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Introduction

This document is the fifth in a series of profitldssulnerable population groups living in DuPageu6ty.
The goal of this project is to provide a factuadibdor public policy and funding decisions abdwg human
services needs of DuPage County.

Like many suburban areas around the Unite
States, DuPage County is experiencing (a
significant population change. Although th

County will continue to experience modest
population growth, the new residents ate
increasingly likely to be members of minorit

groups, particularly Latinos, or internationa

immigrants. Further, many more low income
persons are and will be living in DuPage County.
The Northeastern Illinois Planning Commission tiRorecast 2030 Report ,says:

“Two present trends in the composition of the pagioh will continue, with resulting
implications for transportation, housing, sociaviees, and schools. First, a sizable share
of the region's population will be older: the numbgpersons 65 years or older will nearly
double by 2030 as almost all Baby Boomers readfemnsént age. Second, the population
will be more diverse racially and ethnically. By3the Hispanic population, currently the
fastest-growing segment, will constitute one-thifthe region's residents. While Hispanics
will continue to migrate into the region, most béir forecasted growth will result from
natural increase (births in excess of deaths). Afhiean-American population will also
continue to grow in absolute numbers, but will @ase slightly as a percentage of the
population. The Non-Hispanic White/Other group (@hincludes the Asian population)
will constitute less than half of the region's pledap 2030.

In addition to the major demographic shifts thatiarplicit in the new forecasts, significant
impacts are expected to occur geographically araonttheastern lllinois. Our region’s ring
of growth, already at a radius 30 miles or so fréowntown Chicago, will continue
advancing ever outward even as Chicago continugdd@opulation and jobs. With plenty
of land available for development and proximityetmployment centers in DuPage and
Cook Counties, Will County is expected to more tdanble in both population and jobs
from 2000 to 2030

The purpose of this report is to provide facts alblois substantial population shift, particularbctised on
the low income and minority persons who are our neighbors. Accordingly, we examine first:

. Who are the new neighbors?
. How are they different from their predecessors?
. How can their community respond to their needs?

Then we focus on their basic needs, particularlgnghthey differ from the needs of the previousdesis
of the County. These basic needs include:

. Income



. Transportation

. Housing

. Health Care

. Child Care

. Education and Training

A companion document, to be published later, wiliraine the implications of this demographic shiitla
recommend steps that can assist DuPage Countyréeaséhey grapple with the challenges of the new
neighbors.

There is a potential risk in focusing attentiortlois rapid and substantial shift, in that we magl the fears
of those who reflexively interpret such changeegative. This is not our intention. Instead, wedye that
providing accurate information and well considemedommendations will permit our community’s
leadership to design a reasoned and approprigtenss to this change.

The Federation has used data from the U.S. Censtea®, the Northern lllinois University Regional
Development Institute, the Regional Roundtable omElessness, DuPage County Homeless Continuum
of Care, the Illinois Criminal Justice Informatigmthority, the Northeastern lllinois Planning Conssion

and the lllinois Department of Human Services &mhkrthese issues. We are particularly gratefuhéo t
Regional Development Institute of Northern lllindlgiversity for some of the data and charts cowizin

this report. For additional source information, #ee=endnotes and bibliography.

Comments and questions should be addressed to:

Candace M. King, Executive Director
DuPage Federation on Human Services Reform
146 W. Roosevelt Road ¢ Villa Park, IL 60181
(630) 782-4783



Executive Summary

Like many suburban areas around the United Statézage County is experiencing a significant poporat
change. The new residents in DuPage are incredpdikely to be members of minority groups, partely
Latinos, or international immigrants. Further, mangre low income persons are and will be living in
DuPage County. These issues will be complicatethéyging of the baby boom generation; by 2030, the
number of seniors will have increased by over 137%.

DuPage County is the third most affluent countlimois, and the 2%ranked for median household income
nationally, contributing to a widespread mispermapthat there are no poor people in DuPage Coumty.
reality, although a significant number of housesaidDuPage County are affluent, almost 35,000qvess
have income below the federal poverty level, arel 20,000 individuals have incomes less than 260%
the Federal poverty level.

The purpose of this report is to provide facts allois substantial population shift, particularbctised on
the low income and minority persons who are our neighbors.

Income: Low wage service jobs comprise an increasing péagerof the new jobs in the County, while the
availability of high paying jobs is diminishing. &lgap between rich and poor is widening. Employrrent
lllinois is changing from a tradition of high wag&ten unionized manufacturing jobs to a new rgatit
lower wage service jobs. Due to powerful econorarcés, many of the higher paying jobs are no longer
available; the high paying jobs that do exist tgflicrequire advanced training and/or college degre

A major cause of poverty for many single parentif@sis ineffective collection of child supporh too
many situations, the identity and whereabouts @fiisent parent is known, yet the support is riteated

for an assortment of reasons, some good and sodnd ba usage of public assistance in DuPage County
is growing rapidly, even though most immigrants iasdigible for many public benefit programs such a
Medicaid and Food Stamps. Public benefits arenglihe gap left as low wage jobs, often withoutlthea
insurance and other benefits, become more prevalent

Transportation: It is becoming more and more difficult for lowcmme people to get to work and to
essential services because the cost of transoritceeds their ability to pay it. Although DuP&gpinty
has three commuter train lines and multiple busdljrthese resources are typically designed togoans
suburban residents to jobs in downtown Chicagraditional rush hours. Increasingly, however, thaiot
where DuPage residents need to go. The employreatdrs and low income housing in the County are les
well served, and some are completely without pulséinsportation.

Human service professionals and low income peretias cite problems with transportation as a seriou
barrier to self sufficiency and a reason that Ioeome residents cannot get better jobs, cannao dpetalth
care, etc. We believe that problems with transpioriare one manifestation of a complex interactiomong

a variety of problems, involving jobs with low waghat force low income households to select hgibiat

is poorly served by public transportation and higiisy coupled with their inability to afford religtars.
These issues, all posing a significant challengedimbers of low income households, combine to tfely
frustrate their efforts to escape poverty.



Housing and HomelessnessThe cost of housing is a major, even overwhelneixygense for low income
households in DuPage County. Affordable housimgeined as housing that costs no more than 30% of
the owner or renter's gross incofiEhere is a severe shortage of affordable housiiyPage County for
both renters and would-be owners, and many lownmecbouseholds are paying far more than 30% for
housing. These households are at high risk of hessakss, and are often described as being “onbexayc
away from homelessness.”

Health Care: DuPage County is part of a national trend ofidea access to insurance and hence to health
care. About 5-7% of the population of DuPage Colextks health insurance at any one time. A common
misperception is that uninsured persons can gehe¢laéth care they need through emergency rooms. In
reality, research shows that lack of health insteameans lack of health care, and that lack otiheake

is a major impediment to work. The health care segdow income persons and those with limited gl
proficiency pose a daily challenge to health prewsdn DuPage County.

DuPage County is part of a public private partnigrghat has taken several important steps toward
development of a comprehensive health care safetyincluding the establishment of the DuPage
Community Clinic (1989), Access DuPage (2002) amel first Federally Qualified Community Health
Centers (2003 and 2005). Several additional steps heen recommended, including the formation of an
overarching planning body, the DuPage Medical As¢&salition and the establishment of at least twoem
Community Health Centers. Further, increased ressuior mental health care and dental care areedeed

Child Care: In 2000, there were 41,901 children under 6 ifP&@ye County from households where all
parents were in the labor force. In 2004, thisteeh to an estimated 46,074 children. Early cbéce and
education is a major expense for working familefgen amounting to over 10% of average family inesm
Without reliable, affordable child care, parentsroat be reliable workers. Yet lllinois Facilitieartd found

in 2002, “annual, full-time, center-based caredninfant cost more than resident undergraduatieruat
the University of Illinois.® There are not enough child care subsidies to sewéncome families. “Over
1,000 DuPage children, and 69% of those in Addigaiify for subsidized care, but can’t be accomneda
by the current supply*In DuPage, ?in the State in need of additional pre-kinderga1e488 preschoolers
are competing for 1,026 pre-kindergarten spots.

Law Enforcement: Although the overall crime rate is low, DuPage Qgurad a 16% increase of arrests
made by law enforcement agencies from 1994 to 2808,most arrests are property and drug offenses.
DuPage County’s property index offense rate washigteer than other Collar counties. Arrests for drug
violations more than doubled, from 1,613 in 1998876 in 2003. The number of those convicted of a
felony and sentenced more than doubled, from 11430912 between 1994 and 2003Viore DuPage
County individuals convicted of a felony are seotshto prison than probation. Although the data
demonstrate a decline in the crime rate, DuPagen@as still impacted by discharges from the llisio
Department of Corrections. Both the populationghe# prisons operated by the lIllinois Department of
Corrections and of the DuPage County Jail aresemsing.

Although DuPage County has experienced a decragbe reported incidence of domestic violence from
1996 to 2002, in 2004 - 2005, DuPage County palegartments responded to 7,408 domestic violence
calls! Of these, arrests were made in 1,880 (27.1%)nost Although the numbers of murders in DuPage
are very low, three of the nine murders that folake in DuPage in 2003 were related to domestience®
Domestic Violence is a serious and ongoing probfeDuPage as in many other communities, and asrio
effort to improve the way it is treated in DuPagevarranted.



Education: Education in a broad sense is critical if a worlgeto find a sustainable niche in today’'s
economy. A young person who fails to complete Isighool faces a serious barrier to future econoeifc s
sufficiency. Indeed, more and more of the jobsdcatally pay a living wage require post-secondaining

or education. Yet an increasing percentage of idjle $chool dropouts in DuPage County are immigrants
and members of racial and ethnic minorities. Ashie rest of the country, minority students in Duag
County are far more likely to drop out of high schihan are whites, and males of all groups areertikely

to drop out. An expanded effort to address the afilutal needs of minority students is needed.

The immigrants and other newcomers to DuPage Cduaig either very high or very low educational
attainments. Expanded opportunities for EnglishaaSecond Language training and/or high school
completion courses are needed.

The Future: The Northeastern lllinois Planning Commissiorompthat, by 2030, DuPage County will be
part of a region of over 10 million people. Theu@ty will contain the third largest population hretstate,
having been overtaken by Will County.

DuPage County will continue to be a major employnoemter, with nearly as many jobs as people. As is
the case today, many people will commute into tbar®y for work. The decline in high wage jobs will
continue as part of a nationwide trend.

No major change is anticipated in the powerful @roic forces that are currently pushing more andemor
persons into poverty or near poverty. The needroexpanded array of supportive services for |aemme
persons will be even more acute, and governmentpravate organizations serving DuPage County shoul
continue their efforts to access increased funtbrgypport these services.

The aging of the baby boom generation will presanite challenges to the County. Public support for
educational expenditures may decline, with thecgrdated decline in the number of children. The reed
an expanded health care workforce will becomeoailitiwith particular unmet needs in the nursinggfie
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Demographic Information

The population of DuPage County continues to grbwt the growth is increasingly coming from
international immigration, and the new residentslass likely to be affluent, educated whites.dadf they
are of more diverse ethnicity, and lower incomanttheir predecessors.

Fact 1: The number of low income residents in DuRagounty is steadily increasing.

DuPage County faces an income paradox: althougta@eiRas the highest median income in the Chicago
area, it has more low income persons than the poglilation of eighty counties in lllinois. Althgh there

are a large number of high income residents, e diits low income population is increasing.

DuPage County, 1990 Census 2000 Census 2003 ACS 2004 ACS 2005 ACH{ (
Illinois Change
# % # % # % # % # % 1990-
2005

Total 771,641 100.00%6 889,34300.00%4908,304]100.00% 912,78(3100.00% 912,117 100.00% 18.24%
Under 50% FPL 10045 1.30% 16,004 1.80% 15,038 | 1.669%] 15,310 1.68% 17,519 1.92% 74.419
50 to 74% FPL 4909 0.64p6 7,389 0.83%] 16,431| 1.81% 10,094 1.119% 9,89) 1.08%4101.499
75 t0 99% FPL 5994 0.78p6 8,770 0.999%4 18,358 | 2.02% 9,199 1.0194 17,511 1.929%4192.149
Subtotal <100 FPL 20948 2.71% 32,163 3.92% 49,827 5]49%598¢ 3.79% 44,921 4.92P6 114.44%
100 to 124% FPL 9217 1.19% 11,361 1.289% 12,976| 1.43% 18,184 1.999%] 17,349 1.90% 88.239
125 to 149% FPL 9795 1.27% 15,549 1.75% 18,500 | 2.04% 24,914 2.73% 18,494 2.03% 88.799
150 to 174% FPL 14043 1.83% 16,910 1.90% 27,630 | 3.04% 24,869 2.72%] 22,247 2.44% 58.209
175 to 184% FPL 5591 0.72% 8,791 0.999% 12,099 | 1.33% 5,044 0.55% 6,244 0.68% 11.689
185 to 199% FPL 9619 1.259% 10,619 1.20% 10,366 | 1.149% 14,164 1.55%] 11,944 1.31% 23.389
Subtotal <200% FPL 69293 8.98% 95,4$310.73%131,398| 14.479%4121,771| 13.3494121,195| 13.29% 74.909
200% FPL+ 702,348 91.02P6 793,89089.27%776,906] 85.53%4791,009] 86.66%790,922| 86.71% 12.619

U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey, 200ID5.

In DuPage County, with its higher cost of livingdashortage of affordable housing, a household aith
income below 200% of the official poverty threshisldonsidered poor, even though few assistanagqmnts
serve such a household.

The number of DuPage County residents with an irecover 200% of the Federal Poverty Level (FPL) has
decreased by 3.32%, while the number of resideitksimcomes under 200% of the FPL has increased by
27.57% since 2000. The most substantial areasgase have been those between 125 to 149% oPthe F
(60.23% increase), 100 to 124% of the FPL (60.07%0),to 174% of the FPL (47.07%), and 50 to 74% of
the FPL (36.57%).

The official ‘poverty population’ includes housetidhcomes at or below 100% of the Federal Povestyel
(FPL). While the state of Illinois’ overall popuienh has increased 8.4% since 1990, the state’sriyove
population has increased 11.13%. The City of Clatsaagoverty population has decreased from 592,898 i
1990to 571,727 in 2004. However, Suburban CoolknGosiPoverty Population has increased almost 55%,
from 120,9578 in 1990 to 187,465 in 2004. This detkects that the city is home to a decreasinggrgage

of the state’s poor, and an increasing percentégleeostate’s poor population now live in the sudsur
DuPage County’s poverty population has increasgaifgiantly from 20,948 in 1990 to 34,599 in 2004,
65% increaseé.

Fact 2: DuPage County is becoming rapidly and incetagly diverse.

The total population of DuPage County has incredsetl6.85% since 1990. The minority population in

DuPage has risen from 101,328 in 1990 to 252,72D04, an increase of 149.41%. The most significant
population growth was in the Hispanic/Latino popigia, which rose 189.47% since 1990; the Asian



population, which saw a 129.33% increase; and tlaekBpopulation, which has experienced a 125.29%
increase since 1990.

