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Executive Summary

This report combinesformation gathered from the \&. Census and U.S. Office of Housing and
UrbanDevelopment, along witlstate and regional information pertaining toawrence and
Orangecountiescollected by the consultantWe have divided the statistical and demographic
report into two sections: The Enomic Environmenand Social and Family Issues.

The section on Economic Environment provides a framework for understanding both economic
performance and potential ithe two counties Lawrence County has experienced no

measurable population growth sineen n n ® hNIFy3IS /2dzydeQa LI Lz | {
almost no growth over the last century or recently. Projections indicating a population that will

be both decreasing and aginguld be troubling if accurate.

. S06SSYy wnnn YR Hmedial holisehéliBecynt@ SeclindtizsarikanQ a
the state dropped from6d 2 Tm 62dzi 2F ¢dH O2dzy iASaov o 2 KAT S
FNRBY o¢m (2 y1v3I GKS O2dzyieQa YSRAlIY K2dzaSKz2f R

Employment decreased 3.8%Lliawrence County between 2001 and 2007. The sectors that
experienced sharpest declines were transportation and public utilities and services. In contrast,
hNIFy3aS /2dzyieQa SYLX 2eYSyid Ay hlBrgesthBusty m® k> R dz
Lawrencd 2dzyi& AY HAanT gFa YIydzZFlI OGdzNAYy3IZ GgKAOK |
employment. For that same year, accommodation and food services comprised the largest

industry in Orange County at 20.5%. While manufacturing wages tend to be high, workers in
accommodation and food service jobs tend to earn minimum wdgersificatiorof the

economyg Aff 0SS SEGNBYSte AYLEZNIFY(d ¥FAMIGKS O2 YYdz
there have been dramatic increases in the number of jol@rangeCounty the ecaomy is

largely dependet on manufacturingand population projections are not positive

The section on Social and Family Issues presents ddtangnage barriers, household and

family structure, housing, public assistance, childcare, youth, disability, crime and mortality

rates. Data in this sectidndicates some social challenges for the communitige percent of

children in poverty increaseflom 13.3% in 2002 to8.0% in 2007 in Lawrence County; it

increasedrom 17.5% in 2002 to 22.0% in 2007 in Orange County. The teen birth rate is notably
KAIKSNI 0KIY LYRAIFYFQAT AY HAanTIX hN}y3S [/ 2dzyie
20.8%.

Housing costs also present a challenge for maegpecially renters. A minimum wage earner
($6.55 per hour) can afford monthly rent of no more than $341, but fair market rents are higher
than that in both counties. Renters must work 77 hours per wedlaivrence County and 65
hours per week in Orange County in order to afford a-tvealroom unit at the fair market rent.
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Economic Environment

There are a variety of statistical indicators that measure prosperity and economic conditions.
SDG organizes thearound four basic areas:

A Changes in population
A Changes in wealth

A Changes in employment
A

Changes in levels of educational attainment

Communities with a dynamic economy and high quality of life are keepingfilmegesidents

and attracting new ones. People move to where the opportunities are, for jobs, for an
education, for cultural enrichment, for recreation, for a safe and healthy IOn the other

hand, a declining or lagging rate of population growth are strong indications that the economy
may be stagnating and that basic amenities and public services are not competing well with the
offerings in other communities.

Successfubkal economies will also be characterized by changes in employment that continue
to position their communities to thrive in the ddal and national marketplacerlhis is especially
true at the present time as the entire country continues its evolution ftbmpredominance of
manufacturing to a knowledgbased and servieeriented economy. In response to continuing
advances in technology and the migration of |lalm@ensive jobs to the third world, successful
communities are implementing strategies to sltve loss of old line manufacturers while they
aggressively recruit and cultivate employerstm@pating in the new economyChanges in
employment by sector will indicate the extent to which communities are successfully making
this transition.

Finally changes in wealth should indicate an increasingly prosperous middéearidsa

declining poverty rate A successful local economy should reduce poverty by enlarging the
middle class and raising its standard of lividfective educational and workfoe

development opportunities should address the needs both of employers and of job seekers,
whether they are just entering the workforce or are incumbent workers looking Foglaer

wage Thriving communities in the 2century will have high educatiohattainment levels

and opportunities for lifelong learning.
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Table 1summarized.awrence County an@rangeCountyin our four basic areas: population,
wealth, employment, and education

TABLE LDEMOGRAPHIC OVERVIEW ‘

o LawrenceCounty OrangeCounty

Characteristic
Value Rank Value Rank
Population (2008) 45,913 32 19,571 74
% Population Growth, 2062008 0.0% 58 1.4% 46
% Population Growth, 1998000 7.20% 53 4.90% 62
Households (2000) 18,535 28 7,621 73
Labor Force (persons) (2008) 22,523 33 10,957 68
% of Population Over Age 16 in Labor Force (2007) 60.50% X 62.30% X
Per Capita Personal Income (2007) $27,868 66 $25,948 83
% of Adults 25 and older with a HS diploma or higher (20| 77.4 75 73.8 85
% ofAdults 25 and older with a BA or higher (2000) 10.7 64 10.2 73
Unemployment Rate (2008) 8.2 88 6.1 46
Median Household Income (2007) $42,018 71 $31,564 91*
Net Domestic Migration -160 70 -72 50
Source: STATS Indiana
* Median Household Income (1999)
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http://www.stats.indiana.edu/uspr/a/usprofiles/ranks/18_th.html
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http://www.stats.indiana.edu/uspr/a/usprofiles/ranks/18_pc1.html
http://www.stats.indiana.edu/uspr/a/usprofiles/ranks/18_f1.html
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http://www.stats.indiana.edu/uspr/a/usprofiles/ranks/18_dm.html

POPULATION

Residents remain in communities and move to communities that offer excellence and
opportunity for jobs, education, cultural enrichment, recreation, and for a safe and healthy
lifestyle.

