2.6.2.2 Low-Income Populations

NRC guidance defines “low-income” by using U.S. Census Bureau statistical poverty
thresholds (NRC 2001, Appendix D). U.S. Census Bureau low-income household
numbers for each census tract was divided by the total households for that tract to obtain
the percentage of low-income households per tract. U.S. Census Bureau (USCB 2000)
characterizes 12.4 percent of North Carolina and 14.2 percent of South Carolina
households as low-income. A low-income population is considered to be present if:

1. The low-income population of the census tract or environmental impact site exceeds
50 percent, or

2. The percentage of households below the poverty level in an environmental impact
area is significantly greater (typically at least 20 points) than the low-income
population percentage in the geographic area chosen for comparative analysis.

Based on the “more than 20 percent” criterion, 25 census tracts contain a low-income
population (USCB 2002). All of these tracts are found in South Carolina. Figure 2-9
displays the locations of low-income household tracts while Table 2-7 displays the low-
_ income household tract distributions among the counties in the geographic area.
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Table 2-7
Minority-and Low-Income Papulation Block Groups

Fal : 4 i Minbrities GSE : il
Unlen NC 2 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 Q 1 [3)
Alken 8C 13 8] ] 0 2 0 0 2 0 5 0
Calhoun SC 7 1] d 0 4 0 0 4 D K] 0
Cherokee  |3C 4 0 0 o] 0 ] 0 0 0 2 1]
Chester SC 31 0 0 0 2 0 0 9 1] 10 1
Edgefleld  [SC 1N I 0 0 7 0 0 8 0 3 0
Fairfteld SC 19 a 4] 0 13 0 0 14 0 § 2
Greenwood|SC 45 0 0 0 11 0 0 i1 1 1G 1
Kershow 5C 40 1] 0 0 5 0 0 & 0 11 Q
Lancaster_ [SC 44 Q 3] 0 7 0 4] 7 o 13 1
Laurens 5C 49 0 0 0 8 Q 0 8 1] 10 0
Lee SC 2 1] [¢] 0 2 a ] 2 8] 1 1]
Lexington  1SC 135 0 0 o] 7 0 0 12 0 43 0
Mcoormick [SC 1 0 Q 0 1 4] 0 1 1] 1 0
Newbery [SC 32 8] 0 4] 3 0 kv] 3 0 7 1
Orangebur¢SC 5 1] 0 1] | 0 1] 1 0 3 0
Richlond SC 235 0 1 0 104 0 4] 115 0 78 15
Soluda SC 16 g ] 0 3 0 0 5 1 4 t]
SparianburgSC 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 1] a 5 1]
Sumter SC 7 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 Q 5 1
Union SC 2% 0 0 0 5 1] 0 5 0 9 1
York SC 62 1 0 a 12 0 0 12 0 27 2
TOTALS 1 1 Q 1) 0 2 256 25
{atatais: B St 4 : I
North Carcling 1.2% 1.4% 0.0% 21.6% 2.3% 1.3% 27.9% 4.7% 12.4%
South Caraling D.3% 0.9% 0.0% 29.5% 1.0% 1.0% 32.8% 2.4% 14.2%




