Roanoke Regional
Community Indicators

Area of Study:

Household Economic Indicators

October 2008

COUNCIL of
COMMUNITY
SERVICES

Gateway to information and planning.




Contents

About the Council of Community SEIrVICES .......eiiiiiiiiieiiiieeeeeee e 3
Map of the ROanoke ReZION ....ccoueniiiiiiiieiee et 4
Indicators Steering COMMUTEEE .....cviiiuiiiiiiiiiiiee ettt e e e e e e e 5
FOr@WOId ..o 6
INEFOAUCHION Lo 8
MeEthOAOIOY .vvviiiiiiie e 8
Why These Indicators and This ReGION.......cccciiuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicc e 9
The Reglonal INICATOLS .....c.cviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicii et 9
Household Economic INAIiCatOrs.......ceiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiccc e 10
History of the Roanoke RegION......ccouuuuiiiiiiiiiiieieee e 10
Demographics of the Roanoke ReGION ..........eiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e 11
Education Related INiCAtOrs...........ceiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii 16
Third Grade Proficiency Assessments - History and Social SCIENCE ....cucuevevvuviririninininininiiccccciciccienenes 17
Percent Graduating High SChOO] ... 21
Educational Attainment — High School Diploma or Higher.........ccccccceiiiiiniiiicccccenae 22
Educational Attainment — Bachelor’s Degree of Higher ..o, 23
Job Related INAICAtOrs......ccooeiiiiiiiiiiiii 24
Unemployment RAE ..o 25
Unemployment Insurance Payments.........ccoiiiiniiiiiiiiccsecesssssesssse s 26
Net Employment GLOWth........cciiiiiiiiiiciiciics st 27
Job Growth by Industry and Salary Band........c.cccceiiiiiiiiccceee e 28
Income and Asset Related INdicators ........ccocuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii 29
Per Capita INCOME......cciiiiiiiiiiiic bbb 30
Consumer Price Index — All Urban Consumers (CPI-U) ....cccovivirirninininciiiicceieeninnssseseeeceeeeienens 31
Number of Chapter 7 and 13 Bankruptcy FIlINgs ........cccvviiiiiiiiiiiiiiicccccccccnne 32
ANNUAL AVELAZE WAZE ....vuiiiiiiiiiic s 33
Housing Related INAICAtOrsS ....couuueiiiiiiiiiieiiee ettt e e 34
AVELAZE RENLAL COSS c.uvriuiiiiiniiieiicieicc ettt sa ettt 35
Length of RESIACNCY ...t 36
Owner-Occupied Housing UNitS ......cciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicsicssesssssssesssssssssssssssssssessssssssns 37
Renter-Occupied HOusING UNIES.....cciuiiiuiiiiiiiiiiiiiciiiiciiiccesiiiessisees st ssssssssassessssssssesenes 38
Single-Family Residential Building Permits ........cccooicueiviiiiiiiiniieiiicncceceese e enseceenens 39
Housing Units Lacking Complete Plumbing Facilities ... 40
Public Assistance/Low Income INdIiCators ..........coocvveiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicccc 41
Children Eligible for Free/Reduced LUNCH ..ottt sseseaneees 42
Supplemental Security Income Recipients (SSI) ... 43
TANE RECIPICIIES w.ovuviiiiiiiiiicii i 44
Food Stamp RECIPIENLS. ...ccuiuiiiiiiiiiiiiciciei e 45
POVELLY RALE ..t 46
Poverty Rate fOr SENIOLS. ... 47
Poverty Rate — People with DISabilities ........cccviuiiviiiiiniiiiiiiiiiic s 48
Childcare Subsidy RECIPIENLS ....cvuviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiici s 49
Poverty Rate fOr ChildIEn .....ccciiiiiiciiiiciciiceecce ettt 50

Council of Community Services — Roanoke Regional Community Indicators Page | 1



(@13 a1=] gl 2X=1 F= 1 0=Te N Vo [Ter=1 (o) SN 51

Percent of Households with INO VEhICLE .....cuiuuiuiirinirieiciiriniccteicicceccere et er e 52
Percentage of Adults without Health Insurance.........cccocooiiviiiiniiiiiiicc, 53
Food Bank Distributions (IDS.) ....eueeeeeeiiiiiiiiieieiiieieieieieieieisisisisises e esesesesesesesesesesesesesessesesesesesesesesesesenens 54
(@) el [ E 1] o TR PRSPPI 55
Re@IONA] TTENAS ..ttt bbbt bbbt 56
Data IMPICAtIONS «...vviiiiiiiiiiti bbb 57
Reasons fOr OPHMISIL. ..ottt ettt 58
Areas of Collaboration and Further Study ..o 58
Appendix A: Roanoke Region Indicator Criteria......ccuuuuuueeeeirrieiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeieee e 60
Appendix B: Race / Ethnicity and Ae™ ......ccouuiiiiiiiiiiiieiieeee et 62
Race/Ethnicity by Region, State, Counties and CIHES.......ucureeureeerreerieeeieeereeeireeenneeenreeesnesessesessesessesseseens 62
Roanoke Region Population by Age GIoup ... 65
Appendix C: Indicators for which only local numbers are provided as no regional numbers
could be calculated ........ccoooii s 74
Affordability of a Single-Family HOME .......cccouiiiiriiiiiiiiciccsceccee e 75
Births to mothers with less than a high school education..........ccccccviiiiiiiiniiinicc, 83
Median Income for Seniors — Aged 05 - T4 ... 87
Median Income for Seniors —75 Years and OVerl ...ttt ssssseseseesesesenes 91
Median Family INCOMIC .....c.ovviiieiiiiiiciciiiceccetc ettt 95
Typical Monthly Household Utility COSES .....cciiuiuiuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiccicee e 99
Appendix D: Quick Reference GUIAE.......coeevuuueeiieiiiiierieiiiiee et eeetee e eeeee e e eeeaaee e eeeeans 100
Appendix E: Federal Poverty GUIdelines...........eeiiiimiiiiiiiiiiieeeiiiee et 101
Appendix F: Source List and Useful LINKS .........oeeiiiiuirriiiiiieieeiiiieeeeeeeee e eeeeie e eeeeaes 102
The Research and Writing Team for this Project ..., 104

Council of Community Services — Roanoke Regional Community Indicators Page | 2



About the Council of Community Services

Since its inception in 1960, the Council of Community Services has steadily grown as a human
services planning organization and has contributed greatly to the growth of the health and human
services community in the Roanoke Region. Beginning with a small staff of two in 1960, the Council has
grown to an organization of more than 40 as it has maintained its focus on identifying needs in the
community and bringing the community together to determine how to meet those needs.

Today, the mission of the Council of Community Services is to provide all people access to human
service information, and use its resources to assist organizations and decision makers in planning for and
meeting emerging human needs to improve the quality of life in the community.

The research, planning and consultation functions of the Council include conducting research that
informs reports such as the 2007 Charting Our Future: A report on the community visioning process of United Way
of Roanoke 1V alley. The Council’s research and writing team synthesizes data collected by the Blue Ridge
Continuum of Care and produces the annual Point in Time Survey and Report of Homelessness in the
Roanoke Valley-Alleghany Region. The Council collects data on community needs through 2-1-1
VIRGINIA and publishes an annual Community Needs File: Report to the Community, highlighting
caller needs and problems as well as referrals made in response to requests for information. The Council
is currently assisting the City of Roanoke, Roanoke County and Alleghany County with Community
Needs Assessments to satisfy the requirements of the Promoting Safe and Stable Families Program.
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Foreword

In June 2007 the Council of Community Services convened a group of leaders from the Roanoke Region to
discuss identification and tracking of key human and social services indicators for the Roanoke Region. The
Council brought a nationally known expert, Ben Warner, Deputy Director, Jacksonville Community Council,
Florida, to explain why indicators are important as measures of success and how Jacksonville and other
communities across the nation are using indicators to inspire action by tracking and reporting data on key issues in
their communities.

As a follow-up to the June meeting, the Council of Community services brought together a group of 38
Roanoke Region leaders representing 26 organizations and agencies to consider the development of a Roanoke
Region Indicators Report. Members of this group became the steering committee that guided the development of
this first Report of Indicators for the Roanoke Region. Because of my company’s strong belief that successful
business is dependent on successful communities, I agreed to chair the Indicators Steering Committee. The
Council of Community Services provided the staff support to research and to write the report. By December 2007,
the Indicators Steering Committee was meeting on a monthly basis. Research subcommittees met more frequently
to facilitate the work of the full committee.

The Steering Committee quickly learned that Indicators were not a new concept to the region. In 1992, the
New Century Council, a group of Roanoke Region business and community leaders, formed with the purpose of
developing a collaborative approach in the region that would identify and track indicators important to quality of
life in the New Century Region. Over a seven year period the New Century Council produced three
comprehensive reports on the economy, quality of life and the environment. In 1999 the New Century Council
completed its work, ceased operations and turned its work over to the Center for Innovative Leadership. This
report takes into account the work of the New Century Council in the Roanoke Region and other indicator
projects in cities throughout the United Sates.

