
DRAFT: April 15, 2015

Úß×Î ØÑËÍ×ÒÙ ßÍÍÛÍÍÓÛÒÌÚß×Î ØÑËÍ×ÒÙ ßÍÍÛÍÍÓÛÒÌÚß×Î ØÑËÍ×ÒÙ ßÍÍÛÍÍÓÛÒÌÚß×Î ØÑËÍ×ÒÙ ßÍÍÛÍÍÓÛÒÌÚß×Î ØÑËÍ×ÒÙ ßÍÍÛÍÍÓÛÒÌÚß×Î ØÑËÍ×ÒÙ ßÍÍÛÍÍÓÛÒÌÚß×Î ØÑËÍ×ÒÙ ßÍÍÛÍÍÓÛÒÌ



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 1

DRAFT April 15, 2015

Prepared with assistance by:

235 East Main Street, Suite 105
Northville, Michigan 48167

248-596-0920
www.mcka.com



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 2

Table of Contents

I. Acknowledgments...........................................................................................................................4

II. Executive Summary........................................................................................................................5

III. Community Participation Process ..................................................................................................9

A. Outreach Activities.............................................................................................................. 9

B. Success of Outreach Activities ............................................................................................ 9

C. Summary of Comments .................................................................................................... 10

IV. Analysis ......................................................................................................................................12

Description of Jurisdiction and Region ....................................................................................................... 12

A. Demographic Summary .................................................................................................... 13

B. Segregation/Integration and R/ECAPs.............................................................................. 19

C. Disproportionate Housing Needs ..................................................................................... 59

D. Disparities in Access to Community Assets and Exposure to Adverse Com. Factors .......64

E. Disability and Access......................................................................................................... 80

F. Fair Housing Compliance and Infrastructure ....................................................................86

V. Fair Housing Goals and Priorities ..................................................................................................88

List of Tables

Table 1: Tabular demographic data for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 2010 13

Table 2: Tabular demographic trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 1990-2010 14

Table 3: Tabular Race/Ethnicity Dissimilarity Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 2010 19

Table 4: Tabular Race/Ethnicty Dissimilarity Index Trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 1990-

2010 19

Table 5: Tabular data for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati for numbers and percentages of LEP

persons, 2010 31

Table 6: Tabular Data for the Percentage of Racial/Ethnic Groups, Families with Children, and National Origin

Groups (Top 10) in Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati that reside in R/ECAPs 34

Table 7: Tabular data for Total Units by Four Categories of Publicly Supported Housing in Clermont County 37

Table 8: Tabular Race/Ethnicity Data for Four Categories of Public Housing Compared to Clermont County as a

Whole and To Persons Earning Less Than 30% AMI 38

Table 9: Tabular Data on Publicly Supported Units and R/ECAPS for Clermont County 42

Table 10: Development Census Tract Level Demographics by Public Housing, Project-based Section 8, Other Multi-

Family, LIHTC and Other Federal Housing, Clermont County 42

Table 11: Tabular Data for Households Experiencing One or More Housing Burdens by Race/Ethnicity and Family

Size in Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati 59

Table 1: Tabular demographic data for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 2010Table 1: Tabular demographic data for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 2010

Table 2: Tabular demographic trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 1990-2010Table 2: Tabular demographic trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 1990-2010

Table 3: Tabular Race/Ethnicity Dissimilarity Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 2010Table 3: Tabular Race/Ethnicity Dissimilarity Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 2010

Table 4: Tabular Race/Ethnicty Dissimilarity Index Trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 1990-Table 4: Tabular Race/Ethnicty Dissimilarity Index Trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 1990-

Table 5: Tabular data for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati for numbers and percentages of LEPTable 5: Tabular data for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati for numbers and percentages of LEP

....................................................................................................................................................................................................

..............................................................................................................................................................................................................

........................................................................................................................................................................................................

............................................................................................................................................................

..........................................................................................................................................................................

Disparities in Access to Community Assets and Exposure to Adverse Com. FactorsDisparities in Access to Community Assets and Exposure to Adverse Com. Factors

..................................................................................................................................................................................................................

Fair Housing Compliance and InfrastructureFair Housing Compliance and Infrastructure ........................................................................................................................................



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 3

Table 12: Tabular Data of Severe Housing Burdens by Race/Ethnicity for Clermont County and Metropolitan

Cincinnati 59

Table 13: Tabular Data on the Number of Bedrooms for Units for Four Categories of Publicly Supported Housing,

Clermont County 61

Table 14: Tabular School Proficiency, Jobs Proximity, Labor-Market Engagement, Transit Proximity, Poverty

Exposure, and Environmental Health Hazards Exposure Indices for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati,

by Race/Ethnicity, and among Poor Households 64

Table 15: Tabular Data for Persons with Vision, Hearing, Cognitive, Ambulatory, Self-Care, and Independent Living

Difficulties for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati 80

Table 16: Tabular Data of Persons with Disabilities by Age Range 80

Table 17: Tabular Data on Disability and Publicly Supported Housing for Clermont County and Metropolitan

Cincinnati 81

List of Maps

Map 1: Current Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati 20

Map 2: Past Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati 29

Map 3: Current National Origin (Top 5) Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati 29

Map 4: Map of LEP Persons (by Top 5 Languages) for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati 31

Map 5: Public Housing, Project-Based Section 8, Other Multi-Family, and LIHTC Locations Mapped with

Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map, Clermont County 39

Map 6: Voucher Dot Density Map with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map, Clermont County 53

Map 7: Map of Households Experiencing One or More Housing Burdens with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density in

Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati 61

Map 8: Map of Households Experiencing One or More Housing Burdens with National Origin Dot Density in

Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati 61

Map 9: Schools Proficiency Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati with Race/Ethnicity, National

Origin, Family Status, and R/ECAPs 65

Map 10: Jobs Proximity Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati with Race/Ethnicity, National

Origin, Family Status, and R/ECAPs 68

Map 11: Mapped Labor Engagement Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati with Race/Ethnicity,

National Origin, Family Status, and R/ECAPs 70

Map 12: Mapped Transit Proximity Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati with Race/Ethnicity,

National Origin, Family Status, and R/ECAPs 72

Map 13: Mapped Poverty Exposure Index with Race/Ethnicity, National Origin, Family Status, and R/ECAPs 75

Map 14: Mapped Environmental Health Hazards Index with Race/Ethnicity, National Origin, Family Status, and

R/ECAPs 76

Map 15: Dot Density Map of the Population of Persons with Disabilities by Persons with Vision, Hearing, Cognitive,

Ambulatory, Self-Care, and Independent Living Difficulties for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati 80

Map 16: Map of All Persons with Disabilities by Age Range 81

Map 6: Voucher Dot Density Map with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map, Clermont CountyMap 6: Voucher Dot Density Map with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map, Clermont County

Map 7: Map of Households Experiencing One or More Housing Burdens with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density inMap 7: Map of Households Experiencing One or More Housing Burdens with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density in

Clermont County and Metropolitan CincinnatiClermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati 6161

Map 8: Map of Households Experiencing One or More Housing Burdens with National Origin Dot Density inMap 8: Map of Households Experiencing One or More Housing Burdens with National Origin Dot Density in

Clermont County and Metropolitan CincinnatiClermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

Map 9: Schools Proficiency Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati with Race/Ethnicity, NationalMap 9: Schools Proficiency Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati with Race/Ethnicity, National

Origin, Family Status, and R/ECAPsOrigin, Family Status, and R/ECAPs 6565

Map 10: Jobs Proximity Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati with Race/Ethnicity, NationalMap 10: Jobs Proximity Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati with Race/Ethnicity, National

Origin, Family Status, and R/ECAPsOrigin, Family Status, and R/ECAPs

Map 6: Voucher Dot Density Map with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map, Clermont CountyMap 6: Voucher Dot Density Map with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map, Clermont County

Map 1: Current Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan CincinnatiMap 1: Current Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

Map 2: Past Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan CincinnatiMap 2: Past Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

Map 3: Current National Origin (Top 5) Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan CincinnatiMap 3: Current National Origin (Top 5) Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

Map 4: Map of LEP Persons (by Top 5 Languages) for Clermont County and Metropolitan CincinnatiMap 4: Map of LEP Persons (by Top 5 Languages) for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

Map 5: Public Housing, Project-Based Section 8, Other Multi-Family, and LIHTC Locations Mapped withMap 5: Public Housing, Project-Based Section 8, Other Multi-Family, and LIHTC Locations Mapped with



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 4

I. Acknowledgments

Clermont County Board of Commissioners

Edwin H. Humphrey, Board of County Commissioners

Bob Proud, Board of County Commissioners

David H. Uible, Board of County Commissioners

Clermont County Department of Community and Economic Development

Andrew Kuchta, Director

Gael Fawley, Administrative Support Specialist

Adele Evans, Assistant Director

Annette Decatur, Grants Coordinator, CDBG and Housing (CHIP and NSP)

Clermont County Housing Advisory Committee

Bonnie Batchler, Clermont County Township Association

Sue Brenner, Clermont County Board of Developmental Disabilities

Greg Carson, Clermont Senior Services, Inc.

Nina Creech, People Working Cooperatively, Inc.

Judy Eschmann, Clermont County Department of Job and Family Services

Jamie Fightmaster, Clermont County Community Services, Inc.

Marcheta Gillam, Legal Aid Society of Southwest Ohio, LLC

Andrew Kuchta, Clermont County Department of Community and Economic

Development Candy Holbrook, Park National Bank

Tim Holland, Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority

Edwin H. Humphrey, Board of County Commissioners

Susan McKinley, Clermont Continuum of Care/Affordable Housing Commission

Julianne Nesbit, Clermont County Public Health

Debbie & Paul Queener, Local Landlords - Clermont County

Ed Rust, Community Resident

Theresa Singleton, YWCA of Greater Cincinnati, Clermont County House of Peace

Ken Stringer, Clermont County Realtor/Developer

Dawn Stutz, Habitat for Humanity of Greater Cincinnati

Lee Ann Watson, Clermont County Mental Health and Recovery Board

DepartmentDepartment of

Community Services, Inc.Community Services, Inc.

Society of Southwest Ohio,Society of Southwest Ohio,

DepartmentDepartment

Holbrook, ParkPark National BankNational Bank

MetropolitanMetropolitan Housing

Humphrey, BoardHumphrey, Board of Countyof County

McKinley, ClermontMcKinley, Clermont Continuum of Care/Affordable Housing CommissionContinuum of Care/Affordable Housing Commission

Julianne Nesbit, Clermont CountyJulianne Nesbit, Clermont County

Paul Queener, Local LandlordsPaul Queener, Local Landlords

JobJob andand

Annette Decatur, Grants Coordinator, CDBG and Housing (CHIP and NSP)

of Developmental Disabilitiesof Developmental Disabilities



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 5

II. Executive Summary

Using the draft guidance recently distributed by HUD, Clermont County has prepared this Fair Housing

Assessment, with assistance from McKenna Associates. This document analyzes the various potential

impediments to affordability, accessibility, and fair housing choice throughout the County.

The major conclusions of the analysis are as follows:

Within Clermont County, various racial/ethnic groups are well-integrated, with dissimilarity

indices approaching zero. However, the populations of minority groups are very small compared

to Metropolitan Cincinnati as a whole, and the region is highly segregated (the white/black

dissimilarity index is 0.67). Data and anecdotes suggest that there are barriers to minorities

moving to Clermont County, even though the small number that live in the County are well-

integrated with the white majority.

Publicly supported housing is located in a broad range of communities throughout the County,

allowing neighborhood choice for those seeking affordable housing. However, additional

affordable housing is needed in the southern part of the County.

The Housing Choice Voucher program in Clermont County is highly successful in placing

participants in the neighborhoods of their choice, with a robust mix of landlords in various parts

of the County accepting vouchers.

Aging housing stock in older, poorer communities such as Felicity and Chilo contributes to a

significant problem of sub-standard housing in that part of the County. Speculation in properties

located in the Ohio River flood plain in the riverfront communities (especially New Richmond)

has also resulted in sub-standard housing.

Variability in the proficiency of school districts, a lack of reliable public transportation, and the

clustering of jobs near I-275 leads to severe disparities in access to community assets between

the more affluent communities in the western part of the County and the poorer communities

in the south and east.

Housing Opportunities Made Equal conducts fair housing enforcement within Clermont County,

but receives no funding from the County directly, limiting the effectiveness of the enforcement.

Clermont has already begun to remedy this problem by issuing an RFP for fair housing services.

The chart below shows the determinants that are analyzed within this document, as recommended by

HUD. The planning team determined the level of influence listed in the right hand column based on

housing goals stem directly from the identified impediments to the provision of quality, affordable,

accessible housing for all persons in the neighborhood of their choice.

