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for the community served.As a result, Community Action Agenci{€AAs)kacross the state
assess the needs of their communities every three years. This is done through the analysis of
state andcounty level data (i.e. CensBsireau and Bureau of Labor Statistics Jattent data

as reportedto CSBG Results Oriented Management AccountaliR§MA) system, and
surveying a sampling of both CAlkests and sakeholders (community partneys

The purpose of the needs assessmisrto provide a complete body of information regarding
the specific area to determine if needs are being met and what gaps remain in the community
between programs/services and continuing community needs. This alléwsto:

Develop new programs

Helpsto justify the funding of new programs
Evaluate the success of prograrasd

Helps to sustain funding for successful programs

= =4 =4 A

The 2011 Community Needs Assessments are the thiresdale needs assessments to be
completed for the Indiana Community Amti Network. The 2011 Statewide Community Needs
Assessment report looks at the Network comprehensively and evaluates Gawmunity
Action is meeting community needs statewide. It is our hope that the Statewide Community
NeedsAssessment will provide valuagbbata to the Network and will help the Network to
target programs and services to address those with the greatest need in their communities.
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In order to puttheneed® ¥ LY RAI Y I Q& f 2 Olntom®©ORowsrdrzin haishestive, it iy Helpfdl 2
to get a brief overview of what national, state, and county level data can tell us about Indiana. In this sectior
information fromthe U.S. Census Bureau was analyzedjet a better understanding of our service area

(State of Indiana) ando identify important trends Community Action Agencies (CAAs) may need to be
responsive to in order to et low-income Hoosiers needs.

In Indiana, there are 2B@AAghat serve all 92 counties of Indiana and comprise the Indiana Community Action
Network.See map and agenciéstings

1. Area Five Agency on Aging & Community Services, Inc. 13. Interlocal Community Action Program, Inc. (ICAP)
(AREA FIVE) New Castle, IN
Logansport, IN

2. Area IV Agency on Aging and Community Action Programsl4. FormerlyJobSource (JOBSOURG®&Y CICAP
(AREA IV) Anderson, IN
Lafayette, IN

3. Community Action of East Central Indiana (CAECI) 15. Lincoln Hills Development Corporation (LHDC)

Richmond, IN Tell City, IN

4. Community Action of Greater Indianapolis (CAGI) 16. North CentralCommunity Action Agencies, Inc. (NCCAA)
Indianapolis, IN Michigan City, IN

5. Community Action of Northeasindiana (CANI) 17. Northwest Indiana Community Action Corporation (NWICA)
Fort, Wayne, IN Crown Point, IN

6. Community Action of Southern Indiana, Inc. (CASI) 18. Ohio Valley Opportunities (OVO)

Jeffersonville, IN Madison, IN

7. Community Action Program of Evansville and Vanderburghl9. Pace Community Action Agency (PACE)
County, Inc. (CAPE) Vincennes, IN
Evansville, IN

8. Community Action Program, Inc. of Western IndianaA@NI) 20. Real Seices (REAL)

Covington, IN South Bend, IN
9. Community and Family Services, Inc. (CFSI) 21. South Central Community Action Program, Inc. (SCCAP)
Portland, IN Bloomington, IN

10. DuboisPike-Warrick Economic Opportunity Committee, In22. Southeastern Indiana Economic Opportunity Corporation
(TRICAP) (SIEOC)
Jasper, IN Aurora, IN

11. Hoosier Uplands Economic Development CofHOOSIER) 23. Western Indiana Community Action Agency, Inc. (WICAA)
Mitchell, IN Terre Haute, IN

12. HumanServices, Inc. (HSI)
Columbus, IN
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State and County LeveCensus
Data

Indiana has seen a minimal increase in overall statewide populgtimnth since the 200Q0J.S.
Census, with the population increasing only 5 percdtis is lowe than the national average

of 8 percent populatio growth during the same time periodMost counties in Indiana saw
slight increases population, howevermostexperienced losses in populatioBdge Appendix

A, Population Gowth By Community ActionAgenciesService Areg 2000 and2009. Yet,
Marion County and other counties in the Indianapolis metro area saw an increase in population
of 13 percent. The three counties that saw the largest growth in population from-2000

were Hamilton County (48eocent), Hendricks County (32 percent), and Hancock County (21
percent).

Population Growth in Counties in India napolis Metropolitan Area, 2000 and 2009

Percent
Change Change
County Total 2000  Total 2009 2000 .
2009 Since
2000
Boone 46,107 55,087 8,980 19.476%
Hamilton 182,740 270,711 87,971  48.140%
Hancock 55,391 67,275 11,884  21.455%
Hendricks 104,093 137,741 33,648 32.325%
Johnson 115,209 139,293 24,084  20.905%
Marion 860,454 884,059 23,605 2.743%
Morgan 120,563 129,293 8,730 7.241%
Shelby 43,445 44,227 782 1.800%
TOTAL 1,528,002 1,727,686 199,684 13.068%

Source:U.S. Census BureatiYear and 5 Years Averaglmserican Community Survey Data,

Gender
Indiana has also seen minimal change in gender composition as the male pophksignown

5.3 percentand the female population growing 4.6 percent respectiv@tce 2000This was
also lower than the national average of 8.7 percent male population growth and 7.6 percent
female population growth since 2000.

Population By Gender,Indiana, 2000, 2007-2009

Gender 2000 2007 2008 2009
Male 2,982,474 3,101,509 3,117,843 3,143,133
Female 3,098,011 3,200,178 3,217,752 3,242,712

SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census and-2009 3 Year AverageAmerican Community Survey Data
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Age
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experienced an increasef 7.9 percentin those who are 65 years oldand over since 2000
However, this is lower than the national average of 10.6 percent population griawttihose

65 years old and older from 2000 to 2009.

Population B/ Age,Indiana, 2000, 20072009

Age 2000 2007 2008 2009
Under 5 423,215 437,228 439,280 445,491
5t09 443,273 432,033 430,379 432,258
10to 19 896,898 893,799 894,725 902,210
20to 34 1,256,856 1,273,150 1,268,714 1,281,912
35to 64 2,307,412 2,481,817 2,505,647 2,511,130
Over 65 752,831 783,660 796,850 812,844

Source:U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census and-2009 3 Year Average8merican Community Survey Data

Race
One of the areasndianahas seen substantial growtim over the last nine years s racial

diversity. Indiana has seen its minority populations grogn#icantly since 2000The largest
growth wasseenin those who are two or more races, which has grown 61.6 perddtitough
Indiana saw an increase in minority populatiptiss growthwasat amuch lowerran than the
national averagefor thesepopulation during thisame time period. From 2068009, the U.S.

saw the Black population grow by 16.1 percent, the Asian population grow by 49.7 percent, and
those who were two or more races grow by a staggering 158.4 percent.

Populati on Growth By Race,Percentage Change,Indiana 2000 and 2009

Race 2000 2009 Percent Change
Since 2000
White 5,320,022 5,461,237 2.7%
Black or African American 510,034 554,674 8.8%
Asian 59,126 88,309 49.3%
Other Racegincluding Hawaiian, 115,631 159,318 37.8%

American Indian, Pacific Islander, and
some other race)
Two or More Races 75,672 122,307 61.6%

SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census and-2009 3 Year AverageAmerican Community Survey Data
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Population Growth for Asian, Other Races, and Two or More Races)ndiana, 2000, 2007-
2009
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Source:U.S. Census Beau, 2000 Census and 202009, 3 Year Averagesmerican Community Survey Data

Ethnicity
Indianaalso experienced an increase the Hispanic populationwhich increased.7 percentfrom
2000 to 2009, but it was a much lower rate than the national average of 32.9 percent.

Population By Ethnicity of Hispanic or Latino (Any Race), Indiana and U.S.,2000, 2007-2009

2000 2007 2008 2009 Percent
Change
Since 2000
Indiana 214,536 299,207 317,290 336,693 5.7%
u.s. 35,305,818 44,019,880 45,432,158 46,930,522 32.9%

SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census and-2009, 3 Year AverageAmerican Community Survey Data

HouseholdType
In 2009, the average household size was 2.50 people and the average family size was 3.06 in Indiana.

This is slightly lower than the national average with a household size of 2.62 and the average family
size of 3.21 in 2009.

Indiana saw an increase in tloerallnumber of households by 1.1 percent since 2007. This was a
slightly lover growth rate of 1.3 percentAlso Indiana experienced increases in the number of
families as well as thaumber of single parent femaleeaded households witkheir own childen
under the age of 18 years old. However, Indiana saw a decline in the number of nwuigleés and
single parent malkheaded households with own children under the age of 18 years old2kgy
percentand 3.1 percent respectivelWationally, the U.S. adssaw a decline of the number of married
couples with ownchildren under 18 years old .9 percent since 2007, however, exjgerced an
increase in both maland femaleheadedsingle parent households by 1.7 percent and 0.9 percent.
For Household TypeyBCommunity Action Agencies Sereiéreas for 2009, see Appendix B.

6| Page 2011 Indiana Statewide Community Needs Assessment



Household Type, Indiana, 2007-2009

2007 2008 2009 Percent
Change
Since 2007
Total Households 2,447,887 2,463,700 2,475,551 1.1%
Families 1,652,168 1,657586 1,655,162 0.2%
Married Couple$ 529,245 527,627 516,548 -2.4%
Single Parent, Mafe-Headed Households 62,100 61,681 60,189 -3.1%

Single Parent, FemateHeaded Households 179,417 183,715 183,009 2.0%

SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 260709, 3 Year AveragedmericanCommunity Survey Data

* For each of thesgroups these numbers only account féeir own children urer 18 years old which includghildren
from birth, adoption, or marriage. Theumbers for these households do not include foster children and other wateel
children.

Medigm Household Incomg 3 A 3 5 A 5
LYRAIFIYIFI Q& YSRAlIY K2dzaSK2f R AyO02YS Usawith incom@2 y (i Ay
increasing only 13.4 percent since 2000. During this same time pehedJ.S.MHI has incresed

22.3% since 2000. iBmeans Hoosiers are working hardfor lower than average wages. However,

both Indiana and thé&J.S.saw MHIs decrease in 2008 due to the onset of the national recession.

Median Household Income, Indiana and U.S., 2000, 20072009

2000 2007 2008 2009 Percent
Change
Since 2000
Indiana $41,567 $47,034 $48,675 $47,135 13.%%
U.S. $41,994 $50,007 $52,175 $51,369 22.3%

SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census and-2009, 3 Year AverageSmerican Community Survey Data

When youlook at MHI income by household typecluding families, marriedouple families, and
nonfamily households, Indiana lags behind the naiio®every category. For marriezbuple families
Ff2ySY LYRAFYIlI Q& alL ¢l & bcy sanMHpforfhiggroupmn g bp I di

Median Household Income, Indiana and U.S., 2009
$80,000 $74,015
$70.000 $68,075
$60,000
$50,000
$40,000 -
$30,000 -
$20,000 -
$10,000 -

$0 -

$62,367358,184
$51,36847 135

$31,156 27,914 "U-S:
H Indiana

All Household Families Married-Couple  Nonfamily
Types Families Households

SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 260009, 3 Year AverageAmerican Community Survey Data
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The Feyderal Poverty Guidelines (FPG) measure the number of people in poverty. If families are
SFNYyAy3a fSaa Ky (GKS LIR2GSNIe& GKNBakKz2fRX (KSe@
F62@0S GKS GKNBaKz2f R I NB 02y aweRiENEiRnottsy dear LJ2 2 NX
cut. There are many families earning incomes above the FPG, but are still unable to meet their
FLYAfE@Qa LBY aAOnFSSRA@2NRAY3I (2 (GKS CtDX I TFlY
their annual income was at or below $250 a yearGenerally, a family requires around 200

percent of the FPG to be economically smlfficient, which would be $44,100 for a family of

four in 2009.

The number of individuals in poverty in thé.S.and Indianacontinues to grow.Although
LYRAIFYIFIQ&a LROGSNIe NIdSa F2NJ L€t 3S ANRdAzZIA A3
poverty increase at a much more rapid rate than the U.S. as a whole.

Number of Individuals in Poverty and Poverty Rates, By Age GroupIndiana and U.S.,
2009

Total Number Poverty Numberof Child Number of Senior

of Individuals Rate Children in  Poverty Seniors in Poverty
in Poverty Poverty Rate Poverty Rate
Indiana 831,434 13.4% 288,174 18.5% 61,714 8.0%
U.S. 40,342,472 13.6% 13,841,495 18.9% 3,596,549 9.7%

Source:U.S. Census Bureg2009, 3 Year Averagegmerican Community Survey Data

In the chars below, children areclassified as those who afief years old and under, working
adults arethose who arel8-64 years old, and seniors ateose who ares5 years a and older.
The U.S. has seen the number of persons in poverty increase by over 7 million sewde
2000 However for most agegroups povertyremainedstatic with a slight uptick in the number
of working adults in poverty i2009.

