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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Central Texas Community Health Centers (dba CommuUnityCare, CUC) is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit healthcare
organization that provides primary medical care (i.e., family medicine, internal medicine, obstetrics and
gynecology), dental care, behavioral health catdystance use care and some specialty care services such as,
endocrinology, dermatology, podiatry and rheumatology. CommUnityCare additionally provides health care
services for people experiencing homelessness and for those afflicted or affected bylBE&/dl operates

several orsite pharmacies and has established a robust contract pharmacy network. These services are

LIN2E GARSR GKNRdAzZZAK / 2YY! yAGe&/ I NBQA Hdp FSRSNIfte& ljdz t A
surrounding areas. Thedesigna 2y a F2NJ / 2YY! yAde/ I NBQa KSIHfaGdK OSyds
I 2YY! yAGe/ FNB FYyR ¢NI @Aa /[ 2dzyie | SIHfTGK /NS 5AaGNXO
Program grantee under Section 330 of the federal Public Health Services Act.

As one of the largest Health Center Program and FQHC operators in Texas and the United States,

I 2YY! yAGe/ F NBQa YAaaizy A dbedhgioNBeyamminiigs g servelmitia vikighl f G K
of striving to achieve greater health equity for, d&lut especially for our patients and the communities we are so
privileged to serve. Of significance, some of the most unique requirements of a federal Health Center Program
grantee include:

Requirement to serve financially qualified lewwcome uninsured and underinsured residents (i.e.,

target population) of a specific geographic area (i.e., service area);

To have a health center Board of directors that is majority controlled by active patients of the health
center and whom are reflective of the communities of the served;

I SFEGK /SYGdSNJI . 2FNR 2F S5ANBOG2NREQ | LILINROIE 2F |
to better understand the evolving health needs of the community including changes in current health
market trends, shifts in demographic profiles, or emeggirealth crises so that resources can be

allocated most effectively and services adjusted to better meet community needs.

In 2023, CommUnityCare provided care to 134,000 plus unique patients with 878 pseting as belong to a
racial / ethnic minority population, 61% were best served in a language other than English, 24% of the 52,000
plus pediatric patients were uninsurednd staggering 68% of the 82,000 plus adult patients were uninsured.

This assessment aims to accurately capture the changing demographic, socioeconomic, and health care needs of
/2YY! yAdGe/ I NBQa f2y3 aidlyRAy3 GFNBSGO LRLMAIFGAZ2Y | YR
to better understand the highest el areas within the federally approved service area an assessment of census
tracts with low educational attainment (i.e., less than 75% of the population having achieved a high school
education or equivalency by the age of 25) and high rates of povestyr(iore than 20% of the population

living at or below the poverty level) was undertaken with census tracts meeting both assessment thresholds

Page 8
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determined to be Vulnerable Population Footprint Area (herein VPFA). A VPFA has been previously
RSY2yaidN}r SR (G2 SESNI O2y&ARSNIOGES AyTtdsSyOS 2y LIS2
6a@dzt ySNI ot S¢0 (2 dzyRSaA Nleard atakrs available ortaizipddad ¥, $his OHNAK S N
incorporates components of secondary data analysis that focus on the health, social, and economic needs of our
L2 Lddzt F GA2y® . Sft2¢ INB a2YS KAIKEAIKGaA 2F /) / Q& HAHN

Population

The total population of Travis County continues to increase rapidly. As of 2021, 1,267,795 individuals lived in
Travis County. Compared to the 2018 total population of 1,148,176 representing a 10.4% rise in the general
population. The total numberof gelLJt S Ay /! / Qa4 FSRSNIffe& | LIWINROISR &SN
(58.9%) within the same period (2018: 966,934 vs. 2021: 1,537,421).

h¥ GKS G20Ft LRLzZFGA2Y Ay ¢NI QA& [/ 2dzyieés TdpImopp 2N
represents a decreasgf approximately 57.4% the VPFA population since 2018.

The sharp decline might imply that lemcome and poorly resourced populations (i.e., those living below 200%
of the federal poverty level, FPL) in the VRFAost of whom are served by CommUnityCare may have relocated
elsewhere (i.e., out of Austin, TravCounty, or the State of Texas) due to factors unaccounted for in this
assessment, including the COMI® pandemic. More likely, the populations still remain within Travis County and
surrounding areas as the vast majority of net migrants to Austin arsiiteunding areas over the last several
years has been tied to the areas growth sectors including technology with the majority having incomes above
200% of FPL. These trends coupled to geographic displacement (i.e., gentrification) due to escalatmg prope
values and cost of living have both proportionately decreased and diluted Travis County and the surrounding
I NB I Qricomie Bogulation (i.e <200% of FPL). The data also demonstrates that higheme households

have moved into prior VPFAs, and daéncreasing housing costs, lowgcome households are being pushed
from longstanding communities in which they and their families have resided.

Citizenship Status

1 Atleast 1in 4 individuals living in the VPFA are ndtScitizen, in contrast to about 1 in 10 residents of
Travis County and Texas, respectively.

1 Access to Primary Care

1 VPFA residents are about three times less likely to have access to primary care providers (PCPs)
compared to Travis County residents, and almost two times less likely than their counterparts in Texas
to have access to a PCP.

1 The rate of access to dental care providers for people living in the VPFA is about two times lower
compared to their counterparts in Travis County and Texas.

9 The rate of access to nurse practitioners for VPFA residents is approximately three times lower
compared to residents of Travis County, and about two times lower than their counterparts living
elsewhere in Texas.

1 Residents of Travis County and its VPFA have better access to mental health providers than their
counterparts in Texas, but those in the VPFA have a lower access to providdéad}ltéan their
counterparts in Travis County.

§ Travis County and VPFA residents have better access to addiction and sulst@rde LINE J-fold S NB 6
greater) than their counterparts in the rest of the State.

Family Income and Poverty

1 In Travis County, for those whom poverty status is determined, an estimated 11.2% of the 1,267,795
people, live in poverty.
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1 Approximately 8% of Travis County families live at or below the federal poverty level (FPL), which
translates into 23,655 families (Sagpendix VII).

1 302,746 people (24.4%) in Travis County have incomes at, or below 200% of the FPL noting that this
number remained the same in recently released Census Data from 2022.

I Ofthe 76,162 Travis County people living in the VPFA, 42,201 or 55.4% have family incomes at or below
the 200% of the FPL.

1 Less than a third of families living in the VPFA (29.93%) earn a total annual income greater than $75,000.
This proportion is almost ten percent higher compared to the annual income of families who lived in the
VPFA in 2017 (i.e., 20.50%). This is a plessiblication that higher income households have moved into
the VPFA.

Households Receiving SNAP Benefits

f 1'02dzi cZnpn OHHDPPEL 2N FfY2ald M Ay n K2dzZaSK2f R3
Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) benefits, which is at least three times more than the proportion of
those receiving similar benefits in Travis Coubt3%o).

1 American Indian or Alaska Natives (40.7%), Asians (40.1%), and Black/African Americans (33.7%) are
more likely than other racial groups to receive SNAP benefits.

Housing Quality (Overcrowding and Substandard Housing)

9 Of the 363,140 occupied housing units in Travis County, 20,830 or about 1 in 20 units (5.7%) are
overcrowded.

T oZpun 2NJ 062dzi M AY n OHTOYy 20 2F (GKS +#t C! Qa mMoXw

9 All occupied housing units in the VPFA (at least 1 in 2) and Travis County (about 1 in 3) have one or more
substandard conditions (e.g., rodents or other infestations, exposed pipes, or other installations creating
tripping hazards, among others) present.

Insurance

i For those whom insurance status is determined:
¢ 4G €tSFHad m AY mn ¢NI}@A&a [/ 2dzyieQa NBAARSyda 02N w
¢ G £tSFHad m Ay n NBaAARSyida 02N HTOTE:0 2F ¢NI} @OA & |/
1 22,982 (or 41.6%) of people living in the VPFA are enrolled in Mediedlteefold rate compared to
that of Travis County (13.0%).
1 Overall, among private insurance options, the majority are on private insurance through an employer or
union (46.3%); and for public insurance coverage, Medicaid (41.6%) tops all. This trend is consistent
across all report areas.

Food Insecurity

1 Atleast1in5 people in the VPFA live in a food desert, and about 1 in 9 people are considered low
income with low food access (LILA), compared to 1 in 5 colleagues in Travis County.

Incarceration Rate

1 Individuals living in the VPFA (4.2%) are about two times more likely to be incarcerated than their
contemporaries living in other areas of Travis County (2.1%) and Texas (1.9%).

Transportation
1 Approximately 1 in 10 occupied households in the VPFA are without a motor vehicle, this is twice the
ratio of households in Travis County (5.3%) and Texas (5.2%) that do not have motor vehicles.

1 About 1in 25 people in the VPFA use public transit for commute to work, compared to 1 in 50 people in
Travis County.
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9 Ittakes at least one hour in each direction (two hours minimum) to get to work and back, daily, for
almost 1 in 10 residents in the VPFA

Technology (Digital Divide)

1 Nearly 1in 9 households in the VPFA have no computer, compared to about 1 in 33 similar households
in Travis County.
1 Approximately 1 in 5 households in the VPFA have slow or not internet access.

Teen Births

1 Afemale who is 139 years of age and lives in the VPFA is about three times more likely to become
pregnant (15.04%) compared to her counterparts living elsewhere in Travis County (5.09%).

Poor Dental HealttZTeeth Loss

1 Nearly 1in 4 older adults (aged 65+ years) in the VPFA have lost all their natural teeth due to tooth
decay or gum disease.
l RRAGAZ2YyFfftes I OKAfR 6K2 A& M1 &@SIFENR 2NJ &2dzyISNI Iy
1 Has a 44% chance of living in poverty and a 76% possibility of living at 200% or below the FPL, compared
to colleagues living elsewhere in Travis County.
1 Isatleast2in 3 chances (68.5%) likely to be Hispanic or Latino and/or live in a Hispanic or Latino
household.
1 Is about five (5) times more likely to dwell in an overcrowded household with a nearly 28% chance of
living in substandard housing.
1 Is approximately nearly three times (3) more likely to belong to a family that is receiving SNAP benefits
compared to Travis County colleagues.
1 Has a 62% possibility of living with a family (i.e., one or more individuals related to him or her by birth,
marriage, or adoption).
I Has more than 2 in 3 chances (69.2%) of scoring below the average English reading "proficient" level,
and at least 3 in 4 chances (76.1%) of not being proficient in Mathematics by the 4th grade.
1 Is approximately two (2) times more likely to be eligible for the free or reduced lunch program
compared his or her counterparts in Travis County.
l Rdzt §a 3SR my &@SINAR 2N 2ft RSNJ gK2 fAGBS Ay ¢NI @rAa [/ 2
1 Are nearly 3fold more likely to live with vision problems (including being blind or having serious
RAFFAOdAZ G& aSSAy3a S@PSy 6KSy ¢gSIFENRARy3d It aasao (Kl
(TC: W35).
1 Are 1.5fold less likely to live with cancer (other than skin cancer), and more likely (netally Righer)
to be diagnosed with diabetes, compared to their counterparts living in FT85.W
1 Are more likely to smoke and be diagnosed of Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease (C&eid) (1.6
greater) than their counterparts living in TC:34.
1 Are about 3fold more likely than their counterparts in TC:38 to lose all their teeth if they lived in the
VPFA during their entire life, beyond 65+ years.
1 Aremorelikely (&2t R INBIFGSND (2 KI@S | 62Ré& Ylaa AYyRSE
than their mates in TC: \85.
1 Are more likely (nearly 1.4tld higher) to live through a poor mental health state (including stress,
RSLINB&aaAz2ys FYyR LINRPofSYa 6A0K SY20A2ya0 F2NJ x M
It is worth mentioning that beyond morbidity and mortality, this CHNA demonstrates that the €0OVID
pandemic had a considerable impact on Travis County communities and vulnerable groups. The pandemic
magnified emotional turmoil and disrupted employmentcome, education, and health care. It also impacted
food security, transportation, and societal norms or practices (such as recreational activities) that foster social
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cohesion and build social capital. Overall, Travis County is ranked among the healthiest counties in Texas
(number 8 of 244 highest 7580 £ NI y{ SR O2dzyiASa0 u>X odzi LIRO]SGa 2-

attainment, and other health equity issues comte to persist among those who live in the VPFA and East of
Interstate Highway 35-35), where Hispanic/Latinos and Black/African Americans are most affected.

W /[ 2dzyde 1SHEGK whkylAy3ad YR w2l R Wipddivww.countyheaktiiabkings.ordlexpl@tedith SOSR W
rankings/texas/travis?year=2023
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INTRODUCTION
Background and Purpose

The Health Resources and Services Administration, HRSA, is the governmenteggmtsible for
administering the Health Center ProgrdhiCP s authorized under Section 330 of the U.S. Public Health
Sewices Act and for monitoring performance of HCP grantees including adherence ta€diMéments.Each
year,CommUnityCar®@ & 6 / | Is tequiredl to BRluatés federally approved service areiae(,the borders
of specific geographic areas approvasl partof CommUnityCar@ d@proved scope of projefto ensure among
other factorst, that the:

T a{ A3 /| XHKis suddBat the services to be provided through the center (including any satellite
service sites) are available and accessible to the residents of the area promptly and as appropriate; and

1 Boundaries of | / afka conform, to the extent practicable, to relevant boundaries of political
subdivisions, school districts, and areas served by Federal and State health and social service programs.

T .2dzyRENASa 2F /! / Q& INBI StAYAylLGST G2 GKS SEGSYy
characteristics, its residential patterns, its economic and social grou@rasilable transportatiorg.

HRSAalsorequiresthat CUCassesanyunmetneed for health services its federally approvederviceareafor
its federally approved target population which includes individii@hsilies who: (1) have incomes less that
200% of FPL; (#ho are homeless. &ctorsin determining unmet need include

1. GAvailable health resources in relation t/CQa a SNIBWAOS | NBIF yR AGa dGF NBSG
ratios of primary care physicians in general or family practice, internal medicine, pediatrics, or obstetrics and
gynecology to its population
Health indices fof | / s@rdice area population, such idant mortality rate.
3. Economic factors affecting | / s@rdice area population's access to health services, such as percentage of
the population with incomes below the poverty level; and
4. Demographic factors affecting the population's need and demand for health services, such as percentage of
the population age 65 and overt

N

Additionally, the HRSA expects tGeiNAo usethe most recenthyaccessiblelatafor the service area and is

expectedto evaluatethe following:

1. dFactors associated with access to care and health care utilizationunemployment, educational
attainment, geograplic location occupation transportation, income level)

2. Ygnificant causes of morbidity and mortalitych asdiabetes, cardiovascular disease, cancer, low birth
weight, behavioral healtrandany associated health disparities; and

3. Additionalunique health care needs or characteristics that impact health status or access to, or utilization
of, primary cared.g, social factors, the physical environment, cultural/ethnic factors, language needs,
housing statusp £

Apart from he requirementspreviously mentionedboth the HRSA and Internal Revenue Service ¢I&&r

passage of the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act in 2Qadticipate thatCUCand other501(c)(3)

nonprofit healthcare organizati@complete or revise its needs assessment at least once every three years

andor consider implementation strategies to meet any priority health needs identified throughsbkessment.
Toexecutethisresponsibilityl /| b! A& 2y S G22t Ay GKAa STF2NI Fa Al
service area, provides pertinent information to select priorities foiagtfocuses on higheed geographical
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areas, and serves as the basis for actionable data for strategic initiatives and valuable community intervention
programs.

Overall,CUGremainscommitted to identifying and closing health equity gaps in high need communities within
its federally approved service area. Thogt CHNANcludesareviewof zip codes that have been approved by
HRSAaspartoll Q& & S N¥ghiclDikludes\tBelVPFand incorporates components of secondary data
analysis that focus opopulations in itservice aredhat have high health and social and/or economic needs

Federally Approved Service Area

I 2YY! yAGe/ I NBQa sa@n8ckR &déd cormpiised obolzipld@de $aBulation areas (ZCTE)Owever,

some of theZCTAsare nonresidential, meaning thato population is reported. Consequentib of the 66

ZCTAg$see Appendix Ig A G KA Y /| / Q& &S NDwitldiBe vasNdjorityfoba@&in Navia GoRnByy (0 &
with extension intdWilliamson, Bastrop, HaySaldwell and Burnet counties. Additionally, these 55 ZCTAs
encompasd8cities or neighborhoods (Austin, Bastrop, Bee Cave, Buda, Cedar Creek, Cedar Park, Dale, Del
Valle, Elgin, Highland Haven, Leander, Manchaca, Manor, Pflugerville, Red Rock, Round RockdSineset
Valley)with each ZCTé&xamined in thimssessment

' YFLI 2F /! / Q& TSRS NiclidingZCTASILING KpPeRdixashowi ihFyGre 1. NS |
Vulnerable Population Footprint Are@/PFA)

Poverty and educationattainment are wo important determinantsknown toexertconsiderable influencen
health outcomesAbject pverty impacts healtlmutcomesby means otonstrainedhealthcare access,
inadequate nutritionmental health challengescholastiaisparities, anaamplifiedsusceptibilityto infectious
diseasesPoverty also worsens healgapsbetweendifferent demographigroups.®

Educational attainment improves skills such as liteeuoydevelops effective habits. Education also leads to
more accurate health beliefs and knowledgwhich leads to better lifestyle choices, better skills, and greater
selfadvocacy

Lower educatioral attainmentis associated witHower income which isconneced to poorer health® A
vulnerable population footprint (VPFAXSee Figuré below) isnot onlya map, but also a reporting toathich
determines geographic areaghere high rates of poverty and loeducational attainment (i.e., lack of a high
school diploma) intersedSee Appendi¥ for VPFAomparison. Research shows that when community
resources arénvestedin these twonon-clinical determinants of healtlpopulationhealth outcomesmprove
considerably®®

Given that educational attainment and poverty are significant influencers of healthanalysis, using the

Center for Applied Research and Engagement Systems (CARES) online VPF tool set the threshold for poverty at
20% or greateg coupled to an adult high school of attainment level of 75% or lowarorder to defineVPFA

within the Service Area. For a trend of VP&¥er the years, refer té\ppendix Il
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CommuUnityCare Federally Approved Service Ardmerican Communitysurvey ACS 2021 Derived
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VPFAAnalysisHighlights

f Population:79,195t A @S Ay ¢ NJ @ikchiding6aXpgrsoRs@eEcupyirg €dch square niite
VPFApopulation ispredominantlymale (52%). In general, hildrenunder 18comprisethe majority

(27.3%)f the total population with ages EL7 beingthe most dominant age grou(l9.2%)

1 Race/Ethnicity’At least 2 in 3@8.5% residents areHispanic or Latirgabout 1 in 5 (17.4%) areon-
Hispanic Whitepearly 1 in 10 (9.9%) aidack orAfrican Americag andapproximately 1 in 50 are

Asian (2.3%).

1 Educational AttainmentApproximatelyl in 3 adults (34.2%)ged 25 and ovehave no high school

diploma.

1 Poverty:About 7 in 12esidents (55.1%) over 18 yeanlsl, and 3in 4 children(76.0%Yor whom

poverty has been determinedive at or below 200% of the FPL.

1 Linguistic Isolation(Limited Englistspeaking Householdd)hen measured together with other
factors such as poverty and educational attainment, linguistic isolation can guide deliberate investment
in both child and/or adult education community resouregisy integrating norEnglish speaking
households socially @economically to help prevent social isolati®Approximatelyl in 5 households
(18.6%) have nobody above 14 years of age who speaks only English a@hbihed LIS+ 1 &4 9y 3t A 3

6 St t ¢ cohdlanduagp S
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1 Health Resources and Services Administration. HRSA Health Center Program: Chlgted8 Assessment. Retrieved from
https://bphc.hrsa.gov/compliance/complianemanual/chapter3.
2|nternalRevenue Service. Charitable Organizations: Requirements for 501(c)(3) Hospitals Under the Affordable;Gaetiget501(r).
Retrieved from
https://www.irs.gov/charitiesnon-profits/charitableorganizations/requirementfor-501c3hospitalsunder-the-affordablecareact
section501r.
3WalkerER, Druss BG. Cumulative burden of comorbid mental disorders, substance use disorders, chronic medical conditions, and
poverty on health among adults in
the United States. Psychol Health Med. 2017; 22(6):735.
4 Zajacova A, Lawrence EM. The relationship between education and health: reducing disparities through a contextual appradch. A
review of public health2018.
39:27389.
5Benzeval M, Taylor J, Judge K. Evidence on the relationship between low income and poor health: Is the governnesmudiifig
Fiscal Studies. 2000; 21(3):375
99.
6 Han WJ. Bilingualism and academic achievement. Child development.83j§12300621.
W NI GAa [ 2dzy (@ Qa-regitn©bserved WNBIKSY ( 2 dayde® Q& 9 G SNY O2NNA-BR NI 66KSy
Thus, the VPFAisnotafixeddulBs A A 2y £ 2 OF & SR A3B, bit Kr8preSents any a2ed in Travi Gounfyiicluding some
portions West of35) where low eduational attainment is associated with poverty (low income) and resources, and poor health.

