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FY 2005 Title VI

PROFILE OF THE METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
AND THE TWO URBANIZED AREAS

The Michiana Area Council of Governments (MACOG) was created in 1970 under
authority of the Interlocal Cooperation Act, which are Acts of 1957 of the Indiana
General Assembly, Chapter 118 (more commonly known as Section 53-1101 to
53-1107, Burns Statutes Annotated, 1964 replacement).

MACOG assumed the Transportation planning responsibility on August 8, 1973 for
the South Bend Urbanized Area. Prior to that time the Area Plan Commission of St.
Joseph County and the Mishawaka City Plan Commission had done the
Transportation planning duties. 1973 was the first time that a regional agency had

been given the responsibility for Transportation planning in the region.

The Transportation planning process is carried out under the direction of the MACOG
Policy Board. The Policy Board is responsible for the general guidance and
administrative coordination of alt policy relating to the development of the

Transportation pfan and its implementation within the urbanized area.

The MACOG Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) is represented by
persons from each local city and county plan commission, city and county engineers,
pollution control representatives from local health departments, representatives from
the various chambers of commerce, local airport authorities, public transportation
providers, private sector enterprise representatives from each urbanized area, and by
a representative from the local bicycle and pedestrian committees. The TTAC serves
as an advisory committee to the MACOG Policy Board, and is responsible for
reviewing technical activities of the MACOG staff and for making recommendations to

the Policy Board.
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Membership of Committees — The membership of the MACOG Policy Board and
the MACOG Transportation Technical Advisory Commiittee are as follows:

MACOG POLICY BOARD MEMBERSHIP (15 Total Membership)

Mayors (6). City of South Bend, City of Mishawaka, City of Elkhart, City of Goshen,
City of Nappanee, City of Plymouth

County Commissioners (3): Elkhart County, Marshall County, St. Joseph County
County Councilpersons (3): Elkhart County, Marshali County, St. Joseph County

City Councilpersons (3): City of Elkhart, City of South Bend, City of Mishawaka

MACOG TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Voting Membership:
South Bend Urbanized Area

Executive Director - MACOG

Director —~ Mishawaka City Plan Commission

Airport Manager — South Bend Regional Airport

General Manager — South Bend Public Transportation Corp.
Air Quality Officer — St. Joseph County Health Dept

City Engineer - City of Mishawaka

City Engineer — City of South Bend

County Engineer — St. Joseph County

Traffic Engineer — City of Mishawaka

Traffic Engineer — City of South Bend

Elkhart-Goshen Urbanized Area

Director - Elkhart City Planning Commission City Engineer — City of Elkhart
Director ~ Elkhart County Plan Commission  City Engineer — City of Goshen
County Engineer - Elkhart County
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Non Veting Membership:

Director — South Bend Community Deveiopment Department

Airport Manager — Elkhart Municipal Airport

Director — City of Mishawaka Department of Redevelopment

Director — South Bend Department of Redevelopment

Director — Southwestern Michigan Commission (SMC)

Chief Engineer — Indiana Toll Road Commission

Representative — Indiana Department of Transportation (INDQOT)

Representative ~ LaPorte District Office of INDOT

Representative ~ Fort Wayne District Office of INDOT

Representative - Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) IN

Representative — Federal Transit Administration (FTA)

Representative — Michigan State Department of Transportation

Representative — Air pollution Control Division, ISBH

Representative — Private Sector Transit Operators, South Bend UZA

Representative — Private Sector Transit Operators, Eikhart/Goshen UZA

Representative — Elkhart and St. Joseph County Bicycle/Pedestrian Committee.

Representative — St. Joseph County Chamber of Commerce Transportation
Committee

MACOG has a Memorandum of Agreement with the South Bend Public
Transportation Corporation (Transpo) and with the Indiana Department of
Transportation (INDOT) for implementing and carrying out planning and programming
activities. MACOG, Transpo and the City of Niles, Michigan are designated
recipients of Section 5307 Funds for the South Bend Urbanized Area, and MACQG
and the Cities of Eikhart and Goshen are designated Section 5307 recipients for the
Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized Area.

St. Joseph County is a member of the Northern Indiana Commuter Transportation
District (NICTD) that operates the Chicago, South Bend and South Shore Railroad, a
commuter rail service. This commuter rail service offers daily trips from the South

Bend to and from Chicago.
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IDENTIFICATION OF TRANSIT SYSTEMS WITHIN THE TWO URBANIZED AREAS

South Bend Urbanized Area:

The City of South Bend formed the South Bend Public Transportation
Corporation (Transpo) under Indiana Law In 1967. The purpose was to permit the
purchase of the company from the private sector owner, the Northern Indiana Transit,
Inc. This was accompiished during1968, and the City of Mishawaka began to
contract for service and aiso began to share the cost of operating the system. Since
1875 the Transpo Board of Directors has contracted with a professional management

firm to provide management services for the transit system.

Transpo operates a radial system of sixteen fixed transit routes that serve the cities of
South Bend and Mishawaka on 30 minute and 60 minute headways. TRANSPO
provided 2,554,384 unlinked passenger trips in 2003. This represents 16.5 trips per
capita. According to National Transit Data (NTD) for 2002, an average of 9,266
passenger trips were taken on weekdays and 4,695 on Saturdays. No Sunday or
holiday service is operated. Transpo operates a fleet of 64 revenue vehicles with a
base hour reqm_iirement of 46 vehicies for fixed route service and 8 vehicles for
paratransit. Paratransit service in compliance with ADA regulations operates over
the same area that the fixed route system covers, including the three-quarter of a
mile on either side of the nearest bus route in the two cities as required by ADA

regulations. The fare for this service is $1.50 per trip.

Due to private development in the South Bend downtown business district, Transpo was
required to relocate its South Bend transfer facility. This move was taken as an opportunity
to develop an intermodal facility adjacent to the AMTRAK rail tracks, with improved
passenger shelter and amenities for Transpo riders. This new facility opened in 1998 and is
known as South Street Station. Transpo riders enjoy a temperature-controlled building with
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public restrooms. A staffed information desk also provides improved communication and a
convenient place to purchase monthly bus passes. All areas of South Street Station are
well lighted, enhancing passenger safety and security. In 2004 Transpo implemented the

use of four diesel fueled trolley-replica vehicles to provide shufttle service in the downtown

South Bend area.

The future connection with AMTRAK was to be developed at South Street Station to
accommodate rail passengers boarding from its upper floors. Negotiations for this
project broke down when AMTRAK rail rights at the South Street Station site were
sold to Norfolk Southern. As a result, Transpo deleted this project in 2004.

Transpo plans to replace its aging maintenance and administrative headquarters by 2010.
$5.6 million in federal funds designated for the AMTRAK project have been reprogrammed
to this project, as well as an additional $1 million in federal transit funds secured for a
building replacement project. Transpo is eyeing a location in the Studebaker Corridor as a
building site, but has also purchased property adjacent to its current location as an alternate
site and to enhance security around the perimeter of their current location. Additional capital

funds will need to be secured before this capital project can progress.