Aging housing stock in older, poorer communities such as Felicity and Chilo contributes to aAging housing stock in older, poorer communities such as Felicity and Chilo contributes to a

significant problem of sub-standard housing in that part of the County. Speculation in propertiessignificant problem of sub-standard housing in that part of the County. Speculation in properties

located in the Ohio River flood plain in the riverfront communities (especially New Richmond)located in the Ohio River flood plain in the riverfront communities (especially New Richmond)

has also resulted in sub-standard housing.has also resulted in sub-standard housing.

Variability in the proficiency of school districts, a lack of reliable public transportation, and theVariability in the proficiency of school districts, a lack of reliable public transportation, and the

clustering of jobs near I-275 leads to severe disparities in access to community assets betweenclustering of jobs near I-275 leads to severe disparities in access to community assets between

the more affluent communities in the western part of the County and the poorer communitiesthe more affluent communities in the western part of the County and the poorer communities

in the south and east.in the south and east.

Aging housing stock in older, poorer communities such as Felicity and Chilo contributes to a

Publicly supported housing is located in a broad range of communities throughout the County,Publicly supported housing is located in a broad range of communities throughout the County,

allowing neighborhood choice for those seeking affordable housing. However, additionalallowing neighborhood choice for those seeking affordable housing. However, additional

affordable housing is needed in the southern part of the County.affordable housing is needed in the southern part of the County.

The Housing Choice Voucher program in Clermont County is highly successful in placingThe Housing Choice Voucher program in Clermont County is highly successful in placing

participants in the neighborhoods of their choice, with a robust mix of landlords in various partsparticipants in the neighborhoods of their choice, with a robust mix of landlords in various parts
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Determinants of: Level of Influence:

Land Use and Zoning

Occupancy Restrictions

Residential Real Estate Steering

Community Opposition

Economic Pressures

Major Private Investments

Municipal and State Services

Foreclosure Patterns

Other Flood Plains

Moderately Significant

Not Significant

Moderately Significant

Highly Significant

Moderately Significant

Moderately Significant

Moderately Significant

Moderately Significant

Highly Significant

Publicly Supported Housing Location and

Occupancy:

Land Use and Zoning

Siting Decisions for Public Housing

Siting Decisions for LIHTC Housing

Siting Decisions for Other Publicly

Supported Housing

Community Resistance to Public Housing

Regional Collaboration or Lack Thereof

Other None

Moderately Significant

Not Significant

Not Significant

Not Significant

Highly Significant

Moderately Significant

Mobility:

Lack of Housing Choice Voucher Program

Admission or Residency Preferences

Quality of Mobility Counseling Programs

Lack of Support for Voucher Mobility

Lack of Landlord Participation

Landlord Refusal to Accept Sources of

Income

Other None

Not Significant

Not Significant

Not Significant

Not Significant

Not Significant

Not Significant

Disproportionate Housing Needs:

Land Use and Zoning

Occupancy Restrictions

Economic Pressures

The Availability of Two+ Bedroom

Affordable Units

The Availability of Two+ Bedroom

Publicly Supported Units

Housing Stock Deterioration

Not Significant

Not Significant

Highly Significant

Not Significant

Not Significant

Highly Significant

Lack of Housing Choice Voucher ProgramLack of Housing Choice Voucher Program

Admission or Residency PreferencesAdmission or Residency Preferences

Quality of Mobility Counseling ProgramsQuality of Mobility Counseling Programs

Lack of Support for Voucher MobilityLack of Support for Voucher Mobility

Lack of Landlord ParticipationLack of Landlord Participation

Landlord Refusal to Accept Sources ofLandlord Refusal to Accept Sources of

Moderately SignificantModerately Significant

Not SignificantNot Significant

Not SignificantNot Significant

Not SignificantNot Significant

Highly SignificantHighly Significant
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Foreclosure Patterns

Private Investments

Other Flood Plains

Highly Significant

Moderately Significant

Highly Significant

Disparities in Access to Community

Assets/Exposure to Adverse Community Factors

Presence and Location of Proficient

Schools

School Assignment Policies

Availability and Reliability of Public

Transportation

Location of Employers

Patterns of Public Investment

Private Investments

Foreclosure Patterns

Lack of Regional Collaboration

Other None

Highly Significant

Not Significant

Highly Significant

Highly Significant

Moderately Significant

Moderately Significant

Moderately Significant

Moderately Significant

Disability and Access Issues

Lack of Affordable Accessible Housing

Siting of Accessible Housing

Lack of Assistance for Modifications

Restrictive Zoning Laws

Lack of Access to Publicly Supported

Housing

Lack of Transition Assistance

Lack of Supportive Services

Lack of Access to Proficient Schools

Lack of Public Transportation

Access to Government Services

Inaccessible Public Infrastructure

Other None

Highly Significant

Not Significant

Moderately Significant

Not Significant

Moderately Significant

Not Significant

Not Significant

Moderately Significant

Highly Significant

Not Significant

Highly Significant

Fair Housing Compliance and Infrastructure

Unresolved Violations

Community Opposition

Support from Public Officials

Housing Discrimination

Lack of Fair Housing Education

Lack of Resources

Other None

Moderately Significant

Not Significant

Moderately Significant

Highly Significant

Highly Significant

Highly Significant

Lack of Access to Publicly SupportedLack of Access to Publicly Supported

ransition Assistanceransition Assistance

Lack of Supportive ServicesLack of Supportive Services

Lack of Access to Proficient SchoolsLack of Access to Proficient Schools

Lack of Public TransportationLack of Public Transportation

Access to Government ServicesAccess to Government Services

Inaccessible Public InfrastructureInaccessible Public Infrastructure

Highly SignificantHighly Significant

Moderately SignificantModerately Significant

Moderately SignificantModerately Significant

derately Significantderately Significant

Moderately SignificantModerately Significant

Not SignificantNot Significant
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Data

At the instructions of the Columbus HUD office, Clermont County used the draft Fair Housing

Assessment guidance in developing this document. Because the guidance is in draft form, much of the

required data is not yet available from HUD. In addition, CPD Maps lacks some of the functionality and

data discussed in the guidance. For the purposes of this document, the planning team replaced data that

is not yet provided by HUD with Census data and other sources, as well as local knowledge. In some

cases, where noted, no data was available at the time of the study. Maps have been created in CPD

maps as possible using the available data and functionality. In some cases, where noted, no relevant

data is available in the CPD maps program, and those maps have not been included.
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III. Community Participation Process

A. Outreach Activities

This Plan was developed over an extended period of time, starting in December of 2014 and concluding

with the submittal of the locally approved plan in June of 2015. Public Hearings were held in by the

Clermont County Board of Commissioners. Clermont County also held three topic specific focus group

meetings to obtain public and stakeholder comments. An initial focus group meeting was held with the

Housing Advisory Committee to develop the plans objectives and priority needs. A second focus group

with the Housing Advisory Committee focused on housing and public services needs. The third focused

on infrastructure needs and public facility needs and was held solicit input from the Urban County and

its 27 member communities. Two public open houses were held at different times of day to solicit input

from Clermont residents. One was held in the evening, at the Union Township Civic Center and one in

the day, at the Clermont County Public Library. An online survey was distributed broadly and all

meetings were advertised in local papers and on the County website. Finally, individual interviews were

completed with each County Board Commissioner.

B. Success of Outreach Activities

The outreach included cross-departmental coordination within the County staff well as targeted

outreach to community organizations and service providers that have key knowledge about community

assets and needs.

Staff consulted with other Departments in order to obtain the most accurate information

possible.

An extensive process of citizen and stakeholder input that included public hearings, two

planning open houses, and three focus group meetings to obtain stakeholder views plan needs.

Interviews with Clermont County Board of Commissioners.

Online survey/Questionnaire to reach individuals not able to attend one of the schedule plan

development meetings.

Information sharing and discussion among member communities during Plan development.

Notice of the 5-Year Consolidated Plan focus group meetings was sent via email to the 27

community members of the Urban County.

This process ensured presentation and coverage of all issues to affected residents and stakeholders,

with opportunity for their review and comment.

Staff consulted with other Departments in order to obtain the most accurate informationStaff consulted with other Departments in order to obtain the most accurate information

An extensive process of citizen and stakeholder input that included public hearings, twoAn extensive process of citizen and stakeholder input that included public hearings, two

planning open houses, and three focus group meetings to obtain stakeholder views plan needs.planning open houses, and three focus group meetings to obtain stakeholder views plan needs.

Interviews with Clermont County Board of Commissioners.Interviews with Clermont County Board of Commissioners.

Online survey/Questionnaire to reach individuals not able to attend one of the schedule planOnline survey/Questionnaire to reach individuals not able to attend one of the schedule plan

development meetings.development meetings.

Information sharing and discussion among member communities during Plan development.Information sharing and discussion among member communities during Plan development.

its 27 member communities. Two public open houses were held at different times of day to solicit inputits 27 member communities. Two public open houses were held at different times of day to solicit input

from Clermont residents. One was held in the evening, at the Union Township Civic Center and one infrom Clermont residents. One was held in the evening, at the Union Township Civic Center and one in

the day, at the Clermont County Public Library. An online survey was distributed broadly and allthe day, at the Clermont County Public Library. An online survey was distributed broadly and all

meetings were advertised in local papers and on the County website. Finally, individual interviews weremeetings were advertised in local papers and on the County website. Finally, individual interviews were

The outreach included cross-departmental coordination within the County staff well as targetedThe outreach included cross-departmental coordination within the County staff well as targeted

outreach to community organizations and service providers that have key knowledge about communityoutreach to community organizations and service providers that have key knowledge about community
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C. Summary of Comments

The major findings of the public engagement process are summarized below:

Public Facilities and Infrastructure.

There is a high demand for public facilities and infrastructure improvement throughout the communities

within Clermont County. This was a top ranking priority for residents, local officials, the County Board,

and non-profit organizations. People felt that if infrastructure issues could be addressed many of the

other issues would improve as well. Safety improvements to roadways, sidewalks, bikeways, crossing

improvements to serve low income residents can address transportation needs, recreational needs, and

improve the quality of life for low income resident are a priority. Infrastructure improvements to water,

sewer, septic, and stormwater treatment systems are also a priority.

Economy:

The past decade the County and its residents have benefited from an improved economy, incomes and

housing values have risen. However, lower income residents have experienced stagnation and little

relief from economic gains. This issue is confounded by several low-income census tracts in the county

losing their designation as LMI, which has added an income survey barrier to maintaining eligibility for

project funding in some neighborhoods. None the less, the overall economic strategies for the County as

a whole, focus on job creation, training of residents and skill building, and investment in quality

infrastructure, are primary goals of this plan, and were vastly supported by participating residents and

organizations. Lifting of the County through economic development is a fundamental pathway to

-income and special needs residents. While the economic outlook

continues to improve, the County recognizes the advantage to maintaining a level flexibility in the

Consolidated Plan. To assure that the plan would reflect the values of the community at large, the public

process focused on identifying key issues and outlining priority objectives to guide implementation

activities.

Public Services:

There is wide consensus of the need for continuing and improving public services, including services to

homeless and those at risk of becoming homeless, emergency services to help at-risk populations keep

their homes, services for children and their families, services for victims of domestic violence, and

human services to help low income people cope with daily life. Participants commented that resources

were needed to address a pervasive substance abuse problem in the County that has severe impact on

low-income residents. The needs in this category outweighed the funding and it was noted that the

limitation of 15% of CBDG funds to public services was a challenge for communities.

infrastructure, are primary goals of this plan, and were vastly supported by participating residents andinfrastructure, are primary goals of this plan, and were vastly supported by participating residents and

organizations. Lifting of the County through economic development is a fundamental pathway toorganizations. Lifting of the County through economic development is a fundamental pathway to

-income and special needs residents. While the economic outlook-income and special needs residents. While the economic outlook

continues to improve, the County recognizes the advantage to maintaining a level flexibility in thecontinues to improve, the County recognizes the advantage to maintaining a level flexibility in the

Consolidated Plan. To assure that the plan would reflect the values of the community at large, the publicConsolidated Plan. To assure that the plan would reflect the values of the community at large, the public

process focused on identifying key issues and outlining priority objectives to guide implementationprocess focused on identifying key issues and outlining priority objectives to guide implementation

a whole, focus on job creation, training of residents and skill building, and investment in qualitya whole, focus on job creation, training of residents and skill building, and investment in quality

infrastructure, are primary goals of this plan, and were vastly supported by participating residents andinfrastructure, are primary goals of this plan, and were vastly supported by participating residents and

The past decade the County and its residents have benefited from an improved economy, incomes andThe past decade the County and its residents have benefited from an improved economy, incomes and

housing values have risen. However, lower income residents have experienced stagnation and littlehousing values have risen. However, lower income residents have experienced stagnation and little

relief from economic gains. This issue is confounded by several low-income census tracts in the countyrelief from economic gains. This issue is confounded by several low-income census tracts in the county

losing their designation as LMI, which has added an income survey barrier to maintaining eligibility forlosing their designation as LMI, which has added an income survey barrier to maintaining eligibility for

project funding in some neighborhoods. None the less, the overall economic strategies for the County aproject funding in some neighborhoods. None the less, the overall economic strategies for the County a

a whole, focus on job creation, training of residents and skill building, and investment in quality
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Owner and Rental Housing:

The provision of quality affordable housing and a mix of housing types is a priority for the County. Many

Participants noted a lack in one bedroom units across the County. This is because, especially in rural

areas of the county, there is a predominance of single family housing dwelling types and a gap in the

availability of apartments and condos. This issue is confounded by the difficulty to provide septic an

water services in rural areas, due to high cost and environmental issues.