DATA COLLECTION METHODOLOGY

Secondary Data Collection

Secondary data wergatheredfrom local, county, and state sources to present community demographics, social
(i.e., nonclinical)determinants of health, health camccess, birth indicators, leading causes of death, acute and
chronic disease, health behaviors, mental health, substancgamskpreventivepracticesamong others

Analysis of the data includes an examination and reporting of health disparitigarfoushealth indicators

such as chronic diseases, access (to aatdor food), and housingamong othersData tablesshowdata for

indicators, the geographic area represented, the data measurement (ergde prevalencesate ratio, number,

or percent), tle data source, and data yedhese data argresented in the context ofravisCountyVPFA,

/'] Q& | LILINR OSSR &S NIA Oéhdthe NBitedStated\ilargig dhe sc@dayf dnds3ue 8sRE | & =
relates to the broader community

Whenever available, trending data are provided throughout this CHNA report as revealed by comparison to prior
CHNA or othesurvey resultsAlsg Travis County and geographical subareas with outcomes worse or greater
GKFYy GKS { GF S QaéaredbdtSdidviElSoutconBs wihiademges betyer or lower than that of

the State are indicated igreenbold font. Secondary data indicators in this report do not carsampling error

0dzi YAIKG 0SS adzo2SO0 (2 NBEIBrXE pupasesHNIERNGH, istd&t&mided 2 NB
by a +5% variation from the comparative meas(wéh significant figures in the data marked with an asteyisk

*)_
Community Needsind/or Areas of Opportunity

Significant health needsnd/or areas of opportunitydentified afterour review of secondary data includeut
are not limited t9:

Incomeand Poverty

Insuranceand Access to Healthcare
Housing

Educational Attainmein

Food Environment

Health Outcomes

Healthrisk Behavior

Special Populations (Homelessness)
Built Environment

Health Prevention Rctices

Health Status an®isability

= =4 =4 =4 =4 =
E RE I I R
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Information Gaps

CUC made itesst CHNA report publicly available through its website and can be accessed here:
https://communitycaretx.org/wpcontent/uploads/2021/06/CHNAJpdated FINAEDocument.pdf Bythis process
CUC solicited written comments as well as feedback from the public regarding the @HiNAmplementation
strategy for identifiedor unidentified)Junmet needs. At the time of this writing, CUC had not received any written
comments.

However, CUC will continue to make CHNA reports publicly available and endeavor to seek input from the broader
community in subsequent assessments regarding the identification and prioritizing of health needs of the
community, through population surveys @key informant input. Additionally, CUC will continue to use its

website as a tool to obtain public comments and ensure that these comments are considered in the development
of future CHNAs.

With reference tocontent, thisCHNAs intendedto provide a comprehensive and broad picture of the health
YySSRa FyYR FNBlIa 27 2 LlLandIadsfpojutatioFTRekEXore althoOghthigiaSsesgmetS | N
iscomprehensiveit is important to recognize that it is unable toeasure all possible aspects of health in the
community¢ nor can it adequately represent all possible populations of integehie toinformation gapghat

might limit the ability to assesslli KS O2 Y Y dzy A (i & BoiexdPle, teitdin pgp8i&ish groupsuch

as the homeless, institutionalized persons, or those who only speak a language other than English or Spanish
[D.¢vL!b 6[ S&a0Alyx DIFéx .A&SEdzrfsz ¢N}Qy&a3ISyRSNE vdsSS
the other identities not encompassed in the short acronyor)documented residents, and members of certain

cultural or immigrant groupg might not be identifiable or might not be represented in numbers sufficfent
comparisonn the dat.

GOMMUNITY DEMOGRAPHICS

Demographicgomprisea selectionof socioeconomidlata, including the breakdown of a population by gender,
age,race,income, employment statysand many morgit is about a population of interest or a specific geography
such as a town, city, stat® even a nationand can influence howkeydecisions are made by leaders.
‘Demographicslsoprovide leaders ocommunitieswith the information they needor current and future

planning or investmeng whichhelpsto determine who get$ederal aid how much aid is received from loc¢al
state, and federal sourceand/or where assistance programs are target&drthermore demographicsan

capture snapshatin time, for instance what happened 2010 vs.2018-202Q sothat, by examining data at
different points in time, one can see historitednds anduse that information to make timely evidendmsed
decisions.

Total Population Change, 20122020

Over the past decadehé Travis County VPFA population grew by 4,400 persons, a change of 5.84%.

Total Population, Total Population Population
ReportArea 2010 Census Population, Change, Change,201,
2020 Census 20102020 2020, Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 75,284 79,684 4,400 5.84%
CUC Service Area No Data No Data No Data No Data
TravisCounty, TX 1,024,183 1,290,188 266,005 25.97%
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Texas 25,145,557 29,145,505 3,999,948 15.91%
United States 312,471,161 334,735,155 22,263,994 7.13%
Data Source: US Census Bureau, Decennial Census. 2020 Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population Change, Percent by Tract, US Census 2010 - 2020

[l Over 10.0% Increase (+)
7 2.0 - 10.0% Increase (+)
Less Than 2.0% Change (+/-)
[ 2.0 - 10.0% Decrease (-)
[ Over 10.0% Decrease (-)
No Population or No Data
[] Travis County VPFA

7Anderson, MSocial implications of demographic change.Ffn Thompson (Ed.), Cambridge Social History of Briait,70. 1990.
Cambridge University Press

Total Populationand Population Density

A total of 79,195 people live in¢fTravis County VPEFRith apopulationdensity estimatedat 1,387 persons per
square mileThese parameters are important because they show the effedssaéssuch as overcrowdingn
several indices of health and/or social adaptati@verallthe VPFAoopulation fell by 57.4% since 2018 (See
Figure 3).

Report Area Total Population Total Land Area Population Density (Per
(Square Miles) Square Mile)

Travis County VPFA 79,195 57.11 1,387

CUC Service Area 1,537,421 1,870.23 822

Travis County, TX 1,267,795 994.07 1,275

Texas 28,862,581 261,268.21 110

United States 329,725,481 3,533,041.03 93

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve21201Tolor IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
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N

[ ©ver5.000

| 1.001-5.000
501 - 1,000
51 - 500
Under 51

O Travis County VPFA

Mo Data or Data Suppressed

Population, Density (Persons per Sq Mile) by Tract, ACS
2017-21

35
30
25
20
15
10

[ | —
Travis County VPFA  CUC Service Area Travis County

Total Population (2017-18) 186,034 966,934 1,148,176
M Total Population (2021-22) 79,195 1,537,421 1,267,795

Texas
26,956,435
28,862,581

Fig. 3. A graph showingends intotal populationfor each area between 2017021

Total Population by Age Groupdotal

Aspreviouslyindicated(Figure 3, the total populationfor every age group ifiravis 2 dzy \iP&EAdeclined by

50% or morebetween201718 and 202122.

Total Population by Age Groups, Tota

Age 65+: 7.1% Age 0-4: 7.7%

Age 55-64: 8.5%

Age 5-17: 19.6%
Age 45-54: 10.5%

Age 18-24: 9.3%
Age 35-44: 17.8%

Age 25-34: 19.5%

Report Area Age @&

Age 217 Age 1&4 Age 2234 Age 3744 Age 4754 Age 55b4 Age 65+
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Travis County VPFA 6,125 15,486 7,362 15,480 14,115 8,317 6,722 5,588
CUC Service Area 91,709 248,028 139,145 289,742 250,024 198,000 162,071 158,702
Travis County, TX 75,954 195,945 114,246 250,368 207,529 164,277 132,996 126,480
Texas 1,959,223 5,486,953 2,796,936 4,180,029 3,979,307 3,575,796 3,263,539 3,620,798
United States 19,423,121 54,810,954 30,339,089 45,360,942 42,441,883 41,631,458 42,829,413 52,888,621

DataSource: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey22017

Total Population by Age Groups, Percent

ity VPFA @ Travis County, TX Texas United States

Total Population by RacAlone, Total

At least 2 in 3vhites (68.9%xndmore thanhalf of theBlackpopulation(55.4%) it NI @A & VPRAdspare Q &
the vicinity between 207and 2021

Report Area White Black Asian Native Native Some Other Multiple
American/ Hawaiian Race Races
Alaska / Pacific
Native Islander
Travis County 37,842 9,906 2,146 1,273 34 20,907 7,087
VPFA
CUC Service 1,025,932 123,378 100,544 11,006 805 135,303 140,453
Area
Travis County, 838,840 105,127 89,571 9,418 533 111,393 112,913
TX
Texas 18,566,027 3,499,862 1,452,713 147,892 24,608 2,019,394 3,152,085
United States 224,789,109 41,393,012 18,782,924 2,722,661 615,557 18,382,796 23,039,422

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex12017
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Multiple Races: 8.9%

Some Other Race: 26.4%

Native Hawaiian / Pacific Islander: 0.0%

Native American / Alaska Native: 1.6% .

Black: 12.5%

Asian: 2.7%

Total Population by Race Alone, Tota

White: 47.8%

Total Population by Race Alone, Percent

Populationby Ethnicity (Hispanic OriginAlone

Report Area

Total Population Hispanicor Hispanicor NonZHispanic
Latino Latino Population
Population Population,
Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 79,195 52,579 66.39% 26,616
CUC Service Area 1,537,421 522,548 33.99% 1,014,873
TravisCounty, TX 1,267,795 426,399 33.63% 841,396
Texas 28,862,581 11,479,932 39.77% 17,382,649
United States 329,725,481 60,806,969 18.44% 268,918,512

NonZHispanic
Population,

Percent

33.61%
66.01%

66.37%
60.23%
81.56%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017 Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower thanTexas
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tal Population by Ethnicity Alone

Non-Hispanic Population: 33 .6%X

Hispanic or Latino Population. 66.4%

Hispanic Population by Race Alone, Percent of Hispanic Population

Population Change bfthnicity Hispanic Origiiy 201G2020

Hispanic Hispanic Nonispanic NonHispanic
Report Area Population Population Population Change, Population
Change, Total Change, Percent Total Change, Percent
Travis County VPFA 638 1.22% 3,763 16.28%
CUC Service Area No Data No Data No Data No Data
Travis County, TX 78,364 22.86% 187,644 27.54%
Texas 1,980,797 20.94% 2,019,141 12.87%
United States 11,163,011 20.61% 11,100,922 4.30%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, Amef@mnmunity Survey, 20Z71 Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
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Population Change (2010-2020) by Hispanic Origin

Female Population

Females represent about 48% of the total population in the VPRi&percentagehas remainedtablesince 2017

Report Area Total Population FemalePopulation PercentFemalePopulation
TravisCounty VPFA 79,195 37,973 47.95%
CUC Service Area 1,537,421 761,321 49.52%
TravisCounty, TX 1,267,795 624,626 49.27%
Texas 28,862,581 14,464,410 50.11%
United States 329,725,481 166,518,866 50.50%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Female Population, Percent by Tract, ACS 2017-21

B Over 52 0%

B 501 - 52.0%

451 - 50.0%

Under 48.1%

Mo Femnale Population Reported
Mo Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

Om

Female Population b¥thnicity (Hispanic Originrhlone

Report Area Hispanicor Latino Hispanicor Latino, Not Hispanicor Not Hispanicor

Percent Latino Latino, Percent
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TravisCounty VPFA 24,766 47.10%
CUGCServiceArea 255,668 48.93%
TravisCounty, TX 207,783 48.73%
Texas 5,683,395 49.51%
United States 30,016,886 49.36%

13,207
505,653
416,843

8,781,015
136,501,980

49.62%
49.82%
49.54%
50.52%
50.76%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve}21201Tolor IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

FemalePopulation by Racdélone, Percent

ReportArea White Blackor Native
African  American or

American ajaska Native

Native
Hawaiian
or Pacific

Some Multiple
Other Race
Race

TravisCounty 49.10% 50.85% 23.72% 51.91%
VPFA

CUC Service Area  49.71% 50.67% 44.59%| 50.11%
TravisCounty, TX  49.48% 50.17% 43.02%  49.87%
Texas 50.10% 51.40% 47.94%  51.46%
United States 50.32% 51.92% 49.88%  52.13%

Islander
100.00%

57.52%
51.22%
50.46%
49.53%

45.81%  46.99%

47.64%  48.87%
47.55%  48.60%
48.04%  49.60%
48.68%  49.93%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Male Population

The male populationn the VPFA hasot significantly changeih the past five yeardMalesrepresentabout 52%

of the total population, withthe majority beingof Hispanic origin
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Report Area Total Population Male Population PercentMale
N i -1 - L) N

TravisCounty VPFA 79,195 41,222 52.05%

CUC Service Area 1,537,421 776,100 50.48%

TravisCounty, TX 1,267,795 643,169 50.73%

Texas 28,862,581 14,398,171 49.89%

United States 329,725,481 163,206,615 49.50%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex212017Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Male Population by Ethnicity (Hispanic OrigiAjJone

ReportArea Hispanicor Latino Hispanicor Not Hispanicor Not Hispanicor
Latino, Percent Latino Latino, Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 27,813 52.90% 13,409 50.38%
CUC Service Area 266,880 51.07% 509,220 50.18%
TravisCounty, TX 218,616 51.27% 424,553 50.46%
Texas 5,796,537 50.49% 8,601,634 49.48%
United States 30,790,083 50.64% 132,416,532 49.24%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve}212017Color IndicatorRed¢ Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Male Population, Percent by Tract, ACS 2017-21

[ Crver 52.0%
B c0.1 - 520%
481 - 50.0%
Under 48.1%
Mo Male Population Reported

B No Data or Data Suppressed
[ Travis County VPFA

Male Population by Racélone, Percent

Among theNative American or Alaskan Natipepulation in the VPFAyreater than 75%re male
Report Area White Blackor Native Asian Native Some Multiple
African  American Hawaiian Other Race Race

American o Alaska or Pacific
Native Islander

Pagd 26



‘ COMMUNITYCARE

HEALTH CENTERS

TravisCounty VPFA 50.90% 49.15% 76.28% 48.09% @ 0.00% 54.19% 53.01%

CUC Service Area 50.29% | 49.33% | 55.41% 49.89%  42.48% & 52.36% 51.13%

TravisCounty, TX 50.52% @ 49.83% @ 56.98% 50.13% @ 48.78% @ 52.45%  51.40%

Texas 49.90% 48.60% 52.06% 48.54%  49.54% 51.96%  50.40%

United States 49.68% 48.08% 50.12% 47.87% 50.47% 51.32% 50.07%
Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017Color IndicatorRed¢ Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
Median Age

The median age gfeoplein Travis Countis 34.9 years
ReportArea TotalPopulation Age

Travis County VPFA 79,195 No data
CUGServiceArea 1,537,421 Nodata
TravisCounty, TX 1,267,795 34.9
Texas 28,862,581 35.0
United States 329,725,481 38.4

Data Source: US Cendisreau, American Community Survey, 22217 Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texas ar@dther Neighboring CountiesGreeng
Lower than Texas

Population UnderAge 18(Children)

The number of persons under age 18 is important becauseptipslationhaslimited intellectual and emotional
capacities They areften vulnerable in terms of food insecurity, educational attainment, exploitation, abuse,
neglect, violence, and infection withlV,among otherissues Therefore the needsof this groupmust be carefully
consideredrom other age groupsThe table below shows that &eastlin 4 childrenlunderagel8) residein
¢CN) QA& [/ 2dzyieQa +*tC! o
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Report Area Total Population Population Age 0.7 PopulationAge 0217,
Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 79,195 21,611 27.29%
CUC Service Area 1,537,421 339,737 22.10%
TravisCounty, TX 1,267,795 271,899 21.45%
Texas 28,862,581 7,446,176 25.80%
United States 329,725,481 74,234,075 22.51%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, Amef@mnmunity Survey, 20EZ1  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than TexasSreeng Lower than Texas

Population Age 0-17, Percent by Tract, ACS 2017-21

B Over 26.0%
23.1-26.0%
201 - 23.0%
Under 20.1%
Mo Data or Data Suppressed

[0 Travis County VPFA

L

b N

Population Under

Age & by Percent Hispanic Origiriethnicity) Alone, Percent
of Total
ReportArea Hispanic or Hispanicor Hispanicor \[o] Not Not Hispanic
Latino Latino, Latino,Percent Hispanic  Hispanicor or Latino,
Percent of Total or Latino Latino, Percent of
Percent Total
TravisCounty VPFA 17,150 32.62% 79.36% 4,461 16.76% 20.64%
CUC Service Area 154,881 29.64% 45.59% 184,856 18.21% 54.41%
TravisCounty, TX 123,941 29.07% 45.58% 147,958 17.58% 54.42%
Texas 3,666,170  31.94% 49.24% 3,780,006 21.75% 50.76%
United States 18,840,815 30.98% 25.38% 55,393,260 20.60% 74.62%

Data Source: US Census Burgamgerican Community Survey, 2021  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Teas

Population Under Age 18y RaceAlone, Percent

Atleastlinn OKAf RNBY dzyRSNJ F3S my 6K2 tAGBSR Ay C¢N}@Ara /2
neighborhood by the end of 20%%e., 202-16: 55,381 vs. 2082021 21,61). Thisrepresensa 61%declinein

this demographicNonethelessthe Asian populatioin the VPFAmore than doubled in the same periofi{.9%

vs.35.89%).
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Blackor Native Asian, Native Some Multiple
ReportArea White,  African  American  Percent Hawaiianor Other Race,
Percent  American, or Alaska Pacific Race, Percent
Percent Native, Islander, Percent
Percent Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 27.03% 28.15% 46.47% 35.83% No data 30.87% 27.90%
CUC Service Area 20.04%  22.84% = 25.60% = 19.67% = 18.57% | 29.61%  31.62%
TravisCounty, TX 19.38% 22.22% 21.65% 18.49% 7.69% 28.97% 31.05%
Texas 24.34% 25.81% 23.80% 23.10% 21.27% 28.00% 34.36%
United States 20.30% 24.69% 26.55% 20.09% 24.99% 28.47% 36.91%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex212017Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower thanTexas

Population Age 1%4 (Adults)

The populationof adults (aged 1-84) hasremaired stable in all report areasince 2017with malesas the
predominantgendet

Total Population PopulationAge  Population Age 1844,

18464 Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 79,195 51,996 65.66%
CUC Service Area 1,537,421 1,038,982 67.58%
TravisCounty, TX 1,267,795 869,416 68.58%
Texas 28,862,581 17,795,607 61.66%
United States 329,725,481 202,602,785 61.45%

Data Source: US Census Burgemgerican Community Survey, 2021 Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population Age 18-64, Percent by Tract, ACS 2017-21

- Over 63.0%
60.1 - 83.0%
57.1 - 80.0%
Under 57.1%

Mo Data or Data Suppressed
D Travis County VPFA
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Population Age 1%4 by Gender

Report Area Male Male, Percent Female Female, Percent
‘Travis County VPFA 28300  6865% 23696  6240%
CUC Service Area 530,754 68.39% 508,228 66.76%
Travis County, TX 446,334 69.40% 423,082 67.73%
Texas 8,961,794 62.24% 8,833,813 61.07%
United States 101,452,751 62.16% 101,150,034 60.74%

Data Source: US Census Burgamgrican Community Survey, 2021 Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population Age 1%4 by Hispanic Origin (EthnicitBlone