The Indicators Steering Committee set the entire Roanoke Region as the geographic focus of this project.
From the beginning there was a strong consensus that multi-jurisdictional planning and Valley-wide action would
be stimulated if data were researched and presented that addressed the needs of the entire region.

The indicators included in this report were selected based on existing research of identified human service
needs in the Roanoke Region. No new needs assessments, surveys or questionnaires were conducted. Data on
needs reviewed by the Steering Committee included an analysis of 2-1-1 calls received in the Roanoke Region for
the past 12 months; the 2006-2007 Council of Community Services’ Community Needs File; the 2007 Charting
Our Future: A report on the Community Visioning process of United Way of Roanoke Valley; and the 2008
Funding Priorities of the City of Roanoke’s Human Services Committee.

The data from these sources and others confirmed what most of the steering committee already knew, that a
lack of financial resources, poverty, is the underlying cause of the need for most human and social services in the
Roanoke Region. Because lack of financial resources or poverty is the underlying cause of the need for services,
the Steering Committee decided to identify and track those indicators that most closely relate to poverty.
Categories of indicators identified by the Steering Committee for inclusion in this report are: job related;
income/asset related; housing related; public assistance and education related. The title of Household Economic
Indicators was given to the entire constellation of indicators in this first report.

Indicators related to economic self sufficiency were researched by staff and presented to the Steering
Committee for consideration. To determine which indicators would be included in the report, the Steering
Committee developed and approved a screen of fourteen criteria (Appendix A) through which each indicator was
sifted before consideration and inclusion. Criteria included factors such as whether the data were credible,
measurable, accessible and affordable to collect.

While indicator data are reported in cycles of three periods to show movement over time, it is important to
note that the indicators in this report do not, by themselves, explain why trends move as they do or what should
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be done to make improvements. These indicators are intended to provide the information needed to encourage a
dialogue, increase involvement and to facilitate decision making in efforts to improve the quality of life in the
Roanoke Region.

This report has been long-in-the-making and is a prototype for future indicator work. Consider this a first
chapter in an indicator book focusing on the Roanoke Region. The report represents days of meetings and hours
of work by a dedicated group who provided leadership through service on the Steering Committee, the Criteria
Sub-committee and the Research Committee. I consider myself fortunate to call these leaders my colleagues and
thank them for their time and hard work. A special thanks to Pam Kestner-Chappelear and her team of
researchers and writers at the Council of Community Services who have made this report possible.

Sincerely,

Paul Phillips

Chairman, Indicators Steering Committee
President and CEO

Freedom First Federal Credit Union
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Introduction

The purpose of this Roanoke Regional Community Indicators Report of Household Economic Indicators is
to identify and track key human services indicators for the Roanoke Region. Indicators are presentations of
valuable data that show changes over time. They help to answer important questions such as how well the
economy is functioning; whether children in the Roanoke Region are performing to standards in school or to what
extent the teen pregnancy rate is decreasing. Indicators are powerful tools for measuring and tracking the overall
quality of life and comparing performance against goals or benchmarks. The measutrements help communities
monitor changes or give them a baseline against which future changes can be measured.

Not all data in this report are new but there are several key aspects of this report that are entirely new and of
great interest. First, indicator data are reported for the entire Roanoke Region; defined in this report to include
Alleghany County, Botetourt County, Covington City, Craig County, Franklin County, the City of Roanoke,
Roanoke County and the City of Salem. There is no other single source of data for this combined area for the
indicators included in this report. Second, indicator data are presented with a purpose of showing trends over time
while comparing the performance of the Roanoke Region to that of the Commonwealth of Virginia overall.
Finally, the constellation of indicators selected by those leaders involved in the development of the report paint a
unique picture of the well being of people in the Roanoke Region.

This report measures and tracks economic well being rather than outcomes of individual programs. The report
provides separate jurisdictional data but steps away from comparisons of one jurisdiction to another. The data
presentations encourage the reader to view the Roanoke Region as one geographic community of people bonded
by a common history while moving toward an increasingly interconnected future.

Methodology

The primary focus of the research and data collection team was to find the most recent, credible, locality-
specific data available that could be used to calculate an aggregate regional figure for each indicator. This aggregate
regional figure was then used as a comparison to state data to provide the reader with a point of reference as to
where the region stands. It was also decided that, wherever possible, three cycles of data would be tracked to
provide a trend line measuring change over time; with no data cycles prior to 1990 to be included. As the project
moved forward, difficulties were encountered regarding the inclusion of old data, the inclusion of data gathered
from sources with a relatively high margin of error and the calculation of regional figures for some indicators.

The inclusion of relatively old data was an initial concern as the research and data collection process began.
The challenge arose as it was found that to get locality-specific data for a significant number of indicators, either
old data would have to be used, primarily from the U.S. Census Bureau with 2000 being the most recent cycle
available, or those indicators for which more recent data could not be located would have to be dropped from the
report. It was determined that while the 1990 and 2000 Census data cycles were not optimal, it was all that was
available to compile a truly comprehensive regional report with locality-specific data and that it would be included.

The inclusion of data with a relatively high margin of error was another issue that was confronted as the report
was being compiled. The American Community Survey (ACS) of the U.S. Census was found to be a possible
supplement to some of the older data for Roanoke County and the City of Roanoke for a number of the Census-
sourced indicators (Roanoke County and the City of Roanoke are the only localities in the region covered by the
ACS as only localities with populations of 65,000 or more are tracked). The Small Area Income and Poverty
Estimates (SAIPE) of the Census were also found to be a more recent set of data for several of the indicators.
Unlike the American Community Survey, the SAIPE was available for all localities in the region. The reliability of
these sources was, however, a concern as the margin of error for some of the indicators was significant. This
concern was taken into consideration and it was decided that the ACS data would be included for Roanoke County
and the City of Roanoke in the tables, but would not be graphed or used in any calculations of regional figures.
The SAIPE would also be included in the report and would be used as the primary data source for those indicators
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for which they were available. Because data was accessible for all localities in the region through the SAIPE, an
aggregate regional figure was able to be calculated using consistent data for all localities. It was thought that even
with the reliability issues associated with the ACS and the SAIPE that this data may still be useful to community
leaders when seeking data for grant applications or in other instances where more recent data may be needed.

Calculating a regional figure! for some indicators was also a challenge. Since all the data necessary to compile
a regional figure for the indicators was not always accessible, an aggregate regional figure could not be calculated
for several of the indicators. For instance, for the births to mothers with less than a high school education
indicator, the data for total births and the total number of births to mothers that did not have a high school
education for the given year were not available through the Virginia Department of Health. The only number
available was the percentage of total births that were to mothers with less than a high school education.
Therefore, without the numbers of total births and the total number of births to mothers with less than a high
school education, a regional figure could not be calculated. Because of this deficiency of data with several
indicators, the numbers for the individual localities was included as a comparison to the state with no regional
figure being calculated.

The indicators for which no regional figure could be calculated include: median family income, median income
— seniors aged 65-74, median income — seniors aged 75 and over, affordability of a single-family home, births to
mothers with less than a high school diploma and typical monthly household utility costs. These indicators have
been included in a separate appendix (Appendix C) as it was felt that even though these indicators contain valuable
data and are worth including, their inclusion with the indicators for which regional data could be calculated would
detract from the regional approach that has been a primary focus of this report.

While the methodology that was used in compiling this report was by no means perfect or optimal, the
intention was to create a sense of community and interconnectedness within the region. It was felt that this
intention was best served by using the chosen methods. In the future, as conversations within the community take
place and as cooperation amongst agencies and organizations within the region increases, more recent and relevant
data will, hopefully, be made available through indicator reports similar to this.

Why These Indicators and This Region

The Steering Committee selected the indicators included in this report for several important reasons. First,
when viewed as a constellation of data points, these indicators provide a realistic description of the household
economy in the region. Second, each indicator included in the report was subjected to a screen of criteria adopted
by the committee to insure its validity, reliability and relevance to the issue of household economic well being.?
Finally, as stated by the Chair of the Steering Committee, “These indicators are intended to provide the
information needed to encourage a dialogue, increase involvement and to facilitate decision making in efforts to
improve the quality of life in the Roanoke Region.”

The eight jurisdictions included in the report were selected based on the Steering Committee’s perception that
people in these jurisdictions receive services from agencies located in neighboring jurisdictions. Additionally, the
geographic connections of the jurisdictions to and among each other are such that services are readily available
across boundaries. Finally, inclusion of all eight jurisdictions provides regional data that sheds light on the assets
and deficits of the region as a whole. By including all eight jurisdictions in the report the data sparks future
regional dialogue and encourages data driven decision making on a regional basis.

The Regional Indicators

A total of 39 indicators are listed on the following page. The indicators are subdivided into seven categories.
Indicators under each of the seven categories are presented in tables and graphs in separate sections of this report.
Data trends on each indicator are presented for each jurisdiction with region and state data included for

I Regional figures for the indicators for which all the necessary data was available and accessible was done as a simple
calculation of the aggregate compilation of data for all localities in the region; no weighted average calculations were made.

