Under Age 18
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 20,712 27.7% 19,853 25.8% -1.9 ¥ City Council 4 1,730 12.1% 1,393 8.9% 32 ¥
City Council 1 4,208 44.6% 4,312 42.1% -2.5 City Council 5 2,899 27.1% 2,790 25.0% -2.2
City Council 2 3,582 51.3% 3,321 46.2% -52 * City Council 6 3,032 30.3% 2,924 31.8% 1.5
City Council 3 2,070 17.7% 1,980 16.8% -0.9 City Council 7 3,088 27.4% 3,065 27.0% -0.4

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 127 26.8% 148 27.9% 1.1 E6 1042 750 29.0% 672 26.2% -2.8
2 1001 174 31.4% 166 24.7% -6.7 E7 1037 346 31.5% 318 30.4% -1.2
c3 1007 370 26.6% 224 15.6% -11.0 * E8 1040 474 38.9% 421 35.9% -3.0
c4 1010 326 24.8% 351 26.3% 1.5 E9 1038 306 31.0% 281 29.5% -1.5
c5 1008 127 9.1% 74 5.7% -3.4 E10 1039 497 33.9% 505 35.7% 1.8
c6 1011.02 89 3.9% 184 8.5% 4.5 E11 1043 252 21.0% 336 28.6% 76 *
c7 1011.01 168 14.5% 167 15.4% 0.9 E121 1114 889 34.0% 813 31.3% -2.6
c8 1012 296 14.8% 339 16.1% 13 E13 1049 445 34.7% 410 31.3% -3.4
c9 1025 85 6.0% 255 12.5% 6.6 * E14 1141 276 28.0% 277 26.6% -1.4
c10 1140 100 10.2% 13 1.0% 92 * E15 1047 598 28.6% 650 29.9% 1.4
(@ 1021 44 4.7% 51 4.4% -0.3 E16 1044 320 46.0% 238 36.4% 97 *
c12 1019 51 3.6% 21 1.4% -2.2 E17 1048 599 27.4% 597 29.5% 2.0
c13 1017 189 10.9% 204 10.3% -0.6 E18% 1103 565 27.2% 773 36.0% 89 *
c14 1015 179 11.2% 127 9.0% -2.2 E19t 1102 668 36.3% 659 36.9% 0.7
C15 1023 273 17.5% 179 11.2% -6.3 E201 1118.02 157 14.5% 240 22.2% 7.7
c16 1020 270 20.6% 186 14.4% -6.1 W1+t 1139.06 618 46.0% 537 39.1% -6.8
c17 1018 314 20.5% 127 7.8% -12.7 % W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 225 12.5% 230 13.2% 0.7 W3 1147 668 45.0% 632 43.0% -2.0
c19 1029 573 28.6% 433 19.0% 96 * W4 1003.07 861 71.4% 842 63.4% -8.0
C20 1030 315 25.5% 431 34.3% 88 * W5 1003.08 531 44.3% 669 48.7% 4.4
C21 1035 415 24.1% 428 25.8% 1.7 wé 1005 626 30.9% 740 33.5% 25
c22 1031 545 31.3% 518 27.7% -3.5 w7 1003.06 686 45.7% 612 39.2% -6.6
c23 1034 541 30.4% 425 22.9% -75 * w8 1006 836 41.2% 817 35.6% -5.6
C24 1032 510 23.2% 555 24.5% 1.4 w9 1027.02 556 53.1% 739 62.6% 9.6
C25 1033 292 16.0% 276 13.7% -2.3 W10 1026 656 52.0% 448 36.1% -16.0 *
E1t 1101.03 491 38.5% 443 32.5% -6.0 W11 1027.01 671 41.6% 739 45.4% 3.8
E2 1148 393 34.3% 327 28.0% -6.3 W12 1028.01 919 51.6% 758 41.8% -98 *
E3 1014 360 23.5% 313 31.9% 8.4 W13 1028.02 780 61.3% 637 48.0% -133 %
E4 1036 286 28.3% 312 34.1% 5.7 W14+ 1145 919 56.1% 986 51.4% -4.7
E5 1041 319 29.0% 383 34.6% 5.6

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 23: Households with Persons Age 60 and Over
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 23: Households with Persons Age 60 and Over
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 s
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 19,236 25.8% 21,408 27.8% 21 % City Council 4 2,894 20.2% 3,486 22.3% 2.1
City Council 1 2,740 29.0% 2,773 27.1% -1.9 City Council 5 2,542 23.8% 2,916 26.1% 23
City Council 2 1,569 22.5% 1,933 26.9% 44 * City Council 6 3,090 30.9% 3,434 37.3% 6.4 *
City Council 3 3,354 28.7% 3,579 30.3% 1.6 City Council 7 2,904 25.8% 3,097 27.3% 1.5

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 178 37.6% 206 38.9% 1.2 E6 1042 1211 46.8% 1289 50.2% 34
2 1001 109 19.6% 122 18.1% -1.5 E7 1037 233 21.2% 311 29.7% 85 *
c3 1007 268 19.3% 394 27.5% 82 * E8 1040 497 40.8% 487 41.5% 0.7
c4 1010 341 26.0% 419 31.4% 54 E9 1038 234 23.7% 263 27.6% 39
c5 1008 432 30.8% 479 36.6% 5.8 E10 1039 377 25.7% 371 26.3% 0.5
c6 1011.02 774 34.3% 656 30.2% -4.1 E11 1043 271 22.5% 239 20.3% -2.2
c7 1011.01 175 15.1% 131 12.1% -3.0 E121 1114 506 19.3% 609 23.5% 4.1
c8 1012 470 23.6% 560 26.6% 3.1 E13 1049 232 18.1% 274 20.9% 2.8
c9 1025 244 17.1% 350 17.2% 0.1 E14 1141 212 21.5% 308 29.5% 80 *
c10 1140 183 18.6% 401 31.5% 128 * E15 1047 764 36.5% 684 31.5% -5.0
C11 1021 118 12.7% 122 10.5% -2.2 E16 1044 233 33.5% 275 42.0% 85 *
c12 1019 399 28.3% 373 25.1% -3.1 E17 1048 602 27.6% 586 28.9% 1.4
c13 1017 254 14.6% 274 13.8% -0.8 E18% 1103 701 33.7% 775 36.1% 24
c14 1015 211 13.2% 221 15.6% 25 E19t 1102 581 31.5% 643 36.0% 4.5
C15 1023 641 41.2% 673 42.1% 1.0 E201 1118.02 344 31.8% 366 33.8% 2.0
c16 1020 320 24.4% 275 21.3% -3.1 W1+t 1139.06 497 37.0% 525 38.3% 1.3
c17 1018 218 14.2% 338 20.7% 6.5 * W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 306 16.9% 459 26.3% 94 * W3 1147 445 30.0% 485 33.0% 3.0
c19 1029 408 20.3% 566 24.8% 4.5 W4 1003.07 199 16.5% 274 20.6% 4.1
C20 1030 230 18.6% 237 18.9% 0.2 W5 1003.08 347 28.9% 399 29.0% 0.1
21 1035 364 21.1% 431 26.0% 4.9 wé 1005 766 37.9% 492 22.3% -156 *
C22 1031 357 20.5% 452 24.2% 37 w7 1003.06 318 21.2% 417 26.7% 55
C23 1034 278 15.6% 483 26.0% 104 * w8 1006 665 32.8% 706 30.8% -2.0
24 1032 905 41.1% 747 33.0% -8.1 w9 1027.02 240 22.9% 184 15.6% -7.3
C25 1033 356 19.5% 468 23.2% 3.7 W10 1026 333 26.4% 351 28.3% 1.9
E1t 1101.03 494 38.7% 649 47.7% 8.9 W11 1027.01 286 17.7% 394 24.2% 6.5
E2 1148 607 52.9% 612 52.4% -0.6 W12 1028.01 445 25.0% 608 33.5% 86 *
E3 1014 35 2.3% 106 10.8% 85 * W13 1028.02 265 20.8% 396 29.9% 9.0 *
E4 1036 294 29.1% 353 38.5% 9.4 W14+ 1145 270 16.5% 457 23.8% 73 *
E5 1041 443 40.3% 517 46.7% 6.4

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 24: Family Households
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 24: Family Households
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 s
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 39,075 52.3% 40,301 52.4% 0.1 City Council 4 3,823 26.7% 3,986 25.5% -1.2
City Council 1 6,982 74.0% 7,307 71.4% -2.6 City Council 5 5,270 49.3% 5,628 50.3% 1.0
City Council 2 5,030 72.1% 5,434 75.6% 3.5 City Council 6 6,587 65.8% 6,582 71.5% 57 *
City Council 3 5,365 45.9% 5,210 441% -1.8 City Council 7 5,800 51.5% 6,033 53.2% 1.6