ReportArea Hispanicor Latino  Hispanicor Latino, Not Hispanicor Not Hispanicor
Percent Latino Latino, Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 33,003 62.77% 18,993 71.36%
CUCGCServiceArea 339,592 64.99% 699,390 68.91%
TravisCounty, TX 279,577 32.16% 589,839 67.84%
Texas 6,963,334 39.13% 10,832,273 60.87%
United States 37,421,476 18.47% 165,181,309 81.53%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex212017Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population Age 1%4 by Racé\lone, Percent

Report Area White Black or NEWYS Asian Native Some  Multiple
African American Hawaiian or ~ Other Race

American  or Alaska Pacific Race
Native Islander
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Travis County VPFA  66.63% 62.83% 62.06% 67.43%  100.00% 64.12% 68.84%

CUC Service Area 67.85% 68.10% 71.82% 73.26% 74.78% 64.54% @ 63.64%

Travis County, TX 68.94% 68.58% 71.32% 74.18% 81.99% 65.32% 64.37%
Texas 60.99% 64.52% 66.16% 66.81% 68.78% 63.76%  58.42%
United States 60.92% 63.54% 62.88% 66.98% 65.05% 63.79%  56.18%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, Amef@manmunity Survey, 20271 Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population Age 65+

Asthe population ofTravis County continisgo grow older,it is projected that by 2030, adults 65+ years and older
would make up about onéfth (20 percent) of the U.$opulation ° Informationon peopleaged65 yearsand
aboveisimportant becausethe needs of this groypuch as multiple chronic diseases, increased risk of
deteriorating health, and increased healtlare use and costre uniquefrom other age groups® ®

The population of older adults (65+ yealsgs remained stable since 2018, with females as the predominant
gender

Report Area Total Population Population Age 65+ Population Age 65+,
Percent

Travis County VPFA 79,195 5,588 7.06%

CUC Service Area 1,537,421 158,702 10.32%

Travis County, TX 1,267,795 126,480 9.98%

Texas 28,862,581 3,620,798 12.54%

United States 329,725,481 52,888,621 16.04%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017Color IndicatorRed¢ Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

8 Bergman H, et al. Understanding and meeting the needs of the older population: A global challenge. Can Geriatr J. 2@ 3)X(k53;
9 Administration for Community Living, Administration on Aging. 2018 profile of older Americans [Internet]. Washington (D&Yaible
from: https://acl.gov/sites/default/files/Aging%20and%20Disability%20in%20America/20180lderAmericansProfile.pdf
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Population Age 65+, Percent by Tract, ACS 2017-21

B Over200%
16.1 - 20.0%
12.1 - 16.0%
Under 12.1%

‘;%

Qj. ﬂ B MNo Data or Data Suppressed
' o | Q n Travis County VPFA
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Population Age 65+ by Gender

Report Area Male, Percent Female Female, Percent
Travis County VPFA 1,986 4.82% 3,366 - 8.86%
CUC Service Area 67,250 8.67% 86,309 11.34%
Travis County, TX 53,395 8.30% 68,667 10.99%
Texas 1,493,028 10.37% 1,987,480 13.74%
United States 21,484,809 13.16% 29,126,201 17.49%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex212017Color IndicatorRed¢ Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population Age 6+by Hispanic Origin (Ethnicity)lone

Forpersonsé5 years and oldefil KS LINBR2 YA Yl y i L3 Lldzt FisNatRligpamicyr Latind @A & /

Report Area Hispanicor Latino Hispanic or Latino, Not Hispanicor Not Hispanicor
Percent Latino Latino, Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 2,426 4.61% 3,162 11.88%
CUGServiceArea 28,075 5.37% 130,627 12.87%
TravisCounty, TX 22,881 5.37% 103,599 12.31%
Texas 850,428 7.41% 2,770,370 15.94%
United States 4,544,678 7.47% 48,343,943 17.98%

DataSource: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey22017Color IndicatorRedg Greater than TexasSreeng Lower than Texas
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Population Age 65+ by Race Alone, Percent

Blackor INEYE INEYE Some Multiple
ReportArea White African  American or  Asian  Hawaiianor  Other Race
American Alaska Pacific Race
Native Islander
TravisCounty VPFA 7.34% 15.48% 41.67% 5.08% Nodata 8.20%  5.90%
CUC Service Area 12.11% 9.23% 10.03% 7.48% 48.18% 6.14% 4.86%
TravisCounty, TX 11.68% 9.20% 7.03% 7.32% 10.32% 5.71%  4.58%
Texas 14.68% 9.67% 10.04% 10.09% 9.95% 8.24%  7.22%
United States 18.78%  11.77% 10.57% 12.93% 9.96% 7.74%  6.91%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex212017Color IndicatorRed¢ Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population Age 65+ by Race Alone, Percent

Travis County: Overall Population Trend by Age and Sex, ZDX1

The population pyramids group Travis County inhabitants by age and sex, for male and females (See Figure 4). A
wider base pyramid implies that a population is younger, whereas a broader top indicates the population is older.
In general, the population ofravis County has grown older in the past decade.
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Fig. 4: A population pyramid of Travis County showing changes by age and sex02010  Source: US
Census Bureau Population Estimates Program Z110

Families with Children

Approximately2in52 OOdzLJA SR K2 dzaSK2f Ra Ay ¢NI @Aa /2dzyieQa =zt C
child(ren) under the age of 18.

Report Area Total Households  Total Family Families with Families with Children
Households Children (Age @L7),
(Age @L7) Percent ofTotal
Households
TravisCounty VPFA 26,431 16,307 9,933 37.58%
CUC Service Area 611,273 360,100 186,243 30.47%
TravisCounty, TX 514,227 292,935 149,760 29.12%
Texas 10,239,341 7,055,810 3,683,164 35.97%
United States 124,010,992 80,755,759 37,558,302 30.29%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve21201Tolor IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texa
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Househokds with Chikdren [Age 0-17), Percent by Tract, ACS 2017-21

B Over 350%

B 3&-360

w2815
Under 28.1%

B NoData or Date Suppressed

O Travis County VPFA

Family Households with Children by Ethnicity Alone
avis County VPFA @ Travis County, TX Texas United States

Family Households with Childrety Ethnicity Alone

Atleast2in3F I YAf &8 K2dzaSK2f Ra A Mispanharl@ithé / 2dzyie&Qa =zt C! I NB
Report Area Total Hispanicor PercentHispanic Total Not PercentNot
Latino or Latino Hispanicor Hispanicor
Latino Latino
TravisCounty VPFA 7,549 68.10% 2,374 45.46%
CUCService Area 68,910 46.87% 116,980 62.35%
TravisCounty, TX 55,028 61.29% 94,422 46.48%
Texas 1,588,335 62.39% 2,080,440 46.13%
United States 7,869,826 61.43% 29,510,577 43.43%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve2120Tblor IndicatorRedg Greater than TexasSreeng Lower than Texas
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Family Households with Childrey Race Alone, Percent

Blackor Native NEWYS Some  Multiple
ReportArea White African American Asian Hawaiian  Other Race
American  or Alaska or Pacific Race
Native Islander

TravisCounty VPFA 61.20% 45.11% 72.54% 93.73% Nodata 67.65% 50.07%
CUC Service Area 48.58% 54.33% 50.37% 61.10%  35.64%  65.00% 55.30%
TravisCounty, TX 48.29% 53.81% 52.03% 58.61% 82.72%  64.49% 51.65%
Texas 48.87% 56.78% 51.24% 57.58% 50.62% 60.96%  59.79%
United States 42.58% 54.94% 55.98% 51.31% 58.24% 62.12% 57.30%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve2120T0olor IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population with any Disability

People living with aidakility are a vulnerable population that requires targetidalth careservices and outreach
by providersThe percentage of people living witrdesabilityin the VPFAase by 2%ince our last CHNA (2017
18: 10.7% vs. 20222: 12.7%). This implies that for those whom disability has been determibedf & in8
individualslive with a form of disabilityn the VPFA
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Report Area

Total Population

(For Whom Disability

Populationwith a

Population witha

TravisCounty VPFA
CUC Service Area

TravisCounty, TX
Texas
United States

Status IsDetermined)

76,409
1,527,237

1,260,085
28,410,863
324,818,565

Disability Disability, Percent
9,682 12.67%
135,107 8.85%
105,259 8.35%
3,247,014 11.43%
41,055,492 12.64%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve2120LT0olor IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Ol

Disabled Population, Percent by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 18.0%

15.1 Z18.0%

12.1 Z15.0%

Under 12.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

Pagd 38



HEALTH CENTERS

‘ A COMMUNITYCARE

Population with anyDisability, by Gender

Overall the datasuggesthat femalesreport beingmore prone todisability¢ and thisis more prevalentf one
livesin the VPFA

ReportArea Male, Female Female,Percent
Percent

TravisCounty VPFA 4,394 11.28% 5,288 14.11%

CUC Service Area 65,608 8.53% 69,499 9.16%

TravisCounty, TX 51,093 8.01% 54,166 8.71%

Texas 1,600,899 11.40% 1,646,115 11.46%

United States 19,984,640 12.52% 21,070,852 12.75%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve¥21201Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population with any Disabilityby Age Group, Percent

In generalplder adults (aged of 65+ yearg are more prone to disabilitg and the conditionismore prevalentf
one livesin the VPFA.
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Report Area UnderAge 18

TravisCounty VPFA 6.14% 12.40% 40.21%
CUC Service Area 3.79% 7.48% 28.80%
TravisCounty, TX 3.70% 7.09% 27.34%
Texas 4.39% 9.48% 35.75%
United States 4.41% 10.32% 33.36%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex21201Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population with Any Disability by Age Group, Percent

® Travi

Population with Any Disability by Race Alone, Percent

Compared to other racial groupsd table below indicates thdlacks or African Americaage more likely tdface
disabilityissuesn Travis Count® VPFA.

Report Area White Blackor Native Asian Native SomeOther  Multiple
African American or 2 EVETE Race Race
American Alaska or Pacific
Native Islander
TravisCounty VPFA 13.54% 25.13% 15.54% 5.00% 0.00% 6.33% 12.26%
CUC Service Area 9.10% 13.18% 10.71% 4.24% 4.66% 7.79% 7.43%
TravisCounty, TX 8.39% 13.40% 8.88% 4.31% 7.31% 7.68% 7.31%
Texas 11.94% 13.09% 15.27% 5.82% 16.19% 9.57% 10.18%
United States 13.31% 13.99% 16.32% 7.28% 11.61% 9.26% 10.46%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex21201Color IndicatorRed¢ Greater than TexasSreeng Lower than Texas
Population with AnyDisability, by Disability Status

The American Community Survey (ACS, Zil)/data on disability measures the disability status within different
age groups: hearing and vision difficulty (for the entire population); cognitive, ambulatory, adthse{for
individuals 5 years and older); and independent living (reported for persons 18 years and older).

Thetable below indicateghat people with cognitive and ambulatory challengeskaap the largest proportioof
all disability categories in Travis County and its VPFA, with higher prevalenceceauesngin the latter.
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Report Area Hearing Vision Cognitive  Ambulatory  Sel#fare  Independent
Living
Travis County VPFA 1.72% 2.19% 6.84% 6.77% 1.93% 5.06%
CUC Service Area 2.46% 1.66% 3.88% 3.97% 1.51% 3.62%
Travis County, TX 2.20% 1.53% 3.74% 3.67% 1.38% 3.30%
Texas 3.19% 2.47% 4.63% 6.02% 2.34% 5.05%
United States 3.51% 2.34% 5.15% 6.68% 2.56% 5.73%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex21201Color IndicatorRedgq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population in Limited English Households (Linguistic Isolation)

A limited Engliskspeaking household is one in whiab household member 14 years old and over speaks only
gyt AaK |G K2YSZI 2Nl y2 K2dzaSK2fR YSYOSNJ aLsSria |t
gSttéd ¢KAA AYRAOF(G2NI NBLRNIa (GKS LISNOSydGlr3asS-2F (GKS
speaking households.

The table below shows that approximately 1 in 5 peaaed 5 years or older is linguistically isolated in the VPFA.

ReportArea Population Age 5+ Linguistically Isolated Linguistically Isolated
Population Age 5+ Population Age 5+,

I ——— Percent

TravisCounty VPFA 73,070 14,281 19.54%

CUC Service Area 1,445,712 71,178 4.92%

TravisCounty, TX 1,191,841 62,842 5.27%

Texas 26,903,358 1,788,862 6.65%

United States 310,302,360 12,335,923 3.98%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex21201Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Pagd 41



‘3 COMMUNITYCARE

HEALTH CENTERS

Population in Linguistically Isolated Households, Percent by Tract, ACS 2017-21

Over 3.0%

1.1-3.0%

0.1-1.1%

No Population in Linguistically Isolated Households
No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

O EEnm

Population with Limited English Proficiency

[A1S tAy3dzaadAad AaztliAz2ys GKAA AYRAOFG2NI Aa AYLRNI
barriers to healthcare access, provider communication, and health literacy or education. The data below shows

the percentage of the populatioaged 5 and older who speak a language other than English at home and speak
English less than "very well".
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Report Area Population Population Age5+

PopulationAge 5+

Age 5+ with Limited English with Limited English

Proficiency Proficiency, Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 73,070 21,943 30.03%
CUC Service Area 1,445,712 146,016 10.10%
TravisCounty, TX 1,191,841 123,956 10.00%
Texas 26,903,358 3,532,172 13.00%
United States 310,302,360 25,535,259 8.00%

Data Source: US Census Burdemerican Community Survey, 2027  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population with Limited English Proficiency, Percent by Tract, ACS 2017-21

Over 4.0%

2.1 -4.0%

1.1-2.0%

Under 1.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

Population with Limited English Proficienclpy Ethnicity Alone

ReportArea Total Hispanicor PercentHispanic Total Not Hispanic PercentNot
Latino or Latino or Latino Hispanicor
Latino
TravisCounty VPFA 19,771 41.42%* 2,172 8.57%*
CUGServiceArea 110,155 22.88% 35,861 3.72%
TravisCounty, TX 93,378 23.78% 30,578 3.83%
Texas 2,909,579 27.67% 622,593 3.80%
United States 15,698,264 28.13% 9,836,995 3.87%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve2201Color IndicatorRed¢ Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
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Population with Limited English Proficienclpy Language Spoken at Home

Approximately 9n 10 peopleaged 5 and oldelivingin the VPFA speak Spanish as their main language at home.

Other Languages: 3.8%

Asian and Pacific Island Languages: 1.8%

Other Indo-European Languages: 3.9% ‘

Spanish: 90.4%

Population Geographic Mobility

This indicator reports information about populatiordmigration byassessing changes in residence within a-one
year period. Persons who moved to a new household from outside of their current county of residence, from
outside their state of residence, or from abroad are considered part of theigrated population. Persons who
moved to a new household from a different household within their current county of residence are not included.
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Report Area Total Population Population InAVligration  PercentPopulationInZ
1 Migration

TravisCounty VPFA 78,389 5,955 7.60%

CUGCServiceArea 1,521,340 130,801 8.60%

TravisCounty, TX 1,253,880 105,306 8.40%

Texas 28,515,322 1,845,688 6.47%

United States 326,169,561 19,810,161 6.07%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve21201Tolor IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population Migrated from Outside of the County, State, or Country, Percent of Total Population by Tract
ACS 2017-21

Over 8.0%

5.1-8.0%

2.1-50%

Under 2.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

Population IridMigration, by Ethnicity Alone

About twice theratio of non-Hispanics or Latinascompared toHispanics or Latinasmoved into¢ NI @A & / 2 dzy
VPFArom other areasbetween 2017 and 202JAdditionally, among ne#lispanics who kmigrated, the VPFA
had about four times the proportion of imigrants compared to Travis County ahé State

Report Area Total Hispanic Percent Total Not Hispanic PercentNot
or Latino Hispanic or or Latino Hispanicor Latino
Latino
TravisCounty VPFA 3,273 6.29% 2,682 12.43%
CUC Service 40,414 7.82% 90,387 4.02%
TravisCounty, TX 30,041 7.13% 75,265 3.61%
Texas 540,249 4.77% 1,305,439 3.14%
United States 3,165,510 5.28% 16,644,651 1.19%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex21201Color IndicatorRed¢ Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
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Population In-Migration by Ethnicity Alone

Population IndMligration, by Race Alone, Percent

Blackor Native INEYE SomeOther Multiple
Report Area White African Americanor Asian Hawaiianor Race Race
American  Alaska Native Pacific Islander

TravisCounty VPFA 7.82% 9.30% 11.55% 11.38% 100.00% 4.91% 9.65%
CUGServiceArea 8.27% 9.63% 10.99% 13.05% 22.86% 7.31% 7.86%
TravisCounty, TX 8.20% 8.87% 9.42% 12.73% 24.02% 6.46% 7.79%
Texas 6.34% 7.25% 8.06% 9.51% 9.51% 5.50% 5.52%
United States 5.92% 6.28% 6.18% 8.04% 7.37% 5.06% 6.39%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex21201Color IndicatorRedg Greater than TexasSreeng Lower than Texas

Population In-Migration by Race Alone, Percent

Migration Patterns, Total Population (20142020)

This indicator reports the net change in total population due to migrafidtretable below indicates thabetween
2010 and 2020, morpeople moved out of Travis County and its VE&W#pared tothe State
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Report Area Starting Inflows Outflows Net Migration Migration Rate
Population
(2010)
TravisCounty VPFA 63,662 63,153 58,141 5,011 7.87%
CUC Service Area No data No data No data No data No data
TravisCounty, TX 1,030,806 1,022,563 941,416 81,147 7.87%
Texas 25,257,114 14,977,867 13,833,421 1,144,446 4.53%
United States 309,349,689 149,073,587 149,092,889 219,302 2.01%

DataSource:lRSZStatisticsof Income 20102020 Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Foreigrd3orn Population

This indicatoshowsthe percentage of the population that is foreigrorn. The foreigborn population includes
anyone who was not a U.S. citizen or a U.S. national atdhirihgthe ACSurvey This demographimcludes any
nonZitizensas well as persons born outside of the U.S. who have become naturalized citizens. The native U.S.
population includes any person born in the United States, Puerto Rico, a U.S. Island Area (such as Guam), or
abroad of American (U.S. citizen) parent or pasen

Although the foreignborn population remainedtablewithin the past decade (2032016: 31.34% v20172021:

31.91%) the proportion of foreigrborn persons in the VPFA is approximately two times thdravisCounty
(17.42%pndthe State(16.99%pverage

Pagd 47


https://www.irs.gov/statistics/soi-tax-stats-statistics-of-income

HEALTH CENTERS

‘3 COMMUNITYCARE

Report Area Total Naturalized Population  Total ForeigaZ, ForeigriBirth
Population u.S. without U.S. Birth Population,
Citizens Citizenship Population Percent of Total
Population
TravisCounty VPFA 79,195 5,242 20,032 25,274 31.91%
CUGCService 1,537,421 99,082 158,894 257,976 16.78%
TravisCounty, TX 1,267,795 84,379 136,425 220,804 17.42%
Texas 28,862,581 1,951,246 2,952,923 4,904,169 16.99%
United States 329,725,481 23,141,369 21,703,439 44,844,808 13.60%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex21201Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

2017-21 Foreign-Bom Population (Non-Citizen or Naluralized), Percent by Tract, ACS
Over 50%
2.1-50%
1.1-2.0%
Under 1.1%
Mo Data or Data Suppressed
CUC Service Area 2022

om

Citizenship Status

Immigrant populations often face barriemnany of which ardike those faced by lowncome populationswhen

seeking to access health services. These include, but are not limited to, lack of health insurance coverage, health
care costs, transportation, and unpredictable work schedifiég least 1 in 4esidents ot N> @A & [/ 2idzy (i & Q
not a U.S citizen.
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Bornin a Born NonZCitizen,

us Abroad to Percent
Report Area INEYE Territory  US Citizens Naturalized NonZCitizen
Travis County VPFA 52,822 113 986 5,242 20,032 25.29%
CUC Service 1,249,768 6,106 23,571 99,082 158,894 10.34%
TravisCounty, TX 1,021,524 5,120 20,347 84,379 136,425 10.76%
Texas 23,494,190 113,475 350,747 1,951,246 2,952,923 10.23%
United States 279,427,702 2,074,899 3,378,072 23,141,369 21,703,439 6.58%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Comn@umitgy, 20121  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Non-US Citizen Population, Percent by Tract, ACS 2017-21

Ovwver 4.0%

1.1 -4.0%

Under 1.1%

Mo Mon-Citizens

Mo Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

il
O

11 Congressional Research Service. 222 YA INI yiaQ ! 00Saa G2 1SItft4dK /I NBp ! 00SaasSR
https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/R/R47351#:~:text=Noncitizen%20eligibility%20varies%20by%20program,federal#622healt
Ocare%20coverage%20programs.