Figure 1shows the population trends for Lawrence and Orange counties from 1900 through

2008.[  6NByYy OS [/ 2dzyieQa LRLMzZ I GA2y KPcantuBNR 6y &G S|
| 26 SOSNE aAYyOS wnnn GKS O tndaguidiePopulatidh goosthl G A 2y S
hNFy3aS /2dzyieQa LR2LzZ FGA2y KIFIa aAYAtlFINIeé& KIFR

2000 and 2008, Lawrence County grew by 0.0%, Orange County by 1.4%, ycda8fz, and
the United States by 8.0%.

The data point to comunities without measurable population growth.

FIGURE 1Population 19062008
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According to the 2000 U.S. Census, both Lawrence and Orange counfiesreely rural.

55.8% of the population in Lawrence County was categorized as rural; 67.7% of the population
in Orange County was categorized as rural. The largest city in Lawrence County is Bedford with
an estimated population of 13,489 in 2007. Paoli is the largest town in Orange County with an
estimated population of 3,896 in 2007.
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Figure 2andFigure 3ndicate population trends in incorporated areas and townships within
Lawrence and Orange counties.

FIGURE 2Percent Population Change 20@D07: Lawrence
County
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As shown irFFigure 4 the age distribution of the populatiom both counties mirrors state

trends. Lawrence County, however, has a slightly older population according to 2007

estimates. Among the biggest gaps in age distribution is among college age people between 18
and 24 years oldIn Indiana 9.5% of the total population is categorized as kg, but only

T®» 2F hNIy3aAS /2dzyieQa FyR codcsx 2F [F8oNByOS

FIGURE 4Age Characteristics: Percent Distribution 20(
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Figure5 provides dook at population projections over the ne20 years shows thatawrence

[ 2dzy i@ Q& LRLIMzE | GA2WKAE SSEINS GESR / 22zyR8ONMBIA&S SE
stable

FIGURE sPopulation Projection 2012040
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Figure6 illustrates median age projections for both counties and Indiana as a whole. Lawrence
| 2 dzy raedliénzage will increas® #4.50ver the next30 yearswhile the median age in

Orange County increases to 41.6 over the same time peroplopulation which is both

decreasing and aging is a disturbing trend if true.

ricURe eMedian Age of Projected Populatior
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WEALTH

The median income dividéle income distribution into two equal groups, one having incomes
above the median, and other having incomes below the median.

When adjusted for inflation, median household incomes declined between 2000 and 2007 in
Lawrence and Orange counties. Lawrehc2 dzy 1 @ Qa Y SRA | ydrdpgedst SK2 f R
TOp: 0SG6SSY wnnn YR HAanT T TdblN2ingl@&s mediadzy (1 & Q &
household income data for 2007 a2800 (adjusted for inflationfor Indiana, Lawrence County,

and Orange County.

TABLE 2.Median Household Income |

Year State State
ALEL Rank AU Rank
Indiana $49,972* $47,422
Lawrence County $45,436*| 67 | $42,018 71
Orange County | $39,470*| 91 | $38,036| 87
Source: U.S. Census 2000, STATS Indiana

* Adjusted for inflation

In 2000, both Lawrence County and Orange County reported having a higher percent of
households receiving additional income from social security, public assistance, and retirement
income. Other household income in 2000 for Lawrence County, Orange Countkyndiana is
shown inFigure 7

Ficure 70ther Household Income, 200(
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SourcelJ.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey
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Although more recent information was unavailable for Orange County, the percent of
households receiving social securitgame increased to 34% in 2007. Other household income
for Lawrence County and Indiana in 2007 is showFigare 8

Ficure Other Household Income 200°

34.0%
6.90%
24.0%
8.10%
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With Social Securitywith Supplemental ~ With Public With Retirement
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau

Figure 9and Figure 0 showthe distribution of household income for Lawrence County, Orange
County, andndiana in 200@&nd 1990 Although incomes improved between 1990 and 2000,
many households Lawrence and Orange countigtdll earn lesshan the state average.

In 2000, 59.4% of Indiana households, 66.6% of Lawrence County households, and 73.6% of
Orange County households had incomes of lower than $50,000.

A majority of households in Orange County had an income between $35,000 and $49,999.
Household incomes tended to be slightly higher in Lawrence County, where a fifth of
households had an incomestween $50,000 and $74,99%owever, there are few households
that earn more han $100,000 in either county.

In Figure 11 morerecentdata for households in Lawrence County indicate that 62.4% had
incomes of less than $50,000 in 2007.
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Ficure 11Household Income 2007
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POVERTY

The poverty rate tracks the percentage of people who are below the poverty threshold. These
thresholds are the dollar amounts used to determine poverty status, and vary according to the
size and age of family members. The same thresholds are used tlaiitje United States

and do not vary geographically.

hNIy3S [/ 2dzyieQad LI2OSNIE& NbA% inROOLINMNBWERR TFTNBY MM
[ F 6NBYyOS [/ 2dzyieQa LIR2OSNIE& NIiS AyONBlIaSR FNRY
Table 3provides more infamation on poverty rates in 1990 and 2000.

More recent poverty rates suggest that they are on the rise in Lawrence and Orange counties.
2 KSy {¢! ¢{ LYRAFIYlI SadAYlIGSR LR2O@SNI& NI {GSa
County to 13.8%, and Oran@®unty to 14.2%.

TABLE 3Poverty Rates 199Q000

Ay

1990 2000
Indiana 7.9 6.7
Lawrence County 7.1 7.3
Orange County 11.9 9.0

Source: U.S. Census

Another way to look at poverty in communities is to examine special populations such as
children and seniors.

