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The elderly can be looked at as a distinct sub-
group of our population that has needs which 
often cut across lines of race and social class.  
Most elderly people in an industrial society face 
the problem of how to spend their time in a con-
structive, fulfi lling way.  When poverty and its 
accompanying 
lack of personal 
and neighbor-
hood resources 
compound this 
crisis, life can 
become diffi cult 
indeed.  In this 
chapter we will 
consider the aged population as a specifi c tar-
get group which should be taken into account 
in the planning of services.  Further research is 
needed to identify the subgroups of this popula-
tion whose needs are the most critical(1).  The 
main purpose here is to detail the geographic 
distribution of the population over 60 years of 
age. 
Almost one Cincinnatian in eight is over 60.  
During the 70s, the elderly population de-
clined at a dramatically slower rate (9 percent) 
than the overall population (15 percent).  This 
trend toward an aging Cincinnati population 
reversed during the 1980s and the numbers for 
1970 through 2005-2009 show the city popu-
lation declining by 24.8% and elderly popula-
tion declining by 33.4 percent (Table 2d).  The 
percentage of the population that is elderly de-
clined from 16.7 to 13.1 in SES I and II, the two 
lower SES quartiles, between 1970 and 2005-
2009.  In SES I only 14 percent of the popula-
tion was over 60 in 2005-2009 compared to 19% 
in SES III (Table 2b).  Almost sixty-three (62.8) 
percent of the elderly lived in SES III and IV 
in 2005-2009.  Table 7a presents the percent-
age of seniors of the total population of each 
quartile.  Comparing 1970’s and 2000’s per-
centages show that the most notable change is 
the increase in elderly percentage in SES III, 
the upper middle quartile.  In the most recent 

decade the percent elderly increased in all four 
quartiles reversing the 1980-2000 trend.  So 
Cincinnati may be aging once again if the ACS 
data are reliable with this age group.  The fol-
lowing section on poverty supports the idea 
that the percentage elderly in poor neighbor-
hoods might be increasing.

Poverty and the Elderly in 2005-
2009
What we predicted for this decade did not hap-
pen, at least according to the 2005-2009 ACS 
data.  A look at Figure 10 shows more corre-
spondence in the geographic distribution of 
poverty and the elderly.  There are many more 
areas of overlap between high concentrations 
of elderly and poverty than we saw on the 2000 
map.  Table 7a shows that the number of elder-
ly declined in SES IV, stayed about the same in 
SES II and rose in SES I and III.
Table 7b shows trends by neighborhood.  In 
SES I the biggest changes were increases in 
the percent elderly in Camp Washington (11) 
North Fairmount-English Woods (3) and Riv-
erside-Sayler Park (3).  Five SES I neighbor-
hoods had declines of 1 to 3 percent.  In SES 
II, Carthage and Evanston saw signifi cant 

increases.  Lower Price Hill, Roselawn, West 
Price Hill, and Corryville saw a signifi cant neg-
ative shift on this variable.  Most of the SES III 
and IV neighborhoods saw changes of less than 
2 percent.  Evanston-East Walnut Hills, Sayler 
Park, East End, Oakley and East Walnut Hills 
became more elderly by 4 percent or more.
Figure 7c shows these fi gures not as percent-
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age points but the percentage of change.  High 
gainers were California, Camp Washington, 
Sayler Park, Oakley, Mt. Adams, Carthage, Mt. 
Lookout, East End, and East Walnut Hills.
Table 7b shows trends by neighborhood.  In 
SES I seven of the 12 neighborhoods had a 
lower percent elderly in 2005-2009.  The larg-
est concentrations are in Avondale, East Price 
Hill, Walnut Hills, and Mt. Airy.  In SES II 
eight of 12 neighborhoods had lower percent el-
derly.  The largest concentrations were in West 
Price Hill, Roselawn, Evanston, Bond Hill, and 
West End.  In SES III six neighborhoods lost in 
percent elderly in 2005-2009.  Two of Cincin-
nati’s largest concentrations are in this area: 
Westwood (6,025) and College Hill (3,616).  This 
may indicate the presence of nursing homes in 
these neighborhoods but it also refl ects overall 
population size.  
In SES IV the 
overall percent 
elderly has de-
clined but Oak-
ley, Hyde Park, 
and Mt. Wash-
ington still have 
large numbers of elderly.  Oakley and Clifton 
had 20 percent or more elderly in 2005-2009.
Is Cincinnati aging?  Table 2d shows a decline 
in both number and percent elderly between 
1970 and 2005-2009.  But in the 2005-2009 pe-
riod the trend was reversed to show that the 
short-term trend is towards an aging city.  The 
percent elderly rose from 12.7 percent in 2000 

to 15.8 in 2005-2009 (Table 2d).
The trend toward an increasingly greater pro-
portion of our population being elderly will 
continue at least in a metropolitan context. 
Community services must be innovative and 
comprehensive to meet the challenges of our 
aging population.  The city as a whole needs 
to develop a greater sensitivity to the rights, 
needs, and resources of our older people in or-
der to keep them as full members of our social 
networks.  They have much to contribute and 
should not be perceived merely as one more 
“needy group”.  Community leaders can use the 
data in this chapter to plot the evolving pat-
terns of the elderly population and their needs.  
The elderly are now heavily concentrated in the 
two upper SES areas perhaps leaving a dearth 
of mentors in the inner city.

