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Poverty Is becoming
Increasingly concentrated
in Toronto’s inner suburbs.
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The number of high
poverty neighbourhoods in
Toronto has more than
quadrupled In the last 25

ears
n 1981 in 2006
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> The geographic concentration
Co of poverty is most severe in
l2> 2 2
=0 iInner suburban neighbourhoods.
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Within the inner suburbs, poverty is

Ba
Sg becoming increasingly concentrated
+0 in high-rise rental buildings.
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The number of families
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Eg_ in poverty in high-rise
> towers Is growing.
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Families are being squeezed
from both ends. The cost of

rent is rising while income is
falling.
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Housing conditions in high-
poverty neighbourhoods are
worse than in low-poverty
-1¥eighborhoods.
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As the number of building

problems increases, people

are more likely to want to
.move away.
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Most people living in inner suburban
high-rise towers say their
neighbourhoods are good places to
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Thi= 15 a good neighbourhaod
in which to raisa childran

- This is a good
nelghbourbaad to live in

Agree Disagree
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= The connections between
‘“dh) residents of high-rise towers
9> are crucial to building stronger
= ne| hbourhoods.
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Most private landlords are doing their
best to keep up with maintenance and
repairs.

All or most

10%

About half

18%

A few
or none
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Satisfied Meither Dissatisfied
satisfied nor
dissatisfied
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Restore mixed income
neighbourhoods In
Toronto
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Sustain the high-rise

stock
In good repair for the

future
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Build community
through partnerships
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