Table 4breaks down the percent of a given population living in poverty by age group. Poverty
for seniors will become increasingly importaot tommunities to address as more Baby
Boomers retire over the next decade and begin to live on fixed incomes.

TABLE 4.Percent of Populationn Poverty by Age \

1990 Lawrence| 2000 Lawrence, 1990 Orange| 2000 Orange 1990 2000

County County County County Indiana | Indiana
Total Populatiorf % In Poverty | 9.7% 9.8% 15.4% 12.4% 10.7% | 9.5%
11 Years and Under % In Povert 2.7% 2.1% 3.9% 2.7% 2.8% 2.3%
12 to 17 Years % In Poverty 0.6% 0.9% 1.4% 1.6% 1.1% 0.9%
18 to 64 Years % In Poverty 4.8% 5.6% 7.2% 6.2% 5.6% 5.4%
65 Years and Above % In Pover| 1.7% 1.2% 2.9% 1.8% 1.3% 0.9%

Source: Census 2000 analyzed by the Social Science Data Analysis Network (SSDAN)
*The total population is the population for which poverty status is determined. Therefore, the tdtasitable should not be expected to match
the total population in the population growth topic.

Socioeconomic Profile: Lawrence and Orange Countiema
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The Indiana Youth Institute (1Y) provides data on children living in poverty. According to 1YI,
the percent of children under 17 years of age livingamesty is higher in both Lawrence and
Orange counties compared to the state as a whélegure 12hows that poverty rates among
children have beentsadily increasing since 2002. In 2007, the poverty rate for children in
Orange County was nearly fitdS NOSy (i 3S LIR2Ay(iad KAIKSN GKI Y

FIGURE 12% of Children in Poverty (Q7)
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Source: Indiana Youth Institute

Free and reduced lunches and textbooks are also a poverty indicator worth notiragydgethis
provides an accurate glimpse of the percent of childgemd families; living in e most
extreme poverty.

AsFigure 15shows,students in the Lawrence Courgghool systems received fre@d reduced
lunches at about the same rate as the state of Indianatie 200708 school year. The chart
shows that the trend of freand reduceduncheshas continued to increase over the past
decade. Figure 16demonstrateghat Orange County schools have more students receiving free
or reduced lunches than the state, with the exception of Orleans Community Schools.
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rFiIcure 15% ofLawrence Countptudents Receiving Free and Reducel

Lunches
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Ficure 16% ofOrange Countystudents Receiving Free and Reducet
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EMPLOYMENT

Figure 17illustrates that Lawrence County and Orange County have tended to have higher
levels of unemployment thathe state as a wholeln 2008, the percent of unemployment was
5.9 inIndiana, 6.1 in Orange County, and 8.2 in Lawrence County. The percent of unemployed
workers can be expected to rise in all three places as the impact of the current economic crisis

takes root.

Ficure 17Percent Unemployment, 199Q008

14 -
12 -
10 -
8 -
6 -
4 -
2
0 -
1990199119921993199419951996199719981999200020012002200320042005200620072008
m Lawrence County m Orange County = Indiana
Source: STATS Indiana, Bureau of Labor Statistics
FIGURE 18Percent Employment by Industry 2007
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As shown irFigure 18the largest industry in Lawrence County in 2007 miasufacturing,

gKAOK

I 002dzy G SR FT2NJ mp dcs’2

27

0 K Saccongnumyatiiod Q &

andfood services comprised the largest industry in Orange County at 20.5%. While

manufacturing wages tend to be high, workers in accommodation and food service jobs tend to

earn minimum wageAs manufacturing companies continue to close and-$&il jobs travel
overseas, jobs will remain vulnerable in such industries.

Table 5shows the most recent employment information for Lawrence County and Indiana. It

also includes the percent change from 2001 to 2007 for the state and county.

TABLE 5.Lawrence Countynnual Employment

Indiana | Lawrence Indiana Lawrence

Industry 2001 2001 2007 2007 % Chang 2007 |2007 % Chang
Total full and parttime
employment 3,611,302 21,58€ 3,727,784 3.2% 20,772 -3.8%
Wage and salary employment 3,053,71¢ 16,41€ 3,093,24: 1.3% 15,309 -6.7%
Proprietors' employment 557,58¢ 5,170 634,541 13.8% 5,463 5.7%
Farm proprietors' employment 62,89¢€ 991 59,061 -6.1% 930 -6.2%
Nonfarm proprietors'
employment 494,68¢ 4,179 575,48( 16.3% 4,533 8.5%
Farm employment 77,322 1,092 71,003 -8.2% 1,014 -7.1%
Nonfarm employment 3,533,98( 20,494 3,656,781 3.5% 19,758 -3.6%
Private employment 3,103,167 17,805 3,208,33¢ 3.4% 16,941 -4.9%
Ag. serv., forestry, fishing, anc
other 8,373 87 8,812 5.2% 124 42.5%
Mining 9,518 217 9,737 2.3% 179 -17.5%
Construction 15,375 70 15,28C -0.6% 73 4.3%
Manufacturing 213,71¢ 1,177 227,92¢ 6.6% 1,262 7.2%
Transportation and public
utilities 627,897 4,556 564,077 -10.2% 3,233 -29.0%
Wholesale trade (SIC 50, 51) 132,871 245/ 137,12¢ 3.2% 345 40.8%
Retail trade 429,91¢ 3,133 409,64¢ -4.7% 2,827 -9.8%
Finance, insurance, and real
estate 138,85¢ 510 147,727 6.4% 642 25.9%
Services 51,67€ 329 48,014 -7.1% 238 -27.7%
Government and government
enterprises 138,26¢ 574, 134,314 -2.9% 581 1.2%
Federal civilian 98,37¢ 513 121,42¢ 23.4% 694 35.3%
Military 142,371 540 157,52¢ 10.6% 637 18.0%
State and local 27,527 D 29,907 8.6% D
State 168,862 Dl 211,44¢ 25.2% D
Local 58,61F D 73,35¢ 25.2% 188
D= Not shown to avoid disclosure of confidential information, but the estimates for this item are included in the totals.
L= Less than $50,000, but the estimates for this item are included in the totals.
Data source: Bureau of Economic Analysis
Compiled from Indiana Business Research Center, IU Kelley School of Business
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Table6 shows the most recent employment information for Orange County and Indiana. It also

includes the percent change from 2001 to 2007 for the state and county.