DuPage County, 1990 Census 2000 Census 2003 ACS 2004 ACS 2005 ACS %o
lllinois Change|
# % # % # % # % # % | 1990-
2005

Total Population 781,664 100% 904,161 100% 909,856] 100% 913,384 100% 913,781 100% 16.90%

White non Hispanid 714,90591.46% 759,924 84.05% 753,79 82.85% 760,724 83.29% 671,159 73.45% -6.129

Black 15,462 1.989% 27,600 3.05% 30,239 3.32% 34,834 3.819% 34,841 3.819%125.33%
Asian 39,634 5.07% 71,254 7.88% 88,314 9.719% 90,8939 9.95%] 89,224 9.769%]125.12%
American Indian/ 962 0.129% 1,520 0.17% 1,283 0.14% 1,434 0.16% 1,189 0.13% 23.60%
Alaska Native

Native Hawaiian/ Seq 0.009%] 217 0.029% 946 0.109% 478 0.05% 284 0.03% NA
Pacific Island Asian

Other 10,708 1.37% 28,169 3.129% 24,723 2.72%] 15,824 1.73% 1,787 0.20% -83.30%
Two or more races NA 0.009%4 15,484 1.71%] 10,554 1.169% 9,193 1.019% 10,474 1.15% NA|

Hispanic or Latino 34,5671 4.42% 81,364 9.00% 98,014 10.77% 100,06Q 10.95% 104,823 11.47%]203.25%
(of any race)
Subtotal Minority 66,761 8.54% 144,237 15.99% 156,060 17.15% 157,661 16.744624 26.55% 263.43%

U.S. Census Bureau, 1990 and 2000; American Césesu, 2003 - 2005.

Fact 3: The number of people with limited English giiciency is significantly increasing.

The Census Bureau reports DuPage County’s foragngopulation has risen significantly. In 1990,385

or 9.13% of the county’s population was foreignrbétowever, in 2004, 164,343 or 18% of populati@sw
foreign born, an increase of 130.4%. The numbénage who speak a language other than Englishna¢ ho
increased as well. In 1990, the Census Bureautepbv,535 and in 2004, 204,010 individuals spoiutteer
language at home, an increase of 254.6%. Lasdy, 980 Census data reported that 31,712 indivicipalse
English ‘less than very well.” In 2004, 89,207 aiPage County residents reported they spoke Ertgish
than very well,” an increase of 181%.

%
DuPage County, 1990 2000 2003 2004 2005 Change
lllinois Census Census ACS ACS ACS 1990-
2004
Total Population 781,666 1009 904,161 100% 909856  100%3BF 100% 16.85pb
Hispanic or Latino (of | 34,564 4.42% 81,3¢6 9.00% 98,J15 10.47% 100{060 10{95% 41%p.
any race)
Foreign Born 71,33 9.13P6 138,666 15.34% 140{059 15{39%34G 17.99% 130.38%
Speaks language othey 57,534 7.36% 174,113 19.26% 183,044 20.12% 204,010 22.34% 54.58%
than English at home
Speaks English ‘less 31,7131 4.06% 70,920 7.84% 84,962 9.34% 89J207 9[/7% 181.30%
than very well.’

U.S. Census Bureau, 1990 and 2000 Census; AmeZicarmunity Survey 2003 - 2004.

Fact 4: Nearly all of the population growth in DuPagCounty is among the immigrant, low income and
minority populations.

According to the American Community Survéhe population in DuPage County grew from 904,61

2000 to an estimated 913,386 in 2004, an increb8e285 people or 1.02%. The number of low income

(under 200% of the Federal poverty level) personBuPage County in 2000 was 95,453. By 2004, the

number of low income persons had grown to 121 &7 increase of 26,318 persons or 27.57%. In 1886t
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were 101,328 minority persons in DuPage County2B§4, that number had increased by 149.41% to
252,721

In its 2004 estimates, the census bureau repatdéiween April 1, 2000 and July 1, 2004, (51 et
there were 54,695 births and 24,284 deaths fot aataral increase of 30,411. However, during timaé
period, there was l@et internal migration of -30,358 (meaning that 30,38&e people left the county for
other locations in the United States than movealtim county). International migration accountersfoet
gain of 24,977 persons, meaning that the numbeéntefnational immigrants almost equaled the entire
population growth of 24,557.

Cumulative Estimates of the Components of PopulatioChange for Counties of Illinois:
April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2004

Natural Increase Net Migration
Geographic Total_
Population . Net Net
Area Change* | Total Births Deaths Total |nternationgl Internal
Migration [Migration
llinois 293987 321232 774574 453342 -278B5 276890 -304775
Cook -49038 162279 355158 1928y9  -210899 187p14 -39B413

D
DuPage 24551 30414 54695 242B4 -5381 24p77  -30358
L
)
]

Kane 68363 2343] 34344 10913 44305 13681 3(624
Lake 48296 28016 44258 16242 19466 17524 1042
[McHenry 36314 10784 1738B 6605 239118 3554 20B64
\Will 111583 23504 3706( 13556 91123 53p3 85170

Six-County

240075 278424 542908 264479 -37468 252603 -29¢071

Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau, 2005p(Hivww.census.gov/popest/counties/tables/CO-ESAAND 17 x14)

Area

In 2006, new data were released updating this tzlon to 2005. According to the American Community
Survey*? the population in DuPage County grew from 904,ih62000 to an estimated 929,113 in 2005, an
increase of 15,727 or 1.72%.

In its 2005 estimates, the census bureau repatdéiween April 1, 2000 and July 1, 2005, (63 et
there were 67,371 births and 29,782 deaths fot aataral increase of 37,589. However, during timaé¢
period, there was i@t internal migration of -41,795 (meaning that 41, 7&re people left the county for
other locations in the United States than movealtim county). International migration accountemsafoet
gain of 29,543 persons, meaning that the numbentefnational immigrants far exceeded the overall
population growth of 15,727. This represents a mdukcceleration of this trend.

Cumulative Estimates of the Components of PopulatioChange for Counties of Illinois:
April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2005

Total Natural Increase Net Migration
Geographic | b jation : Net Net
Area Change* | Total Births Deaths Total [nternationgl Internal

Migration [Migration
llinois 3437240 406425 95947p 553045 -630[11 328020 -32103
Cook 73139 204841 438660 233819  -277976 2220123 -50p099
DuPage 24961 3758pP 67371 297B2 -12252 29643  -4)795
) 5
! l

Kane 77993 29694 4295 13260 47596 16110 31486
Lake 58062 34764 5477 20007 2234 20961 1423
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McHenry 43928 12993 2143 8440 294p4 4168 251326
Will 140546 30633 47311 16678 110242 6225 104017
ix-Count
irea unty 3855869 75694( 1631971 875031 -143523 627150 -770673
NIPC.org; Population Division, U.S. Census Burexi05.
Population 5 Change Change Change
years of age 2000 2005 2010 2000-2005 2005-2010 2000-2010
and older
Speaks: # % # % # % # % # % # %
English: 663,747 79.2% 674,303 78.2% 686,924 77.1% 1Q,556.6| 112,621 1.9 23,17 a8
Spanish: 65,09p 7.8% 72,044 8.4% 79,901 9]0% 6|948 [10.7 77,840.9] 14,801 22)7
Other Indo
European
Languages: 70,605 8.49 72,76pR 8.4% 75,1p7 84% 2,157 3.1 2|435 3.3 4,5926.5
Asian / Pacific
Island
Language: 34,203 4.1% 39,08p 4.5% 43,869 4.9% 4,879 14.3 4787 |12.2669,6 28.3
Other
Language: 4,48b 0.5% 4,610 0.83% 4,470 0/5% 125 2.8 160 35 285%.4
Total: 838,13¢ 100.0% 862,801 100.0% 890,661 100.0% 24,665.9] 27,86( 3.2 5252 4.3

U.S. Census Bureau, 2000; EAS| Analvtics, Inc.. 2P0

Fact 5: Housing is becoming increasingly unaffordéy particularly for renters. The number of
households paying more than 30% of their income fent is increasing.

2000 % 2003 | % | 2004 | % %
Census ACS ACS Changg
Households paying 30% of their income for housing 21,376 24% 32,834 %3.630,747 3.49 43.8

0

U.S. Census Bureau, 2000; American Community Syr2@§3 - 2004.

Fact 6: In lllinois, poverty is moving to the subugh An increasing percentage of the state’s poor
population now live in the suburbs.

1990 Census 2000 Census 2003 ACS 2004 ACS 9
Change
# % # % # % # % | 1990-
2004
State of lllinois
Population 11,430,602 100% 12,419,2915 1009%412,328,721 1009412,390,521 100% 8.409
Poverty Population 1,326,7B1.1.61% 1,291,95$11.30°/ 1,389,329 12.15% 1,474,46012.90% 11.139
City of Chicago
Population % of State’s 2,783,726 24.35% 2,896,01623.32% 2,722,562 22.08% 2,719,29021.95% -2.319
Population
Poverty Population 592,2p&1.28% 556,79119.23% 523,774 19.24% 571,72421.02% -3.479
Percent of State’s Poor 44.64% 43.109% 37.70% 38.78%
Cook County Total
Population 5,105,067 44.66% 5,376,74143.29% 5,254,294 42.62% 5,230,45142.21% 2.469
(% of State’s Population
Poverty Population 713,2p5.3.97% 713,04Q13.26% 697,814 13.28% 759,19414.51% 6.449
Percent of State’s Poor 53.76% 55.19% 50.23% 51.49%
Suburban Cook County
Population 2,321,34120.31% 2,480,72%19.97% 2,531,732 20.54% 2,511,16120.27% 8.189
Poverty Population 120,957 5.219%4 156,2496.30% 174,040 6.87% 187,4697.47% | 54.989
Percent of State's Poor 9.12% 12.09% 12.53% 12.71%
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1990 Census 2000 Census 2003 ACS 2004 ACS %
Change]
# % # % # % # % 1990-
2004
Population 781,666 6.84% 904,161 7.28% 909,856 7.3894 913,384 7.37%
Poverty Population 20,9118 2.68% 32,163 3.56% 49,821 5.48% 34,599 3.79%
Percent of State’s Poor 1.58% 2.49% 3.59% 2.35p0

U.S. Census Bureau, 1990 and 2000; American Comyn8arvey, 2003 - 2004, Table B17001.
Fact 7: Homelessness is a serious problem in DuPa8gnificant percentages of the homeless are
working. The majority of the homeless persons sehie DuPage County homeless shelters are

from DuPage County.

2001 2003 2005 | % Chandge
Number of Homeless in DuPage at point in time count 680 706 801 18.09%
Persons receiving homeless prevention serviceashygar 22,266 40,892 47,868 114.98%
Homeless persons reporting that their last addvassn DuPage County 941% NA NA NA
Mean length of time in DuPage prior to homelessness 4 year NA NA NA
Homeless shelter guests who are working 43% NA] NA NA]

DuPage County Regional Roundtable, Client Surveg,12
DuPage County Continuum of Care Survey of HomdRessiders, 2003 and 2005.

Fact 8: The new neighbors are likely to be of eithdgh or low educational attainment.

The County gained the largest number of resideitts wery high and very low educational attainment.
actually lost residents with some college but ngrde or an Associate’s degree. Since educatictadthatent
is strongly predictive of income, this is anothexywof documenting that income.

Less than 9th grade 60 ] 1% ] 1p954 3.7%
9th - 12th grade, no

di 7937 5.89 566[ 4.4% 2216 27761 6.[L%
iploma

HS graduate or equiv 22149 16.2% 21010 16.4% 1139 99226 .9%P1
Some college, no degreg 25352 18]5% 28678 2P.4% 13326 196p1 22.4%
Associate degree 8427 6.2% 8984 7]0% 557 28627 6.3%
Bachelor's degree 43540 31.8% 40803 31.9% 2737 114611 %P5.3
Graduate or prof degree 23332 1711% 20148 1%.7% 3184  9639614.19

Total 13677¢ 100.0% 128016 100.0% 8760 452344 100

U.S. Census Bureau, 20Q3.

Fact 9: Young adults are moving in, while older adslare moving outVery old adults are moving in, also.

Percent Number
Male 97409 49.8% 97370 50.2% 39 314506 48.9%
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Female 98328 | 50.2% 96557 | 49.8% 1771 328393 51.1%
Age Groups In-Migration Out-Migration Net Non-Movers

Number Percent [ Number Percent{Migration] Number| Percen
5to 9 years 15771 8.1% 16441 8.5% -670 53855 8.4%
10 to 14 years 11931 6.1% 11351 5.9% 580 55574 8.6%
15 to 19 years 11528 5.9% 14032 7.2% -2504 48754 7.6%
20 to 24 years 19731 10.1% 24087 12.4% -4356 32372 5.0%
25 to 29 years 31459 16.1% 22134 11.4% 9325 29911 4.7%
30 to 34 years 28747 14.7% 24718 12.7% 4029 40889 6.4%
35 to 39 years 22326 11.4% 21503 11.1% 823 58422 9.1%
40 to 44 years 16509 8.4% 16040 8.3% 469 66382 10.3%
45 to 49 years 11447 5.8% 11488 5.9% -41 59963 9.3%
50 to 54 years 7830 4.0% 9131 4.7% -1301 52767 8.2%
55 to 59 years 4525 2.3% 6989 3.6% -2464 39367 6.1%
60 to 64 years 2964 1.5% 5689 2.9% -2725 27499 4.3%
65 to 69 years 2479 1.3% 3892 2.0% -1413 20819 3.2%
70 to 74 years 2475 1.3% 2461 1.3% 14 19473 3.0%
75 to 79 years 2006 1.0% 1917 1.0% 89 16524 2.6%
80 to 84 years 2081 1.1% 1060 0.5% 1021 10820 1.7%
85 years & over 1928 1.0% 994 0.7% 934 9508 1.5%
Total 195737 100.0% [ 193927 100.0%| 1810 642899 100.0%

20 will decline.

U.S. Census Bureau, 2003.
Fact 10: The number of seniors will increase rapydwith the aging of the baby boomers, while the
number of children will actually decline.
The number of persons in DuPage County who areé6@g® over will increase from 119,481 in 2000 to
279,285 in 2030, an increase of 133.7%. Over theegzeriod, the number and percent of persons wayger

DuPage County, lllinois 2000 Census 2030 Estimate % @hge

# % # %
Number of persons under 20 264,149 29.2% 251,860 24.4% 4.7%
Number of seniors (60+) 119,481 13.2P6 279,285 270% 7083.

U.S. Census, 2000; U.S. Census Estimates: CumeilBstimates of the
Components of Population Change for Counties ifdis.