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

e | o 2008-2012 2013-2017 g i | e 2008-2012 2013-2017 e
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 316 66.8% 385 72.6% 5.8 E6 1042 1754 67.9% 1956 76.2% 83 *
2 1001 329 59.3% 337 50.1% -9.2 E7 1037 699 63.7% 740 70.7% 7.0

c3 1007 659 47.4% 551 38.4% -9.0 E8 1040 935 76.7% 907 77.3% 0.6

c4 1010 824 62.7% 754 56.5% -6.2 E9 1038 601 60.8% 526 55.2% -5.6

c5 1008 471 33.6% 376 28.8% -4.9 E10 1039 958 65.3% 886 62.7% -2.6

c6 1011.02 707 31.3% 576 26.5% -4.8 E11 1043 543 45.2% 661 56.3% 1.1 *
c7 1011.01 354 30.6% 329 30.3% -0.2 E12t 1114 1581 60.4% 1315 50.7% 97 *
c8 1012 707 35.4% 881 41.9% 6.4 E13 1049 735 57.2% 698 53.3% -4.0

c9 1025 231 16.2% 593 29.2% 13.0 * E14 1141 524 53.1% 494 47.4% -5.8
c10 1140 284 28.9% 291 22.8% -6.1 E15 1047 1113 53.2% 1300 59.9% 6.7
(@] 1021 178 19.1% 142 12.2% -6.9 E16 1044 526 75.7% 504 77.1% 14
c12 1019 229 16.2% 208 14.0% -2.2 E17 1048 1139 52.2% 1194 59.0% 6.8
C13 1017 475 27.3% 567 28.5% 1.2 E18t 1103 1140 54.8% 1469 68.5% 137 *
c14 1015 472 29.4% 440 31.1% 1.7 E19t 1102 1330 72.2% 1343 75.3% 3.1
Cci15 1023 452 29.0% 374 23.4% -5.6 E201 1118.02 466 43.1% 553 51.1% 8.0
c16 1020 477 36.3% 423 32.8% -3.5 W1+t 1139.06 959 71.4% 899 65.5% -5.8
c17 1018 511 33.3% 403 24.7% -86 * W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 514 28.4% 545 31.2% 28 W3 1147 1189 80.1% 1168 79.4% -0.7
c19 1029 832 41.5% 860 37.7% -3.8 W4 1003.07 1152 95.5% 1136 85.5% -100 *
C20 1030 575 46.5% 725 57.7% 1.2 * W5 1003.08 868 72.4% 955 69.5% -29
C21 1035 867 50.3% 958 57.7% 7.5 wWé 1005 1305 64.5% 1414 64.0% -0.5
c22 1031 995 57.1% 1062 56.9% -0.2 w7 1003.06 1022 68.1% 1039 66.5% -1.6
C23 1034 955 53.7% 1024 55.2% 1.5 w8 1006 1446 71.3% 1595 69.5% -1.8
24 1032 1046 47.5% 999 44.2% -33 w9 1027.02 755 72.0% 1040 88.1% 16.1 *
C25 1033 619 33.9% 656 32.5% -1.4 W10 1026 935 74.1% 758 61.0% -13.1 %
E1t 1101.03 1033 81.0% 1089 80.0% -1.0 W11 1027.01 964 59.7% 1156 71.0% 1.2 *
E2 1148 998 87.0% 1021 87.3% 0.3 W12 1028.01 1317 73.9% 1410 77.8% 39

E3 1014 893 58.4% 637 64.9% 6.6 W13 1028.02 1059 83.3% 1070 80.7% -2.6

E4 1036 641 63.5% 650 71.0% 7.5 W14+ 1145 1311 80.0% 1536 80.1% 0.0

E5 1041 707 64.3% 806 72.7% 8.5

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 25: Married-Couple Family Households
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 25: Married-Couple Family Households
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 s
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 28,474 38.1% 29,868 38.9% 0.7 City Council 4 2,825 19.8% 2,847 18.2% -1.5
City Council 1 4,702 49.8% 4,863 47.5% -2.3 City Council 5 3,522 32.9% 3,928 35.1% 2.2
City Council 2 3,063 43.9% 3,364 46.8% 2.9 City Council 6 5,552 55.5% 5,845 63.5% 8.0 *
City Council 3 4,280 36.6% 4,178 35.4% -1.2 City Council 7 4,301 38.2% 4,788 42.2% 40 *

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 300 63.4% 320 60.4% -3.0 E6 1042 1572 60.8% 1846 71.9% 1.1 *
2 1001 251 45.2% 192 28.5% -16.7 * E7 1037 523 47.7% 636 60.7% 131 *

c3 1007 473 34.1% 404 28.2% -5.9 E8 1040 828 67.9% 811 69.1% 1.2

c4 1010 637 48.5% 589 44.1% -4.4 E9 1038 457 46.3% 445 46.7% 0.4

c5 1008 389 27.8% 325 24.9% -2.9 E10 1039 734 50.1% 685 48.5% -1.6

c6 1011.02 492 21.8% 390 18.0% -3.8 E11 1043 392 32.6% 521 44.3% 1.7 *
c7 1011.01 216 18.7% 215 19.8% 1.2 E121 1114 1059 40.5% 881 33.9% -6.5

c8 1012 609 30.5% 781 37.1% 6.6 E13 1049 462 36.0% 499 38.1% 2.1

c9 1025 170 11.9% 397 19.5% 7.6 E14 1141 442 44.8% 441 42.3% -2.5
c10 1140 194 19.8% 222 17.4% -2.3 E15 1047 908 43.4% 931 42.9% -0.5
C11 1021 154 16.6% 69 5.9% -106 * E16 1044 481 69.2% 415 63.5% -5.8
c12 1019 165 11.7% 197 13.3% 1.6 E17 1048 710 32.5% 1017 50.2% 17.7 *
c13 1017 338 19.4% 415 20.9% 1.4 E18% 1103 917 44.1% 1208 56.3% 122 *
c14 1015 388 24.2% 348 24.6% 0.4 E19t 1102 1135 61.6% 1099 61.6% 0.0
C15 1023 267 17.1% 195 12.2% -4.9 E201 1118.02 365 33.7% 418 38.6% 49
c16 1020 301 22.9% 294 22.8% -0.1 W1+t 1139.06 620 46.1% 544 39.7% -6.5
c17 1018 414 27.0% 333 20.4% -6.6 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 434 24.0% 377 21.6% -24 W3 1147 794 53.5% 880 59.8% 6.3
c19 1029 389 19.4% 421 18.5% -0.9 W4 1003.07 968 80.3% 749 56.4% -239 *
C20 1030 429 34.7% 478 38.0% 33 W5 1003.08 565 47.1% 541 39.3% -7.8
21 1035 692 40.1% 676 40.7% 0.6 wWé 1005 816 40.3% 1001 45.3% 5.0
C22 1031 614 35.2% 814 43.6% 8.3 w7 1003.06 654 43.6% 642 41.1% -2.5
C23 1034 628 35.3% 814 43.9% 8.6 w8 1006 905 44.6% 1050 45.8% 1.1
24 1032 770 35.0% 725 32.1% -29 w9 1027.02 300 28.6% 614 52.0% 234 *
C25 1033 449 24.6% 519 25.7% 1.1 W10 1026 605 48.0% 439 35.3% -126 *
E1t 1101.03 908 71.2% 1005 73.8% 2.6 W11 1027.01 639 39.6% 678 41.6% 2.0

E2 1148 913 79.6% 962 82.3% 2.7 W12 1028.01 989 55.5% 944 52.1% -34

E3 1014 821 53.7% 585 59.6% 6.0 W13 1028.02 530 41.7% 689 52.0% 103

E4 1036 489 48.4% 546 59.6% 1.2 * W14+ 1145 962 58.7% 1065 55.5% -3.2

E5 1041 585 53.2% 736 66.4% 132 *

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute 61



Figure 26: Married-Couple Family Households with Children Under 18
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

Change in Share (in Percentage Points) CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 26: Married-Couple Family Households with Children Under 18
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 14,037 18.8% 13,307 17.3% -1.5 % City Council 4 1,156 8.1% 720 4.6% 35 *
City Council 1 2,842 30.1% 2,560 25.0% -5.1 % City Council 5 1,744 16.3% 1,722 15.4% -0.9
City Council 2 2,046 29.3% 1,873 26.1% -3.3 City Council 6 2,438 24.4% 2,459 26.7% 23
City Council 3 1,484 12.7% 1,502 12.7% 0.0 City Council 7 2,224 19.8% 2,445 21.5% 1.8

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

e | o 2008-2012 2013-2017 g i | e 2008-2012 2013-2017 e
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 111 23.5% 124 23.4% -0.1 E6 1042 625 24.2% 622 24.2% 0.1

2 1001 150 27.0% 86 12.8% -142 * E7 1037 212 19.3% 236 22.5% 3.2

c3 1007 203 14.6% 137 9.6% -5.1 E8 1040 420 34.5% 372 31.7% -2.8

c4 1010 227 17.3% 268 20.1% 2.8 E9 1038 268 27.1% 228 23.9% -3.2

c5 1008 76 5.4% 61 4.7% -0.8 E10 1039 350 23.9% 397 28.1% 4.2

c6 1011.02 78 3.5% 170 7.8% 4.4 E11 1043 198 16.5% 267 22.7% 6.3 *
c7 1011.01 56 4.8% 75 6.9% 2.1 E12t 1114 609 23.3% 530 20.4% -2.8

c8 1012 227 11.4% 274 13.0% 1.6 E13 1049 241 18.8% 269 20.5% 1.8

c 1025 56 3.9% 120 5.9% 2.0 E14 1141 245 24.8% 238 22.8% -2.0

c10 1140 47 4.8% 13 1.0% -3.8 * E15 1047 463 22.1% 482 22.2% 0.1

11 1021 26 2.8% 1 0.1% -2.7 E16 1044 303 43.6% 201 30.7% -12.9 *
c12 1019 18 1.3% 15 1.0% -0.3 E17 1048 341 15.6% 522 25.8% 10.2 *
c13 1017 92 5.3% 119 6.0% 0.7 E18% 1103 472 22.7% 599 27.9% 5.2

c14 1015 142 8.9% 87 6.2% -2.7 E19t 1102 576 31.3% 570 32.0% 0.7

Cci15 1023 187 12.0% 65 4.1% 79 * E201 1118.02 136 12.6% 166 15.3% 2.8

c16 1020 164 12.5% 73 5.7% -68 * W1+t 1139.06 341 25.4% 338 24.6% -0.7

c17 1018 240 15.6% 91 5.6% -10.1 * W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0

c18 1016 184 10.2% 136 7.8% -24 W3 1147 373 25.1% 481 32.7% 7.6

c19 1029 273 13.6% 138 6.1% -7.6 W4 1003.07 719 59.6% 477 35.9% -23.7 *
C20 1030 228 18.4% 221 17.6% -0.9 W5 1003.08 337 28.1% 307 22.3% -5.8