TABLB. OrangeCountyAnnual Employment \

Indiana Orange Indiana Orange

Industry 2001 2001 2007 2007 % Chang 2007 2007 % Chanc
Total full and parttime
employment 3,611,302 8,849 3,727,78¢ 3.2% 10,002 13.0%
Wage and salary employmeni  3,053,71¢ 7,229 3,093,243 1.3% 8,317 15.1%
Proprietors' employment 557,58¢ 1,620 634,541 13.89 1,685 4.0%
Farm proprietors' employmen 62,89€ 583 59,061 -6.1% 547 -6.2%
Nonfarm proprietors'
employment 494,68¢ 1,037 575,48C 16.39 1,138 9.7%
Farm employment 77,322 690 71,003 -8.2% 636 -7.8%
Nonfarm employment 3,533,98( 8,159 3,656,781 3.5% 9,366 14.8%
Private employment 3,103,167 7,206 3,208,33¢ 3.4% 8,328 15.6%
Ag. serv., forestry, fishing, ani
other 8,373 68 8,812 5.29 78 14.7%
Mining 9,518 57 9,737 2.39 63 10.5%
Construction 15,373 51 15,28( -0.69 D
Manufacturing 213,71¢ 886/ 227,92¢ 6.69 969 9.4%
Transportation and public
utilities 627,897 1,938 564,077 -10.29 1,541 -20.5%
Wholesale trade (SIC 50, 51) 132,871 72 137,12¢ 3.29 D
Retail trade 429,91¢ 969 409,64¢ -4.79 905 -6.6%
Finance, insurance, and real
estate 138,85¢ 209 147,727 6.49 246 17.7%
Services 51,67€ 49 48,014 -7.19 53 8.2%
Government and government
enterprises 138,26¢ 151 134,314 -2.99 147 -2.6%
Federal civilian 98,37¢ 136 121,42¢ 23.49 185 36.0%
Military 142,371 Dl 157,52¢ 10.69 D
State and local 27,527 D 29,907 8.69 D
State 168,862 142 211,44¢ 25.29 242 70.4%
Local 58,615 20 73,35¢ 25.29 D
D = Not shown to avoid disclosure of confidential information, but the estimates for this item are included in the totals.
L= Less than $50,000, but the estimates for this item are included in the totals.
Data source: Bureau of Economic Analysis
Compiled from Indiana Business Research Center, 1U Kelley School of Business
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EDUCATION

Educational attainment and educational opportunities are keys to community success.
Communities with higher average educational attainment levels have grezsgeurces for
leadership and community problem solving.

Educational attainment levels increased between 1990 and 2000 in both Lawrence and Orange
counties but still remains lower than the state averadable 7illustrates that 77.4% of

Lawrence Countydults and 73.8% of Orange County adults had received a high school diploma
or equivalency.

Figure 1%hows a more detailed breakdown of educational attainment levels for the two

counties and the state in 1990 and 2000. It is clear that progress hastesmin both

Lawrence and Orange counties. However, the gap is growing between the state and local levels

2F | Rdzf & 6A0K oF OKSt 2NRa RSANBSAT [ eNByOS /
County by 9.6% in 1990. This gap in attainment levels isecem 2000 when Lawrence County

trailed the state by 8.7%. Orange County made minor gains but was still 9.2% behind the
adFiSQa LISNOSyld 2F [RdA Ga 6A0GK ol OKStf 2NDa RS3

TaeLe 7 Educational Attainment 1992000 |

High School Graduate . | OK Shegréel
(Percent ofAdults 25 +) | (Percent of Adults 25 +)
1990 2000 1990 2000
Indiana 75.6% 82.1% 15.6% 19.4%
Lawrence County 69.7% 77.4% 9.4% 10.7%
Orange County 64.9% 73.8% 6.0% 10.2%

Source: STATS Indiana; U.S. Census 2000

FiIcURE 1gEducational Attainment 1990 and 200!

X
bed
2(\1

0
Yo

44.32%
43.39%

X
)]
—
~
™

Less than 9th gradSome high school, High school = Some college, no Associate degree Bachelor's degree  Graduate or
no diploma graduate* degree professional
degree
H Lawrence County (1990a Lawrence County (2000 Orange County (1990x Orange County (2000 Indiana (1990) Indiana (2000)

Source: STATS IndiabbS. Census Bureau
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A majority of students in Lawrence and Orange counties are enrolled in public schools. For the
20062007 school year, 70.5% of Lawrence County high school graduates and 66.5% of Orange

County high school graduates indicated that tipdgnned to pursue higher education.