Hispanic or Latino Citizenship Status
Thisindicator reportsthe citizenshipstatusof the Hispanicor Latinopopulationin each reportarea.Overall, the

native-born Hispanic or Latino populatias significantly lowe(59.36%)n the VPFAandthe noncitizen population
remained notably higher (33.74%)pmpared to other report areas.
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Report Area Native Born Native Naturalized  Naturalized Not A Not A
Born, Citizen Citizen, Citizen Citizen,
Percent Percent Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 31,213 59.36% 3,625 6.89% 17,741 33.74%
CUGServiceArea 383,070 73.31% 39,958 7.65% 99,520 19.05%
TravisCounty, TX 309,154 72.50% 31,878 7.48% 85,367 20.02%
Texas 8,324,650 72.51% 1,009,454 8.79% 2,145,828 18.69%
United States 41,130,718 67.64% 7,868,061 12.94% 11,808,190 19.42%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Urban and Rural Population (2020)

Thisindicator reports the percentageof the populationliving in incorporatedareas(citiesor towns).If a town is
unincorporated, it implies it does not have a local governn@rlected officials at the town levahdare not
formally considered to be municipal areas of their own accaathey typicallyfunction aspart of a larger
municipality, such as a county or cit§The databelowshowsthat mostresidentsof Travis County and its VPFA live
in incorporated places.

Report Area Total Totalin Percentage in  Total Outside  Percentage |
Population, Incorporated Incorporated Incorporated Outside
2020 Census Areas Areas Areas Incorporated
Areas
TravisCounty VPFA 79,684 73,973 92.83% 5,711 7.17%
CUC Service Area No Data No Data No Data No Data No Data
TravisCounty, TX 1,290,188 1,113,385 86.30% 176,803 13.70%
Texas 29,145,505 22,482,418 77.14% 6,663,087 22.86%
United States 334,735,155 251,616,800 75.17% 83,118,355 24.83%
DataSourcelUSCensudBureau,DecennialCensus2020 Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

12 pyblic Information Act Handbook. (2018). Accessed online at https://www.texasattorneygeneral.gov/sites/default/files/2018
06/PIA_handbook_2018 0.pdf

O CIALECONOMIAND PHYSICAHAQORS

Examininglifferences in sdety is essentiako addressingacial disparities in health car&cioeconomidactorsg
such as income, employment, housiiagd education, among othersare important determinants of people's
health. For example, people who are disadvantaged in one or more @fthementionedareas may have
difficulty accessing health caemd, this in turn mayimpact their overall health and wellbeintf

Given thatsocioeconomic factorsan potentiallyhaveundesirableconsequenceg y  LJS 2 LJX S Qdor |j dzk £ A
overall health due tdheir associations with other determinants of heatflincludingconstraints orthe provision

of care atlocationsserving people Wh low incomeg it isimportant to improve access tsocial and economic
resourcedo preventsocialor healthcoststhat eventuallyimpactus all
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INCOME

Families Earning Over $75,000

The USCensusBureauUSCBY definesa family householdas any housingunit in which the householderis
living with one or more individuals related to him or her biyth, marriage, or adoptionA norZamily household
is any household occupied liie householder alone, or by the householder and one or more unrelated
individuals.Total income includes all reported income from wages and salaries as well as income filbm self
employment, interest or dividends, public assistance, retirement, and other sources.

The percentage of families livingTnavis County and itlgPFAvho madeover $75,000 annually rose by
approximately 13%etween2016 and 202%i.e.,20122016:53.76% vs2017-2021:66.32%, and 10%i.e., 2012
2016:20.50% vs. 201-2021: 29.93% respectively This increaseould be arindication that wealthier families
haveprobablymigrated into theCounty andts VPFAdue, in part,to the rapid gentrificatiorand ongoinghousing
developmentsn Travis County®
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Report Area Total Families Familieswith IncomeOver PercentFamilieswith
$75,000 Income Over $75,000
TravisCounty VPFA 16,307 4,880 29.93%
CUGCServiceArea 360,100 237,267 65.89%
TravisCounty, TX 292,935 194,263 66.32%
Texas 7,055,810 3,758,685 53.27%
United States 80,755,759 45,273,870 56.06%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex21201Color IndicatorRed¢ Greater than TexasSreeng Lower than Texas

Family Income Over $75,000, Percent by Tract, ACS 2017-21

Over 250

151 - 250

71-150

Under 71

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

13Braveman P, Egerter S, WilliaBR.The social determinants of health: coming of age. Annu Rev Public Health. 2011; 82881

14USCB. (2022). Subject Definitions. Retrieved at https://www.census.gov/progamweys/cps/technicatlocumentation/subject
definitions.html.

15Way et al. (20122). Uprooted. Retrieved online at https:/sites.utexas.edu/gentrificationproject/files/2019/10/AustinUprooted.pdf.
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Families Earning Over $75,000, by Race Alone, Percent

lo2dzi + GKANR 2N fSaa 27F € $75000anbualga Ay ¢NF gAa /[ 2d
Blackor INEUYE Native Hawaiian ~ Some Multiple
Report Area White African American or Asian or Pacific Islander Other Race
American Alaska Race
- Naive_ ____________________________
TravisCounty 33.51% @ 23.54% 30.74% 22.62% Nodata 29.98%  21.50%
VPFA
CUGCServiceArea 70.26% 48.74% 40.50% 71.86% 70.74% 43.24% 62.73%
TravisCounty, TX 71.20% 48.56% 44.40% 71.44% 76.54% 42.01% 62.13%
Texas 57.24% 41.60% 46.23% 67.25% 47.28% 33.81% 44.67%
United States 59.88% 38.23% 37.63% 67.29% 52.20% 37.37% 49.73%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve¥21201Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Families with Income Over $75,000 by Ethnicity Alone

Overall, a smaller number of families living in the VPFA earn more than $75,000 annually) as observed among bott
the Hispanic or Latino and Ndtlispanic or Latino populations. Also, amahg Hispanic or Latinpopulation at

fSFad m Ay n FlLYATtASAE tAGAYy3a Ay ¢NI@Aa [/ 2dzyieQa =+t C
families with similar income in Travis County and Texas.

Report Area Hispanic or Latino Hispanic or Not Hispanic or  Not Hispanic or Latino,
Latino, Percent Latino Percent

Travis County VPFA 2,761 24.91% 2,119 40.58%

CUGServiceArea 54,597 49.40% 182,670 73.19%

Travis County, TX 42,837 47.71% 151,426 74.54%

Texas 976,643 38.37% 2,782,042 61.68%
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United States 5,296,269 41.34% 39,977,601 58.84%

Data Source: USensus Bureau, American Community Survey, Z11Tolor IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Median Household Income

This indicatorepresentancome below 50% and above 50% of all households in an(ratais,the income

where half of all homes in a particular area earns more and the other half earjsMesBan household income is
appropriate for learning about the quality of life of residents in a given area, including discovering the number of
householdghat are in poverty.

The median household incomebased on the latestZear American Community Survey estimagesows
income of the householder and all other individuals 15 years old and over in the household, whether they are
related to the householder or noflhe median household income in Travis County is higher than that of the State.

2 KAfS YSRAIFIY K2dzaSK2fR AyO0O2YS RIFOGF A& dzyl @FrAflotS ¥
between the VPFA, Travis County, and Texaswell as the correlation between average income and median

income in the table below (i.e., meadi income is lower than average incongeghows that the median household
income in the VPFA t®@mparativeljlowerto that of the County and State.

Report Area Total Households Average Household Incom: Median Household Incom
Travis County VPFA 26,431 $66,543 No data
CUC Service Area No Data No Data No Data
Travis County, TX 514,227 $119,031 $85,043
Texas 10,239,341 $94,115 $67,321
United States 124,010,992 $97,196 $69,021

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve22@dlor IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
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Median Household Income by Tract, ACS 201721

Over $70,000

$60,001 Z$70,000

$50,001 Z$60,000

Under $50,001

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

O EEN

MedianHousehold Income by Household Size

In general, $erson households in Travis County seem to do better economically than all other househqld sizes
statewide or nationwide
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1ZPerson 2ZPerson 3ZPerson 4ZPerson 5ZPerson 6ZPerson TorAoreZ
Report Area Household Household Household Household Household Household Person
Household
Travis County  No data No data No data No data No data No data No data
VPFA
CUC Service No data No data No data No data No data No data No data
Area

Travis County, $50,712 $98,842 $113,459 $127,426 $109,466 $116,455  $105,426
TX
Texas $36,673 $74,504 $82,657 $94,740 $87,097 $85,205 $89,014

United States  $35,334 $76,650 $89,386 $104,149 $97,274 $94,889 $102,234
Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Comn&uriey, 20121 Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Median Household Income by Race or Ethnicity of Householder

Black o African American householdsported the bwestmedian annuahouseholdincome in Travis County
during the period under review.
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NonZ American Native Some Multiple  Hispanicor
Report Area Hispanic Indianor Hawaiian Other Race Race Latino
P White Alaska or Pl
INEGYE]
Travis Nodata Nodata Nodata Nodata Nodata Nodata Nodata  Nodata
County
VPFA
cuc Nodata Nodata Nodata Nodata Nodata Nodata Nodata Nodata
Service
Area
Travis $102,079  $56,435 $102,651  $61,629 $64,318 $61,445 $82,211  $65,646
County, TX
Texas $82,254  $50,916  $96,961  $62,393 $63,991  $50,990 $60,120  $54,786
United $75,208  $46,401  $98,367  $50,183 $71,029  $55,769 $65,220  $58,791
States

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve22@glor IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Public Assistance Income

This indicator reports the percentage households receiving public assistance income. Public assistance income
includes general assistance and Temporary Assistance to Needy Families (TANF). Separate payments received fo
hospital or other medical care (veadpayments) are excluded. This does not include Supplemental Security

Income (SSI) or noncash benefits sucthasSupplemental Nutrition Assistancedgramo { b! t = | Foad?z OI
Stam@ € 0
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Report Area Total Households Households with Public Percent Households wit
Assistancelncome Public Assistance
Income
‘TravisCounty VPFA 26431 78  298%
CUGServiceArea 611,273 10,498 1.72%
TravisCounty, TX 514,227 8,862 1.72%
Texas 10,239,341 196,678 1.92%
United States 124,010,992 3,248,323 2.62%
Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017  Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreenc Lower than Texas
POVERTY

Poverty is a state in which a person or community lacks the financial resources and essentials for a minimum
standard of livingsuch as food, clean water, shelter, and clothing. Poverty also includes the absence of access to
resources, including health care, education, transportation, and the inability to participate in recreational activities
due to a lack of community resourcé§ln the United States, the federal poverty level (FPa) annual pretax

income level catalogued by size of household agel af household membeisis an economic measure used to
decide whether the income level of an individual or family qualifies them for certain federal benefits and
programs. For example, in 2D2he federal poverty income level was $&80 for an individual younger than 65

years and $2600 for a family of four}” This indicator is relevant because poverty creates barriers to access
including health services, healthy food, and other necessities that contribute to poor health Status.

Children Below 100% FPL

For children aged-@7 years living below 100% of the FfPle, population inpovertyA y ¢ NI @A & is 2 dzy (1 & ¢
overtwo timesthe Couny- and Statavide rate
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Report Area Total Population ~ Population<Agel8 Population<Agel8 Population<Agel8
in Poverty in Poverty, Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 76,162 21,279 9,340 43.89%
CUGServiceArea 1,509,074 336,195 45,364 13.499%
TravisCounty, TX 1,242,158 268,923 37,270 13.869%
Texas 28,260,264 7,355,933 1,442,731 19.61%
United States 321,897,703 72,996,065 12,443,424 17.05%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve12017 Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population Below the Poverty Level, Children (AgeAd7), Percent by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 30.0%

22.6 Z30.0%

15.1 222.5%

Under 15.1%

No Population Age @7 Reported
No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

6t KSt+ty Stortd {20AFf O2yRAGAZ2Y&E & Fdzy RIYSyidlf OF dz28&512F KSI £ |
Suppl: S2&40.

17 Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evalualiccessed July 2, 2023tgs://aspe.hhs.gov/2023poverty-guidelines

Children in Poverty by Race, Percent

This indicator reports percent of children aged Dliving in households with income below tRBLpy race Black
or African(63.6%) and Native American or Alaska Native children (4%\886) in the VPFAre more likely to live
in poverty compared to other @al groups
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\[0]774 Blackor Native INEVYE Some Multiple
Hispanic African American or Asian Hawaiianor  Other Race Race
White American Alaska Pacific

Native Islander

Report Area

CUC Service Area | 4.29% | 23.49%  27.04% = 505%  50.00% 20.45%  10.84%

TravisCounty, TX 430% @ 22.85%  29.50% 4.86%  50.00% 20.57%  9.48%
Texas 8.56%  26.20% = 17.24% 9.30%  33.86% 27.94%  20.50%
United States 10.39%  31.19% = 30.15% = 10.44%  23.20% 26.28%  17.74%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve22@glor IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Children Below200% FPL
About 3 in 4 childreminder agd.8in the VPFA livbelow 200% of the~PL.

ReportArea TotalPopulation Population Under Age Population Under Age
Under Age 18 18 Below 200% FPL 18 Below 200%FPL,
. Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 21,279 16,167 75.98%
CUCsServiceArea 336,195 104,031 30.94%
TravisCounty, TX 268,923 81,778 30.41%
Texas 7,355,933 3,128,133 42.53%
United States 72,996,065 27,587,656 37.79%

Data Source: USensus Bureau, American Community Survey,Z017 Color IndicatorRedg Greater than TexasSreeng Lower than Texas
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Population Below 200% Poverty Level, Children (AgeAh7), Percent by Tract,ACS 201721

Over 56.0%

47.1 756.0%

38.1 Z47.0%

Under 38.1%

No Population Age @7 Reported

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

Om

Population Below 100% FPL

The rate of poverty it NI' @A & VPRAsapgraxifdelfwo timesthat of the State andnore than twice the
rate of Travis County

ReportArea Total Population Populationin Poverty Populationin
Poverty, Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 76,162 21,010 27.59%
CUGServiceArea 1,509,074 162,094 10.74%
TravisCounty, TX 1,242,158 139,464 11.23%
Texas 28,260,264 3,965,117 14.03%
United States 321,897,703 40,661,636 12.63%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve¥212017 Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
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PopulationBelow the Poverty Level, Percentby Tract, ACS 201721
Over 20.0%

15.1 Z20.0%

10.1 Z15.0%

Under 10.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

&
]
B

oW

Population in Poverty by Gender

In general, women have higher rates of povatgn menin all report areasThe percentage ahales and females
in poverty inthe VPFAs at leasttwo timesthat of TravisCounty andhe State.

ReportArea Male Male, Percent Female Female,Percent ‘
TravisCounty VPFA 9,323 23.99% 11,687 31.33%
CUCGCServiceArea 74,941 9.84% 87,153 11.66%
TravisCounty, TX 64,952 10.29% 74,512 12.19%
Texas 1,774,327 12.67% 2,190,790 15.36%
United States 18,132,275 11.44% 22,529,361 13.79%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve¥212017 Color IndicatorRed¢ Greater than TexasSreeng Lower than Texas

Population in Poverty by Race Alone, Percent

Native HawaiiafPacific Islanderandthe Blackpopulationhave a higher burden afisparitiesin terms of
socioeconomiavell-being with the former struggling with highematesof povertyin Travis County and its VPFA
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Blackor INEUOYE _ Native Multiple
ReportArea African American or Asian Hawaiian Race
American Alaska Native or Pacific
Islander
Travis
County VPFA| o5 1606 |  40.74% 24.39% 2751%  100.00% = 23.43%  35.91%
CUGService
Area 9.35% 17.03% 13.73% 10.81%  29.92%  15.56%  10.52%
Travis 9.89% 16.95% 15.73% 11.76% 28.92% 15.92% 10.50%
County, TX
Texas 12.42% 18.64% 14.77% 9.66% 17.85% 20.03% 16.61%
United States  10.29% 21.71% 23.40% 10.31% 16.68% 19.06% 14.89%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population Below 185% FPL

ReportArea Total Population Populationwith Income Population with Income
Below 185% FPL Below 185% FPL, Percent

TravisCounty VPFA 76,162 38,721 50.84%

CUC Service Area 1,509,074 330,760 21.92%

TravisCounty, TX 1,242,158 275,631 22.19%

Texas 28,260,264 8,437,679 29.86%

United States 321,897,703 85,630,280 26.60%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017  Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
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PopulationBelow 185% Poverty Level, Percent by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 43.0%

35.1 Z43.0%

27.1 Z35.0%

Under 27.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

O EEm
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Population Below 200% PL

Report Area Total Population

- TravisCountyVPFA 76,162
CUC Service Area 1,509,074
TravisCounty, TX 1,242,158
Texas 28,260,264
United States 321,897,703

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community S20¢&21

L
3
'

OF EEE

Populationwith Population with Income
Income Below 200% Below 200% FPPRercent
FPL
42,201 55.41%
367,087 24.33%
302,746 24.37%
9,228,226 32.65%
94,041,155 29.21%

Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

PopulationBelow 200% Poverty Level, Percent by Tract, ACS 201721
Over 50.0%
38.1 Z50.0%
26.1 Z38.0%
Under 26.1%
No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

Children Eligible for Free/Reduced Price Lunch

Free or reducegrice lunches are served to qualifying students in families with income between under 185
percent (reduced price) or under 130 percent (free lunch) of the US federal poverty threshold as part of the
federal National School Lunch Program (NSLP). This indicator is important blecahsespecially for low
income studentsensures hat students haveadequate and healthyutrition throughout the day tcstudy,
addresgsfood insecurityjmproves attentiveness in clasgndimprove overall healttof children in lowincome
populations About4 in every 5 children living in the VPFA qualify for free or redyméek lunch.
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ReportArea Total Students Students Eligible for Free or Students Eligible for Free or
ReducedPrice Lunch ReducedPrice Lunch, Percent

TravisCounty VPFA 6,811.00 5,950.00 87.4%

CUC Service Area No data No data Nodata

TravisCounty, TX 188,972 93,521 49.5%

Texas 5,428,609 3,289,711 60.6%

United States 40,249,650 19,533,765 51.7%

DataSourceNationalCenterfor EducatiorStatisticsNCEZCommonCoreof Data 20202021 Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng

Lower than Texas

Students Eligible for Free or ReducedPrice Lunch, NCES CCD 202@1

® Over 90.0%

® 75.1% Z90.0%
50.1% Z75.0%
20.1% Z50.0%
Under 20.1%
Not Reported

[ Travis County VPFA

Supplemental Nutrition Assistance ProgramA$) ZHouseholds Receiving SNB&nefits

SNAP provides food benefits to lémcome families to support and help afford nutritious foods essential to health
and weltbeing. This indicator is relevant because it assesses vulnerable populations which are more likely to have
multiple health accessdalth statusfood insecurityand social support need¥vhen combined with poverty

data, providers can use this measure to identify gaps in eligibility and enrolldhéiousehold in the VPHA

about four timesmore likely to receivésNARenefits compared to simildrouseholds in Travis County
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Report Area Total Households ~ HouseholdsReceivingSNAP PercentHouseholds
Benefits ReceivingSNAPBenefits
TravisCounty VPFA 26,431 6,054 22.90%
CUC Servicarea 611,273 38,017 6.22%
TravisCounty, TX 514,227 32,582 6.34%
Texas 10,239,341 1,178,059 11.51%
United States 124,010,992 14,105,231 11.37%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Households Receiving SNAP Benefits, Percent by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 19.0%

14.1 Z19.0%

9.1 Z14.0%

Under 9.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

Households Receiving SNAP Benefits by Race/Ethnicity, Percent

Report Area Hispanic NonZ Black Asian American Multiple
or Latino Hispanic Indianor Race

White Alaska
Native
TravisCounty VPFA 24.83% 5.44% 33.71% 40.29% 40.70% 16.48% 14.40%

CUC Service Area 11.17% 2.24% 16.08% 4.26% 20.75% 13.62% 5.92%

TravisCounty, TX 12.06% 2.02% 16.47% 4.60% 19.74% 14.61%  5.78%
Texas 17.65% 3.98% 20.07% 6.05% 14.93% 16.75% | 16.56%
United States 18.31% 6.92% 24.36% 7.39% 23.01% 19.35% @ 16.69%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
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EDUCATION

Educationis closely tied to kalthoutcomes and economic opportunity.gtovides individuals with the tools
needed to succeed, live fulfilling lives, and contribute meaningfully to sodetjitionally, @cess to quality
education early in life, high school graduation, ayadting acollege education provide opportunities for people to
improvetheir socioeconomic statuasnd reduce the likelihood of negative healtbutcomes!® Thefollowing
indicators describe the education system, including educationedames and describe variation in population
access, proficiency, and attainment from gamdergarten to advanced degreehievement

Head Start

Head Start is a program designed to help children from families at or below poverty level, from birth to age 5. The
LINEZ 3 NJ Y Q dedugeinefualified in édacational outcomes and raise educational attainment levels by
offering matching funds to community programs that deliver preschool, healtheadknutritional services to

children in poor familie$®

Overall, thedata below indicate that theate of head start programs in the VPBAearlyten times that of Travis
County and about eight timebe rate ofTexas; a clear indication afhe prevalence of poverty and income
inequality in the VPFA.
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Report Area ChildrenUnder Total HeadStart Head Start Programs,
Ages Programs Rate (Per 10,000

Children Under Age 5)

TravisCounty VPFA 3,186 17 54.86

CUGCServiceArea 16,303 64 39.37

TravisCounty, TX 75,774 44 5.81

Texas 1,928,473 1,352 7.01

United States 20,426,118 21,511 10.53

DataSourcelUSDepartmentof Health& HumanServicesiHRSAAdministrationfor Childrenand Families2022
Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas Population data is from the 2010 US Decennial Census.