Number of Individuals in Poverty, U.S., 2000 and 2007-2009

45,000,000
40,000,000
35,000,000

2000 2007 2008 2009
m Total Number of Personsm Children = Working Age Adults m Seniors

SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census and-2009, 3 Year AverageAmerican Community Survey Data

8| Page 2011 Indiana Statewide Community Needs Assessment



Indiana on the other hand has seen poverty increase by over 250,000 people sinae&2880
percent increase. Additionally, unlike the U.S., Indiana has seen poverty increase rapidly in
certain age groupsin particular children and working age adults. Clptaerty has increased

by 53 percentsince 2000 and poverty among working age adults has increased by 52 percent
RdzZNAYy3a GKA& alyYS GAYS LISNA2R® ¢KAa Ohae 06S I
remained stagnant as mentioned ithe MHI section ofthis report and high numbers of
unemployed and discouraged workers (those who are unemployed but no longer logking f
work). This of great conceras research shows there are an estimated 10.5 million children
under the age of 18 years old who live imiées with an unemploye@arent, putting them at

risk of falling below the poverty thresholdAdditionally, child poverty costs our society an
estimated $500 billion a year in lost productivity and increased spending on health care and the
criminal justce systent.

Number of Individuals in Poverty, Indiana, 2000 and 2007-2009

900,000
800,000
700,000
600,000

2000 2007 2008 2009
m Total Number of Persons m Children

Working Age Adults m Seniors
SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census and-2009, 3 Year AverageAmerican Community Survey Data

h¥ LYRAFYlFIQa odH O2dzyiASax on KFER LI2GSNI& NI
percent in 2009. The top 5 counties where the poverty rate for all individuals was the highest
were:

1. Monroe County 24.8 percent
2. Fayette County 21.4 percent
3. Orange County 21.1 percent
4. Tippecanoe County 21.0 percent
5. Crawford County and Vigo County 20.7 percent

'Yy$§So62ySs 9fATIFoSGK YR 9YAf& DEFENNXP d¢KS {dzodNBFYyAT G
Hnany ®é¢ 2 AaKAYy3id2y 5d&/ dY aSiNRLREAGIY t2fA0& tNRINIY |
2 NCCP. Child Poverty and Intergeneration Mobility. December 2009. Retrieved on September 22, 2011:
http://www.nccp.org/publications/pub_911.html
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Additionally, 34 counties had child poverty rates higher than the state average of 18.5 percent
in 2009. The top 5 counties wherket child poverty rate was the highest and nearly double the
state average were:

1. ParkeCountry 32.4 percent
2. Crawford County 31.2 percent
3. Jay County 29.1 percent
4. Vigo County 28.2 percent
5. Orange County 28.1 percent

Lastly, 46 counties hasenior poverty rates higher than the state average of 8.0 percent in
2009. The 5 counties with the highest percent of senior poverty, nearly 2.5 times higher than
the state average, were:

1. Scott County 18.9 percent
2. WashingtonCounty 18.8 percent
3. LaGrange County 17.1 percent
4. Orange Countgnd Spencer County 16.2 percent
5. Parke County 14.4 percent

For Number of Individuals in Poverty and Poverty Rate, By Age Group for Community Action
Agencies Service Areas in 2009, see Appendix C.

Indiana has seen incredible progress in the educational attainment of the population 25 years
old and older since 2000. Those who have no high school diploma have decreased by 17
percent. Conversely those who have a highgsénf RALJX 2YIl 62 NJ SljdzA @1 £ Sy O
YR o0l OKSf 2NNRa RS3INBS KIBS AyONBlFaSRe® ¢K2aS ¢
most growth with an increase of 34.7 percent since 2000.

Educational Attainment, For Population 25 Years Old and Ol der, Indiana, 2000 and
2007-2009

2000 2007 2008 2009 Percent
Change
Since
2000
No High School Diploma* 695,540 607,356 591,096 577,156 -17.0%

High School Graduate (includes equivalenc 1,447,734 1,523,495 1,507,513 1,497,587 3.4%
1 3a20AFGS8SQa 5S8S3aINBS 225535 288,175 300,843 303,736 34.7%
. OKSf 2NRa 5S3INBS 475,247 564,166 590,702 599,147 26.1%

SourceU.S. Census Bure&2000 Census Data a2®07-2009, 3 Year Averagedmerican Community Survey Data

Indiana is also performing better than the U.Smany of these categories including having a

lower rate of those with no high school diploma and higher numbers of those with a high school
RALX 2YlF ® | 26SOSNE LYRAFYLlF A& atA3akaGte t26SN G
attainment.
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Educational Attainment, For Population 25 Years Old and Older, Indiana and U.S., 2009

Indiana u.S.
Number Percent Number Percent
No High School Diploma 577,156 13.9% 30,117,162 15.1%
High School Graduate (includes equivalenc| 1,497,587 36.0% 57,957,308 29.0%
Some College, No Degree 848,237 20.4% 41,311,230 20.7%
l3a20A1G4SQa 5S3aANBS 303,736 7.3% 14,935,736  7.5%
. OKSf 2NN&a 5S3INBS 599,147 14.4% 35,068,697 17.6%

SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 208 Year Averages, American Community Survey Data

Educational attainmenis important as it is a determining factor as to whet or not people are working

As displayed in the chart below, those without a high school diploma are less likelyetofdeyed only 51
percent of thosewithout a high school diploma in Indiaaae employedAdditionally, there are many who

are in the labor force, but not employed. This could mean they are looking for work or unemployed. Also
there are a number of people in eaduducational attainment level who are not in the labor force. This
could be discouraged workers who are no longer looking for work, those who are disabled, and others who
may cloose not to work.

Educational Attainment By Employment Status, For Popuat25 to 64 Years Old, Indian2009

1,400,000
1,200,000
1,000,000
m Total Number
800,000 ® Number in Labor Force
600,000 — Employed
400,000 m Not in Labor Force
= Unemployed
200,000 - —
0 .
Less Than High  High School = Some College orBachelor's Degree
School Diploma Graduate  Associate's Degree or Higher

Source:U.S. Census Bureau, 208 Year Averages, American Community Survey Data

From 2000 to 2009, Indiana saw its labor force increase by 1 percent overall. However, during this same
time period, Indiana saw itsnnual averageinemployment rate nearly double frod.9 percent in 2000 to
8.2percent in 2009 and saw the number of unemployed increase 156 perthat5 counties that saw the
greatest increase in the number of unemployed from 2@009 were:

1. Jennings @unty 386 percent
2. Elkhart County 340 percent
3. Whitley County 339 percent
4. Kosciusko County 311 percent
5. LaGrange County 301 percent

To see the number in the labor force and unempldyBy Community Action Agencies Service Areas in
2009, seéAppendix D.
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Alsq those who have a lower level of educational attainment are more likely to experience
poverty. This is especially true for womand for thosewho are not high school graduates, as
displayed in the tabl&éelow.

Educational Attainment, For Population 25 Years Old and Older For Who m Poverty Status is

Determined By Education Attainment, Indiana and U.S., 2009

Indiana u.S.
Total Male Female Total Male Female
Less Than a High School Graduate 23.2% 18.9% 27.4% 24.5% 20.4% 28.5%
High School Graduate (includes equivalency) 10.3% 8.5% 12.0% 11.8% 9.8% 13.7%
{2YS [/ 2tfS3S 2N ! aaz 8.0% 5.6% 10.2% 8.2% 6.4% 9.8%
. OKSf 2NDa 5S3aINBS 2N 32% 3.0% 3.5% 3.7% 3.3% 4.1%

SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 203 Year Averages, American Community Survey Data

The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development recommends that people pay 30
percent or less of their gross monthly income (income before taxes) on housing. However,
Census data shows many Has who rent are paying 30 percent or higheremt in 2009. The

median rental rate in Indiana for 2009 was $670, yet many are paying much higher rental rates.
See tables below.

Gross Rent as a Percentage of Household Income, Indiana and U.S., 2009

Indiana u.s.

Number Percent Number Percent
Less than 15% 90,904 13.8% 4,395,299 12.5%
15.0t0 19.9% 91,317 13.9% 4421,177 12.6%
20.024.9% 87,601 13.3% 4,547,083 12.9%
25.0-29.9% 74,274 11.3% 4,108,512 11.7%
30.0-34.9% 56,976 8.7% 3,201,102 9.1%
35.0% or More 257,317 39.1% 14,491,598 41.2%

SourceU.S. Census Bureg2009, 3 Year Averagegmerican Community Survey Data

Gross Rent, Indiana, 2009

Indiana
Number Percent
Less than $200 22,493 3.4%
$200$299 23,646 3.5%
$300$499 105,859 15.8%
$500$749 268,291 40.0%
$750-$999 164,221 24.%%
$1,000$1,499 71,817 10.7%
$1,500 or More 14.400 2.1%

SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 208 Year Averageamerican Community Survey Data
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Whereas most homeowners, even with a mortgage, splesd than 20 percent of their income
on housing both in Indianand the U.S.see table below.

Selected Monthly Owner Costs as a Percentage of Household Income, Indiana and U.S.,

2009
Indiana U.S.

Number Percent Number Percent
Less than 20% 537,683 43.4% 17,268,035 33.9%
20.0-24.9% 214,139 17.3% 8,123,193 15.9%
25.0-29.9% 146,616 11.8% 6,350,864 12.5%
30.0-34.9% 96,192 7.8% 4,578,744 9.0%
35.0% or More 243,680 19.7% 14,622,916 28.7%

SourceU.S. Census Burea2009, 3 Year Averages, American Community Survey Data

Whether aperson rents or owns the data shows thtere are many Hoosiers and Americans

living in substandard housing.vér 8,000 Hoosiers lack complete plumping facilities and over
14,000 lacked complet&itchen facilities. Even more alarming is over 95,000 do not have

telephone service available to them.

Selected Housing Characteristics, Indiana, 2009

Number Percent
Occupied Housing Units 2,475,551 -
Lack Complete Plumbing Facilities 8,921 0.4%
LackComplete Kitchen Facilities 14,944 0.6%
No Telephone Service Available 95,029 3.8%

SourceU.S. Census Bureg2009 3 Year Averages, American CommySitirvey Data

Additionally Census data shows that many who have a place to call home do not have a
vehicle. This may not be a problem in urban areas, but in some states a car is a necessity to get

to work and run errands especially in Indiana where there is a lack of public tréaso. In
2009, 157,914 Hoosiers hao vehicle available to them despite having housing.

Vehicles Availablelndiana, 2009

m No Vehicle Available

m 1 Vehicle Available

2 Vehicles Available

m 3 or More Vehicles
Available

SourceU.S. Census Bureg2009, 3 Year Averages, American Community Survey Data
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Clients Served B ) I AEAT
Community Action Agencies

Data from Indiana Community Service Block Grant Reports

Population 3

The Indiana Community Action Network (Network), which is comprised fRA I Yy I Q& H
Community Action Agencies, serv881,709 individuals in 2009. Thsan increase 0f33.4

percent from 2007. If these individuals are divided into family units, the Network served
339,271 in 2009, an increase of 18.8 percent from 2007.

Unduplicated Number ofridividuals and Families Seed B/ the Network, 20072009
900,000

831,709
800,000

719,916
700,000

623,648

600,000

m Total Number of Unduplicated
Persons

500,000

400,000

339 271 m Total Number of Unduplicated
: Families

300,000 255,522

2007 2008 2009

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, Z00R

Gender

LY HandX Y2NB /2YYdzyAde | Olehdegthah ilefeyides OverQ o/ ! |
58 percent of clients wertemales compared to 41.6 percent who wenealesin 2002 Female

clients outpaced male clients in 2008 as well by nearly 16 percentage points.

Number ofIndividuals Served Y8Gender, Indiana, 2002009
Year Male Female
2007 208,241 307,256
2008 262,990 361,187
2009 301,504 423,890
Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, Z00P
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The number ofemalesd SS1 Ay 3 | aaAradl yOS TNRYaqiidkerad Gl GSQ:
than that of nalesseeking assistance. The number of female clients served in 2009 increased

by 17.4 percent, from the previous year. The number of male clients served increased by 14.6
percent during that same time period (2008 to 2009), a difference of nearly 3 percentage
points.