TaeLE sEducational Characteristics 20807 School Year

Lgv(;/lr;r:;e Rank in State g;ir;%;e Rank in State
School Enrollment (2006/2007 Total Reporte 7,621 34 3,484 69
Public 7,502 33 3,470 69
Private 119 N/A 14 N/A
High School Graduates (2006/2007) 404 40 221 69
Going on to Higher Education 285 45 147 72
4-year 158 44 95 62
2-year 109 31 34 85
Vocl/tech. 18 67 18 61
Adults (25+ in 2000 Census) 31,175 28 12,818 74
with HighSchool diploma or higher 77.4% 75 73.8% 85
with B.A. or higher degree 10.7% 64 10.2% 73

Source: STATS Indiana; Indiana Department of Education

GRADUATES & DROPOUTS

TABLE 9 Indiana AverageHigh School Graduation

Table9 outlinesgraduation

statistics forindianain the 200506 200506 200607 2007-08
through 200708 school years and | propouts/Undetermined 11.2% 12.0% 10.3%
Tables 100 14 show data for eah |G aduates 76.5% | 76.4% | 77.8%
of the public high schools in — T4jj| in School 74% | 7.3% | 8.4%
Lawrence and Orange counties.  'gpeqia| Equcation Certificate] 1.1% | 1.0% | 1.2%
Overallgraduation and dropout /g0 completion 0.7% | 0.6% | 0.6%
rates arelowerin these counties GED 320 2 704 1.6%

than in the state as a whole, with
the exception of BedfordNorth
Lawrence High School Lawrence County. The schools in Lawretmenty were all classified

Source: Indiana Department of Education

0 UKS LYRAIFYIl 5SLINIYSYOd 2F 9RMwithih2y & aay
Consolidated Metropolitan Statistical Area or Metropolitan Statistical Area with a population

less than 25,000) and Orange dzy' 1 @ Qa aOK22fa ¢SNB I 06Sf SR &Nz
Metropolitan Statistical Area defined as a rural by the Cesusau). Althoughbeing

classified & aavYl f f (2 ¢y drastalyaftedd HIND K 26gur EENaRall YoRri

schools tended to have slighttyghergraduation and dropout rates.

Because all the data included was from the 20@5school year dater, all figures are based on

LY RA I Y I Qdequfetl metidod df thldilating graduatiodd 4 S&> OF f €t SR GKS acC

whichallows for pecise measurement of dropoutssing unique student identification
numbers The Indiana Department of Educatio RS ¥ A y S & a tlassp2ski@entE withira  d
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I KAIK a0K22f ¢gK2 KI @S (Kdhdtherald 8 cabiadidd oinh& I NI R
number of students who drop out in eh of the grades 9 through Xar that class This differs

from the previaus methodology, which simply tracked the number of senior dropougsgiven

year. Graduation rates can fluctuate from year to year, especially in small schools.

It is noteworthy that dropout rated y Of dzRS & dzy RS (i S NX¥ithef @dveéd & G dzRSy (0 &
out of state or dropped out without formally withdrawing from school

LAWRENCEOUNTY

The twoLawrence Countkiighschoolsperform very differently in regard® graduation and
dropout rates Table 10shows thatBedfordNorth Lawrence High School had significantly
lower dropout rates and higher graduation rates than the state average in each of the three

. years evaluatedlt performed much
TABLE 10 Bedford-North Lawrence High School higheracross the board than

200506 | 200607 200708 | \jjtchell High School, shown in
Dropouts/Undetermined 72% | 55% 7.2% | Table 11 Mitchell High School
Graduates 80.3% 81.5% 78.5% reported manwropouts each year,
Still in School 6.9% 9.8% | 12.5% | including a peak of 22.5% in 2606
Special Education Certificat, 2.1% 2.0% 1.3% | 07, higher than any other Lawrence
Course Completion 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% | or Orange county school in the
GED 3.2% 1.2% 0.5% | three year time period Bedford
Source: Indiana Department of Education North Lawrence demonstrated

consistency in its low dropout rates, staying at or below 7.2% in each of the three years (the
state average reached its lowest point in 2608 at 10.3%).

Regarding graduation rateMlitchell High Schal steadily improved from 206 to 200708,
increasing by 7.4% over the three year sp&edfordNorth LawrenceHigh Scho@) iate

remainedsteady. More Bedford . .
North Lawrence seniors stayed in TasLE 11 Mitchell High School

school to complete coursework in 200506 200607 200708

200708 than in previous year, Dropouts/Undetermined 14.5% 22.5% 15.6%
resulting in a lower grduation rate. |Graduates 67.9% | 72.2% | 75.3%
Still in School 9.1% 1.3% 4.5%

Both Lawrence County schools werepeciaEducation Certificate,  2.4% 0.0% 0.6%
Of FaaAFASR 4 daQEDtt G(G28yeée 0 SO dzub% 3.9%
they are in towns with populations Source: Indiana Department of Education

less than 25,000, but are not considered rural. Overall, the graduation and dropout rates for
Lawrence County wergigherthan for Oramge County, in which all schools are considered to be

AY I G@NXzNI ¢ f20FfSo ¢tKAa O2yOfdzaizy A& NBIFO
of BedfordNorth Lawrence High School and the improvement of Mitchell High School.
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ORANGE COUNTY

The graduation and dropout rates o TaBLE2. Orleans Jr. &r. High School

Orange County schools tendedlie

lower thanthe state averageThe

only exception was @eans Jr. and

Sr. High School, shownTiable 12

which outperformed he state as a

200506 200607 2007-08
Dropouts/Undetermined 7.8% 10.3% | 12.1%
Graduates 90.6% | 88.2% | 81.8%
Still in School 1.6% 0.0% 0.0%
GED 0.0% 1.5% 6.1%

whole in 200506. However, the
schoolhad a 4.3% spike in dropouts

Source: Indiana Department of Education

betweenthen and the2007-08 school yeaand an 8.8% drop in the graduation rate.