18Bitler MP, Hoynes HW, Domina T. Experimental evidence on distribuéifieels of Head Start. National Bureau of Economic Research;
2014 Aug 28.

EducationalAttainment Overview

Educational attainment is calculated for persons over 25 yeldrandis an estimated average for the period from
2017 to 2021This indicator is important becaugeequipped and understaffeddoolsin poor neighborhoods

lead to poor educationA poor or loweducatioral statuseads to pooemploymentstatusc which puts a person
right back in a poor neighborhood antaking thatindividualmore likely to experience negative health outcomes.

In contrasthigher educational attainment makes it more likely for people to access quality healthcare, find
employment that pays a living wage, and live in a safe;paluted environment?® Overall, the table below

aK2ga GKFG LISNE2YyA 3SR Hp &SEFENB 2N 2t RSNJfAQGAYy3 AY
attainment (i.e., up to high schoat)and lower rates of higher educational attainment (i.e., up to graduate

school).

In terms of the level of education achievbyd genderapproximately 1 in 20 (5.9%) have a graduate or
professional degrewith a similar distributiorbetween male (6.1%)and female (5.7%)

Report Area NoHighSchool HighSchool Some Associate's Bachelor's Graduateor
Diploma Only College Degree Degree Professional
Degree
TravisCounty VPFA 33.49% 27.63% 13.85% 4.74% 14.37% 5.91%
CUC Service Area 9.59% 17.16% 17.70% 5.96% 31.43% 18.17%
TravisCounty, TX 9.40% 15.70% 16.70% 5.50% 33.00% 19.70%
Texas 15. 2% 24.9% 21.3% 7.50% 20.40% 11.2%
United States 11.10% 26.9% 20.00% 8.70% 20.60% 13.10%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve}212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lowerthan Texas
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Educational Attainment

Craduate or
Professional Degree: 6.1%

Bachelor's

Degree: 14.5%

Associate's
Degree: 4. 9%

Some College: 13.0% “

High School
Only: 27.7%

No High School
Diploma: 33.8%

Craduate or
Professional Degree: 5.7%

Bachelor’'s
Degree: 14.3%

Associate's
Degree: 4.6%

Some College: 14 8%

Report Area

TravisCounty VPFA
CUC Service Area
TravisCounty, TX
Texas

United States

g

High School
Only: 27.6%

Total Population Age

25+

50,222

1,058,539
881,650
18,619,469
225,152,317

19Health TLP. Education: a neglected social

determinant of health. The Lancet. Public Health.

No High School

Diploma: 33.1% 2020 Jul;5(7): e361.

No High School Diploma

At least 1 in 3 (33.5%) people living in
the VPFAdropped out of school before
they couldfinish high school(so, are
without a high school diploma

Population Age 25+

) : Population Age 25+with
with No HighSchool

No HighSchoolDiploma,

Diploma

Percent
16,820 33.49%
101,483 9.59%
82,571 9.37%
2,826,181 15.18%
25,050,356 11.13%
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Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Comn&umirey, 20121 Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

by Tract, ACS201721

Over 21.0%

16.1 Z21.0%

11.1 Z16.0%

Under 11.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

‘I Population with No High School Diploma (Age 25+), Perce

L]

Austif |

Associate Level Degree or Higher
M AY n LISNB2Ya O0Hp®nw:>0 f AJAY 3 vday Astodibtaldével defreedayhigieQ &
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Population Age 25+with Percent Population Age
ReportArea Total PopulationAge ~ Associate'sDegreeor 25+ with Associate's
25+ Higher Degree or Higher
TravisCounty VPFA 50,222 12,567 25.02%
CUC ServicArea 1,058,539 588,092 55.56%
TravisCounty, TX 881,650 513,464 58.24%
Texas 18,619,469 7,273,639 39.06%
United States 225,152,317 95,423,544 42.38%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 32.0%

26.1 Z32.0%

20.1 Z26.0%

Under 20.1%

No Data orData Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

| OK SLevelNEpEee or Higher
M AY p LISNEZ2YA O6HNOO:0 fAGAY3 vedBachbdiaddl degréedaflicd Q &
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TotalPopulation Age Population Age 25+ with Population Age 25+ with

ReportArea 25+ Bachelor'sDegree or Bachelor's Degree oHigher
Higher Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 50,222 10,188 20.29%
CUC=ervice Area 1,058,539 525,018 49.60%
TravisCounty, TX 881,650 464,623 52.70%
Texas 18,619,469 5,871,195 31.53%
United States 225,152,317 75,808,834 33.67%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017  Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Populationwith a Bachelor'sDegree or Higher, Percentby Tract, ACS 201721

Over 23.0%

18.1 Z23.0%

13.1218.0%

13.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

Proficiencyg Student Math Proficiency (4th Grade)

Student performance inigrade Math, fotthe statezpecific standardized testis displayed in the table below.
For children living in the VPFA, at leagh 8 childrenassessed performegorse in Mathcomparedto their
colleagues livingh Travis County andhé State

ReportArea Students with Valid  Students Scoring 'Proficient Students Scoring 'Not
Test Scores or Better, Percent Proficient' or Worse, Percent

TravisCounty VPFA 2,035 23.9% 76.1%

CUC service Area No Data No Data No Data

TravisCounty, TX 11,841 27.9% 72.1%

Texas 382,603 33.3% 66.7%

United States 5,080,634 36.1% 63.9%

Data Source: US Department of Education, EDFacts. Additional analysis by CARES. Ziior IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
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Math Test Scores, Grade 4, Percent Not Proficient by School Distri
(Elementary), EDFacts 202021

B  Over50.0%
B 30.1Z50.0%
[ 20.1Z30.0%
~ Under20.1%
No Data or Data Suppressed

0 Travis County VPFA

Proficiencyq Student Reading Proficiency (4th Grade)

Student performance id™ grade English Language, for the stafeecific standardized tests, is presented in the
table below.Nearly 7 in 10tsdentsassesseth the VPFAerformedworsecomparedto other children in Travis
County and the State.

Report Area Students with Valid Test Students Scoring Students Scoring 'Not
Scores 'Proficient' or Better, Proficient' or Worse,

Percent Percent

TravisCounty VPFA 2,036 30.8% 69.2%

CUC service Area No Data No Data No Data

TravisCounty, TX 11,827 34.6% 65.4%

Texas 382,140 33.1% 66.9%

United States 4,968,367 39.9% 60.1%

Data Source: US Departmentiducation, EDFacts. Additional analysis by CARES22020
Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texa

Language Arts Test Scores, Grade 4, Percent Not Proficient by School Distri
(Elementary), EDFacts 202021

. Over 50.0%
. 30.1 Z50.0%
I__| 20.1 Z30.0%
= Under 20.1%
No Data or Data Suppressed
[  Travis County VPFA

HOUSING

This indicator is essential because theredmpelling evidencé Ay 1 Ay 3 K2 dza A y 3 Qéutcoided, | G A 2
and housing interventions for lovincome people have been found to improgepulationhealth as well as reduce
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health care costg? Housing isalsoan important social determinant of healtfiven thathousehold structure,
housing stability, quality, safety, and affordability all impact health outcomes

Household Structure; SingleParent Households

About1 in 2 children living it NI @A & VPRAdx¢ in & Bbasehold where only one pareptésent.

ReportArea Population Children in SingleParent Percentage of Children in
Age @7 Households SingléParent Households

TravisCounty VPFA 21,514 10,534 48.96%

CUGServiceArea 338,655 74,414 21.97%

TravisCounty, TX 271,015 60,755 22.42%

Texas 7,428,662 1,914,279 25.77%

United States 74,008,972 18,598,212 25.13%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

20Taylor LHousing and health: An overview of the literature. Health Affairs Health Policy Brief. 2018 Jun 7;10 (10.1377).

Single Parent Households with Children (AgeZ}7), Percent by Tract,
ACS 201721

Over 38.0%

32.1 Z38.0%

26.1 Z32.0%

Under 26.1%

No Households with Children Reported

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

EEn

Om

Household Structureg Older Adults Living Alone

This indicator reports the percentage of households occupied by a single older adult (age 65+). It is important
because older adults who live alone &r@ensidereda vulnerable populatiorg and may have challenges accessing
health and sociaheeds.

Report Area Total Total Households with  Percentageof Percentage of
Occupied Households SeniorsLiving Total Senior
Households with Seniors Alone Households Households
(Age 65+)
TravisCounty VPFA 26,431 4,246 1,465 5.54% 34.50%
CUGCServiceArea 611,273 115,190 39,132 6.40% 33.97%
TravisCounty, TX 514,227 92,423 31,393 6.10% 33.97%

Pagd 75



‘E} COMMUNITYCARE

HEALTH CENTERS

Texas 10,239,341 2,584,587 855,078 8.35% 33.08%

United States 124,010,992 37,491,224 13,888,306 11.20% 37.04%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017 Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Householdswith Seniors (Age 65+) Living Alone, Percent by Tract, ACS
201721

Over 13.0%

11.1 Z13.0%

9.1211.0%

Under 9.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

Housing CostZCost Burden (30%)

This indicator reports the percentage of households where housing costs are 30% or riw¢otél household
income. The information offers a measurehwfusing affordability and excessive shelter costs. The data also serve
to aid in the development of housing programs to meet the needs of people at different economic levels.

Report Area Total Households Cos#Burdened Cos#Burdened

Households Households Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 26,431 12,051 45.59%
CUGServiceArea 611,273 199,131 32.58%
TravisCounty, TX 514,227 171,424 33.34%
Texas 10,239,341 3,059,220 29.88%
United States 124,010,992 37,625,113 30.34%
Data Source: US Cendtisreau, American Community Survey, 2217 Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Cost Burdened Households (Housing Costs Exceed 30% of Househc
Income), Percent by Tract, ACS 20121

Over 35.1%

28.1 235.0%

21.1 Z28.0%

Under 21.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

(m) oy § § |
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Housing CostZCost Burden, Severe (50%)

Nearly 1id¥F I YAf ASA f A QDAY 3 ishaffousehdl @herd housthgnpdista@ 80%:ot ndre of the

total household incomeThe dataindicatethat severely burdened households (i.e., housing costs are 50% or more
of the total household income) and castrdened households (i.e., housing costs are 30% or more of the total
household income) ardisproportionately overrepresenteith the VPFAcompared tathe County and State.
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Report Area Total Households SeverelyBurdened SeverelyBurdened
Households Households Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 26,431 6,341 23.99%
CUC Service Area 611,273 87,728 14.35%
TravisCounty, TX 514,227 76,550 14.89%
Texas 10,239,341 1,355,112 13.23%
United States 124,010,992 17,176,191 13.85%
Data Source: US Cendtisreau, American Community Survey, 22217 Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Severely Cost Burdened Households (Housing Costs Exceed 50% of Householdcome),
Percent by Tract, ACS 20121

Over 15.0%

12.1 215.0%

9.1712.0%

Under 9.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis CountyVPFA

OEEEm

Housing QualityZOvercrowding

Household crowding is a state where the number of occupants exceed the capacity of available dwelling space,
whether measured as rooms, bedrooms, or floor area, leading to detrimental physical and mental health
outcomesa! G f Strad M Ay n FFEYAEASE Ay ¢N}Y@Aa [/ 2dzyieqQa =t

Report Area Total Occupied OvercrowdedHousing Percentageof Housing
HousingUnits Units Units Overcrowded

TravisCounty VPFA 13,150 3,520 26.77%

CUGCServiceArea 435,305 25,125 5.77%

TravisCounty, TX 363,140 20,830 5.74%

Texas 6,886,882 486,189 7.06%

United States 90,254,560 4,134,928 4.58%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
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Overcrowded Housing (Over 1 Person/Room),Percent by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 4.0%

2.1Z24.0%

1.1Z2.0%

Under 1.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

Om

Housing QualityZSubstandard Housing

This indicator reports the number and percentage of ovd@rd rentezccupied housing units having at least one

of the followingsubstandarctonditions?: 1)lacking complete plumbing facilities, 2) lacking complete kitchen
facilities, 3) with 1 or more occupants per room, 4) selected monthly owner costs as a percentage of household
income greater than 30%, and 5) gross rent as a percentage of household igoeaer than 30%T ogether with
overcrowding, substandard housing is considered detrimental to health anebeielly, withnumerous studies
reporting a direct connection between these indicators and adverse health outcomes, such as infectious disease
and nental health problems? 2

It should be noted that overcrowding and substandard housing crowding are markers of poverty and social
deprivation.For instance, these markers increase exposure to risk factors associated with home injury, social
tensions, and exposure to secohdnd tobacco smoke. Also, income constraints that force people to live in
substandarddwellings sometimeswith inadequate space for their needsould mean that such households
struggle to affordgood meals, transportation, and access to health care, among others.

The data below suggest that more than half, and about 1daocipied housing units in the VPFA and Travis
County, respectively, meet at least one criterion for substandard housing (i.e., have one or more substandard
conditions present).
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Report Area Total Occupied Occupied Housing Units Occupied Housing Units
HousingUnits with One or More with One or More

Substandard Conditions Substandard Conditions,
Percent
Travis County VPFA 26,431 13,460 50.93%
CUC Service Area 611,273 207,531 33.95%
Travis County,TX 514,227 178,101 34.63%
Texas 10,239,341 3,292,497 32.16%
United States 124,010,992 39,049,569 31.49%

DataSource: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey22017  Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

aThe U.S. Census defines an overcrowded unit as one occupied by more than one person or more per room (excluding bathrooms and
kitchens). Units with more than 1.5 persons per room are considered severely overcrowded. See 24 CFR 791.402 at
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-24/subtitle-B/chapterVIl/part-791/subpartD/section791.402

bSubstandard housing means, in addition to the conditions described above, that one (1) or more of the following condigfest®are
present in a dwelling unit, guest room, suite of rooms or the premises on which the same are located, which aréyoadithaustomarily
used for human habitation, to the extent that the life, limb, health, safety or property of the occupants or the publiciamgier.
Retrieved July 4, 2023, https://statutes.capitol.texas.gov/Docs/LG/htm/LG.214.htm

21Rauh VA, et al. Housing and health: intersection of poverty and environmental exposures. Annals of the New York Acaewgsof Sc
2008 Jun;1136(1):2788.

22Gurney CMDangerous liaisons? Applying the social harm perspective to the social inequality, housing, and health trifecta during the
Covid19 pandemic. International Journal of Housing Policy. 2023 Apr 3;23(5%232

Substandard Housing Units, Percent of Total by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 34.0%

28.1 Z34.0%

22.1 Z28.0%

Under 22.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

O "EEm

Number of Substandard Conditions Present, Percentage of Total Occupied Housing
Units

Report Area No OneCondition  Twoor ThreeConditions Four

Conditions Conditions

TravisCounty VPFA 49.07%* 42.46%* 8.41%* 0.06%*
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CUC Service Area 66.05% 31.87% 2.05% 0.03%
TravisCounty, TX 65.37% 32.55% 2.06% 0.03%
Texas 67.84% 30.03% 2.12% 0.01%
United States 68.51% 29.70% 1.78% 0.01%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

INSURANCE

This indicator is relevant becaukealth insurance coverage is considered a key driver of health status. Evidence
suggests that health insurance is associated with more appropriate use of health care senagescrease

racial and ethnic disparities in the utilizationgobper care across a range of preventive, chronic, and acute care
servicesandlead tobetter health outcomes?2>

Insured Population and Provider Type

Private insurance entails having insurance through an employer or udimtt purchase (e.g., on a health
exchange), Tricare, or other military health insurance. Public health coverage includes the federal programs
Medicare, Medicaid, and VA Health Care (provided through the Department of Veterans Affairs), as well as the
Chi RNBy Qa | S|t 4K L y thdasliepeBindicaER tHaltheYprogortion lofeapl@living in

¢ NI @A & VPRAdgithipéblizdnsurance is disproportionately higlenpared totheir counterparts inthe

County andstate

23 Majerol, M., Newkirk, V., & Garfield, R. (2015). The uninsured: A primer. Kaiser Family Foundation Publicatibh, 7451

24 |nstitute of Medicine (U.S.) Committee on Understanding and Eliminating Racial and Ethnic Disparities in Health Cdumé2068).
treatment:

Confronting racial and ethnic disparities in health care (B. D. Smedley, A. Y. Stith, & A. R. Nelson, Eds.). Natioresl Roegiemi

25 |nstitute of Medicine (US) Committee on the Consequences of Uninsurance. Care Without Coverage: Too Little; Effedtatef
Health Insurance on Health. Washington (DC): National Academies Press (US); 2002. Available from:
https://www.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/books/NBK220636/

Populationwith Percentage with Percentage with
Health Insurance Private Insurance Public Insurance

Report Area

Total Population(For

Whom Insurance
Status isDetermined)

~TravisCounty VPFA 76,409 55283  56.82%  50.64%
CUC Service Area 1,527,237 1,333,141 84.9% 24.68%
Travis County,TX 1,260,085 1,103,924 85.21% 23.93%
Texas 28,410,863 23,415,482 75.87% 34.63%
United States 324,818,565 296,329,423 74.32% 38.83%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survef212017  Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than TexasNote: Percentages
may exceed 100% as individuals may have more than one form of realthnce
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Insured, Private Insurance, Percent by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 85.0%

77.1 Z85.0%

69.1 Z77.0%

Under 69.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

Population with Insurance by Provider Type, Percentage

This indicator reports the number of individuals witistinct typesof public or private health insurance plans as a
percentage of the total number of persons with health insurance. The type of insutlaaican individuahasis
important becausedue tolower reimbursement ratedyledicaid patients, forexample do experience access
issues in areas where few physicians acdept

Report Area Employeror Direct TRICAREr MEDICARE MEDICAID VAHealth
Union Purchase Other Care
Military
TravisCounty VPFA 46.34% 12.72% 1.16% 12.82% 41.57% 1.84%
CUGServiceArea 72.17% 14.56% 2.61% 12.29% 13.17% 2.02%
TravisCounty, TX 72.20% 15.12% 2.14% 11.79% 13.00% 1.74%
Texas 62.74% 13.65% 3.67% 16.52% 19.91% 2.67%
United States 60.78% 14.77% 2.97% 19.26% 22.19% 2.45%
Data Source: US Census Bureau, Amef@manmunity Survey, 20271 Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
Population with Insurance by Provider Type, Percentage
il . B o _
nty VPF @ C Ur tate
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Population Receiving Medicaid by Age Group, Percent

Overall, the proportion of peopliving in the VPF£Aeceiving Medicaidacross all aggroups is approximatelywo
times thatof Texas andravis Countyrespectively2 in 3 childrerunderage 18y ¢ NI} @A & / 2dzy i e Qa
Medicaidcompared to at least 1 i in Travis Countgnd 1 in 3n Texas.
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Report Area Under Age 18 Agel844 Age65+
~TravisCountyVPFA  6656% = 1392% = 2153%
CUGServiceArea 28.03% 577% 10.83%
TravisCounty, TX 28.00% 5.85% 10.95%
Texas 37.13% 7.34% 13.96%
United States 37.94% 14.87% 13.53%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Comn&umirgy, 20121  Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Uninsured Population

.SAYy3 dzyAyadz2NBR | FFSOiGa I LISNaR2YyQa lFoAfAde G2 FOOSa
This indicator is important because uninsured people are usually less likely to receive preventive care and are
more likely to be hospitalizefor conditions that could have been preventé@Theproportion of uninsured

personsh Yy ¢ NI @A & ist@cdigiesBaRef thase li@ing imravisCounty

ReportArea Total Population Uninsured Uninsured
(ForWhom InsuranceStatusis Population Population,
Determined) Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 76,409 21,126 27.65%
CUC Service Area 1,527,237 194,096 12.71%
TravisCounty, TX 1,260,085 156,161 12.39%
Texas 28,410,863 4,995,381 17.58%
United States 324,818,565 28,489,142 8.77%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survef212017  Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower thanTexas

26 Dickman SL, Himmelstein DU, Woolhandler S. Inequality and the foeatitsystem in the USBancet. 2017 Apr 8;389 (10077):1431
1441.