DuPage County, 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
lllinois

Total Population 905764 93048p 948549 958778 1010B23  7TIR¢ 1034039
Age 0-4 65965 63940 60857 60806 655)2 67368 9785
Age 5-9 69184 63984 6177y 58240 612p6 63661 65514
Age 10-14 67753 68844 6362[L 61206 59525 61011 63192
Age 15-19 61247 63977 64983 59380 59934 55820 57175
Subtotal < age 20 264149 260744 251238 239642 246p97 @418 251860
Age 20-24 52616 554271 57954 57926 572113 53679 49441
Age 25-29 62070 61674 6461p 65786 717563 65866 60400
Age 30-34 70148 6468( 64183 667%5 70660 749285 67303
Age 35-39 80788 69581 6412p 63320 68555 70220 73395
Subtotal 20-39 265622 251364 250878 253787 268181 263650 50529
Age 40-44 80678 79704 6861p 62973 64525 67825 69300
Age 45-49 70876 78987 7809p 66896 63223 63184 66250
Age 50-54 60776 67791 7581p 74848 65692 60%89 60431
Age 55-59 44182 56011 62864 70680 71997 61272 56374
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Subtotal 40-59 256512 282498 285348 2754B7 265437 26287 252355
Age 60-64 30533 38977 5031fL 56894 66804 66302 1256
Age 65-69 23815 266571 3460y 453%0 53191 61899 60922
Age 70-74 21822 21209 2388) 31182 417884 48618 56211
Age 75-79 18594 184871 1815p 20611 27361 36625 42696
Age 80-84 13082 15165 1522p 150%7 17882 23080 30947
Age 85+ 11635 15391 18855 20818 233B6 26409 2388
Subtotal 60+ 119481 13588] 161045 189912 230408 262033 2839

lllinois Department of Commerce and Economic Opyaity, 2006.
http://www.illinoisbiz.biz/dceo/Bureaus/Facts_FigafPopulation_Projections/
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DuPage County Age 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030

Distribution in percent

Total Population 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%100.0%| 100.09%9 100.0%
Age 0-4 7.3% 6.9% 6.4M0 6.3% 6.5% 6.6% 6.4%
Age 5-9 7.6 6.9% 6.5 6.1% 6.1% 6.2% 6.3%
Age 10-14 7.59 7.4% 6.7% %.4 5.9% 5.9% 6.1%
Age 15-19 6.89 6.9% 6.9% %.P 5.9% 5.4% 5.5%
Age 20-24 5.89 6.0% 6.1% %.0 5.7% 5.2% 4.8%
Age 25-29 6.99 6.6% 6.8% %.9 7.1% 6.4% 5.8%
Age 30-34 7.79 7.0% 6.8% 9%.0 7.0% 7.2% 6.5%
Age 35-39 8.99 7.5% 6.8% %.6 6.8% 6.8% 7.1%
Age 40-44 8.99 8.6% 7.2% %.6 6.4% 6.6% 6.7%
Age 45-49 7.89 8.5% 8.2% 9%.0 6.3% 6.2% 6.4%
Age 50-54 6.79 7.3% 8.0 9%.8 6.5% 5.9% 5.8%
Age 55-59 4.99 6.0% 6.6 %8.4 7.1% 6.0% 5.5%
Age 60-64 3.49 4.2% 5.3% 9%.9 6.6% 6.5% 5.4%
Age 65-69 2.69 2.9% 3.6% %7 5.3% 6.0% 5.9%
Age 70-74 2.49 2.3% 2.5% 93.8 4.1% 4.7% 5.4%
Age 75-79 2.19 2.0% 1.9% %2.1 2.7% 3.6% 4.1%
Age 80-84 1.49 1.6% 1.606 %.6 1.8% 2.2% 3.0%
Age 85+ 1.3% 1.7% 2.0po 2.2% 2.3% 2.6% 3.1%

U.S. Census Bureau, 2000; U.S. Census Estimat@sulative Estimates of the
Components of Population Change for Counties wfoi$.
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Income

Low wage service jobs comprise an increasing petage of the new jobs in the County,
while the availability of high paying jobs is dimishing.
The gap between rich and poor is widening.

U.S. Census Bureau data show that DuPage Couttitg third most affluent county in lllinois, and tB#&"
ranked for median household income nationally, woating to a widespread misperception that theee a
no poor people in DuPage County. In reality, altifoa significant number of households in DuPagenGou
are affluent, almost 35,000 persons have inconmbible federal poverty level, and over 120,000urttlials
have incomes less than 200% of the Federal polenty. Further, the actual cost of living greatkceeds
the official poverty threshold. Households who makdstantially more than poverty wages are still
struggling to afford basic essentials. Of courdee t
presence of wealthy households does nothing far t
lower income neighbors. In fact, there is evidetocghow
that it is the disparity between rich and poorheatthan
the absolute income level, that causes the contstress
that contributes to poor health among the géor.

The existence of a significant number o
poor people is a new phenomenon
for DuPage County

Income

A growing number of DuPage residents are livinghethe Federal Poverty Level (FPL), and even moge a
just above this level, or under 200% of the FPLinkhvidual earning 200% of the FPL would annuatigke
$19,140 or less, a family of two would be earni2$ $60, a family of three $32,180, and a familyaofr
would earn $38,708. Increasing expenses coupled with decreasing insanake it impossible for working
families to meet their basic needs, much less as@gsgs. These negative trends contribute to tthening
gap between the rich and the poor.

Who's poor?
The existence of a significant number of poor pedpla new phenomenon for DuPage County, so it is
worthwhile to examine the characteristics of thepyation.

Lower income persons are more likely to be forddgm, and to have arrived in this country receritlye
new residents who have less education have lowenias (see tabl@lace of Birth by Poverty Status in the
Past 12 Monthspage 14).

Cost of Living

Although the average DuPage County household egaa@mparatively high income, the cost of living is
also higher than in many communities across the stad nation. For households with lower incortfas,
makes life doubly difficult: the jobs available pafatively low wages, yet the costs of housingltiecare,
transportation, etc. are far higher than the nati
average. The data, as shown in tables beginnipg Many of the jobs available in DuPage pay
14, demonstrate that the Chicago area as a wholeres  relatively low wages, yet the costs of housing,
expensive than average. This contributes t0 Faalth care, transportation etc. are far higher
phenomenon that is seldom found outside affluent than the national average
suburban areas, the working homeless.

There are a number of approaches for estimatingui@unt of income required to cover basic expenses
without subsidies. The data (see taBésic Family Budget Calculatppage 15) demonstrate several such
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approaches. All such efforts demonstrate that #aefal Poverty Level, even supplemented by sulssidie
falls far short of the income needed to raise alfam

Employment and Unemployment

Employment in lllinois is changing from a traditiof high wage, often unionized manufacturing jobsit
new reality of lower wage service jobs. Due to pduleeconomic forces, many of these higher payoigj
are no longer available; the high paying jobs tltaéxist typically require advanced training andfaege
degrees. The current and projected future evolutim@mployment opportunities has caused more wgrkin
families to be faced with growing economic
insecurity and instability. As a result, lllingis
is facing the reality that high wage jobs that
provide worker benefits (“good jobs”) are
diminishing in number and being replaced by
lower wage jobs without a clear car
ladder or benefits (“junk jobs”).

High wage jobs that provide worker benefits
(“good jobs”) are being replaced by lower wage jabs
without benefits or a clear career ladder (“juniops”).

Northern Illinois University was part of consortiwfresearchers who compiled an important repteased

in late 2005,The State of Working lllingisvhich found that since 1990, lllinois has lost24 of its
manufacturing industry jobs, which have traditibnprovided living wage incomes for working fangs.
Now, employment in education, health services, laiglire and hospitality, which pay 29.2% less, are
replacing these traditional industry positionsClvok County and collar counties including Lake, Mciry,
DuPage, Kane, DeKalb, Kendall, Will, Grundy and Kakee, 19.5% of jobs are regarded as higher-wage
service jobs, while 31.2% are lower-wage servitesjo

Not only has the downward spiral of employment oppaties significantly affected the overall incosnef
working families, this new state of employmentdsd likely to offer workers sustaining benefitdiing
health insurance and retirement savings optiond9¥9-1981, 75.4% of workers reported private gecto
employer-provided health insurance coverage; howave001-2003, only 60.8% reported such coverage.

Total employment in DuPage County declined -2.558nf Unemployment Rate (1990-2004)
512,979 in 2000 to 499,887 in 2005. Only 43.6%hefnew DuPage County, lllinois

jobs replacing the traditional higher wage jobd wibvide &0
families with more than the current average of petional
wages, $38,139 in lllinoi¥. 5 |

Unemployment, though low by national standardsaiesat | «o{-
a relatively high level compared to historic tremi®uPage
County. The unemployment rate compares the numben 3]
individuals who are employed to the number of pesso the
workforce. The official rate can understate the mumber of | =
individuals who want or need jobs, as individuatsot
interested in working or who want to work, but are

discouraged, or face barriers to entering the ldbare” are not counted in the raté’ In times of high
unemployment, the official unemployment rate prapainderestimates the number of people who would be
working if jobs were more readily available.

1330 1331 1992 1933 1994 1335 1336 1397 1333 1393 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004

It is useful to compare current unemployment ratiéls those experienced during the last recessidhean
early 1990's. In adjacent Cook, Kane, and Will Gagatheir respective 2004 rates are either egual less

than 1990 rates (see tablinemployment Rates by County in Northeastern [Hipa page 15). However,
the 2004 rates in both DuPage and Lake Counties inaveased.
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Child Support

Many single parent households are poor becausg silport isn’t collected. A major root cause @fgrty
for many single parent families is ineffective ealiion of child support. In too many situation® itlentity
and whereabouts of the absent parent is knowrthgetupport is not collected.

The State of lllinois Department of Healthcare &anily _

services, in cooperation with the DuPage CountyteSta A major cause of poverty fo
Attorney, manages the Child Support Enforcemestesy for | many single parent families is
families in DuPage County. Families become clierfitthis | Neffective collection of child support.
system when they voluntarily request assistanceliecting

support or when they apply for cash or certain wceadi
benefits.

Since 2000, the Federation has tracked the perfurenaf this system from the Department’s officegorts

to the US Department of Health and Human Servidaeam 2000 to 2005, the number of open cases in
DuPage County declined by 47%. State officialsuslthat they conducted a massive ‘caseload cléanup
2002 - 2003, closing thousands of cases that wagkcates, where the children had reached adultioood
where there was simply not enough information enidy the absent parent. For the past severabydas
number of open cases in DuPage County has remairaxbut 14,000, down from a high of 23,144 in 2000

The first step in collecting child support is edisting legal parentage. In 2005, the percent dflodn with
paternity resolved rose by 21.44%, to 67.37% fré&m %% in 2000. However, the number of childrengem
cases with paternity resolved declined from 12 839,734 due to the closure of a large number sésa

After the paternity is resolved, a support orddpbisshould be) established. The number of opeescaith
orders remained almost constant (-.66%). The nurabepen cases with support orders declined by 40
children, but the percent of cases with orders fiuse 26.5% to 49.9%. Still, orders were not ingaan just
over 50% of the cases.

After an order is established, the task of colathegins. The number of cases with any colleédtiafiscal
year rose from 3,781 to 4,223, an increase of 4424.&%. The percent of total cases with collectiose
from 16.5% in 2000 to 34.9% in 2005. This improvelria percentage was largely due to the decrease in
the total number of open cases associated witteseload cleanup. The amount of money collectedders
substantially. In 2000, $13,587,912 was collectddle in fiscal year 2005 $21,314,544 was collectéte
average collections per child in the total caselasg from $587 in 2000 to $1,475 in 2005. The ager
collections per case with any collection rose f&81694 to $5,047 over the five year period, ang#reent

of total current support collected rose from 419%166.

When unpaid past due child support (arrears) idowee state makes an ongoing effort to collediter
the five years, the dollar amount of arrears ctdlécose from $5,709,267 (10.23% of the total owted)
$8,905,298 (14.74% of the total owed), an incredset.11%"®

Public Benefits

The usage of public assistance in DuPage Courgsoising

rapidly, even though most immigrants are ineligfiolemany

public benefit programs such as Medicaid and Faaanfs Even though most immigrants ar

(see tablePublic Benefit Usage in DuPage Counpyage 16). ineligible for benefit programs suc
as Medicaid, the use of public benefiis
is growing rapidly in DuPage Countyj.
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Food StampThe usage of food stamps dramatically increased #@20 in 2000 to 10,394 cases in 2005,
an increase of 115.6%. To be eligible for food ftanan individual’s income must be under about 125%
the Federal Poverty Level (FPL).

Medicaid:Medicaid usage also grew. In 2000, 17,016 houskshrelceived Medicaid. In 2004, 31,961 cases,
or 57,256 persons were receiving Medicaid in DuPagencrease of 87.8%.

Supplemental Security Incomelowever, according to the U.S. Census Bureau tinegber of households
receiving Supplemental Security Income (SSI) desgdd 8.5% from 5,515 in 2000 to 4,493 in 260fhe
SSI program provides monthly income to individuaith limited income and financial aid, either thogeo
are age 65 or older or are blind or disabled atay®y

Although public assistance use is on the riser¢perted numbers receiving assistance fall fartsffahe
potentially eligible persons among DuPage Courgytsving low-income population.
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Data on Income, Employment, Public Benefits

Total 5,208,808 100.00p0 912,780 100.00% 465 .673,373 100.00p6 294,0p2 100.00% 6033442 10Q.00%
<50% 381,733  7.33p0 15,3]0 1.68% 20,91 447% 19,358879 7,769 2.64Y0 14,9%5
50 - 74% 217,87p 4.18% 10,0p1 1.11% 6,p61 1j30% 53,191.81% 1,341 0.46p6 18,516 3.01%

75 - 99% 159,58p  3.04% 9,1p8 1.01% 19,132 4{11% #1,65.73% 2,047 0.70p6 8,9%1 1.48%

100- 124%| 261,23

5.03% 18,185 1.99% 13,363 8790288, 2.07% 5,08
3.991% 24,914 2.13% 14,388 09%6019, 2.91% 2,93

2 1.73% 7,821 1.30%
3
4.30% 24,869 2.12% 19/680 4{23%332P2, 3.32% 8,20
0
2

1.00% 16,5[4 2.14%
2.79% 15,5p9 2.98%
33% 4,842879 1,619 0.55p0 7,407 1.2B%
2096786, 2.46% 447  0.15p0 8,943 1.48%

125- 149%| 206,55
150- 174%| 224,10
175- 184% 64,08
185- 199%| 142,63

T o T

1.23% 5,044 0.95% 1,p31

[(o} IR XN O N =

2.74% 14,160 1.35% 10220

200- 299%| 800,708 15.37% 91,847 10.06% 57|514 14.35241000 12.19% 50,345 17.12% 94,4985 15/67%
300- 399%| 740,05/ 14.219%138,135 15.13% 83|422 11.92v345 0.019 41,440 14.09% 94,48 1559%
il 7
b

400- 499%| 592,96fL 11.3§%126,471 13.83% 54|790 11.774408 12.49% 37,577 12.78% 94,498 15.69%
500% + 1,417,275 27.21%434,756 47.63% 164|696 39.39%821| 43.8696 135,213 45.9p% 221,445 36[70%
U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey, P004

Total: 912,78 100.00% 582457 1000p% 156p25 100008% % 100.00% 164,348 100.00%

Below 100 % of poverty
level

100 to 149 % of poverty
level

Ator above 150 % of 835087 91.49% 537,830 9233% 146437 93.73%*000]
poverty level 0%

U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey, 2004

34,599 3.79% 22,403 3.8506 5,429 3.4B% 0.00% 0.p0% 4,767  %4.12

43,099 4.72% 22,244 3.82% 4,359 2.7p% 0.00% 0.p0% 16,496 04%.

100.0094 141,08p  85.84%

DuPage County: MEDIAN EARNINGS BY EDUCATIONAL ATTAI NMENT

Total Population 25 years and over with earnings , BA2
Less than high school graduate $23,836
High school graduate (includes equivalency) $31,875
Some college or associate's degree $38,938
Bachelor's degree $49,349
Graduate or professional degree $70,245

U.S. Census Bureau, 2004.
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PCT142. POVERTY STATUS IN 1999 BY SEX BY AGE -

Universe: DuPage County Population for whom povertystatus is determined

U.S. Census Bureau, Decennial Census of PopulatidriHousing, 200p.