Number of Individuals ServedyBsender, Indiana, 2002009
450,000

423,890

400,000

301,504

300,000 -

250,000 = 2007

200,000 - 2008
m 2009

Female Male

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, Z00R

Age

The number of children served by the Network increased0092by 27.4 percent from 2007.
From 2008 to 2009, there wa increase of 21 perceirt the number of children served who
were 6 to 11years old and a 28 percent jump in the number of children served whd arte
17years old

Number of Children Served/B\ge Group, Indiana, 2062009

Year Ages Ages Ages | Total Number
0-5 6-11 12-17 of Children
Served

2007 80,184 74,716 66,871 221,771
2008 96,395 87,233 71,282 254,910
2009 108,380 105,834 91,248 305,462

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, ZIDR

The Network saw the largest increase in the number of adultsl®4earsold seeking
assistance which grew by 40.3 percent since 2@80I7otheradult agegroupsgrew at about the
same pace as population growtfihe age pup with the slowest growth raterém 2008 to
2009 was the group0 years oldand older. This trend is not likely to continue as tBaby
Boomer generation ageand reaches retirement
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Number of Adults ServedyBAge Group, Indiana, 2062009

200,000 m Ages 18-23
178,560 ges 18-
180,000 mAges24-44
160,000 =-Ages 45-54
m Ages 55-69
140,000 127,245
m Age 70 and Ove
120,000
100,000
80,000
61,191 58.41
60,000 55,386 )
40,000 -
20,000 -
0 4
2007 2008 2009

Sourcelndiana Community ServicefoBk Grant Data, 2002009

In 2009, the Network served 305,462 children under the age of 18. These children accounted
for 42 percent of the clients served by the Network.

Proportion ofClientsServedBy Age Group, Indian&009

m Ages 0-17

m Ages 18-23

= Ages 24-44

m Ages 45-69

m Age 70 and Over

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, 2009
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Race

In 2009,the number of Wite clients served increased 4.3 percent from 200.7There was
also a significant increase in the number of other race and matde clients, which increased
61.5 perceh and 42.6 percent respectively since 2007. During the same time period, the

number of Asian clients served decreased by 49.9 percent, yet this is one of the populations

growing in the state (see Census section of this report). The numtilaokclientsserved also

decreasedby 23.1 percent since 2007.

Proportion of ClientServedBy Race Indiana,2009

0.04% 2:60% 2500

m White

m Black or African American

m Asian

m Other Race

m Multi-Race
Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, 2009
Proportion of Clients Served By Race, Indiana, 20039
White Black Asian Other Multi-Race| TotalNumber of
Race Persons Reporting
Race
2007 325,873 142,171 569 11,307 13,219 493,139
2008 387,884 191,025 624 16,148 18,406 614,087
2009 502,660 175,055 285 18,265 18,856 715,121

Sourcelndiana Community Sengs Block Grant Datap072009
Ethnicity

A relatively small portion of thelients over 6 percentservedby the Networkwere of Hispanic
or Latino origin.However, the number of Latino and Hispanics served by the Network has
increasa 37.7 percent since 2007. This is a large increase coigid@is population has only
grown 5.7 percent in Indiana since 2007 (see Census section of this report).
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Proportion of Clients Served By Ethnicity, Indiana, 2009

m Non-Hispanic
or Latino

m Hispanic or
Latino

Sourceindiana Community Services Block Grant Data, 2009

Proportion of Clients Served By Ethnicity, Indiana, 2@0D9

Hispanic or Non- Hispanic Total Number of Persons
Latino or Latino Reporting Ethnicity
2007 24,757 481,273 506,030
2008 35,629 559,848 595,477
2009 39,726 615,513 655,239

Sourceindiana Community Services Block Grant D268,~2009

Family Size

The average family size folients served by the Network in 2009 was 2mbBmbers;this is
down from 2.79members in2008. Nearly 76 percent of families served by the Network had
between one and three memberszamilies with four members or more made up over 24
percent of the populatiorserved

Family Size of Clients Served BBe Network, Indiana, 2009
120,000

106,599

m 1 Member m 2 Members

m 3 Members m 4 Members

m 5 Members m 6 Members

m 7 Members m 8 or More Members

19,606

2,775 1,579

2009

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, 2009
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Family Size of Clients Servey Bercentage, Indiana, 2009

m 1 Member

m 2 Members

m 3 Members

m 4 Members

m 5 Members

m 6 Members

m 7 Members

= 8 or More
Members

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, 2009

Household Type

In 2009, single person households made up the largest portipeable serve by the Network
at 37 percent.The second largedtouseholdtype served were single parent, femaieaded
households, accounting for nearly 31 percent of those served in 2009.

Household Type of Clients Served, Indiana, 2009

m Single Person Household
m Single Parent, Female-Headed Householc
m Single Parent, Male-Headed Household
m Two Parent Household

m Two Adults, No Children Household

m Other Household Types

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, 2009
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Single ParentMale-Headed Households Serveg the Network, Indiana, 2009

8,000

7,442

7,000

6,000

5,000 -
m 2007

m 2008
2009

4,000 -
3,000 -
2,000 -

1,000 -

0 -
Single Parent, Male-Headed Households

Source:ndiana Community Services Block Grant D2@8,7-2009

When looking at the changes louseholdtype, someinteresting trendsemerge. The most interesting of
these findings is the increase in single parent, rieaded households. While this household type only
makes up a small portion of the total families served by the Network the number of single pareat, mal
headed households increased by 32.5 percent from 2007. This increase is contrary to the population
growth data that shows this population deased by3.1 percent since 2007 (see Census section of this
report).

The other household type thahcreased wee two parent households, which increased 29.5 percent since
2007, despitahe fact that thispopulationalsodecreased by.4 percentin the stateduring this same time
period (see Census section of this report).

Two Parent Households Serveg #he Netwak, Indiana, 2009
50,000
45,000
40,000
35,000
30,000 -
25,000 -
20,000 -
15,000 -
10,000 -

5,000 -
0 -

47,168

m 2007
m 2008
m 2009

Two Parent Households

Source:ndiana Community Services Block Grant D2@8,7-2009
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The number of clients (24 years and oldegjved by the Networkvho completed some grades
between §" and 12", but who did notgraduate, increased®5 percent from 2008 to 2009 he
number of clients who attained a high school diploma or @ED increased 4 percentifteen
percent of cliens served in 2009 have some pestondary (up to and includiragsociat&® and

0 | OK Siegeebsl & contrast 38 percent have less than a high school diploma or Giis
contrary to the educational attainment data earlier in this report that shélnsse who have no
high school diplora in Indiana have decreased by percent since 2000€s Census section of
this report) Addtionally, the number of clients served who have only completed todhe
grade or below had grown in 2008. That number has since dropped to below the 2007 level.

Educational Attainment for Clients 24 Years old antil€, Indiana, 20072009

—=o—Completed Some Grade(s) from K-8th Grade-l—=Completed Some Grade(s) from 9-12th Grac
High School Graduate or Eqgivalency
170,000
145,220
34 150,000 4150921
c
st
2 130,000
o
= 112,340
c 110,000 ;
§ 90,000
g | 65,08 /. 84,290
S 5,087
o 70,000 ——
o 56,716
P 44,759
50,000 39,222 o
> ¢ 39,006
30,000 . . .
2007 2008 2009
Year

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant D208,~2009

In 2009, 47 percent of clients reported a portion of their income came from employment. This

is down slightly from both 2007 and 2008 figures. That is texpected wih the downturn in

the economyA more positive trend is in the number of families reporting that they receive no

incomedecreased by 52 percent from 2008 to 2069r those who reported they receive non

employment income which can include soescsuch as disability, social security, pensions, or
Lzt AO FaaraidlyoOoSxz GKS I NHSaAG &az2dz2NOS 27

security.
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Income Sources of Clients, Indiana, 2a2009

140,000

130,614
120,215 122,648

m 2007
m 2008
= 2009

14,17014,673

7,011

Employment Income  Non-Employment Income No Income

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Graata,2007-2009

Income Sources of Clients, Indiana, 2009

100,000 m Employment
90.000 85,038 m Employment Plus Other Sources
’ m Social Security
80.000 - m Supplemental Security Income (Disability)
' m Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF)
70.000 - m Pension
' = Unemployment Insurance
60,000 - ~ General Assitance
Other Types of Income
50,000 -
40,000 - 35,787
30,000 -
20,000 -
10,000 -
0 -
2009

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, 2009
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Locally Identified Causes of
Poverty and Community Needs

Data from Client and Stakeholder Surveys

In order tobetter serve the residents of our community, it is important that we maintain axiocdgate

LA QU dzNE 2F 6Kz (GKS@ NS YR ¢KIG GKSe@ ySSRo ¢2
board and stdfparticipated in the statewid€ommunity Needéssessment study which was conducted by
the Indiana Community Action Network.

The research was conducted in two parts:
1 Background research was conducted using secondary data available from federal, state, and loca
sources.
1 Client and stakeholdesurveys were designed and administered directly to Hoosiers who are served
by their local CAAs or who partner with CABeth survey instrumentsre located in Appendix)E

The client survey was randonggnt in September 2010 those who had received services from their local
CAAs in 2009There were 13,772 surveys returned, whilee thignificance of each question has not been
calculated, this number of responses gives the survey an ovesatiimof error of .83 at the 95 peent
confidence levelClients who received the survey were asked what their community needs were and what
were the barriers to clients having those needs met.

Employment
Roughly half of clientserved by the Btwork in 2009 wereemployed at some level. Due to limitations in

the CSBGlata it is unknown the exact number of cltsrwho are employed fulime. However, from 2007
to 2009, roughly 50 percent of the clients served by the Network did not receive income from employment.
The cliat survey results can help explain some of the barriers to emplyoment that may be leading to these

statistics.

Sources of Client Income, Indiana, 2009
2.7%_

m All or Part of Income Comes
from Employment

m Non-Employment Income

No Income

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, 2009
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The client survey askegliestions regarding employment statasd barriers to employmenOf clients
surveyed, 30 percent aespondents reported that they lthsome form of employmentBy ontrast, 68
percent repored tha they were unemployed. Theseategories were broken intoubcgroups and
clients were also asked about specifics about their employment status and were given the following

options:
Full Part PartTime, Unemployed Unemployed
Time Time Looking for - Looking For -Not Looking
Work Work For Work

Employment Status o€lients Survegd, Indiana, 2010

3.6%2.2%

m Unemployed, Not
Looking for Work

m Unemployed, Looking
for Work

m Working, Full-Time

m Working, Part-Time

m Part-Time, Looking for

Work

m Other

Sourceindiana Community OG A2y | 3SyOASaQ /tASyd {daNWSea 5F0GF3X wHnawmn

Clients surveyed were asked what barriers they experienced in attempting to get employment and keep
it. The possible barriers were:

No Problems Wages Too Low to Support No ChildCare During \6frk
No Jobdor My Field Family Mental Disability
No Transportation Lack of Training/Education or

Skills

Physical Disability

Barriers to Work as Identified BClients 2010

Rank Barrier to Work Percent Rank Barrierto Work Percent
1 Physical Disability 46.5% 5 ;iﬁ:‘s"f MENTNEHEUEEIETE g o
2 Mental Disability 11.2% 6 No Transportation 7.3%
3 \IQ;argi?; Too Low to Support 9.6% 7 No Child Care During Work 6.6%
4 No Jobs for My Field 8.9% 8 Other 1.2%

Sourceldndiana Community OG A2y | ASYyOASaQ [/ tASyd {dz2N¥Sea 5FdGFZ wnwmn
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Thirty-six percent of respondents stated that they expeded no barriers to employmenOf
those who experienced barriershysical andnental disabilityranked first and second spectively
as a barrier to fultime employment, accounting for nearly 58 percent of those surveyed.

Yet CSBG datahows that approximately 114,000 clients 2009 reported being disabledhis
accounts for about 36 percemf dients served by the Network. However, CSBG data shows only

13.7 percent ofthesefamilies reported receivingupplementalSecurity Incomdor disabilities in
2009

Number of Clients Who Reported Disability and Number of Clients Receiving SSI, In2gd¥a,
2009

120,000 114,002

100,000

60,000 n ] 2007
33,205 35787 m 2008
40,000 - a4 aaa ,
il " 2009
20,000 -
0 -
Client Reported Disability Supplemental Security Income (Disability)

Sourceindiana Commuity Services Block Grant Dagf)07-2009

Health Insurance

In 2009,CSBG data shows thabout 190,000 clientsor 56 percent of thosevho were asked
reported that theyhad no healthnsurance. This was a substantiatrease of41 percent from
2007. The exact number of clients with or without health insurarm@not be determinedecause
only 52 percent of total clients servedported ontheir health insurance status.

Number of Clients Who Reported Having No Hedftburance, Indiana, 2062009
190,261

200,000
180,000
160,000
140,000
120,000 -
100,000 -
80,000 -
60,000 -
40,000 -
20,000 -
0 -

175,614

m 2007
m 2008
m 2009

No Health Insurance

Sourcelndiana Commuity Services Block Grant Data, 2e#009
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Health Insurance Statusf Clients ServedyBhe Network, Indiana, 2009

m With Health
Insurance

m Without Health
Insurance

Sourcelndiana Commuity Services Block Grant Dat®0®

Of client sirvey respondents 65.7 percent reported having health insurance; howevess
than 17 percent indicated that it was provided through an employer. It should be noted that
780 people (out of a total 0f13,772 who responded that they had health coverage did not
answer the question regarding whether their coverage was provided by an employer.