Homelessness:

Homelessness and the prevention of homelessness is a priority for the County. The County recognizes

that HUD is shifting priorities away from providing shelter beds and transitional shelters; however, it is

apparent that the community needs more shelter beds to accommodate the current demand.

Summary of Comments or Views Not Accepted and Reasons for Not Accepting Them:

All comments and views submitted in this process were incorporated into the plan.

Summary:

The Consolidated Plan reflects the coordinated efforts of the County, local municipalities and active

residents, as well as the wide network of housing and human services providers in Clermont

County. Through strategies outlined in this plan, the effectiveness and impact of federal funds will be

maximized through thoughtful investment of resources, reduced duplication of services, and improved

service delivery. The goal and objectives identified in this plan aim to improve the quality of life in

Clermont County, particularly for low-income, homeless, and special needs individuals and families.

residents, as well as the wide network of housing and human services providers in Clermontresidents, as well as the wide network of housing and human services providers in Clermont

County. Through strategies outlined in this plan, the effectiveness and impact of federal funds will beCounty. Through strategies outlined in this plan, the effectiveness and impact of federal funds will be

maximized through thoughtful investment of resources, reduced duplication of services, and improvedmaximized through thoughtful investment of resources, reduced duplication of services, and improved

service delivery. The goal and objectives identified in this plan aim to improve the quality of life inservice delivery. The goal and objectives identified in this plan aim to improve the quality of life in

Clermont County, particularly for low-income, homeless, and special needs individuals and families.Clermont County, particularly for low-income, homeless, and special needs individuals and families.

The Consolidated Plan reflects the coordinated efforts of the County, local municipalities and activeThe Consolidated Plan reflects the coordinated efforts of the County, local municipalities and active

residents, as well as the wide network of housing and human services providers in Clermontresidents, as well as the wide network of housing and human services providers in Clermont

that HUD is shifting priorities away from providing shelter beds and transitional shelters; however, it isthat HUD is shifting priorities away from providing shelter beds and transitional shelters; however, it is

apparent that the community needs more shelter beds to accommodate the current demand.apparent that the community needs more shelter beds to accommodate the current demand.

Summary of Comments or Views Not Accepted and Reasons for Not Accepting Them:Summary of Comments or Views Not Accepted and Reasons for Not Accepting Them:

All comments and views submitted in this process were incorporated into the plan.All comments and views submitted in this process were incorporated into the plan.

The Consolidated Plan reflects the coordinated efforts of the County, local municipalities and active
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IV. Analysis

Description of Jurisdiction and Region

The jurisdiction covered by this Fair Housing Assessment is Clermont County, Ohio. Located east of

Cincinnati and north of the Ohio River, the County is home to just over 200,000 people, according to

recent Census estimates.

For comparison with local data, Clermont is compared to the Cincinnati Metropolitan Area, defined as

the Metropolitan Statistical Area and including and including the following Counties:

In Ohio:

Brown County

Butler County

Clermont County

Hamilton County

Warren County

In Kentucky:

Boone County

Bracken County

Campbell County

Gallatin County

Kenton County

Mason County

Pendleton County

In Indiana:

Dearborn County

Ohio County

Union County

million people live in Metropolitan Cincinnati according to the latest Census estimates.

Pendleton CountyPendleton County

Dearborn CountyDearborn County

Ohio CountyOhio County

ion Countyion County
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A. Demographic Summary

Table 1: Tabular demographic data for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 2010

Clermont County Metropolitan Cincinnati

Race/Ethnicity # % # %

White 189,250 95.9% 1,776,445 82.9%

Black 2,284 1.2% 255,905 12.0%

Hispanic 2,896 1.5% 55,120 2.6%

Asian or Pacific Islander 1,920 1.0% 40,422 1.9%

Native American 403 0.2% 1,397 0.1%

Other 792 0.4% 22,490 1.1%

National Origin (Foreign-Born)

1. Mexico 546 0.3% 10,909 0.5%

2. Germany 360 0.2% 3,943 0.2%

3. Canada 360 0.2% 3,265 0.2%

4. United Kingdom 323 0.2% 3,702 0.2%

5. India 292 0.1% 8,476 0.4%

6. China 273 0.1% 5,705 0.3%

7. Vietnam 236 0.1% 2,865 0.1%

8. Ukraine 151 0.1% 790 0.0%

9. Russia 140 0.1% 1,949 0.1%

10. Liberia 110 0.1% 209 0.0%

Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Language

1. Spanish 997 0.5% 18,443 0.9%

2. Chinese 180 0.1% 2,969 0.1%

3. Russian 112 0.1% 1,367 0.1%

4. Vietnamese 105 0.1% 1,783 0.1%

5. French 68 0.0% 2,305 0.1%

6. Other Slavic Languages 58 0.0% 237 0.0%

7. Other Indo-European Languages 57 0.0% 226 0.0%

8. Thai 49 0.0% 280 0.0%

9. Other Indic Languages 46 0.0% 707 0.0%

Limited English Proficiency (LEP) LanguageLimited English Proficiency (LEP) Language

273

292292

1,3971,397

22,49022,490

0.3%0.3%

0.2%0.2%

0.2%
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10. Korean 37 0.0% 893 0.0%

Disability Type

Hearing Difficulty 6,609 3.3% 67,560 3.2%

Vision Difficulty 3,502 1.8% 40,834 1.9%

Cognitive Difficulty 8,993 4.6% 97,239 4.6%

Ambulatory Difficulty 13,385 6.8% 133,082 6.2%

Self-Care Difficulty 5,259 2.7% 47,059 2.2%

Independent Living Difficulty 8,951 4.5% 90,090 4.2%

Sex

Male 97,326 49.3% 1,041,528 48.9%

Female 100,037 50.7% 1,088,623 51.1%

Age

Under 18 50,590 25.6% 470,796 22.1%

18-64 123,529 62.6% 1,399,176 65.7%

65+ 23,244 11.8% 260,179 12.2%

Family Type

Families with Children 24,142 32.3% 250,851 30.2%

Source: U.S. Census 2010

Table 2: Tabular demographic trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 1990-2010

Clermont County Metropolitan Cincinnati

1990 2000 2010 1990 2000 2010

Race/

Ethnicity

White

Black

Tabular demographic trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 1990-Tabular demographic trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 1990-

ClermontClermont CountyCounty

19901990 20002000

24,14224,142

1,041,5281,041,528

1,088,6231,088,623

25.6%25.6%

123,529 62.6%62.6%

23,24423,244 11.8%
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Hispanic

Asian or

Pacific

Islander

Native

American

Other

National Origin

Foreign

Born:

Limited English Proficiency (LEP)

LEP:

Sex

Male

Female

Age

Limited English Proficiency (LEP)Limited English Proficiency (LEP)Limited English Proficiency (LEP)
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Under 18

18-64

65+

Family

Type

With

Children

Source: U.S. Census 1990, 2000, 2010

*Indicates data that is not available.

Race/Ethnicity

As Tables 1 and 2 show, the population of Clermont County is overwhelmingly white 95.9% as of the

2010 Census. Metropolitan Cincinnati is more diverse, at 82.9% white. The largest minority race in both

the County and the Metro Area is African-Americans, who make up 12.0% of the Metro population, but

only 1.2% of the County. People identifying as Hispanic were the largest non-white group in the County,

at 1.5%.

All non-white groups except Native Americans are under-represented in the County compared to the

Metro Area at large. This report will seek to determine the causes of that under-representation.

Over the past ten years, Clermont County has become somewhat more diverse, with the white

population falling 98.6% in 1990 to 97.1% in 2000 to 95.9% in 2010. The proportion of all minority

groups increased over those 20 years. However, the growth in the minority population has been very

slow.

Foreign-Born Population

The proportion of foreign-born residents in the County is similar to that of the Metro Area as a whole.

The largest group of immigrants is those from Mexico, who make up 0.3% of the County and 0.5% of the

As Tables 1 and 2 show, the population of Clermont County is overwhelmingly whiteAs Tables 1 and 2 show, the population of Clermont County is overwhelmingly white

2010 Census. Metropolitan Cincinnati is more diverse, at 82.9% white. The largest minority race in both2010 Census. Metropolitan Cincinnati is more diverse, at 82.9% white. The largest minority race in both

the County and the Metro Area is African-Americans, who make up 12.0% of the Metro population, butthe County and the Metro Area is African-Americans, who make up 12.0% of the Metro population, but

only 1.2% of the County. People identifying as Hispanic were the largest non-white group in the County,only 1.2% of the County. People identifying as Hispanic were the largest non-white group in the County,

All non-white groups except Native Americans are under-represented in the County compared to theAll non-white groups except Native Americans are under-represented in the County compared to the

Metro Area at large. This report will seek to determine the causes of that under-representation.Metro Area at large. This report will seek to determine the causes of that under-representation.
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Metro Area. Other large foreign-born groups include those born in Canada, Germany, and the United

Kingdom.

The County does lag behind the Metro Area in the proportion of residents born in India and China. These

residents make up 0.4% and 0.3% of the Metro Area respectively, but each group makes up only 0.1% of

the County. While this document will seek to determine if there is a barrier to housing these immigrant

groups in Clermont County, it is possible that the difference is simply a matter of small sample size.

The foreign-born population in Clermont County has nearly doubled since 2000, but still makes up only

2.6% of the County, compared to 4.3% of the Metro Area. This document will also seek to determine

whether there is a barrier to immigrant groups in general living in Clermont County.

Limited English Proficiency

The most common first language among those residents with limited English proficiency in both the

County and the Metro Area is Spanish. Other common languages are Chinese, Russian, and Vietnamese.

In general, the proportion of residents with limited English proficiency is similar in the County and the

Metro Area as a whole. However, the proportion of residents with limited English proficiency who speak

Spanish as a first language is 0.5% in the County and 0.9% in the Metro Area. This document will seek to

determine whether there is a barrier to housing for Spanish-speakers in Clermont County compared to

surrounding areas.

Disability

The proportion of people with certain disabilities is similar in the County and in the Metro Area at large.

It does not appear that there is a barrier to people with disabilities living in the County. However, there

may be barriers to people with disabilities living in certain communities, neighborhoods, or complexes.

This document will seek to determine if that is the case.

Sex

The proportion of the sexes is similar in the County and in the Metro Area at large. It does not appear

that there is a barrier to people of either sex living in the County.

Age/Family Type

Clermont County has a slightly higher proportion of school aged children living in the County than the

Metro Area at large (25.6% compared to 22.1%). There are also a higher proportion of families with

children (32.3% to 30.2%) It is possible that this difference is because parts of Clermont County are

considered desirable places to raise a family. This document will determine whether all parts of the

County have access to the schools, parks, amenities, and neighborhoods that are desirable to families,

or whether there are barriers to quality housing for those with children.

The proportion of people with certain disabilities is similar in the County and in the Metro Area at large.The proportion of people with certain disabilities is similar in the County and in the Metro Area at large.

It does not appear that there is a barrier to people with disabilities living in the County. However, thereIt does not appear that there is a barrier to people with disabilities living in the County. However, there

may be barriers to people with disabilities living in certain communities, neighborhoods, or complexes.may be barriers to people with disabilities living in certain communities, neighborhoods, or complexes.

This document will seek to determine if that is the case.This document will seek to determine if that is the case.

The proportion of the sexes is similar in the County and in the Metro Area at large. It does not appearThe proportion of the sexes is similar in the County and in the Metro Area at large. It does not appear

The most common first language among those residents with limited English proficiency in both theThe most common first language among those residents with limited English proficiency in both the

County and the Metro Area is Spanish. Other common languages are Chinese, Russian, and Vietnamese.County and the Metro Area is Spanish. Other common languages are Chinese, Russian, and Vietnamese.

In general, the proportion of residents with limited English proficiency is similar in the County and theIn general, the proportion of residents with limited English proficiency is similar in the County and the

Metro Area as a whole. However, the proportion of residents with limited English proficiency who speaMetro Area as a whole. However, the proportion of residents with limited English proficiency who spea

Spanish as a first language is 0.5% in the County and 0.9% in the Metro Area. This document will seek toSpanish as a first language is 0.5% in the County and 0.9% in the Metro Area. This document will seek to

determine whether there is a barrier to housing for Spanish-speakers in Clermont County compared todetermine whether there is a barrier to housing for Spanish-speakers in Clermont County compared to
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The proportion of children under 18 in the County dropped from 27.9% to 25.6% and the proportion of

households with children dropped from 38.1% to 32.3% between 2000 and 2010. This change may be

due to the aging population of the State of Ohio and the United States in general, or may be due to

barriers to quality, affordable housing in neighborhoods that are desirable to families. This document

will seek to determine which of those is the case.