Variable Name Total White (alone) | Black (alone) Asian (alone) | Hispard/Latino His\év:r;tiﬁlrljg:ino

# % # % # % # % # % # %
Total: 889,343 100.00%0 745,987 10p.0 26,28 D0.0 7(Q,9070.0L080,05¢ 100.p 699,279 10p.0
1999 Income <
lpoverty: 32,1683 3.62% 22,2%1 3.0 2,855 0.9 2378 3.4 §,2090.3| 117,941 2p
Male: 14,337 1.61% 9,531 1,216 1,196 4,488 71056
Under 5 years 1,398 0.1% 848 D.1 P15 0.8 96 0.1 587 0.7 468 1 O
Under 18 yearg 5017 05% 2,410 0.4 767 2.9 477 0.7 1,627 0] 21,98(¢ 0.p
18 to 24 years 2,366 029% 1,499 p.2 148 0.6 112 0.2 1,034 3| 11,014 0.1
25 to 34 years 2,013 023% 1,307 p.2 67 0.3 174 0.2 897 1.1 9| 83 0.1
35 to 44 years 2038 023w 1,309 p.2 | 37 0.5 213 0.3 625 0.800[1 0.
45 to 54 years 1,238 0.14% 952 D.1 46 0.2 132 0.2 162 0.2 865 .4 O
55 to 64 years 646 0.07% 5[79 D.1 34 0.1 17 0.0 104 0.1 511 0.1
65 years + 1004 0.11po 8Y5 D.1 17 D.1 71 0.1 39 0.0 851 0.1
Female: 17,83L 2.01p6 12,7p0 .7 1,639 6.3 1|182 1.7 3,721 106884 1.p
Under 5 years 1,341 0.19% 769 D.1 208 0.8 58 0.1 533 0.7 497 1§ O
Under 18 yearg 4801 054% 2,958 0.4 635 2.0 349 0.5 1541 9| 1,233 0.p
18 to 24 years 2662 030w 1,856 p.2 P77 1.1 160 0.2 666 0.505]1 0.
25 to 34 years 2,848 0324% 1,407 p.2 B36 1.3 270 0.4 727 0.914211 0.
35 to 44 years 2,437 029% 1,104 p.2 1 99 0.8 191 0.3 489 0.6163]1 0.
45 to 54 years 1,436 0.14% 1478 p.1 | 82 0.7 67 0.1 169 0.2 6] 98 0.1
55 to 64 years 1,138 0.13% 935 D.1 71 0.3 61 0.1 88 0.1 902 0.1
65 years + 2,519 0.28p 2,3B2 .3 39 0.1 84 0.1 41 0.1 2,355 0.3

Basic Family Budget Calculator 1 Parent | 1Parent | 2 Parents @ 2 Parents
Chicago, lllinois 1 Child | 2 Children | 1 Child 2 Children
Housing $906 $906 $906 $906
Food $265 $405 $448 $587
Child Care $472 $763 $472 $763
Transportation $222 $222 $321 $321
Health Care $245 $285 $313 $350
Other Necessities $316 $354 $366 $403
Taxes $344 $284 $364 $312
Hourly wage $16.62 $19.31 $19.14 $21.85
Monthly Total $2,77C $3,219 $3,190 $3,642
Annual Total $33,240 $38,628 $38,280 $43,704
Percentage of all people in state living below farbudget line* 22.0% 22.0% 22.0% 22.0%
Number of all people in state living below familydget line* 488000 488000 488000 488000

* Families with 1-3 children and positive earnings.
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Cost of Living in Major U.S. Metropolitan Areas; U.S. Average = 100

Composite Food Housin Utilities Healthcare
Atlanta 97 98 92 89 104
Boston 137 112 181 152 129
Chicago 131 124 169 110 133
Los Angeles 157 121 252 117 106
New York 215 137 400 144 141
Washington, DC 139 112 194 111 124
ACCRACo st of Living Index, Second Quarter, 2004.
UNEMPLOYMENT RATES BY COUNTY IN NORTHEASTERN ILLINO IS:
1990 & 1994 - 2004 ANNUAL AVERAGES
1990 | 1994| 1995 199¢q 1997 199|8 1999 20p0 2do1 2002 2p03  P004
Cook 72%| 65% 58% 59% 53% 50% 5p% 4[9% 1% 1.4% }.3%6%6.
DuPagg 4.0% 4.1% 35 383% 31% 28% 2/9% 29% 3.9% b.2% |5.299%
Kane 59% 59% 6.0 50 51% 45% 4[0% 43% H3% 6.6% [1.099%5.
Lake 3.8%| 47% 39% 3.7 34% 35% 3p% 3[5% 43% $5.6% H.296%5.
Will 6.5%| 6.194 5.39 53% 4.7% 43 43% 42% 5[10% 6|3% §.9%9%b.
lllinois Department of Employment Security, 2005.
Public Benefit Usage in DuPage Count 2000 2003 2005 %
# % # % | Cases| Persong % [Change
Cases receiving TANF 561 0.46% 326 0.0% 382  1/534 0.2% D 6%
Cases receiving Food Stamps 4,8P0 0l5% 6,884 D.8% 1D, 3B628 2.6% 115.6%0
Cases receiving KidCare 18,634 42,977 4.7% NA
Cases receiving Medicaid 17,006 190% 25[078 2[7% 31,967,254 6.27% 87.8)0
Households receiving SSI 5515 0.6P% 5,p46 0.62% 4,493%). -18.59
lllinois Department of Human Services, 2005.
U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey, 2004

DuPage County, lllinois

Occupational Employment Statistics Fastest Grow@egupations by Number of Job Openings

OCCUPATIONAL TITLE 2000 2010 NUMBER PERCENT
Production Workers, All Others 9,994 13,628 3,634 436
Customer Service Representatives 11,707 15,074 3,367 28.8%
Office Clerks, General 14,921 17,610 2,689 18.0%
Registered Nurses 7,377 9,875 2,498 33.9%
Business Operations Specialists, All Other 7,114 9®,5 2,482 34.9%
Computer Software Engineers, Applications 2,359 #A,66 2,308 97.8%
Construction Laborers 5,973 8,135 2,162 36.2%
Truck Drivers, Heavy and Tractor-Trailer 10,038 B31 2,120 2112.0%
Security Guards 4,811 6,918 2,107 43.8%
Computer Support Specialists 2,639 4,736 2,097 79.5%
Combl_ned Food Preparation and Serving Workers, 6105 8.169 2,064 33.8%
Including Fast Food
Janitors an(_j Cleaners, Excluding Maids and 12308 14,334 2,026 16.5%
Housekeeping Cleaners
Retail Salespersons 18551 20,545 1,994 10.8%
\Waiters and Waitresses 7957 9936 1,979 24.9%
General and Operations Managers 12943 14788 1,845 .3%14
\Waiters and Waitresses 7,703 9294 1,592 20.7%

Illinois Department of Employment Securitabor Market Information Unij

* Not elsewhere classifig

o

http://Imi.ides.state.il.us/projections/employphiin
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Small Area Income & Poverty Estimates Model-based &imates
Estimates for lllinois counties, 2003

All ages in poverty, 2003

ID State & County Number | 90% Confidence Interyal rceat | 90%Confidence Interva
17000 lllinois 1,427,087 1,345,936 to 1,508,238 411. |10.8to 12.1
17031 Cook County 765,742 618,951 to 912,533 145( 1.7t 17.3
17043 DuPage County 54,016 42,421 to 65,611 5.9 to4761
17089 Kane County 34,863 27,286 to 42,441 7.4 GRB1
17097 Lake County 46,675 36,712 to 56,638 6.9 63
17197 Will County 40,646 31,803 to 49,489 6.7 531
Age 0-17 in poverty, 2003

ID State & County Number | 90% Confidence Interyal rceat | 90%Confidence Interva
17000 lllinois 504,964 465,378 to 544,550 15.6 14.46.8
17031 Cook County 282,398 219,658 to 345,139 20.6| 6.0tb 25.1
17043 DuPage County 15,436 11,658 t0 19,215 6.4 to4880
17089 Kane County 13,580 10,232 to 16,928 9.8 o t2
17097 Lake County 16,609 12,579 to 20,639 8.4 ®HX0t4
17197 Will County 14,275 10,763 to 17,786 8.2 ©.20.2
Age 5-17 in families in poverty, 2003

ID State & County Number | 90% Confidence Interyal rceat | 90%Confidence Interva
17000 lllinois 333,218 301,259 to 365,177 14.3 18.05.7
17031 Cook County 187,157 140,011 to 234,303 19.3( 45t 24.2
17043 DuPage County 9,764 7,058 to 12,470 55 o701t
17089 Kane County 8,349 6,014 to 10,684 8.6 61t0
17097 Lake County 10,686 7,743 t0 13,629 7.4 59140
17197 Will County 9,192 6,632 to 11,752 7.2 5218
Median household income, in dollars, 2003

ID State & County Number 90% Confidence

Interval
17000 lllinois 47367 45,872 to 48,863
17031 Cook County 42704 41,159 to 44,307
17043 DuPage County 62820 59,392 to 66,446
17089 Kane County 59695 56,299 to 63,295
17097 Lake County 66312 62,653 to 70,185
17197 Will County 63475 59,886 to 67,279

U.S. Census Bureau, Housing and Household Econ8tatistics Division, Small Area Estimates BrandbQ2,

Note: Differences in sampling methodology yield@liént results in estimates of the poverty ratedfoPage County.
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Transportation

It is becoming more and more difficult for low ingoe people
to get to work and to essential services.

Human service professionals and low income pereéies cite problems with transportation as a seriou
barrier to self sufficiency and a reason that Ioeome residents cannot get better jobs, cannab dretalth
care, etc. We believe that problems with transpioriaare one manifestation of a complex interactiorong

a variety of problems, involving jobs with low wagdat force low income households to select haubiat

is poorly served by public transportation and higisy coupled with their inability to afford religbtars.
These issues, all posing a significant challengedmbers of low income households, combine to eely
frustrate their efforts to escape poverty.

Although DuPage County has three commuter tragsland multiple bus lines, these resources arestiyi
designed to transport suburban residents to jothlswmtown Chicago at traditional rush hours. Insnegly,
however, that is not where DuPage residents negal tbhe employment centers in the County areviesis
served, and some are without public transportation.

Low income persons are no different from other sibbn residents in that, even when public transporta
is available, it is considered undesirable andnweaient. Some, not all, transportation needs cbalthet
by public transit if residents became more famiéiad comfortable with it. Although many (but nd) aff
the low income areas of the county have accessstedrvice, the busses may not go where the résidead
to go at the times they need.

Relationship betweefamily needs, housing,
transportation and jobs:

Low income persons often live in areas that
are poorly served by roads, bus lines and
train service. A number of apartment Inconvenlent
complexes occupied by low income perso s wages Housing

are located in unincorporated areas

DuPage county, remote from th
transportation lines that do exist. Residents of
these areas are restricted in the locations|of

Impact of Transportation Problems on Poverty N

the jobs they can accept, which in turn limits Unreliable
their income. Limited Choice Cars / Limited Public
of Jobs Transportation

Many of the poor in DuPage are immigrants

or single parents, for whom the existin Difficult
public transportation system is particularl to get
challenging. A mother who needs to travel to work,
from her isolated (relatively affordable job training,
apartment to get her children to child car child care /
herself to work, pick up the kids on time and
get to the grocery store is very hard pressed
to accomplish this without a car.
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Cars

Low income persons have trouble affording cars,thegt more frequently experience problems thatcaffe
their ability to drive such as substance abuse rardical disorders. Almost 4% of DuPage County
households report that no vehicles are avail&d#®en when a car is available, it is often unrééidiecause

of age and poor maintenance. As the price of aubile®) gasoline, insurance and maintenance hasdeed,
the ability of low income residents to pay thosstsdias not kept pace, and their ability to getiradchas
diminished. This limits the ability to get to woakd training, to health care and to other essdntations.
Many low income persons, particularly immigrantgentheir work transportation needs by informal car
pooling, a strategy that should be encouraged.

Current Transit Services in the DuPage Area
Currently, in the DuPage County area, three printgogs of transit services are provided: commuady r
general public bus service and paratransit ser@ome information on each follows.

Commuter RailMetra runs commuter train service on three radiélines passing through DuPage County
—the Burlington Northern/Santa Fe (BNSF), the Wriacific West (UP-W) line and the Milwaukee Distri
West (MD-W) line. A fourth line, the Heritage Catar (HC), skirts the southeastern edge of the gount
Nineteen million passengers use these trains agrfuain DuPage County to downtown Chicago and 0.2
million annually use Metra to access DuPage Coftfrigrvice and schedules are heavily oriented targgrv
the downtown commute.

Bus ServiceBus service for the general public is provided?age Suburban Bus. Pace operates service on
65 routes serving DuPage County. Fifty Pace roppesate in the peak period only — most providingeas
from residential areas to the Metra stations, wime providing connections between Metra statiows a
places of work for reverse commuters. Approximagtf/ million passengers use Pace service annumlly i
DuPage?

Paratransit Service:Pace, DuPage County, social service agenciesstups and municipalities provide
door-to-door dial-a-ride service or subsidized s®xvice to DuPage elderly residents, people wisiduailities

or low income individuals. These services are aulyein the process of moving towards a coordinated
operation under the name Ride DuPage. Approxim&@y000 trips are provided annuatty.

Resources

The DuPage Inter-Agency Paratransit Coordinatingir€d was established in 1996 to help develop,

implement, and provide guidance to a coordinatadsjportation system which:

» Strives to address the unmet travel needs amangrseand persons with disabilities residing in Bge
County and municipalities that are partially witlimPage County and their adjacent townships.

» Provides transportation for these persons to loeathroughout DuPage County and surrounding areas
as specified by participating sponsors.

* Isavailable for organizations within DuPage Cqumishing to purchase transportation services tloeio
consumers.

