2011-2015 Low-Moderate-Income Summary Data for Ohio Non-Entitlement Counties and Places

Area

Highland County

iLow Pop

12,770

l.ow-Mod Pop

20,830

LMI Universe

42,630

LM} Percent

48.86%

Margin of
Error*

Brushcreek Township 230 445 975 45.64%

Buford CDP 95 140 275 50.91% +/-29.30
Clay Township 325 480 1,255 38.25%

Concord Township 280 880 1,395 63.08%

|Dodson Township 550 1,250 2,585 48.36%

Fairfield Township 880 1,535 3,725 41.21%

Greenfield City 2,295 3,440 4,610 74.62% +/-5.50
Hamer Township 180 210 715 29.37%

Highland Holiday CDP 235 345 460 75.00% +/-18.60
|Highland Village 135 160 290 55.17% +/-19.80
lHiIIsboro City 2,500 3,510 6,205 56.57% +/-5.10
Jackson Township 380 615 925 66.49%

Leesburg Village 470 850 1,375 61.82% +/-8.40
Liberty Township 3,540 5,220 9,805 53.24%

Lynchburg Village 325 895 1,350 66.30% +/-10.00
Madison Township 2,815 4,220 6,520 64.72%

Marshall Township 415 645 1,355 47.60%
Mowrystown Village 100 155 295 52.54% +/-19.00
New Market Township 330 965 1,970 48.98%
|Paint Township 1,455 1,980 4,495 44.05%

Penn Township 120 315 1,235 25.51%

Rocky Fork Point CDP 415 475 655 72.52% +/-17.70
Salem Township 140 185 595 31.09%

Sinking Spring Village 40 75 105 71.43% +/-28.20
Union Township 590 825 2,460 33.54%
Washington Township 200 325 1,200 27.08%

Whiteoak Township 340 735 1,420 51.76%

Source: https:/mww.hudexchange.info/programs/acs-low-mod-summary-data/
*Place located in multiple counties, which has historically had the largest proportion of population in the county it's listed under.
These places will only be eligible for CDBG funds directly from the county it's listed under.

**Place with contract that assigns the CBDG Allocation administration to the County it is listed under.
***Margin of Error provided by HUD for Places and CDP's only.




2011-2015 LMI Census Tract and Block Group Data for Ohio Non-Entitlement Counties
Area Low Pop Low-Mod Pop LI Universe LMI Percent Mz:ii:rm.
Highland County
Census Tract 9544 1,430 2,285 3,945 57.92% -
Block Group 1 - 705 _ 1,025 1,740 58.91% +-16.95
Block Group 2 480 - 820_ B 905 90.61% +-42.21
Block Group 3 130 250 515 48.54% +/-20.39

| Block Group4 115 190 785 24.20% +1138 |
Census Tract §45 1,635 2,335 4,075 57.30% -

Block Group 1 385 410 715 57.34% B +/-21.54

| Block Group2 560 | 915 1,100 83.18% +_/-27 18
Block Group 3 445 610 740 82.43% +-31.49

| Block Group 4 245 400 B 1520 - 26.32% +-14.08
Census Tract 9546 1 ﬂ) B 2,165 5,495 39.40%

i élo_ck Group 1 335 B 585_ — 1,320 44.32% +-1530
Block Group 2 34_5 o 720 1,440 50.00% +/-16.46
Block Group 3 305 [ _4;5'; - N 1,115 44.39% +/-20.54
Block Group 4 a5 | 85 | 1620 22 53% +-12.04
Census Tract 9547 1,305 2,480 6,110 40.59%

Block Group 1 235 B _630 B B 1,580 39.87% +/-11.84
El_ock Group 2 195 - | __ _40_7_ ‘ 595 67.23% +/-29.92
Block Group 3 710 1,090 ] 3,005 36.27% +/-14.68
Block Group 4 165 360 930 3871% +1-17.74
Census Tract 9548 1,830 2,370 4,220 56.16% - |
Block Group 1 - 300 405 695 58.27% +/-21,29
Block Group 2 880___ 1,150 1,700 67.65% +-15.47
Block Group 3 340 - __;11 5 755 54.97% +-2013
Block Group 4 310 400 o 1,070 37.38% +-13.27
Census Tract 9549 1,080 1,970 3,655 53.90%
Block Group 1 495 i 795 1,390 N 57.19% R +/-15,32
Block Group 2 - 155 430 835 51.50% +/-28.26
Block Group 3 95 B 265 465 56.99% +1-30.32
Block Group 4 335 480 965 49.74% +-16.58
Census Tract 9550 1,685 2,170 4,145 52.35%
Block Group 1 640 740 1,260 58.73% +-2071
Block Group 2 565 755 1,135 66.52% +-19.56
Block Group 3 480 675 1750 38.57% "7
Census Tract 9551 1,570 3,245 6,265 51.80%
Block Group 1 465 1,095 2,080 52.64% +-19.81
Block Group 2 235 455 1,360 33.46% +-17.13
Block Group 3 230 445 1,060 41.98% +-19.91
Block Group 4 640 1,250 1,765 70.82% +-29.24
Census Tract 9552 1,050 1,800 4,735 38.01%

. Block Group 1 210 355 1,185 29.96% +/-10.38

~ Block Group 2 305 580 1,485 39.06% +-15.82
BIE( Group 3 290 400 1,145 34.93% +/-17.38
Block Group 4 245 465 920 50.54% +/-20.00

https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/acs-low-mod-summary-data/