Status ofEmgoyer Provided Health Insuranaes Reported B Clients Indiana, 2010

m With Health
Insurance

m Without Health
Insurance

Sourcelndiana Communitacton Sy OASaQ / t ASyd {dz2NBSea 5F4FX Hnwmn

Additionally, the client survey asked if anyone in the family was covered by Hoosier Healthwise,
Medicare, or Healthy Indiana (Medicaid) and the vast majority, 76 peroespondedyes.
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PublicHealth InsuranceCoverageas Reported By Clientindiana, 2010

m Covered by
Public Health
Insurance

m Not Covered by
Public Health
Insurance

Sourceindiana Communitpction Agy’ OA SaQ / t ASyd { dzZNBSeéa 514X wnwmn

Clients surveyed were asked what barriers they experieneddted to health insurance
coverage.Thirty-six percent of clients surveyed reported no barriers to health coverage.
remainder setcted from thesepossible barriers:

No Problems Not offered by employer No Private Insurance
Cost Lack of Knowledge of Public o Available
Private Insurance Options Poor Credit

Barriers toHealth Insurance Coverages Identified B Clients 2010

Rank Barrier to Work Percent Rank Barrier to Work Percent
1 Cost 69.1% 5 No I?rlvate Insurance 4.3%
Available
> Not Offered by Employer 12.0% Other barriers identified by clients, that were

not included as barriers on survey:
3 Poor Credit 7.6% Length of Employment 0.01%

4  LackofKnowledgeof Publico g g0 Medical Condition 0.01%
Private Options

Sourcelindiana Communitaction! 3Sy OASaQ / t ASyd {dz2NBSeéa 514X Hnmn
Child Care

In 2009,according to CSBG data, there werer 214,000 children served by theetvork who

weredF G OKAEf R OF NB | 3 Syduhgerttiai 13/eaXs SlthydaheréféteShave @ S NS
potential need for chill care servicesthe number of childrewho are of child care age served

by the Networkhas increased by 38 percent since 2007.
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Chidren of Child Care Age Servey tBie Network, Indiana, 2002009

250,000
214,214
154,900
150,000 -
m 2007
m 2008
100,000 - m 2009

50,000 -

0 -

Number of Child Care Age Children Served

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant D208,7-2009

Of these childrenabout half were preschool ageand could therefore require fulime care if
the parent or parents workd fulttime. The other half of children in thiroup are schoolage
and theefore are likely toonlyrequire before and after school care.

Chidren of Child Care Age Servey tBie Network By Age, Indian&2010

m Pre-K

m Schoolage

Sourceldndiana Community OG A2y | ASyOASaQ [/ tASyd {dz2NBSea 5FdGFZ wnwmn

Additionally, the client survey askeddlientsreceived assistance to pay for child care. Over
8,700surveyrespondents answered the question and of those who responded only 8 percent
stated that they received financial assistance to pay for child care.
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Clients werealsoasked about the haiers they experience when trying to secure cluéde.

No Problems Children have Special Needs Quality of Providers
Cost Location of Care Providers Not Enough Providers
Hours Not Sufficient No Transportation

Fifty-nine percent of respondents reportedo barriers to chilccare. Out of those repondents
who experienced barriers, cost was ranked the highest by neanhe&nt of respondents.

Barriers to Child Care as Identified/EClients, 2010

Rank Barrier to Work Percent Rank Barrier to Work Percent
1 Cost 56.8% 5 Children Have Special Need 6.7%
2 Hours Not Sufficient 9.5% 6 Not Enough Providers 4.9%
3 Quiality of Providers 9.5% 7 Location of Care Providers 3.9%
4 No Transportation 8.7%

Sourcedndiana Community OG A2y | Sy OA Baa2010f A Sy i { dzZNIBSe a

Child Support

Child sipport is also an important issue affectihg! ! ciefits.According taCSBG dataoughly
one third of CAAclients are single parenhouseholds. There is no data availablektmw how
many of these singl@arent families are eligible for child support. However, on the client
survey, 7716 respondentsor 27.9 percentreported that they were eligible to receive tdhi
support from thenon-custodialparent.

Household Typendiana, 2009

m Single Parent Families

m All Other Family Types

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant Data, 2009

Of the clients who were eligible to receive child support, over half of them stated that they
RA RY Qi theitIBhodSshpPdst regularlyOf the 2,716 respondents who are eligible for child
support only79 percent of them responded to the question about how often they received
their child support. Of those who responded, 44 percent stated that they receive their child
support less than once a month.
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Regularity of Receiving Child Support, Ind& 2010

mYes

m No

Sourcedndiana Community O A2y | ASyOASaQ [/ tASyd {dz2NBSea 5FdGFZ wnwmn

Frequency of Receiving Child Support, Indiana, 2010
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Sourceindiana Community OG A2y | 3SyOASaQ /tASyd {dza2NWSea 5F0GF3X wHnawmn

Housing

Whenl vy I f 8T Ay3 (GKS a Gdrels®@surprisifig.trendsRDesplteXhadrtgagass
foreclosure crisis the number of clients served by the Network who own their home has
increased by 40.8 percent since 2007. Additionally, the number of renters has increased by 37.8
percent since 2007. TBe increased numbersay be reflectiv ¥ LY RA L y I Q& LJ2 LJdzf |
from 2007 to 2009 of 12.5 percent (see Census section of this report).

The more alarming statistic is that the number of homelessilias served by the Network
which increased by 210 percent from 2007 to 200Bhe housing category dotheré also
increased anatan represensome degree of housingsecurityand canincludethosewho are
living with friends or fenily. Thenumber of families whaesponded their living arragement
wasin the categorydotheré increased by 54.6 percent since 2007.

Since CAAs make their own distinction as to who is homeless wetsuss categorized as
other it is hard to analyze how many people in the other category may belong ihdmeless

category. A way to resolve this in the future would be to have agencies classify homeless based
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in section103 of the McKinneyento Act, as amended ihe HEARTH Act. The final rule
maintains these fouhomelesscategories are:

(1) Individuals and families who lack a fixed, regular, and adequate nighttime residence and
includes a subset for an individual who resided in an emergency shelter or anafangeant
for human habitatiorand who is exiting an institution where he or she temporarily resided,;

(2) hdividuals and families who will imminently lose therimary nighttime residence;

(3) thaccompanied youth and families with children and youth velne defined as homeless
under other federal statutes who do not otheise qualify as homeless undthis definition;
and

(4) hdividuals and families who are fleeing, or are attempting to flee, domestic violence, dating
violence, sexual assault, stalkirgg, other dangerous or lif¢hreatening conditions that relate

to violence against the individual or a family member. Throughout this preamble, all references
toay dzY 6 SNJ WWOI 4SG@Nk 2F K2YSt Saa

Additionally, if CAAs would start to track what is inclugedhe other category, the Network
would be better able tdc RRNKX aa Of A Sy Thebarri€rd tizddusing identBidiR & ©
clients in this section may also assist with understanding what might be part of the other
category andvhat O f A Sy ( arerelafe8 8 Rodsing.
Clients Housing Status, Indiana, 20Q009
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180,000
159,334

160,000 -
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2,442
651 9212023 3,239 5,008

; ; _—|
Rent own Homeless Other

Sourcelndiana Community Services Block Grant D208,~2009

In this section, data was further analyzed from income sources CSBG datan #mel client
survey clients were askedsttfeir rent was more than one third of their gross incomeaNy 44
percent of respondentanswered yes.
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Rent More Than Ondhird of Their Gross Inconas Reported By Clientindiana, 2010

mYes

m No

Sourceindiana Community OG A 2 y | 3 SSfireysat® 201 A Sy

Survey respondents were asked if they experienbadriers to lousing Nearly 35 percent
reported no problems with their housinghe remainder selected from the following barriers

No Problems Utilities Too High /' yQld CAYyR ! FF¥2N
Rent Too High House Need Major Repairs House Payment Too High

Barriers to Housing as ldentifiedyBClients, 2010

Rank Barrier to Work Percent Rank Barrier to Work Percent

1 Utilities Too High 46.9% 4 [ FyQi

CAYR ! F1 8.2%

2 Rent to High 19.2%6 5 House Payment Too High 7.1%

3 House Needs Major Repairt  18.%%
Sourceindiana Community OG A2y | 3SyOASaQ /fASyd

Transportation

{ dzNBSea 51aGl =

Seventysix percent of client survey respondents said they did have reliable transportation.

Transpotation Reliability as Reported Y8Clients, Indiana, 2010

mYes

m No

Sourceindiana Community OG A2y | 3SyOASaqQ /fASyl

When respondents were asteabout their barriers to transportation, 30 percent stated they

{ dzNBSea 5Fdl 2

HA M

HA M

had none; of those that reported problems, the price of gas, ranked number one. Barriers that

clients could chose from included:

No Problems [ yQd ' FF2NR |
No Car / |y Qid CarRa@pairs
Price of Gas I FyQd ' FF2NR /

No Public Transportation
No Bus Routes Near Hom
No Bus Routes Near Wor
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Barriers to Transpiratioras Identified B Clients, 2010

Rank Barrier to Work Percent | Rank Barrier to Work Percent
1  Price ofGas 46.5% 5 [/ FyQd ! FF2NR [/ 82%
2 [/ FyQd ! FF2NR 19.2% 6  No Public Trarmortation 7.1%
3 No Car 18.9% 7 No Bus Routes Near Home 4.1%
4 [ FyQhG ' FF2NR  11L.7% 8  No Bus Routes Near Work 1.5%

Sourcelndiana Communitaction! 3Sy OASaQ /€ ASy i {dzNBSe&a 514X Hnmn

Food Security

Food security is defined by the United Swlepatment of Agriculture (USDA) a® meported

indications of fooeaccess problems or limitations. Marginal food security is one or two
reported indicationg typically of anxiety over food sufficiency or shortage of food in the house

and little or no indication of ltanges in diets or food intakd.o determine whether clients

served were food secure, the client survey asked whether they utilizeda food bank or

pantry. Fortyeight percent of the survey respondents said they dide survey also asked how
2FGSy OtASyida dzaSR (GKS FT22R LI YyiNEBX | ySINIe
hyOS | a2yiKé FyR da[ Saa ¢ dentyesponded Sat theyaseyal K dg
food bank more than once a month

Food Pantry/Bank Utilizatioras Reported B Clients, Indiana, 2010

mYes

Sourcelndiana Community OG A2y ! 3SyOASaQ / tASyld {dz2NBSea 5FGFZ Hnamn

Frequency of Food Pantry/Bank Utilizatias Reported B Clients, Indiana, 2010
3000 2817
2500 -
2000 -
1500 -
1000 -

500 -
0

2628

688

About Once a Month  Less Than Once a More Than Once a
Month Month

Sourcelndiana Community OG A2y ! 3SyOASaQ / tASylG {dz2NBwSea 51 GFZ wnmn
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Clients were also asked on the survey whether or not they received Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program (SNAP) benefits, form#mny Food Stamp Program. Over 57 percent of
survey respondents responded that they did receive SNAP benefits.

SNAP Utilizatioras Reported B Clients, Indiana, 2010

Do you receive SNAP? Percent

Yes 57.4%
No 42.6%

Sourcedndiana Communitaction! 3Sy OASaQ / t ASy i {dzNBSeéa 514X Hnmn

Technology

Technology is often the key to economic and social mobiMgny jobs only take online
applications, to apply for unemployment insurance benefits you have to apply online, and most
education and trainingorograms have online components. As a resulirvey respondents
were asked to check if they had the following devices in their hgohene, computer, and/or
internet accessThe absence of a check is assumed to mean they do not. Althbeghisno

way have knowing if they simply declined to respond to the questidre data shows that most
clients report having a phone on{$,011)and many reportedhey have no computer and/or
internet.

Communication/Technology Devices in Homg Reported B Clients|ndiana, 2010

12000

10000 9770

8000 -

6000 -

4834

4000 - 3748

2000 -

0 -
Phone Computer Internet Access

Sourcelndiana Community OG A2y ! 3SyOASaQ / tASyld {dz2NBSea 5FGFZ Hnamn
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Communication/Technology Devices in HoilBg Typesas Reported B Clients, Indiana, 2010

m No Electronics

m All Three Electronics (Phone, Computer, and Interr
m Phone Only

m Computer Only

u Internet Only

m Phone and Computer Only

= Phone and Internet Only

Sourcedndiana Community O A2y | ASyOASaQ [/ tASyd {dz2NBWSea 5F0GFZ wnwmn

Banking Services
Another barrier to economic mobility is poor credit ddor not having a bank account.

Therefore, on the client surveglientswere askedf they hada bank account. Over 25 percent
respondedthey did not have a bank account. Clients were also asked if they used check cashing
servicesand a large majority, 87 percent said they did not.

Bank Accounttatusas Reported B Clients, Indiana, 2010

mYes

m No

Sourcedndiana Community O A 2y | 3 63(irdeysDat® 201G A Sy

Utilization of Cash Checking Services Reported B Clients, Indiana, 2010
12000 11168
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8000

6000
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2000 1606
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Sourceindiana Community Acton A S&aQ / f ASy G0 { dzNB¥Sea 514X wnam
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Domestic Violence
Clients were also asked if they or a family member hadn a victim of domestic violence

(physicaland/or vembal) in the past twelve monthsNearly 7 percent of clients surveyed
responded that they were a victim of domestic violence in the last year.