Paoli Jr. and Sr. High SchaolTable 13experienced an increase in dropouts and a decrease in

graduates from 20006 to 200708. While it had a better dropout rate than the state average

TABLE 13 Paoli Jr & Sr. High School

200506 200607 2007-08
Dropouts/Undetermined 10.9% | 12.3% | 13.2%
Graduates 73.6% | 76.1% | 72.9%
Still inSchool 3.1% 2.9% 9.0%
Special Education Certificatf 3.9% 0.7% 1.4%
GED 8.5% 8.0% 3.5%

Source: Indiana Department of Education

in 200506, it has since seen a
decline in performance. However,
9.0% of students were classified as
Gati ANy aoOKz220¢ Ay
school year, meaning that some
students may be completing
coursework before receiving a high
school diploma.

Table 14showsSpring Valley Community High Schadhichhad a higher percentage of

dropouts than the state average and every other school in Orange and Lawrence céoméks

three yearqwith the exception of Mitchell High School in 2608). Furthermore, dropouts
appear to be on the rise, with 19.8% t#t200708 cohort dropping out. However, the

graduation rate for Spring Valley
exceeded the state average all thre

7 TABLE 14 Springs Valley Comumity High School

200506 200607 2007-08

years. Thereverenot many Dropouts/Undetermined | 14.7%  16.4% | 19.8%
students remaining in school to Graduates 82 4% | 79.1% | 79.0%
complete coursework or pursuing a—— : : :
GED or Special Education Certificatg! N School - 15% | 0.0% | 0.0%
at Sprirg Valley. Special Education Certificatr 0.0% 1.5% 0.0%

GED 1.5% 3.0% 1.2%
As discussed above, Orange Count)?ource: Indiana Department of Education
a0K22fa IINB OfFaaAFTASR Fa GNMHz2NI £ ¢ GgKSNBI &
davyl tt G 2vhyett is appadentithdtdhe small town schools in Lawrence County

2 dz(i LIS NF 2 N SR tufdlisghalISthid céndngian&cdhsiobe used to make broad

generalizations about theomparative performance of urban, small town, and rural schools.
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Social and Family Issues
HOUSEHOLD AND FAMBTRUCTURE

In 2000, there were 18, 535 householdd.awrence County and 7,621 in Orange CouAty.
household is made up of all of the people who occupy a housing unit. It may be a family or a
non-family, such as a group of friends or unmarried partners. The householder is designated as
the first householdmember who is 18 years old or older and is an owaraenter of the

housing unit.

Table 9shows that tle composition of household tyga both countiesesemblesthose in the

state as a wholeThe percent of married couple households are typically érigin Lawrence
and Orange counties than in Indiana but have declined between 1990 and 2000.

TagLEs. Household Types 1992000 |

Lawrence | Lawrence Orange Orange Indiana Indiana
County 199C County 200C County 199C County 200C 1990 2000

Married Couple 64.11% 58.48% 62.46% 57.63% 58.20% 53.57%
With Children* 29.21% 24.01% 29.34% 24.94% 27.28% 23.80%
Female Householder, no spous| 8.35% 8.95% 8.85% 8.57% 10.54% 11.10%
With Children* 4.48% 5.40% 5.04% 5.24% 6.29% 6.86%
Male Householder, no spouse 2.51% 3.46% 3.06% 3.87% 2.94% 3.92%
With Children* 1.31% 2.01% 1.60% 2.26% 1.44% 2.20%
Non-Family Households 25.03% 29.11% 25.63% 29.93% 28.32% 31.41%
Living Alone 22.51% 25.45% 22.78% 26.23% 24.06% 25.91%
Two or More Persons 2.53% 3.66% 2.85% 3.70% 4.27% 5.49%

Source: Census 2000 analyzed by the Social Science Data Analysis Network (SSDAN).
* In these tables, children are peopleder age 18
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http://www.stats.indiana.edu/uspr/a/usprofiles/ranks/18_rbl.html
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http://www.stats.indiana.edu/uspr/a/usprofiles/ranks/18_multi.html
http://www.stats.indiana.edu/uspr/a/usprofiles/ranks/18_rnh.html

Indiana and Lawrence and Orange counties experienced corresponding increases in single
parent households during the same decade. In Indiana single mothers increased from 6.29% to
6.86%; single fathers from 1.44 % to 2.20%. In Lawr€pncmty single mothers increased from
5.04 % to 5.24%; single fathers from 1.60 % to 2.26%. In Orange County single mothers
increased from 4.48% to 5.40%, single fathers from 1.30% to 2.0hPbinformation is shown

in detail inFigure 20

FIGURE 20%0 Single Parents

% Single Mothers % Single

6.86
6.29

5.04 5.24 5.40

4.48

226 501 2.20

1990 2000 1990 2000

m Lawrence County m Orange County = Indiana

Source: SATS Indiana; U.S. Census Bureau
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According to the 2000 U.S. Census, there were 530 grandparents responsible for children
younger than 18 years of age in Lawrence County. In Orange County there were 136
grandparents responsible for childrefigure 21compares the percent of such households in
the two counties.

FIGURE 21Grandparents as Caregivers 20(

Grandparent responsible for grandchildre
31.6%

Grandparent not responsible for grandchildre

Grandparent living in household with one
more grandchildren under 18 years

50.0%
50.0%

= Orange County m Lawrence County

Source: STATS Indiana; U.S. Census Bureau

FicurRe 22Length of Time That Caregiver Grandparents Have Be¢
Responsible for Grandchildren 2000

0,
5 years or more 37.7%

3to 4 years
1to 2 years

6 to 11 months 37.7%

Less than 6 months

3.8%

= Orange County m Lawrence County

Source: STATS Indiana; U.S. Census Bureau
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LANGUAGE AND RACE

English remains the primary language spoken at home by residents in Lawrence and Orange
counties. Figure 23llustrates that he percentages of non native speakerdhe two counties

are lower than the state as whole. The number giaBish speaking resideniscreased; more

so in Orange Countybut these numbers at both the state and local level may be subject to
underreporting.