The Council has published a directory of transgmmaresources, found online at the County’s websit
http://www.dupageco.org/humanservices/generic.cin?wl=481
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PROXIMITY OF BUS ROUTES TO LOW-INCOME
BLOCK GROUPS IN DUPAGE COUNTY
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Transportation Data

All Workers Hispanic/Latino White Alone
How DuPage County Workers Get to Work: # % # % # %
Total 470,816 | 100.009%9 50037 | 100.00% 3531%3 100.00%
Drove Alone 377,816 | 80.25%| 37571 75.09% 287965 81.54%
Car Pooled 34,885 | 7.41% 10687 | 21.36%| 18373 5.20%
Public Transportation (Exc. Taxi) 26,014] 5.53% 584 | 17% 20594 | 5.83%
Walked 5,065 1.08% 202 0.40% 3756 1.06%
Taxi, Motorcycle, Bicycle, or Other 6,096 1.29% 993 | 98% 4026 1.14%
Worked at Home 20,940 | 4.45% 0 0.00% 1844p  5.22%
Mean travel time to work (minutes) 27.4

U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey, 2004

Native Foreign Born Foreign born; | Foreign born;
How DuPage County Workers Gt Naturalized U.S.|Not a U.S. citizen
to Work by Citizenship Status citizen
# # % # % # %

Total: 364208 100.00% 106608 100.00% 54221 100.00% 52387 100.00%
Drove Alone 2977794 81.76% 80038 75.08% 47945 87.97% 32393 61183%
Carpooled 16601 4.569 18284 17.15P6 23p6 4.35% 15p28 3040%
Public Transportation 225301 6.199 3481 3.27% 1364 2.50% 2130 4.07%
Walked 3375 0.939 169D 1.59% 1036 1.91% 454 1.25%
Taxicab, Motorcycle, Bicycle, Othgr 5142 1.419 954 0.89% 537 0.99% 417 0.90%
Worked at Home 18782 5.169 2158 2.02% 1293 2.38% 865 1.65%

U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey, 3004
Travel to Work
DuPage County, lllinois 1980 1990 2000 1980-1990 199MR( 1980-200(
Total: 335,837 425,284 469,33
Did not work at home: 331,326 414,210 452,74 25.0% 9.3% 36.79
Less than 5 minutes 38 9,638 10,p24 19.9% $.1% 37.2%
5 to 9 minutes 37,094 41,1B3 40,016 11]1% -2.8% 8.0%
10 to 14 minutes (6 54,504 58,7167 17{8% 1.8% 2A7.0%
15 to 19 minutes (7 57,117 60,192 3018% 8.4% 3J7.8%
20 to 29 minutes 2 76,859 85,183 3417% 10.8% 49.3%
30 to 44 minutes 18 88,4P0 98,207 3417% 11.1% 49.6%
45 to 59 minutes 1 41,337 45,804 25|5% 10.8% 39.1%
60 or more minutes b0 45,152 54,881 111.1% 20.4% 33.8%
Worked at home 1 11,0f74 16,999 145|5% 49.9% 268.0%
Mean travel time to work (minutes) (1 .6 2l7.0 49.0

aggregate in the numerator.

29

(1) If the denominator of a mean value or per @apdiue is less than 30, then that value is caledlasing a roundg
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Percent Change Percent Change Percent Change
Commuting to Work 1980 1990 2000 1980-1990 1990-2000 1980-2000
DuPage County, lllinois # % # % # % # % # % # %
\Workers 16 years and over 335,569 140.0 425,036 100.09,344 100.4 89,4¢7 26(7 44,337 10.4 133,804 39.9
Drive alone 232,04 69]1 337,108 79.3 37360 9.6 B®p,0 45.3 36,45p 10 141,518 6.0
Carpool 51,844 15.p 35,904 q.4 35,391 7.5  -15|940 0.7 13]-5 -1.4) -16,458 -31)7
Public transportation 33,261 9.9 29,302 6.9 31i612 6.7 3,959 -11.9 2,31p 7P -1,649 -3.0
Walked 11,356 34 9,085 2]1 8,476 .8 -2,p71 -20.0 609 71-6. -2,880 -25.4
Other means 2,585 o8 2,563 D.6 3,35 0.8 8 0.3 1,172 45.7 ,180[1 46.]
Worked at home 4,511 13 11,74 P.6 16,599 3.5 g,563 5345. 5,525 49.9 12,088 264.0
U.S. Census Bureau, decennial Census of Populatidrdousing, 1980, 1990, 20p0.
Vehicles Available by 2000 2005 2010 Change 2000-2006  Change 2005-2010 Cha0§®-2010
Household # % # % # % # % # % # %
Households with No Vehicles: 14,247 4.38% 13,890 4.p6% 3,692 3.799 -35Y -357)0 -347 -351.0 -555 0.0
Households with 1 Vehicle: 97,694  30.00% 102,438 29.p3%07,874 29.84% 4,744 419 5,4B7 b.3 10,81 10.4
Households with 2 Vehicles: 155,9p2 47.8p% 166,026 0885 177,133  49.00% 10,194 q.5 11,309 G.7 21p13 13.6
Households with 3 Vehicles: 42,366  13.0% 44,25 12]929%6,457] 12.859 1,869 414 2,282 5.0 4,301 9.7
Households with 4+ Vehicles: 15,3B2 4.72% 15,33 4.60% 6,314 4.519 351 2B 581 317 9B2 5.1
Total Households 325,691 100.00% 342,312 100.p0% 361,48).00% 16,711 5L 19,161 5.6 35,472 11.0

U.S. Census Bureau, 2000; EASI Analytics, Inc.,2P0
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Vehicle Availability by Race
2000 Census 2002 Estimate 2003 Estimate 2004 Estimate
White (Alone) # % # % Number Percent Number |  Percent
Total: 284,14 100.0% 289,792 100.0% 280,p68 104.0% 288,41 100.09
No vehicle available 12,392 4.40% 11,400 3.p% 84322 3.0% ,064. 3.89
1 or more vehicles available 271,157 95 6% 278|392 296.1 271,944 97.0% 277,3%4 96.2%
Black (Alone) Number Percent Number Percent Number Percat Number Percent
Total: 9,571 100.0% 9,713 100.4% 14,992 100}0% 14635 240.0
No vehicle available 77 8.1p6 0 0.4% 0 0.p% 300 A1%
1 or more vehicles available 8,800 91.p% of73 10Q.0% ,8 100.0% 14,33p 98.0po
Asian (alone) Number Percent Number Percent Number Percen Number Percent
Total: 21,104 100.0% 26,011 100.4% 30,291 100}0% 21,407 .0%40
No vehicle available 613 2.9% 2P0 1.1% 2,860 914% 600 p.2%
1 or more vehicles available 20,492 97.[1% 25]721 98.9% 7,43 90.69 26,807 97.94%
White, not Hispanic Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total: 273,10 100.096 269,819 100.9% 263,832 100.0% 2@3,48 100.09
No vehicle available 11,643 4.3% 8,956 3.L% 8,822 3.2% 189 3.89
1 or more vehicles available 261,460 95)7% 2614263 %9p.8 255,010 96.8% 253,546 96.2%
Hispanic/Latino Number Percent Number Percent Number Perent Number Percent
Total: 18,415 100.0% 27,517 100.4% 23,531 100}0% 31,566 .0%40
No vehicle available 1,138 6.3po 2,844 10.8% P47 111% 4,146 3.69
1 or more vehicles available 17,357 93.[/% 241673 89.7% 3,28 99.09 30,42 96.4%
U.S. Census Bureau: Decennial Census of PopulatidrHousing (1990, 2000), American Community Suif2§02-2004).
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Housing and Homelessness

Many people who work here cannot afford to live leer
Homelessness is a serious problem in DuPage County.

The cost of housing is a major, even overwhelmigease for low income households in DuPage County.
Affordable housing is defined as housing that costsiore than 30% of the owner or renter's gnossmté.
There is a severe shortage of affordable housimuirage County for both renters and would-be owners
and many low income households are paying far rii@e 30% for housing. These households are at high
risk of homelessness, and are often describediag time paycheck away from homelessness.”

Rental Housing

Of the 337,454 households in DuPage County, 76839.8% of these are renter househélds low-wage
jobs continue to make up an ever-growing percentd@enployment in lllinois, families working in the
jobs have increasing difficulty affording basieds. The National Low Income Housing Coalition mpo
that in DuPage County an annual income of $36,84teded to afford a two-bedroom Fair Market Rent
(FMR) housing. The hourly wage needed to affordu®&ye County two-bedroom FMR is $17.33 at forty
hours per week. A DuPage County working family @aminimum wage would need 2.7 full-time jobs in
order to afford this two-bedroom FMR housfidt is difficult to maintain housing expenses whggher
wage employment is disappearing.

The 2000 Census reported 21,376 (12.5%) DuPagetZoemter households pay more than 30% of their
income for rent. In 2004, the American Communign@y reported 30,747 (40%) of DuPage renter
households pay more than 30%, an increase of 43.8%.

Home Ownership

A little over 30% of DuPage residents who own adiog unit with a mortgage, pay more than 30% oirthe
income?® Some of these are high income persons about wieoane not particularly concerned, as they have
enough disposable income left after paying theursiieg expense to meet other essential costs. Thase
income homeowners who are paying more than thewffard for housing face the same homelessness risk
as do renters, though it takes a little longeraftlomeowner to become homeless than for a renter.

Homelessness

The DuPage County Homeless Continuum of Care Sigp@ynt in time count reported that in 2001, 680
individuals were homeless in DuPage. In 2005, Hase survey reported 803 homeless individuals, an
increase of 18%. Overall, the majority of the hagsslserved in DuPage County homeless sheltersoane f
DuPage County (94% in 2001) and have been in thetgdor a significant amount of time (mean length
time in DuPage prior to homelessness is 4 yea28@i). And, significant percentages of the homedess
working (43% in 2001).

The number of individuals receiving prevention sezs in DuPage County has also increased. In 2001,
22,266 were receiving services, and 47,868 we20@3, an increase of 115%. During the 2003 - Zi3g4l
year, 24,086 DuPage residents received emergesisyage in the form of food, clothing, prescripgpor
transportation. The 2005 Prevention Providers Sureported 4,349 of these residents (1,424 houdshol
also received rent or utility financial assistanterder to prevent them from becoming homelessfiess
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Housing Data

DuPage County, lllinois Gross Rent as a % of Houseihd Income
Percent

2000 Census 2004 Estimate Change
Total 76,702 100.0 76,859 100.0 D.2
Less than 10 percent 4,259 5.6 3,173 4.1 125.5
10 to 14 percent 10,131 13.2 8,618 11.2 -14.9
15 to 19 percent 13,406 17.5 13,396 17.4 -0.1
20 to 24 percent 12,772 16.7 9,765 12.7 -P3.5
25 to 29 percent 8,903 11.6 9,675 12.6 8.7
30 to 34 percent 5,855 7.6 8,195 10.7 40.0
35 to 39 percent 4,052 5.3 4,758 6.2 17.4
40 to 49 percent 4,349 5.7 3,234 4.2 -25.6
50 percent or more 10,357 13.5 14,560 18.9 410.6
30 percent or more 24,613 32.1 30,747 40.0 24.9
Not computed 2,618 3.4 1,485 1.9 -43.3
DuPage County, lllinois Owner Costs as a % of Hous®ld Income

Percent

2000 Census 2004 Estimate Change
Total: 219,711 100.0 260,595 100.0 18.6
Housing units with a mortgage 175,321 79.8 196,594 75.4 1p.1
Less than 10 percent 11,164 5.1 7,417 2.8 133.6
10 to 14 percent 25,050 114 22,301 8.6 -11.0
15 to 19 percent 35,976 16.4 37,605 14.4 4.5
20 to 24 percent 33,666 15.3 31,690 12.2 -5.9
25 to 29 percent 23,658 10.8 30,763 11.8 B0.0
30 to 34 percent 14,966 6.8 17,827 6.8 0.1
35 to 39 percent 8,704 4.0 9,507 3.6 9.2
40 to 49 percent 8,945 4.1 15,887 6.1 17.6
50 percent or more 12,753 5.8 22,856 8.8 79.2
30 percent or more 45,368 20.6 66,077 254 15.6
Not computed 439 0.2 741 0.3 68.8
Housing units without a mortgage 44,390 100.0 64,001 100.0 a4.2
Less than 10 percent 19,309 43.5 22,816 35.6 18.2
10 to 14 percent 9,555 215 12,269 19.2 8.4
15 to 19 percent 5,394 12.2 9,042 14.1 57.6
20 to 24 percent 2,841 6.4 4,943 7.7 T4.0
25 to 29 percent 1,978 4.5 3,570 5.6 0.5
30 to 34 percent 1,170 2.6 2,254 3.5 2.7
35 to 39 percent 772 1.7 1,331 2.1 2.4
40 to 49 percent 1,016 2.3 3,417 53 236.3
50 percent or more 1,947 4.4 4,187 6.5 115.0
30 percent or more 4,905 11.1 11,189 17.5 8.1
Not computed 408 0.9 172 0.3 -57.8

U.S. Census Bureau: Decennial Census of PopulatidiHousing (2000), American Community Survey (3004
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Health Care

About 5-7% of the population of DuPage County ladkealth insurance at any one time.
Lack of health insurance means lack of health care.
Lack of health care is a major impediment to work.

DuPage County is part of a national trend of deafjraccess to insurance and hence to health chee. T
DuPage County Health Department Behavioral RiskdfacSurvey reports: “Over the past five years, the
percentage of uninsured adult residents has rreem $.3 percent to 7.3 percent, or 49,695 adults.”

Further, the survey report goes on to say:
“Rising co-payments and/or decreasing quality stinance coverage among the insured is having
an effect on access to treatment. The percentageating that cost prevented them from visiting
a doctor in the past 12 months nearly doubled, #o8npercent in 2000 to 9.4 percent, or 63,991
adults, in 2005. Cost has also prevented residiemtsvisiting a dentist in the past 12 months.eOv
the past ten years, the percentage of residentsaiid not afford to see a dentist increased from
8.2 percent in 1996 to 8.7 percent in 2000 to persent, or 78,287 adults in 2008.”

In DuPage County, the U.S. Census bureau, usifeyelift methodology, reports that 91,691 individuals
10.1% of the population is uninsured, while ab@¥%é of DuPage County youth and children (under &je 1
are uninsured: The 2005 Behavioral Risk Factors Survey repdttatithe number of persons reporting that
they had ‘No Health Care Coverage’ rose from 5.8%000 to 7.3% in 2005.

According to the DuPage County Health Departmeh&EB®ral Risk Factors Survey 2005, those mostyikel
to lack health insurance in DuPage are:

young adults, ages 18-24;

people with lower levels of education;

people of Hispanic origin;

part-time workers;

immigrants.

Low income workers are frequently not offered matsoverage through their employment. Eighty-eight
percent of employees earning more than $15 per madiemployer-sponsored insurance, but only 41% of
those earning less than $10 per hour had such

coverage. The lowest wage earners are the moklst like To actually provide care, both a source pf
to be uninsured: 46% of this group was uninsured fo funding and a service delivery system that will
all or part of the yea¥. work with that funding is needed

Even when jobs come with health benefits, the ayeest of a family health plan purchased through a
employer is over $10,000 a year. In 2005, emplbygaith insurance premiums increased by 9.2 percent
nearly three times the rate of inflation. The anmuamium for an employer health plan covering raifa

of four averaged $10,800 in 2005. Workers contedu$2,713, or 10% more than they did in 2808he
annual permiums for family coverage eclipsed thasgrearnings for a full-time, minimum-wage worker
($10,712).
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Health Care Resources

An essential but often overlooked fact about hezdtie is that, in order to actually provide cacghta source
of funding and a service delivery system is neetl@ither is lacking, care is not received by pe®ple who
need it.

A major step intended to partially address thigéds the state’s new AllKids insurance programgcivhwill
provide the opportunity for enroliment in publidponsored health insurance for all children, rdgasdof
family income or citizenship status. (Families vily premiums based on income, with the lowestrireco
families paying no premium.) AllKids is integratedgth the State-Federal Medicaid program in oraer t
maximize the State’s ability to obtain Federal fsindowever, Medicaid and its related programs ese |
useful in DuPage County than in some other areeause few physicians in the County will treat pesso
with Medicaid, and the need greatly exceeds thelgugd available physicians.