C21 1035 333 19.3% 298 18.0% -1.3 W6 1005 404 20.0% 483 21.9% 1.9

22 1031 281 16.1% 364 19.5% 34 w7 1003.06 428 28.5% 351 22.5% -6.1

23 1034 314 17.6% 338 18.2% 0.6 w8 1006 581 28.6% 461 20.1% -8.6

24 1032 315 14.3% 363 16.1% 1.7 W9 1027.02 191 18.2% 395 33.5% 15.2

C25 1033 165 9.0% 238 11.8% 2.7 W10 1026 426 33.8% 221 17.8% -16.0 *
E1t 1101.03 428 33.6% 428 31.4% -2.1 W11 1027.01 423 26.2% 397 24.4% -1.8

E2 1148 356 31.0% 307 26.3% -4.8 W12 1028.01 668 37.5% 524 28.9% -8.6

E3 1014 335 21.9% 269 27.4% 55 W13 1028.02 338 26.6% 336 25.3% -1.2

E4 1036 247 24.5% 214 23.4% -1.1 W14+ 1145 665 40.6% 650 33.9% -6.7

E5 1041 249 22.6% 349 31.5% 89 *

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 27: Single Householders with Children Under 18
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 27: Single Householders with Children Under 18
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 6,423 8.6% 6,368 8.3% -0.3 City Council 4 528 3.7% 649 4.2% 0.5
City Council 1 1,366 14.5% 1,706 16.7% 2.2 City Council 5 1,124 10.5% 1,028 9.2% -1.3
City Council 2 1,483 21.3% 1,424 19.8% -1.5 City Council 6 584 5.8% 449 4.9% -1.0
City Council 3 508 4.3% 456 3.9% -0.5 City Council 7 830 7.4% 614 5.4% -2.0

Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 16 3.4% 24 4.5% 1.1 E6 1042 125 4.8% 50 1.9% -2.9
2 1001 24 4.3% 74 11.0% 6.7 E7 1037 134 12.2% 82 7.8% -4.4
c3 1007 147 10.6% 87 6.1% -4.5 E8 1040 54 4.4% 49 4.2% -0.3
c4 1010 87 6.6% 83 6.2% -0.4 E9 1038 38 3.8% 53 5.6% 1.7
c5 1008 19 1.4% 13 1.0% -0.4 E10 1039 147 10.0% 103 7.3% -2.7
c6 1011.02 11 0.5% 14 0.6% 0.2 E11 1043 54 4.5% 69 5.9% 1.4
c7 1011.01 112 9.7% 92 8.5% -1.2 E121 1114 280 10.7% 267 10.3% -0.4
c8 1012 55 2.8% 49 2.3% -04 E13 1049 194 15.1% 135 10.3% -4.8
c9 1025 29 2.0% 135 6.6% 4.6 E14 1141 31 3.1% 39 3.7% 0.6
c10 1140 53 5.4% 0 0.0% -5.4 E15 1047 125 6.0% 168 7.7% 1.8
(@ 1021 18 1.9% 50 4.3% 24 E16 1044 17 2.4% 37 5.7% 3.2
c12 1019 33 2.3% 6 0.4% -1.9 E17 1048 258 11.8% 75 3.7% -8.1 *
c13 1017 63 3.6% 61 3.1% -0.6 E18% 1103 93 4.5% 174 8.1% 3.6
c14 1015 25 1.6% 40 2.8% 1.3 E19t 1102 92 5.0% 89 5.0% 0.0
C15 1023 86 5.5% 114 7.1% 1.6 E201 1118.02 21 1.9% 74 6.8% 49
c16 1020 106 8.1% 113 8.8% 0.7 W1+t 1139.06 252 18.8% 199 14.5% -4.2
c17 1018 74 4.8% 36 2.2% -2.6 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 41 2.3% 94 5.4% 3.1 W3 1147 295 19.9% 151 10.3% -9.6
c19 1029 300 15.0% 295 12.9% -2.0 W4 1003.07 142 11.8% 339 25.5% 138 *
C20 1030 79 6.4% 180 14.3% 79 * W5 1003.08 194 16.2% 362 26.3% 10.1
21 1035 82 4.8% 130 7.8% 3.1 wWé 1005 222 11.0% 257 11.6% 0.7
C22 1031 255 14.6% 144 7.7% 69 * w7 1003.06 258 17.2% 261 16.7% -0.5
C23 1034 227 12.8% 87 4.7% -8.1 * w8 1006 255 12.6% 336 14.6% 2.1
C24 1032 181 8.2% 192 8.5% 0.3 w9 1027.02 365 34.8% 344 29.2% -5.7
C25 1033 113 6.2% 38 1.9% -4.3 W10 1026 230 18.2% 219 17.6% -0.6
E1t 1101.03 63 4.9% 15 1.1% -3.8 * W11 1027.01 248 15.4% 336 20.6% 53
E2 1148 37 3.2% 20 1.7% -1.5 W12 1028.01 237 13.3% 234 12.9% -0.4
E3 1014 25 1.6% 44 4.5% 29 W13 1028.02 403 31.7% 291 21.9% -9.7
E4 1036 39 3.9% 87 9.5% 5.6 W14+ 1145 254 15.5% 329 17.2% 1.6
E5 1041 60 5.5% 34 3.1% -24

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 28: Family Households of Five or More Persons
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Table 28: Family Households of Five or More Persons
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 7,104 9.5% 6,190 8.1% -15 * City Council 4 369 2.6% 218 1.4% -1.2 0%
City Council 1 1,954 20.7% 2,043 19.9% -0.7 City Council 5 642 6.0% 521 4.7% -1.3
City Council 2 1,999 28.7% 1,644 22.9% -58 * City Council 6 924 9.2% 758 8.2% -1.0
City Council 3 395 3.4% 381 3.2% -0.2 City Council 7 774 6.9% 613 5.4% -1.5

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 38 8.0% 35 6.6% -1.4 E6 1042 227 8.8% 158 6.2% -2.6
2 1001 38 6.8% 50 7.4% 0.6 E7 1037 80 7.3% 27 2.6% -47 *
c3 1007 78 5.6% 81 5.6% 0.0 E8 1040 173 14.2% 126 10.7% -3.5
c4 1010 68 5.2% 56 4.2% -1.0 E9 1038 82 8.3% 50 5.2% -3.1
c5 1008 17 1.2% 13 1.0% -0.2 E10 1039 174 11.9% 162 11.5% -0.4
c6 1011.02 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 E11 1043 119 9.9% 108 9.2% -0.7
c7 1011.01 51 4.4% 22 2.0% 24 E121 1114 275 10.5% 214 8.2% -2.3
c8 1012 36 1.8% 28 1.3% -0.5 E13 1049 83 6.5% 66 5.0% -1.4
c9 1025 1 0.1% 0 0.0% -0.1 E14 1141 84 8.5% 82 7.9% -0.7
c10 1140 34 3.5% 4 0.3% -3.1 E15 1047 128 6.1% 64 2.9% -3.2
C11 1021 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 E16 1044 122 17.6% 116 17.7% 0.2
c12 1019 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 E17 1048 121 5.5% 95 4.7% -0.9
c13 1017 7 0.4% 0 0.0% -0.4 E18% 1103 232 11.1% 286 13.3% 2.2
c14 1015 36 2.2% 21 1.5% -0.8 E19t 1102 258 14.0% 215 12.1% -2.0
C15 1023 38 2.4% 76 4.8% 23 E201 1118.02 18 1.7% 68 6.3% 4.6
c16 1020 90 6.9% 51 4.0% -2.9 W1+t 1139.06 276 20.5% 278 20.3% -0.3
c17 1018 112 7.3% 23 1.4% -59 * W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
ci18 1016 51 2.8% 43 2.5% -04 W3 1147 203 13.7% 380 25.8% 122 *
c19 1029 61 3.0% 86 3.8% 0.7 W4 1003.07 394 32.7% 485 36.5% 3.9
C20 1030 67 5.4% 62 4.9% -0.5 W5 1003.08 373 31.1% 274 19.9% -11.2
21 1035 75 4.3% 65 3.9% -0.4 W6 1005 286 14.1% 231 10.5% -3.7
c22 1031 183 10.5% 202 10.8% 0.3 w7 1003.06 333 22.2% 332 21.3% -0.9
c23 1034 105 5.9% 71 3.8% -2.1 w8 1006 365 18.0% 341 14.9% -3.1
C24 1032 151 6.9% 35 1.5% -53 * w9 1027.02 210 20.0% 238 20.2% 0.1
C25 1033 35 1.9% 32 1.6% -0.3 W10 1026 381 30.2% 201 16.2% -140 *
E1t 1101.03 98 7.7% 104 7.6% 0.0 W11 1027.01 441 27.3% 351 21.5% -5.8
E2 1148 69 6.0% 96 8.2% 2.2 W12 1028.01 581 32.6% 445 24.5% -8.1
E3 1014 88 5.8% 39 4.0% -1.8 W13 1028.02 386 30.3% 409 30.8% 0.5
E4 1036 60 5.9% 105 11.5% 55 W14+ 1145 447 27.3% 471 24.6% -2.7
E5 1041 122 11.1% 141 12.7% 1.6

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 29: Nonfamily Households
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Table 29: Nonfamily Households
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 s
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 35,613 47.7% 36,575 47.6% -0.1 City Council 4 10,480 73.3% 11,640 74.5% 1.2
City Council 1 2,458 26.0% 2,934 28.6% 2.6 City Council 5 5,420 50.7% 5,552 49.7% -1.0
City Council 2 1,947 27.9% 1,756 24.4% -3.5 City Council 6 3,420 34.2% 2,624 28.5% 57 *
City Council 3 6,326 54.1% 6,599 55.9% 1.8 City Council 7 5,455 48.5% 5,317 46.8% -1.6