A majority of the population in Lawrence County and Orange County reported being one race
and white. Table 10shows the race characteristics in 2007 for the two counties and Indiana.

FIGURE 23_anguages Spoken at Hom

98.2% 97.9% 98.2% 96.7% 95.2% 93.6%
0.8%1.0% I1 0%1.1% Io 50%1.3% I 2%2.1% I .8%3.0% 3.3%3.1%
1990 2000 1990 2000 1990 2000

‘ Lawrence County ‘ Orange County ‘ Indiana ‘

m Only English m Spanish = Other

SourceCensus 2008nalyzed by th&ocial Science Dagmalysis Network (SSDAN

TaBLE6. Race CharacteristicZ007

% of Lawrence % of Orange
County Rank in County Rank in| % of Indiana
Population State* Population | State* | Population
American Indian or Alaska Native Alone 0.3% 31 0.3% 56 0.3%
Asian Alone 0.5% 37 0.2% 78 1.4%
Black Alone 0.6% a7 0.9% 58 9.0%
Native Hawaiian and Other Pac. Isl. Alo| 0.0% 74 0.2% 13 0.0%
White Alone 97.9% 32 97.7% 74 88.1%
Two or More Race Groups 0.7% 32 0.7% 71 1.1%
Non-Hispanic or Latino 99.0% 30 99.0% 73 95.0%
Hispanic or Latino 1.0% 52 1.0% 77 5.0%

Source: U.S. Census 2000; STATS Indiana
* Rank in state is based on population totedsher than percentage.
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http://www.censusscope.org/us/s18/c77/aboutCensus2000.html
http://www.ssdan.net/
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TRANSPORTATION ANDMMUTING

Most people inLawrence an@rangecountiesdrive to work in a car, truck, or van with a
commute of less than 30 minutes. According to the most recent census, a majority of the
O2dzyileQa 62NJ] SNBE RNRBGS (2 ¢ 2 NJO.0ofindgheehce 6 dzi
County and 13.2% in Orange Couquyf them carpooled to work.

FIGURE 24T ravel Time to Work 200C

66.3%67.0%

0,
19.6 A)15.3% 0
7.7% 7.4% 6.496 10-3%
Less than 30 min 30 to 44 min. 45 to 59 min. 60 or more min.

m Lawrence County = Orange County

Source: U.S. Census 2000

FIGURE 25Means of Transportation to Work

10.0943.2%
0.4% 0.1% 1.0% 1.7% 0.5% 0.4% 2.3% 3.4%

T - T T T T 1
Car, Truck, or Car, Truck, or Public Walked Other Means  Worked at
Van- Drove Van- Carpooled Transportation Home

Alone

m Lawrence County (2007 Orange County (2000

Source: Census 2000, American Community Survey
*To maintain confidentiality, the Census Bureau applies statistical procedures that introduce some uncertainty into statzllfor
geographic areawith small population groups. The census results in this table contain sampling error aisameting error.
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Both Lawrence and Orange counties ast exportess of workers- more workers commuteut
of the countiesto work innearby areashan commute in Figure 26shows that the number of
workers who commute to workom Lawrence County has increased steadily since 2003. In
contrast, the number of commutefsom Orange County has slightly declined since 2005.

FIGURE 26COommuting Patterns, 2062007

o ™
B
Commute In Commute Out Commute In Commute Out
Lawrence County Orange County
m 2003 m 2004 m 2005 m2006 i 2007
Source: STATS Indiana
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SPECIAL POPULATICDHLDREN

Lawrence County and Orange Couyraty anyarea, havechildren of all ages who do not have

adequate care. Some of these children surface in local courts and others at shelters, medical

facilities, and human service agenciddost may be identified by the local school corporations.
Some of these children may be those who are neglected, while others may experience even
worse crises such as abuse or abandonment.

Table 1lincludes a range of indicators of child wiedling forLawrence County. The most
alarming indicators for children in Lawrence County included:

1
2007

1
2002 to 9.6 in 2007

The percent of children under 17 in poverty increased from 13.3% in 2002 to 18.0% in

The child abuse and neglect rate per 1,000 children under 17 increase®f2omm

Table 12explores additionayouth-related indicatordor Lawrence Countgompiled by the
Indiana Youth Institute These indicators compare data over a decade from 1997 to 2007.

TABLE7. Indicators of Child WeiBeing,Lawrence County

Lawrence, Indiana, Most | Lawrence, | Indiana,
Indicator Most Recent*  Recent* Base Year** Base Year**
Child Population Undet8 (2007) 10,505 1,586,518 11,212 1,603408
% of Children in Poverty, Agel@ (2007) 18% 17.10% 13.30% 13.70%
% of Students Receiving Free Lunches (2008) 28.80% 33.20% 29.60% 28.10%
% of Low Birthweight Babies (2006) 6.60% 8.20% 5.50% 7.60%
Teen Birth Rate per 1,000 Females Age1%2006) |19.90% 20.8 21.80% 22.5
% of Graduates Passitite GQE (2007) 95.50% 92.10% 97.40% 95.20%
Child Abuse and Neglect Rate per 1,000 Children U
Age 18 (2007) 9.6 11.9 8.2 12.9
# of Juveniles Committed to the Department of
Correction (2008) 2 1063 2 1269
Source: The Annie E. Casey Foundation
* Most recent year is listed in parentheses under "Indicator" column
** The base year is five years prior to the most recent year
ABLE 0 a 0 e Indiana Yo awrence Co