Over the course of the past three years, Transpo staff has conducted an ongoing service
review, pursuant to the contractor's Service Review and its recommendations. Through this
internal review process, service was added to Hickory Village apartments, an underserved
area identified by Transpo. Also, through this review, service to the general Blackthorn
industrial area was added (with funding through JARC). Additionally, service was
restructured to serve Work One (including the unemployment office), an area previously

served but one that moved locations and relocated in an area which did not have direct

transit service.
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As a result of internal service planning, the routing and scheduling of the downtown South
Bend circulator was drastically changed. Previousiy running on a part-time schedule (am
and pm peak periods plus a lunch time period) the schedule was increased to full-day
service. Primary recipients of this additional service are the residents of Robertson
Apartments. These residents are elderly and disabled persons who utilize the fuily
accessible vehicles on the downtown circulator route to reach the South Street Station,

where they may board regular Transpo routes and complete their trips within the service

area.

The South Bend and South Shore Railroad provides interurban electric commuter
rail passenger service between South Bend and the City of Chicago with intermediate
stops in northwest indiana. The Northern Indiana Commuter Transportation District
(NICTD) operates the service. |n 1992, the South Bend station was relocated to the
South Bend Michiana Regional Airport. New cars have been added to the service
and special incentive programs are being tried to enhance ridership along the rail

line.

The South Bend boarding site the South Bend Regional Airport and links the South
Shore with domestic airline service and intercity bus service and to Transpo. The
passenger station at the airport provides a raised boarding platform that gives riders
safe, covered and well lit access to the trains. A comfortable waiting and ticketing
area is also provided inside the airport. Seven daily trains leave from South Bend
bound to Chicago, with five trains offering return service. The weekend and holiday
schedule offers eight trains that originate from South Bend and seven trains that

provide return service.

The current rail platform is at the east end of the airport. Construction projects
planned by the Airport include realigning the South Shore rail tracks to enter the west
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side of the airport property and relocate the rail platform near the inter-city bus
station. Portions of the current platform will be reclaimed for use. This track
realignment and platform relocation project will remove approximately 1.5 miles of rail
track and will eliminate more than 20 at grade crossings. This project is planned for

construction in 2010.

There has been interest expressed for extending this train service to Elkhart, however, no

funding resources have been identified to support this capital-intensive project.

_The Niles, Michigan portion of the South Bend Urbanized Area is served by Niles
Dial-A-Ride, which operates fixed route and demand responsive services. The
service area covers the cities of Niles and Buchanan, located in Cass County.
Service has been extended into the surrounding townships through an agreement
with Berrienbus. Berrienbus is door-to-door, advance reservation, shared-ride transit

system operating in Berrien County.

Niles Dial-A-Ride is administered by the City of Niles and operated through a third

party service contract with a private operator.

Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized area:

in January 1986, the City of Elkhart, through MACOG, began operation of the Heart
City Rider (HCR}, a demand response user-side subsidy program serving the city of
Elkhart. Because of the success of the HCR program, the City of Goshen requested
that the MACOG administer the Goshen Transit Service (GTS) in a like manner,
providing transit service to the City of Goshen and a farger portion of Elkhart County.
The two adjoining service areas brovide a coordinated transit service on a 24-hour,
seven day a week basis. This is achieved through a private sector contract with two
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established taxicab companies. The fleet, which is used for both systems, is
comprised of seven ADA accessible minivans and thirty-four taxicabs. The service is
open to the general pubiic. HCR and GTS operate under the same fare structure:
$3.30 for the first mile and $1.40 per mile thereafter.

The Concord Township Trustee and the Concord Township Advisory Board operate
the Concord Bus Service through a private sector contract with a local bus
company. The township uses general revenue funds to pay for the service. Concord
Bus Service operates one route that serves the west portion of Elkhart, targeting iow
~ income and senior citizen housing sites as transit generators. Two buses are used o
provide this service, and the fare is 50 cents per trip. Service is offered on weekdays

and Saturdays, from 8:00 a.m. until 7:40 p.m.

The BUS operates two fixed bus routes linking Elkhart and Goshen. The first route
between Eikhart and Goshen began operation on October 1, 1999. A second route,
known as the North Pointed route, serves the northern portion of Elkhart and includes
service to Elkhart General Hospital. It was introduced in February 2005. These
routes operate on weekdays from 5:00 a.m. through 7:55 p.m. and on Saturdays from
5:30 a.m. through 6:25 p.m. The service is operated with five ADA accessible buses
under contract with a private transit provider and is open to the general public. The
fare is $1.00 per trip. In 2006 trolley replicate buses that MACOG will own and lease

to the service provider will replace these contracted buses.

The service area for The BUS system in Elkhart covers the downtown area, the near
west and southwest sides of the city and the State Road 19 corridor in the northern
section of Elkhart. The southern portion of the route covers Dunlap, the U.8.33
corridor to Goshen, and the downtown and southern sections of Goshen. Sites

included in this service area are low income and minority residential areas, a major
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retail and commercial corridor, industrial areas, public service agency sites, a college,
and a major senior citizen housing center. The ADA service corridor extends three-
quarters of a mile on either side of the route and the HCR and GTS programs serve

these paratransit trips. The cost for an ADA trip is $2.00 per trip.

|. GENERAL REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

The information contained in this report reflects the Title VI requirement per FTA
Circular 4702.1 of May 26, 1988 and per guidance from FTA Region V. Data items
are presented in the same order as are listed in the Circular under General
Requirement of Chapter lil. As a recipient of FTA funds, the MACOG and Transpo
submit the following information under General Reporting Requirements of Chapter
.

a. Active lawsuits or Complaints:

The Michiana Area Council of Governments (MACOG) has no active lawsuits or
complaints alleging discrimination on the basis of race, color, or national origin

with respect to service or other transit benefits.

The South Bend Public Transportation Corporation (Transpo) has no active
lawsuits related to activities involving discrimination on the basis of race, color, or

national origin with respect to service or other transit benefits.

b. Pending Appiications / Other Federal Agencies

In addition to FTA funding under Sections 5303, 5307, and 5308, MACOG
receives FHWA funding to complete transportation planning activities in the
region. The MACOG also receives U.S. Environmental Protection Agency funding
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for various water and air quality programs. The MACOG has no other pending or

active applications for financial assistance to other Federal agencies.

Transpo is a recipient of Section 5307 and 5309 funds and has received JARC
grants from FTA and COPS grants from the Department of Justice. Transpo has

no other pending or active applications for financial assistance to other Federal

agencies.

c. Civil Right Compliance Reviews

No civil rights compliance reviews have been conducted during the last three

years for either MACOG or Transpo.

d. Cenifications and Assurances

MACOG pinned the FY 2005 Certifications and Assurances on TEAM on
December 28, 2004.

Transpo pinned the FY 2005 Certifications and Assurances on May 27, 2005.
e. DOT Title VI Assurance

MACOG submitted a signed standard DOT Title VI Assurance to the FTA as a

one-time submission on August 7, 1996.

Transpo submitted a signed standard DOT Title VI Assurance to the FTA, as a

one-time submission, on September 15, 1988.

. Construction Projects: A Transpo / Amtrak boarding project proposed at the
Transpo South Street Station was noted in the prior Titie VI plan. Negotiations for
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this project broke down when AMTRAK rail rights at the South Street Station site
were sold to Norfolk Southern. As a result, Transpo deleted this project in 2004
Currently, Transpo plans to replace its aging maintenance and administrative
headquarters by 2010. $5.6 million in federal funds designated for the AMTRAK
project have been reprogrammed fo this project, as well as an additional $1
million in federal transit funds secured for the building replacement project.
Transpo is eyeing a location in the Studebaker Corridor as a building site, but has
also purchased property adjacent to its current location as an alternate site and to
enhance security around the perimeter of their current location. Additional capital

funds will need to be secured before this capital project can progress.