The proportion of seniors over 65 is similar in both the County and the Metro Area. The proportion of

seniors in the County jumped from 9.4% in 2000 to 11.8% in 2010. It does not appear that there is a

barrier to seniors living in the County, but this document will analyze whether seniors have access to

quality, affordable housing near the amenities that they need.
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B. Segregation/Integration and R/ECAPs

1. Dissimilarity Index

Table 3: Tabular Race/Ethnicity Dissimilarity Index for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati, 2010

Clermont County Metropolitan Cincinnati

Racial/Ethnic Dissimilarity Index

Non-White/White 0.02 *

Black/White 0.00 0.67

Hispanic/White 0.00 0.36

Asian or Pacific Islander/White 0.01 0.42

Source: 2010 U.S. Census/McKenna Associates Calculation (Clermont), Brown University

(Metropolitan)

*Indicates data that is not available

Table 4: Tabular Race/Ethnicty Dissimilarity Index Trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati,

1990-2010

Clermont County Metropolitan Cincinnati

Racial/Ethnic Dissimilarity Index 1990 2000 2010 1990 2000 2010

Non-White/White * * 0.02 * * *

Black/White * * 0.00 0.76 0.73 0.67

Hispanic/White * * 0.00 0.26 0.29 0.36

Asian or Pacific Islander/White * * 0.01 0.43 0.41 0.42

Source: 2010 U.S. Census/HUD/Brown University

*Indicates data that is not available

a. Current Levels of Segregation

Tables 3 and 4 show the dissimilarity indices for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati.

integrated with the white majority. However, the dissimilarly indices for the Metro Area show

segregation, especially between blacks and whites. The lack of minority residents in Clermont

County and other outlying/suburban counties is a major driver of this segregation. Potential

barriers to housing in the County for minorities, especially African-Americans, should be

analyzed closely.

Asian or Pacific Islander/WhiteAsian or Pacific Islander/White

ClermontClermont County

19901990

**

*

Source: 2010 U.S. Census/HUD/Brown UniversitySource: 2010 U.S. Census/HUD/Brown University

County

0.420.42

Source: 2010 U.S. Census/McKenna Associates Calculation (Clermont), Brown UniversitySource: 2010 U.S. Census/McKenna Associates Calculation (Clermont), Brown University

Tabular Race/Ethnicty Dissimilarity Index Trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati,Tabular Race/Ethnicty Dissimilarity Index Trend for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati,
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b. Change in Segregation over Time

In general, Metropolitan Cincinnati has become less segregated for whites and blacks over time,

with the dissimilarity index dropping from 0.76 to 0.67 between 1990 and 2010. The very

gradual increase in the African-American population in Clermont County is indicative of the

slow, but positive, trend toward integration.

However, the segregation of whites and Hispanics and whites and Asians has gotten worse over

time, with the white/Hispanic index increasing from 0.26 to 0.36 between 1990 and 2010, and

the white/Asian index hovering just above 0.40, with a slight increase from 2000 to 2010.

Despite this regional trend, Clermont County has seen an increase in the proportion of Asians

and Hispanics and the dissimilarity indices for those two groups with whites are zero or nearly

zero. While indices for earlier years are not available, it does not appear that segregation for

Asians and Hispanics is getting worse in Clermont, but the very slow growth rates for those

groups are not helping the integration of the region as a whole.

2. Geographic Analysis

Map 1: Current Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

Creating a dot-density map is not currently possible in CPD Maps. Instead, the following maps show the

proportion of whites, blacks, Hispanics, and Asians by Census Tract. R/ECAP Census Tracts are

highlighted in green. There are no R/ECAP Census Tracts in Clermont County.highlighted in green. There are no R/ECAP Census Tracts in Clermont County.highlighted in green. There are no R/ECAP Census Tracts in Clermont County.

proportion of whites, blacks, Hispanics, and Asians by Census Tract. R/ECAP Census Tracts areproportion of whites, blacks, Hispanics, and Asians by Census Tract. R/ECAP Census Tracts are

highlighted in green. There are no R/ECAP Census Tracts in Clermont County.highlighted in green. There are no R/ECAP Census Tracts in Clermont County.

and Hispanics and the dissimilarity indices for those two groups with whites are zero or nearlyand Hispanics and the dissimilarity indices for those two groups with whites are zero or nearly

zero. While indices for earlier years are not available, it does not appear that segregation forzero. While indices for earlier years are not available, it does not appear that segregation for

Asians and Hispanics is getting worse in Clermont, but the very slow growth rates for thoseAsians and Hispanics is getting worse in Clermont, but the very slow growth rates for those

groups are not helping the integration of the region as a whole.groups are not helping the integration of the region as a whole.

Map 1: Current Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan CincinnatiMap 1: Current Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

Creating a dot-density map is not currently possible in CPD Maps. Instead, the following maps show theCreating a dot-density map is not currently possible in CPD Maps. Instead, the following maps show the

proportion of whites, blacks, Hispanics, and Asians by Census Tract. R/ECAP Census Tracts are



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 21



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 22



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 23



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 24



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 25



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 26



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 27



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 28

a. Ethnic/Racial Cluster Neighborhoods

Within Clermont County, the only area where whites are not the overwhelming majority of the

population is a small area near Newtonsville where whites make up less than 50% of the

residents. That Census Tract is very rural, with low population density. It is not clear why there

is a cluster of minority population near Newtonsville.

Regionally, the largest minority concentrations are in the north and west parts of the City of

Cincinnati, as well as some of the inner-ring northern suburbs. The residents of these areas are

overwhelmingly black. There are relative concentrations of Hispanics (over 25% of residents) in

select areas of the near Northeast suburbs, most notably the City of Springdale.

There are no clusters of Asian residents in the Metropolitan Cincinnati region that are visible on

the maps.

b. R/ECAP Census Tracts

There are no R/ECAP Census Tracts in Clermont County, because none of the Census Tracts

have a white population below 50%. In the Metro Area, the R/ECAP tracts are clustered on the

north and west sides of Cincinnati. African-Americans are the largest racial/ethnic group in all

metro area R/ECAP tracts. This indicates a troubling segregation in the region. While Clermont

Ethnic/Racial Cluster NeighborhoodsEthnic/Racial Cluster Neighborhoods

Within Clermont County, the only area where whites are not the overwhelming majority of theWithin Clermont County, the only area where whites are not the overwhelming majority of the

population is a small area near Newtonsville where whites make up less than 50% of thepopulation is a small area near Newtonsville where whites make up less than 50% of the

residents. That Census Tract is very rural, with low population density. It is not clear why thereresidents. That Census Tract is very rural, with low population density. It is not clear why there

is a cluster of minority population near Newtonsville.is a cluster of minority population near Newtonsville.

Regionally, the largest minority concentrations are in the north and west parts of the City ofRegionally, the largest minority concentrations are in the north and west parts of the City of

Cincinnati, as well as some of the inner-ring northern suburbs. The residents of these areas areCincinnati, as well as some of the inner-ring northern suburbs. The residents of these areas are

overwhelmingly black. There are relative concentrations of Hispanics (over 25% of residents) inoverwhelmingly black. There are relative concentrations of Hispanics (over 25% of residents) in
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does not have any R/ECAP tracts, its lack of minorities overall contributes to the regional

problem.

c. Location and Characteristics of R/ECAP Tracts

The largest cluster of R/ECAP Census Tracts in Metropolitan Cincinnati is along the I-75 corridor

sed freight rail line, is lined

with industrial buildings. Similarly, there is a smaller cluster of R/ECAP tracts along the I-71

corridor, which also contains industrial uses. The Avondale neighborhood, home to race riots in

the 1960s, is part of that corridor. The heavy-duty transportation corridors and industrial uses

in these neighborhoods have negative consequences for the nearby residents, many of whom

are minorities and/or live in poverty.

Another cluster of R/ECAP Tracts is located just north of Downtown Cincinnati, in the Over-the-

Rhine neighborhood,

neighborhood has been the target of new investment in recent years, as rowhouses and other

older housing types become more fashionable. Additionally, a new streetcar line is being

constructed through this neighborhood. The new investment may result in integration of racial

and economic groups, but could also result in gentrification and the displacement of poor and

minority populations.

Map 2: Past Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

The data for this map is not yet available in CPD Maps.

d. Segregation/Integration Change over Time

While data is not available for Map 2, some trends are clear from local knowledge and data

presented elsewhere in this report. Within Clermont County, the very slowly growing minority

populations are generally integrating into neighborhoods, as the very low dissimilarity indexes

suggest. However, elsewhere in the region, neighborhood migration retains a segregated

pattern.

In Butler County and northern Hamilton County suburbs, the white population continues to

move north, while minority populations move out of the core of Cincinnati into inner-ring

suburbs. In some core neighborhoods, such as Over-The-Rhine and the neighborhoods near the

University of Cincinnati, there is a growing white population in formerly heavily minority areas.

This represents an opportunity for increased integration in core neighborhoods.

Map 3: Current National Origin (Top 5) Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

The data for this map is not yet available in CPD Maps.

Map 2: Past Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan CincinnatiMap 2: Past Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

The data for this map is not yet available in CPD Maps.The data for this map is not yet available in CPD Maps.

Segregation/Integration Change over TimeSegregation/Integration Change over Time

While data is not available for Map 2, some trends are clear from local knowledge and dataWhile data is not available for Map 2, some trends are clear from local knowledge and data

presented elsewhere in this report. Within Clermont County, the very slowly growing minoritypresented elsewhere in this report. Within Clermont County, the very slowly growing minority

populations are generally integrating into neighborhoods, as the very low dissimilarity indexespopulations are generally integrating into neighborhoods, as the very low dissimilarity indexes

suggest. However, elsewhere in the region, neighborhood migration retains a segregatedsuggest. However, elsewhere in the region, neighborhood migration retains a segregated

Map 2: Past Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan CincinnatiMap 2: Past Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

Another cluster of R/ECAP Tracts is located just north of Downtown Cincinnati, in the Over-the-Another cluster of R/ECAP Tracts is located just north of Downtown Cincinnati, in the Over-the-

neighborhood has been the target of new investment in recent years, as rowhouses and otherneighborhood has been the target of new investment in recent years, as rowhouses and other

older housing types become more fashionable. Additionally, a new streetcar line is beingolder housing types become more fashionable. Additionally, a new streetcar line is being

constructed through this neighborhood. The new investment may result in integration of racialconstructed through this neighborhood. The new investment may result in integration of racial

and economic groups, but could also result in gentrification and the displacement of poor andand economic groups, but could also result in gentrification and the displacement of poor and
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e. Concentrations of Foreign-Born

The data for Map 3 is not available, but local knowledge and other data suggest that

Metropolitan Cincinnati has very few concentrations of immigrant groups. In fact, the City is

known for lacking ethnic neighborhoods. There is a slightly larger population of Hispanics in the

suburb of Springdale, but it is not clear how much of that population was foreign born.

Clermont County has no concentrations of foreign-born people.

f. Persistent Segregation

Since data is not available for Maps 2 and 3, the following information comes from local

knowledge.

There is no persistent segregation within Clermont County itself, but minority populations have

creating a regional segregation that persists today. Suburban areas are largely white, as are

some specific neighborhoods in the City, while other neighborhoods are largely black (Hispanics

and Asians are less concentrated in specific areas).

Within the City, there are some areas that are seeing racial integration, such as Over-The-

Rhine, but a -75 and I-71 are where the

highest concentrations of R/ECAP census tracts are located. These concentrations date back

decades and have changed little. The Avondale neighborhood, where race riots erupted in the

1960s, is still a R/ECAP Census Tract.

g. New R/ECAP Tracts

Since data is not available for Maps 2 and 3, the following information comes from local

knowledge.

There are no new R/ECAP tracts in Clermont County, because the small numbers of minorities

that have moved there have not clustered in any particular area. R/ECAP tracts remain largely

unchanged within the Metro Area at large, as well. They generally remain clustered in the parts

of the City of Cincinnati described above.

The R/ECAP tracts identified immediately north of Downtown Cincinnati may move out of the

R/ECAP definition in the coming years, as a larger and more prosperous white population

moves in. It is important that this migration not cause the displacement of the existing

residents.

h. Vulnerable Neighborhoods

highest concentrations of R/ECAP census tracts are located. These concentrations date backhighest concentrations of R/ECAP census tracts are located. These concentrations date back

decades and have changed little. The Avondale neighborhood, where race riots erupted in thedecades and have changed little. The Avondale neighborhood, where race riots erupted in the

1960s, is still a R/ECAP Census Tract.1960s, is still a R/ECAP Census Tract.