Year 1997 2007

# Of Licensed Child Care Centers 3 3

# Of Licensed Child Care Homes 41 43

# Of Licensed Child Care Ministries 3(1998) 6

# Of Child Neglect Cases Substantiated By CPS 69 77

% Of Child Neglect Cases Substantiated By CPS 19.8% 23.2%

% Of Child Abuse Cases Substantiated By CPS 30.1% 21.0%

# Of Child Physical Abuse Cases Substantiated By CPS 31 8

# Of Child Sexual Abuse Cases Substantiated By CPS 32 18

# Of Juvenil€HINS Case Filings 27 38

# Of Juvenile Delinquency Case Filings 130 (2000) 154
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http://datacenter.kidscount.org/data/bystate/stateprofile.aspx?state=IN&group=Featured&loc=16#4281
http://datacenter.kidscount.org/data/bystate/stateprofile.aspx?state=IN&group=Featured&loc=16#1115
http://datacenter.kidscount.org/data/bystate/stateprofile.aspx?state=IN&group=Featured&loc=16#1116
http://datacenter.kidscount.org/data/bystate/stateprofile.aspx?state=IN&group=Featured&loc=16#1120
http://datacenter.kidscount.org/data/bystate/stateprofile.aspx?state=IN&group=Featured&loc=16#1121
http://datacenter.kidscount.org/data/bystate/stateprofile.aspx?state=IN&group=Featured&loc=16#1162
http://datacenter.kidscount.org/data/bystate/stateprofile.aspx?state=IN&group=Featured&loc=16#1138
http://datacenter.kidscount.org/data/bystate/stateprofile.aspx?state=IN&group=Featured&loc=16#1138

ABLHASY O a O = adlalad O e e e O O e0
Year 1997 2007
Child Abuse And Neglect Rate (per 1000 children under age 18) 12.1 9.6
Total Number Of Live Births 618 (2000) 534 (2006)
% Of Low Birth Weight Babies 7.40% 6.6% (2006)

% Of Mothers Who Reported Smoking During Pregnancy

25.7% (2000)

22.7% (2006)

% Of Mothers Who Received Trimester Prenatal Care

79% (2000)

81.896(2006)

Non Marital Births As A % Of All Births 25.20% 32.8% (2006)
# Of Babies Born To Single Mothers Under Age 20 Without A High Sch

Diploma 41 33 (2006)
Teen Birth Rate, Ages-15 (per 1000) 35.2 19.9 (2006)
Total Number Of Infant Deaths 4 4 (2006)
Total # of Teen Deaths by Accident, Homicide, and Suicide 5 0 (2006)
Total # of Child Deaths, Ageld (Number) 2 3 (2006)

# Of Children Enrolled In Hoosier Healthwise 1495 (198) 4360

Source: Indiana Youth Institute

Table B shows the same indicators of child wb#ing for Orange County. The most alarming
trends in Orange County regarding children under 17 included:
1 Although the teen birth rate slightly declined over a five year period, it remains quite
high at 34.0% in 2@
1 The percent of children in poverty increased from 17.5% in 2002 to 22.0% in 2007

TABLR0. Indicators of Child WeiBeing,OrangeCounty

Orange Most | Indiana, Most | Orange Indiana,

Indicator Recent* Recent* Base Year** Base Year**
Child Population Under 18 (2007) 4,756 1,586,518 5,090 1,603,408
% of Children in Poverty, Agel@ (2007) 22% 17.10% 17.50% 13.70%
% of Students Receiving Free Lunches (2008) 33.00% 33.20% 32.30% 28.10%
% of Low Birthweight Babies (2006) 8.10% 8.20% 9.00% 7.60%
Teen Birth Rate per 1,000 Females Agel1%2006) | 34.00% 20.8 36.80% 22.5
% of Graduates Passing the GQE (2007) 94.10% 92.10% 99.00% 95.20%
Child Abuse and Neglect Rate per 1,000 Children U
Age 18 (2007) 10.8 11.9 155 12.9
# of Juveniles Committed to the Department of
Correction (2008) 2 1063 0 1269
Source: The Annie E. Casey Foundation
* Most recent year idisted in parentheses under "Indicator" column
** The base year is five years prior to the most recent year
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Table 4 explores additional youthelated indicatordor Orange Countgompiled by the
Indiana Youth Institute These indicators compare dab@er a decade from 1997 to 2007.

ABLE O 3 0 e diana Yo )range
Year 1997 2007
# Of Licensed Child Care Centers 2 0
# Of Licensed Child Care Homes 21 22
# Of Licensed Child Care Ministries 0 1
# Of ChildNeglect Cases Substantiated By CPS 96 41
% Of Child Neglect Cases Substantiated By CPS 46.2% 14.3%
% Of Child Abuse Cases Substantiated By CPS 25.5% 10.3%
# Of Child Physical Abuse Cases Substantiated By CPS 22 1
# Of Child Sexual Abuse CaSabstantiated By CPS 14 10
# Of Juvenile CHINS Case Filings 5 24
# Of Juvenile Delinquency Case Filings 48 (2002) 40
Child Abuse And Neglect Rate (per 1000 children under age 18) 26.8 10.8
Total Number Of Live Births 274 (2000) 246 (2006)
% Of LowvBirth Weight Babies 8.10% 8.1% (2006)

% Of Mothers Who Reported Smoking During Pregnancy

25.2% (2000)

28.5% (2006)

% Of Mothers Who Received Irimester Prenatal Care

83.6% (2000)

79.7% (2006)

Non Marital Births As A % Of All Births 27.20% 39.8%(2006)
# Of Babies Born To Single Mothers Under Age 20 Without A High Schc

Diploma 20 16 (2006)
Teen Birth Rate, Ages-15 (per 1000) 37.5 34 (2006)
Total Number Of Infant Deaths 3 0 (2006)
Total # of Teen Deaths by Accident, Homicide, and Suicide 0 2 (2006)
Total # of Child Deaths, Ageld (Number) 1 0 (2006)

# Of Children Enrolled In Hoosier Healthwise 932 (198) 2378

Source: Indiana Youth Institute
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