Construction projects planned by the Airport include realigning the South Shore
rail tracks to enter the west side of the airport property and relocate the rail
platform near the intercity bus station. Portions of the current platform will be
reclaimed for use. This track realignment and platform relocation project will
remove approximately 1.5 miles of rail frack and will eliminate more than 20 at

grade crossings. This project is planned for construction in 2010.

II. PROGRAM SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS

Circular C 4702.1 states the Program Specific Requirements for Public Transit
Providers apply to recipients in areas with populations over 200,000. Therefore this
applies to the South Bend Urbanized Area, but not to the Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized
Area. However, because of environmental justice concerns, MACOG has chosen to
prepare similar data and information for the fixed route and demand response

services it administers in the Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized Area.
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(1) Demographic and Service Profile Maps, Overlays and Charts

A. Demographic and Service Profile Maps were included in the 2000 Title VI
submission. The base map portrayed both urban areas in the MACOG Region,
and used demographic data from the 2000 Census. Paper copies of these

maps are included in this document as Exhibits 10 and 11.

This Title VI update uses Census 2000 Summary File 4, PCT88 Household
Income in 1999 and PCT88 Median Household Income in 1999 to update the

income information.

B. Overlays: Minority Population and Transit Service
The service profile map uses GIS layers to identify low income and minority
populations by census tract and the transit routes. GIS base maps and the
appropriate layers have been built for both urbanized areas. This data will be
maintained and updated as census data is released. The service profile map
will be maintained at the MACOG office and will be available for review during
the FTA Triennial Review scheduted for August 11 and 12, 2005,

C. Population / Racial Distribution Chart

No changes were made in this data. [t continues to reflect the 2000 census
data. Summary charts for the South Bend Urbanized Area and for the
Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized Area, as well as charts for each census tract, are
presented as Exhibit1 and Exhibit 2 at the back of this report.

D. Income / Poverty Threshold Analysis

In reference to Environmental Justice initiatives undertaken by the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), an analysis of 2000 census tracts has been

completed to identify low-income areas in both urbanized areas. This analysis
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identifies census tracts where more than 50% of the households earn less
than 80% of the median household income for the census tract. This data is

presented at Exhibits 3 and 4.

{(2) INTERNAL REVIEW PROCESS

The following information is formatted to present data as specified in guidance
from Region V. The guidance letter lays out six areas to be discussed covering

Title VI issues for decisions and projects occurring during the past three years.

A. Title VI Internal Review Process

MACOG has established an internal review process that assesses
transportation projects as they are submitted for programming into the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). This process is described in the
“Title Vi Compiiance Review Process for Transportation Planning” that is

included with this document as Exhibit 5.

Transpo uses its staff and policy board structure for an internal review
process. The process and identification of the persons responsibie for
decision-making are included as Exhibit 6.

B. Implementation of Internal Review Process on a Specific Project

South Bend Urbanized Area: Transpo plans significant route and service

changes during the next three years. The ongoing service review has
identified several priority areas which staff continues to work toward
implementing. One of these was identified by a variety of stakeholders
throughout the community, that being the connectivity of local college and
university students, throughout the community. Public forums are being
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scheduled for the Fall, 2005 implementation of service expansion to
accomplish this need. As a result of this expansion, service opportunities
within the South Bend Near Northwest neighborhood will be increased. This is
an area recognized as a minority neighborhood and financially blighted

residences.

Much change is taking piace and planned by the City of South Bend on its south
side, with demolition of Scottsdale Mall and the development of Erskine Village and
neighboring developments. Transpo has worked closely with the City economic and
community development staff and the actual developers so that these new retail
developments can be transit-friendly. Staff is currently reviewing changes to transit

routes #6 and #8 to accommodate growth in this area.

Another priority identified by Transpo staff in its internal process is the desire for
service extension further into the evenings on weekdays. To accomplish this
passenger desire, resources would have to be realigned to provide adeguate funding
for the additional evening hours. A solution is expected on this matter during the

course of the next three years.

The final system-wide priority under evaluation is the desire to change the schedule
of certain routes so that immediate transfers are possible between all routes within
the Transpo system. To accomplish this desired task, resources would have to be
realigned to provide adequate funding for the additional scheduling of certain routes.
A solution is expected on this matter during the course of the next three years.

The City of Mishawaka is working toward the development of its River Center in the

core of its downtown area, a former brownfield industrial site. If developers progress
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on this site during the next three years, Transpo will work with the City and

developers to realign routes to serve the new development.

Both cities continue to annex areas currently outside of municipal boundaries. As
such areas come into the municipal borders, they become subject to inciusion in the
Transpo service area. Transpo will use its internal review process to evaluate the

possibility of extending transit service into these new areas.

Transpo continues to secure funding toward the construction of a new operations and
administration facility. Moving the headquarters of its operations to a site within the
Studebaker Corridor will serve as an improvement in the overalt efficiency of the
transit system. However, the move itseif may mandate certain route and schedule
changes. At the time of this repor, it is not expected that such a move will occur

within the next three years.

Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized Area: Service and fare changes are developed by
MACOG staff and reviewed by the Transit Advisory Committee, the Mayors of
Elkhart and Goshen, the Transportation Technicai Advisory Committee
(TTAC), the Concord Township Trustee (Elkhart), the Elkhart Human Rights
Director, the Disability Resource Network of Elkhart County, and the MACOG
Policy Board.

The Transit Advisory Committee is composed of citizens appointed by the
Mayors of Elkhart and Goshen, and represents senior citizens, the disabled,
the Hispanic community, and low income housing centers. The Disability
Resource Network of Elkhart County is an organized group of disabied and
elderly citizens who reside in the Elkhart and Goshen.

Page 15



FY 2005 Title VI

C. Level and Quality of Service,

South Bend Urbanized Area: Transpo operates 17 fixed bus routes
throughout South Bend and Mishawaka. The weekday span of service
extends from 5:10 am to 10:00 pm. Saturday services hours extend from 6:10
am to 6:45 pm. Weekday service operates on 30-minute headways on most

routes, with five weekday routes operating on 60-minute headways. All
Saturday service operates on 60-minute headways. There is no Sunday or

holiday service. The base fare is 75 cents.

The fixed routes cover the municipal boundaries and South Bend and
Mishawaka using lift-equipped 35-foot transit buses on all fixed routes. The
routes serve all low income and minority census tracts identified in the 2000

U.S. census. Service is equitable on geographic, economic, and racial basis.

Transpo operates its own paratransit service to provide complementary
service in accordance with the Americans with Disabiiities Act (ADA). Eight
vehicles are available for this service, which operates from 6:00 am to 9:00 pm
on weekdays, and from 7:30 am to 6:00 pm on Saturdays. The service area is
restricted to pick up and drop off locations within a % mile radius of each fixed

route. The fare is $1.50 for each one-way trip.