Since data is not available for Maps 2 and 3, the following information comes from localSince data is not available for Maps 2 and 3, the following information comes from local

knowledge.knowledge.

There are no new R/ECAP tracts in Clermont County, because the small numbers of minoritiesThere are no new R/ECAP tracts in Clermont County, because the small numbers of minorities

that have moved there have not clustered in any particular area. R/ECAP tracts remain largelythat have moved there have not clustered in any particular area. R/ECAP tracts remain largely

highest concentrations of R/ECAP census tracts are located. These concentrations date backhighest concentrations of R/ECAP census tracts are located. These concentrations date back

decades and have changed little. The Avondale neighborhood, where race riots erupted in the

Since data is not available for Maps 2 and 3, the following information comes from localSince data is not available for Maps 2 and 3, the following information comes from local

There is no persistent segregation within Clermont County itself, but minority populations haveThere is no persistent segregation within Clermont County itself, but minority populations have

creating a regional segregation that persists today. Suburban areas are largely white, as arecreating a regional segregation that persists today. Suburban areas are largely white, as are

some specific neighborhoods in the City, while other neighborhoods are largely black (Hispanicssome specific neighborhoods in the City, while other neighborhoods are largely black (Hispanics

and Asians are less concentrated in specific areas).and Asians are less concentrated in specific areas).

Within the City, there are some areas that are seeing racial integration, such as Over-The-Within the City, there are some areas that are seeing racial integration, such as Over-The-
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New R/ECAP tracts may form in the northern reaches of the City of Cincinnati and inner ring

northern suburbs. These areas are currently concentrations of minorities, but not

concentrations of poverty. It is important that disinvestment not occur in these areas in the

ways that it has all over the country when neighborhoods become concentrations of minorities.

There are no areas in Clermont County that are vulnerable to becoming R/ECAPs, as identified

at this time. However, Census Tracts within the County west of I-275 may see similar

demographic trends to the northern suburbs of Cincinnati, with larger minority populations

moving out of the city. It is very important that these areas not become new concentrations of

poverty.

Additionally, there are concentrations of poverty in the rural parts of Clermont County,

especially near Felicity, Chilo, and other communities in the southern part of the County. These

areas are not concentrations of minorities, nor are they ever likely to be. However, these

communities face major challenges in providing quality, affordable housing.

Table 5: Tabular data for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati for numbers and percentages of LEP

persons, 2010

Clermont County Metropolitan Cincinnati

Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Language # % # %

1. Spanish 997 0.5% 18,443 0.9%

2. Chinese 180 0.1% 2,969 0.1%

3. Russian 112 0.1% 1,367 0.1%

4. Vietnamese 105 0.1% 1,783 0.1%

5. French 68 0.0% 2,305 0.1%

6. Other Slavic Languages 58 0.0% 237 0.0%

7. Other Indo-European Languages 57 0.0% 226 0.0%

8. Thai 49 0.0% 280 0.0%

9. Other Indic Languages 46 0.0% 707 0.0%

10. Korean 37 0.0% 893 0.0%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census/HUD

Map 4: Map of LEP Persons (by Top 5 Languages) for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati

Data by individual language is not yet available in CPD Maps. Maps 4A and 4B show the proportion of

non-English speakers by Census Tract in Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati.

Other Slavic LanguagesOther Slavic Languages

180

European LanguagesEuropean Languages

997997

areas are not concentrations of minorities, nor are they ever likely to be. However, theseareas are not concentrations of minorities, nor are they ever likely to be. However, these

communities face major challenges in providing quality, affordable housing.communities face major challenges in providing quality, affordable housing.

Table 5: Tabular data for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati for numbers and percentages of LEPTable 5: Tabular data for Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati for numbers and percentages of LEP

ClermontClermont CountyCounty
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i. Limited English Proficiency

By far the largest first language for people with Limited English Proficiency is Spanish, in both

the County and the Metro Area. Other common first languages include Russian, Chinese, and

Vietnamese. The overall proportion of people with Limited English Proficiency is not large, with

the proportion in Clermont County under 1%.

The only clusters of Limited English Proficiency in Clermont County are in the eastern part of

Milford. No data is available for the first language of those residents.

Other clusters of Limited English Proficiency in the region exist in central Cincinnati and some

inner-ring Hamilton County suburbs, most notably Springdale, which has a relatively high

Hispanic population.

By far the largest first language for people with Limited English Proficiency is Spanish, in bothBy far the largest first language for people with Limited English Proficiency is Spanish, in both

the County and the Metro Area. Other common first languages include Russian, Chinese, andthe County and the Metro Area. Other common first languages include Russian, Chinese, and

Vietnamese. The overall proportion of people with Limited English Proficiency is not large, withVietnamese. The overall proportion of people with Limited English Proficiency is not large, with

the proportion in Clermont County under 1%.the proportion in Clermont County under 1%.

The only clusters of Limited English Proficiency in Clermont County are in the eastern part ofThe only clusters of Limited English Proficiency in Clermont County are in the eastern part of

Milford. No data is available for the first language of those residents.Milford. No data is available for the first language of those residents.
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Table 6: Tabular Data for the Percentage of Racial/Ethnic Groups, Families with Children, and National Origin

Groups (Top 10) in Clermont County and Metropolitan Cincinnati that reside in R/ECAPs

Clermont County MetropolitanCincinnati

R/ECAP Race/Ethnicity # % # %

Total Population in R/ECAPs 0 38,261 17.9%

White 0 0.0% 6,998 18.3%

Black 0 0.0% 29,437 76.9%

Hispanic 0 0.0% 1,135 2.9%

Asian or Pacific Islander 0 0.0% 171 0.1%

Native American 0 0.0% 84 0.1%

Other 0 0.0% 1,571 4.1%

Family Type

Total Households in R/ECAPs 0 16,007

Families with Children 0 0.0% 4,728 29.5%

National Origin

Total Population in R/ECAPs 0 38,261

Total Foreign Born* 0 0.0% 1,438 3.7%

Source: 2010 U.S. Census/HUD

*Country of Origin Data Not Available

j. Disproportionate Representation in R/ECAP Tracts

As noted above, there are no R/ECAP Tracts within Clermont County. However, within the Metro

-represented. African-Americans make up 12.0% of the

regional population, but 76.9% of the population within R/ECAP Tracts. Over 10% of the black

population in the region lives in R/ECAP Tracts. While segregation is not an issue within

contributor to the regional

segregation issue.

Foreign-born individuals and households with children are disproportionately represented in

R/ECAP Tracts.

4. Additional Information about Segregation

Because there are no R/ECAPs within Clermont County, and the regional segregation issues have been

addressed above, no additional information has been included here.

*Country of Origin Data Not Available*Country of Origin Data Not Available

Disproportionate Representation in R/ECAP TractsDisproportionate Representation in R/ECAP Tracts

As noted above, there are no R/ECAP Tracts within Clermont County. However, within the MetroAs noted above, there are no R/ECAP Tracts within Clermont County. However, within the Metro

regional population, but 76.9% of the population within R/ECAP Tracts. Over 10% of the blackregional population, but 76.9% of the population within R/ECAP Tracts. Over 10% of the black

0.0%

1,5711,571

16,00716,007

0.0%
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5. Determinants of Segregation/R/ECAPs

Land Use and Zoning: Moderately Significant

After analyzing the Zoning Ordinances of the municipalities within Clermont County, the following

potential issues were identified. While these zoning restrictions may be grounded in the protection of

health, safety, and welfare, they should be evaluated for their impact of the provision of quality,

affordable housing for all people.

A number of communities, including the City of Milford, the Village of Amelia, the Village of

Bethel, the Village of Williamsburg, Batavia Township, Miami Township, and Stonelick Township,

have maximum building heights in their districts that permit multi-family housing that restrict

buildings to three stories or less. Affordable housing in small buildings is hard to make financially

feasible, so these restrictions may restrict the development of quality, affordable housing.

Batavia Township restricts multiple-family developments to six units per acre, a low density that

increases costs and makes the development of affordable housing difficult.

Franklin Township has no zoning district that permits multiple-family housing, although it does

permit manufactured housing parks.

Union Township has a prohibition on zoning any new land for multiple family development,

although Mixed Use Planned Unit Developments are permitted to include multiple family.

Occupancy Restrictions: Not Significant

The only occupancy restriction of note in Clermont County is senior housing. This occupancy restriction

does not create R/ECAPs or other segregated areas.

Residential Real Estate Steering: Moderately Significant

The Focus Groups reported that real estate steering is not a significant issue in Clermont County.

However, the regional Fair Housing organization, Housing Opportunities Made Equal (HOME), reported

that, while steering is not widespread, it does happen frequently enough to discourage minorities from

moving to Clermont County. Specifically, HOME has found that:

African Americans have been discouraged from moving to certain areas because of landlord

income).

Real estate agents have discouraged African Americans from putting offers on homes in certain

neighborhoods.

Hispanics have been confronted with disproportionate requirements to prove their immigration

status, even when they are US citizens.

Community Opposition: Highly Significant

The only occupancy restriction of note in Clermont County is senior housing. This occupancy restrictionThe only occupancy restriction of note in Clermont County is senior housing. This occupancy restriction

does not create R/ECAPs or other segregated areas.does not create R/ECAPs or other segregated areas.

Residential Real Estate Steering: Moderately SignificantModerately Significant

The Focus Groups reported that real estate steering is not a significant issue in Clermont County.The Focus Groups reported that real estate steering is not a significant issue in Clermont County.

However, the regional Fair Housing organization, Housing Opportunities Made Equal (HOME), reportedHowever, the regional Fair Housing organization, Housing Opportunities Made Equal (HOME), reported

that, while steering is not widespread, it does happen frequently enough to discourage minorities fromthat, while steering is not widespread, it does happen frequently enough to discourage minorities from

ving to Clermont County. Specifically, HOME has found that:ving to Clermont County. Specifically, HOME has found that:

The only occupancy restriction of note in Clermont County is senior housing. This occupancy restrictionThe only occupancy restriction of note in Clermont County is senior housing. This occupancy restriction

feasible, so these restrictions may restrict the development of quality, affordable housing.feasible, so these restrictions may restrict the development of quality, affordable housing.

Batavia Township restricts multiple-family developments to six units per acre, a low density thatBatavia Township restricts multiple-family developments to six units per acre, a low density that

increases costs and makes the development of affordable housing difficult.increases costs and makes the development of affordable housing difficult.

Franklin Township has no zoning district that permits multiple-family housing, although it doesFranklin Township has no zoning district that permits multiple-family housing, although it does

Union Township has a prohibition on zoning any new land for multiple family development,Union Township has a prohibition on zoning any new land for multiple family development,

although Mixed Use Planned Unit Developments are permitted to include multiple family.although Mixed Use Planned Unit Developments are permitted to include multiple family.
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Focus groups reported that in several municipalities, there is community opposition to all multiple-

family development, whether or not there is an affordable component. Opposition generally centers on

the perception of crime. Focus group participants stated that race is not usually an explicit component

of community opposition, and that opposition occurs even when the residents of the proposed housing

are likely to be predominantly white.

HOME reported that there is more passive community opposition in some single-family neighborhoods

organized opposition in a public forum.

Economic Pressures: Moderately Significant

Rents are rising in th economically successful city and village centers, such as Amelia, Milford,

and Batavia, where amenities are walkable and in close proximity. This is making it more difficult to find

affordable housing in those communities. Low-income households are more easily finding housing in

more suburban-style complexes, rural areas, and villages and cities with less jobs and amenities, such as

Felicity or Chilo.

Major Private Investments: Moderately Significant

Most private investments in the County have been the development of new housing and shopping in the

combined with a lack of investment in poorer communities like Felicity and Chilo, is widening the gap

between the rich and poor areas in the County. Within certain communities, especially New Richmond,

private investment has mainly taken place in wealthier neighborhoods, leaving retail, jobs, and

amenities difficult to reach for poorer households, especially given the hilly topography of the

community, which can make walking to certain locations very difficult.

Municipal and State Services and Amenities: Moderately Significant

Because of a lack of tax base, many communities in the southern and eastern parts of the County are

unable to provide the same quality of services as communities in the western portion of the County.

Housing in the south and east is more affordable, leading to higher concentrations of poverty, which is

exacerbated by the poor municipal services.

State and County services are generally evenly distributed throughout the County.