2 See Appendix A for the complete listing of indicator criteria adopted by the Steering Committee.
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comparative purposes. A brief statement of “where we stand” as a region is included for each indicator. No
regional and state comparison was possible for six of the 39 indicators. Because jurisdictional data were available
for these six, they are covered separately in Appendix C.

Household Economic Indicators

Education
Third grade proficiency assessments; history;
math; reading; science
Percent graduating high school
Educational attainment
High School diploma
Bachelors degree or higher

Job Related
Unemployment rate
Unemployment insurance payments
Net employment growth
Job growth by industry and salary band

Income/Asset Related

Per capita income

Median income for seniors: aged 65-74; 75 years
and over

Median family income

Consumer price index

Number of chapter 7 and chapter 13
bankruptcies filings

Annual average wage

Housing Related
Average rental costs
Housing units lacking complete plumbing
facilities

Housing Related (continued)

Typical monthly household utility costs —
(water and electric)

Affordability of a single-family home
Length of residency
Owner-occupied housing units
Renter-occupied housing units
Single-family residential building permits

Public Assistance/Low Income
Children in free/reduced lunch
Supplemental Security Income Recipients (SSI)
TANTF recipients
Food Stamp recipients
Poverty rate
Poverty rate for seniors
Poverty rate for people with disabilities
Childcare subsidy recipients
Poverty rate for children
Births to mothers with less than a high school
education

Other
Percent of households with no vehicle
Food bank distributions (Ibs.)
Number of people without health insurance

History of the Roanoke Region?

The history that binds the people of the Roanoke Region sets a context for understanding the demographics
in the Region today. That history begins when the first pioneers explored the Roanoke Region as early as the 17th
century. An exploration party's report in 1671 told of the "blue mountains and a snug flat valley beside the upper
Roanoke River." For the next seventy years, after this initial exploration, the region remained undistutbed by

settlers.

As the land to the east of the mountains became developed, pioneers began moving into the western regions
of Virginia. These eatly settlers from eastern Virginia were joined by people from Pennsylvania seeking new lands

Y leaa.

in the rich Shenandoah Valley. The newcomers began farming in the Roanoke Valley by 1740.

As tradesmen and farmers moved into the region, new counties and communities were established. Botetourt
County was created in 1769, with the town of Fincastle as its seat. For a short period, the vast county stretched
westward to the Mississippi River. Roanoke County was separated from Botetourt in 1838. Craig County was
formed in 1851 from Botetourt County, Roanoke County, Giles and Monroe Counties, with New Castle as its seat.

3 City of Roanoke Website
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Towns formed within what is now the city of Roanoke in the first decades of the 19th Century. Antwerp was
subdivided in 1801 followed by Gainesborough in 1825 (the present Gainsboro neighborhood) and Old Lick in
1834. The Gainesborough settlement remained the most populous community until 1874 when the Town of Big
Lick was chartered. This tiny village of less than five hundred people was to become the town of Roanoke in 1882
and in 1884, the city of Roanoke. The new town was located along the old Atlantic, Mississippi and Ohio Railroad,
later to become the Norfolk & Western.

The completion of the Shenandoah Valley Railroad from Hagerstown, Maryland to its junction with the newly
formed Norfolk & Western Railway in 1882, marked the start of rapid growth. The adjacent town of Vinton, VA
was also incorporated at this time.

The town of Salem, VA, established in 1806, became the county seat for Roanoke County. Salem, Virginia
was the largest town within the area during these formative years and was located on two stage lines. Salem
remained the major center of activity in the Roanoke area until the mid 1880's and then became an independent
city in 1968.

Alleghany County was established on January 5, 1822 from parts of Botetourt, Bath, and Monroe counties. It
was named for the Allegheny Mountains in which it is located. During the Civil War, the iron for the Merrimac
came from Longdale Furnace in the county. Regiments from Alleghany County were at the surrender at
Appomattox.

Franklin County, geographically the largest county in the Roanoke Region, was formed in 1785 from parts of
Bedford County and Henry County. It was named for Benjamin Franklin. This county was home to Confederate
General Jubal Anderson Early, and Booker T. Washington, a slave who became one of the main civil rights
activists of his era.

The Roanoke Valley’s geographic location west of the Blue Ridge Mountains and midway of the "great valley"
between Maryland and Tennessee has been a key to its growth.

Demographics of the Roanoke Region

Today, the Roanoke Region covers an expanse of more than 2,320 square miles, a land mass larger than the
states of Rhode Island or Delaware. Itis composed of the following counties: Alleghany, Botetourt, Craig,
Franklin, and Roanoke; and cities: Covington, Roanoke, and Salem. Each county has a board of supervisors and
county administrator, and each city has a city council and city manager. There are nine incorporated towns in the
Roanoke Region.

To understand the demographics of the Roanoke Region, it is important to reflect on changes taking place
wortld-wide. According to the Central Intelligence Agency, July 2001 report: Long Term Global Demographic Trends;
Reshaping the Geopolitical Landscape, the population will be very different by 2050 than what it is today.*
Demographic trends from the report show an aging, more urbanized, multi colored planet, with “youth bulges” in
developing countries like Pakistan, Afghanistan, Saudi Arabia, and Iraq. Because of these future global
demographic trends there will be an increase in migration and health and environmental issues.

The population is aging worldwide and by 2050 over 16% of the planet’s population will be 65 and older,
compared to 6.9% in 2000 according to the United Nations World Population Prospects.> The United States will
surpass this projection by 2020, when 16.3% of the population will be 65 years or over. In Virginia, the 65 + age
group comprised 11.6% of the population in 2006, and will make up 12.2% in the year 2010. By 2020, 15.5% of
Virginians will be 65 and over. By the year 2030, 18.5% of Virginia’s population will be of that age group. In 2000,

*Long Term Global Demographic Trends: Reshaping the Geopolitical Landscape. Washington DC: Central Intelligence
Agency, July 2001.

5 Population division of the Department of Economic and Social Affairs of the United Nations Secretariat, World Population
Prospects: The 2006 Revision Population Database.
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the Roanoke Region’s population in the 65 and older age group was 16%. By 2020, 20% of the Roanoke Region’s
population will be age 65 or older, and by 2030, 23% of Roanoke Region residents will be 65 years of age or older,
far exceeding the world and state projections (see Table 1).

Table 1
% Of Population age 65 and over
1990 2000 2006 2010%%** 2020%%** 2030%%** 2050
Region ** 15.0% 16.0% 16.0% 16.4% 20.0% 23.0%
Virginia** 10.7% 11.2% 11.6% 12.2% 15.5% 18.5%
United States * 12.5% 12.4% 12.4% 13.0% 16.3% 20.0%
World* 6.1% 6.9% 7.0% 7.7% 9.4% 11.7% 16.2%
Source:
* Population division of the Department of Economic and Social Affairs of the United Nations Secretariat, World
Population Prospects: The 2006 Revision and World Urbanization Prospects: The 2005 Revision.
**CDC WONDER On-line database
*** Vlirginia Employment Commission, Virginia Workforce Connection

Further evidence of an aging population is the median age. In 2000, the median age of the population world-
wide was 26.7 years. In the United States, the median age was 35.3. The median age in Virginia in 2000 was 35.7.
As shown in Table 2, all of the Roanoke Region jurisdictions had a median age well over the state median in 2000.
The lowest median age was in the City of Roanoke at 37.6 years and the highest median age was in Alleghany
County at 41.1 years.

Table 2
Median Age 2000
Alleghany 41.1 Roanoke County 40.9 Virginia 35.7
Botetourt 40.7 Covington 40.5 **United States 35.3
Craig 39.6 Roanoke City 37.6 **World 26.7
Franklin 39.7 Salem 39.2

Table 2: U.S. Census Bureau, Factfinder 2000;
**Population division of the Department of Economic and Social Affairs of the United Nations Secretariat, World Population
Prospects: The 2006 Revision and World Urbanization Prospects: The 2005 Revision.

As can be seen in Table 3, in the year 2000 the total population of the Roanoke Region was 311,905. By the
year 20006, the population had grown to 317,723. Population growth over the six-year period was 2% as compared
to an 8% growth for the Commonwealth of Virginia. The Region shows a marginal growth of .73% from 2006 to
2010 with a total population of 320,040. Individual population tables by age cohorts can be found in Appendix B.