Uninsured Population, Percent by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 20.0%

15.1 Z20.0%

10.1 Z15.0%

Under 10.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

Ll

Om
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Uninsured Population by Gender

In general, the proportion of uninsured malisshigherthanfemales in all report area®\dditionally, inthe VPFA
both males and females aapproximatelytwice as likely to be uninsurezbmpared to other report areas

Report Area

Male Percent Female FemalePercent
TravisCounty VPFA 11,856 30.45% 9,270 24.74%
CUCGCServiceArea 103,859 13.51% 90,237 11.90%
TravisCounty, TX 84,620 13.27% 71,541 11.50%
Texas 2,588,591 18.43% 2,406,790 16.75%
United States 15,608,815 9.78% 12,880,327 7.80%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve}212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower thanTexas

ninsured Population by Gender

Uninsured Population by Age Group, Percent

The table below shows thabf those living in the VPFA, individuals between the age8 ahil 64 are

approximatelythree times more likely be uninsurambmpared to persons under age 18, and about ten timese
likely to be uninsured¢ompared topersons aged 65 and older.

Also,acrossage groups, those living in the VPFAearlytwo times morelikely to have no insurance compared
to their contemporariesin Travis County

ReportArea UnderAge 18 Agel84h4

~ TravisCountyVPFA  1390%  36.90% 3.61%
CUC Service Area 8.55% 15.90% 1.51%
TravisCounty, TX 7.84% 15.53% 1.42%
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Texas 11.53% 23.66% 1.85%
United States 5.30% 12.29% 0.80%
Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Comn&urirey, 20121 Color IndicatorRedg Greater than TexasGreeng Lower than Texas

Uninsured Population by Race, Percent

For Travis County residents living in the VRR&Blackand Asian populationare more likely to be uninsured
compared to other racial group8utin Travis County and Texas, Native Americans or Alaskan Natives and Native
Hawaiian or Pacific Islanders dahe minority groups more likely to be uninsured.

ReportArea NonZ Blackor Native Asian Native Some  Multiple
Hispanic African American Hawaiian Other Race
White American or Pacific
Or Alaska
Islander Race
Native

TravisCounty 11.24% 18.25% 14.79% 18.03% 0.00%  35.87% 35.88%
VPFA
CUC Service 7.31% 12.14% 23.48% 7.66% 17.18% 27.90% 14.43%
Area
TravisCounty, 6.82% 12.36% 22.56% 8.18% 14.61% 27.40% 13.25%
X
Texas 10.12% 15.18% 23.93% 10.93% 20.75%  32.96% 23.23%

United States 5.97% 9.95% 19.32% 6.28% 11.15% 19.86% 11.99%

Data Source: US Census Burgemgerican Community Survey, 2021 Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas
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OTHER SOCIOECONOMIC FACTORS
SPECIAL POPULATIONS

Teen Birth(Rateper 1,000 Female Population AgedZ1®)

Negative outcomes fazhildren and mothers with early childbearing are best explained by social disadvantage and
social adversity’ Forinstance, nethers who give birth during teen years end up facing barriers to attaining an
education at or above high school completion and face additional mental and physical stress as well as chronic lacl
of community supportThis indicator is notable because, teen moms who live in areas with high income

inequality, such as the VPFA, may struggle to find affordable, quality childcare,ittdestransportation, further
hampering opportunities for education or employment.

The data below suggest that femaleged 15m 0 f A @AY 3 AYy ¢NF @A a [/ 2dzyieéQa =+t C
become pregnant thatheir colleaguediving in Travis County.

ReportArea FemalesAged15to 19 Birthsto Teens Births per 1,000 Teens
~ TravisCountyVPFA 2926 44 15.04

CUC Service Area 47,824 360 7.53

TravisCounty, TX 38,141 194 5.09

Texas 1,015,026 16,108 15.87

United States 10,578,036 107,889 10.20

DataSource: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey22017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

27Hans SL, White BA. Teenage childbearing, reproductive justice, and infant mental healtrminftaithealth journal. 2019
Sep;40(5):69009

W { LISOAF E t 2 Lidz{a) individugisiwith disgbilitiesiB) $dividuals from economically disadvantaged families, including low
income youth and adults; (c) individuals preparing for4ti@ulitional fields; (d) single parents, including singlegnant women; (e) oubf-
workforce individuals; (f) English learners; (g) homeless individuals described in section 11434a of title 42 ; (h) yarghnyloo have

aged out of, the foster care system; and (i) youth with a parent w(jpis a membr of the armed forces (as such term is defined in section
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101(a)(4) of title 10 ); and (ii) is on active duty (as such term is defined in section 101(d)(1) of such title). Seedziz8.3302 at
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/20/2302#48

Womenthat Gave Birth, Age 15219, Percent by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 5.0%

2.1 Z5.0%

1.1 Z2.0%

Under 1.1%

No Female Population Age 1819 Reported

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

Young People Not in School and Not Working

Education and work are core activities in the transition from childhood to adulthood. Young adults who are
disconnected from these activities due to seeking work but are unable to find them or leaving school and the
workforce temporarily (or permanentlydf personal, family, or financial reasons may have difficulty building a
work history that contributes to future employability and higher wagé3he databelowshowthat youths aged
15Mdp fAGAY3I Ay ¢ NabGuithree tinfedzyotedikeljo berdetGchediomighool and work than
their colleagues living in Travis County.

Population Population Age 1819 Not in Population Age 1819 Not in
Report Area Agfglaz School andNot Employed Stiact ar;cérNCgtr‘imployed,
~ TravisCounty VPFA 4832 670  1387%
CUC Service Area 78,458 3,513 4.48%
TravisCounty, TX 62,945 2,745 4.36%
Texas 1,659,832 134,130 8.08%
United States 17,360,900 1,189,520 6.85%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017  Color IndicatorRedq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Youths Not Enrolled in School and Not EmployedRercent by Tract, ACS
201721

[ | Over 20.0%
B 15.1 Z20.0%
10.1 Z15.0%
5.1 Z10.0%
Under 5.1%
(S| No Data or Data Suppressed
O Travis County VPFA
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28FernandesAlcantara, A.L. (2015). Disconnected Youth: A Look at 16 to 24 Year Olds Who Are Not Working or In School (CRS Report No.
R40535). Washington, DC: Congressional Research Service. Retrieved Aug 2, 202 sfrifas.org/sgp/crs/misc/R40535.pdf

Homelessness

Homelessnesicomes in many forms: people living on the streetts;ampsite inshelters temporary or

transitional housing programand/or hudded up with family and friends. Being homeless or living in crowded
homeless shelters is stressful and made worse by exposure to respiratory and communicable diseases, violence,
malnutrition, and harmful weather exposure. That said, chronic health comditsoch as high blood pressure,
diabetes, and asthma become worse given there is no safe place to storeati@ulscproperly.

In 2005, the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) decided that Continuums of
Care (CoC) adopt the Point in Time (PIT) count method to help assess and address the issue of homelessness.
However, the HUD also expects a Housing Inventory Count and Homeless Management Information System
(HMIS) data from every CoC to be reported to Congress in the Annual Homeless Assessmeirt Raghiticn to

PIT Court 2°Ending Community Homelessness Coal{®@HO) ia Travis Countyontinuum of Care (CoQgad
agencyin Austintasked withthe planning and coordinatingf communitywide strategies to entitomelessness in

the Austird Travis County geographic regi@CHQ@ollaboratswith other community nonprofits and

government agencies torganize housingervices andesources for people experiencing homelessniassur
community.

In general, the trend in Figus@A andB implesthat the numberof persons experiencing homelessness on a
single day in Travis County has been on the rise since 2017. For example, 2018 witnessed 2147 peratnesfor a
172 (per 10,000 Travis Countgsidentg; 2019 2255 persongl?.7);

20204 2506 persong19.3; and 202A 3,160persons(24.2. "

Point Prevalencand PIT Counts

Figure 2: Rate of homelessness (point prevalence) in Travis County-@liIQ).

Source: ECHO CoC Needs & Gaps Report (2017). Retrievddtpamwww.austinecho.org/leadingsystemchange/dataand-reports/

29 Homelessness Assistance Programs. AHAR Reports. Retrieved from https://www.hudexchange.info/homelessness
assistance/ahar/#2022eports.
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Figure3B: PIT counts of homelessness in Travis County (2020)

SourceECH2020. Pointin-Time Count Travis Counfgetrieved fromhttps://services.austintexas.gov/edims/document.cfm?id=340650
Homelessness by Gender

The homeless population Travis Countis majority male; thistrend is consistent across all racial groufis.

Trans or Nonconforming Trans or Nonconforming

Not Singularly Male or Female: 0.3%
0.5% 0.7%

Female: 41.5%

Male: 58.2%

2019 2020 2021

Source: ECHO. Austin / Travis County Racial Disparities Report (2021).
Retrieved fromhttps://www.austinecho.org/wpcontent/uploads/2022/07/RaciaDisparitiesReport_07.01.2022

30ECHO. Austin / Travis County Racial Disparities Report (2021). Retrieved from https://www.austineche.org/wp
content/uploads/2022/07/RaciaDisparitiesReport_07.01.2022.

¢The definition used by HUD to define homelessness (see Glossary for definition) anetkimelologies of the counts have several
limitations. For example, the definition does not include individuals who are: hospitalized or institutionalized; currgaitjydoubled up
and living with family or friend; people not engaged in traditional letessness services. Additionally, the timing and process of the PIT
count also has the consequence of creating biases because of selection bias and lack of racial diversity among cours;\ntlivitheals
that are hardto-reach or wehhidden (off thegrid) or only engage in informal homeless services; and changing methodologies and
definitions, all of which impact metrics.
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organization developed and piloted an innovative approach to assess adagtapshot from the Coordinated Entry systenintaned

in the HMIS. ECHO considers this is the best approximation of the true need in our community. Information is basedeoi the cli

population as documented in the HMIS and supplemented with U.S. census data for Travis County. Due to vast diffenetivedologies
between previous estimates and 2021 results, it is not advisable to compare 2021 results to past PIT Counts.

Other KeyHomelessnes&indings

Further analysisf 2021 dateby the ECHQeam revealedsubpopulationtrendsto help directawarenessn specific
areas of need ifravis County?®

b

The median age in 202434 yearsold, 4 years lowethan 2020

A az2ad 2F ¢NI@Aa /2dzyiéQa K2YStSaa L Lz Iske2y | NB
Appendix 1V).

A Hispanic/Latinos (65%) and Black/African Americans (54%) experiencing homelessness are significantly
more likely to be younger (under the age 35), whereas-N@mpanic Whites (69%) are significantly more
likely to be oldefover aged5).

A Nearly half of Hispanic/Latinos (47%) experiencing homelessness are youth under 25 years of age, and
nearly half (48%) are members of family households with children.

A People with disabilities (PwD), Black/African Americans, and veterans are overrepresented in the
population of people experiencing homelessness.

U Atleast 2 in 3 people (69%) report living with a disabiRtyD are also more likely to be
unsheltered (71%) than sheltered (51%).

U Black/African Americans are disproportionately overrepresented than any other racial or ethnic
group. Thdikelihoodof experiencing homelessness in Travis County for a Black/African American
person(49%)is more thanfive times than that of a White perso{®%).

U Nearly 1in 10 homeless people are veterans. Furthermore, veterama@ne likely to experience
housing instability and higher rates of returns to homelessness than the general population

U About 3 in 4 Black/African Americans are less likely than other racial or ethnic groups to survive
domestic violence.

Incarceration Rate

This indicator is important becaustidies3*33 suggest that when compared to the general population, people of
both sexes who are incarcerated are more likely to experience high blood pressure, asthma, cancer, and infectious
diseases, including HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, and hepatitis C.

The table below shows thatalts aged 18 and older living in the VPFA are two times more likely to be confined in
prison than theicontemporariesn other parts of Travis County and Texas.

W dzaGAyQa 5Aa0GNAOG o NBLINBaSyila (KS ySAIKo2NK22Ra 2F Ghksgylizoeys
Bouldin Creek,

Mueller, Cherrywood, and more
31Schnittker J, Massoglia M, Uggen C. Prisons, and health in the age of mass incarceration. Oxford University Press; 2022.
32Dumont, DM. et al. (2012). Public health and the epidemic of incarceration. Annual Review of Public Healthg3®3.325

33Freudenberg, N. (2002). Adverse effects of US jail and prison policies on the health dpeivgetif women of color. American Journal of
Public Health,
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92(12), 189§1899.

Report Area Total Population IncarcerationRate

TravisCounty VPFA 74,264 4.2%

CUGServiceArea2022 Nodata Nodata

TravisCounty, TX 1,024,266 2.1%

Texas 25,145,561 1.9%

United States 312,444,060 1.3%
DataSource:Opportunity Insights 2018 Color IndicatorRed Greater than Texasireeng Lower than Texas

J Incarceration Rate, Total by Tract, Opportunity Insights 2018
No Data or No Incarcerations
[ | 0.01% Z0.50%
| 0.51% Z1.00%
1.01% Z2.00%
[ | 2.01% Z5.00%
] Over 5.00%
| Travis County VPFA

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

The physical environmemépresentsanyspace wheréndividuals live, learn, work and play. Peoptate to the
physical environment through the air they breathe, the water they drink, homes theinligemmunity amenities
they enjoy, and the transportation they use.

Air & Water QualityZOzone

Ozoneis a gas that is naturally presentthre Earth's upper atmosphere and at ground levietould be good or
baddependingon where itisdiscoveredAt ground levelOzone is a harmful air pollutadue toits effects on

LIS2LX S YR GKS SY@ANRBYYSY (I ¢ yoR vkl &ithdog)d BreSthing bzong A y 3 N
can initiatevarious health problems including chest pain, coughing, throat irritation, and congeBtigaithing
ozonemayinflame thelining of the lungsnd, therefore, worsen bronchitis, emphysema, and astlymapeated
exposuremay permanently scar lung tissuié.

The table below indicates that thpercentage of daythat ozone standards were exceeded (0.81%) in Travis
Countyputs children at riskof all theabovementionechealth problems caused by ozone.

34Zhang J, Wei Y, Fang Z. Ozone pollution: a major health hazard worldwide. Frontiers in immunology. 2019 Oct 31;10:2518.

Pagd 92


https://opportunityinsights.org/

HEALTH CENTERS

‘ . COMMUNITYCARE

Report Area Total Average Daily
Population ~ AmbientOzone
Concentration
(ppb)
Travis County VPFA Nodata Nodata
CUCsServiceArea Nodata Nodata
Travis County, TX 1,024,266 38.34
Texas 25,145,561 37.43
United States 306,675,00 37.87

Number of
Days
Exceeding

Emissions
Standards

No data

Nodata
2
2

1

Percentage Percentage of
of Days Days Exceeding
Exceeding StandardsPop.
Standards, Adjusted
Crude Average
Average
Nodata Nodata
Nodata No data
0.55% 0.81%
0.55% 0.66%
0.27% 0.39%

A
DataSourceCentersor DiseaseControlandPreventionCD™&NationalEnvironmentaPublicHealthTracking\Network. 2015 Color IndicatorRedg

Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Households with No Motor Vehicle

Living without amotor vehicle presents aimconveniencehat impacts access to health care for populations living
in poverty. This indicator reports the number and percentage of households with no motor veétii@ast 1 in 10
households in th&/PFAave no motor vehictehis is twice the ratio of households in Travis County (5.3%) and

Texas (5.2%) that do not have motor vehicles.
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Report Area

TotalOccupied
Households

Households with No
Motor Vehicle

Households with No Motor
Vehicle, Percent

TravisCounty VPFA
CUGServiceArea
TravisCounty, TX
Texas

United States

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survex12017

26,431
611,273
514,227

10,239,341
124,010,992

N
O

2,778 10.51%
29,846 4.88%
27,311 5.31%
533,515 5.21%

10,349,174 8.35%

Color IndicatorRedg Greater than TexasGreeng Lower than Texas

Householdswith No Vehicle, Percentby Tract, ACS 201721

Over 8.0%

6.1 Z8.0%

4.1 Z6.0%

Under 4.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed

Travis County VPFA

Commuter Travel Patterng Public Transportation

This indicator depicts percentagetbi population using public transportation as the primary means of
commuting to work. Publittansportation includes buses or trolley buses, streetcars or trolley cars, subway or

elevated rails, and ferryboat®

Access to public transportation halfp reduce health disparities and promote equity by improving access to

healthier food options, medical care, employment, and other vital services for communities that do not have equal

access to these fundamental dailgcessities® Thetable below suggests thabout 1 in 25 peopl@n the VPFA
use public transito commute to workcompared b 1in 50 peopé in Travis County.
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ReportArea Total Population Population Using Public Percent Population Using
EmployedAge 16+ Transit for Commute to Public Transit forCommute
Work to Work
TravisCountyVPFA 36790 1396 3.79%
CUGCService 843,166 15,893 1.88%
Travis County,TX 705,996 15,245 2.16%
Texas 13,464,482 152,475 1.13%
United States 155,284,955 6,472,373 4.17%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Workers Travelingto Work Using Public Transit, Percent by
Tract, ACS 201721

Over 4.0%

1.1 Z24.0%

0.1 Z1.0%

No Workers Using Public Transit
No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

o] ] |

Oon

35Kim S, et al. Long commute time and sleep problems with gender difference iglifeobalance: a crossectional study of more than
25,000 workers. Safety and health at work. 2019. 10(4}=370

36Besser LM, et al. Commute time and social capital in the US. American Journal of Preventive Medicine. 2008-BY(3):207

Commuter Travel PatterngLong Commute

Long commutdo work and its association with wellbeing remains a pressing concern in recent times for many
reasonsOne study found that long travel time, in connection with long working hours, increased the chances of
sleep disorders even after accounting for factors like job satisfaction, incamdethe autonomy to determine a
work schedule® Other studieshave also foun@ssociatios between lengthy commutes and decreased
socializatior?® increased stresslepressive symptomsnger (leading to violare), -3 and exposure to ultrafine
particles that inflame the lungs and increase the risk of cardiovascular dikegseople who had commutes

longer than 90 minutes?®

This indicator reports the percentage of the population that commutes to work for over 60 minutes each
direction. Theable belowshows thatit takes at least one hour in each direction (two hours miniméon)
FLIINBEAYFGSt&@ m Ay wmn LIS 2olgh tdwotkdaiyand Backh y ¢ NI @A a / 2dzy i

Pagd 95



‘{} COMMUNITYCARE

HEALTH CENTERS

ReportArea Population Agel6+that  PopulationCommuting Population Commuting
Commutes to Work More than 60 Minutes More than 60 Minutes,
Percent
TravisCounty VPFA 34,067 3,264 9.58%
CUGCServiceArea 696,899 49,247 7.07%
Travis County,TX 574,680 34,845 6.06%
Texas 12,233,649 1,007,821 8.24%
United States 140,223,271 12,700,161 9.06%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Workers Commuting Over 60 Minutes, Percent by Tract, ACS
201721

Over 10.0%

6.1 Z10.0%

3.1 26.0%

Under 3.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

36 |bid.
37 chaeffer, MH, et alCommuting Takes Its Toll. Scientific American Mind. 2005. 16(8%.14
38Beland LP, Brent DA. Traffic and crime. Journal of Public Economics. 2018:1160:96

39Fruin S, et al. Measurements and predictors ofroad ultrafine particle concentrations and associated pollutants in Los Angeles.
Atmospheric

Environment. 2008. 42(2):2e1P.
Commuter Travel PatternZOverview

The type of transportation to work is vital because accessibtbdependableransportation links people to
health care, work, learning, social activities, and civic engagemqensuring that people reach daily destinations
safely, reliably, and conveniently. This indicator showsone of transportationthat commutersused to travel

to work.