Victim of Domestic Violencas Reported B Clients|ndiana, 2010

14000

12129

12000
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853
2000
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SourceL Y RALF Yl [/ 2YYdzyAde ! OdAz2y D3ISyOASaQ /tASyd {dNBSea 5

Client survey respondents were asked to rank their communities top nessgsdlient survey
instrument in Appendix E Below is a ranking of the top 20 né® as rated by cligrnsurvey
respondents statewide.

RANK Community Needs Most Needed
1 Help for people who are unable to pay their Electric/Gas bills 69.2%
2 Help for people who are unable to pay their rent or mortgage 65.8%
3 Health Insurance coverage 62.2%
4 Affordable Housing 61.4%
5 Food Assistance 59.6%
6 Help for people who are unable to pay their Water bills 57.9%
7 Help for people seeking employment 55.3%
8 Homeless Services/Shelters 52.9%
9 Affordable legal services 52.7%
10 Financial Aidor people to further their education 52.7%
11 Certificate Programs to help people get jobs 51.9%
12 Help for people in need of reliable transportation 47.8%
13 Help for people applying for Social Security Benefits 47.4%
14 Child @re 45.1%
15 Homelnsulation or Weatherproofing services 45.0%
16 Free income tax preparation services 44.3%
17 Mental health services 43.7%
18 Help for people experiencing home foreclosure 42.4%
19 Teen Programs (138) 41.9%
20 Financial Education 41.3%
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Strategies to Address the
Causes of Poverty and
Community Needs

In Indiana, there are 23 Community Action Agencies (CAAS) that serve all 92 counties of Indiana
and comprise the Indiana Community Action Network (Network).

In 2009,831,709low-income Hoosiers turned tthe Networkfor help. Of those residentgfor
which characteristics were obtain€e’)

1 64% lived in households with incomes less than 150% of the Federal Poverty Guidelines
($31,800 for a family of four in 2009);

1 26% had houseHtd income at below 100% of the Federal Poverty Guidelines ($21,200
for a family of four in 2009);

58% were female;

41% wee children (618 years old);

1

1

1 29% were minorities;

1 26% had no health insurance; and
1

15% were over 55 years old.

The Network believesll of us are vulnerable to poverty. The economic and social costs are
enormous and the consequences have significant effects on everyone, and we believe there are
costeffective solutions to poverty. Through efforts that create jobs that pay living wagbs
benefits, affordable housing, access to health care, and educatvencan reduce poverty.
Fighting poverty is also a key economic development strategy. According to the 2009 Indiana
Community Services Block Grant (CSBG) dateg could more each ofthe families served i

the Network, who are at or below poverty to 100 percent of the FPG ($18,310 for a family of
three in 2009), their collective annual income would be $352717290.This money would then

be spent in the community, further stimulatingdal economies. To see how the Network is
helping Hoosier reach economic sslffficiency, see the strategies listed below.

% Characteristics were collected for 730,082ué 831,709 served by the Network in 2009.
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Clients identified the top three barriers to getting and maintaining employinasn

Rank Barrier to Work Percent
1 Physical Disability 46.5%
2 Mental Disability 11.2%
3 Wages Too Low to Support a Family 9.6%

LYRAFYIFQa&a /! ! & dsed&ednib thedallgwng grayramisnotietery CAA offers this
programs):

Family Development- This Case Management Program works with individuals and families to help
restore a sense of seféliance and community to those who have lost their faith in their ability to
provide for themselves and their families. Case Management assists familidentify their own
strengths, to reflect critically on how they arrived where they are and to determine what will help
them move forward. Families work with a CAGI Case Management Specialist to create goals, identify
and connect with the services they ne¢al reach those goals, to develop the skills they need to
become stronger and more independent and to make the connections needed to move towards self
sufficiency.

SeltSufficiency Program¢ The SelSufficiency Program Isa certified Family Development
Gonsultants that work with families striving to be financially sifficient. Together, the client and

the case manage workto identify goals and develop an action plan to meet these goals. The twelve
life areas of family growth include: Energy, Housingpme, Adult Education, Child Development and
Education, Family Relations, Employment, Transportation, Support Systems, Health, Nutrition and
Substance Abuse. Recognizing that education is an avenue to sustainelifsgléncy clients
enrolled in theprogram mayapply for Educational Assistance that effesupports to the cost of
postsecondary education with text book assiste and mileage reimbursement.

Clients identified the top three barriers to obtang health insurance as:

Rank Barrier to Work Percent
1 Cost 69.1%
2 Not Offered by Employer 12.0%
3 Poor Credit 7.6%

LYRAFYIFQa&a /!1a&a FINB NBalLRyRAy3 (2 (KSaS ySSRa ¢
programs):

Indigent Medical Care; This program addresses the need for quality medical care for those low
income households struck by illness and unable to afford treatment due to a lack of insurance
coverage. Indigent Medical Care staff coordinates efforts with physicians, specinbstsitals,
clinics, laboratories and testing facilities to provide service t@-ilccome households at no cost.
Upon occasion, the Indigent Medical Care Program has been able to provide limited assistance for
prescription medication through the generositf private donations to the program. Household
income eligibility is based on 125% of FPG.
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Home Health Care and Hospicelheseare vital services, especially in the rural areas servedAWs

and provided by the home care staff can prevemtshorten a hospital or nursing home stay. Home
Health promotes independent living and speeds the rehabilitation and recovery process by allowing a
person to recuperate in familiar home surroundings. Hospice supports the client and family as they
face thelast stages of life, by offering support and comfort, primarily in the home setting, allowing
dignity, selfcontrol, symptom management, and family togethernes3AAswho provide Home
Health Care & Hospicare committed to providing the highest quality dmmost cost effective home

care in its service ared@hefocus is on patient satisfactio@AAgecognize and emphasize the critical
concept of provider integration, working as a team with physicians, hospitals, nursing homes,
managed care organizationss avell as public and private insurers, in orderdeliver health care at
home.

2 2YSyQ3a | Sk frhiokighlochl clifiassOsome CAAs are albdeprovide access to many
important health care services. Services are provided on a sliding fee scale,dvatsedily income

and size. Services available include: initial and annual physical examinatiorappibyed birth
control methods; pap smears/other lab tests; breast exams; diagnosis and treatment of sexually
transmitted diseases (STDs); HIV screenind) tasting; pregnancy test; screening for other health
problems; referral services; health promotion; and patient education and counseling.

Medicaid Waiver Prograngt The Medicaid Waiver Program makes available funds to assist older and
disabled Americans to remain in their home with assistance. There are many different waivers
available. Each type of waiver has funding for a variety of services. Any individual caletecam
application. Final eligibility cannot be determined uiitié state makes slots available. You must be a
Medicaid recipient by the start of services. There are many different waivers available. Services may
vary from housekeeping and bathing ataice to Assisted Living. Some of the waivers available
include:Aged and Disabled WaiveéFraumatic Brain Injury WaiveDevelopmental Disability Waiver;
Autism Waive, and Support Services Waiver.

Clientsidentified the top three barriers to child care as:

Rank Barrier to Work Percent
1 Cost 56.8%
2 Hours Not Sufficient 9.5%
3 Quality of Providers 9.5%

LYRAFY Q& /!1&a IINB NBaLRyRAy3a (02 GKSaS ySSRa
programs):

Child Care Assistance Pragn ¢ Some CAAs offer th€hild Care Assistanceogram andare the

intake agens for the program Parents must be working, going to school, or receiving job training to
qualify for this program. The Child Care Development Fund (CCDF) allows parents the opportunity to
maintain employment and complete educational goals without the overwhelming finelbgrden of

child care costs. The family must be Indiana residents within income guidelines and have a child
below the age of 13.
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Early Head Star¢ Early Head Start is an individualized child development and family service program

for pregnant women, infant and toddlers (including those with disabilities, ages 6 weeks to 3 years)
and their families below 100% of the Federal Poverty Guidelines. The comprehensive program
SYKFIyO0Sa OKAft R Ndngtional, ldadfuagdé and inttliEcudege@pmierit while assisting
FIYAEASAEa Ay 0S02YAy3a Sy3ar3aSR Ay GKSAN OKAfRQ
All services begin with a process of collaborative partnerships with families. The Early Head Start
program prowdes for two options, Center Base and Home Base2, YSS{i (GKS AYRAQG)
interests and needs.

Head Start¢ Head Start serves children and their famili¢oabelow 100% of the FederBoverty
Guidelines ($22,050 for a family of four in 2010). The program is designed to foster healthy
development in lowincome children. Programs deliver a range of services tharesponsive and
FLILINBLINRFGS G2 Sl OK OKA fdRtpariencey Rograr €2Kice¥ ¢énddmpassQ a
Fff FaLsSoda 2F || OKAfRQa RS@St2LIYSyd FyR SNy
overall health status and regular chegigs and good practices in oral health, hygiene, nutrition,
personal care rad safety are supported by the program. There is also a strong emphasis on good
mental health for the farty and the child. Wellness iscognized as a significant contributor to each

O K A dbitya thrive and develop.

Clients identified the top three barriers to housing as:

Rank Barrier to Work Percent
1 Utilities Too High 46.5%
2 Rent to High 19.2%
3 House Needs Major Repair: 18.9%

LYRAFYIF Q& /! ! & dsa&dniih thedallgwing pragramigpot evéty CAA offers this
programs)

Energy Assistance ProgramThe Energy Assistance Program provides financial assistance-to low
income households to maintain utility services during the winter heating season. We provide intake,
application processingnd utility vendor payments. To qualify for assistance households must be at
or below 150% of the FPG, provide income documentation, current heat and electric bills, social
security cards for each household member and a completed application. EnergyramioseClasses

are also presented in each county to provide educational information to participants of this program.
The classes include energy tips to help individlalger their energy consumption and ultimately
their energy costs.

Housing Choice Vober Program¢ Some CAAs contract with the Indiana Housing and Community
Development Authority (IHCDA) to provide rental housing assistance tintmwne individuals and

families. Participants find housing to fit their specific needs/desires in the opetalrerarket. To

receive assisince, a family must be very lewwcome as determined by HUD for each county or

F NRPdzyR PHdpEZpnn F2NI I FlLYAfte 2F F2dzNW» ! aaradl
difference between the rent (including utility costs)daB0%n &> 2 F | K2dzASK2f RQa |
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Mortgage Delinquency/Foreclosure Preventiory Some CAAs offermortgage default and
delinquency prevention and foreclosure prevention and is a member of the Indiana Foreclosure
Prevention NetworkOur services are free of cost to the client and are provided by a-statédied
foreclosure prevention specialist.

Pre-Purchase Homebuyer EducatianPurchase Homebuyer Education courses are offered at some
CAAs. These courses are taught by a state aatiomally certified instructors and offer a
comprehensive 8 hour course preparing the first time homebuyer for the home buying process. The
course covers such topics as selecting a mortgage, selecting home, key documents in the home
buying process, and ptpurchase education.

Senior Affordable Housing Senior Affordable busing provides eligible clients with quality below
market rent apartments.

Transitional Housing; Transitional Hbusing service provides homeless families: below market rate
rental housing, case management opportunities, credit/debt restructuring education, and the
establishment of a savings plan (escrow). The escrow monies may be used towaoivihealyment

on their own homes.

Weatherization Assistance Program This program workst the root of lowering utility costs for
low-income families by reducing fuel consumption and fuel expenses by providing weatherization
measures for homes at no cost to those served. These procedures include: health and safety
inspection on the furnace ahwater heater, cellulose insulation in attics and sidewalls.

CAAs are also working to address food security issues in their local communigieR.A I y I Q& / ! !
responding to these needs with the following programest(every CAA offers this programs):

Supplemental Nutrition Program for Women, Infants, and Children (W¢C3ome CAAs administer
the WIC program which provides supplemental fodusalthcare referrals, nutritioreducation, and
breastfeeding promotion and upport to lowincome pregnant, breastfeeding, and postpartum
women, and to infants and children up to age five who are found to be at nutritional risk. Current
guidelines are set at 185% of FPG. For example, a family of 4, annual gross income wouldbave to
less than or equal to $40,793.

Local Food Pantrieg Some CAAs have or work with local food pantiiesheir service countries
where clientsare provided caned goods and household items.