The demographics of the population in the Roanoke Region suggest two emerging trends. First is the
significant increase in the 50 and over age groups and the second is the decreasing number of the younger cohorts.
The aging population is growing and the younger populations are not growing. The 85+ age group has the
greatest percentage increase from 1990 to 2010 in the Roanoke Region. According to the Census Bureau National
Projections, this age group is growing the fastest and is predicted to increase 389% from 2000 to 2050. Clearly,
how the Region deals with its aging population as well as its decreasing younger population will greatly impact its
future.
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Table 3

Roanoke Region Population by Age Group

Percent *Total Percent
Age 1990 2000 2006 Change Projected Change
In Years Census Census Census 1990 - Population 1990 -
2006 2010 Est. 2010
<1 3,790 3,566 3,667 -3.25%
1-4 14,375 14,289 14,384 0.06% 19,153 33.24%
5-9 17,777 19,928 18,115 1.90% 19,121 7.56%
10-14 17,604 20,457 19,714 11.99% 18,507 5.13%
15-19 19,927 19,313 20,118 0.96% 20,922 4.99%
20-24 19,594 16,445 18,376 -6.22% 19,922 1.67%
25-29 22,108 18,747 19,585 -11.41% 18,498 -16.33%
30-34 23,753 20,639 18,863 -20.59% 18,175 -23.48%
35-39 23,400 23,990 21,163 -9.56% 19,068 -18.51%
40-44 22,699 25,329 23,692 4.37% 20,818 -8.29%
45-49 17,763 24,364 25,121 41.42% 23,574 32.71%
50-54 14,739 23,335 23,971 62.64% 24,667 67.36%
55-59 14,043 17,952 23,159 64.91% 23,465 67.09%
60-64 14,698 14,394 17,034 15.89% 21,696 47.61%
65-69 13,929 13,187 13,515 -2.97% 15,451 10.93%
70-74 10,969 12,470 11,677 6.45% 11,711 6.76%
75-79 8,248 10,450 10,296 24.83% 9,803 18.85%
80-84 5,630 6,986 8,008 42.24% 7,710 36.94%
85+ 4,532 6,064 7,265 60.30% 7,779 71.65%
Total 289,578 311,905 317,723 9.72% 320,040 10.45%

Source: CDC WONDER On-line Database

*Virginia Employment Commission, Virginia Workforce Connection.

Further illustration in Table 4 shows the percentage of the population 50 and over compared to the percentage
of population between the ages of 25-44. This table indicates that the Region’s population is aging and that there
has been a decrease in the younger age groups. The data mirrors these same demographic changes in the
Commonwealth and the country; however, the Region starts with a greater percentage of its population over 50.
By the year 2030, 40% of the population in the Roanoke Region will be over 50 while only 23% will be in the 25-

44 age group.
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Table 4

Population by Age

% Population 50+ Population Ages 25-44

Region Virginia Region Virginia u.S.
1990 30% 24% 26% 1990 32% 34% 32%
2000 34% 27% 27% 2000 28% 32% 30%
2006 36% 30% 30% 2006 26% 29% 28%
2010 38% 32% 32% 2010 24% 27% 27%
2020 40% 35% 35% 2020 25% 27% 26%
2030 40% 35% 36% 2030 23% 26% 25%

Source: CDC WONDER ON-line Database

The Roanoke Region’s population by gender is shown in Table 5 below. While the male population is
growing at a faster rate, projections by the U.S. Census Bureau through 2010 indicate that the ratio of females to

males will remain constant.

Table 5
Roanoke Region by Gender
Percent P;;I;sz; d Percent
Area 1990 Census 2000 Census 2006 Census Char;%e()16990- Population — lgcgrzig%ﬁo
2010 Estimate
Males 138,045 149,272 152,765 11.00% 153,958 12%
Females 151,533 162,633 164,958 9.00% 166,082 10%
Total 289,578 311,905 317,723 10% 320,040 11%

Source: CDC WONDER On-line Database.

* Virginia Employment Commission, Virginia Workforce Connection

The racial composition of the Roanoke Region in 2006 was overwhelmingly white (84%) with twelve percent
(12%) being African-American and 2% being of Hispanic origin. In the Commonwealth of Virginia, the racial

composition was 73.3% white, 20% African American, and 6.3% Hispanic. Appendix B contains racial

demographics for each jurisdiction within the Region. Table 6 below illustrates the Region’s population and

percentage by race and ethnicity.

Council of Community Services — Roanoke Regional Community Indicators

Page | 14




Table 6

Roanoke Region by Race

1990 2000 2006 2010
Percent Percent Percent Percent
Population of Population of Total Population of Total Population of
Total Total
Black/African
Ameri 33,281 (11%) 38,018 (12%) 39,524 (12%) 40,517 (13%)
merican
White 252,868 (87%) 266,520 (85%) 268,073 (84%%) 269,621 (84%)
American
Ind./ Alaska 293 (<1%) 526 (<1%) 547 (<1%) 473 (<1%)
Native
Asian 1,670 (<1%) 3,350 (1%) 4,164 (1.3%) 4,349 (1.4%)
Hispanic/Latin 1,466 (<1%) 3,491 (1%) 5,415 (1.7%) 5,080 (1.6%)
Total 289,578 311,905 317,723 320,040
Population

Source: CDC WONDER On-Line Database

* Virginia Employment Commission, Virginia Workforce Connection

The unique characteristics of the Roanoke Region present challenges for those seeking to plan and take action
on a regional basis. It covers a large landmass with widely ranging demographics from Roanoke City with a high-
density population of 2213.2 persons per square mile to Craig County with a density of 15.4 per square mile.
There are eight separate jurisdictions in the Roanoke Region, each with its own governance structure, rules and
regulations. The combination of urban and rural areas in the Roanoke Region results in vastly different
representations of ethnic and racial compositions (see Appendix B). Population growth also varies significantly
among the jurisdictions, and as will be evident in the indicator data, so do the needs of the people who reside in
each.

Despite these differences and the challenges they present, it is important to identify and track indicators of
well being for the region itself when seeking economic, education and human service strategies to improve the
quality of life for all in the Roanoke Region. The interconnectedness of the localities becomes increasingly
important when developing strategy to attract private enterprise. The interdependence should also be recognized
when considering state and federal support to provide education, workforce development and human services
across jurisdictional boundaries.

The indicators on the following pages are clustered by content area. Fach indicator cluster is presented on a
separate cover page which outlines the indicators in that cluster. Individual indicators within each cluster follow
the cover page. The indicator data in each table are presented for the locality and aggregated for the region. The
region’s aggregate performance is then compared to performance at the state level.
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Education Related Indicators

e Third Grade Proficiency Assessments
O History and Social Science
O Mathematics
O Reading
O Science
e Percent Graduating High School
e FEducational Attainment — High School Diploma or Higher

e Educational Attainment — Bachelot’s Degree or Higher

Education and the economy are inextricably linked. The
Steering Committee identified the indicators above as
particularly important predictors of economic well being.
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Third Grade Proficiency Assessments - History and Social Science

Definition: Percentage of students within school district that passed the third grade SOL tests and other statewide
assessments for history and social science.

Region-State Trend Comparison
93% /
92%

919 /I
90%

8994 l/

88%
87%
2004-2005 2005-2006 2006-2007
—4—Region == Virginia
- N

Where we stand: The percentage of third grade
students passing the proficiency assessments for history
and social science increased 4% in the region from
89% in 2004-2005 to 93% in 2006-2007

~ -/
Area Data
Change from
Area 2004 - 2005 2005-2006 Change 2006-2007 2004-2005 to
2006-2007
Alleghany County 84% 88% +4% 92% +8%
Botetourt County 95% 95% No Change 95% No Change
Craig County 94% 94% No Change 96% +2%
Franklin County 94% 96% +2% 97% +3%
Roanoke County 90% 92% +2% 94% +4%
Covington City 95% 89% -6% 100% +5%
Roanoke City 83% 86% +3% 89% +6%
Salem City 95% 97% +2% 95% No Change
Region 89% 91% +2% 93% +4%
Virginia 89% 91% +2% 92% +3%

Source: Virginia Department of Education
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Third Grade Proficiency Assessments - Mathematics

Definition: Percentage of students within school district that passed the third grade SOL testing and other
statewide assessments for mathematics.

mathematics increased 5% in the region from 87% in

Region-State Trend Comparison
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Where we stand: The percentage of third grade
students passing the proficiency assessments for

2004-2005 to 92% in 2006-2007.

N~ -/
Area Data
Change from
Area 2004-2005 2005-2006 Change 2006-2007 2004-2005 to
2006-2007
Alleghany County 85% 94% +9% 90% +5%
Botetourt County 94% 95% +1% 94% No Change
Craig County 84% 94% +10% 85% +1%
Franklin County 94% 94% No Change 95% +1%
Roanoke County 89% 91% +2% 95% +6%
Covington City 97% 85% -12% 100% +3%
Roanoke City 77% 85% +8% 85% +8%
Salem City 94% 97% +3% 93% -1%
Region 87% 91% +4% 92% +5%
Virginia 88% 90% +2% 89% +1%
Source: Virginia Department of Education
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Third Grade Proficiency Assessments - Reading

Definition: Percentage of students within school district that passed the third grade SOL tests and other statewide
assessments for reading.