Transpo operates a downtown South Bend connector route on weekdays,
using 4 trolley-replica buses. The service spans from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm. The
base fare is 25 cents, with a discounted fare of 10 cents for elderly and

disabled persons during non-peak hours.
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In connection with an FTA Job Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) grant
Transpo operates “Blackthorn Express” to provide transit for 2" and 3™ shift
employees traveling to light industrial sites in the Blackthorn Industrial area in
northwest South Bend. The service operates on weekdays, from 5:20 p, to
10:20 pm. This service provides 2" shift workers transit from Blackthorn to
the South Bend transfer center where transfers cén be made to the system
routes. It also provides 3" shift workers with transit from the South Bend
transfer center to Blackthorn. These 3" shift workers can then use regular
transit routes at the end of their shift. The base fare for this route is 75 cents,

the same as the regular route system.

Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized Area: Two demand response user-side subsidy
programs operate in the urbanized area. The Heart City Rider operates in
Elkhart and the Goshen Transit Service operates in Goshen. Both services
operate on a 24-hour basis, seven days a week, including holidays. The
service is offered to the general public with no eligibility requirements. Both
services operate throughout the two cities and also provide inter-city trips.
Access to the service is equitable on geographic, economic, and racial basis.

The BUS offers fixed route bus service connecting Elkhart and Goshen. [t also
coordinates with the Concord Township bus that is administered by the
Concord Township Trustee, meeting at five transfer points. The Concord Bus
route serves the west side of Elkhart. Both routes operate Monday through

Saturday.

The BUS operates on 30-minute headways each operating day, from 5:00 am
to 8:00 pm on weekdays, making 28 roundtrips. The BUS operates from 5:30
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am until 6:30 pm on Saturdays, making 24 roundtrips. Four buses are used on

the route to maintain the 30-minute headways.

The North Pointe route operates on 60-minute headways each operating day, from
9:00 am until 6:50 pm on weekdays, making 14 roundtrips. On Saturdays this route
operates from 6:00 am to 6:50 pm, making 13 roundtrips. One bus is used to

maintain the 60-minute headways.

The Concord Bus operates on 70-minute headways and operates from 8:00
am until 7:40 pm on both weekdays and Saturdays, making 8 roundtrips daily.

Two buses are used on this route to maintain the headways.

The BUS, North Pointe, and Concord coordinate as a three-route system
serving the downtown and west side of Elkhart, State Road 19 and the U.S. 33
corridors, and the city of Goshen.

A Vehicie LLoad Evaluation fér both fixed route services operated in the two

urbanized areas is shown on Exhibit 7.

D. Changes in Service Standards or Policies in the Past Three Years

There have been no changes to the service standards or policies in either

urbanized area in the past three years.

Vehicle Assignment:

Transpo: Fixed routes are operated with a fleet of eleven 1999 Gillig 35 foot
coaches, ten 2002 Gillig 35 foot coaches, ten 2003 Gillig 35 foot coaches, and
twenty-one 2004 Gillig 35 foot coaches that are similar coaches and are used
interchangeably on all fixed routes. The paratransit service uses three 2001
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Champion mini-buses and five 2005 Ford E-450 buses. The downtown

connector route uses four 2004 Optima Trolley-Replica coaches.

Heart City Rider/Goshen Transit Service: Demand response service is
operated with 41 vehicles: seven minivans that are wheelchair accessible and
34 taxis. These vehicles are dispatched throughout the service area

interchangeably.

The BUS/North Pointe/Concord Bus routes: The fixed route bus service is
operated with two 1998 Goshen buses, two 2000 Goshen buses, and four
2001 Supreme buses. All buses are dispatched to dedicated routes. There

are two spare accessible buses available as needed.

Vehicle Headway:

Transpo: Buses operate on most of the weekday routes on 30-minute
headways; four of the weekday routes operate on 60-minute headways. All
Saturday service operates on 80-minute headways. There is no Sunday

service.

The Bus/North Pointe/Concord Bus: The BUS operates on 30-minute
headways on weekdays and Saturdays. The North Pointe route operates on
60-minute headways on weekdays and Saturdays. The Concord Bus operates

on 70-minute headways on weekdays and Saturdays.

Transit Amenities:

Transpo operates a radial pulse system that utilizes off-street transfers in
downtown South Bend and in downtown Mishawaka. The transfer centers are

similar in scope and offer the same amenities to all riders. All vehicles offer
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the same amenities: air conditioning and a kneeling feature. Transpo has

achieved a 100% accessible bus fleet.

Heart City Rider/Goshen Transit Service: All vehicles have air conditioning.

Seven of the vehicles are wheelchair accessible.

The Bus/North Pointe/Concord Bus: All vehicles are similar in scope with air

conditioning and wheelchair access. In 20086 lift-equipped trolley replica buses
will replace these vehicles. The trolleys will have route destination signs, bike
racks, and automatic passenger counters; features the contracted vehicles do

not have.

Transit Access:

Transpo: The radial system employed in the Transpo service area is designed
to place transit service within one-quarter mile of the majority of households
and transit generators in the community. The profile map included with this

submission illustrates this access.

Heart City Rider/Goshen Transit Service: As a demand response system,
access to service is throughout the municipal areas of Elkhart and Goshen.

The Bus/North Pointe/Concord Bus: The fixed route bus system offers transit
access to low income and minority areas in Elkhart and Goshen. ADA eligible
riders use Heart City Rider and Goshen Transit Service for paratransit trips
within a three-quarter mile corridor either side of the routes.

Charts depicting Minority and Non-Minority Travel Patterns for Transpo and
The BUS/North Pointe/Concord Bus routes are included as Exhibits 8 and 9.
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The census tracts chosen for this analysis are listed below with their

respective minority percentage.

South Bend Urbanized Area:

Minority Tracts

Percent
Minority

Non-Minority Tracts

Percent
Minority

Census Tract 4

Census Tract 5

Census Tract 8

Census Tract 10
Census Tract 19
Census Tract 20
Census Tract 21
Census Tract 23
Census Tract 27
Census Tract 29

Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized Area:

62.3%
687.3%
58.8%
64.5%
65.5%
76.7%
82.3%
890.2%
93.3%
63.7%

Minority Tracts

Percent
Minority

Census Tract 12
Census Tract 16
Census Tract 32
Census Tract 33
Census Tract 101
Census Tract 102
Census Tract 104
Census Tract 106
Census Tract 107
Census Tract 118

Non-Minority Tracts

11.7%
11.4%
8.9%
14.5%
6.0%
5.0%
3.7%
8.7%
5.3%
6.3%

Percent
Minority

Census Tract 1

Census Tract 2

Census Tract 5

Census Tract 19
Census Tract 21
Census Tract 22
Census Tract 23
Census Tract 26
Census Tract 27
Census Tract 28

22.4%
23.1%
16.4%
18.5%
22.6%
37.0%
30.4%
67.2%
44.7%
451%

Census Tract 3

.Census Tract 4

Census Tract 6

Census Tract 7

Census Tract 14
Census Tract 15
Census Tract 16
Census Tract 17
Census Tract 18
Census Tract 20
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E. Projects listed in the Transportation Improvement Program that include
Construction or Major Mobility Improvements
South Bend Urbanized Area: The 2006-2008 TIP includes Transpo projects
associated with a relocation of its administrative and operational facility to the
former Studebaker corridor site, a brownfield area that is being redeveloped by
the City of South Bend. This will locate the Transpo facility closer to the South
Street Station and should decrease deadhead miles and could improve shift

changes and response time to breakdowns.

Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized Area: The 2006-2008 TIP includes planned vehicle
replacements for the Heart City Rider / Goshen Transit Service demand
response service. It also includes the procurement of the trolley replica buses

to replace the contracted vehicles used in the fixed route system.

F. Service Changes Proposed in the Next Three Years

South Bend Urbanized Area: Transpo intends to implement a service
expansion in to a near northwest neighborhood in South Bend during the fall of
2005. Service on Routes 6 and 8 will be realigned when the Erskine Village
shopping area is completed. The weekday service span may also be
extended later into the evenings during the course of the next three years and
schedules for certain routes may be changed during the same period to
improve transfer opportunities. In conjunction with a renewal project in
downtown Mishawaka, Transpo may realign transit routes to service the new
development. Finally, as the Cities of South Bend and Mishawaka annex new
areas to their cities, Transpo will review these areas for transit service.
Transpo will follow its Title VI Review Process when such changes are

proposed.
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Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized Area: A fare increase was implemented in April

2005 for the demand response service that increased the trip cost by 30 cents.
MACOG followed in Major Service and Fare Changes Policy to approve this

fare change.

No specific service changes are proposed at this time for the fixed route

system, other than the trolley purchase, in the next three years.

3. PROGRAM SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS FOR MPOs

(1) Assessment of Planning Efforts

MACOG uses the following methods to ensure that Transpo planning efforts
are responsive to the requirements of Title VI. “

¢ Attending Transpo meetings

* Review of proposed route and service changes

» Review of reports such as their Transit Alternatives Analysis

» Review of the annual National Transit Database Transpo profile

¢ Review of the Indiana Public Transit annual reports

+ Review of annual Transpo TIP projects

All transit TIP projects are required to meet the accepted bidding process that
encourages public input and insures that projects are completed without

discrimination.

In addition, MACOG completes an operational analysis for the Heart City
Rider, Goshen Transit Service and The BUS systems each year. These
reports are additional efforts to insure that the planning efforts for the Cities of
Elkhart and Goshen are responsive to the requirements of Title VI. All TIP
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projects are also evaluated using a project selection process as required by

federal legislation.

(2) Monitor Title V] Activities

(a)

(b)

Within the last three (3) years TRANSPO has not implemented any new
services. The South Bend Public Transportation Corporation and the
MACOG conducts fixed facility compliance review. This review process
is conducted during the master design phase along with public

participation.

The MACOG staff worked with the Transpo staff to produce this Title VI
update. For the Title VI review, Transpo utilizes existing local service
standards and policies. The following is a summary of the reports, which

are generated in this assessment.

1. Updated designation of minority routes.
2. Load factors for minority and non-minority routes.
3. Summary of route performance for minority and non-minority service

routes.

Transpo and MACOG review service standards and policies every year
with the annual update of the Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP).
This review was also competed in 2004 during the update of the MACOG
2030 Transportation Plan. There have not been any changes to the

service standards in the past three years.

(c)  While updating the 2030 Transportation Plan for the region,
MACOG reviewed planned projects that méy have potential
impacts on minority and low-income neighborhoods.
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The review document is included with this document as Exhibit

12.

(3) Information Dissemination

MACOG develops the Transportation Improvement Plan each year and seeks
public input, especially with construction projects in minority neighborhoods.
Since the MACOG public outreach process continues to has grow and mature.
Since the last Title VI update, MACOG has utilized an “open house” format
that allows citizens one-on-one communication about projects and issues.
These meetings are held between the hours of 8:00 am and 4:30 pm or from
4:00pm to 6:30 pm and have provided more useful public comment

opportunities than traditional public meetings.

Transpo holds various public meetings in conjunction with proposed changes
for both fixed route and paratransit service. Transpo also utilizes paid
advertisements, news articles, and public service announcements to

disseminate information.

Transpo’s ADA Advisory Committee is composed of representatives of social
service agencies and members of the disabled community. These individuals

impart transit and paratransit information to their constituents.

MACOG, as the administrator of the Heart City Rider, Goshen Transit Service
and fixed route services, distributes notices of meetings and uses legal
publications to inform interested persons and groups about upcoming service
changes and improvements. The MACOG also makes annual presentations
to the Elkhart and Goshen Mayors, City Council representatives and County
Commission representatives to inform them and the public of the status of the
transit programs.
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(4)

)

The Heart City Rider / Goshen Transit Service program houses it's registration
sites in the minority areas and at human service agencies that have direct

contact with various minority persons.

Minority Participation in the Decision Making Process

The MACOG has worked with staff members of the Housing Authority and the
Human Rights Directors in the region as well as representatives of minority
groups. The MACOG has also solicited minority community input during the
planning process for the Heart City Rider / Goshen Transit Service and fixed
route programs using various notifications and meetings to inform the

community of the type of services the program has to offer.

Minority Representation on Decision Making Bodies

MACOG and Transpo have several committee structures that include minority

representation.

The Transpo Board of Directors is comprised of nine members, two of which
are women and one of which is a minority. The Mayors and City Councils of

South Bend and Mishawaka appoint these members.

The MACOG Policy Board is composed of fifteen elected officials who are
members of the board by virtue of their elected office. The Policy Board
includes six Mayors, three City Council members, three County Councit
members, and three County Commissioners. This currently includes one

woman but no other minority membership.

The MACOG Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) is

composed of traffic engineers and planners from various municipal
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departments. The individual on this committee are determined by job position.
Currently the TTAC has 16 members, which includes one woman but no other

minority membership.

The Mayors of Elkhart and Goshen appoint the MACOG Transit Advisory
Committee members. The current committee has six members: two are
women, one of whom is a visually handicapped transit rider. The members
represent the Hispanic community, a senior citizens group and other local

social service agencies.
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ATTACHMENT 1

FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION CiVIL RIGHTS ASSURANCE

The Michiana Area Council of Governments HEREBY CERTIFIES THAT, as a
condition of receiving Federal financial assistance under the Urban Mass
Transportation Act of 1964, as amended, it will ensure that

1.

No person on the basis of race, color, or national origin will be subjected to
discrimination in the level or quality of transportation services and transit-

related benefits.

The Michiana Area Council of Governments will compile, maintain, and submit
in timely manner Title VI information required by FTA Circular 4702.1 and in
compliance with the Department of Transportation’s Title VI regulation 49 CFR

Part 21.9.

The Michiana Area Council of Governments will make it known to the public
that those person or persons alleging discrimination on the basis of race,
color, or national origin as it relates to the provision of transportation services
and transit-related benefits may file a complaint with the Federal Transit
Administration and/or the U.S. Department of Transportation.

The person whose signature appears below is authorized to sign this assurance on
behalf of the grant applicant or recipient.

Sandra M. Seanor, Executive Director, MACOG

Signature \)

July 20, 2005
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ATTACHMENT 2

FEDERAL TRANS|T ADMINISTRATION CIVIL RIGHTS ASSURANCE

The South Bend Public Transportation Corporation (SBPTC) HEREBY CERTIFIES
THAT, as a condition of receiving Federal financial assistance under the Urban
Mass Transportation Act of 1964, as amended , it will ensure that

4. No person on the basis of race, color, or national origin will be subjected to
discrimination in the level or quality of transportation services and transit-
related benefits.