Funding sources include:

» Medicaid provides medical coverage to low income peopleitain defined categories: aged, blind and
disabled people; children and pregnant women; a@mns with low incomes. Income limits vary
according to category and range as high as 200%eofederal poverty level for pregnant women.
Appendix 7 shows the number and location of Medicatipients in DuPage County by zip code.

» AllKids (called KidCare prior to July 1, 2006) plans toyaide medical coverage to all children under age
19 who are residents of lllinois. They do not néedhe legal residents. At lowest income levelss it
integrated with Medicaid and no premiums are chirge

Sources of care that specialize in providing carevéilnerable populations include:

a. DuPage Community Clinicprovides free clinic services to low income unieglipeople not eligible
for Medicaid. About 50 volunteer physicians senaabut 3,200 patients in 2000. About 200
specialists accept referrals from the clinic.

b. DuPage County Health Departmentprovides an array of public health services, idirig
preventative screening tests, but does not prguinkeary health care.

c. Access DuPagewas launched in February, 2002. This prograstivers basic medical services to
the county's uninsured residents who lack accelledtth care. The goal is to provide high-quality,
cost-efficient care that addresses the full contmwf health care from prevention to diagnosis and
treatment. The current capacity is 6,400 patients.

d. Access Community Health Network the largest network of community health centetthé United
States, operates two centers in Bloomingdale ansdt\Wkicago. An FQHC is a federally funded
community based health center designed to servenanyegardless of ability to pay. FQHCs take
Medicaid, Medicare, Managed Care Contracts, aneratisurance. They also serve the uninsured on
a sliding scale.

Gaps

a. Although several health programs provide ses/iodow income families and individuals, serious
gaps exist. Over the past several years, lllihas been steadily expanding its Medicaid program.
With the impending rollout of AllKids, the stateliiequire all Medicaid recipients, not just chitdlr,
to select a primary care physician to serve akgafeer for all their care. The number of primameca
physicians available to serve this population fidlsshort of the need.

b. Some low income parents of the children enraheldidCare are also eligible for enrollment in one
of the Medicaid-like programs, FamilyCare. Adultgheut children are not eligible. Additionally,
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undocumented residents, both children and adulsyat eligible for Medicaid, except for pregnant
women and in emergencies.

c. Medicaid recipients in DuPage County have difficfinding physicians who will accept Medicaid
payments for care. Of the over 1700 physiciansénGounty, only a handful served more than 500
Medicaid patients in 2000. Only four physiciansatezsl more than 2000 Medicaid patients.
Significantly, although almost 5,000 DuPage chitdexe currently enrolled in Medicaid funded
KidCare, few DuPage physicians are willing to sehese children. The County Health Department
estimates that fewer than 30 physicians will acéeg@Care patients.

Culturally and Linguistically Appropriate Services

Lack of culturally and linguistically appropriatersices greatly impacts quality of health care ggscand
outcomes for diverse patients. DuPage County’s grgwliverse population currently includes 252,721
(33.2% of the total DuPage County population) ifdlials from ethnically and racially diverse backgnds.
The American Community Survey also indicates trg#,343 (18%) of DuPage County is foreign born,
204,010 (22.3%) speaks a language other than Bngti©ome, and 89,207 (9.8%) of DuPage County
residents report speaking English ‘less than veal}.\#

By providing culturally and linguistically appropie services in health care, the aimis to dimidisparities
along the lines of race, ethnicity, socioeconomécKground, religion, or any other cultural impact.
Ultimately, improving health for all. To achievelral competence, providers and patients neestadbésh
“effective interpersonal and working relationshipat supersede cultural differencésFederal and state
law require that health care providers, includiragpitals and some physicians, provide linguistjcall
appropriate services including interpreters forguas with limited English proficiency. Federal itinights
laws forbid physicians from discriminating on thesks of national origin, and failure to providegreters

is defined as discrimination. Covered providerk lising Federal funds if they fail to provide iriesters
when required.

DuPage County has begun addressing these issuagvElg more needs to be done including:
» cultural competency training for staff
» staff more accurately reflecting diversity of coun
» alarger pool of qualified and trained interpreter

Mental Health

If general health care is in short supply for lem@ome persons and those with limited English preficy,
mental health care is very difficult for them taass. There is a critical shortage of bilingual takhealth
professionals, and the use of interpreters in nhdm@alth treatment introduces an element of cosdt an
complexity that may pose yet another barrier. Noglesss, the availability of mental health servifs
immigrants, low income and minority persons isically important. Many refugees and other immigsant
have experienced war, torture, hunger and otheréqces that may result in mental disorders,sotieeds
for treatment may be very important to their sustidsntegration.

Dental Care

Access to dental care is similarly difficult foretmew residents of DuPage. Although several progjianm

valiantly attempting to meet this need, the neegeds the supply by many orders of magnitude. Xis&reg

resources include:

» DuPage Community Clinic Dental Clinicwhich provides primary medical and dental caredésidents
of DuPage County who have low incomes and no meitisarance, including Medicaid and Medicare.
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» DuPage County Health Department Urgent Care DentaClinic which provides limited dental care for
urgent oral problems such as tooth pain, bleediirig¢tion and/or swelling. The service is availate
financially eligible residents from DuPage Coutity.office visit fee will be charged at each appoiant.

» College of DuPage- The general public can obtain an array of preatese dental services by scheduling

appointments with students in the Dental Hygieragmm.

Health Related Data

Selected Health Related Questions from 1996 2000 2005
DuPage County Behavioral Risk Factor Surveyk996-2006 Estimate | Estimate | Estimate
|Fair Or Poor Perceived Health Status 6.29 7.5% 9.7
|Days Physical Health Not Good in Last 30 Days 1.2% 592. 2.6%
IDays Activity Restricted Due to Physical or Merttidalth in Last 30 Days 1.4% 2 .48 1.6
|Have Untreated Problems or Conditions 10.09 9.7% 15.1
|Have Unmet Need For Social or Family Services 2%  3%B. 5.69
|N0 Health Care Coverage 6.29 5.39 7.39
|N0 Routine Checkup for More Than One Year 24.19 22.89 39.39
IHave Not Seen Health Care Provider For Any Reasorvfore Than One Yehpr 12.4% 2059 23.6
INo Usual Source of Health Car&l6 Personal Doctor or Health Care 10.79 12.39 16.19
|Cost Prevented Respondent From Visiting DoctorastR 2 Months 6.5 4.89 9.49
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Child Care

The need exceeds the supply for early child cadeelucation in the County.

Early child care and education is a major expeosevbrking families, often amounting to over 10% of
average family incomes. Without reliable, afforaabhild care, parents cannot be reliable workees. Y
Illinois Facilities Fund found in 2002, “annual liftime, center-based care for an infant cost nmben

resident undergraduate tuition at the Universitillofois.”>®

There are not enough child care subsidies to dem#ncome families. “Over 1,000 DuPage childrend a
69% of those in Addison qualify for subsidized ¢dmet can’t be accommodated by the current supply.”

In DuPage, Z'in the State in need of additional pre-kindergare488 preschoolers are competing for 1,026

pre-kindergarten spots.

In 2000, there were 41,901 children under 6 in eR@ounty from households where all parents were in
the labor force. In 2004, this had risen to amasstied 46,074 children.

Demographic Information about Children and their Railies

2000 2004 July 1, 2005
Census ACS Estimate
Total Population 904,161 913,386 929,113
Children ages 0-4 65,849 63,937 65,038*
Children ages 5-9 69,061 68,504 69,683*
Children < 6 in DuPage County with all parentsha tabor force 41,901 46,074
Median family annual income $79,314 $84,512 Not available
Average weekly family income $1,525 $886 Not available
Average median income, single female householder $35,894 $38,381 Not available
with own children <18
Births live 12811

U.S. Census 2000; American Community Survey 200¢uRation estimate 200

5.

* estimated Births: lllinois Department of Publigalth
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Law Enforcement

Although the overall crime rate is declining in Duigje County,
an increasing number of persons are being dischadge DuPage County from State prisons.

Crime and law enforcement problems affect othelityuz life issues, including human services, tieahre
and education in DuPage. By using the Crime Indtich includes murder, criminal sexual assaultbegly,
aggravated assault, burglary, theft, motor vehtuddt, and arson incidences, law enforcement agsrazie
able to measure crime activity pervasiveness imeonities. Although the overall crime rate is lowjPage
County had a 16% increase of arrests made by leawaament agencies from 1994 to 2003, and mossi@ire
are property and drug offenses. DuPage Countyjsgitpindex offense rate was 7% higher than otloda€
counties. And, arrests for drug violations morentdaubled, from 1,613 in 1994 to 3,876 in 2603.

Data in theDuPage County Criminal and Juvenile Justice Pepfi004 found the number of felony filings
in DuPage County from 1994 to 2003 increased frgg2to 3,413, or 33%. Moreover, the number of¢hos
actually convicted of a felony and sentenced mbag tdoubled, from 1,430 to 2,982 As a result of the
increasing number, more DuPage County individualsvicted of a felony are sentenced to prison than
probation.

Total Crime Index (1990 - 2002) Total Crime Rate™ (1990 - 2003)
DuPage County, lllinois DuPage County, lllincis
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Although the data demonstrate a decline in theerate, DuPage County is stillimpacted by discésifgom

the lllinois Department of Corrections. Both thepptations of the prisons operated by the lllinois
Department of Corrections and of the DuPage Codatily are increasing. Since 1994, admissions to the
lllinois Department of Corrections from DuPage Ciyumave doubled, from 477 to 928. A rising percgata

of these admissions are violent and drug offenddss. since 1994, the DuPage County Jail’'s avedaijg
population has increased from 387 to 706 inmate8286. While DuPage County’s jail population rates
increased, other Collar Counties experienced aedser In fact, the County Jail's average daily patmn

rate was nearly five time higher than the othed@dTounties rate in the State Fiscal Year (SFY)320

Juvenile Justice

Disturbingly, the number of juveniles admitted tee¥gency rooms for attempted or completed suicidzs
higher in DuPage county than in bordering countiestatewide”
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Domestic Violence

Although DuPage County has a generally lower cramethan the other collar counties, and has espeed

a decrease in the reported incidence of domestiende from 1996 to 2002, the fact that almost @,00
requests for police assistance were made is tmogibin 2004 - 2005, DuPage County police departsent
responded to 7,408 domestic violence cafts Of these, arrests were made in 1,880 (27.1%) rinsta
Although the numbers of murders in DuPage are i@sy three of the nine murders that took place in
DuPage in 2003 were related to domestic violgfce

In addition to the arrests, in 2003, there were &8ers of protection issued in DuPage County. [deee,

the DuPage Order of Protection rate has been r&@grgficantly since 1993. An Order of Protecti@R)

is “a court order that is designed to help protéxttms from abuse by a family or household memféran

OP is a legal document that a Judge signs whickrsithe Abuser to stop the abusive behavior, ar@Ran
can order the Abuser to do certain activities tiirn the children, property, or pay child supgort*
However, abusers sometimes violate OP’s, and andg@Bs to be part of a broader plan to improvenicti
safety that includes holding the abuser accountaditengthening the victim and helping her make
constructive choices.

Following an arrest, the charges can be disposedsefveral ways including acquittal or convictimnudge
or jury, guilty plea, or several types of outcorties result in the charges being dropped. In dasesience
cases, the outcome in over 90% of the cases isitbatharges are dropped, most often becausedtie vi
is unwilling to testify at trial and the remainiegidence is not judged sufficient to proceed. Bsthcases,
no definitive finding of guilt or innocence can made.

As aresult, police are reluctant to spend timgdhd the original arrest of the abuser) becausedbeectly
believe that the charges will most likely be draghped there is a lack of good evidence collectidmich
could potentially be used to secure a convictieenavithout the cooperation of the victim. Whereaeis
dropped, large amounts of resources, includingtieof the police, the courts, the prosecutoesjdil, have
been consumed and no net improvement in the tuafithe victim has resulted. In fact, when charge
brought and then dropped, the abuser may be emisddéeling that no consequences are likely, bad t
victim may be even further oppressed, feeling bieatcalls for help were ignored.

The solution to this problem is not simply to som&tobtain ‘better victims’, e.g. victims who are rao
willing to testify against their abusers. Instead, must ask why victims feel they are safer bytestifying,
and alter those conditions. The current situattbayacterized by fragmentation and lack of comnatioa
among the multiple agencies whose help is needgtttisns, contributes to a feeling that prosecutiwould
be futile as a strategy to end the abuse.
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DuPage County Crime Statistics

Year Total Murder | Sexual | Robbery| Assualt/ Burglary | Theft Vehicle| Arson
Crime Index Assault Battery Theft
1990 |(3,888.0 15 17.2 36.0 109.3 621.0 2,874.8 205.9 22.3
1991 (3,802.5 2.2 16.7 35.3 94.6 621.6 2,789.6 2444 23.0
1992 (3,553.0 15 19.7 375 95.8 556.5 2,621.8 196.6 23.7
1993 (2,955.5 1.3 19.6 25.3 186.2 468.4 2,097.6 140.1 17.0
1994 (2,935.0 0.6 15.4 28.0 196.7 428.7 2,100.6 148.0 16.9
1995 (2,866.2 1.6 14.0 18.4 112.7 345.2 2,213.F 1419 18.7
1996 (2,844.0 0.9 14.4 26.9 109.2 332.1 2,218.8 127.8 13.9
1997 (2,791.3 0.6 15.4 255 88.3 340.6 2,191.8 1155 14.1
1998 (2,614.9 1.1 14.1 23.4 78.4 338.5 2,033.6 109.9 15.8
1999 (2,370.3 1.4 10.6 20.9 82.7 295.9 1,831.0 1126 15.1
2000 |[2,539.0 0.0 16.0 22.1 101.1 320.7 19451 118.6 15.4
2001 |[2,547.9 1.1 13.0 29.2 91.7 266.7 2,014.6 1133 18.3
2002 |[2,457.4 1.1 19.1 23.7 92.0 269.0 1,930.p 105.1 17.3
2003 |[2,425.3 0.7 18.3 27.3 82.9 268.4 1,904.9 1024 20.3
lllinois State PoliceCrime in lllinois, 2004
Exits to DuPage County from lllinois Department ofCorrections by Offense Type
Offense Type FY 00 FY 01 FY 02 FY 03 FY 04 FYO05
Person 93 134 156 122 143 109
Property 364 427 472 495 536 395
Drug 150 197 241 264 297 226
Sex 29 37 53 46 44 43
Other 37 49 35 55 51 27
Total 673 844 957 982 1071 800

lllinois Department of Corrections 20
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Education

The number of low income and minority school chilein is rapidly increasing.
Despite this, the graduation rate and drop out rasestable.

Education in a broad sense is critical if a woikep find a sustainable niche in today’s econofyoung
person who fails to complete high school facesiage barrier to future economic self sufficienndeed,
more and more of the jobs that actually pay a ¢jwirage require post secondary training or educatien
an increasing percentage of the high school dreggni@duPage County are immigrants and membersiaira
and ethnic minorities.

Graduation and Dropping Out

Between the 1990 - 1991 and 2000 - 2001 acaderars y#ere was a significant increase in the tryaate,

as well as suspension rate, in DuPage County.oAgh the overall high school graduation rate in &gé°
County has increased from 91.1% in the 1999-2000acyear to 94.3% in 2003-2004, the high school
graduation rate for low-income students is sigatfity lower. In the 2003-2004 school year, the gedithn
rate for low-income students was 89.4%.