/11 &a FNB Ffaz2 ¢2N] Ay coirkcting BveNtibanking seivigeS if théirdcay S S R
communitesLY RAT Yy Q& /! 1 a INBE NBaLRyRAy3d (G2 GKS&AS vy
CAA offers this programs):

Individual Develpment Accounts (IDAS) Some CAAs offéDAs. IDAs are matched savings accounts

that enable low to moderateincome individuals to save money and build finanasgets for the
specified purposes of purchasing a home, paying for postsecondary educatiensesp or starting a

small businessL Y RAF Yy Q& L5! tNRINIrY gl a SaidlotAaKSR A
which means, for every one dollar saved by an IDA participant, he/she will receive at least a three
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dollar match on their deposit. TRéF EA YdzY &Gl GS YIFGOK A& 6bPnZynnid

IDA program, the family or individual must below 175% of the Federal Poverty Guidelines ($38,588
for a family of four in 2010) or a member of a household that receives Temporary Assiftance
Needy Families (TANF).

The client survey askdabw often have you received services from this agency? Only 49% of those
surveyed responded to this question. However, out of the 6,799 responses received, a little over one
third stated they had received services four or more times. About 30 percent had only received
services once.

Utilization of Agency Services as Reporteg Blients, Indiana, 2010

Frequency Number Percent
Never 13 0.2%
Once a Year 1 0.0%
Once 2,032 29.%%
2-3Times 2,364 34.7%

4 or More Times 2,389 35.1%

Sourceindiana Community Action AgeM Sa Q / f ASy G { dzNBSeéa 514 Hnwmn
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Appendix A: Population Growth  Community Action Agencies
Service Areas 2000 and 2009

PopulationGrowth By CommunityAction Agencies Service Areas, 2000 and 2009

Commurity Action Agency Service Area/B Change 2000 % Change
County Total 2000 | Total 2009 2009 20002009

Area Five Agency on Aging and Communit
ServiceqArea Five)

Cass 40,930 39,108 -1,822 -4.452%
Howard 84,964 83,389 -1,575 -1.854%
Miami 36,082 36,287 205 0.568%
Tipton 16,577 16,055 -522 -3.149%
Wabash 34,960 32,756 -2,204 -6.304%
ServiceArea Totals 213,513 207,595 -1,822 -2.772%

Area IV Agency on Aging ar@bmmunity
Action ProgramgArea V)

Carroll 20,165 19,863 -302 -1.498%
Clinton 33,866 34,209 343 1.013%
Tippecanoe 148,955 165,372 16,417 11.021%
White 25,267 23,685 -1,582 -6.261%
ServicéArea Totals 228,253 243,129 14,876 6.517%

Community Action of East Central Indiana

(CAECI)
Fayette 25,588 24,205 -1,383 -5.405%
Union 7,349 7,083 -266 -3.620%
Wayne 71,097 67,793 -3,304 -4.647%
ServiceArea Totals 104,034 99,081 -4,953 -4.761%

Community Action ofGreater Indianapolis

(CAGI)
Boone 46,107 55,087 8,980 19.476%
Hamilton 182,740 270,711 87,971 48.140%
Hendricks 104,093 137,741 33,648 32.325%
Marion 860,454 884,059 23,605 2.743%
ServicéArea Totals 1,193,394 1,347,598 154,204 12.921%

Community Action of Northeast Indiana

(CANI)
Allen 331,849 351,453 19,604 5.908%
DeKalb 40,285 41,972 1,687 4.188%
Lagrange 34,909 37,113 2,204 6.314%
Noble 46,275 47,870 1,595 3.447%
Steuben 33,214 33,529 315 0.948%
Whitley 30,707 32,725 2,018 6.572%
ServicéArea Totals 517,239 544,662 27,423 5.302%
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PopulationGrowth By Community Action Agencies Service Areas, 2000 and 2009

Commurnty Action Agency Service AreayB Change 2000 % Change
y Cogmy y ¥Bl Total 2000| Total 2009 2809 200020099

Community Action of Southern Indiana

(CASI)
Clark 96,472 107,014 10,542 10.928%
Floyd 70,823 73,675 2,852 4.027%
Harrison 34,325 37,236 2,911 8.481%
ServiceArea Totals 201,620 217,925 16,305 8.087%

Community Action Program of Evansville

(CAPE)
Gibson 32,500 32,763 263 0.809%
Posey 27,061 26,126 -935 -3.455%
Vanderburgh 171,922 175,013 3,091 1.798%
ServiceArea Totals 231,483 233,902 2,419 1.045%

CommunityAction Program of Western

Indiana(CAPWI)
Benton 9,421 8,723 -698 -7.409%
Fountain 17,954 17,075 -879 -4.896%
Montgomery 37,629 37,853 224 0.595%
Parke 17,241 17,094 -147 -0.853%
Vermillion 16,788 16,301 -487 -2.901%
Warren 8,419 8,573 154 1.829%
ServiceArea Totals 107,452 105,619 -1,833 -1.706%

Community and Family Services, Inc. (QFS
Adams 33,625 34,069 444 1.320%
Blackford 14,048 13,254 -794 -5.652%
Huntington 38,075 37,824 -251 -0.659%
Jay 21,806 21,212 -594 -2.724%
Randolph 27,401 25,777 -1,624 -5.927%
Wells 27,600 27,689 89 0.322%
ServiceArea Totals 162,555 159,825 2,730 -1.679%

DuboisPike-Warrick Economic Opportunity

Inc. TRICAP)
Dubois 39,674 41,370 1,696 4.275%
Pike 12,837 12,496 -341 -2.656%
Warrick 52,383 57,835 5,452 10.408%
ServiceArea Totals 104,894 111,701 6,807 6.489%
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PopulationGrowth By Community Action Agencies Service Areas, 2000 and 2009

Commurity Action Agency Service Area/B Change 2000| % Change
y Cogmy y ¥Bl Total 2000| Total 2009 2809 200020099
Hoosier Uplands Economic Development
Corp.(Hoosier)
Lawrence 45,922 45,884 -38 -0.083%
Martin 10,369 10,067 -302 -2.913%
Orange 19,306 19,536 230 1.191%
Washington 27,223 27,825 602 2.211%
ServicéArea Totals 102,820 103,312 492 0.479%
Human Services, In¢HSI)
Bartholomew 71,435 75,411 3,976 5.566%
Decatur 24,555 25,078 523 2.130%
Jackson 41,335 42,227 892 2.158%
Johnson 115,209 139,293 24,084 20.905%
Shelby 43,445 44,227 782 1.800%
ServicéArea Totals 295,979 326,236 30,257 10.223%
Interlocal Community Action Program
(ICAP)
Delaware 118,769 115,127 -3,642 -3.066%
Hancock 55,391 67,275 11,884 21.455%
Henry 48,508 47,589 -919 -1.895%
Rush 18,261 17,425 -836 -4.578%
ServiceArea Totals 240,929 247,416 6,487 2.692%
FormerlyJobSourcenow CICAP
Grant 73,403 68,875 -4,528 -6.169%
Madison 133,358 131,195 -2,163 -1.622%
ServiceArea Totals 206,761 200,070 -6,691 -3.236%
Lincoln Hills Development Corporation
(Lincoln)
Crawford 10,743 10,795 52 0.484%
Perry 18,899 18,872 27 -0.143%
Spencer 20,391 20,100 -291 -1.427%
ServiceArea Totals 50,033 49,767 -266 -0.532%
North Central Community Action Ageres,
Inc.(NCCAA)
LaPorte 110,106 110,728 622 0.565%
Pulaski 13,755 13,739 -16 -0.116%
Starke 23,556 23,414 -142 -0.603%
ServiceArea Totals 147,417 147,881 464 0.315%
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PopulationGrowth By Community Action Agencies Service Areas, 2000 and 2009

Commurity Action Agency Service Area/B Change 2000| % Change
y Cogmy y ¥B Total 2000 | Total 2009 2809 200020099

Northwest IndianaCommunity Action

Corporation(NWICA)
Jasper 30,043 32,615 2,572 8.561%
Lake 484,564 492,995 8,431 1.740%
Newton 14,566 13,974 -592 -4.064%
Porter 146,798 162,136 15,338 10.448%
ServiceArea Totals 675,971 701,720 25,749 3.809%

Ohio Valley Opportunities, InqOVO)
Jefferson 31,705 32,789 1,084 3.419%
Jennings 27,554 28,073 519 1.884%
Scott 22,960 23,666 706 3.075%
ServiceArea Totals 82,219 84,528 2,309 2.808%

PACECommunity Action Agency, Inc. (PAC
Daviess 29,820 30,353 533 1.787%
Greene 33,157 32,555 -602 -1.816%
Knox 39,256 37,903 -1,353 -3.447%
Sullivan 21,751 21,248 -503 -2.313%
ServiceArea Totals 123,984 122,059 -1,925 -1.553%

Real Services, IN€REAL)
Elkhart 182,791 199,674 16,883 9.236%
Fulton 20,511 20,248 -263 -1.282%
Kosciusko 74,057 76,401 2,344 3.165%
Marshall 45,128 46,710 1,582 3.506%
St. Joseph 265,559 267,213 1,654 0.623%
ServiceArea Totals 588,046 610,246 22,200 3.775%

South Central Community Action Program

(SCCAP)
Brown 14,957 14,724 -233 -1.558%
Monroe 120,563 129,293 8,730 7.241%
Morgan 66,689 70,637 3,948 5.920%
Owen 21,786 22,387 601 2.759%
ServicéArea Totals 223,995 237,041 13,046 5.824%

Southeastern Indiana Economic

Opportunity Corporation (SIEOC)
Dearborn 46,109 50,094 3,985 8.643%
Franklin 22,151 23,157 1,006 4.542%
Ohio 5,623 5,871 248 4.410%
Ripley 26,523 27,390 867 3.269%
Switzerland 9,065 9,627 562 6.200%
ServicéArea Totals 109,471 116,139 6,668 6.091%
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PopulationGrowth By Community Action Agencies Service Areas, 2000 and 2009

Community ActionAgency Service AreayB Change 2000 % Change
County Total 2000 | Total 2009 2009 2000:2009
Western Indiana Community Action Agenc]
(WICAA)
Clay 26,556 26,605 49 0.185%
Putnam 36,019 37,040 1,021 2.835%
Vigo 105,848 105,796 -52 -0.049%
ServiceArea Totals 168,423 169,441 1,018 0.604%
Source:U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census Data andZIli¥%5 Year Averages, American Community Surv
Data
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Appendix B: Household Type 8 Community Action AgenciesService Areas, 2009

Types of Households

Married Couples with

Single Parent, Male
Headed Households,

Single Parent, Femalg
Headed Households,

Total Families own children under 18 . . ¢ >
Community Action Agency ears old with own children with own children
: Households y under 18 years old
Service Area B County 2009 y under 18 years old
% of All % of All % of All % of All
Number | Households| Number | Households| Number | Households| Number | Households
Area Five Agency on Aging and
Community ServicefArea Five)
Cass 15,297 10,678 69.8% 3,404 22.3% 732 4.8% 869 5.7%
Howard 34,108 24,178 70.9% 7,198 21.1% 979 2.9% 2,400 7.0%
Miami 13,747 9,463 68.8% 2,842 20.7% 296 2.2% 855 6.2%
Tiptort 6,853 4,777 69.7%6 1,449 21.1% 127 1.9% 346 5.0%
Wabash 13,330 9,623 71.%% 2,595 19.5% 377 2.8% 846 6.3%
ServicéArea Totals 83,335 58,619 70.3% 17,488 21.0% 2,511 3.0% 5,316 6.4%
Area IV Agency on Aging and
Community Action Program@Area V)
Carrolt 8,039 5,817 72.%% 2,146 26.7% 169 2.1% 330 4.1%
Clinton 12,117 8,485 70.0% 2,631 21.8% 344 2.8% 810 6.7%
Tippecanoe 61,935 35,546 57.%% 11,497 18.6% 1,035 1.7% 4,208 6.8%
White 10,152 7,682 75. 7% 2,469 24.3% 438 4.3% 555 5.5%
ServicéArea Totals 92,243 57,530 62.4% 18,743 20.3% 1,986 2.2% 5,903 6.4%
Community Action of East Central
Indiana (CAECI)
Fayette 10,011 6,768 67.6% 1,858 18.6% 331 3.3% 676 6.8%
Uniort 3,024 2,213 73.2% 749 24.8% 50 1.7% 187 6.2%
Wayne 27,793 18,549 66.7%0 4,513 16.2% 1,004 3.6% 2,412 8.7%
ServicéArea Totals 40,828 27,530 67.4% 7,120 17.4% 1,385 3.4% 3,275 8.0%
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Types of Households

Community Action Agency
Service Area B County

Total
Households
2009

Community Action of Greater
Indianapolis (CAGI)

Married Couples with

Single Parent, Male
Headed Households,

Single Parent, Femalg
Headed Households,

Families own cf;lecggnotllgder 18 with own children with own children
under 18 years old under 18 years old
% of All % of All % of All % of All
Number | Households| Number | Households| Number | Households| Number | Households

Community Action of Northeast
Indiana (CANI)