5. The SBPTC will compile, maintain, and submit in timely.-manner Title VI
information required by FTA Circular 4702.1 and in compliance with the
Department of Transportation’s Title VI regulation 49 CFR Part 21.9.

6. The SBPTC will make it known to the public that those person or persons
alleging discrimination on the basis of race, color, or national origin as it
relates to the provision of transportation services and transit-refated benefits
may file a complaint with the Federal Transit Administration and/or the U.S.
Department of Transportation.

The person whose signature appears below is authorized to sign this assurance on
behalf of the grant applicant or recipient.

Mary McLain,_@eneral Manager, SBPTC

Vo Lt

Signature

[ Hoe/o s~

Date
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POPULATION / RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART

St. Joseph County

PL1: Race 2000 Census

Exhibit 1

Total Population 265,559 100.0
Total Black Population 30,422 11.5
Total American Indian/Alaskan Population 938 0.4
Total Asian Popuiation 3,517 1.3
Total Hawaiian/Islander Population 133 0.1
Some Other Race alone Population 6,580 2.5
Population of Two or More Races 5,223 2.0
Total Minority Population 46,813 17.6
Total Population 265,559 100.0
Hispanic or Latino 12,557 4.7
Nof Hispanic or Latino 253,002 95.3

Charts for each 2000 Census Tract in S$t. Joseph County
are on pages 31 — 37.
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PL1: Race 2000 Census

POPULATION / RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART
St. Joseph County
Census Tracts 1-9

Census Tracl i, Census Tract 2, GConsus Tract 3.01, Coansus Tract 3.02, Census Tragt 4,
St Joseph County, St. Joseph County, St.Joseph Counly, 81. Joseph County, St. Joseph County,
Indiana Indlana Indlana tndiana Indiana
Populaft Parcent Pop Percent Population  Percent Population Parcent Populall Parcent
Total: 2,100( 100.0 3819 100, 2,757| 100.0 2,828 100.0) 2,973 100.0
Poputalion of one race: 2,042| 47.9) 3,714} §7.9) 2,678 971 2,559 97.4 2,651 28.9)
Whits alone 1,363 4.9 1,229 454 2,256 al. 2,016 76.7, 1,121 377
Black or African American along 507] 26,5 1,869 484 356 12.9 449 16.9 1,821 54.5
American Indian and Alaska Nstive alona & 0.4 2 0.7] E| 0.2] 4 0.2] 20 0.7
Aslan along 17 0.8 2 0.1 1 0.7] 2.5 0.3
Native Hawalian and Other Pacific Iskander sione 9 0.4 [ 0.0) 0 0.0} [ 0. 0 0.0}
Some other race akne 38 1.6 90 2 4] 43 1.6 21 - 10 [% 3.0
Population of wo or mora races: 58 2.4 104 2. 74 29 69 2.6 112] 3.8
PL2: Hispanic or Latino 2000 Census
Census Tract 1, Census Tract 2, Census Tract 3.01, Census Tragt .02, Census Tract 4,
St. Joseph County, St Joseph County, St. Joseph County, 3t. Joseph County, 8¢, Joseph County,
Indiana Indiana Indlana Indiana Indiana
Population  Pargant _Popuiatl Pgrcant Population Pergent Population Patcent Populailen  Percent
 Total; 2,100 1000 3814 1008 2,757 10004 2,628 100.0 2073 100.5{
Hispanic or Latino 74] a5 207) 5.4 107 3.9 92] 3.9 214 7.2|
Not Hispanic o Latino: 2028 96.5] 3812 94.6 2,850 26.1| 2,536 98.5 2,750 92.8]
PL1: Race 2040 Census
Census Tract 5, Census Tract 8, Census Tragt 7, Cansus Tract 8, Census Tract 9,
£t Joseph County, 5t. Joseph County, St. Joseph County, St. Joseph County, St. Joseph County,
Indiana Indlana Indiana indiana Indiana
Population Parcent Population  Percent FPopulation  Parcenl Population Psrcent Populatl Parcent
Total: 2,119 100. 3,167} 100. 2,07 100.0f 1,811] 100.0) 1,577, 100.
Population of one race: 2,083 974 3,031 5.1 1,954 871 1,789 97.3 1,531 87.1|
Whita alone 693) 32.7) 1,314 41.2 1,614 60.2 1,584) 67.7] 1,001 69.2]
Black o African American alone 1.2 59.1 1,456 45.7) 2400 11.9 111 6.1 373 237
American Indian and Alasia Native along 4 0.2 i [ 10 0.5 8 0.4 10 0.5
Askan glong 14 0.7 9 0.3 45 2.4 4 2.5 38 2.4
Kative Hawatan and Olher Pacific lslander aiona o 0.0 o 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.1 3 [E|
Some other mge along 100) 4.7 235 7.4 4 2. E| 0.4 18] 1.0
Popiation of two o move races: 56 2.6 158] 4.9 2.9 49] 2.7 48 FX|
PL2: Hispanic or Latino 20(0 Census
Census Tract §, Census Tract g, Census Tract 7, Census Tract 8, Cansug Tract 9,
5t. Joseph Gounty, §t. Joseph County, St Joseph County, St. Joseph County, St.Joseph County,
Indlana Indlana Indlana Indlana indlana
Population _Percent Population__Percent Population  Percent Populati Percent Populat Percant
Totsl: 2,119 100.0 3,167] 100.0 2,04 100. 1,811 100.0) 1,577, 0,
Hispanic or Latine 184] 8.7 1.1 4.9 507 2.8 60) 3.8
Not Hispanic of Lalina: 1,835] 91,3 2,633 88,9 1.914] 95.1] 1.761] o7.2| 1,517 96.2|
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PL1: Race 2000 Census

POPULATION / RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART
8t. Joseph County
Census Tracts 10 - 20