The Children
In the past two decades, the number of children 
under 16 has declined from 82,988 in 1970 to 
67,164 (see Fourth Edition).  Cincinnati’s chil-
dren (under 5) are perhaps less concentrated 
in poverty areas (Figure 11) than in 1990.  31.9 
percent live in SES I.  The largest concentra-
tions of children and youth (under 18) in SES I 
are in East Price Hill (6,031), Avondale (4,271), 
Mt. Airy (3,020), and Walnut Hills (1,477) (Ta-
ble 7e).
Most of the neighborhoods in SES I have per-
centages of children and youth of 25 percent or 
more.  Several are in the 30-40 percent range.  
Several SES II neighborhoods have very high 

Table 7a
Trends in the Population Over 60 Years of Age, 1970-2009

Social Area 
Quar  le

Number of Persons 60 Years of Age and Older Percent of Total Over 60 Popula  on

1970 1980 1990 2000 2005-
2009

1970 1980 1990 2000 2005-
2009

1st Quartile 13,346 10,432 11,082 8,043 9,543 16% 14% 17% 15% 18%
2nd Quartile 20,686 15,186 16,829 10,508 10,477 26% 21% 26% 20% 19%
3rd Quartile 15,930 19,200 18,743 16,997 18,052 20% 27% 29% 32% 34%
4th Quartile 31,075 27,212 18,674 17,323 15,741 38% 38% 29% 33% 29%

Total 81,037 72,030 65,328 52,871 53,813 100% 100% 101%a 100% 100%
a Error due to rounding

The percent elderly 
rose from 12.7 

percent in 2000 to 
15.8 in 2005-2009 

(Table 2d).
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numbers of children and youth (population 
under 18 years of age).  These are West End 
(2,214), West Price Hill (5,756), Bond Hill 
(1,652), Evanston (1,821), Roselawn (1,363), 

and Over-the-Rhine (1,386).  Neighborhoods 
with high percentages or numbers of children 
and youth in SES I and II are likely to have 
high crime rates and have a special need for 
youth services and programs such as day care 
and after school programs.  In SES III, West-
wood (8,416), College Hill (3,641), Madison-
ville (2,382), Northside (1,625), and Kennedy 
Heights (1,559) have large numbers of children 
and youth and thus special needs for similar 
services.  In SES IV six of the 12 neighborhoods 
have more than 1,000 children and youth.
Figure 7f focuses on children under fi ve years 
of age.  There are 15 neighborhoods with less 
than 200 young children and 6 with over 1,000.  
The latter are all large neighborhoods with 3 
or more census tracts.
In terms of sheer numbers the SES I neighbor-
hoods with the highest youth populations are 
East Price Hill, Avondale, and Mt. Airy.  In 
SES II West Price Hill, West End, Bond Hill 
and Evanston have the highest percentage of 
youths (5 to 17) population.  Winton Place, and 
Mt. Auburn are close behind. 
In 2005-2009 there were 39,622 persons aged 
17 and under in SES I and II, compared to 
36,132 in the two higher SES quartiles (Table 
7e).  The fact that the youth population is so 
high in the lower SES quartiles suggests a need 
for high levels of investment in health centers, 
schools, and recreation facilities in inner city 
areas. 
Table 7f and Figure 11 can be used to help plan 
target areas for day care needs, youth recre-
ation, and crime prevention initiatives.  In this 
chapter, we have focused attention on SES I 
and SES II because children and youth in high-

er SES areas have more access to private day 
care, recreation, and health services, but we 
have provided data for all the neighborhoods.
If one wanted to target efforts based on high 
numbers of very young children there are six 
neighborhoods which, in 2005-2009, had over 
1,000 children in the 0-5 age range.  The high-
est number was in Westwood.  Are there spe-
cial needs in Westwood?  The neighborhood de-
scription in Chapter 10 shows Westwood to be 
a highly complex neighborhood which in some 
census tracts has experienced an infl ux of white 
Appalachians and African-Americans.  A look 
at the Appendix III reveals that much of the de-
cline in social indicators has occurred in tracts 
88 and 100.02 (in East Westwood).  Neighbor-
hood leaders and planners should look further 
at what residents of these two tracts might be 
willing to help develop for their children and 
youth.  Here we have used Westwood, a com-
plex multi-SES neighborhood, as an illustra-
tion of how to use the various components of 
this report to assess community needs. 

Community leaders in neighborhoods with 
large number of children and youths should 
ask themselves whether their neighborhoods 
are responsive or hostile to the needs of the 
various demographic groups.  Are there play-
grounds, daycare centers and other facilities 
for children?  Are there schools where children 
feel safe, welcome, respected and challenged to 
learn?  Are there safe places for latchkey kids 
after school?
 

 
 

The elderly are now heavily 
concentrated in the two upper SES 
areas perhaps leaving a dearth of 

mentors in the inner city.

Community leaders in neighborhoods 
with large number of children and 

youths should ask themselves 
whether their neighborhoods are 

responsive or hostile to the needs of 
the various demographic groups.
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Figure 7c
Neighborhoods With Largest Percentage Increase In Population 60 Years and Over, 2000-2009a
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Figure 7d
Neighborhoods With Highest Numbers of Persons 60 Years and Over, 2005-2009a
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a Neighborhoods with populations less than 500 children (under 5 years of age) excluded from graph

Figure 7f
Neighborhoods With Greatest Number of Children Under 5, 2005-2009a
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