Foreclosure Patterns: Moderately Significant

Clermont County is still feeling the effect of the Great Recession, in the form of lingering foreclosure

issues. Forec

a widening of the gap in quality of life between the western and eastern/southern portions of the

county.

combined with a lack of investment in poorer communities like Felicity and Chilo, is widening the gapcombined with a lack of investment in poorer communities like Felicity and Chilo, is widening the gap

between the rich and poor areas in the County. Within certain communities, especially New Richmond,between the rich and poor areas in the County. Within certain communities, especially New Richmond,

private investment has mainly taken place in wealthier neighborhoods, leaving retail, jobs, andprivate investment has mainly taken place in wealthier neighborhoods, leaving retail, jobs, and

amenities difficult to reach for poorer households, especially given the hilly topography of theamenities difficult to reach for poorer households, especially given the hilly topography of the

community, which can make walking to certain locations very difficultcommunity, which can make walking to certain locations very difficult

Municipal and State Services and Amenities: Moderately SignificantMunicipal and State Services and Amenities: Moderately Significant

Because of a lack of tax base, many communities in the southern and eastern parts of the County areBecause of a lack of tax base, many communities in the southern and eastern parts of the County are

combined with a lack of investment in poorer communities like Felicity and Chilo, is widening the gapcombined with a lack of investment in poorer communities like Felicity and Chilo, is widening the gap

economically successful city and village centers, such as Amelia, Milford,economically successful city and village centers, such as Amelia, Milford,

and Batavia, where amenities are walkable and in close proximity. This is making it more difficult to findand Batavia, where amenities are walkable and in close proximity. This is making it more difficult to find

affordable housing in those communities. Low-income households are more easily finding housing inaffordable housing in those communities. Low-income households are more easily finding housing in

more suburban-style complexes, rural areas, and villages and cities with less jobs and amenities, such asmore suburban-style complexes, rural areas, and villages and cities with less jobs and amenities, such as

Most private investments in the County have been the development of new housing and shopping in theMost private investments in the County have been the development of new housing and shopping in the
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Other - Flood Plains: Highly Significant

erfront communities, such as New Richmond, Moscow, and Chilo, are experiencing a

major problem with housing in the Ohio River Flood Plain. Much of the housing in this area has been

bought by speculators hoping to be bought out by Federal programs aimed at removing housing from

flood plains. While waiting for to be bought out, the speculators are acting as slumlords, renting very

low quality housing to low-income residents. Some residences have undergone shoddy and unsafe

th flood plain regulations. Examples include stacks of cinder

conditions disproportionately impact households in poverty.

6. Publicly Supported Housing Patterns

a. Publicly Supported Housing Demographics

The tables below show the demographic breakdown within public and subsidized housing

facilities in Clermont County.

Table 7: Tabular data for Total Units by Four Categories of Publicly Supported Housing in Clermont County

Clermont County

Housing Units # %

Total Housing Units 76,415

Public Housing 217 0.2%

Project-Based Section

8
* *

Other HUD Multi-

Family
0 0.0%

HCV Program 891 1.2%

Source: HUD

76,41576,415

217217

*

Other HUD MultiOther HUD Multi--

Clermont County

The tables below show the demographic breakdown within public and subsidized housingThe tables below show the demographic breakdown within public and subsidized housing

our Categories of Publicly Supported Housing in Clermont Countyour Categories of Publicly Supported Housing in Clermont County

Clermont CountyClermont County
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Table 8: Tabular Race/Ethnicity Data for Four Categories of Public Housing Compared to Clermont County as a

Whole and To Persons Earning Less Than 30% AMI

White Black Hispanic
Asian or Pacific

Islander

# % # % # % # %

Housing Type

Public Housing 211 97.2% 6 2.8% 3 1.4% 0 0.0%

Project-Based Section

8
* * * * * * * *

Other HUD Multi-

Family
0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

HCV Program 802 93.1% 54 6.3% 8 0.9% 5 0.6%

0-30% AMI * * * * * * * *

Clermont County 189,250 95.9% 2,284 1.2% 2,896 1.5% 1,920 1.0%

Source: HUD/2010 US Census

*Indicates data that is not available

While the number of persons with income below 30% of AMI is not available broken down by

race at this time, income data is available from the Census. The AMI for Metropolitan Cincinnati

is $68,500, so 30% of that is $20,550. The Census reports that 9.5% of households in Clermont

County (6,613 households) had incomes less than $14,999 in 2010, and another 9.2% had

incomes less than $24,999 (6,828 households). Based on the average household size for the

County (2.72 people), there are approximately 36,523 people (18.7%) of the population living in

barely 200 public housing units and just under 900 housing vouchers are insufficient to serve

this population.

i. Likelihood of Racial/Ethnic Groups to Live in One Category of Publicly Supported Housing

Public Housing: Of the total population of Clermont County, 0.1% of whites, 0.3% of blacks,

0.1% of Hispanics, and 0.0% of Asians live in public housing. Therefore, blacks are slightly

more likely than other racial/ethnic groups to live in Public Housing.

Housing Choice Vouchers: Of the total population of Clermont County, 0.4% of whites, 2.4%

of blacks, 0.3% of Hispanics, and 0.3% of Asians participate in the Housing Choice Vouchers

program. Therefore, blacks are much more likely than other racial/ethnic groups to

participate in the Voucher program.

No data is available for Project-Based Section 8 properties. HUD data suggests there are no

Other HUD Multi-Family properties in Clermont County.

race at this time, income data is available from the Census. The AMI for Metropolitan Cincinnatirace at this time, income data is available from the Census. The AMI for Metropolitan Cincinnati

is $68,500, so 30% of that is $20,550. The Census reports that 9.5% of households in Clermontis $68,500, so 30% of that is $20,550. The Census reports that 9.5% of households in Clermont

County (6,613 households) had incomes less than $14,999 in 2010, and another 9.2% hadCounty (6,613 households) had incomes less than $14,999 in 2010, and another 9.2% had

incomes less than $24,999 (6,828 households). Based on the average household size for theincomes less than $24,999 (6,828 households). Based on the average household size for the

County (2.72 people), there are approximately 36,523 people (18.7%) of the population living inCounty (2.72 people), there are approximately 36,523 people (18.7%) of the population living in

barely 200 public housing units and just under 900 housing vouchers are insufficient to servebarely 200 public housing units and just under 900 housing vouchers are insufficient to serve

this population.this population.

While the number of persons with income below 30% of AMI is not available broken down byWhile the number of persons with income below 30% of AMI is not available broken down by

race at this time, income data is available from the Census. The AMI for Metropolitan Cincinnatirace at this time, income data is available from the Census. The AMI for Metropolitan Cincinnati

0.0%0.0%

88 0.9%0.9%

*

1.2%1.2% 2,8962,896

While the number of persons with income below 30% of AMI is not available broken down byWhile the number of persons with income below 30% of AMI is not available broken down by
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ii. Demographics of Publicly Supported Housing Compared to Overall County

The representation of racial/ethnic groups in public housing is roughly proportional to their

proportions in Clermont County as a whole. However, African-Americans are over-

represented in the Housing Choice Voucher Program (6.3% of participants and 1.2% of the

overall population), while whites, Hispanics, and Asians are all slightly under-represented.

iii. Patterns of Occupancy in Publicly Supported Housing

With the exception of the over-representation of African-Americans in the Housing Choice

Voucher program, the race/ethnicity, national origin, family status, and religion of residents

of publicly supported housing generally reflects the overall population of Clermont County.

b. Publicly Supported Housing Location and Occupancy

Map 5: Public Housing, Project-Based Section 8, Other Multi-Family, and LIHTC Locations Mapped with

Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map, Clermont County

The data available on CPD Maps for this topic is shown on Map 5.

of publicly supported housing generally reflects the overall population of Clermont County.of publicly supported housing generally reflects the overall population of Clermont County.

Map 5: Public Housing, Project-Based Section 8, Other Multi-Family, and LIHTC Locations Mapped withMap 5: Public Housing, Project-Based Section 8, Other Multi-Family, and LIHTC Locations Mapped with

The data available on CPD Maps for this topic is shown on Map 5.The data available on CPD Maps for this topic is shown on Map 5.
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i. Patterns of Siting Publicly Assisted Housing

The data in Map 5 is incomplete. The following table shows the Publicly supported housing

facilities in the 27 communities in Clermont County:

Municipality Public Housing
Project-Based

Section 8
LIHTC

City of Loveland

City of Milford

Sem Villa

Tabaleen Cove

Oakwood

Village of Amelia

Amanda Acres

Chaucer Square

Amelia Crossing

1 Development

Village of Batavia Batavia Village

Village of Bethel
Bethel Woods

(Senior)

Village of Chilo

Village of Felicity

Village of Moscow

Village of Neville

Village of New

Richmond

Steamboat Trails

River Bluffs
1 Development

Village of

Newtonsville

Village of

Owensville

Owensville

Commons

Clermont Villa

Owensville Manor

3 Developments

Village of

Williamsburg
Williamsburg Woods

Harmony Senior

Village
4 Developments

Batavia Township Bella Vista 2 Developments

Chaucer SquareChaucer Square

Amelia CrossingAmelia Crossing

1 Development1 Development

Batavia VillageBatavia Village
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College Hill

Thomaston

Meadows

Franklin Township Garrison Place

Goshen Township

Jackson Township 1 Development

Miami Township Ahepa (Senior)

Monroe Township Monroe Woods

Ohio Township

Pierce Township

Stonelick Township

Tate Township

Union Township

Beechwood Villa

Union Township

Summerside Woods

1 Development

Washington

Township

Wayne Township

Williamsburg

Township

Lytle Trace

Dimmit Woods

In general, publicly supported housing is spread throughout the County, and is not confined to

areas with high poverty rates or concentrations of minorities. However, there is a lack of publicly

Village of Chilo, the Village of Moscow, and Washington Township, all located in south end of

the County.

In general, publicly supported housing is spread throughout the County, and is not confined toIn general, publicly supported housing is spread throughout the County, and is not confined to

areas with high poverty rates or concentrations of minorities. However, there is a lack of publiclyareas with high poverty rates or concentrations of minorities. However, there is a lack of publicly

Beechwood VillaBeechwood Villa

Union TownshipUnion Township

Summerside WoodsSummerside Woods
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Table 9: Tabular Data on Publicly Supported Units and R/ECAPS for Clermont County

Total

Units
%Elderly

%with a

Disability
%White %Black %Hispanic

%Asian

or Pacific

Islander

Public Housing

R/ECAP Tracts 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Non-R/ECAP Tracts 217 * * 97.2% 2.8% 1.4% 0.0%

Project-Based Section 8

R/ECAP Tracts 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Non-R/ECAP Tracts 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Other HUD Multi-Family

R/ECAP Tracts 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Non-R/ECAP Tracts 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

HCV Program

R/ECAP Tracts 0 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Non-R/ECAP Tracts 891 * * 93.1% 6.3% 0.9% 0.6%

Source: HUD

*Indicates data that is not available

ii. Disproportionate Concentration in R/ECAP Tracts

There are no R/ECAP Tracts in Clermont County.

Table 10: Development Census Tract Level Demographics by Public Housing, Project-based Section 8, Other

Multi-Family, LIHTC and Other Federal Housing, Clermont County

Development

Race/Ethnicity

(%)

Census Tract

Race/Ethnicity

(%)

%

Households

with

Children

%Poverty in

Census Tract

Public Housing

Bethel Woods (Tract 418) 0.0% 15.6%

White 98.8% 97.6%

Black 0.0% 0.4%

*Indicates data that is not available*Indicates data that is not available

Disproportionate Concentration in R/ECAP TractsDisproportionate Concentration in R/ECAP Tracts

There are no R/ECAP Tracts in Clermont County.There are no R/ECAP Tracts in Clermont County.