Region-State Trend Comparisin
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Where we stand: The percentage of third grade
students passing the proficiency assessments for reading
increased 5% in the region from 78% in 2004-2005
to 83% in 2006-2007

. -/
Area Data
Change from
Area 2004-2005 2005-2006 Change 2006-2007 2004-2005 to
2006-2007
Alleghany County 73% 87% +14% 82% +9%
Botetourt County 86% 90% +4% 89% +3%
Craig County 69% 88% +19% 73% +4%
Franklin County 84% 92% +8% 89% +5%
Roanoke County 78% 88% +10% 88% +10%
Covington City 88% 80% -8% 94% +6%
Roanoke City 69% 76% +7% 71% +2%
Salem City 84% 92% +8% 86% +2%
Region 78% 86% +8% 83% +5%
Virginia 77% 84% +7% 80% +3%

Source: Virginia Department of Education
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Third Grade Proficiency Assessments — Science

Definition: Percentage of students within school district that passed the third grade SOL tests and other statewide
assessments for science.

Region-State Trend Comparison
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Where we stand: The percentage of third grade
students passing the proficiency assessments for science
in the region remained at 91% from 2004-2005 to

2006-2007.
- -/
Area Data
Change from
Area 2004-2005 2005-2006 Change 2006-2007 2004-2005 to
2006-2007
Alleghany County 89% 90% +1% 90% +1%
Botetourt County 96% 96% No Change 95% -1%
Craig County 88% 90% +2% 88% No Change
Franklin County 95% 95% No Change 95% No Change
Roanoke County 92% 92% No Change 93% +1%
Covington City 97% 84% -13% 100% +3%
Roanoke City 85% 88% +3% 85% No Change
Salem City 94% 96% +2% 94% No Change
Region 91% 92% +1% 91% No Change
Virginia 89% 90% +1% 88% -1%

Source: Virginia Department of Education
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Percent Graduating High School

Definition: Diploma graduates and completers as percent of ninth grade membership four years earlier.

Region-State Trend Comparison
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Where we stand: The graduation rate in the region
increased 2.2% from 75.5% in 2004-2005 to 77.7%

2007

\

in 2006-2007.
- 7/
Area Data
Change from
Area 2004-2005 2005-2006 Change 2006-2007 2004-2005 to
2006-2007
Alleghany County 76.1% 82.0% +5.9% 75.9% -0.2%
Botetourt County 82.2% 79.0% -3.2% 91.0% +8.8%
Craig County 77.4% 82.5% +5.1% 67.6% -9.8%
Franklin County 74.6% 74.1% -0.5% 74.3% -0.3%
Roanoke County 89.9% 90.3% +0.4% 92.2% +2.3%
Covington City 72.9% 85.3% +12.4% 69.0% -3.9%
Roanoke City 58.3% 59.9% +1.6% 59.1% +0.8%
Salem City 77.6% 80.5% +2.9% 83.6% +6.0%
Region 75.5% 76.5% +1.0% 77.7% +2.2%
Virginia 76.7% 76.4% -0.3% 76.8% +0.1%

Source: Virginia Department of Education
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Educational Attainment — High School Diploma or Higher

Definition: Percentage of individuals within locality aged 25 and over with a high school diploma or higher.

Where we stand: The percentage of individuals in the

Region-State Trend Comparison
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region aged 25 and over with a high school diploma
or higher increased 8.2% from 71.0% in 1990 to
79.2% in 2000.

N~ -/
Area Data
Change
Area 1990 2000 Change 2005 ACS 2006 ACS from 1990
to 2006
Alleghany County 67.4% 77.5% +10.1%
Botetourt County 72.9% 81.4% +8.5%
Craig County 68.4% 76.6% +8.2%
Franklin County 59.8% 72.2% +12.4%
Roanoke County 79.4% 85.8% +6.4% 89.0% 89.5% +10.1%
Covington City 64.8% 71.4% +6.6%
Roanoke City 67.9% 76.0% +8.1% 81.9% 79.3% +11.4%
Salem City 76.0% 82.0% +6.0%
Region 71.0% 79.2% +8.2%
Virginia 75.1% 81.5% +6.4% 85.4% 85.4% +10.3%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau; American Community Survey (ACS)
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Educational Attainment — Bachelor’s Degree or Higher

Definition: Percentage of individuals within locality aged 25 and over with a Bachelor’s degree or higher.

Region-State Trend Comparison
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Where we stand: The percentage of individuals aged
25 and over with a Bachelor’s degree or higher
increased 4.2% from 16.2% in 1990 to 20.4% in
2000.
- /
Area Data
Area 1990 2000 Change 2005 ACS 2006 ACS ]%g%“tgg gg&
Alleghany County 9.3% 13.6% +4.3%
Botetourt County 13.6% 19.6% +6.0%
Craig County 7.7% 10.8% +3.1%
Franklin County 10.1% 14.8% +4.7%
Roanoke County 22.6% 28.2% +5.6% 32.0% 31.6% +9.0%
Covington City 6.9% 6.4% -0.5%
Roanoke City 15.7% 18.7% +3.0% 21.7% 20.2% +4.3%
Salem City 17.9% 19.8% +1.9%
Region 16.2% 20.4% +4.2%
State 24.6% 29.5% +4.9% 33.1% 32.8% +8.2%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau; American Community Survey (ACS)
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Job Related Indicators

e Unemployment Rate
e Unemployment Insurance Payments
e Net Employment Growth

e Job Growth by Industry and Salary Band

Job related indicators are key to describing and
understanding the well being of the household economy.

Council of Community Services — Roanoke Regional Community Indicators Page | 24



Unemployment Rate

Definition: The number of unemployed people as a percentage of the labor force.

Region-State Trend Comparison
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Where we stand: The unemployment rate decreased
0.3% in the region from 3.5% in 2005 to 3.2% in
2007.
- ~/
Area Data
Area 2005 2006 Change 2007 zcohgsnfz 286“7
Alleghany County 4.6% 4.8% +0.2% 4.3% -0.3%
Botetourt County 3.0% 2.6% -0.4% 2.6% -0.4%
Craig County 3.8% 3.4% -0.4% 3.7% -0.1%
Franklin County 3.6% 3.1% -0.5% 3.3% -0.3%
Roanoke County 2.9% 2.6% -0.3% 2.5% -0.4%
Covington City 5.6% 7.1% +1.5% 5.8% +0.2%
Roanoke City 4.1% 3.7% -0.4% 3.8% -0.3%
Salem City 3.1% 2.9% -0.2% 3.0% -0.1%
Region 3.5% 3.2% -0.3% 3.2% -0.3%
Virginia 3.5% 3.0% -0.5% 3.0% -0.5%

Source: Virginia Employment Commission
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Unemployment Insurance Payments

Definition: Total amount of unemployment insurance paid to individuals within the locality.

Regional Trend Data
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Where we stand: Unemployment insurance payments
increased in the region 20.4% from $12,075,024 in
2005 to $14,532,574 in 2007.

\

- ~/
Area Data
Area 2005 2006 z‘;’;crfg; 2007 ;Ohc‘;‘;‘%z 386“7
Alleghany County $885,820 $1,233,825 +39.3% $768,015 -13.3%
Botetourt County $967,030 $906,548 -6.3% $1,144,381 +18.3%
Craig County $226,216 $233,379 +3.2% $293,021 +29.5%
Franklin County $1,862,779 $2,096,046 +12.5% $2,576,580 +38.3%
Roanoke County $2,620,922 $2,673,706 +2.0% $2,797,159 +6.7%
Covington City $572,921 $980,012 +71.0% $506,997 -11.5%
Roanoke City $4,278,185 $4,909,435 +14.8% $5,485,320 +28.2%
Salem City $661,151 $833,576 +26.1% $961,101 +45.4%
Region $12,075,024 $13,866,527 +14.8% $14,532,574 +20.4%
Virginia $280,130,941 $287,935,814 +2.8% $316,060,906 +12.8%
Source: Virginia Employment Commission
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Net Employment Growth

Definition: Annual change of employment in civilian labor force.

Region-State Trend Comparison
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Where we stand: The region experienced a 4.4%
growth in net employment from 2004 to 2007.
- -
Area Data
Area Change from 2004 Change from 2005 | Change from 2006 Change from 2004
to 2005 to 2006 to 2007 to 2007
Alleghany County +18 (+0.2%) -234 (-3.2%) - (-1.6%) -327 (-4.5%)
Botetourt County +293 (+1.8%) +375 (+2.2%) +170 (+1.0%) +838 (+5.1%)
Craig County +43 (+1.8%) +39 (+1.6%) +25 (+1.0%) +107 (+4.5%)
Franklin County +433 (+1.8%) +672 (+2.7%) +251 (+1.0%) | +1,356 | (+5.6%)
Roanoke County +805 (+1.8%) +1868 | (+4.1%) +474 (+1.0%) | +3,147 | (+7.0%)
Covington City +6 (+0.2%) -144 (-5.2%) -41 (-1.6%) -179 (-6.5%)
Roanoke City +773 (+1.8%) -39 (-.1%) +437 (+1.0%) +1,171 (+2.7%)
Salem City +218 (+1.8%) +352 (+2.8%) +126 (+1.0%) +696 (+5.7%)
Region +2,589 | (+1.7%) | +2,889 | (+2.0%) | +1,331 | (+0.8%) | +6,809 | (+4.4%)
Virginia +84,967 | (+2.3%) | +76,245 | (+2.0%) | +57,009 | (+1.5%) | +218,221 | (+5.9%)