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 157 33.2% 145 27.4% -5.8 E6 1042 831 32.1% 611 23.8% -83 *
2 1001 226 40.7% 336 49.9% 9.2 E7 1037 398 36.3% 307 29.3% -7.0
c3 1007 730 52.6% 883 61.6% 9.0 E8 1040 284 23.3% 267 22.7% -0.6
c4 1010 490 37.3% 581 43.5% 6.2 E9 1038 387 39.2% 427 44.8% 5.6
c5 1008 930 66.4% 931 71.2% 4.9 E10 1039 508 34.7% 527 37.3% 2.6
c6 1011.02 1552 68.7% 1596 73.5% 4.8 E11 1043 659 54.8% 514 43.7% -1
c7 1011.01 804 69.4% 756 69.7% 0.2 E121 1114 1036 39.6% 1280 49.3% 9.7
(@] 1012 1288 64.6% 1223 58.1% -6.4 E13 1049 549 42.8% 612 46.7% 4.0
c9 1025 1195 83.8% 1441 70.8% -13.0 * E14 1141 462 46.9% 549 52.6% 5.8
c10 1140 698 71.1% 984 77.2% 6.1 E15 1047 980 46.8% 871 40.1% -6.7
C11 1021 752 80.9% 1022 87.8% 6.9 E16 1044 169 24.3% 150 22.9% -1.4
c12 1019 1183 83.8% 1277 86.0% 2.2 E17 1048 1044 47.8% 831 41.0% -6.8
c13 1017 1263 72.7% 1421 71.5% -1.2 E18t 1103 941 45.2% 677 31.5% -13.7 *
c14 1015 1132 70.6% 974 68.9% -1.7 E19t 1102 512 27.8% 441 24.7% -3.1
C15 1023 1105 71.0% 1223 76.6% 5.6 E201 1118.02 616 56.9% 530 48.9% -8.0
c16 1020 836 63.7% 867 67.2% 35 W1+t 1139.06 385 28.6% 473 34.5% 5.8
c17 1018 1023 66.7% 1230 75.3% 8.6 w2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 1293 71.6% 1201 68.8% -2.8 W3 1147 295 19.9% 303 20.6% 0.7
c19 1029 1173 58.5% 1419 62.3% 3.8 W4 1003.07 54 4.5% 192 14.5% 100 *
C20 1030 661 53.5% 532 42.3% -11.2 W5 1003.08 331 27.6% 420 30.5% 2.9
21 1035 858 49.7% 701 42.3% -7.5 wé 1005 718 35.5% 796 36.0% 0.5
C22 1031 748 42.9% 806 43.1% 0.2 w7 1003.06 478 31.9% 523 33.5% 1.6
C23 1034 825 46.3% 832 44.8% -1.5 w8 1006 582 28.7% 700 30.5% 1.8
C24 1032 1155 52.5% 1262 55.8% 33 w9 1027.02 293 28.0% 140 11.9% -16.1  *
C25 1033 1205 66.1% 1363 67.5% 1.4 W10 1026 326 25.9% 484 39.0% 131 %
E1t 1101.03 242 19.0% 272 20.0% 1.0 W11 1027.01 650 40.3% 473 29.0% -11.2 0 *
E2 1148 149 13.0% 148 12.7% -0.3 W12 1028.01 465 26.1% 403 22.2% -39
E3 1014 637 41.6% 344 35.1% -6.6 W13 1028.02 213 16.7% 256 19.3% 2.6
E4 1036 369 36.5% 266 29.0% -7.5 W14+ 1145 327 20.0% 382 19.9% 0.0
E5 1041 393 35.7% 302 27.3% -8.5

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 30: Households Living Alone

Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Table 30: Households Living Alone
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 27,283 36.5% 26,810 34.9% -1.7 City Council 4 7,993 55.9% 8,781 56.2% 0.3
City Council 1 2,008 21.3% 2,013 19.7% -1.6 City Council 5 4,323 40.4% 4,126 36.9% -3.5
City Council 2 1,350 19.3% 1,289 17.9% -1.4 City Council 6 2,535 25.3% 1,943 21.1% -42 *
City Council 3 4,867 41.6% 4,725 40.0% -1.6 City Council 7 4,109 36.5% 3,790 33.4% -3.1

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 108 22.8% 88 16.6% -6.2 E6 1042 679 26.3% 574 22.4% -3.9
2 1001 162 29.2% 193 28.7% -0.5 E7 1037 190 17.3% 232 22.2% 4.8
c3 1007 559 40.2% 653 45.5% 5.3 E8 1040 219 18.0% 232 19.8% 1.8
c4 1010 402 30.6% 460 34.5% 3.9 E9 1038 219 22.2% 261 27.4% 5.2
c5 1008 794 56.7% 658 50.3% -6.3 E10 1039 347 23.7% 293 20.7% -2.9
c6 1011.02 1134 50.2% 1258 57.9% 7.7 E11 1043 432 35.9% 395 33.6% -2.3
c7 1011.01 689 59.5% 562 51.8% -7.7 E121 1114 827 31.6% 949 36.6% 5.0
c8 1012 888 44.5% 763 36.3% -8.2 E13 1049 422 32.9% 407 31.1% -1.8
c9 1025 978 68.6% 1217 59.8% -8.8 E14 1141 373 37.8% 382 36.6% -1.2
c10 1140 636 64.8% 782 61.3% -34 E15 1047 780 37.3% 605 27.9% -9.4
C11 1021 638 68.6% 896 77.0% 8.4 E16 1044 161 23.2% 111 17.0% -6.2
c12 1019 961 68.1% 926 62.4% -5.7 E17 1048 865 39.6% 583 28.8% -108 *
c13 1017 979 56.3% 974 49.0% -7.3 E18% 1103 669 32.1% 559 26.0% -6.1
c14 1015 718 44.8% 623 44.1% -0.7 E19t 1102 396 21.5% 307 17.2% -4.3
C15 1023 971 62.4% 1122 70.3% 7.9 E201 1118.02 327 30.2% 442 40.8% 10.6
c16 1020 577 43.9% 699 54.2% 10.2 W1+t 1139.06 303 22.5% 413 30.1% 7.6
c17 1018 710 46.3% 760 46.5% 0.3 w2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 825 45.7% 782 44.8% -0.9 W3 1147 242 16.3% 240 16.3% 0.0
c19 1029 984 49.1% 1056 46.3% -2.7 W4 1003.07 54 4.5% 140 10.5% 6.1 *
C20 1030 506 40.9% 385 30.6% -10.3 W5 1003.08 318 26.5% 334 24.3% -2.2
21 1035 647 37.5% 447 26.9% -106 * wé 1005 557 27.5% 433 19.6% -7.9
C22 1031 631 36.2% 540 28.9% -7.3 w7 1003.06 315 21.0% 425 27.2% 6.2
c23 1034 559 31.4% 635 34.2% 2.8 w8 1006 522 25.7% 441 19.2% -6.5
24 1032 996 45.3% 1063 47.0% 1.8 w9 1027.02 193 18.4% 120 10.2% -8.2
C25 1033 857 47.0% 1046 51.8% 4.8 W10 1026 208 16.5% 328 26.4% 99 *
E1t 1101.03 152 11.9% 203 14.9% 3.0 W11 1027.01 474 29.4% 368 22.6% -6.8
E2 1148 131 11.4% 90 7.7% -3.7 W12 1028.01 349 19.6% 326 18.0% -1.6
E3 1014 514 33.6% 191 19.5% -141 % W13 1028.02 126 9.9% 147 11.1% 1.2
E4 1036 300 29.7% 176 19.2% -105 * W14+ 1145 268 16.4% 242 12.6% -3.7
E5 1041 286 26.0% 245 22.1% -39

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 31: Average Household Size
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 31: Average Household Size
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Est. Est. in Estimate Est. Est. in Estimate
Salt Lake City 244 245 0.01 City Council 4 1.79 1.75 -0.04
City Council 1 3.26 3.30 0.05 City Council 5 222 2.25 0.03
City Council 2 3.52 3.40 -0.12 City Council 6 2.60 2.69 0.09
City Council 3 2.03 2.10 0.07 City Council 7 2.37 244 0.06

Note: Statistical significance is not calculated for city council districts for this topic. See Data Notes
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

ET) Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change in Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change in

Code Tract Est. Est. Estimate Tract Est. Est. Estimate
al 1002 2.50 2.65 0.15 E6 1042 2.60 247 -0.13
2 1001 240 2.51 0.11 E7 1037 2.59 2.34 -0.25 *
a3 1007 2.16 2.08 -0.08 E8 1040 2.86 2.98 0.12
c4 1010 233 234 0.01 E9 1038 2.76 2,62 -0.14
5 1008 1.63 1.87 0.24 E10 1039 2.73 297 0.24
(€9 1011.02 1.64 1.68 0.04 ET1 1043 235 245 0.10
c7 1011.01 1.77 1.77 0.00 E12% 1114 2.65 2.50 -0.15
(@] 1012 1.91 2.03 0.12 E13 1049 2.51 2.54 0.03
c9 1025 1.44 1.63 0.19 * E14 1141 245 2.54 0.09
C10 1140 1.75 1.50 -0.25 E15 1047 2.32 248 0.16
cn 1021 1.44 1.31 -0.13 E16 1044 3.1 2.96 -0.15
c12 1019 1.40 1.49 0.09 E17 1048 2.23 2.56 033 *
ci13 1017 1.66 1.80 0.14 E18t 1103 2.56 263 0.07
c14 1015 1.99 1.94 -0.05 E19t 1102 2.96 295 -0.01
Cci15 1023 1.82 1.62 -0.20 E201 1118.02 2.34 2.27 -0.07
C16 1020 2.04 1.84 -0.20 W1t 1139.06 3.03 2.94 -0.09
c17 1018 217 2.02 -0.15 W2 9800 - - -
18 1016 2.00 2.15 0.15 W3 1147 3.11 332 0.21
c19 1029 2.03 2.11 0.08 W4 1003.07 4.21 413 -0.08
C20 1030 2.23 245 0.22 W5 1003.08 3.42 3.11 -0.31
C21 1035 2.22 2.40 0.18 W6 1005 2.77 3.00 0.23
c22 1031 245 2.46 0.01 w7 1003.06 3.45 3.18 -0.27
c23 1034 249 2.31 -0.18 w8 1006 3.04 3.31 0.27
24 1032 1.99 1.97 -0.02 W9 1027.02 333 341 0.08
C25 1033 1.97 1.87 -0.10 W10 1026 3.49 3.02 -0.47
E1t 1101.03% 2.75 2.75 0.00 W11 1027.01 3.27 3.08 -0.19
E2 1148 2.94 2.87 -0.07 W12 1028.01 3.69 3.54 -0.15
E3 1014 2.34 2.55 0.21 W13 1028.02 3.77 3.96 0.19
E4 1036 2.46 2.89 043 * W14t 1145 3.67 3.67 0.00
E5 1041 2.65 2.79 0.14