As in the rest of the country, minority studentdbuPage County are far more likely to drop out ighh
school than are whites, and males of all groupsreme likely to drop out.

Educational Attainment Among Adults

The immigrants and other newcomers to DuPage Cduang either very high or very low educational
attainments.

Education Data

DuPage County High School Dropouts by Grade, Gendeand Racial/Ethnic Category
2003 - 2004
9 10 11 12 Dropouts Enrollment Dropout rate
M|F |M|F M |[F |M |F # % # %
White Non-Hispanid 26 2B 44 28 92 55 159 (80 507 59.37% 11444¥41% 4.4
Black Non-Hispanic ¢ L 1p b 18 8 20 |[5 y8 9.18% 9236 5.68% 8.45
Am Indian-Alaskan ] | p 0.23% 281 0.179 7112
Asian-pacific Island B 1 P 7 3 12 7 41 4.80% 15440 9.50% .66
Hispanic 14 10 34 1B 29 30 61 B2 2p6  26.4p% 20P67 12.90% 10.78
County Total 4T 40 9of 54 147 96 2b2 124 854 100.009%6254( 100.009 5.25
lllinois State Board of Education, 2003.
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DuPage County Education Characteristics
Public School Enroliment & Performance Statistics

Year Total Pupil-teacher Ratio Per-pupil | Graduation | Drop-out ACT
Enroliment Expenditure Rate Rate Composite
Elementary | Secondary Scores
1993-1994 127,439 194 1719 $6,334 90.3 3.2 P3.5
1994-1995 132,008 194 183 $6,466 90.0 3.0 P2.7
1995-1996 133,955 194 18{2 $6,475 80.0 3.0 P3.8
1996-1997 137,065 19)6 18{8 $6,713 9.5 3.2 P3.7
1997-1998 139,558 19)p 18{4 $7,046 8b.9 3.2 P41
1998-1999 142,260 19)0 18{1 $7,351 8B.8 2.6 P3.1
1999-2000 164,439 188 183 $7,834 9.4 2.9 P3.0
2000-2001 144,198 18J1 18{2 $8,202 oL.1 2.2 23
lllinois State Board of Education; Social Scienas&arch Institute at Northern lllinois University
1980* 1990 2000 Change Change
Educational Attainment 1980-1990 1990-2000
# % # % # % # % # %
Persons 25 years & over| 384525 |00 504321 100 589120 10098 30.6 86799 173
Less than 9th grade 2965 /.7 20979 4.2 22993 3.9 {8686 .3|-292014 9.6
9th-12th grade no diplomp 35139 D.1 36402 7.2 3%698 6.1 63|12 3.6 -704 -1.p
High school graduate 128369 33.4 117239 233 121375 20.6 -11130 -8.7 4136 3.5
(including GED)
Some college, no degree 79795 40.8 146853 |29.2 163602 8| &7054 84 16749 1144
College graduate 111557 PO 180848 36 245452 [41.7 9291 U604 35.Y
% high school graduate + 83.1% 88.6% 90.0%
% college graduate + 29.0% 36.0% 41.7%
* College graduate in 1980 may overstate percentiheaveollege degree. The question on degree waasked in 1980.
U.S. Census Bureau, 1980, 1990, 2400.

Demographic Characteristics of Migrants & Non-Migrants, 1995 to 2000

Educational Attainment

In-Migration Out-Migration Non-Movers
Net
# % # % Migration # 0
%

Less than 9th grade 60B9 4.4% 2732 2(1% 3307 15954 3.7%
9th - 12th grade, no diplomp 79B7 5.8% 5661 44% 2276 627  6.19
HS graduate or equiv 22149 16.2% 21010 1614% 1139 99226 .9%P1
Some college, no degree 25352 18]5% 28678 22.4% {3326 1986p1 22.49
Associate degree 8427 6.4% 8984 7]0% 57 28627 5.3%
Bachelor's degree 43540 31.8% 40803 319% 2737 114611  %#P5.3
Graduate or prof degree 23332 1701% 201148 18.7% 3184 %396 14.19
Total 136776 100.0% 128016 100.0%| 8760 452344 100.0%

U.S. Census Bureau, 200
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B07009. RESIDENCE 1 YEAR AGO BY EDUCATIONAL ATTAINM ENT -
Universe: POPULATION 25 YEARS AND OVER
Data Set: 2004 American Community Survey
Same house Moved within _Moved e Moved from Moved from
:ﬂiuni?sge Sy, Tzl 1 year ago same county: vﬁ;ﬁﬂi’:rggus?ge_ different state: abroad
# % # % # % # % # % # %
Total: 596578] 100%| 527260 1006 370p7 10§% 17§41  100% 073 %7400 6477 1009
< HS Grad 43153 7.23% 37109 7.04% 1958 5.9% 1935 10pP1% 38B3%| 1761 27.19%
HS grad/GED 132046 22.13% 117/p1 22.3B% 6§98 18.p6% B7602%| 1252 15.510 2471 38.19%
Some college or | goaan| 65404 145205 27.54p 8258 22.3p% 3070 17.87%  lo5m3ud. 624 9.639
associate's degree
Bachelor's degree | 161433 27.06% 140054 26.$6% 12335 %3.316161| 34.73% 2056 25.47% 847 13.08%
Srroafgg;tgnal degred 101596| 17.03%4 8711p 16.52p6  76f8 20.74%  2f11 15.p8% B323 6%il[1  774| 11.959
DuPage County School Districts
Families in Poverty
Dl L Grade| Total |'Relevant' Age 3 L e Ch"‘.’fe”
ID District Name . Jdin families| of families
range |populationjage 5to 17. :
in poverty | in poverty
1 |1703150 | Addison Dist. 4 PK-Q8 37170 4747 710 1$.0%
2 |1705880 | Benjamin Dist. 25 PK-08 7211 1p79 45 5%
3 [1705910 | Bensenville Dist. 2 PK-08 22898 2795 310 11.1%
4 11706450 | Bloomingdale Dist. 13 PK-p8 13744 1807 17 D.9%
5 1707980 | Butler Dist. 53 KG-(8 5425 443 6 0{9%
6 [1708790 | Cass Dist. 63 PK-p8 8496 1103 42 B.8%
7 11708970 | Center Cass Dist. 66 PK}08 11881 1578 76 4.8%
8 [1710470 | Comm Consolidated Dist. 93 PK}{08 36445 024 95 1 3.2%
9 (1712540 | Downers Grove Grade Dist. 58 PK-08 51187 7684 46 0.7%
10[{1712570 | Comm High Dist. 99 265 115p65 5572 213 3.8%
11{1713940 | Du Page High Dist. 88 255 85406 4105 424 240.3
12|1713970 | Elmhurst Dist. 205 PK-IL2 46B49 8630 358 4.1%
13(1715030 | Fenton Comm High School Dist. 100 D55 3B019 155( 104 6.7%
14{1716800 | Glen Ellyn Dist. 41 PK-08 27887 4p20 140 8.3%
15(1716830 | Glenbard Township High Dist. 87 255 166227 8284 365 4.4%
16(1717040 | Woodridge Dist. 68 PK-p8 33618 4062 290 7.1%
171717160 | Gower Dist. 62 KG-08 10672 1p03 36 3.0%
18/1719290 | Hinsdale Comm Cons Dist. 181 PK-08 2p235 65947 206 4.3%
19(1719320 | Hinsdale Township High Dist 86 255 71369 4440 22] 5.5%
20[1720220 | ltasca Dist. 10 PK-p8 8469 096 88 $.8%
21|1720880 | Keeneyville Dist. 20 PK-08 15141 2152 238 1941.
22|1721450 | Darien Dist. 61 PK-08 17880 2P00 110 5.0%
23|1721840 | Lake Park Comm High Sch Dist 108 D55 5p796 7142 64 2.5%
2411723200 | Lisle Comm Unit Dist. 202 PK-12 14p53 4435 3 6 2.6%
25/1723460 | Lombard Dist. 44 PK-08 34726 4288 279 5.5%
261724000 | Maercker Dist. 60 PK-p8 16835 1672 55 3.3%
27|1724780 | Marquardt Dist. 15 PK-p8 25b14 3251 656 20.2%
281725500 | Medinah Dist. 11 KG-08 8079 D31 85 9.1%
29|1727710 | Naperville Comm Unit Dist. 203 PK{12 99802 21444 781 3.6%
30[1730510 | Comm Consolidated Dist. 180 PK-08 $683 1026 80 1 17.5%
31|1732940 | Puffer Hefty Dist. 69 KG-08 3930 00 31 4.2%
32|1732970 | Queen Bee Dist. 16 PK1i08 171692 D428 166 6.8%
331734710 | Roselle Dist. 12 KG-08 7363 1066 5 0.5%
34]1735220 | Salt Creek Dist. 48 PK108 8771 738 61 B.3%
351740320 | Villa Grove Comm Unit Dist. 302 KG-12 4D46 754 5( 6.6%
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DuPage County School Districts
Families in Poverty
— o -
DI?ltDrICt District Name Errexly Tota! 'Relevant‘_/i'\l? ?ai?l?ei ﬁf ?:rlr!?hreeg
range |populationjage 5to 17. .
in poverty | in poverty
36|1740350 | Villa Park Dist. 45 PK-08 38866 5p27 525 9.0
37|1740440 [ Comm High Dist. 94 255 4164 2245 171 7.6%
38|1740500 | Glen Ellyn Comm Cons Dist.89 PK{08 23964 812 127 4.1%
39|1741550 | West Chicago Dist. 33 PK{08 30552 4443 565 .7%2
40|1741690 | Indian Prairie Comm Unit Dist. 204 PKI12 10874 2498p 737 2.9%
41]1741980 | Westmont Comm Unit Dist. 201 PK}12 13784 919 197 9.6%
42|1742180 | Comm Unit Dist. 200 PK-1L2 83738 14897 744 %4
43|11742720 | Winfield Dist. 34 PK-(8 4002 555 12 22%
4411743020 | Wood Dale Dist. 7 PK-p8 10121 1331 186 11.0%
TOTAL 1,517,154 182,652 9,95 5.46%
U.S. Census Bureau Small Area Income & Povertynizts http.//www.census.gov/hhes/www/salpe/

lllinois State Board of Education
High School Graduation Rates for Year 2001-2003

School Name City 2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-2003

School | District| School| Districtf School District

Hinsdale Central High School Hinsdale 96.9 91.8 97.5 893. 96.5 95.6
Hinsdale South High School Darien 84.2 91.8 8p.1 93.8 594. 95.6
Glenbard East High School Lombard 85 90.4 87.3 91.7 B3.7 2 |9
Glenbard North High School Carol Stream 91.3 90.4 919 1.79 941 92
Glenbard South High School Glen Ellyn 95.1 90.4 9.6 791. 96.8 92
Glenbard West High School Glen Ellyn 92.1 90.4 91.8 91.795.4 92
Addison Trail High School Addison 840 85{0 83.8 84.5 ®BU. 85.1
Willowbrook High School Villa Park 85 85 85.p 84|5 853 5.8
Community High School West | West Chicago 88.1 88.1 92.7 2.79 96.7 96.71
Comm HS Dist 99 North Downers Grove 91.9 91.1 8B.7 84 392. 92.6
Comm HS Dist 99 South Downers Grove 90.5 9.1 1.2 84 9 Pp2. 92.6
Fenton High School Bensenville 99 84.2 88.3 8B.3 91.0 0Pp1.
Lake Park High School Roselle 969 96.9 94.1 M.1 97.7 7P7.
Wheaton North High School Wheaton 81 89.2 10p.0 94.1 D9.099.6
Wheaton Warrenville South Wheaton 91.7 89.2 89.8 94.1 .AP0 99.6
Westmont High School Westmont 95 95 94.8 94.8 92.6 D2.6
Lisle High School Lisle 98.1 98.1 95 95 93|12 93.2
Naperville Central High School| Naperville 953 93.7 DPB. 96.2 97.7 96.4
Naperville North High School Naperville 92[1 93.7 99.1 6.3 95.4 96.6
Neuqua Valley High School Naperville 97(4 94.8 96.9 96.1 92.7 94.2
Waubonsie Valley High School| Aurora 9414 94.8 95.4 96.1 5.99 94.2
York Comm High School Elmhurst 8718 87|18 90.9 90.9 Q5 592
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The Future

2030 Forecasts
The Northeastern lllinois Planning Commission réptrat, by 2030, DuPage County will be part afgion
of over 10 million people. The County will contaime third largest population in the state, haviegn
overtaken by Will County.

/People ask “What will the world be Iikeh
DuPage County will be a major employment centett) \vi twenty years?

nearly as many jobs as people. As is the case touayy
people will commute into the County for work. The answer: In twenty years, it will be exactly
decline in high wage jobs will continue as partaf |ike it is today, only more sg unless youdo
nationwide trend. something to change it.”

No major change is anticipated in the powerful ecoic
forces that are currently pushing more and moreqrey
into poverty or near poverty. The need for an exiean
array of supportive services for low income perseilsbe even more acute, and governments and tgriva
organizations serving DuPage County should contihai efforts to access increased funding to stppo
these services.

Reverend Mother Margaret Reilly, R.S.C.J.
June,19y

The aging of the baby boom generation will presanitte challenges to the County. Public support for
educational expenditures may decline, with thecgrdied decline in the number of children. The nieed
an expanded health care workforce will becomeaaiitiwith particular unmet needs in the nursingdfie

Federal policies have decisive impact on the nurnbe@nmigrants in our County, and DuPage has a high
stake in the current debates about immigratiorcgolinless truly draconian changes are implemesitéte
Federal levels, we can anticipate continuationuofent trends toward more diversity.