In general, the table indicates thatcompared to their counterpartbving elsewherén Travis County people
living in the VPFA am least two times less likely to work from hop@endnearly two times more likely to
carpool use public transportatiomnd/or taxisas their means of commuting to wodad/or to participate in other
civic activities.
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Report Area Workers 16andUp  Percent Percent Percent Public Percent Percent Percent
Drive Carpool Transportatin Bicycleor  Taxior Work at

Alone Walk Other Home

TravisCounty VPFA 36,790  66.9% 16.1%  38%  33% 25% 7.4%
CUGServiceArea 843,166 68.2% @ 8.6% 1.9% 27% @ 1.3%  17.3%
TravisCounty, TX 705,996 66.8% 8.2% 2.2% 3.0% 1.2% 18.6%
Texas 13,464,482 77.0% 9.7% 1.1% 1.7% 1.4% 9.1%
United States 155,284,955 73.2% 8.6% 4.2% 3.0% 1.4% 9.7%

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Surve}212017  Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Workers Travelingto Work by Car Alone, Percent by Tract, ACS
201721

Over 83.0%

79.1 283.0%

75.1 279.0%

Under 75.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

The built environmenincludes the material parts of where we live and work (e.g., homes, buildings, streets, open
spaces, and infrastructure)it describes the mammade or modified structures that provide people with living,
working, and recreational spaces and can influence LISNB 2y Qa f AFSadetsS 2N f S@St
nonexistent sidewalker inaccessibldikingandwalking paths may contribute to inactive habits. These habits
eventually lead to poor health outcomes such as obesity, cardiovascular didegsetes, and some types of
cancer?°

Households with No Computer

It is by no means essential to have a computer at home, but living without a computer presents several challenges
and drawbacks. For example, it can lead to social isolation in addition to limiting access to information, health
care, communication, and opptunities for work and/or educationThis indicator reports the percentage of
households whalo notown or use any types of computers, including desktop or laptop, smartphone, tablet or

other portable wireless computeand some other type of computer.

Thetable below indicateshat about1in9K 2 dzA SK2f R4 Ay ¢NI} @GA& [/ 2dzyieQa =+t C
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Report Area Total Households Householdswith No Householdswith No Computer,

Computer Percent

TravisCounty VPFA 26,431 3,037 11.49%

CUC service Area 611,273 19,887 3.25%

TravisCounty, TX 514,227 16,291 3.17%

Texas 10,239,341 621,803 6.07%

United States 124,010,992 8,613,533 6.95%

Data Source: US Census Burgemgerican Community Survey, 2021 Color IndicatorRedg Greater than TexasGreeng Lower than Texas

N Householdswith No Computer, Percent by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 35

25.1735.0

15.1 225.0

5.1215.0

Under5

No Data or Data Suppressed

O Travis County VPFA

Round Rock

2d ar Park

0t SNRdzS 2/ 3 {dG2yS [!'Z2 D2adAy [hd ¢KS o0dAfld SY@ANRBYYSvaidjourndR A G &
of public health. 2003

Sep;93(9):139%@
Households with No or Slow Internet

Like the drawbacks of not having a computer at home, laekreliable high-speed internet at home impacts
students and parents alik€ase in pointfor somefamilies, not having internet access could mean missing out on
information or communication with schools and teachers. Furthermstdents without internetaccessnay not

be able to easily connect with teachers or classmates, do independent research, or get help with online
homework.

Thesecircumstancef SR 2 I F2N¥Y 2F AySldz f Ad& é&dycational I a (KS
achievement gajpetweenstudentswho have internet access and thoséavdo not The table below indicates
that approximately 1 in 5 households in the VPFA letfeer slow or no internet access.

ReportArea Total Householdswith No or Householdswith No or

Households SlowInternet Slow Internet, Percent

TravisCounty VPFA 26,431 5,705 21.58%
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CUGServiceArea2022 611,273 50,102 8.20%
TravisCounty, TX 514,227 41,748 8.12%
Texas 10,239,341 1,336,521 13.05%
United States 124,010,992 16,120,566 13.00%
Data Source: USensus Bureau, American Community Survey, 2017 Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreenc Lower than Texas

| Householdswith No or Slow Internet, Percent by Tract, ACS 201721

Over 36.0%

28.1 Z36.0%

20.1 Z28.0%

12.1 Z20.0%

Under 12.1%

=] No Data or Data Suppressed
[0 Travis County VPFA

Qedar Park Round Rock

]

Recreation and Fitness Facility Access

Access to recreation and fitness facilities encourages physical activity and other healthy befft@uRFA ha
14 establishments operating fithess and sports facilities for recreational actisit@dsas swimming, skating,
soccer, or other sports.

Report Area Total Population Number of Establishments EstablishmentsRate per
(2020) 100,000Population
TravisCounty VPFA 79,684 14 17.68
CUGServiceArea 1,566,298 274 17.51
TravisCounty, TX 1,289,568 228 17.68
Texas 29,145,499 2,976 10.21
United States 331,449,275 39,562 11.94

DataSourcelUSCensudureau,CountyBusines®atterns Additionaldataanalysisoy CARE2020.
Color IndicatorRedcg Greater than Texg Greeng Lower than Texas

FOOD ENVIRONMENT

Food environments are the physical, economigljtical,and sociecultural contexts in whicpeople make
decisions about food, including the foods and drinks that are available, accessible, affordable, and desirable in
those space! Thisindicator is pertinent because2ng Rl @ 4 F22R SY@ANRYyYSyia SEI
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psychological, social, and economic vulnerabilitiepimynoting opportunitiesor foods linked to unhealthy and
unsustainable dietg and making it easier for people to eat unhealthy foods.

Fast Food Restaurants

The prevalence of fagbod restaurants provides a measure of both access to healthy food and environmental
influences on dietary behaviors. Fast food restaurants are defined as lifdetice establishments primarily

engaged in providing food services (except snack and nonalcoholic beverage bars) where patrons generally order
or select items and pay before eatinthis indicator reports the number of faiiod restaurants per 100,000
population.

In general, those living in thRéPFA, TraviSounty and Texakavecomparable rates dfast-food restaurant
establishment rates

Report Area Total Population (2020) Number of EstablishmentsRate
Establishments per 100,000Population
- TravisCountyVPFA 79684 63 795
CUGCServiceArea 1,566,298 1,235 78.83
TravisCounty, TX 1,289,568 1,026 79.56
Texas 29,145,499 22,469 77.09
United States 331,449,275 251,533 75.89

DataSourcelUSCensuBureau,CountyBusines®atterns Additionaldataanalysissy CARE2020.
Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

41Branca F, Lartey A, Oenema S, Aguayo V, et al. Transforming the food system to fightinomicable diseases. BMJ. 2019 Jan 28;364.

Fast Food Restaurants, Rate (Per 100,000 Pop.) by County, CBP 2020

Over 100.0

75.1 Z100.0

50.1 Z75.0

Under 50.1

<3 Fast Food Restaurants(Suppressed)

[0 Travis County VPFA

Food Desert Census Tracts

A food desert is any neighborhood that lacks healthg affordable€food sources because of income level,
distance to supermarkets, or vehickecess® To qualify as a food desert tracminimum of 500 people in the
tract must have low access to a supermarket or large grosteng.This indicator reports the number of
neighborhoods that are within food desertBhe table below indicates that &east 1 in 5 people in the VPFA live
in a food desert.
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ReportArea Total FoodDesert  Other FoodDesert Other % Food

Population Censuslracts Census  Population Population Desert
(2010) Tracts Population

TravisCounty 74,264 4 10.00 16,763 57,501 22.57%

VPFA

CUC Service No Data No Data No Data No Data No Data No Data

Area

TravisCounty, 1,024,266 25 192 135,025 889,241 13.18%

TX

Texas 25,145,561 1,022 4,216 4,926,344 20,219,217 19.5%9%

United States 308,745,538 9,293 63,238 39,074,974 269,670,564 12.65%

DataSourceUDA EconomidResearcltBervicelJSDAZFoodAccesfResearciitlas 2019
Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

/\J\/\} Food Desert Census Tracts, 1 Mi. / 10 Mi. by Tract, USDA ZFARA 2019
/ i Food Desert
7 - g\\\\’ ,/‘“/MM Not a Food Desert
K No Data
| 4 :
/ 9 [  TravisCounty VPFA

S .
\\ od

\:

Low Income and Low Food Accd&s$LA)

Regarding access to food and healthy nutrition, low incditeapplies to peopleith apoverty rate of 20% or
greater, orhaving amedian family income at or below 80% of the statewide

or metropolitan are® @edian family incomel.ow acce$s(LA)refers toa lowincome tract with at least 500
people or 33% of the population living more thamile for urban areas) or more than 10 milder(rural areas)
from the nearest supermarket or grocery stofe.

About 1 in 9 people in the VPFA are considerediftm@me with lowfood accesscompared to 1 in peoplein
Travis County.

Report Area Total Population LowIncome LowIncome Percent Low
Population Populationwith Low  Income Population

Food Access with Low Food
Access

TravisCounty VPFA
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74,263 42,994 4,676 10.88%

CUGServiceArea
Nodata Nodata Nodata Nodata

TravisCounty, TX
1,024,266 292,603 54,187 18.52%
Texas 25,145,561 8,939,284 2,099,610 23.49%
United States 308,745,538 97,055,825 18,834,033 19.41%

DataSourcelUSDepartmentof Agriculture EconomidResearciservice|JSDAZFoodAccesResearchitlas 2019
Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Population with Limited Food Access, Low Income, Percent by Trac
USDAZFARA2019

[l  Over50.0%

20.1 Z250.0%

5.1 Z20.0%

Under 5.1%

No Low Food Access
O Travis County VPFA

42\Walker REKeane CR, Burke JG. Disparities, and access to healthy food in the United States: A review of food deserts literature. Health
Place. 2010; 16:8784

“Bome census tracts that contain supermarkets or large grocery stores may meet the criteria of a food desert if a suhstaeiabr
share of people within that census tract is more than 1 mile (urban areas) or 10 miles (rural areas) from the nearesirkap
Furthermore, some residents of food desert census tracts may live within 1 or 10 miles of a supermarket; these residentoarged as
low access and thus not counted in the total.

Food Insecurity Rate

Food insecurityisdescribed as lack offegularaccess teufficientfood for every person in a household to live an
activeandhealthy life 2 This indicator is relevant because food insecunég been linkedio various health issues
such as depression or other mental health probleand chronic diseases (e.diabetes, hypertension, heart
disease, and obesity*? The data below sggest thatabout 1 in 10 people living in the VP&#&erienced food
insecurity at some point during the report yedqust like their counterparts in Travis County

Report Area Total Population FoodInsecurePopulation, Total FoodInsecurity Rate
TravisCounty VPFA 77,503 9,765 12.60%
CUC Service Area No Data No Data No Data
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TravisCounty, TX 1,254,921 158,120 12.60%

Texas 28,620,846 3,720,710 13.00%

United States 326,616,501 33,365,240 10.22%
DataSourceFeedingAmerica 2020. Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

7 Food Insecure Population, Percent by County, Feeding America 2020

B Over 15.0%
12.6 Z15.0%
10.0 Z12.5%
Under 10.0%

0 TravisCounty VPFA

Qed ar Park Round Rock

¥
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Food Insecure Population Ineligible for Assistance

While many lowincome families and individuals qualify for SNo&Refits, there is a gap between individuals and
families who are over the federal poverty line and do not qualify for federal food assistance based on earnings and
those with enough income to meet their food nee&zople who fall between these two groups remain heavily
dependent on food banks and continuefame hungerand nutritional challenges?

43BovellAmmon A, Cuba SE, et al. Trends in food insecurity and SNAP participation among Immigrant familesrofydiihg children.
Children (Basel). 2019

4,6(4):55
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The table below suggests that least 2 in 5 households (and about 1 in 3 children) in Travis County and those
living in its VPFAlo not qualify for SNAP benefits asttuggle to afford foogdhowever,they are deemeditoo
riché to qualify for federal food assistance based on their annual income.

Report Area Foodlnsecure Food Insecure FoodInsecure Food Insecure
Population Population Ineligible for Children Children Ineligible

Assistance, Percent for Assistance,
Percent
Travis County'TX 158,120 4500% 42,030 3400%
CUC Service Area No Data No Data No Data No Data
TravisCounty’Tx 158,120 45.00% 42,030 34.00%
Texas 3,720,710 29.00% 1,395,890 26.00%
United States 33,365,240 29.00% 10,590,280 22.00%

DataSourceeedingAmerica 2020. Color IndicatorRedg Greater than TexasGreeng Lower than Texas

CLINICAL CARE AND PREVENTION

Health Care Accessd Workforce

Healthcare accesmefers tol LIS NA 2 yo@Btainlh@alth§eiided such as prevention, diagnosis, treatment,

and management of diseases, disorders, and other hdeiffacting conditions** Forpeople tobe able to access

health care, it musbe accessible or convenient (geographic accessilgilitgw easily patients can physically reach

a provider's location)affordable accommodatingavailable, andcceptable (SeAppendix |Glossaryfor
definitionoftermd.{ 2YS 2F GKS FIFO02NA (KI G Ainclude heavalasilgylaiidS Q& | (
type of health cente, where they are locatedandthe proportion of providers(including those who accept
Medicaidand/or Medicare) amongothers. Lack of access to cateeatesbarriers to good health

FederallyQualified Health Centers

Federally Qualified Health CentéFQHCs) are federally funded nonprofit health centers or outpatient clinics that
serve as important safety net providers in the commuritynded under section 330 of the Public Health Act,
FQHCs provide services includimgh quality, culturally competent, cosfffective access to primary care,
behavioral health, and enabling services that uniquely helpifm@me and marginalized populations, regardless
of ability to pay*

44 Gulliford M, FiguerodMunoz J, et al. What does access to health care mean? Journal of Health Services Research & Policy. 2002. 7(3):186
8.

45HRSA Health Center PrograBmmplianceRetrieved July 7, 2023 online frohitps://bphc.hrsa.gov/compliance

The availability of FQHCs in a community is a relefeamor as it gives an indication about health care access and
equity improvement efforts for underserved groups. This indicator reports the number of FQHCs in the
community.Even thoughthe number of FQHCs in Traiisreasedy 53.1%n the past five yeard.€.,32 FQHCm
2016vs. 49 FQHGs 202)), the table below suggests that theareapproximatelysixFQHCs for everd 00,000
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people living in the&/PFAThese FQHCs operate multiple clinic siteajority of whichare inthe GreaterAustin
metropolitanarea.

Total Number of Federally Rate of Federally Qualified Healt

Report Area Po(gt(;l;t)l)on Qualified Health Centers  Centers per100,000 Population
- TravisCounty VPFA 7968 5 6.27
CUGCServiceArea 1,566,298 53 3.38
TravisCounty,TX 1,289,568 49 3.80
Texas 29,145,499 584 2.00
United States 334,735,149 10,363 3.10

DataSourcelUSDepartmentof Health& HumanServicesCenterfor Medicare& MedicaidServicesProviderof Serviced-ile Septembe2020. Color
Indicator:Redg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

/*”V’\, . T FederallyQualified Health Centers, POS September 2020

>V Leander A B V“.E.‘ -~
% : { [ ] Federally Qualified Health Centers
T O Travis County VPFA
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Access to Primary Carferoviders

Access to primary caggrovidersis fundamental to thénealth ofmedically underservegdopulatiors. Roviders
managethe day-to-day health needs andre able toanticipatehealth problems earlpefore they become severe
whichkeeps patients healtly and lowermedical costs. Various healthcare providers such as family practitioners,
pediatricians, obstetricians and gynecologistsrse practitioners, and physician assistants, geriatricians, and
internists, offer primary caréSee Appendix Glossaryfor definition of terms)This indicator reports the number
of providers with &Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Servid@M@§ National Provider Identifier (NPlthat
specialize in primary care.

Primary health providers include practicing physicians specializing in general practice medicine, family medicine,
internal medicine, and pediatrics. The number of facilities that specialize in primary health care are also listed (but
are not included inhie calculated rate)n the table below, VPF#&sidentsare nearlythree times less likeyand

about twiceless likelyto have access to primary care provider3ravis County an@iexas respectively.

Report Area Total Numberof Numberof Providers  Providers, Rate

Population Facilities per 100,000
(2020) Population
TravisCounty VPFA 79,684 30 31 38.90
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CUGServiceArea 1,566,298 538 1,579 100.81
TravisCounty, TX 1,290,188 435 1,387 107.50
Texas 29,145,505 11,294 23,555 80.82
United States 334,735,155 121,338 361,454 107.98

DataSourceCentersor MedicareandMedicaidServicesCMSZNationalPlanand ProviderEnumeratiorSystem(NPPESMay 2023
Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Primary Care Physicians, Specialty, CMS NPPES July 2023
@ |nternal Medicine

# Family Practice

@ General Practice

@ Pediatrics

Access to Dental Health Providers

There is a growing appreciation that oral diseasesh aslental cariesor periodontal diseasandhealth

conditions including obesity and diabetese connectedby common risk factors like excess sugar or alcohol
consumptionandtobacco use?® Access to dentgirovidersfor poor children iparticulaty important due tothe
valueof establishing good oral healtfabitsat an early ageTherefore, efforts to integrate oral health and primary
health careserviceswvhile implementing interventions to improve accessdad quality ofservices in safety net
clinics and community settings can reduce gaps in access to oral health care across the lifé¢’course.

46 Northridge ME, Kumar A, Kaur R. Disparities in Access to Oral Health Care. Annu Rev Public Health. 26285.41:513

47Manski RJ, et al. Increasing Access to Dental and Medical Care by Allowing Greater Flexibility in Scope of Practidie. iAealihPub
2015. 105(9):17562

This indicator reports the number of oral health care providers with a CMS NRpaviders included in this summary are those who list
"dentist", "general practice dentist", or "pediatric dentistry" as their primary practice classification, regardless&gesiblty.In thetable
below, the rate of access to dental care providéss people in the VPF& more thantwo-fold lower compared to their counterparts in
Travis County and the State

ReportArea Total Population Numberof Numberof Providers, Rate per
(2020) Facilities Providers 100,000 Population
~TravisCounty VPFA 79684 5 10 1255 |
CUGServiceArea 1,566,298 292 514 32.82
TravisCounty, TX 1,290,188 222 373 28.91
Texas 29,145,505 4,691 8,984 30.82
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United States 334,735,155 54,382 121,807 36.39

DataSourceCenterdor MedicareandMedicaidServicesCMSZNationalPlanand ProviderEnumeratiorSystem{NPPESMay 2023
Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

e, ¥ R Dental Health Care Providers, CMS NPPESMay 2023

» ° Dental Health Care Providers, CMS NPPES Ma&3023
- O Travis County VPFA
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Dental Care Utilization

This indicator reports the percentage of adults aged 18 and older who reported having been to the dentist or
dental clinic the previous yea2.in 5adults age 18+yearsand living in the VPR&ent to the dentist in the past
year. This proportiorsupports theprevious assertion that residents of the VPFA are less likely to aditagsgo
dental health care providersompared to theicounterparts in Travis County and Texas.