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Socioeconomics

Topline

Citywide, medianincomeincreased most significantlyin tracts
within the Avenues, Downtown, and Yalecrest, Bonneville Hills,
and Sugar House. The share of households in poverty decreased
citywide, with the same areas experiencing the largest changes.
In a similar vein, the share of population without a high school
diploma decreased while those with a bachelor’s degree or
higher increased citywide. Once again, similar areas pop out on
the map, with the addition of tracts in the Central City and East
Bench areas regarding educational attainment. Movers from
within Utah decreased across Salt Lake, with tracts in Rose Park,
Glendale, Central City and Sugarhouse experiencing the largest
declines.

Details
Income and Poverty

Median income in Salt Lake City was estimated to be $54,009
in 2013-2017, a significant increase. Statistical significance was
not calculated for Council Districts, see the Data Notes section
for more information. Thirteen tracts experienced increases in
median income.

The share of Salt Lake City households in poverty decreased
by 1.8 percentage points. Districts 5 and 6 also experienced
significant decreases, resulting in 17.2 and 8.9 percent of
households in poverty, respectively. Eight tracts experienced
significant changes, with six of the eight decreasing. Tracts C17
and W5 had increases, resulting in over one-quarter of C17 and
over one-third of W5 households being in poverty.

Educational Attainment

The increases in income and decreases in poverty could
be indicative of increases in educational attainment for the
population aged 25 and over. The share of Salt Lake City
residents without a high school diploma decreased by 2.7
percentage points, with decreases in Council Districts 2, 4, 5,
and 7.The share of the 25 or over population with some college,

no degree decreased city-wide by 1.6 percentage points, with
Districts 2, 3, and 7 also experiencing decreases. Salt Lake City’s
share of residents with a bachelor’s degree or higher increased
from 40.8 percent to 45.1 percent. Districts 4 and 7 increased to
over half (50.9 and 55.7 percent) of residents. All twelve tracts
with significant changes to the share with a bachelor’s degree
or higher increased, ranging from 6.3 to 19.4 percentage
points. Five tracts (C13, C9, E11, C11, C10) increased by over 15
percentage points.

Foreign-born and movers

The share of foreign-born residents decreased in Council
District 5, but increased in Council District 6. Four tracts (C10,
C19, C3, and C6) all experienced significant declines in their
shares of foreign-born residents. Salt Lake City also had fewer
movers from Utah, decreasing by 2.7 percentage points.
Districts 2, 3, and 7 all followed suit with decreases between
3 and 6 percentage points. All eight tracts with significant
changes experienced decreases in the share of movers from
Utah. There were no significant changes for movers from out of
state for the City or any districts.

The following set of maps (Figures 32 through 41) and
tabular data (Tables 32 through 41) present socioeconomic
characteristics of the residents of the census tracts and City
Council Districts within Salt Lake City. The data presented
compares the 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 American Community
Survey 5-Year estimates.
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Share of Population by Socioeconomic Characteristics for Salt Lake City and City Council Districts, 2013-2017 5-Year

American Community Survey Estimates

Salt Lake City

City Council Districts

4

Median Household Income $54,009 $46,590 $44,751 $74,441 $38,483 $54,295 $98,590 $71,333

Households in Poverty 16.0% 19.4% 21.3% 11.2% 22.6% 17.2% 8.9% 9.3%

Less than High School 11.5% 29.2% 31.3% 3.1% 5.7% 10.1% 2.3% 2.3%

High School Diploma 17.2% 27.3% 29.1% 10.7% 14.7% 19.5% 6.2% 14.4%

ict{:af?\tr:)::: Some college, no degree 19.4% 19.9% 20.7% 18.1% 22.3% 22.8% 13.8% 18.0%

Associates 6.8% 7.1% 5.9% 6.2% 6.5% 6.6% 5.1% 9.5%

Bachelors or more 45.1% 16.6% 13.1% 61.9% 50.9% 41.1% 72.5% 55.7%

Foreign Born 16.4% 29.6% 30.1% 9.3% 16.1% 8.9% 11.2% 6.8%

Movers in Utah 15.4% 14.5% 13.3% 15.7% 23.6% 17.4% 12.4% 11.0%

Movers from Different State 4.9% 3.4% 2.7% 6.7% 6.1% 3.1% 6.8% 5.6%

Source: 2013-2017 5-year American Community Survey Estimate. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute
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Figure 32: Median Household Income
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 32: Median Household Income

Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Est. Est. in Share Est. Est. in Share
Salt Lake City $47,609 $54,009 $6,400 * City Council 4 $33,365 $38,483 $5,118
City Council 1 $46,037 $46,590 $554 City Council 5 $45,260 $54,295 $9,035
City Council 2 $41,123 $44,751 $3,629 City Council 6 $81,752 $98,590 $16,838
City Council 3 $66,221 $74,441 $8,221 City Council 7 $61,914 $71,333 $9,419

*The change is statistically significant
Note: Median household income data from 2008-2012 were inflation-adjusted to correspond to 2013-2017 data (2017 dollars) before changes and statistical significance (tract and city
levels) were calculated. Median household income estimates for city council districts are rough approximations based on the tract data, and do not included statistical significance tests.

See Data Notes.

Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

ET) Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Changein [ ETS) Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Changein
Code Tract Est. Est. Estimate Code Tract Est. Est. Estimate
C1 1002 $113,226 $126,731 $13,505 E6 1042 $102,681 $118,983 $16,302
C2 1001 $45,597 $45,365 -$232 E7 1037 $86,136 $89,602 $3,466
a3 1007 $49,015 $54,595 $5,580 E8 1040 $87,954 $109,828 $21,874 *
c4 1010 $66,655 $96,806 $30,151 E9 1038 $62,719 $93,321 $30,602 *
c5 1008 $42,125 $45,893 $3,768 E10 1039 $81,188 $89,583 $8,395
c6 1011.02 $47,407 $50,259 $2,852 E11 1043 $52,190 $75,110 $22,920 *
c7 1011.01 $50,540 $51,131 $591 E12t 1114 $35,491 $39,803 $4,312
c8 1012 $41,830 $65,000 $23,170 * E13 1049 $53,863 $64,198 $10,335
c9 1025 $36,546 $40,500 $3,954 E14 1141 $76,372 $70,492 -$5,880
c10 1140 $35,244 $57,250 $22,006 * E15 1047 $66,423 $64,851 -$1,572
cn 1021 $22,704 $28,047 $5,343 E16 1044 $115,904 $121,667 $5,763
c12 1019 $24,536 $37,804 $13,268 * E17 1048 $57,370 $77,691 $20,321 *
c13 1017 $42,241 $46,025 $3,784 E18t 1103 $73,457 $76,923 $3,466
c14 1015 $34,704 $30,882 -$3,822 E19t 1102 $80,789 $94,242 $13,453 *
C15 1023 $23,484 $22,214 -$1,270 E20t 1118.02 $55,905 $47,303 -$8,602
C16 1020 $30,634 $40,481 $9,847 * W1+t 1139.06 $37,642 $42,300 $4,658
c17 1018 $43,072 $33,583 -$9,489 W2 9800 - - -
Cci18 1016 $34,751 $45,523 $10,772 W3 1147 847,477 $62,790 $15313 *
c19 1029 $21,861 $23,853 $1,992 W4 1003.07 $60,969 $50,903 -$10,066
C20 1030 $49,530 $58,967 $9,437 W5 1003.08 $39,084 $31,130 -$7,954 *
21 1035 $67,520 $84,063 $16,543 * W6 1005 $43,840 $55,125 $11,285
C22 1031 $43,252 $55,764 $12,512 * w7 1003.06 $43,991 $36,532 -$7,459 *
c23 1034 $58,128 $69,063 $10,935 W8 1006 $43,918 $41,602 -$2,316
24 1032 $37,914 $47,202 $9,288 W9 1027.02 $30,926 $36,453 $5,527
C25 1033 $45,428 $48,107 $2,679 W10 1026 $47,499 $40,268 -$7,231
E1t 1101.03 $124,910 $123,850 -$1,060 W11 1027.01 $40,500 $37,234 -$3,266
E2 1148 $201,893 $181,756 -$20,137 W12 1028.01 $42,674 $53,396 $10,722
E3 1014 $23,440 $28,580 $5,140 W13 1028.02 $41,818 $53,750 $11,932
E4 1036 $99,609 $119,531 $19,922 * W14+ 1145 $60,998 $61,786 $788
E5 1041 $86,785 $104,091 $17,306

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant

1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.