Boone 20,699 15,555 75.1% 6,535 31.6% 457 2.2% 1,157 5.6%
Hamilton 95,069 71,686 75.%% 31,943 33.6% 2,272 2.4% 5,343 5.6%
Hendricks 51,892 40,126 77.3% 16,191 31.2% 1,180 2.3% 3,468 6.7%
Marion 356,993 | 205,987 57. 7% 54,105 15.2% 8,840 2.5% 35,728 10.0%
ServicéArea Totals 524,653 | 333,354 63.5% 108,774 20.7% 12,749 2.4% 45,696 8.7%

Community Action of Southern Indian
(CASI)

Allen 135,814 | 89,362 65.8% 29,276 21.6% 3,303 2.2% 11,587 8.5%
DeKalb 15,891 11,119 70.0% 3,679 23.2% 354 2.2% 1,180 7.4%
LaGange 12,622 10,190 80. % 4,066 32.2% 349 2.8% 511 4.0%
Noble 17,724 13,235 74. ™% 4,665 26.3% 355 2.0% 1,269 7.%
Steuben 14,178 9,987 70.%% 3,059 21.6% 590 4.2% 674 4.8%
Whitley 13,190 9,003 68.3% 3,047 23.1% 287 2.2% 544 4.1%
ServiceArea Totals 209,419 | 142,896| 68.2% | 47,792 22.8% 5,238 2.5% 15,765 7.5%

Clark 43,868 28,737 65.5% 8,326 19.0% 1,021 2.3% 3,735 8.5%
Floyd 28,998 20,170 69.6% 5,750 19.8% 600 2.1% 2,930 10.1%
Harrison 13,411 9,946 74. 2% 2,944 22.0% 291 2.2% 486 3.6%
ServicéArea Totals 86,277 58,853 68.2% 17,020 19.7% 1,912 2.2% 7,151 8.3%
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Types of Households

Community Action Agency
Service Area B County

Total
Households
2009

Community Action Program of
Evansville (CAPE)

Married Couples with

Single Parent, Male
Headed Households,

Single Parent, Femalg
Headed Households,

Families own cf;lecggnngder 18 with own children with own children
under 18 years old under 18 years old
% of All % of All % of All % of All
Number | Households| Number | Households| Number | Households| Number | Households

Community Action Program of Wester

Gibson 13,614 8,936 65.6% 2,931 21.5% 322 2.4% 851 6.3%
Posey 10,371 7,475 72.1% 2,525 24.3% 55 0.5% 624 6.0%
Vanderburgh 72,495 44,546 61.4% 12,740 17.6% 1,628 2.2% 5,559 7.7%
ServicéArea Totals 96,480 60,957 63.2% 18,196 18.9% 2,005 2.1% 7,034 7.3%

Community and Family Services, Inc.

Indiana(CAPWI)
Bentorr 3,513 2,315 65.9% 699 19.9% 107 3.0% 142 4.0%
Fountairt 7,154 4,821 67.4% 1,522 21.3% 224 3.1% 378 5.3%
Montgomery 14,535 10,171 70.0% 3,221 22.2% 220 1.5% 899 6.29%
Parke 6,338 4,176 65.9% 1,201 18.9% 129 2.0% 365 5.8%
Vermilliort 6,676 4,604 69.0% 1,532 22.9% 113 1.7% 364 5.5%
Warrert 3,480 2,749 79.0% 885 25.4% 206 5.9% 247 7.1%
ServicéArea Totals 41,696 28,836 69.2% 9,060 21.7% 999 2.4% 2,395 5.7%

(CF9
Adams 12,592 9,283 73.7% 3,528 28.0% 682 5.4% 606 4.8%
Blackford 5711 3,803 66.6% 1,085 19.0% 184 3.2% 375 6.6%
Huntington 14,611 10,134 69.4% 2,835 19.4% 195 1.3% 746 5.1%
Jay 8,362 5,506 65.8% 1,612 19.3% 315 3.8% 453 5.4%
Randolph 10,531 7,667 72.8% 2,025 19.2% 397 3.8% 847 8.0%
Wells 10,834 7,965 73.%% 2,612 24.1% 157 1.4% 620 5.7
ServicéArea Totals 62,641 44,358 70.8% 31,308 50.0% 1,930 3.1% 3,647 5.8%
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Types of Households

Community Action Agency
Service Area B County

Total
Households
2009

DuboisPike-Warrick Economic
Opportunity, Inc. TRICAP)

Married Couples with

SingleParent, Male
Headed Households,

Single Parent, Femalg
Headed Households,

Families own cf;lecggnngder 18 with own children with own children
under 18 years old under 18 years old
% of All % of All % of All % of All
Number | Households| Number | Households| Number | Households| Number | Households

Dubois 15,700 11,175 71.2% 4,015 25.6% 327 2.1% 717 4.6%
Pike* 5,539 3,924 70.8% 1,081 19.5% 234 4.2% 226 4.1%
Warrick 22,767 17,612 77.%% 6,047 26.6% 480 2.1% 1,127 5.0%
ServicéArea Totals 44,006 32,711 74.3% 11,143 25.3% 1,041 2.4% 2,070 4.7%

Hoosier Uplands Economic
Development Corp(Hoosier)

Lawrence 18,842 12,930 68.6% 3,746 19.9% 609 3.2% 1,146 6.1%
Martin* 4,114 2,838 69.0% 850 20.7% 139 3.4% 181 4.4%
Orangée 7,588 5,351 70.5% 1,806 23.8% 140 1.8% 557 7.3%
Washington 10,656 7,242 68.0% 2,070 19.4% 223 2.1% 626 5.9%
ServicéArea Totals 41,200 28,361 69.0% 8,472 20.6% 1,111 2.7% 2,510 6.1%

Human Servicednc. (HSI)

Bartholomew 28,765 20,160 70.1% 1,219 4.2% 822 2.9% 1,654 5.8%
Decatur 9,927 7,161 72.1% 2,087 21.0% 259 2.6% 702 7.1%
Jackson 17,188 12,248 71.3% 4,145 24.1% 344 2.0% 703 4.1%
Johnson 51,128 36,030 70.5% 12,745 24.9% 916 1.8% 3,087 6.0%
Shelby 17,026 11,912 70.0% 3,305 19.4% 590 3.5% 1,150 6.8%
ServicéArea Totals 124,034 87,511 70.6% 23,501 18.9% 2,931 2.4% 7,296 5.9%

Interlocal Community Action Program

(ICAP)
Delaware 46,280 27,845 60.20 7,231 26.0% 867 1.9% 3,049 6.6%
Hancock 25,520 19,703 77.2% 6,936 27.2% 513 2.0% 1,479 5.8%
Henry 19,115 13,186 69.0% 4,200 22.0% 390 2.0% 1,003 5.2%
Rush 6,867 4,987 72.6% 1,572 22.9% 162 2.4% 451 6.6%
ServicéArea Totals 97,782 65,721 67.2% 19,939 20.4% 1,932 2.0% 5,982 6.1%
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Ohio Valley Opportunities, Inc(OVO)

Types of Households
Single Parent, Male | Single Parent, Femalg
. Married Couples with own| HeadedHouseholds, | Headed Households,
Community Action Agency Total Families children under 18 years oldq  with own children with own children
: Households
Service Area BCounty 2009 under 18 years old under 18 years old
% of All Number % of All % of All % of All
Number | Households Households| Number | Households| Number | Households
FormerlyJobSource, Now CICAP
Grant 27,816 18,452 66.3% 4,654 16.7% 607 2.2% 2,314 8.3%
Madisor¥ 51,732 33555 64.9% 8,848 17.1% 1,546 3.0% 3,850 7..4%
Service Area Totals 79548 52007 65.4% 13,502 17.0% 2,153 2.7% 6,164 7.7%
Lincoln HillsDevelopment Corporation
Crawford 4,304 2,989 69.%% 797 18.5% 152 3.5% 335 7.8%
Perry* 7,548 5,022 66.5% 1,458 19.3% 298 3.9% 445 5.9%
Spencer 8,438 5,944 70.4% 2,351 27.9% 152 1.8% 112 1.3%
Service Area Totals 20,290 13,955 68.8% 4,606 22.7% 602 3.0% 892 4.4%
North Central Community Action
Agencies, ING(NCCAA)
LaPorte 42,175 27,879 66.1% 7,373 17.5% 1,295 3.1% 3,085 7.3%
Pulaski 5,203 3,807 73.2% 1,177 22.6% 138 2.7% 242 4. ™%
Starke 9,161 6,547 71.%% 2,014 22.0% 230 2.5% 582 6.4%
ServicéArea Totals 56,539 38,233 67.6% 10,564 18.7% 1,663 2.9% 3,909 6.9%
Northwest IndianaCommunity Action
Corporation(NWICA)
Jasper 12,326 9,355 75.%% 2,890 23.4% 536 4.3% 789 6.4%
Lake 184,338 | 124,237 67.4% 34,584 18.8% 4,634 2.5% 17,861 9.7
Newtor¥ 5,563 3,972 71.%% 1,370 24.6% 65 1.2% 252 4.5%
Porter 62,039 42,956 69.296 14,171 22.8% 824 1.3% 3,617 5.8%
ServicéArea Totals 264,266 | 180,520 68.3% 53,015 20.1% 6,059 2.3% 22,519 8.5%

Jefferson 12,621 8,227 65.20 2,439 19.3% 323 2.6% 789 6.3%
Jennings 11,760 8,190 69.6% 2,745 23.3% 358 3.0% 855 7.3%
Scott 9,509 6,999 73.6% 1,717 18.1% 382 4.0% 861 9.1%
ServicéArea Totals 33,890 23,416 69.1% 6,901 20.4% 1,063 3.1% 2,505 7.4%
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Types of Households

Married Couples with own

Single Parent, Male
HeadedHouseholds,

Single Parent, Femalg
Headed Households,

Real Services, IN(REAL)

Community Action Agency Total Families children under 18 years olg  with own children with own children
Service Area B County Houst%golds under 18 years old under 18 years old
% of All Number % of All % of All % of All
Number | Households Households| Number | Households| Number | Households
(PACE)
Daviess 10,888 7,746 71.1% 2,691 24.7% 329 3.0% 660 6.1%
Greene 13,340 8,818 66.1% 2,119 15.9% 237 1.8% 965 7.2%
Knox 15,349 10,417 67.9% 3,197 20.8% 283 1.8% 1,094 7.1%
Sullivan 8,236 5,262 63.9% 1,715 20.8% 217 2.6% 326 4.0%
ServicéArea Totals 47,813 32,243 67.4% 9,722 20.3% 1,066 2.2% 3,045 6.4%

South Central Community Action
Program (SCCAP)

Elkhart 70,608 50,921 72.1% 17,469 24.7% 2,278 3.2% 5,783 8.2%
Fulton 8,259 5,837 70.70 1,759 21.3% 248 3.0% 450 5.4%
Kosciusko 30,629 22,225 72.6% 7,661 25.0% 1,075 3.5% 1,821 5.9%
Marshall 17,567 12,797 72.8% 4,435 25.2% 322 1.8% 1,144 6.5%
St. Joseph 100,701 64,742 64.3% 19,947 19.8% 2,098 2.1% 8,176 8.1%
ServicéArea Totals 227,764 | 156,522 68.7% 51,271 22.5% 6,021 2.6% 17,374 7.6%

i

Browrt 6,023 4,425 73.%% 1,189 19.7% 79 1.3% 316 5.2%
Monroe 51,728 27,126 52.%% 8,033 15.5% 796 1.5% 3,012 5.8%
Morgan 26,364 20,290 77.0% 6,427 24.4% 726 2.8% 1,880 7.1%
Owen 8,803 5,925 67.3% 1,593 18.1% 192 2.2% 597 6.8%
ServicéArea Totals 92,918 57,766 62.2% 17,242 18.6% 1,793 1.9% 5,805 6.2%
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Types of Households

Married Couples with own

Single Parent, Male
Headed Households,

Single Parent, Femalg
Headed Households,

Western Indiana Community Action
Agency (WICAA)

Community Action Agency Honerilolds Families children under 18 years olq  with own children with own children
Service Are®y County 2009 under 18 years old under 18 years old
% of All Number % of All % of All % of All
Number | Households Households| Number | Households| Number | Households
Southeastern Indiana Economic
Opportunity Corporation (SIEOC)
Dearborn 18,523 13,785 74.4 4,814 26.0% 377 2.0% 966 5.2%
Franklin 8,537 6,244 73.1 2,373 27.8% 142 1.7% 379 4.4%
Ohig* 2,397 1,839 76.7 496 20.7% 0 0.0% 185 7. ™%
Ripley 10,780 7,643 70.9 2,445 22.7% 421 3.9% 650 6.0%
Switzerland 4,107 2,737 66.6 934 22.7% 118 2.9% 252 6.1%
ServiceArea Totals 44,344 32,248 72.3 11,062 24.9% 1,058 2.4% 2,432 5.5%