Report Area Total Population (2020) Adults Age 18+ with Recent Dentisit
(Crude)

TravisCounty VPFA 74,264 40.00%

CUC Service Area No Data No Data

TravisCounty, TX 1,300,503 61.00%

Texas 29,360,759 54.20%

United States 331,449,281 64.80%

DataSourceCenterdor DiseaseControland Prevention BehavioraRiskFactorSurveillanceystem2020.
Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texa
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Dental Care Visit, Percent of Adults Seen in Past 1 Year by ZCTA, ClI
BRFSS PLACES Project2020

Over 65.0%

60.1 Z65.0%

55.1 Z60.0%

Under 55.1%

No Data or Data Suppressed
Travis County VPFA

OnfoeEn

Access to Nurse Practitioners

Presentlyg and gven the impending primary care physicisimortage*® ¢ getting access to a nearby nurse
practitioner (NP)is invaluable in caring for Medicare patients in rural areaswamtkerserved communitied his
indicator reports the number of nurses with a CMS NRlurses counted for this indicator include all advanced
practice registered nurses (APRNs) and nurse practitioners, regardless&getiblty.

Inthe table below, VPFAesidentshave a rate of access to nurse practitiontdrat is more tharthree times bwer
compared toresidents ofTravis Countyand over two times lowetompared toresidents livingn other parts of
the State

Ahmed H, Carmody JB. On the looming physician shortage and strategic expansion of graduate medical education. Curéus. 2020 Ju
15;12(7).

™ Allhealth care providers who are HIPA&évered entities, whether individuals or organizations, are required to get arQdRlers for
Medicare & Medicaid Services (CMS) developed the National Plan and Provider Enumeration System (NPPES) to assignifieigue ident
health care providers. The National Provider Identifier (NPI) has been the standard identifier for alcE@fell entities (health care
providers) since 2007. Providers comprise credentialed professionals with a CMS and valid NPI.
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Report Area Total Population Numberof Numberof Providers, Rate pe
(2020) Facilities Providers 100,000
Population
TravisCounty VPFA 79,684 0 13 16.31
CUCGCServiceArea 1,566,298 18 798 50.95
TravisCounty, TX 1,290,188 14 729 56.50
Texas 29,145,505 764 12,165 41.74
United States 334,735,155 6,802 216,011 64.53

DataSourceCentersor MedicareandMedicaidServicesCMSZNationalPlanand ProviderEnumeratiorSystem(NPPESMay 2023
Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

/ Ny o\ - _ \ Nurse Practitioners, CMS NPPESMay 2023

b b ® Nurse Practitioners, CMS NPPES May 2023
/q e S\\ AL TN AL 4 0 Travis County VPFA
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Access to CaréMental Health Providers

Reports show that more than orfidth of U.S. adults (52.9 million people) experienced a mental crisis in2020,
with the American Academy of Pediatrics declaring a national emergency in child and adolescent mentai®health.
Acacess to care and treatment for mental heafitoblemsremain out of reach fomany peoplen the United
Stateswhereissuessuch as lack of available providdrmgmented careinadequate insurance coveragadhigh
out-of-pocket costxontinue topersist 4%52

49 Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration. Key Substance Use and Mental Health Indicators in the niRes8kat&rom the 2020
National

Survey on Drug Use and Health (HHS Publication No. fE#R21003, NSDUH Series38). Rockville, MD: Center for Behavioral Health Statistics and
Quality.

SAMHSA. Accessed July 15, 2023 from https://www.samhsa.gov/data/
50 American Academy of Pediatrics. AARCAFCHA Declaration of a National Emergency in Child and Adolescent Mental Health. Accessed July 29, 2023 from

https://www.aap.org/en/advocacy/chileand-adolescenthealthymentaldevelopment/aapaacapchadeclarationof-a-nationatemergencyin-child-and-
adolescert

mentakhealth/

51 Andrilla et al. Geographic variation in the supply of selected behavioral health providers. Am J Prev Med. 2018. 548075199
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52Panchal N, et al. How Does Use of Mental Health Care Vary by Demographics and Health Insurance Coverage? WashingiarddQ4<2622.
Accessed

Aug 14, 2023 frorhttps://www.kff.org/health-reform/issuebrief/how-doesuseof-mentathealth-carevary-by-demographicsand-health-insurance
coverage/

The tablebelowindicates that residents of Travis County and its VPFA have better access to mental health
providers than their colleagues in Texas, but those in the VPFA havdadll@wver access to providers than their
counterparts in Travis County.

ReportArea Total Population Numberof Numberof Providers, Rate per
(2020) Facilities Providers 100,000 Population

TravisCounty VPFA 79,684 9 60 75.30

CUGCServiceArea 1,566,298 345 1,760 112.37

TravisCounty, TX 1,290,188 288 1,605 124.40

Texas 29,145,505 3,868 17,705 60.75

United States 334,735,155 65,056 506,180 151.22

DataSourceCentersor Medicareand MedicaidServicesCMSZNationalPlanand ProviderEnumerationrSystem{NPPESMay 2023
Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Mental Health Providers, All, CMS NPPESMay 2023

(] Mental Health Providers, All, CMS NPPES Mag023
O Travis County VPFA
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Access to CargAddiction/Substance Abuse Providers

This indicator reports the number of providéraho specialize in addiction or substance abuse treatment,
rehabilitation, addiction medicine, or providing methadofde number of facilities that specialize in addiction
and substance abuse treatment are listed (but not included in the calculated rate)

Overall, residents of Travis County and its VPFA have better acaadi¢tion and substaneaseproviders(l.5
fold greater)than theircounterpartsin Texas
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“Providers include Doctors of Medicine (MDs), Doctors of Osteopathic Medicine (DOs), and other credentialed professi@n@lsnisth
for Medicare and Medicaid

Services (CMS) and a valid National Provider Identifier (NPI).

Report Area Total Population Numberof  Numberof Providers, Rate |
(2020) Facilities Providers per 100,.OOO
Population
TravisCounty VPFA 79,684 4 8 10.04
CUCServiceArea 1,566,298 52 155 9.90
TravisCounty, TX 1,290,188 43 136 10.54
Texas 29,145,505 723 1,856 6.37
United States 334,735,155 16,803 81,080 24.22

DataSourceCentersor MedicareandMedicaidServicesCMSZNationalPlanand ProviderEnumeratiorSystem(NPPESMay 2023
Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Addiction/SubstanceAbuse Providers, CMS NPPESMay 2023
& Addiction/SubstanceAbuse Providers, CMS NPPESMay 2023
0 Travis County VPFA

OTHER KEYOMMUNITYPOPULATION HEALTH INDICATORS
Poor Dental HealtlZTeeth Loss

Without proper oral hygiene, microorganisms might reach levels that could cause oral infections, such as tooth
decay and gum disease, and teeth I08sis indicator reports the number and percentage of adults a&jeeyears
and older who report having lost all their natural teeth because of tooth decay or gum disease.

The data below indicate thatearlyl in 4olderadultsin the VPFA (aged 65have lost all their natural teeth due
to tooth decay or gum disease.

Report Area Total Population Adults Ageal 65+ with Adults Age 18+ with
(2020) Poor DentalHealth Poor Dental Health (Agé

(Crude) Adjusted)
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TravisCounty VPFA 74,264 23.30% Nodata
CUC Service Area Nodata Nodata Nodata
TravisCounty, TX 1,300,503 8.20% 8.60%
Texas 29,360,759 11.5% 12.1%
United States 331,449,281 13.4% 13.9%

DataSourceCenterdor DiseaseControland Prevention BehavioraRiskFactorSurveillanceSystemAccessediathe PLACEBataPortal 2020. Color
Indicator:Redq Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Teeth Loss (All), Prevalence Among Adults Age 65+ by Census Tract,
CDC BRFSS PLACES Project 2020

B Over 23.0%
B 15.1-23.0%
| 10.1-15.0%
71 Under 10.1%
No Data or Data Suppressed

[ Travis County VPFA

Mortality

Motor Vehicle Crash, Pedestrian

This indicator is relevant because motahicle crashes continue to be the primary cause of preventable death for
U.S. teens’ The table shows the crude rate pédestrianskilled by motor vehicles per 100,000 population
(fatality counts are based dhe location of the crash and not the decedent's residence

Thedeathrate per 100,000 populatigrin the table belowindicates that pedestrianis the VPFA arkilled by
motor vehicles at nearly a twfnld rate compared to their amnterpartsin Travis County and Texas (i.e., Travis
County 1.6fold; Texas, 2.0%old).

7 National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA). Road ¢JEees Drivers. Retrieved from
https:fferashstatsnhtsa-dot-gov/ApifPubtic/viewPublication/813453
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Report Area Total Population PedestrianDeaths
(2020) (20162020)

PedestrianDeaths,
Annual Rate per
100,000Population

TravisCounty VPFA 70,170 18 4.3
CUGCServiceArea 1,565,357 206 2.6
TravisCounty, TX 1,289,568 178 2.7
Texas 29,145,499 3,509 21
United States 334,735,149 34,994 1.8

DataSourcelUSDepartmentof TransportationNationalHighwayT rafficSafetyAdministration NHTSAf-atalityAnalysisReportingSystem 20162020
Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Pedestrian Motor Vehicle Crash Mortality, Rate (Per 100,000 Pop.) by Coun
NHTSA201622020

Over 3.0

2.1Z3.0

1.1Z2.0

0.121.0

No Deaths

O Travis County VPFA

Motor Vehicle Crash (NHTSA)

This indicator reports the crude rate of people killed in motor vehicle crashes per 100,000 population. Fatality
counts are based on the location of the crash and not the decedent's residéneeable below shows thale

rate offatal crash death@mongpeople killed by motor vehiclés the VPFA, compared to Travis County and
Texas, is about 5:fbld and 4.fold, respectively.
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Report Area Total Population
(2020)
TravisCounty VPFA 47,881
CUGCServiceArea 5,365,127
TravisCounty, TX 1,289,568
Texas 29,145,499
United States 334,735,149

Total Crash Fatal CrashDeaths,
Deaths(201&  Annyal Rateper 100,000

2020) Population
52 108.6
954 17.8
773 20.0
23,313 26.7
229,113 22.8

DataSourcelUSDepartmentof TransportationNationalHighwayT rafficSafetyAdministration NHTSAf-atalityAnalysisReportingSystem 20182020  Color

Indicator:Redg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

o

Opioid Overdose

Fatal Motor Vehicle Crashes,
All Deaths, NHTSA 2020

O 1 Fatalities

@ 2 - 3 Fatalities

@ 4 - 5 Fatalities

@ <+ Fatalities

Motor Vehicle Crash Mortality, Rate (Per 100,000 Pop.) by County,
NHTSA 2016-2020

Over 28.0

18.1-28.0

11.1-18.0

0.1-11.0

No Deaths

Travis County VPFA

This indicator reports the 20020 fivedrear average deathate due to opioid drug overdoseer 100,000
population. Figures are reported as crude rates, and aZaljestedratesto the U.S. 2000 standard population
Rates are summarized for report areas from county level data, only where data is avallableable below
shows thatthe ageadjusteddeathratesdue to opioid overdose in the VPFA and Travis Coamgtgbout 1.3 times

higher than tte rateof Texas.
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Report Area Total Population, 5-Year Total Crude Death Rate AgeZAdjusted

20162020 Deaths, 201&Z (Per 100,000 Death Rate

Average 2020 Total Population) (Per100,000

Population)
TravisCounty VPFA 91,713 37 8.0 7.3
CUGServiceArea 1,505,140 595 7.9 7.3
TravisCounty, TX 1,249,844 499 8.0 7.3
Texas 28,645,135 7,812 55 55
United States 326,747,554 256,428 15.7 16.0

DataSourceCenterdor DiseaseControland Prevention CD(ZNationalVital StatisticsSystem Accessedia CDCGVONDER0162020.
Color IndicatorRedc Greater than Texassreenc Lower than Texas

Opioid Overdose Mortality, Age Adj. Rate (Per 100,000 Pop.) by County,
CDC NVSS 2016-20

Round Rock

edar Park

[ Over 40.0
[ 20.1-40.0
15.1 - 20.0
10.1 -15.0
Under 10.1
~ No Data or Data Suppressed
[ Travis County VPFA

Poisoning

This indicator ismportant becausepoisoningd & LJ- NIi 2 T & dzydififiedl B jatérp@ggs wiagthed y 2 dz
principal cause of preventable death for all agesbinedin 2021(for the ninth consecutive yeat and was the
leading cause of preventable death for every &gen 22 to 68 years.”

The table below shows the 202820 fivéd/ear average rate afeath due to poisoning (including drug overdose)
per 100,000 population. Rates are summarized for report areas from county level data, only where data is
available Ageadjusted rates of death due to poisoning (including drug overdose) in the VPFA and Travis County
are comparable to that of Texas.

Report Area Total Population,  5-Year Total Crude Death AgeZAdjusted
20162020 Deaths,201&Z  Rate (Per Death Rate(Per
Average 2020 Total 100,000 100,000
Population) Population)
TravisCounty VPFA 77,192 55 14.3 13.2
CUCGCServiceArea 3,197,190 2,277 14.2 13.2
TravisCounty, TX 1,249,844 893 14.3 183
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Texas 28,645,135 17,710 12.4 12.3
United States 326,747,554 389,651 23.9 24.0

DataSourceCenterdor DiseaseControland Prevention CD(NationalVital StatisticsSystemAccessedia CDCNVONDER20162020.
Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Poisoning Mortality, Age Adj. Rate (Per 100,000 Pop.) by County,
CDC NVSS 2016-20

[ | Over 25.0
[ 20.1-25.0
~10.1-200
Under 10.1
Data Suppressed (<20 Deaths)

[ Travis County VPFA

Round Rock

Oedar Park

7 “National Safety Council (Injury Facts). Deaths by DemographAige and Cause. Retrieved from https://injuryfacts.nsc.org/all
injuries/deathsby-demographics/deathdy-
age/#:~:text=Poisoning%20was%20the%?20leading%20cause,people%20in%20the%20United8620State

” De Ramirez SS, et al. Unintentional injuries: magnitude, prevention, and control. Annual review of public health. 208-2133:17
Unintentional Injury (Accident)

Ly & dzy A Y inj@yrefeks2oyalhdrmgr injurythat was unplanned: Theseinjuriesusuallyoccurwithin a

split secondbr a fewminutes The commoest forms ofunintentional injuriesncludemotor vehicle crashes, falls,
fires,and burns, drowning, poisonings and aspiratifimeathing in a foreign object, e.g., sucking food into the
airway)* This indicator reports the 2078020 fivedrear average death rates due to unintentional injyrgr

100,000 population. Rates are summarized for report areas from county level data, only where data is available.

The table below indicates that thege-adjusted death rate due to unintentional injury in the VPFA and Travis
County are comparativelfl.15fold) higherthan that of Texas.

Report Area Total Population, Five Year Total CrudeDeath AgeZAdjusted
20162020 Average| Deaths,2016&Z Rate (Per Death Rate(Per
2020 Total 100,000 100,000
Population) Population)
TravisCounty VPFA 77,192 157 40.7 45.8
CUGServiceArea 3,197,190 6,546 40.9 46.0

Pagd 116


https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nvss/index.htm
http://wonder.cdc.gov/

‘ COMMUNITYCARE

HEALTH CENTERS

TravisCounty, TX 1,249,844 2,546 40.7 45.8
Texas 28,645,135 56,248 39.3 39.9
United States 326,747,554 872,432 53.4 50.4

DataSourceCenterdor DiseaseControland Prevention CD(NationalVital StatisticsSystemAccessedia CDCNVONDER20162020.
Color IndicatorRedg Greater than Texassreeng Lower than Texas

Unintentional Injury Death, Age Adj. Rate (Per 100,000 Pop.) by County,
CDC NVSS 2016-20

Gedar Park Round Rock . OVer 700
50.1-70.0
40.1 - 50.0
Under 40.1

Data Suppressed (<20 Deaths)
[ Travis County VPFA

Austin d

0
&

DISPARITIES IN OUTCOMES AREEVENTION
The BRFSS and Disparitigghin Travis County Geographic Locations

Census tract data for Travis County were aggregatedthree geographic areasplit by Interstate35 Highway ¢l
35):the VPFA, Travis Countyest of +35(TC: W35) and Travis County West of35 (TC: E35). Rrevalence ratios
(PR} 'were then calculated usingthe crudeprevalencedor each measurend geographic areép determine
disparitiesin health outcomes and preventiofsee Appendix Glossaryfor definitions) The data funded by the
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation in conjunction with the CDC FoundBti&'CE'Sthe Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC), Division of Population Health, Epidemiology and Surveillance Branch

The dataset includes estimates for 37 measures: 13 for health outcomes, 10 for preventive services use, 4 for
chronic diseaseelated health risk behaviors, 3 for health status, and 7 for disabilities. Data sources used to
generate these estimates are Befaral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS) 2021 or 2020 data, Census
Bureau 2010 population data, and American Community Surveyc2019 estimates. Specifically, for county

level estimation, Census 2021 county population estimates and American Cotypi8uniey (ACS) 2042021

data were used. For Plag&Census traet and ZCT#4evel estimation, corresponding 2020 Census population data
were not available, so Census 2010 population counts, geographic boundaries, and A9 D #iata were

used.

The 2023 release uses 2021 BRFSS data for 29 measures and 2020 BRFSS data for sevealhteagutest(

dental visits, mammograms, cervical cancer screening, colorectal cancer screening, core preventive services amon
older adults, and sleeping less than 7 hguree Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS) is a state
based system of health surveys. The goal of the BRFSS is to gather uniforrepstdfie information on health
behaviors, preventive health practices, and health care access related tedtieg causes of morbidity and
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mortality in the United States. Data are collected from a representative sample in each state, and the sampling is
designed to provide national estimates when all state data are merged.

The following sections discuss significant disparities in health outcomes, health prevention, health risk behaviors,
health status, and disability, by geographic region in Travis County. Selected measures showing greater than or
equal to a 1.45old dispaity in PRs between any two geographic areas are reported and can be used to identify
possible health problemandhelp implement effective, targeted population health interventions. Additional

BRFSS results (including illustrationspmbined by measureral reported by Travis County geographic areas

can be found in Appendix VI.

[t/ 9{ Aa | LINIYSNRKALI 60SGsSSy / 5/ Qa 5AQAaA2y 2F t 2LJda.lisiAz2y |
goal is to offer county place, census tractand ZCTAevel data, obtained using small area approximation methods.sEhisture

complements extant surveillance data by providing estimates needed to recognize any health issues impacting residehtsesdafaall

sizes, regardless of urban or rural status; advance and implement effective and targeted preventitiesaaietect health problems; and

establish important health objectives that benefit diverse populations. For more information, visit
https://www.cdc.gov/places/help/overview/index.html.

"Data on thecrudeprevalence of both exposure and a health outcowere utilized. A prevalence ratio (RRjther than a risk ratio (RR)

was used to compargeographidifferences due to two major reasons. &) CHNA is a cresectional analytical study not a cohort study;

and because BRFSS is alsmsssectional survey, a causal relationship to determine risk cannot be truly established 2). Crude prevalence
for most of the measures/indicators in the PLACES data is lowylaad crude prevalence lsw, aPR(analogous to a RR)ves a better
assessment and explanation of any obserxadtionships or differencedNote that evidence of an association does not imply that the
relationship is causal; the association may be artifactual or evercaasal due to numerous confounding factors.

Health Outcomes

Health outcomes are a set of attributes/olving disease symptoms, impairments, functionality, and other
measureghat describe thempacts of diseaseon health-related quality of lifendividuabk or populations The
relevanceof healthoutcomescannot beoverstated becausacceptable healtlbutcomes represent thaighest
hopesof patientsfor treatment or interventiory andto health care professionalbeneficialoutcomes are the
anticipatedendpointof a complex web of care
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