Note: Median household income data from 2008-2012 were inflation-adjusted to correspond to 2013-2017 data (2017 dollars) before changes and statistical significance (tract and city
levels) were calculated.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 33: Households with Income below Poverty Level
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 33: Households with Income below Poverty Level
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 13,241 17.7% 12,273 16.0% -1.8 * City Council 4 3,464 24.2% 3,535 22.6% -1.6
City Council 1 1,897 20.1% 1,991 19.4% -0.7 City Council 5 2,291 21.4% 1,921 17.2% -42 ¥
City Council 2 1,837 26.3% 1,532 21.3% -5.0 City Council 6 1,174 11.7% 816 8.9% -29 *
City Council 3 1,366 11.7% 1,319 11.2% -0.5 City Council 7 1,192 10.6% 1,061 9.3% -1.2

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 5 1.1% 18 3.4% 23 E6 1042 226 8.7% 19 0.7% -8.0 *

2 1001 82 14.8% 159 23.6% 8.9 E7 1037 101 9.2% 76 7.3% -1.9

c3 1007 266 19.2% 263 18.3% -0.8 E8 1040 42 3.4% 85 7.2% 3.8

c4 1010 75 5.7% 81 6.1% 0.4 E9 1038 124 12.6% 56 5.9% -6.7

c5 1008 170 12.1% 161 12.3% 0.2 E10 1039 152 10.4% 110 7.8% -2.6

c6 1011.02 241 10.7% 298 13.7% 3.1 E11 1043 195 16.2% 103 8.8% -7.5

c7 1011.01 117 10.1% 132 12.2% 2.1 E121 1114 640 24.5% 547 21.1% -34

c8 1012 390 19.5% 151 7.2% -124 * E13 1049 119 9.3% 145 11.1% 1.8

c9 1025 379 26.6% 423 20.8% -5.8 E14 1141 62 6.3% 92 8.8% 25
c10 1140 274 27.9% 221 17.3% -106 * E15 1047 174 8.3% 249 11.5% 3.2
C11 1021 303 32.6% 348 29.9% -2.7 E16 1044 26 3.7% 9 1.4% -24
c12 1019 396 28.0% 327 22.0% -6.0 E17 1048 203 9.3% 75 3.7% 56 *
c13 1017 222 12.8% 335 16.9% 4.1 E18% 1103 98 4.7% 109 5.1% 0.4
c14 1015 347 21.6% 405 28.6% 7.0 E19t 1102 44 2.4% 58 3.3% 0.9
C15 1023 503 32.3% 414 25.9% -6.4 E201 1118.02 192 17.7% 182 16.8% -0.9
c16 1020 297 22.6% 232 18.0% -4.6 W1+t 1139.06 284 21.1% 244 17.8% -3.3
c17 1018 229 14.9% 430 26.3% 14 * w2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 514 28.4% 400 22.9% -5.5 W3 1147 265 17.9% 89 6.1% -11.8 *
c19 1029 830 41.4% 769 33.7% -7.7 W4 1003.07 139 11.5% 248 18.7% 7.1
C20 1030 140 11.3% 159 12.6% 1.3 W5 1003.08 259 21.6% 498 36.2% 146 *
21 1035 135 7.8% 29 6.0% -1.9 wé 1005 385 19.0% 337 15.2% -3.8
C22 1031 319 18.3% 311 16.6% -1.7 w7 1003.06 313 20.9% 324 20.7% -0.1
C23 1034 227 12.8% 208 11.2% -1.5 w8 1006 536 26.4% 495 21.6% -4.9
24 1032 640 29.1% 375 16.6% -125 % w9 1027.02 292 27.9% 301 25.5% -24
C25 1033 289 15.8% 332 16.4% 0.6 W10 1026 317 25.1% 312 25.1% 0.0
E1t 1101.03 58 4.5% 66 4.8% 0.3 W11 1027.01 389 24.1% 274 16.8% -7.3

E2 1148 20 1.7% 56 4.8% 3.0 W12 1028.01 446 25.0% 377 20.8% -4.2

E3 1014 542 35.4% 366 37.3% 1.9 W13 1028.02 393 30.9% 268 20.2% -10.7

E4 1036 29 2.9% 27 2.9% 0.1 W14+ 1145 177 10.8% 136 7.1% -3.7

E5 1041 82 7.5% 133 12.0% 4.5

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 34: Educational Attainment for Population 25 years or older, Less than High School Diploma
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 34: Educational Attainment for Population 25 years or older, Less than High School Diploma
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 16,911 14.2% 14,741 11.5% 27 % City Council 4 2,016 10.7% 1,130 5.7% -5.0 *
City Council 1 5,155 28.7% 5,837 29.2% 0.5 City Council 5 2,260 13.7% 1,825 10.1% -36 *
City Council 2 5,572 41.6% 4,475 31.3% -103 * City Council 6 209 1.3% 410 2.3% 1.1
City Council 3 571 3.4% 584 3.1% -0.2 City Council 7 1,035 5.8% 440 2.3% -34 *

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0 E6 1042 110 2.4% 920 1.9% -0.5
2 1001 85 9.6% 146 14.0% 4.4 E7 1037 0 0.0% 34 1.9% 1.9
c3 1007 225 11.3% 228 10.4% -0.8 E8 1040 0 0.0% 14 0.6% 0.6
c4 1010 44 2.0% 22 1.0% -1.0 E9 1038 122 7.4% 12 0.8% 6.6 *
c5 1008 47 2.7% 52 2.8% 0.0 E10 1039 11 0.4% 40 1.5% 1.1
c6 1011.02 57 2.0% 17 0.6% -1.5 E11 1043 204 11.7% 40 2.0% -9.7
c7 1011.01 45 2.8% 13 0.9% -1.9 E121 1114 910 24.0% 932 21.2% -2.8
c8 1012 24 1.0% 40 1.3% 0.3 E13 1049 136 6.3% 127 5.3% -1.0
c9 1025 265 12.3% 207 8.7% -3.6 E14 1141 32 2.0% 22 1.3% -0.8
c10 1140 238 18.7% 115 6.8% -119 % E15 1047 186 5.3% 25 0.7% -46 *
C11 1021 94 9.2% 154 13.7% 4.6 E16 1044 0 0.0% 12 0.9% 0.9
c12 1019 190 10.4% 96 5.3% -5.1 E17 1048 227 6.8% 115 3.3% -3.5
c13 1017 123 5.8% 131 5.2% -0.5 E18% 1103 188 5.4% 104 2.6% -2.8
c14 1015 110 5.2% 42 2.1% -3.0 E19t 1102 118 3.3% 57 1.6% -1.7
c15 1023 509 24.9% 143 7.3% -176 * E201 1118.02 133 6.7% 161 9.6% 29
c16 1020 318 17.7% 177 9.8% -7.9 W1+t 1139.06 653 25.9% 634 25.2% -0.7
c17 1018 112 5.2% 45 1.9% -33 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 57 2.5% 20 0.9% -1.6 W3 1147 616 22.7% 562 17.9% -4.7
c19 1029 534 20.8% 707 22.7% 1.9 W4 1003.07 621 24.2% 730 27.0% 2.8
C20 1030 419 22.4% 360 15.4% -7.0 W5 1003.08 802 38.3% 520 25.4% -12.9
21 1035 59 2.1% 93 3.2% 1.1 W6 1005 1001 27.7% 1280 29.5% 1.8
c22 1031 452 15.5% 410 12.4% -3.1 w7 1003.06 841 28.4% 843 28.9% 0.5
c23 1034 321 10.6% 137 4.5% -6.1 w8 1006 1274 31.7% 1902 39.0% 7.3
24 1032 475 14.1% 118 3.5% -10.7 * w9 1027.02 845 47.3% 731 34.4% -12.9
C25 1033 128 4.8% 87 3.2% -1.6 W10 1026 943 37.1% 675 28.1% -9.0
E1t 1101.03 40 1.6% 47 1.8% 0.2 W11 1027.01 1115 38.0% 751 26.8% -11.2
E2 1148 44 1.9% 66 2.7% 0.8 W12 1028.01 1615 46.5% 1248 31.7% -148 *
E3 1014 23 1.3% 134 5.8% 4.4 W13 1028.02 1054 39.5% 1070 35.2% -4.2
E4 1036 43 2.5% 55 3.3% 0.8 W14+ 1145 665 18.9% 743 17.8% -1.1
E5 1041 22 1.2% 43 2.2% 1.0

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 35: Educational Attainment for Population 25 years or older, High School Diploma or Equivalent
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 35: Educational Attainment for Population 25 years or older, High School Diploma or Equivalent
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 s
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 21,012 17.7% 21,969 17.2% -0.5 City Council 4 3,118 16.6% 2,916 14.7% -1.9
City Council 1 5311 29.5% 5,463 27.3% -2.3 City Council 5 2,773 16.8% 3,542 19.5% 2.7
City Council 2 3,546 26.4% 4,158 29.1% 2.6 City Council 6 1,249 7.5% 1,093 6.2% -1.3
City Council 3 1,808 10.7% 1,975 10.7% -0.1 City Council 7 3,026 16.9% 2,730 14.4% 24 %

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 76 8.8% 85 7.9% -1.0 E6 1042 347 7.4% 51 1.1% -64 *