Northeastern Ilinois Planning Commission 2030 Foreasts of Population, Households and
Employment by County and Municipality (as endorsedSept. 30, 2003)
Population Households Employment

2000 2030 2000 2030 2000 2030]
Northeastern lllinois 8,091,720 10,034,835 2,906,925 3,627,§52 4,323,207 H343
County
Cook 5,376,741 5,938,248 1,974,181 2,224,929 2,841,94318334
DuPage 904,16l 1,002,325 325,601 361978 646,610 830,394
Kane 404,119 692,346 133,901 234,617 206]107 342,684
Lake 644,356 844,315 216,2p7 292,253 354114 461,487
McHenry 260,077 449,823 89,4p3 155,108 105[118 164,765
Will 502,266 1,107,778 167,542 358,867 169,817  443}370
DuPage County Municipality
Addison 35,914 38,561 11,649 12,876 33,415 42]024
Aurora (excl Kendall) 142,150 190,167 46,171 66,y22 431 106,671
Bartlett 36,706 43,264 12,179 15,1P9 3,520 767
Bensenville 20,708 19,048 6,885 7,982 28,p03 311862
Bloomingdale 21,67p 28,818 8,2[L9 10,344 14,432 19,345
Bolingbrook 56,321 88,548 17,416 28,404 20,893 31}783
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Population Households Employment

2000 2030 2000 2030 2000 2030|
Burr Ridge 10,408 14,500 3,541 5,2[18 13,891 17]662
Carol Stream 40,438 41,604 13,872 14,Y65 19}902 2%,582
Clarendon Hills 7,610 8,782 2,886 3,581 2,083 21898
Darien 22,86( 23,71 8,735 9,269 8,701 11)035
Downers Grove 48,724 60,1%3 18,979 23,515 38{534 59,459
Elk Grove Village 34,72y 36,948 13,278 14,030 61,121 2419
Elmhurst 42,762 43,076 15,627 15,409 41,429 414572
Glendale Heights 31,765 35,069 10,791 11,661 12,164 48,58
Glen Ellyn 26,999 32,291 10,207 12,303 9,527 10]609
Hanover Park 38,278 37,705 11,105 11,618 7(921 10,866
Hinsdale 17,349 22,000 5,977 7,211 13,804 13|396
ltasca 8,302 10,706 3,179 3,912 31,874 37|210
Lisle 21,187 26,097 8,643 9,874 23,850 30,p61
Lombard 42,322 50,6118 16,487 20,927 26,846 36}914
Naperville 128,358 168,096 43,7p1 58,316 66,,09 149,931
Oak Brook 8,702 9,61B 3,124 3,3D6 58,7145 66738
Oakbrook Terrace 2,300 4,447 1,198 1,832 11(311 12,697
Villa Park 22,075 22,991 7,810 8,201 12,279 15p81
Warrenville 13,363 15,00/7 4,931 5,5B7 5,162 12667
Wayne 2,137 4,754 746 1,584 51 |67
West Chicago 23,449 41,632 6,379 12,090 11(508 34,308
Westmont 24,554 27,000 9,9p0 11,429 12,058 13,370
Wheaton 55,416 61,90 19,3[77 19,653 27289 24,131
Willowbrook 8,967 14,567 4,178 6,463 7,514 9,194
Wood Dale 13,53p 13,849 5,117 5,245 24,897 29]273
Woodridge 30,934 42.889 11,382 15,915 9.B829 231501
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Appendices

PCT143. POVERTY STATUS IN 1999 BY AGE BY HOUSEHOLDTYPE [39] - Universe: Population for whom poverty $atus is determined
SOURCE: U.S. Census Bureau, decennial Census of Rigtion and Housing, 2000.

White (alone), not

Variable Name

Hispanic/Latino

Variable Name Total White (alone) Black (alone) Asian (alone) Hispard/Latino Hispanic/Latino

Number | Percent | Number | Percent| Number| Percent| Numberl Percen|Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Total: 889,343 100.0 745,947 109.0 26,128 100.0  70J907 100.0 @0,05100.00 699,279 10010
Income in 1999 below poverty level: 32,163 .6 22,p51 .0[3 2,859 2,855.0 2,378 2,374.0 8,409 8,209.0 17{942 17p42.
Under 65 years: 28,640 3.2 18,994 18,994.0 2,799 10.7 32,22 31 8,129 10.p 14,736 31
In married-couple family households 11,533 1.3 7,533 0l1. 254 1.4 1,319 1.p 4,518 5.6 5,181 D.7
In other family households: 10,015 .1 5,748 0.8 2,098 o[ 8. 503 0.7 2,740 34 4,402 q.6
Male householder, no wife present 2,443 0.3 1,564 0.2 0 15 0.6 131 0.4 1,252 1{6 860 .1
Female householder, no husband presgnt 7,572 0.9 4,184 0.6 1,948 7.5 372 0.b 1,488 1.9 3,542 0.5
In nonfamily households & group quartgrs 7,092 0.8 18,7 0.8 447 1y 401 06 871 1.1 5,153 .7
65 years & over: 3,523 3,523.0 3,257 3,297.0 56 56.0 155 5.015 80 80. 3,206 3,2040
In married-couple family households 1,033 0.1 892 0.1 7 .00 101 0.1 33 0.p 874 o1
In other family households: 260 Q.0 219 D.0 21 0.1 11 0.0 22 0.0 206 0.
Male householder, no wife present 101 0.0 95 0.0 0 0.0 6 0| O. 7 0.0 88 O.t
Female householder, no husbhand presgnt 159 0.0 124 00 1 2 0.1 5 0.4 15 0.p 118 0 (0]
In nonfamily households & group quartgrs 2,230 0.3 48,1 0.3 28 0.1 43 0.L 25 010 2,126 D.3
* Percent of total population.

Total White (alone) Black (alone) Asian (alone) Hispard/Latino B (), [

Number | Percent

Number | Percent

Number| Percent

Number| Percen

Number | Percent

Number | Percent

Income in 1999 below poverty level: 32,163 140.0 22,25 100.G 2,855 2,855|0 2,378 2,378.0 8,209 8,2P9.0  17,9429427
Under 65 years: 28,640 89.0 18,994 g5.4 2,799 08.0 2,223 .5]93 8,129 99. 14,736 841
In married-couple family households 11,533 35.9 7,533 3.9B 254 8.4 1,319 5515 4,518 55.0 5,181 38.9
In other family households: 10,015 10,015.0 5,748 P5.8 ,092 73.5 503 21p 2,740 33. 4,402 15
Male householder, no wife present 2,443 7.6 1,564 70 0 15 5.3 131 5. 1,252 15 860 4.8
Female householder, no husband presgnt 7,572 23.5 44,18 18.8 1,948 68.p 372 156 1,488 1B.1 3,542 9.7
Nonfamily households & group guarters 7,092 22.1 5,713 25.7] 447 15.Y 401 16{9 871 10.6 5,153 18.7
65 years & over: 3,523 110 3,257 14.6 56 2.0 155 6.5 80 1.0 ,2063 17.

In married-couple family households 1,033 3.2 892 4.0 7 210 101 4.2 33 (0R /! 874 49
In other family households: 260 260.0 219 IL.o 21 0.7 11 05 22 0.3 206 11
Male householder, no wife present 101 0.3 95 0.4 0 0.0 6 3] 0. 7 0.1 88 0.p
Female householder, no husband presgnt 159 0.5 124 06 1 2 0.7 5 0.4 15 0.p 118 a7
Nonfamily households & group guarters 2,230 6.9 2,146 .69 28 1.4 43 1. 25 0J3 2,126 11.8

* Percent of population below poverty level.

PCT147. POVERTY STATUS IN 1999 BY PLACE OF BIRTH BY CITIZENSHIP STATUS [21] Universe: Population for whom poverty status is determined
SOURCE: U.S. Census Bureau, decennial Census of Rigtion and Housing, 2000.



Total White (alone) Black (alone) Asian(alone) Hispanit.atino Wh'te (qlone)_, not
Hispanic/Latino
Variable Name Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number| Percent] Number| Percen| Number | Percent [ Number | Percent
Total: 889,343 100.09% 745,987 100.00% 26,128 100.00% 70,90000.0% 80,050 80,0500 699,279
Income in 1999 below poverty levdl: 32,163 36% 22,251 2.98%) 2,855 10.93%6 2,378 3.4% 8,209 10.3 17,942 2.6
Native: 22,943 2.6% 17,759 2.38% 2,734 10.46% 508 4.7% 3,163 4.0 15,984 2.B
Born in the United States 22,640 2.5% 17,555 2.35% 2,7200.41% 499 0.7% 2,998 37 15,884 D.3
Born outside the United States: 303 0J0% 204 0.03% 14 59%0 9 0.0% 165 0.p 100 0 (0]
Born in Puerto Rico 72 0.0%% 41 0.01% 0 0.0p% 0 0{0% 72 0.1 0 of o.
Born in U.S. Island Areas 0 0.0% 0 0.00% 0 0.40% 0 0.0% 0 0.0 0 0.0
Born abroad of American parent(s 231 0J0% 163 0.02% 14 .05% 9 0.09 93 0.1 100 qo
Foreign born: 9,220 1.0%% 4,492 0.60% 121 0.46% 1,870 2.6% 0465, 6.3 1,958 oB
Naturalized citizen 1,867 0.2po 854 0.11% 46 0.18% 555 0.8% 236 0.8 601 (o} |
Not a citizen 7,353 82.7% 3,638 0.49% 75 0.49% 1,315 1.9% 423, 5.5 1,357 op
* Percent of total population.
: Total White (alone) Black (alone) Asian(alone) Hispanift.atino Wh'te (qlone)_, el
Variable Name Hispanic/Latino
Number | Percent Numberl Percent Numberl Percent Numpell Percen | Number | Percent Numberl Percent
Income in 1999 below poverty levdl: 32,163 1d0.0 22,25 100.0 2,855 2,855|0 2,378 2,37.0 8,209 8,2p9.0 17,942 9427
Native: 22,943 71.8 17,799 798 2,734 9b.8 08 21.4 31163 5138.15,984 89.1
Born in the United States 22,640 70.4 17,555 18.9 2,720 5.3|9 499 21.( 2,998 3645 15,884 8B.5
Born outside the United States: 303 303.0 P04 0.9 14 0.5 9 04 165 2.0 10 0] §
Born in Puerto Rico 7P o 41 0.2 0 Q.0 0 D.0 72 0.9 0 0.0
Born in U.S. Island Areas 0 0}0 0 q.0 0 .0 0 D.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Born abroad of American parent(s 231 D.7 163 0.7 14 0.5 9 04 93 1.1 10 0] §
Foreign born: 9,220 28|7 4,492 2¢.2 121 4.2 1,870 /8.6 5,046 61.5 1,958 10p
Naturalized citizen 1,867 5|8 854 38 46 1.6 555 333 623 7.6 601 3.4
Not a citizen 7,353 229 3,638 14.4 75 P.6 1,315 5.3 4,423 395 1,357 7.b
* Percent of population below poverty level.
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PCT149. POVERTY STATUS IN 1999 BY CITIZENSHIP STATUS BY YEAR OF ENTRY FOR THE FOREIGN-BORN POPULATION [27] -
Universe: Foreign-born population for whom povertystatus is determined
SOURCE: U.S. Census Bureau, decennial Census of Rigtion and Housing, 2000.
. . . e White (alone), not
Variable Name Total White (alone) Black (alone) Asian(alone) Hispanift.atino Hispa(nic /Lazino

Number | Percent | Number| Percent] Number] Percent] Numbef Percen] Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Total: 137,729 10040 63,454 100.0 1,443 1,443.0 51,274 781 40,739 40,7390 40,882 40,842.0
Income in 1999 below poverty level: 9,220 6.7 4,492 7.1 121 8.4 1,870 316 5,046 13.4 1,958 4.8
Naturalized citizen: 1,867 1,867.0 854 1.3 46 3.2 555 1.1 3 62 1.5 601 1p
Year of entry 1995 to March 2000 166 0.1 35 0.1 9 0.6 60 1 0. 74 0.4 23 Ot
Year of entry 1990 to 1994 265 ).2 48 0.1 4 0.3 119 0.2 118 30 14 0.
Year of entry 1985 to 1989 285 .2 98 0.2 4 0.3 139 0.3 94 2] 0. 36 0.
Year of entry 1980 to 1984 278 ).2 92 0.1 13 0.9 91 0.2 126 30 48 0.
Year of entry before 1980 873 .6 581 0.9 16 1.1 146 0.3 211 0.5 480 1.p
Not a citizen: 7,353 5]3 3,638 5.7 75 b.2 1,315 2.6 4,423 9/10. 1,357 3B
Year of entry 1995 to March 2000 4,227 3.1 2,246 3.5 61 2l 4 737 1.4 2,233 5(5 1,029 5
Year of entry 1990 to 1994 1,727 1.3 689 1.1 14 1.0 396 0.81,130 2. 170 (8] %3
Year of entry 1985 to 1989 656 D.5 353 0.6 0 0.0 75 0.1 492 2 1 82 0.
Year of entry 1980 to 1984 326 ).2 138 0.2 0 0.0 56 0.1 285 7 0 0 0.
Year of entry before 1980 417 .3 212 0.3 0 0.0 51 0.1 283 7] 0. 76 0.
* Percent of total population.

. . . o White (alone), not
Variable Name Total White (alone) Black (alone) Asian(alone) Hispanift.atino Hispa(nic /Lazino

Number | Percent | Number| Percent] Number] Percent] Numbef Percen] Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Income in 1999 below poverty level: 9,220 100.0 4,492 00.4 121 1210 1,870 1,870.0 5,046 5,046.0 1,958 1,p58.0
Naturalized citizen: 1,867 24.2 854 1p.0 46 38.0 555 09.7 362 1243 601 30y
Year of entry 1995 to March 2000 166 1.8 35 0.8 9 7.4 60 2| 3. 74 1.9 23 1p
Year of entry 1990 to 1994 265 26p.0 48 1.1 4 3.3 119 6.4 8 11 23 14 oy
Year of entry 1985 to 1989 285 B.1 98 2.2 4 3.3 139 7.4 94 9 1. 36 1.9
Year of entry 1980 to 1984 278 B.0 92 2.0 13 0.7 91 4.9 126 2.5 48 2.9
Year of entry before 1980 873 D.5 581 12.9 16 13.2 146 7.8 11 2 4.3 480 245
Not a citizen: 7,353 79|8 3,638 81.0 75 g2.0 1,315 70.3 3,42 8774 1,357 69|13
Year of entry 1995 to March 2000 4,227 45.8 2,246 50.0 1 6 504 737 394 2,233 44.3 1,029 .6
Year of entry 1990 to 1994 1,727 1,77.0 689 15.3 14 11.6 396 21.1 1,130 22|14 170 T
Year of entry 1985 to 1989 656 r.1 353 7.9 0 0.0 75 4.0 492 8 9 82 4,
Year of entry 1980 to 1984 326 B.5 138 3.1 0 0.0 56 3.0 285 .6 5 0 0.
Year of entry before 1980 417 4.5 212 4.7 0 0.0 51 2.7 283 6] 5. 76 3.
* Percent of population below poverty level
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Poverty Statistics Change 1980-1990 Change 1990-2000 Change 1980-200p
DuPage County, lllinois 1980 1990 2000 Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Families in poverty 3,960 3,616 5,763 -284 7.2 2077 5F6. 1,793 45.8
Percent of all families 2B n7 14 -0.5 7 0.2
With children under 18 years 2,988 2,686 an21 2130 -10.]] 1,73% 64.p 1,433 44.0
Percent of all families with children undgr
18 years 3.0 14 3.9 -1.7 2.1
with children under 5 years i/a 1,389 2,p10 n/a n/a 721 55.9 n/q 2
Female headed families in poverty 1,%14 1)63 24279 9124 16.4 516 29.3 76p 55
Percent of all female headed families 0.8 8.9 9.2 1.9]- 0.3 -1.
With children under 18 years 1,427 1,943 261 116 8.1 519 33.4 634 4444
Percent of all families with children undgr
18 years 1.5 0.9 1.4 -0.1 0.8 o2
with children under 5 years ij/a 405 56 n/a n/a 151 1.4)2 n/ n/g
Individuals in poverty 19,8]]8 20,948 32,1863 1,130 5.7 215 53.9 12,345 62]3
Percent of all persons jo 7 B.6 0.3 0.9 0.6
Persons 18 years & over h/a 14,p12 221345 n/a n/a 433f7, 49.9 n/JL np
Persons 65 years & over 1,907 2,45 31523 838 43.9 78| 7 28.3 1,614 84y
Percent of all persons over 65 years 4.5 4.3 4.3 -0.2 0.0 -0.

U.S. Census Bureau, Decennial Census of Populétidousing, 1980, 1990, 2000.
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