Clay 10,278 7,665 74.6% 2,587 25.1% 296 2.9% 510 5.0%
Putnam 12,378 8,751 70. ™ 2,880 23.3% 211 1.7% 676 5.5%
Vigo 41,638 25,714 61.8% 7,615 18.3% 961 2.3% 3,144 7.6%
ServicéArea Totals 64,294 42,130 65.5% 13,082 20.3% 1,468 2.3% 4,330 6.7%

Source:2007-2009 American Community Survey Data, 3 Year Averages
For stared (*) Counties Sourc20052009 5 Year Averages, America2ommunity Survey Data
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Appendix C: Number of Individuals in Poverty and Poverty Rates, By
Age Group forCommunity Action Agencies Service Areas, 2009

Total

. . Number of | Poverty Number of | Child Number of | Senior
Community Action Agency . Children in | Poverty | Seniorsin | Poverty
Service Area 3 County I_nlelduaIs Rate Poverty Rate Poverty Rate
in Poverty
Area Five Agency on Aging and
Community Services (Area Five)
Cass 5,300 13.9% 1,757 17.9% 396 7.5%
Howard 11,311 14.2% 4,446 22.5% 658 5.7%
Miami 5,361 15.3% 2,135 25.7% 121 8.0%
Tipton* 972 6.3% 232 6.3% 136 6.2%
Wabash 3,670 12.0% 1,181 16.4% 346 6.7%
Service Area Totals 26,614 - 9,751 - 1,657 -

Area IV Agency on Aging and

Community Action Programs (Area V)

Carroll* 1,954 10.0% 595 12.4% 282 9.9%
Clinton 4,367 13.1% 1,864 20.3% 364 8.3%
Tippecanoe 31,859 21.0% 5,902 17.3% 761 5.1%
White 2,549 11.2% 1,054 18.7% 109 3.3%
Service Area Totals 40,729 - 9415 - 1516 -
Community Action ofEast Central
Indiana (CAECI)
Fayette 5,081 21.4% 1,498 27.1% 367 10.1%
Union* 891 12.6% 358 20.8% 90 8.5%
Wayne 11,295 17.1% 3,897 25.6% 962 9.0%

Service Area Totals

17,267

Community Action of Greater
Indianapolis(CAGI)

5,753

Boone 4,071 7.6% 1,456 9.8% 359 5.8%
Hamilton 13,117 4.9% 5,031 6.4% 667 3.1%
Hendricks 6,791 5.0% 2,442 6.7% 746 5.3%
Marion 148,819 17.2% 55,613 25.2% 8,705 9.8%
Service Area Totals 172,798 - 64,542 - 10,477 -

CommunityAction of Northeast
Indiana (CANI)

Allen 43,324 12.6% 16,133 17.5% 2,212 5.9%
DeKalb 3,942 9.5% 1,357 12.5% 370 7.5%
LaGrange 5,006 13.6% 2,057 17.5% 732 17.1%
Noble 5,286 11.3% 2,060 16.3% 337 6.6%
Steuben 3,290 10.2% 1,101 14.8% 351 7.9%
Whitley 1,895 5.9% 568 7.4% 300 7.1%

Service Area Totals

62,743

Community Action of Southern Indiane

23,276

4,302

(CASI)
Clark 12,140 11.5% 4,099 16.4% 1,194 9.2%
Floyd 7,801 10.7% 2,724 15.2% 666 7.4%
Harrison 3,771 10.3% 1,366 15.6% 278 6.4%
Service Area Totals 23,721 - 8,189 - 2,138 -
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Community Action Agency

Total
Number of | Poverty
Individuals Rate

Number of | Child Number of | Senior
Children in | Poverty | Seniorsin | Poverty

Service Area 3 County _ Poverty Rate Poverty Rate
in Poverty
Community Action Program of
Evansville (CAPE)
Gibson 4,336 13.8% 1,548 20.0% 399 9.1%
Posey 1,735 6.7% 515 8.5% 220 6.7%
Vanderburgh 26,026 15.5% 8,120 21.3% 2,003 8.4%
Service Area Totals 32,097 - 10,183 - 2,622 -
Western Indiana (CAPWI)
Benton* 854 9.9% 281 12.5% 73 5.2%
Fountain* 2,123 12.7% 648 16.5% 279 10.3%
Montgomery 3,818 10.4% 1,513 16.7% 338 6.0%
Parke* 2,876 19.2% 1,081 32.4% 359 14.4%
Vermillion* 2,078 13.4% 684 18.5% 251 13.2%
Warren* 890 10.8% 280 13.9% 93 9.5%
Service Area Totals 12,639 - 4487 - 1,393 -
(CFSI)
Adams 5,135 15.4% 2,489 24.8% 395 8.0%
Blackford* 1,603 12.3% 519 17.4% 217 10.0%
Huntington 4,220 11.5% 1,434 16.3% 478 8.6%
Jay 3,364 16.3% 1,566 29.1% 270 9.0%
Randolph 3,233 12.8% 1,142 18.7% 323 8.1%
Wells 2,305 8.6% 875 13.2% 126 3.5%
Service Area Totals 19,860 - 8,025 - 1,809 -

DuboisPikeWarrick Economic
Opportunity, Inc. (TRCAP)

Dubois 3,563 8.8% 1,195 11.6% 713 13.5%
Pike* 1,733 14.4% 516 19.1% 221 11.4%
Warrick 3,857 6.8% 1,392 9.8% 393 5.8%
Service Area Totals 9,153 - 3,103 - 1,327 -

Hoosier Uplands Economic
Development Corp. (Hoosier)

Lawrence 7,638 16.9% 2,571 24.2% 822 11.7%
Martin* 1,289 12.9% 487 20.2% 121 8.0%
Orange* 4,021 21.1% 1,335 28.1% 423 16.2%
Washington 4,037 14.7% 1,245 18.6% 672 18.8%
Service Area Totals 16,985 - 5,638 - 2,038 -

Human Services, Inc. (HSI)

Bartholomew 7,379 10.0% 2,752 14.7% 467 4.8%
Decatur 2,445 10.1% 988 16.0% 278 8.8%
Jackson 5,362 13.0% 1,681 16.5% 341 6.2%
Johnson 11,126 8.2% 4,045 11.5% 907 5.7%
Shelby 4,658 10.7% 1,718 16.1% 565 9.7%
Service Area Totals 30,970 - 11,184 - 2,558 -
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Community Action Agency
Service Ara ByCounty

Interlocal Community Action Program

Total
Number of
Individuals
in Poverty

Poverty
Rate

Number of
Children in
Poverty

Child
Poverty
Rate

Number of
Seniors in
Poverty

Senior
Poverty
Rate

(ICAP)
Delaware 20,267 19.0% 4310 18.9% 1,102 7.1%
Hancock 3,849 5.8% 1,273 7.2% 424 5.4%
Henry 5,969 13.2% 1,820 17.6% 773 10.%%
Rush* 1,952 11.5% 628 14.%% 250 10.3%
Service Area Totals 32,037 - 8,031 - 2,549 -
Grant 10,794 16.8% 3,325 23.0% 1,059 9.9%
Madison* 17,459 13.8% 6,129 20.9% 1,518 7.6%
Service Area Totals 28,253 - 9,454 - 2,577 -

Lincoln Hills Development Corporation;
Crawford* 2,202 20.7% 756 31.2% 194 13.8%
Perry* 1,854 10.7% 627 16.%% 281 10.3%
Spencer 2,455 12.5% 892 18.7% 441 16.2%
Service Area Totals 6,511 - 2,275 - 916 -

North CentralCommunity Action
Agencies, Inc. (NCCAA)
LaPorte
Pulaski*
Starke

14,142 13.6% 5,967 23.6% 1,184 8.0%
2,098 15.7% 880 25.9% 193 9.7%
3,226 13.8% 1,333 24.0% 171 4.7%

Service Area Totals

Northwest IndianaCommunity Action
Corporation (NWICA)

Jasper

Lake

Newton*

Porter

2,611 8.4% 1,040 12.7% 214 4.9%
78,222 16.1% 31,645 24.5% 5,322 8.7%
1,091 8.0% 340 10.7% 102 5.1%
13,644 8.6% 4,553 11.9% 735 3.9%

Service Area Totals

Ohio Valley Opportunities, Inc. (OVO)
Jefferson
Jennings
Scott

3,486 11.4% 1,072 14.8% 424 9.7%
3,380 12.2% 1,074 15.4% 159 5.0%
3,858 16.7% 1,285 23.3% 575 18.9%

Service Area Totals

PACECommunity Action Agency, Inc.

(PACE)
Daviess 4,259 14.3% 1,824 21.8% 258 6.7%
Greene 4,586 14.2% 1,533 21.0% 450 8.9%
Knox 5,418 15.2% 1,633 20.3% 774 13.5%
Sullivan 2,340 12.1% 661 14.9% 394 14.3%
Service Area Totals 16,603 - 5,651 - 1,876 -
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Community Action Agency
Service Area BCounty

Total
Number of
Individuals
in Poverty

Real Services, Inc. (REAL)
Elkhart
Fulton
Kosciusko
Marshall
St. Joseph

Poverty
Rate

Number of
Children in
Poverty

Child
Poverty
Rate

Number of
Seniors in
Poverty

Senior
Poverty
Rate

26,995 13.8% 11,610 20.9% 1,913 8.9%
2,412 12.2% 822 17.3% 210 6.8%
7,097 9.5% 2,428 12.3% 569 6.4%
5,420 11.706 1,829 14.9% 752 12.%%
37,389 14.7% 13,338 20.3% 2,397 7.2%

Service Area Totals

79,313

South Central Community Action
Program (SCCAP)

30,027

5,841

Brown* 1,531 10.5% 497 17.0% 129 6.2%
Monroe 28,425 24.8% 4171 19.7% 737 5.8%
Morgan 6,831 9.8% 2,265 13.0% 637 7.6%
Owen 3,037 13.9% 1,038 22.0% 227 7.1%
Service Area Totals 39,824 - 7,971 - 1,730 -

Southeastern Indiana Economic

Opportunity Corporation (SIEOC)

Dearborn 3,191 6.5% 1,012 8.1% 264 2.5%
Franklin 2,434 10.7% 827 14.3% 295 10.0%
Ohio* 440 7.5% 133 10.3% 61 7.2%
Ripley 3,197 11.8% 1,271 17.8% 373 9.8%
Switzerland* 1,260 13.4% 428 19.3% 102 8.6%
Service Area Totals 10,522 - 3,671 - 1,095 -

Western Indiana Community Action

Agency (WICAA)
Clay 2,900 11.2% 1,030 16.6% 326 9.4%
Putnam 3,512 10.9% 1,090 14.2% 475 10.2%
Vigo 19,968 20.7% 6,263 28.2% 1,367 10.1%
Service Area Totals 26,380 - 8,383 - 2,168 -

Source:2007-2009 American Community Survey Data, 3 Year Averages;
For stared (*) Counties Sourc20052009 5 YeaAverages, American Community Survey Data
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Appendix D: Number in the Labor Force and demployed By Community Action Agencies Service
Areas, 2000 and 2009

Resident Labor Force Estimates (Not Seasonally Adjusted)

Number of Number of % Chanae in

. . Labor Labor % Change in| Unemployment | Unemployment | Unemployed,| Unemployed, 9
Community Action Agency Unemployed
ServiceArea B Count Force, Force, Labor Force,| Rate, Annual Rate, Annual Annual Annual Persons. 2000

y 2009 2000 20002009 | Average, 2009 | Average, 2000 Average, Average, ’
2009
2009 2000
Indiana 3,283,260| 3,146,391 1% 8.2% 4.9% 268,020 91,939 156%

Area Five Agency on Aging and
Community ServicegArea Five)

Cass 19,601 20,771 -6% 7.1% 4.0% 1,396 611 128%
Howard 37,652 41,725 -10% 9.8% 4.8% 3,706 1,276 190%
Miami 17,346 17,664 -2% 10.8% 3.7™% 1,878 575 227%
Tipton* 8,079 8,727 -1% 6.4% 2.6% 477 225 112%
Wabash 16,505 18,175 -9% 8.5% 4.5% 1,401 525 167%
ServicéArea Totals 99,183 107,062 -1% 8.5% 3.9% 8,858 3,212 165%

Area IV Agency on Aging and Communi
Action ProgramgArea V)

Carrolt 10,093 10,557 -4% 6.8% 3.% 536 283 89%

Clinton 17,068 16,560 3% 8.5% 5.4% 1,444 465 211%

Tippecanoe 86,788 78,388 11% 8.3% 6.9% 7,203 1,973 265%

White 12,467 13,664 -9% 7.™% 3.4% 959 391 145%
ServicéArea Totals 126,416 119,169

Community Action of East Central Indial

(CAECI)
Fayette 10,527 12,466 -16% 11.2% 6.4% 1,184 520 128%
Uniort 3,709 3,813 -3% 6.4% 5.2% 195 114 71%
Wayne 34,208 35,691 -4% 10.6% 6.5% 3,628 1,251 190%
ServiceArea Totals 48,444 51,970 7% 9.4% 6.0% 5,007 1,885 130%
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