2 1001 219 24.7% 230 22.0% -2.7 E7 1037 100 5.4% 89 5.0% -0.4

c3 1007 241 12.1% 394 18.0% 5.9 E8 1040 211 9.4% 223 9.6% 0.1

c4 1010 345 15.4% 233 10.2% -5.2 E9 1038 106 6.4% 112 7.0% 0.6

c5 1008 315 18.3% 187 9.9% -84 * E10 1039 340 13.7% 320 12.4% -1.3

c6 1011.02 324 11.5% 220 7.3% -4.2 E11 1043 216 12.4% 131 6.6% -5.8 *
c7 1011.01 89 5.6% 173 11.9% 6.3 E121 1114 1070 28.2% 993 22.6% -5.6

c8 1012 112 4.7% 245 7.7% 3.1 E13 1049 475 22.1% 465 19.4% -2.7

c9 1025 572 26.6% 307 13.0% -13.7 E14 1141 199 12.5% 194 11.1% -14
c10 1140 304 23.8% 280 16.5% -7.3 E15 1047 646 18.3% 619 17.0% -1.3
(@ 1021 276 26.9% 108 9.6% -173 % E16 1044 74 5.9% 132 10.2% 43
c12 1019 392 21.5% 368 20.2% -1.3 E17 1048 833 24.8% 583 16.6% -82 *
c13 1017 197 9.2% 245 9.8% 0.6 E18% 1103 477 13.7% 676 17.2% 35
c14 1015 133 6.3% 169 8.5% 23 E19t 1102 643 18.1% 482 13.6% -4.4
C15 1023 422 20.6% 467 23.9% 33 E201 1118.02 592 29.8% 371 22.1% -7.8
c16 1020 325 18.1% 452 25.1% 7.0 W1+t 1139.06 762 30.2% 717 28.5% -1.7
c17 1018 231 10.7% 285 12.0% 13 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 266 11.7% 235 10.4% -1.3 W3 1147 762 28.0% 791 25.2% -2.8
c19 1029 617 24.0% 680 21.8% -2.2 W4 1003.07 838 32.7% 686 25.4% -7.3
C20 1030 312 16.7% 430 18.4% 1.7 W5 1003.08 537 25.6% 784 38.2% 126 *
21 1035 286 10.4% 483 16.6% 6.3 wé 1005 935 25.8% 1164 26.8% 1.0
C22 1031 530 18.2% 822 24.8% 6.6 w7 1003.06 1132 38.3% 906 31.1% -7.2
c23 1034 384 12.6% 377 12.3% -0.3 w8 1006 1107 27.5% 1132 23.2% -4.3
C24 1032 644 19.2% 750 22.0% 2.8 w9 1027.02 377 21.1% 851 40.0% 189 *
C25 1033 477 17.9% 494 18.0% 0.2 W10 1026 625 24.6% 652 27.1% 26
E1t 1101.03 247 10.0% 215 8.1% -1.9 W11 1027.01 861 29.3% 714 25.5% -3.9

E2 1148 87 3.7% 208 8.5% 48 * W12 1028.01 919 26.5% 1090 27.7% 1.2

E3 1014 65 3.8% 161 6.9% 3.1 W13 1028.02 764 28.6% 851 28.0% -0.6

E4 1036 83 4.9% 124 7.4% 2.5 W14+ 1145 1182 33.5% 1586 38.0% 4.4

E5 1041 103 5.4% 125 6.3% 0.9

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 36: Educational Attainment for Population 25 years or older, Some College, No Degree
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

Change in Share (in Percentage Points) CITY COUNCIL DISTRICTS
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 36: Educational Attainment for Population 25 years or older, Some College, No Degree
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 G e
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 24,994 21.1% 24,821 19.4% -1.6 * City Council 4 4,418 23.5% 4,426 22.3% -1.2
City Council 1 3,745 20.8% 3,975 19.9% -1.0 City Council 5 4,192 25.4% 4,132 22.8% -2.6
City Council 2 2,275 17.0% 2,957 20.7% 37 * City Council 6 2,581 15.6% 2,420 13.8% -1.8
City Council 3 3,554 21.1% 3,351 18.1% -30 * City Council 7 4,067 22.7% 3,412 18.0% -46 *

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 146 16.9% 161 14.9% -2.0 E6 1042 682 14.6% 597 12.4% -2.2
2 1001 248 27.9% 210 20.1% -7.8 E7 1037 305 16.6% 269 15.2% -1.4
c3 1007 435 21.8% 365 16.7% -5.1 E8 1040 445 19.9% 336 14.4% -5.5
c4 1010 451 20.2% 339 14.9% -5.3 E9 1038 436 26.4% 307 19.3% -7.1
c5 1008 420 24.4% 373 19.8% -4.6 E10 1039 388 15.6% 395 15.3% -0.4
c6 1011.02 713 25.2% 753 24.9% -0.3 E11 1043 354 20.3% 303 15.2% -5.1
c7 1011.01 407 25.7% 234 16.2% -9.6 E121 1114 725 19.1% 1078 24.5% 54
c8 1012 406 16.9% 636 20.1% 3.2 E13 1049 648 30.2% 481 20.1% -10.1 *
c9 1025 385 17.9% 538 22.7% 4.8 E14 1141 402 25.2% 373 21.3% -3.9
c10 1140 244 19.1% 330 19.5% 0.4 E15 1047 635 18.0% 641 17.6% -0.4
C11 1021 390 38.0% 329 29.3% -8.7 E16 1044 172 13.8% 139 10.8% -3.0
c12 1019 452 24.7% 364 20.0% -4.8 E17 1048 783 23.3% 742 21.1% -2.2
c13 1017 637 29.9% 501 20.1% 9.8 E18% 1103 785 22.6% 840 21.4% -1.2
c14 1015 455 21.4% 500 25.3% 3.9 E19t 1102 909 25.6% 710 20.1% -55 *
C15 1023 505 24.7% 593 30.4% 5.7 E201 1118.02 522 26.3% 437 26.0% -0.3
c16 1020 387 21.6% 234 13.0% -86 * W1+t 1139.06 641 25.4% 684 27.2% 1.8
c17 1018 494 22.9% 511 21.5% -1.4 w2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 469 20.7% 526 23.3% 2.6 W3 1147 671 24.7% 734 23.4% -1.3
c19 1029 791 30.8% 866 27.7% -3.0 W4 1003.07 545 21.3% 740 27.4% 6.1
C20 1030 426 22.8% 595 25.4% 2.7 W5 1003.08 341 16.3% 432 21.1% 4.8
21 1035 708 25.7% 467 16.1% 96 * wé 1005 738 20.4% 715 16.5% -3.9
C22 1031 813 27.9% 708 21.3% -6.5 w7 1003.06 595 20.1% 579 19.8% -0.3
C23 1034 620 20.4% 537 17.6% -2.8 w8 1006 855 21.2% 775 15.9% -54
24 1032 834 24.8% 959 28.1% 33 w9 1027.02 360 20.1% 288 13.5% -6.6
C25 1033 637 23.9% 426 15.6% -8.3 W10 1026 593 23.3% 430 17.9% -5.4
E1t 1101.03 382 15.5% 502 19.0% 3.5 W11 1027.01 348 11.9% 732 26.1% 142 *
E2 1148 328 14.0% 280 11.5% -2.5 W12 1028.01 418 12.0% 807 20.5% 85 *
E3 1014 171 10.0% 300 12.9% 29 W13 1028.02 556 20.8% 700 23.1% 2.2
E4 1036 249 14.6% 230 13.7% -0.8 W14+ 1145 692 19.6% 807 19.3% -0.3
E5 1041 341 17.9% 293 0.1% -3.2

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 37: Educational Attainment for Population 25 years or older, Associates Degree
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 37: Educational Attainment for Population 25 years or older, Associates Degree
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 7,412 6.2% 8,659 6.8% 0.5 City Council 4 1,329 7.1% 1,285 6.5% -0.6
City Council 1 1,180 6.6% 1,428 7.1% 0.6 City Council 5 1,076 6.5% 1,194 6.6% 0.1
City Council 2 626 4.7% 842 5.9% 1.2 City Council 6 973 5.9% 898 5.1% -0.7
City Council 3 981 5.8% 1,151 6.2% 0.4 City Council 7 1,173 6.5% 1,798 9.5% 30 *

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 67 7.8% 20 1.9% -59 * E6 1042 233 5.0% 150 3.1% -1.9
2 1001 64 7.2% 62 5.9% -1.3 E7 1037 95 5.2% 66 3.7% -1.4
c3 1007 89 4.5% 63 2.9% -1.6 E8 1040 186 8.3% 162 6.9% -1.4
c4 1010 169 7.6% 167 7.3% -0.2 E9 1038 145 8.8% 120 7.6% -1.2
c5 1008 56 3.3% 176 9.4% 6.1 * E10 1039 120 4.8% 163 6.3% 1.5
c6 1011.02 276 9.8% 229 7.6% -2.2 E11 1043 88 5.1% 168 8.5% 34
c7 1011.01 54 3.4% 84 5.8% 24 E121 1114 289 7.6% 237 5.4% -2.2
c8 1012 140 5.8% 269 8.5% 2.7 E13 1049 105 4.9% 349 14.6% 9.7 *
c9 1025 213 9.9% 127 5.4% -46 * E14 1141 130 8.2% 75 4.3% -3.9
c10 1140 77 6.0% 92 5.4% -0.6 E15 1047 169 4.8% 368 10.1% 53 *
(@ 1021 39 3.8% 75 6.7% 29 E16 1044 58 4.7% 66 5.1% 0.5
c12 1019 98 5.4% 111 6.1% 0.7 E17 1048 312 9.3% 509 14.5% 5.2
c13 1017 223 10.4% 29 4.0% -65 * E18% 1103 309 8.9% 301 7.7% -1.2
c14 1015 127 6.0% 82 4.1% -1.8 E19t 1102 311 8.7% 198 5.6% -3.1
C15 1023 159 7.8% 156 8.0% 0.2 E201 1118.02 139 7.0% 132 7.9% 0.9
c16 1020 55 3.1% 126 7.0% 3.9 W1+t 1139.06 175 6.9% 243 9.7% 2.7
c17 1018 189 8.8% 157 6.6% -2.1 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 149 6.6% 260 11.5% 4.9 W3 1147 215 7.9% 354 11.3% 34
c19 1029 186 7.2% 325 10.4% 3.2 W4 1003.07 177 6.9% 163 6.0% -0.9
C20 1030 172 9.2% 126 5.4% -3.8 W5 1003.08 52 2.5% 72 3.5% 1.0
21 1035 223 8.1% 184 6.3% -1.8 wé 1005 286 7.9% 355 8.2% 0.3
C22 1031 150 5.1% 209 6.3% 1.2 w7 1003.06 141 4.8% 162 5.6% 0.8
C23 1034 179 5.9% 190 6.2% 0.3 w8 1006 309 7.7% 322 6.6% -1.1
C24 1032 166 4.9% 160 4.7% -0.2 w9 1027.02 76 4.3% 176 8.3% 4.0
C25 1033 166 6.2% 143 5.2% -1.0 W10 1026 110 4.3% 103 4.3% 0.0
E1t 1101.03 68 2.8% 75 2.8% 0.1 W11 1027.01 131 4.5% 178 6.3% 1.9
E2 1148 66 2.8% 81 3.3% 0.5 W12 1028.01 207 6.0% 245 6.2% 0.3
E3 1014 216 12.6% 134 5.8% -6.9 W13 1028.02 102 3.8% 140 4.6% 0.8
E4 1036 64 3.7% 56 3.3% -0.4 W14+ 1145 308 8.7% 375 9.0% 0.2
E5 1041 59 3.1% 167 8.4% 5.3