Sources: Virginia Employment Commission, LAUS Unit and Bureau of Labor Statistics
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Job Growth by Industry and Salary Band

Definition: Top 20 growth industries calculated as percent change from 2004 industry estimates to 2014 industry

projections.

laciusiy Estimated | Projected Net Percent i‘;ﬁ:igf
2004 2014 Change | Change Salkeny

Computer Software Engineers, Systems Software 453 727 +274 | +60.5% | $89,846
Home Health Aides 389 662 +273 | +70.2% | $21,136
Computer Systems Analysts 475 669 +194 | +40.8% | $65,406
Network and Computer Systems Administrators 277 394 +177 | +42.2% | $63,263
Child, Family and School Social Workers 407 574 +167 | +41.0% | $32,770
Network Systems & Data Communications Analysts 340 498 +158 | +46.5% | $63,605
Medical Assistants 263 384 +121 +46.0% | $23,646
Veterinary Assistants & Laboratory Animal Caretakers 151 251 +100 | +66.2% | $19,593
Social and Human Service Assistants 172 259 +87 +50.6% | $24,573
Personal Financial Advisors 206 292 +86 +41.8% | $88,477
Personal and Home Care Aides 186 262 +76 +40.9% | $16,496
Paralegals and Legal Assistants 146 205 +59 +40.4% | $42,904
Veterinarians 90 145 +55 +61.1% | $74,307
Database Administrators 89 131 +42 +47.2% | $51,654
Physical Therapist Assistants 99 139 +40 +40.4% | $45,401
Physician Assistants 59 86 +27 +45.8% | $63,259
Health Educators 58 80 +22 +37.9% | $43,332
Compensation and Benefits Managers 35 50 +15 +42.9% | $56,095
Political Science Teachers, Postsecondary 13 18 +5 +38.5% | $68,508
Loan Counselors 10 14 +4 +40.0% | $32,791

Source: Virginia Employment Commission

*Note: Data are for the Virginia Employment Commission’s Workforce Investment Area III which encompasses the entire Roanoke

Region.

—

Where we stand: According to the Virginia
Employment Commission’s estimates and projections,
the computer software industry is the fastest growing

occupational field in the region. The industry is
expected to experience a net increase of 274 jobs from
~ 2004 to 2014
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Income and Asset Related Indicators

e Per Capita Income

e Consumer Price Index

e Number of Chapter 7 and 13 Bankruptcy Filings
e Annual Average Wage

This cluster of income and asset related indicators paints a
picture of the income and purchasing power of households in
the region. As such, they are helpful in assessing the state of
the regional household economy.
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Per Capita Income

Definition: Total personal income of locality’s residents divided by the locality’s total population.

Region-State Trend Comparison
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Where we stand: Per capita income increased 6.8% in
the region from $31,305 in 2004 to $33,447 in 2006.

- /
Area Data
Change
Area 2004 2005 Change 2006 from 2004
to 2006
Alleghany County & Covington City* $24,702 $25,685 +4.0% $26,466 +7.1%
Botetourt County $31,012 $33,641 +8.5% $35,070 +13.1%
Craig County $24,319 $25,963 +6.8% $27,158 +11.7%
Franklin County $26,873 $27,674 +3.0% $28,893 +7.5%
Roanoke County & Salem City* $34,296 $34,823 +1.5% $35,978 +4.9%
Roanoke City $30,693 $31,616 +3.0% $33,358 +8.7%
Region $31,305 $32,250 +3.0% $33,447 +6.8%
Virginia $35,841 $37.,968 +5.9% $39,540 +10.3%

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of Economic Analysis

*No separate data available for noted localities. Data for the two localities has been combined in the Bureau of Economic Analysis’ figures.
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Consumer Price Index — All Urban Consumers (CPI-U)

Definition: A measure of the average change in prices over time of goods and services purchased by

householders.
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Where we stand: The prices of goods and services
increased 9.2% from 2005 to 2007 for all urban
consumers in the U.S. Department of Labor’s
Washington-Baltimore region.

N~ -/
Area Data
Change from 2005
Area 2005 2006 Change 2007 10 2007
DC-MD-VA-WV 124.3 128.8 +4.5% 133.5 +9.2%

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics
Note: CPI-U data is for the DC-MD-VA-WV Area. No data available for the localities within the Roanoke Region.

CPI-U includes expenditures by urban wage workers and clerical workers, professional, managerial, and technical workers, the self-
employed, short-term workers, the unemployed, retirees and others not in the labor force.

The index measures price change from a designed reference date. For the CPI-U, the reference base is November 1996 equals 100. An
increase of 16.5 percent from the reference base, for example, is shown as 116.5 (Bureau of Labor Statistics).
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Number of Chapter 7 and 13 Bankruptcy Filings

Definition: Total number of combined business and non-business Chapter 7 and 13 bankruptcy filings within

locality.
Regional Trend Data
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Where we stand: Spurred in part by legislative
changes, the total number of Chapter 7 and 13
bankruptcy filings decreased 61% in the region from
2,779 in 2005 to 1,083 in 2007.
- ~/
Area Data
Change from
Area 2005 2006 Change 2007 2005 to 2007
Alleghany County 114 15 -86.8% 23 -80.0%
Botetourt County 192 56 -70.8% 73 -62.0%
Craig County 38 6 -84.2% 8 -79.0%
Franklin County 400 154 -61.5% 180 -55.0%
Roanoke County 709 238 -66.4% 285 -60.0%
Covington City 10 15 +50.0% 19 +90.0%
Roanoke City 1,1 387 -65.2% 410 -63.1%
Salem City 205 58 -71.7% 85 -58.5%
Region 2,779 929 -66.6% 1,083 -61.0%
Virginia 44,972 13,097 -70.9% 19,349 -57.0%

Source: U.S. Bankruptcy Court

Note: In October of 2005, the Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and Consumer Protection Act was enacted to create a new system that
increases the proof necessary to qualify for filing for bankruptcy (Georgetown Law Library). Data in the above bankruptcy filing table
may reflect this legislative change.
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Annual Average Wage

Definition: Annual average wage of workers within locality.
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Where we stand: The annual average wage for the
region increased 7.1% from $32,968 in 2005 to

$35,308 in 2007.

- ~/
Area Data
Area 2005 2006 Change 2007 Cha”fg 288172005
Alleghany County $29.224 $29,952 +2.5% $29,952 +2.5%
Botetourt County $32,032 $33,020 +3.1% $33,124 +3.4%
Craig County $23,972 $24,232 +1.1% $25,844 +7.8%
Franklin County $26,780 $27,248 +1.8% $27,768 +3.7%
Roanoke County $30,940 $31,460 +1.7% $34,528 +11.6%
Covington City $36,244 $36,504 +0.7% $37,908 +4.6%
Roanoke City $33,904 $34,996 +3.2% $36,088 +6.4%
Salem City $37,544 $39,104 +4.2% $41,080 +9.4%
Region $32,968 $33,852 +2.7% $35,308 +7.1%
Virginia $42,276 $44,044 +4.2% $46,020 +8.9%
Source: Labor Market Statistics, Covered Employment and Wages Program
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Housing Related Indicators

e Average Rental Costs

e Length of Residency

e Owner-Occupied Housing Units

e Renter-Occupied Housing Units

e Single-Family Residential Building Permits

e Housing Units Lacking Complete Plumbing Facilities

These housing related indicators help provide insight into the
status of the regional household economy.
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Average Rental Costs

Definition: Aggregate monthly gross rent divided by total number of renter occupied housing units within

locality.
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Where we stand: Average monthly rental costs
increased 39.5% in the region from $329in 1990 to
$459 in 2000.
N~ -/
Area Data
Area 1990 2000 Change 2005 ACS 2006 ACS é@%”fg gggz
Alleghany County $217 $268 +23.5%
Botetourt County $232 $383 +65.1%
Craig County $182 $284 +56.0%
Franklin County $213 $300 +40.9%
Roanoke County $395 $549 +40.0% $593 $662 +67.6%
Covington City $300 $385 +28.3%
Roanoke City $328 $460 +40.2% $569 $610 +86.0%
Salem City $389 $525 +35.0%
Region $329 $459 +39.5%
Virginia $493 $648 +31.4% $829 $872 +76.9%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau; American Community Survey (ACS)
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Length of Residency

Definition: Percentage of householders within locality that have resided in the same unit for ten years or more.
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Where we stand: The percentage of householders in
the region that have resided in the same unit for ten
years or more has increased 2.8% from 12.8% in 1990

~ -/
Area Data
Area 1990 2000 Change 2005 ACS Cha“fg ;rgorg e
Alleghany County 12.8% 13.0% +0.2%
Botetourt County 13.9% 20.0% +6.1%
Craig County 14.9% 16.7% +1.8%
Franklin County 13.8% 17.5% +3.7%
Roanoke County 13.2% 16.0% +2.8% 15.9% +2.7%
Covington City 9.9% 11.9% +2.0%
Roanoke City 11.9% 14.0% +2.1% 14.8% +2.9%
Salem City 14.1% 15.1% +1.0%
Region 12.8% 15.6% +2.8%
Virginia 13.2% 15.9% +2.7% 16% +2.8%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau; American Community Survey (ACS)
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Owner-Occupied Housing Units

Definition: Percentage of total occupied housing units within locality that are owner-occupied.

