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neighborhoods, and many ways to define which areas are food deserts—neighborhoods
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* In this graph the lower
your score the better!
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From this research project we can see that in the context of food access to vulnerable populations, Staten Island is
one to worry about, with nearly 5% of each census tract examined with low access to food, while Manhattan is
striving with numbers at 0%.
0 | Across cuisine types at restaurants there are serious cases for control needed, among them Brooklyn has one of
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This study rises some interesting issues about food security across the five boroughs. With all five boroughs
possessing their own unique mix of population and resource allocationit is clear to see that there a number of
factors that may lead to the results shown on this poster.
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low access to food.