Cansus Tract 10, Census Tract 11, Census Tract 12, Census Tract 13, Cansus Tract 14,
St. Joseph County, §t. Joseph County, §t. Josagh County, St Joseph County, St. Jeseph County,
Indlana Indiana Indlana Indiana Indlana
Poputation Percent | Populatl Percent | Populath Percent Population Porcent | Population Pereent
Todal: 3,527 100, 4,723 100.0 2,247 100,08 2,515 100.08 3,765 100.
Poputation of one race; 3,424 9?.!1 4,5 85, 2,219 98. 2AT2] 982 3,849 6.
Vhita alona 1.2 35. 157 5.7 1,883 66,3 2,045 81,2 3,147 8.5
Black of African Ametican alone 1,97¢ 56.1 718 15.2 194 2.6 264 0. 319 8.5
American Ingian and Alaska Native alona 0.9 10y 0.2] 3 0.1 &) 0.2] 27 0.7
‘Asian along ‘ a9 T4 183 EE| 3 14 108 43 50] 13
Nativa Hawaiign and Other Pacific tslander alona 2 0.1 2 0.9 o 0.0 o 0.0 4 [
Soma ather ace alona 124 37 68| 1.9 7 0.3 4e 1.9 102] 2.7
Population of twa or mora races: 106t 3.0 148 3.1 2 1.3 48] 1.8 119 3.2
PL2: Hispanic or Lating 2000 Census
Census Tract 10, Census Tract 11, Census Tract 12, Ceasus Tract 13, Census Tract 14,
St. Joseph County, 8¢, Joseph County, St.Joseph County, 5t Josaph Caunty, 3t Joseph County,
indiana tndiana Indiana Indiana Indjana
Populatisn  Parceat Population  Percent Populati Percent Populaiion Porcent Population Percent
Tolak 3,527 100., 4,729 100.0 2249 100.0) 2,518 100.0) 3,768 100.0
[ Hisparic or Lating 24 54 209) e 28] 13 a8l 34 197 57
Nol Hispanic o Latino: 3,286 ga.2| 1,518] 95.7 2,219] 3.8 2432 96.6 3,571 54.8
PL1: Race 2000 Census
Census Tracl 15, Census Traci 16, Census Tract 17, Census Tract 19, Consus Tract 20,
Sk Jossph County, §t. Joseph County, &t, Joseph County, 34 Joseph County, St. Josaph County,
Indlana Indiara Indlara Indiana Indlara
Population Parcent Populali Percent Population  Percent Populati Porcent Pogulation  Paercent
Total: 3, 100.0 2,550 100. 1.9 100.0 1,845 100, 1,850( 100.0
[Poputation of one race: 3, 7.4 2,549 95.3] 1,87 o7 1.761 97. 1,705 055
Whia alona 2,901 4.0 2,205 68.60 1,009 62,6 626 34, 433] 23.3)
Black or African American alona 290 8.4 21 8.5 43.6 X 53.1 3, 663
American Indian and Alsska Nalive alone 12 0. 108 0.4 7] 0.4 9{ 0.5 & 0.3
Aslon elone T = 2. 12 04 G 0.9 29 11 5 0.3
Mathva Hawalian and Olher Pacific Istandar sione 4| 0.1 1 Q. 1 0.1 1!:1 0.6 5 0.
Some other rece slone ) 1.7 3 0.9) 18] 0. 152] 7.3 114 8.1
Poputation of bwo of more faces: B 2. 44 1.7] 48 2.4 54 3.0) 84 3.4
PL2. Hispanic or Latine 2000 Census
Census Tract 18, Census Tract 18, Census Tract 17, Census Tract 19, Census Tract 20,
St, Joseph County, §1. Joseph County, 5t Joseph County, 5t. Joseph County, St. Joseph County,
fndiana Indiana Indiana ndiana tndlana
Pepulation  Percent Populatlon  Peroent Population Percent | Populatlon Percent Populatlon  Percent
Tots); 3453 100, 2,590 100.08 1,919 100.0 1,61 100.0) 1. 100
Hispanic o¢ Lating 123] 3.5 43 1.7] | 3.1 196] 10 170) 2.4
ot Hispanic o Lating: 3,330 0.4 2,547 58.3 1,860] 95.9 1,619] 80.2| 1,889 90.9
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PCPULATION / RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART
St. Joseph County

Census Tracts 21- 30
PL1: Race 2000 Census
Census Tract 21, Census Tract 22, Census Tract 23, Census Tragt 24, Gensus Tract 25,
84 Joseph County, St Joseph County, 5t. Joseph Caunty, 8t. Joseph County, 8t. Joseph County,
Indiana Indlana {ndiana Indiana indiana
Populatl Porcent | Population Percent | Populatl Parcent Population Perceni | Pop Percent
Tolal 1,794 100.0 3.416) 100.0) 1,489 100,09 3,044 100, 2,059 100.0
[Foputation of ona race: 1,734 6.7 3.280) 6. 1,438] 9584 2,549 96, 2,018 57.9
Whieslone | 317, 77 1401 a1, a8 93 1320 B4 1,22 504
Black or African American akng 1,345 75.0 819 24.04 1,17 79,1 1, 38, 33,
American fndian and Alaska Nalive alene H 0.4 2 . 0.8 4} 0.3 14 0.5 0.4
Asian alone 0 01 § 0.2] 1 0.1 O Q. 4 0.2
Native Hawalian and Other Pacific lslander alone 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 0.4 1 Q. 0 0.0
Soma othar race aione 54 5] 1,026 30 104 7.0 51 79 B1 X
Population of lwo or more races: 59 1.3 36] 4.9 3. 95{ 3.4 " 44 2.1
PL2: Hispanic or Latino 2000 Census
Census Tract 21, Census Tract 22, Census Tract 23, Census Tract 24, Census Tract 25,
5t Jogeph County, St foseph County, St. Joseph County, §t. Joseph County, 5t Joseph Gounty,
Indiara Indiana Indiana Indlana Indlana
Population Parcent Population  Parcent Populati Percant _Population _Percent Papulaticn Percent
Total: 1,794 100.0f 3,410 100.04 1,480 100.08 3,044] 100. 2,059 10004
Hispanie or Laling 125 7.0 1,467] 42.9 154 12.4 #14 25 129 8.3
Hispanic or Latino: 1,669 93.0 1,849 57.1 1,302{ 87.6 2,229 72.2] 1,930] %3.7
PL1: Race 2000 Census
Census Tract 25, Cansus Tract 27, GConsus Tract 28, Census Tract 23, Census Tract 30,
§t. Joseph County, St. Joseph County, St. Joseph Counly, 5t Joseph County, §t. Josegh County,
Indlana Indiana indiana Indlana Indiana
Population _ Percent Poputation Psrcent | Popufation  Percent Populati Percent | Populatl _Percent
Total 3, 100, 1,595 100.0 1, 100.0) 1.230) 100, 2,384 100.0
[Poputation of ane rce: 2501 o7. 1,509 954 1,714 85.1 1177 85.7] 2,200 55.7]
White akone 2,168} 71.3) 745 48.7] 1,013 56.2} 447] 26.3 1,318 85.
Black or African Americar: along 804 16.9 251 18.1 434 2.1 650] 52.5 565 27.
American Indian and Alaska Nalive ajone 108 0.3 - 1 1.1] 14] Q. 8 0.7] 16§ Q.7
Asian alone — 7| 0.7] 1 0.1 24} E 1 0.1 14 8.
Native Hawatian and Other Pacific Islander alone q o o 0.0 0 0 X 01
Some olher raca glone 159 57 204 31 7] 12.7] 7 58] 2 13
|Population of two of mora races: 77| 2.5 5.0 [E] 4. 53 4.3 102] 4.3
PL2: Hispanic or Latino 2000 Census
Consus Tract 28, Census Tract 27, Census Tract 24, Census Tract 29, Census Tract 10,
St. Josaph County, St Joseph County, 3t Joseph County, St. Joseph County, §t. Joseph County,
Ingdiana Indiana Indiana Indiana Indiana
Population  Parcent __Pogulation Parcent Population Parcent Papulatlon  Parcenat Paplilation Parcent |
Total: 3,024] 100.0 1,505 00,0 1,609] 100.04 3,230] 100.04 2,384 100.0
Hispanic or Latino 345 11.4) 704 44,08 332 19.4] 218 17.6] 43 18.2)
Net Hispanic or Latino: 2,692 86.6 a3 56,0 1471] 816 1,014] 824] 1952 84,6
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POPULATION / RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART
5t. Joseph County