: Development Census Tract Level Demographics by Public Housing, Project-based Section 8, Other: Development Census Tract Level Demographics by Public Housing, Project-based Section 8, Other

0.0%0.0%

0.0%0.0% 0.0%0.0%

0.0%0.0%

HCV ProgramHCV Program

0.0%0.0%

**



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 43

Hispanic 0.0% 1.1%

Asian 0.0% 0.2%

Monroe Woods (Tract

417.01)
87.5% 8.2%

White 95.3% 97.6%

Black 4.2% 0.4%

Hispanic 0.0% 1.1%

Asian 0.0% 0.1%

Williamsburg Woods

(Tract 409)
92.0% 11.0%

White 98.6% 98.1%

Black 1.4% 0.3%

Hispanic 0.0% 0.7%

Asian 0.0% 0.2%

Census Tracts:

409 31.5% 11.0%

White 98.1%

Black 0.3%

Hispanic 0.7%

Asian 0.2%

417.01 33.2% 8.2%

White 97.6%

Black 0.4%

Hispanic 1.1%

Asian 0.1%

418

White 97.6% 34.3% 15.6%

Black 0.4%

Hispanic 1.1%

Asian 0.2%

92.0%

0.2%0.2%
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Project-Based Section 8

Ahepa (Tract 404.02) * 5.5%

White * 93.9%

Black * 1.9%

Hispanic * 0.6%

Asian * 2.0%

Amanda Acres (Tract

411.03)
* 10.3%

White * 97.7%

Black * 0.3%

Hispanic * 2.6%

Asian * 2.0%

Chaucer Square (Tract

411.03)
* 10.3%

White * 97.7%

Black * 0.3%

Hispanic * 2.6%

Asian * 2.0%

Lytle Trace (Tract 409) * 11.0%

White * 98.1%

Black * 0.3%

Hispanic * 0.7%

Asian * 0.2%

ce (Tract

402.3)
* 5.1%

White * 97.5%

Black * 0.5%

Hispanic * 1.3%

Asian * 0.3%

Owensville Commons

(Tract 408)
* 8.8%

**

**

2.6%

97.7%97.7%

0.3%0.3%
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White * 98.0%

Black * 0.2%

Hispanic * 1.0%

Asian * 0.1%

Sem Villa (Tract 405) * 13.3%

White * 94.1%

Black * 2.6%

Hispanic * 1.1%

Asian * 0.8%

Steamboat Trails (Tract

416)
* 20.0%

White * 97.1%

Black * 1.2%

Hispanic * 0.3%

Asian * 0.0%

Tabaleen Cove (Tract 405) * 13.3%

White * 94.1%

Black * 2.6%

Hispanic * 1.1%

Asian * 0.8%

Batavia Village (Tract

411.02)
* 32.5%

White * 95.6%

Black * 1.8%

Hispanic * 0.8%

Asian * 1.1%

Beechwood Villa (Tract

414.03)
* 14.0%

White * 93.2%

Black * 1.4%

Hispanic * 6.7%

**

**

**

(Tract

9

*

0.3%0.3%

0.0%0.0%
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Asian * 0.5%

Bella Vista (Tract 411.02) * 32.5%

White * 95.6%

Black * 1.8%

Hispanic * 0.8%

Asian * 1.1%

Clermont Villa (Tract 405) * 13.3%

White * 94.1%

Black * 2.6%

Hispanic * 1.1%

Asian * 0.8%

College Hill (Tract 411.02) * 32.5%

White * 95.6%

Black * 1.8%

Hispanic * 0.8%

Asian * 1.1%

Green Tree Village (Tract

414.03)
* 10.3%

White * 97.7%

Black * 0.3%

Hispanic * 2.6%

Asian * 2.0%

Oakwood (Tract 404.01) * 8.0%

White * 94.9%

Black * 2.1%

Hispanic * 0.8%

Asian * 1.1%

Owensville Manor (Tract

406)
* 4.4%

White * 96.3%

Black * 1.3%

(Tract 404.01)(Tract 404.01)

**

**

*

95.6%

1.8%1.8%

0.8%0.8%

1.1%



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 47

Hispanic * 1.3%

Asian * 1.1%

Amelia Crossing (Tract

411.03)
* 10.3%

White * 97.7%

Black * 0.3%

Hispanic * 2.6%

Asian * 2.0%

Harmony Senior Village

(Tract 409)
* 11.0%

White * 98.1%

Black * 0.3%

Hispanic * 0.7%

Asian * 0.2%

River Bluffs (Tract 416) * 20.0%

White * 97.1%

Black * 1.2%

Hispanic * 0.3%

Asian * 0.0%

Garrison Place (Tract 420) * 12.3%

White * 98.5%

Black * 0.0%

Hispanic * 0.3%

Asian * 0.0%

Thomaston Meadows

(Tract 411.03)
* 10.3%

White * 97.7%

Black * 0.3%

Hispanic * 2.6%

Asian * 2.0%

**

**

1.2%

0.2%0.2%

97.1%97.1%
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Summerside Woods (Tract

414.03)
* 14.0%

White * 93.2%

Black * 1.4%

Hispanic * 6.7%

Asian * 0.5%

Dimmit Woods (Tract 409) * 11.0%

White * 98.1%

Black * 0.3%

Hispanic * 0.7%

Asian * 0.2%

Census Tracts:

402.03 33.3% 5.1%

White 97.5%

Black 0.5%

Hispanic 1.3%

Asian 0.3%

404.01 33.1% 8.0%

White 94.9%

Black 2.1%

Hispanic 0.8%

Asian 1.1%

404.02 34.0% 5.5%

White 93.9%

Black 1.9%

Hispanic 0.6%

Asian 2.0%

405 21.2% 13.3%

White 94.1%

Black 2.6%

97.5%97.5%

0.5%0.5%
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Hispanic 1.1%

Asian 0.8%

406 42.1% 4.4%

White 96.3%

Black 1.3%

Hispanic 1.3%

Asian 1.1%

408 32.9% 8.8%

White 98.0%

Black 0.2%

Hispanic 1.0%

Asian 0.1%

409 31.5% 11.0%

White 98.1%

Black 0.3%

Hispanic 0.7%

Asian 0.2%

411.02 49.3% 32.5%

White 95.6%

Black 1.8%

Hispanic 0.8%

Asian 1.1%

411.03 36.4% 10.3%

White 97.7%

Black 0.3%

Hispanic 2.6%

Asian 2.0%

414.03 34.3% 14.0%

White 93.2%

Black 1.4%

31.5%

98.1%98.1%

0.3%0.3%

0.7%



CLERMONT COUNTY FAIR HOUSING ASSESSMENT 50

Hispanic 6.7%

Asian 0.5%

416 38.4% 20.0%

White 97.1%

Black 1.2%

Hispanic 0.3%

Asian 0.0%

420 33.9% 12.3%

White 98.5%

Black 0.0%

Hispanic 0.3%

Asian 0.0%

Other HUD Multi-Family

There are no Other HUD Multi-Family Developments in Clermont County, according to HUD

records.

LIHTC

Project-by-project information for LIHTC Developments is not available.

Information for the Census Tracts that contain LIHTC projects is below.

401.01 1 Development 24.9% 12.1%

White * 98.3%

Black * 0.5%

Hispanic * 1.3%

Asian * 0.5%

405 1 Development 21.2% 13.3%

White * 94.1%

Black * 2.6%

Hispanic * 1.1%

Asian * 0.8%

406 2

Developments
42.1% 4.4%

ation for LIHTC Developments is not available.ation for LIHTC Developments is not available.

Information for the Census Tracts that contain LIHTC projects is below.Information for the Census Tracts that contain LIHTC projects is below.

1 Development1 Development

ation for LIHTC Developments is not available.ation for LIHTC Developments is not available.

FamilyFamily

Family Developments in Clermont County, according to HUDFamily Developments in Clermont County, according to HUD

records.
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White * 96.3%

Black * 1.3%

Hispanic * 1.3%

Asian * 1.1%

408 2

Developments
32.9% 8.8%

White * 98.0%

Black * 0.2%

Hispanic * 1.0%

Asian * 0.1%

409 4

Developments
31.5% 11.0%

White * 98.1%

Black * 0.3%

Hispanic * 0.7%

Asian * 0.2%

411.02 2

Developments
49.3% 32.5%

White * 95.6%

Black * 1.8%

Hispanic * 0.8%

Asian * 1.1%

411.03 1 Development 36.4% 10.3%

White * 97.7%

Black * 0.3%

Hispanic * 2.6%

Asian * 2.0%

414.03 1 Development 34.3% 14.0%

White * 93.2%

Black * 1.4%

Hispanic * 6.7%

DevelopmentsDevelopments

*

*

31.5%31.5%

0.3%0.3%

0.7%0.7%

0.2%0.2%
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Asian * 0.5%

414.04 1 Development 29.2% 7.0%

White * 92.8%

Black * 2.2%

Hispanic * 2.9%

Asian * 1.8%

416 1 Development 38.4% 20.0%

White * 97.1%

Black * 1.2%

Hispanic * 0.3%

Asian * 0.0%

Source: HUD, US Census 2010, Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority

*Indicates Data that is Not Available

iii. Public Housing Residents Compared to Neighborhood Demographics

The racial/ethnic mix of residents in public housing is generally similar to the racial mix of

the surrounding neighborhoods, in that residents are predominantly white across the board.

No public housing developments are located in segregated areas, because there are no

concentrations of minorities in the County.

However, with regard to specific developments and specific racial/ethnic groups, there are

some inconsistencies between the neighborhood and the development:

Residents of the Bethel Woods development are almost entirely white, with no

black, Hispanic, or Asian residents, while the surrounding neighborhood in Bethel is

0.4% black, 1.1% Hispanic, and 0.2% Asian

4.2% of the residents of Monroe Woods are black, compared just 0.4% of the

surrounding area in Monroe Township. Meanwhile, there are no Hispanic residents

in the development, despite 1.1% of the surrounding population being Hispanic.

Williamsburg Woods also has no Hispanic residents, despite 0.7% of the surrounding

neighborhood identifying as Hispanic. As with Monroe Woods, blacks are over-

represented, making up 1.4% of the residents in the development but only 0.3% of

the residents of the surrounding area.

the surrounding neighborhoods, in that residents are predominantly white across the board.the surrounding neighborhoods, in that residents are predominantly white across the board.

No public housing developments are located in segregated areas, because there are noNo public housing developments are located in segregated areas, because there are no

concentrations of minorities in the County.concentrations of minorities in the County.

However, with regard to specific developments and specific racial/ethnic groups, there areHowever, with regard to specific developments and specific racial/ethnic groups, there are

some inconsistencies between the neighborhood and the development:some inconsistencies between the neighborhood and the development:

Residents of the Bethel Woods development are almost entirely white, with noResidents of the Bethel Woods development are almost entirely white, with no

black, Hispanic, or Asian residents, while the surrounding neighborhood in Bethel isblack, Hispanic, or Asian residents, while the surrounding neighborhood in Bethel is

0.4% black, 1.1% Hispanic, and 0.2% Asian0.4% black, 1.1% Hispanic, and 0.2% Asian

The racial/ethnic mix of residents in public housing is generally similar to the racial mix ofThe racial/ethnic mix of residents in public housing is generally similar to the racial mix of

the surrounding neighborhoods, in that residents are predominantly white across the board.the surrounding neighborhoods, in that residents are predominantly white across the board.

Source: HUD, US Census 2010, Clermont Metropolitan Housing AuthoritySource: HUD, US Census 2010, Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority

Public Housing Residents Compared to Neighborhood DemographicsPublic Housing Residents Compared to Neighborhood Demographics

The racial/ethnic mix of residents in public housing is generally similar to the racial mix of
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In general, project siting decisions have not caused public housing developments to locate in

segregated areas and have not caused disproportionate clusters of minorities within

communities.

iv. Project-Based Section 8 and Other HUD Residents Compared to Neighborhood

Demographics

Data is not available on a development-by-development basis for Project-Based Section 8.

Based on the data by Census Tracts, none of the Project-Based Section 8 developments are

located in segregated areas, although there is a relatively high proportion of Hispanics

(6.7%) near Summerside Woods and Beechwood Villa in Union Township.

There are no Other HUD Multi-Family Developments in the County, according to the

information provided by HUD.

v. LIHTC Residents Compared to Neighborhood Demographics

Data is not available on a development-by-development basis for LIHTC. Based on the data

by Census Tracts, none of the Project-Based Section 8 developments are located in

segregated areas. There are clusters of LIHTC developments in Williamsburg and Owensville,

both of which have similar racial/ethnic proportions to the rest of the County.

Map 6: Voucher Dot Density Map with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map, Clermont County

Creating a dot-density map is not currently possible in CPD Maps. Instead, the following map shows the

density of vouchers in each Census Tract, for the Census Tracts within Clermont County where data is

available.

Map 6: Voucher Dot Density Map with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map, Clermont CountyMap 6: Voucher Dot Density Map with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map, Clermont County

Creating a dot-density map is not currently possible in CPD Maps. Instead, the following map shows thCreating a dot-density map is not currently possible in CPD Maps. Instead, the following map shows th

density of vouchers in each Census Tract, for the Census Tracts within Clermont County where data isdensity of vouchers in each Census Tract, for the Census Tracts within Clermont County where data is

Map 6: Voucher Dot Density Map with Race/Ethnicity Dot Density Map, Clermont County

There are no Other HUD Multi-Family Developments in the County, according to theThere are no Other HUD Multi-Family Developments in the County, according to the

LIHTC Residents Compared to Neighborhood DemographicsLIHTC Residents Compared to Neighborhood Demographics

-development basis for LIHTC. Based on the data-development basis for LIHTC. Based on the data

by Census Tracts, none of the Project-Based Section 8 developments are located inby Census Tracts, none of the Project-Based Section 8 developments are located in

segregated areas. There are clusters of LIHTC developments in Williamsburg and Owensville,segregated areas. There are clusters of LIHTC developments in Williamsburg and Owensville,

both of which have similar racial/ethnic proportions to the rest of the County.both of which have similar racial/ethnic proportions to the rest of the County.
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vi. Patterns of HCV Usage

Based on the data available for Map 6, HCV participants commonly choose to live in Union

Township, Milford, Batavia Township, the Village of Amelia, the Village of Batavia, and the

Village of Bethel. The predominant racial/ethnic group in these areas is whites, and there

are no concentrations of foreign born individuals in these areas.

vii. Proportion of HCVs Used in R/ECAP Tracts.