Region-State Trend Comparison
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Where we stand: The percentage of owner-occupied
housing units increased 1.0% in the region from
70.3% in 1990 to 71.3% in 2000.

N~ -/
Area Data
Area 1990 2000 Change 2005 ACS 2006 ACS gg%”tgg ;rgcr)g
Alleghany County 82.1% 84.9% +2.8%
Botetourt County 85.7% 87.8% +2.1%
Craig County 83.1% 81.2% -1.9%
Franklin County 81.2% 81.1% -0.1%
Roanoke County 77.3% 77.2% -0.1% 81.9% 80.8% +3.5%
Covington City 69.2% 69.7% +0.5%
Roanoke City 56.6% 56.3% -0.3% 60.8% 59.5% +2.9%
Salem City 67.4% 67.6% +0.2%
Region 70.3% 71.3% +1.0%
Virginia 66.3% 68.1% +1.8% 69.6% 69.9% +3.6%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau; American Community Survey (ACS)
Council of Community Services — Roanoke Regional Community Indicators Page | 37




Renter-Occupied Housing Units

Definition: Percentage of total occupied housing units within locality that are renter-occupied.

Region-State Trend Comparison
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Where we stand: The percentage of renter-occupied
housing units in the region declined 1.0% from 29.7%
in 1990 to 28.7% in 2000.

N~ -/
Area Data
Area 1990 2000 Change 2005 ACS 2006 ACS ]%g%”tgs ;rgg‘é
Alleghany County 17.9% 15.1% -2.8%
Botetourt County 14.3% 12.2% -2.1%
Craig County 16.9% 18.8% +1.9%
Franklin County 18.8% 18.9% +0.1%
Roanoke County 22.7% 22.8% +0.1% 18.1% 20.0% -2.7%
Covington City 30.8% 30.3% -0.5%
Roanoke City 43.4% 43.7% +0.3% 39.2% 40.5% -2.9%
Salem City 32.6% 32.4% -0.2%
Region 29.7% 28.7% -1.0%
Virginia 33.7% 31.9% -1.8% 30.4% 30.1% -3.6%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau; American Community Survey (ACS)
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Single-Family Residential Building Permits

Definition: Total number of new, privately-owned, single-family residential housing units authorized by building

permits.
Regional Trend Data
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Where we stand: The number of single-family
residential building permits authorized in the region
declined 30.5% from 1,447 in 2005 to 1,005 in 2007.
N~ -/
Area Data
Area 2005 2006 Change 2007 Cha”fg ggg‘foos
Alleghany County 31 29 -6.5% 21 -32.3%
Botetourt County 273 194 -28.9% 137 -49.8%
Craig County 34 34 No Change 26 -23.5%
Franklin County 509 475 -6.7% 374 -26.5%
Roanoke County 381 396 +3.9% 347 -8.9%
Covington City 6 3 -50.0% 3 -50.0%
Roanoke City 151 80 -47.0% 89 -41.1%
Salem City 62 10 -83.9% 8 -87.1%
Region 1,447 1,221 -15.6% 1,005 -30.5%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
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Housing Units Lacking Complete Plumbing Facilities

Definition: Percentage of occupied housing units within locality that lack complete plumbing facilities.
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Where we stand: The percentage of occupied housing
units that lack complete plumbing facilities in the
region declined 0.8% from 1.4% in 1990 to 0.6% in

2000.
~ -/
Area Data
Area 1990 2000 | Change | 2005ACS | 2006 ACS Cha“gezggg“ 1990
Alleghany County 6.0% 1.5% -4.5%
Botetourt County 4.0% 0.8% -3.2%
Craig County 6.5% 1.8% -4.7%
Franklin County 2.5% 0.8% -1.7%
Roanoke County 0.6% 0.3% -0.3% 0.5% 0.0% -0.6%
Covington City 0.2% 0.5% +0.3%
Roanoke City 0.4% 0.5% +0.1% 0.3% 0.0% -0.4%
Salem City 0.1% 0.1% 0.0%
Region 1.4% 0.6% -0.8%
Virginia 1.8% 1.1% -0.7% 1.2% 0.4% -1.4%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau; American Community Survey (ACS)
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Public Assistance/Low Income Indicators

e Children Eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch

e Supplemental Security Income Recipients (SSI)
e TANF Recipients

e TFood Stamp Recipients

e DPoverty Rate

e Poverty Rate for Seniors

e Poverty Rate — People with Disabilities

e Childcare Subsidy Recipients

e DPoverty Rate for Children

As can be seen from the number of indicators included in this
section, tracking as much information as possible on public
assistance efforts and low income populations is central to

describing the well being of the household economy.
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Children Eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch

Definition: Percentage of total student enrollment eligible for free and reduced school lunches.

Region-State Trend Comparison
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Where we stand: The percentage of student
enrollment in the region eligible for free and reduced
lunches has increased 0.1% from 35.1% in 2005-2006

to 35.2% in 2007-2008.

- -
Area Data
Change from
Area 2005-2006 2006-2007 Change 2007-2008 2005-2006 to
2007-2008
Alleghany County 37.7% 38.7% +1.0% 40.2% +2.5%
Botetourt County 14.7% 14.0% -0.7% 15.7% +1.0%
Craig County 30.3% 31.9% +1.6% 33.7% +3.4%
Franklin County 41.8% 42.4% +0.6% 41.0% -0.8%
Roanoke County 16.4% 16.7% +0.3% 17.9% +1.5%
Covington City 42.7% 42.1% -0.6% 44.1% +1.4%
Roanoke City 61.4% 61.6% +0.2% 62.3% +0.9%
Salem City 25.8% 22.9% -2.9% 21.9% -3.9%
Region 35.1% 34.9% -0.2% 35.2% +0.1%
Virginia 32.9% 33.3% +0.4% 33.0% +0.1%

Source: Virginia Department of Education
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Supplemental Security Income Recipients (551)

Definition: Total number of individuals within locality that received Supplemental Security Income (SSI)
payments in December of given year.

Regional Trend Data
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Where we stand: The number of SSI recipients in the

region increased 4.7% from 6,952 in 2005 to 7,276 in

2007.
- -/
Area Data
Area 2005 2006 Change 2007 Cha”fg g&;‘;zoos

Alleghany County 485 492 +1.4% 484 -0.2%
Botetourt County 331 350 +5.7% 390 +17.8%
Craig County 120 118 -1.7% 122 +1.7%
Franklin County 934 972 +4.1% 991 +6.1%
Roanoke County 948 992 +4.6% 1,033 +9.0%
Covington City 278 285 +2.5% 3M +11.9%
Roanoke City 3,518 3,528 +0.3% 3,571 +1.5%
Salem City 338 357 +5.6% 374 +10.7%
Region 6,952 7,094 +2.0% 7,276 +4.7%
Virginia 137,662 139,464 +1.3% 140,678 +2.2%

Source: U.S. Social Security

Administration
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TANF Recipients

Definition: Total number of individuals that received Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) in
December of given year.

Regional Trend Data
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Where we stand: The number of TANF recipients
increased in the region by 0.9% from 3,424 in 2006
to 3,454 in 2007.

- -/
Area Data

Area Dec. 2006 Dec. 2007 Change
Alleghany County 128 178 +39.1%
Botetourt County 60 67 +11.7%
Craig County 23 10 -56.5%
Franklin County 412 413 +0.2%
Roanoke County/Salem 501 533 +6.4%
Covington City 104 96 -7.7%

Roanoke City 2,196 2,157 -1.8%
Region 3,424 3,454 +0.9%
Virginia 68,311 62,044 -9.2%

Source: Virginia Department of Social Services
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Food Stamp Recipients

Definition: Total number of individuals that were participants in the food stamp program in December of given

yeat.
Regional Trend Data
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Where we stand: The number of food stamp recipients
in the region increased 9.0% from 26,272 in
December of 2005 to 28,644 in December of 2007.
N~ -/
Area Data
Change from
Area Dec. 2005 Dec. 2006 Change Dec. 2007 2005 to 2007
Alleghany County 1,655 1,685 +1.8% 1,771 +7.0%
Botetourt County 854 830 -2.8% 962 +12.6%
Craig County 338 356 +5.3% 349 +3.3%
Franklin County 4,632 4,840 +4.5% 5,486 +18.4%
Roanoke County/Salem 4,479 4,499 +0.4% 4,563 +1.9%
Covington City 759 819 +7.9% 806 +6.2%
Roanoke City 13,555 13,701 +1.1% 14,707 +8.5%
Region 26,272 26,730 +1.7% 28,644 +9.0%
Virginia 510,376 513,883 +0.7% 534,293 +4.7%
Source: Virginia Department of Social Services
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Poverty Rate

Definition: Percentage of families and unrelated individuals within locality whose total income falls below the
federal poverty guidelines.¢

Region-State Trend Comparison
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Where we stand: The percentage of individuals living
below the poverty level in the region declined 0.5%
from 10.9% in 2003 to 10.4% in 2005.