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 38: Educational Attainment for Population 25 years or older, Bachelor's Degree or Higher
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 38: Educational Attainment for Population 25 years or older, Bachelor’s Degree or Higher
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Change 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 48,389 40.8% 57,550 45.1% 43 * City Council 4 7,915 42.1% 10,105 50.9% 88 *
City Council 1 2,584 14.4% 3,320 16.6% 2.2 City Council 5 6,214 37.6% 7,453 41.1% 34
City Council 2 1,389 10.4% 1,874 13.1% 2.7 City Council 6 11,552 69.7% 12,702 72.5% 2.7
City Council 3 9,945 59.0% 11,482 61.9% 29 City Council 7 8,633 48.1% 10,538 55.7% 76 *

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change
Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 573 66.5% 815 75.4% 8.9 E6 1042 3305 31.2% 3946 32.9% 1.0 *

2 1001 272 30.6% 397 38.0% 74 E7 1037 1340 28.8% 1314 29.7% 1.3

c3 1007 1003 50.3% 1134 51.9% 1.6 E8 1040 1398 37.3% 1596 68.5% 6.1

c4 1010 1228 54.9% 1521 66.7% 1.8 * E9 1038 840 23.1% 1038 32.1% 144 *
c5 1008 881 51.3% 1094 58.1% 6.9 E10 1039 1623 25.9% 1667 64.5% -0.9

c6 1011.02 1455 51.5% 1806 59.7% 8.2 E11 1043 879 50.5% 1345 30.3% 172 *
c7 1011.01 987 62.4% 944 65.2% 2.8 E121 1114 797 21.0% 1153 11.6% 5.2

c8 1012 1721 71.6% 1972 62.4% -9.3 E13 1049 784 36.5% 976 6.4% 4.2

c9 1025 712 33.2% 1188 50.2% 170 * E14 1141 832 30.6% 1088 5.3% 9.9
c10 1140 412 32.3% 875 51.7% 194 * E15 1047 1896 32.9% 1998 6.8% 1.0
C11 1021 227 22.1% 457 40.7% 186 * E16 1044 943 24.3% 939 5.9% -2.7
c12 1019 695 38.0% 885 48.5% 10.5 E17 1048 1201 7.2% 1567 9.2% 8.8
ci13 1017 954 44.7% 1522 60.9% 162 * E18% 1103 1721 49.5% 2006 11.2% 1.6
c14 1015 1302 61.2% 1185 59.9% -1.3 E19t 1102 1575 5.9% 2088 5.3% 148 *
C15 1023 449 22.0% 591 30.3% 8.3 E201 1118.02 598 7.8% 579 34.5% 43
c16 1020 710 39.6% 811 45.1% 5.5 W1+t 1139.06 291 11.5% 234 11.2% -2.2
c17 1018 1131 52.4% 1375 57.9% 5.5 w2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 1323 58.4% 1216 53.9% -4.6 W3 1147 455 8.8% 693 7.6% 54
c19 1029 443 17.2% 543 17.4% 0.2 W4 1003.07 381 9.3% 380 9.1% -0.8
C20 1030 543 29.0% 830 35.5% 6.4 W5 1003.08 363 3.1% 243 5.7% -5.5
C21 1035 1478 53.7% 1674 57.7% 4.0 W6 1005 658 13.7% 827 10.1% 0.9
C22 1031 972 33.3% 1169 35.2% 1.9 w7 1003.06 248 7.7% 427 27.3% 63 *
c23 1034 1537 50.5% 1817 59.4% 89 * w8 1006 479 21.4% 750 5.6% 35
C24 1032 1241 36.9% 1420 41.7% 4.7 w9 1027.02 130 28.1% 82 5.3% -34
C25 1033 1258 47.2% 1587 58.0% 10.8 W10 1026 273 38.2% 542 7.0% 118 *
E1t 1101.03 1733 70.2% 1802 68.2% -1.9 W11 1027.01 480 27.8% 430 3.2% -1.0

E2 1148 1825 77.7% 1799 73.9% -3.7 W12 1028.01 311 9.0% 545 6.1% 49

E3 1014 1234 72.2% 1600 68.7% -3.5 W13 1028.02 195 30.3% 275 9.1% 1.8

E4 1036 1271 74.3% 1211 72.3% -2.1 W14+ 1145 678 30.1% 668 16.0% -3.2

E5 1041 1381 72.5% 1368 68.5% -39

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 39: Foreign-Born Population

Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 39: Foreign-Born Population
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 G e 2008-2012 2013-2017 s
Est. Share Est. Share in Share Est. Share Est. Share in Share
Salt Lake City 32,927 17.6% 31,835 16.4% -1.2 City Council 4 4,773 17.6% 4,527 16.1% -1.5
City Council 1 9,033 29.2% 10,138 29.6% 0.5 City Council 5 3,460 14.4% 2,253 8.9% -55 *
City Council 2 8,329 33.5% 7,432 30.1% -3.5 City Council 6 2,431 9.0% 3,101 11.2% 22 *
City Council 3 2,721 11.1% 2,340 9.3% -1.9 City Council 7 2,086 7.7% 1,916 6.8% -0.8

*The change is statistically significant
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.

Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change Map Census 2008-2012 2013-2017 Change

Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share Code  Tract Est. Share Est. Share in Share
C1 1002 220 18.6% 100 7.1% -11.5 E6 1042 471 7.0% 737 11.6% 4.6
2 1001 104 7.8% 209 12.4% 4.5 E7 1037 91 3.2% 157 6.4% 3.2
c3 1007 490 16.1% 228 7.5% -86 * E8 1040 214 6.1% 184 5.3% -0.9
c4 1010 217 7.0% 307 9.8% 2.8 E9 1038 247 9.1% 169 6.8% -2.3
c5 1008 294 12.2% 257 10.1% -2.1 E10 1039 250 6.2% 248 5.9% -0.3
c6 1011.02 566 15.1% 279 7.6% -75 * E11 1043 417 14.7% 268 9.2% -5.5
c7 1011.01 164 7.9% 191 9.6% 1.7 E121 1114 1930 27.4% 1565 23.6% -3.8
c8 1012 375 9.9% 408 9.6% -0.3 E13 1049 219 6.8% 164 4.9% -1.9
c9 1025 565 20.6% 809 24.3% 37 E14 1141 137 5.7% 148 5.6% -0.1
c10 1140 518 28.6% 214 11.2% -174 % E15 1047 220 4.5% 215 4.0% -0.5
C11 1021 219 16.1% 190 12.4% -3.7 E16 1044 85 3.9% 59 3.0% -0.9
c12 1019 353 15.4% 377 14.8% -0.6 E17 1048 454 9.3% 399 7.7% -1.6
c13 1017 553 18.3% 678 18.1% -0.2 E18% 1103 269 5.0% 180 3.2% -1.9
c14 1015 517 15.5% 361 12.2% -33 E19t 1102 169 3.1% 287 5.4% 23
C15 1023 709 24.5% 519 19.7% -4.8 E201 1118.02 347 13.7% 253 10.3% -3.3
c16 1020 595 22.2% 495 20.7% -1.4 W1+t 1139.06 314 7.7% 512 12.7% 5.0
c17 1018 344 10.3% 531 16.1% 5.9 W2 9800 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0.0
c18 1016 400 10.9% 353 9.2% -1.7 W3 1147 992 21.4% 1149 23.5% 2.1
c19 1029 817 19.7% 430 8.8% -108 * W4 1003.07 1426 28.1% 1414 25.8% -23
C20 1030 554 19.9% 358 11.2% -8.6 W5 1003.08 1568 38.2% 1500 35.1% -3.1
21 1035 173 4.5% 213 5.3% 0.8 wWé 1005 1562 27.8% 2072 31.2% 34
C22 1031 673 15.8% 515 11.2% -4.6 w7 1003.06 1605 30.3% 1503 28.8% -1.5
C23 1034 608 13.5% 329 7.6% -5.9 w8 1006 1880 30.1% 2500 32.5% 25
24 1032 635 14.2% 408 9.1% -5.0 w9 1027.02 1151 32.9% 1502 37.3% 4.4
C25 1033 307 7.4% 494 12.0% 4.6 W10 1026 1341 29.7% 897 23.1% -6.5
E1t 1101.03 273 7.8% 212 5.7% -2.1 W11 1027.01 1694 32.1% 1300 25.9% -6.2
E2 1148 291 7.7% 361 10.1% 24 W12 1028.01 2236 34.0% 1963 30.6% -33
E3 1014 1129 24.8% 1463 27.3% 2.6 W13 1028.02 1907 38.5% 1770 32.9% -5.6
E4 1036 101 4.1% 148 5.6% 1.5 W14+ 1145 1847 30.3% 1733 24.3% -6.0
E5 1041 175 6.0% 164 5.3% -0.7

*The change in these tracts is statistically significant
1 Census Tracts E1, E12, E18, E19, E20, W1, and W14 all have some or most of the tract population living outside of Salt Lake City. E1 and W1 are included in the table data only.
Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Figure 40: Moved within the last 12-months within Utah
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate
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Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017. Analysis by Kem C. Gardner Policy Institute.
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Table 40: Moved within the last 12-months within Utah
Salt Lake City Council Districts and Census Tracts, 2008-2012 and 2013-2017 Five-Year Estimate

2008-2012 2013-2017 Ch