Zero HCVs are used in R/ECAP Tracts in Clermont County, because there are no R/ECAP

Tracts in Clermont County.

viii. Use of Vouchers in LIHTC Developments

HCV participants have faced no barriers to using the vouchers in LIHTC Developments.

7. Publicly Supported Housing and Mobility Policies

a. Publicly Supported Housing Policies

i. Residency Preferences and Impact on Housing Choice

Based on the data available for Map 6, HCV participants commonly choose to live in UnionBased on the data available for Map 6, HCV participants commonly choose to live in Union

Township, Milford, Batavia Township, the Village of Amelia, the Village of Batavia, and theTownship, Milford, Batavia Township, the Village of Amelia, the Village of Batavia, and the

Village of Bethel. The predominant racial/ethnic group in these areas is whites, and thereVillage of Bethel. The predominant racial/ethnic group in these areas is whites, and there

are no concentrations of foreign born individuals in these areas.are no concentrations of foreign born individuals in these areas.

Proportion of HCVs Used in R/ECAP Tracts.Proportion of HCVs Used in R/ECAP Tracts.

Zero HCVs are used in R/ECAP Tracts in Clermont County, because there are no R/ECAPZero HCVs are used in R/ECAP Tracts in Clermont County, because there are no R/ECAP
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The only residency preference in the publicly supported housing developments in Clermont

County is senior housing.

Of the three public housing developments, only Bethel Woods is restricted to seniors.

However, this means that the only options for public housing in Clermont County for

families are Monroe Woods in Monroe Township and Williamsburg Woods in Williamsburg.

For Project-

restricted to seniors. However, with 24 Project-Based Section 8 developments located all

over the County, there are plenty of options for families.

It is not clear how many, if any, LIHTC developments are restricted to seniors. However,

there are 16 LIHTC developments located around the County, leaving plenty of options for

non-seniors.

There are no Other HUD Multi-Family Developments in the County.

ii. Public Support or Opposition to Siting Publicly Supported Housing

The Focus Groups reported that there is substantial public opposition to all multiple family

housing in many parts of the County. This opposition creates a hurdle to located publicly

supported housing. However, the Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority, HUD, and

private developers have all been successful at locating developments throughout the

County, despite public opposition.

iii. State Policies Impacting Siting of LIHTC

The 2014 Ohio Qualified Allocation Plan (QAP) has several priorities that may make siting

LIHTC projects in certain parts of Clermont County difficult:

The QAP gives priority to projects located within walking distance of amenities and/or

within mixed-use developments. While these are important goals, the rural parts of the

Township do not have walkable amenities, and the poorer villages, such as Chilo and

Felicity, have few amenities even though they have walkable neighborhoods.

Additionally, zoning approvals for mixed use development may be difficult under the

Zoning Ordinances of some of the municipalities in the County.

The QAP gives priority to renovated older buildings, rather than new construction.

Again, this is an important goal, but it makes development in the rural portions of the

County difficult.

State Policies Impacting Siting of LIHTCState Policies Impacting Siting of LIHTC

The 2014 Ohio Qualified Allocation Plan (QAP) has several priorities that may make sitingThe 2014 Ohio Qualified Allocation Plan (QAP) has several priorities that may make siting

LIHTC projects in certain parts of Clermont County difficult:LIHTC projects in certain parts of Clermont County difficult:

The QAP gives priority to projects located within walking distance of amenities and/orThe QAP gives priority to projects located within walking distance of amenities and/or

within mixed-use developments. While these are important goals, the rural parts of thewithin mixed-use developments. While these are important goals, the rural parts of the

Township do not have walkable amenities, and the poorer villages, such as Chilo andTownship do not have walkable amenities, and the poorer villages, such as Chilo and

There are no Other HUD Multi-Family Developments in the County.There are no Other HUD Multi-Family Developments in the County.

Public Support or Opposition to Siting Publicly Supported HousingPublic Support or Opposition to Siting Publicly Supported Housing

The Focus Groups reported that there is substantial public opposition to all multiple familyThe Focus Groups reported that there is substantial public opposition to all multiple family

housing in many parts of the County. This opposition creates a hurdle to located publiclyhousing in many parts of the County. This opposition creates a hurdle to located publicly

supported housing. However, the Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority, HUD, andsupported housing. However, the Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority, HUD, and

private developers have all been successful at locating developments throughout theprivate developers have all been successful at locating developments throughout the
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employers are all in the western and central parts of the County, again making

development in the rural eastern and southern portions of the County difficult.

b. Mobility Policies

i. HCV Policies Impacting Neighborhood Choice

The Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority works to ensure that HCV program

participants can live in any neighborhood they choose. CMHA works closely with landlords

and has successfully placed HCV participants all over the County, including in the most

popular communities and neighborhoods.

ii. Awareness Programs for HCV Holders

CMHA keeps an updated list of properties that welcome HCV participants across the County.

This list is used to match HCV participants with housing options in their neighborhood of

choice.

iii. Barriers to HCV Use

Barriers to using HCV in a given neighborhood are not substantial. CMHA has had

experiences with landlords that were unwilling to take vouchers, but these experiences are

not wide-spread and there are plenty of housing options throughout the County for HCV

participants.

9. Determinants of Segregation/R/ECAPs related to Publicly Supported Housing Location and

Occupancy

Land Use and Zoning: Moderately Significant

After analyzing the Zoning Ordinances of the municipalities within Clermont County, the following

potential issues were identified. While these zoning restrictions may be grounded in the protection of

health, safety, and welfare, they should be evaluated for their impact on the development of publicly

supported housing.

A number of communities, including the City of Milford, the Village of Amelia, the Village of

Bethel, the Village of Williamsburg, Batavia Township, Miami Township, and Stonelick Township,

have maximum building heights in their districts that permit multi-family housing that restrict

buildings to three stories or less. Affordable housing in small buildings is hard to make financially

feasible, so these restrictions may restrict the development of quality, affordable housing.

Batavia Township restricts multiple-family developments to six units per acre, a low density that

increases costs and makes the development of affordable housing difficult.

experiences with landlords that were unwilling to take vouchers, but these experiences areexperiences with landlords that were unwilling to take vouchers, but these experiences are

not wide-spread and there are plenty of housing options throughout the County for HCVnot wide-spread and there are plenty of housing options throughout the County for HCV

9. Determinants of Segregation/R/ECAPs related to Publicly Supported Housing Location and9. Determinants of Segregation/R/ECAPs related to Publicly Supported Housing Location and

Land Use and Zoning: Moderately SignificantLand Use and Zoning: Moderately Significant

After analyzing the Zoning Ordinances of the municipalities within Clermont County, the followingAfter analyzing the Zoning Ordinances of the municipalities within Clermont County, the following

Barriers to using HCV in a given neighborhood are not substantial. CMHA has hadBarriers to using HCV in a given neighborhood are not substantial. CMHA has had

experiences with landlords that were unwilling to take vouchers, but these experiences areexperiences with landlords that were unwilling to take vouchers, but these experiences are

CMHA keeps an updated list of properties that welcome HCV participants across the County.CMHA keeps an updated list of properties that welcome HCV participants across the County.

This list is used to match HCV participants with housing options in their neighborhood ofThis list is used to match HCV participants with housing options in their neighborhood of

Barriers to using HCV in a given neighborhood are not substantial. CMHA has had
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Franklin Township has no zoning district that permits multiple-family housing, although it does

permit manufactured housing parks.

Union Township has a prohibition on zoning any new land for multiple family development,

although Mixed Use Planned Unit Developments are permitted to include multiple family.

Siting Decisions for Public Housing: Not Significant

There are three Public Housing developments in Clermont County. None are located within segregated

areas, R/ECAPs, or concentrations of poverty.

Siting Decisions for LIHTC Housing: Not Significant

There are LIHTC developments scattered throughout in Clermont County. The places where there are

clusters of LIHTC developments, such as Owensville and Williamsburg, are not segregated areas and are

not concentrations of poverty.

While there are some concerns with regard to the priorities in the QAP, as discussed above, they have

not had a noticeable negative impact on the siting of LIHTC developments.

Siting Decisions for Other Publicly Supported Housing: Not Significant

There are Project-Based Section 8 developments scattered throughout in Clermont County. Some are

located in areas of concentrated poverty, such as Felicity, but there are options throughout the County,

allowing plenty of choice in neighborhoods for those needing affordable housing.

Admission or Residency Preferences for Public Housing: Not Significant

While some publicly supported housing developments in the County are reserved for seniors, there are

plenty of other options located all over the County.

Community Resistance to Public Housing: Highly Significant

Focus groups reported that in several municipalities, there is community opposition to all multiple-

family development, whether or not it is publicly supported. Opposition generally centers on the

perception of crime. Focus group participants stated that race is not usually an explicit component of

community opposition, and that opposition occurs even when the residents of the proposed housing are

likely to be predominantly white. Despite this opposition, the Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority,

HUD, and private developers have succeeded in located publicly supported housing throughout the

County.

Regional Collaboration or Lack of Regional Collaboration: Moderately Significant

Siting Decisions for Other Publicly Supported Housing: Not SignificantSiting Decisions for Other Publicly Supported Housing: Not Significant

There are Project-Based Section 8 developments scattered throughout in Clermont County. Some areThere are Project-Based Section 8 developments scattered throughout in Clermont County. Some are

located in areas of concentrated poverty, such as Felicity, but there are options throughout the County,located in areas of concentrated poverty, such as Felicity, but there are options throughout the County,

allowing plenty of choice in neighborhoods for those needing affordable housing.allowing plenty of choice in neighborhoods for those needing affordable housing.

Admission or Residency Preferences for Public Housing: Not SignificantAdmission or Residency Preferences for Public Housing: Not Significant

While some publicly supported housing developments in the County are reserved for seniors, there areWhile some publicly supported housing developments in the County are reserved for seniors, there are

plenty of other options located all over the County.plenty of other options located all over the County.

Siting Decisions for Other Publicly Supported Housing: Not SignificantSiting Decisions for Other Publicly Supported Housing: Not Significant

There are LIHTC developments scattered throughout in Clermont County. The places where there areThere are LIHTC developments scattered throughout in Clermont County. The places where there are

clusters of LIHTC developments, such as Owensville and Williamsburg, are not segregated areas and areclusters of LIHTC developments, such as Owensville and Williamsburg, are not segregated areas and are

While there are some concerns with regard to the priorities in the QAP, as discussed above, they haveWhile there are some concerns with regard to the priorities in the QAP, as discussed above, they have

not had a noticeable negative impact on the siting of LIHTC developments.not had a noticeable negative impact on the siting of LIHTC developments.
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Within Clermont County, a lack of collaboration has not been a barrier to locating publicly supported

housing. However, County housing authorities such as the Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority are

tasked solely with providing housing within their own County, which could lead to a lack of regional

planning and collaboration on housing issues.

Other: None

8. Determinants of Segregation/R/ECAPs related to Mobility

Lack of Housing Choice Voucher Program: Not Significant

Clermont County has a robust HCV program.

Admission or Residency Preferences for Housing Choice Vouchers: Not Significant

The HCV program is open to anyone who meets the income qualifications.

The Quality of Mobility Counseling Programs: Not Significant

The Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority consistently helps HCV participants find housing in their

neighborhood of choice.

Lack of Support for Voucher Mobility: Not Significant

Support for the HCV program is strong.

Lack of Landlord Participation: Not Significant

The CMHA has a robust roster of landlords throughout the County that accept vouchers.

Landlord Refusal to Accept Other Sources of Income, such as Social Security, Disability, Retirement, and

Other Tenant-Based Rental Assistance: Not Significant

Landlords refusing to accept certain forms of payment has not been a significant barrier to housing

choice in Clermont County, according to both CMHA and HOME.

Other: None

Lack of Support for Voucher Mobility: Not SignificantLack of Support for Voucher Mobility: Not Significant

Support for the HCV program is strong.Support for the HCV program is strong.

Lack of Landlord Participation: Not SignificantLack of Landlord Participation: Not Significant

The CMHA has a robust roster of landlords throughout the County that accept vouchers.The CMHA has a robust roster of landlords throughout the County that accept vouchers.

The Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority consistently helps HCV participants find housing in theirThe Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority consistently helps HCV participants find housing in their

Admission or Residency Preferences for Housing Choice Vouchers: Not SignificantAdmission or Residency Preferences for Housing Choice Vouchers: Not Significant

The HCV program is open to anyone who meets the income qualifications.The HCV program is open to anyone who meets the income qualifications.

The Quality of Mobility Counseling Programs: Not SignificantThe Quality of Mobility Counseling Programs: Not Significant

The Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority consistently helps HCV participants find housing in theirThe Clermont Metropolitan Housing Authority consistently helps HCV participants find housing in their