- 7/
Area Data
Area 2003 2004 Change 2005 Zcohgg‘fg fzrg(‘;’s
Alleghany County 11.1% 10.8% -0.3% 11.6% +0.5%
Botetourt County 6.3% 6.0% -0.3% 6.1% -0.2%
Craig County 9.6% 9.1% -0.5% 10.4% +0.8%
Franklin County 11.5% 10.9% -0.6% 10.5% -1.0%
Roanoke County 6.9% 6.6% -0.3% 5.9% -1.0%
Covington City 12.7% 12.9% +0.2% 13.4% +0.7%
Roanoke City 16.9% 16.3% -0.6% 17.2% +0.3%
Salem City 8.5% 7.9% -0.6% 7.8% -0.7%
Region 10.9% 10.5% -0.4% 10.4% -0.5%
Virginia 10.0% 9.5% -0.5% 10.0% No Change

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Data Integration Division, Small Area Estimates Branch

¢The federal poverty guidelines used to calculate the poverty rate for this indicator can be found in Appendix E.
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Poverty Rate for Seniors

Definition: Percentage of families and unrelated individuals aged 65 and over whose total income falls below the
federal poverty guidelines.”
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Where we stand: The poverty rate for seniors declined
5.0% in the region from 13.6% in 1989 to 8.6% in
1999.
- ~/
Area Data
Area 1989 1999 Change
Alleghany County 16.8% 10.7% -6.1%
Botetourt County 12.5% 6.5% -6.0%
Craig County 16.9% 10.5% -6.4%
Franklin County 22.7% 9.8% -12.9%
Roanoke County 9.8% 4.9% -4.9%
Covington City 13.8% 9.1% -4.7%
Roanoke City 13.9% 11.3% -2.6%
Salem City 7.8% 8.1% +0.3%
Region 13.6% 8.6% -5.0%
Virginia 14.1% 9.5% -4.6%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau

7The federal poverty guidelines used to calculate the poverty rate for this indicator can be found in Appendix E.
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Poverty Rate — People with Disabilities

Definition: Civilian non-institutionalized population aged five years and over with a long lasting physical, mental,
or emotional condition living below the federal poverty guidelines.?

Region-State Data Comparison
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Where we stand: In 2000, 14.9% of individuals living
with a disability in the region were living below the
federal poverty rate.

N~ -
Area Data
Area 5000 Disabled 2000 Dlsgl;tz:rti/nd Below | Percent Dl;i:}:i;nd Below
Alleghany County 2,559 269 10.5%
Botetourt County 5,154 520 10.1%
Craig County 1,025 113 11.0%
Franklin County 8,882 1,281 14.4%
Roanoke County 13,359 981 7.3%
Covington City 1,648 273 16.6%
Roanoke City 22,094 4,868 22.0%
Salem City 4,292 488 11.4%
Region 59,013 8,793 14.9%
Virginia 1,148,540 173,551 15.1%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau

8The federal poverty guidelines used to calculate the poverty rate for this indicator can be found in Appendix E.
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Childcare Subsidy Recipients

Definition: Number of children aged 0-12 within locality that received childcare subsidies.

Where we stand: The number of children aged 0-12 in
the region that were recipients of childcare subsidies
increased 4.3% from 2,712 in 2005 to 2,828 in 2007.

Regional Trend Data
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N~ -/
Area Data
Area 2005 2006 Change 2007 Cha”fg ggg;zoos

Alleghany County 156 146 -6.4% 157 +0.6%
Botetourt County 80 68 -15.0% 75 -6.3%
Craig County 18 14 -22.2% 17 -5.6%
Franklin County 259 299 +15.4% 291 +12.4%
Roanoke County/Salem City 630 676 +7.3% 693 +10.0%
Covington City 97 72 -25.8% 68 -29.9%
Roanoke City 1,472 1,429 -2.9% 1,527 +3.7%
Region 2,712 2,704 -0.3% 2,828 +4.3%

Virginia 62,213 57,991 -6.8% 57,41 -7.7%

Source: Virginia Department of Social Services

*Note: Data for Roanoke County and the City of Salem have been combined by the Virginia Department of Social Services.
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Poverty Rate for Children

Definition: Percentage of locality’s families and unrelated individuals under the age of 18 whose total income falls
below the federal poverty guidelines.®
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Where we stand: The poverty rate for children under
the age of 18 declined 1.4% in the region from 17.0%
in 2003 to 15.6% in 2005.
N~ -
Area Data
Change from 2003
Area 2003 2004 Change 2005 to 2005
Alleghany County 17.7% 15.5% -2.2% 16.9% -0.8%
Botetourt County 8.2% 7.4% -0.8% 7.4% -0.8%
Craig County 14.8% 12.7% -2.1% 15.3% +0.5%
Franklin County 18.0% 15.4% -2.6% 16.1% -1.9%
Roanoke County 8.9% 8.2% -0.7% 7.5% -1.4%
Covington City 19.6% 18.1% -1.5% 21.5% +1.9%
Roanoke City 27.6% 24.3% -3.3% 25.7% -1.9%
Salem City 11.5% 9.6% -1.9% 10.1% -1.4%
Region 17.0.% 15.2% -1.8% 15.6% -1.4%
Virginia 13.7% 12.4% -1.3% 13.2% -0.5%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Data Integration Division, Small Area Estimates Branch

The federal poverty guidelines used to calculate the poverty rate for this indicator can be found in Appendix E.
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Other Related Indicators

e Percent of Households with No Vehicle
e Percent of Adults without Health Insurance

e Food Bank Distributions (Ibs.)

Even though these indicators do not fit neatly in any of the
other categorized clusters of indicators, they are necessary
factors in assessing the state of the regional household
economy.

Council of Community Services — Roanoke Regional Community Indicators Page | 51



Percent of Households with No Vehicle

Definition: Percentage of total occupied housing units within locality with no vehicle.
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Where we stand: The percentage of total occupied
housing units in the region with no vehicle has
declined 1.7% from 9.5% in 1990 to 7.8% in 2000.
- -~/
Area Data
Change from
Area 1990 2000 Change 2005 ACS 2006 ACS 1990 to 2006
Alleghany County 6.8% 5.9% -0.9%
Botetourt County 5.1% 3.7% -1.4%
Craig County 6.3% 6.7% +0.4%
Franklin County 8.0% 6.1% -1.9%
Roanoke County 4.4% 4.3% -0.1% 3.3% 2.3% -2.1%
Covington City 17.0% 16.0% -1.0%
Roanoke City 15.4% 12.7% -2.7% 14.6% 11.8% -3.6%
Salem City 6.3% 6.0% -0.3%
Region 9.5% 7.8% -1.7%
Virginia 9.0% 7.7% -1.3% 6.4% 6.3% -2.7%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau; American Community Survey (ACS)
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Percentage of Adults without Health Insurance

Definition: Percentage of locality’s total adult population with no health insurance.

Regional Trend Data
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Where we stand: The percentage of the adult
population in the region with no health coverage
increased 1.4% from 11.6% in 2004 to 13.0% in 2005.

- ~/
Area Data

Area 2004 2005 Change
Alleghany County 10.5% 11.7% +1.2%
Botetourt County 10.9% 12.3% +1.4%
Craig County 10.8% 12.0% +1.2%
Franklin County 11.6% 13.0% +1.4%
Roanoke County 10.7% 12.0% +1.3%
Covington City 11.2% 12.6% +1.4%
Roanoke City 12.8% 14.4% +1.6%
Salem City 11.7% 13.0% +1.3%
Region 11.6% 13.0% +1.4%

Virginia N/A* 15.0% N/A

Source: Virginia Atlas of Community Health
*Note: data was not tracked for the state of Virginia for 2004 the Virginia Atlas of Community Health.
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Food Bank Distributions (Ibs.)

Definition: Total number of pounds distributed by the Southwest Virginia Second Harvest Food Bank.

Regional Trend Data
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Where we stand: Food bank distributions increased in
the region 21.0% from 2,613,727 pounds in 2005-

2006 to 3,163,155 pounds in 2007-2008.

Area Data ~ ~
Area 2005-2006 | 2006-2007 | Change | 20072008 | Man&e ‘;r85“7_22%%58‘2006 to
Alleghany County 148,713 175,108 +17.7% 152,867 +2.8%
Botetourt County 29,319 44,479 +51.7% 78,711 +168.5%
Craig County 43,558 39,700 -8.9% 25,986 -40.3%
Franklin County 165,813 192,916 +16.3% 171,951 +3.7%
Roanoke County 389,355 451,624 +16.0% 436,723 +12.2%
Covington City 197,655 250,563 +26.8% 229,381 +16.1%
Roanoke City 1,235,348 1,867,069 +51.1% 1,707,501 +38.2%
Salem City 403,966 215,042 -46.8% 360,035 -10.9%
Region 2,613,727 3,236,501 +23.8% 3,163,155 +21.0%
S