Census Tracts 31- 105
PL1; Race 2000 Census
Census Tract 3, Consus Tract 32, Census Tract 33, Cansus Tract 34, Consus Tract 35,
St. Joseph County, §t. foseph Counly, 51 Joseph County, St Joseph Couaty, 5t Joseph County,
Inglana ) Indiana Indiana Indiana Indiana
Population Percent Popufation  Percent | Populall Parcent | Populati Percent | Populatl Parcent |
Tolsk 3,629 100,03 5,224, 10004 3,008 100.94 3,804 100.0) 2,515 100.0)
Population of one race: 3.612] 3 5,151 s8.6 3.061 50,8 3,681 95.9 2,740 97.3
Whila alona 2,853 81.5 4,757 1.1 2,648 85.5 2,308 62. 2,267] 0.5
Black or African American slons 413 114 265 4. 279] 9.0 854 22.4 391 13.9
American Indian and Alaska Native alons 14 0.4 11 0.2 i 0.8} 19 0.5 4 0.1
Asian alona 44 1.1 61 1.2 2] 0.9 F il 20 1.0)
Nativa Hawaitan gnd Other Pacific Islander alona .1 z 0.0 1 0.0 3 a1 0] [T
Soms olher r3ce alom 8 2.4 1.2 [L 2.4 3 10.4 49 1.7
Population of two o mave races: 11 31 79 1.4] 37 1.2 157] 4.1 74 2.7]
PL2: Hispanic or Latino 2000 Census
Gensus Tract M, Census Tract 32, Census Tract 33, Cansus Tract 34, Census Tract 35,
§t. Josaph County, 3t. Joseph County, St Joseph County, St. Joseph County, St. Joseph County,
Indlana Indizna Indiara Indlana Indiana
Population  Percent Population Parcent | Population Percent Papulation  Percent __Populatl Percent |
Tokal: 9,623 100.0 5,224 100.0 3,008 100.0 3,638 100.0) 2,615 100.0
Hispanis or Lating 177] 4.9 121 2.3 153 4.9 £58] 7.9 100 EE |
Not Hispanic or Lstino; 3.448 98.1 5,103} 97.7 2,945] 85.1 3182) 620 2.718] 06 4]
PL1: Race 2000 Census
Census Tragt 104, Census Tract 102, Census Tract 103, Cansus Tract 104, Cansus Tract 105,
8t Joseph County, St. Joseph County, &t Joseph County, St Josaph County, St Jogeph County,
Indizna Indlana Indlana Indlana Indiana
- Poptilatlen  Perggnt Popuiation Percent | Population Percent Populatien  Percent Pap Parcent
Total: 3,081 100.0¢ 5,765] 100 5,607] 100, 3,389 100, 2,500 100.0
fion of one race: 3,030 38.9) 5.674] 984 5,508 95.1 3,327] 28.9 2,88% 8.7
White alona 2,8944 94.0) 5,480 85,00 5,284 e 3.2 96,3 2,817] 97.1
Black or African American alone a7 2. a8 1.7] 123 2.3 43 1.3 27 0.
American Indian and Afaska Native aione 1 0.5 36 0.5 23 0.4 11 0.3 F:| 0.1
Asian along 16 0. 20 [E| 3 0. 0.2 10 0.3
Native Hawailan and Other Pacific islander along 0 0.0 1 o] 2| 0.0 o] 00 o 0.0
Some other race Hone 18] 0.5 44 0.7] 3y 0. | 0.7] 5 0.2
Fopulation of two of more races: 51 1.7} 94 1. 104] 1. 56 1.7] 39 1.3
PL2: Hispanic or Latino 2000 Census
Census Tract 101, Census Tract 102, Census Tract 103, Census Tract 104, Gensus Tract 105,
St Joseph County, St Joseph County, St Joseph County, 5t. Joseph County, St Joseph County,
Indiana ndiana Indiana . Indiana fndiana
_Populatl Percent Popitlation  Percent Populatlon  Percent Populatian Percent | Populatlon Percent
Tolal: 3,001} 100.0 5,768 100, 5,607 100.0) 3,38% 100.0 2, 100.0)
Hispanic of Latino [ 2.2) 160{ 2.8 10 1.5 63 1.9 38 1.
Not Hispanic or Latino: 2,013] 97.8 5,608] g7.2| 5,507 82| 3320 97.1 2,864 9.8
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FY 2005 Title VI

POPULATION 7 RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART
St. Joseph County ]
Census Tracts 106 - 113.03

Census Tract 106, Census Tract 107, Census Tract 108, Census Teact 109, Census Tract 110,
PL1: Race 2000 Cansus 5t. Joseph County, 5t. Joseph County, St. Jogeph Coualy, 5t Joseph County, 5t. Josaph County,
Indiana Indiana Indiana Indiana Indiana
Population Parcent | Pop Parcent Pap Percent Popuiati; Parcent Papulation Parcont |
Total: 4,319 100.0 4,531 $00.0 3,653 100.0 8,513 100.0) 5490 100.0)
| Population of ona race: 4,250 ga.4 4,445 98.2 3.8308 90.4] 6,452 99.4 5418 58.5
White along 4,025 93,3 4,283 94.7 3.7 $6. 8,2 6.0 4,910 £9.3
Black of African American along | 25, 43 0.9 1.9 124 1.9 393 71
Amatican Indian and Alaska Nativa alona 34 0. 28 0.6 185 0.4 18 0.2 1 0.3
Asian aiona 20 0.5 47| 1.0 3 X 22 0.3 1.1
Native Hawalian and Olher Pacific Isiander alone El| 0.4 g 0.2 [ 6.2 of 0.0 3 0.4
Some cther raca akng 55 1.5 30 .7] 27] 0.7] 49 0. 33 0.5
Population of bwd or Mora r&ces: a9 1.9 83 1. 23 0.64 51 0.8] 1.5
PL2: Hispanic or Lafino 2000 Census
Census Tract 10§, Census Tract 107, Census Teast 104, Cansus Tract 109, Census Tract 110,
81, Joseph County, St. Joseph County, St Jaseph County, §t. Josaph County, §t. Josaph County,
fndiana Indlana [ndiana Indiana Indiana
Pogulatl Percent Pop Parcent Populatl Pereant Population  Percent Paputation Parcent |
Total: 4,319 100.0 4,531 100.0 3,853 100.0) 6,513 100.0) 5,408] 100.0
{ Hispanic o Lating 149} 34 78 17 46 1.2 114 1.5 83 1.5
Mot Hispanic or Latina: 4,174 36,8 4,453 98.3 3,807 8.8 6,329 o8.2] 5416 28.5
Census Tract 111, Cansus Teact 112, Census Tract 113,01, Census Tract 113.62, Census Tract $13.03,
PLY: Race 2000 Census 5t Joseph County, St. Joseph County, 5t Joseph County, St Joseph Coualy, 51, Joseph County,
fadizna Indizna Indiana Indlana fndiana
Populatl Parcent Population _ Percent Population  Percent Population  Pargent Population  Porcent
Total; 4,988 100 9,364 100.0) 5879 104 5,726 100.0 6,404 100,
| Popuiation of one race: 4,887 7. $,168 7.9 5,701 98.0/ 5,834 984 8314 [IE|
White alone 4,266 85.8( 8.427] 20.0| 5,144] 67.4 4,985 67.9 5,760 90.3]
Black or Alrican American slone 452 EE| 247] 2, 331 5.6 a7 6.5 37g] 5.9
Amerian Indisn and Alaska Native alona 11| 0.y 39 0.4 2 0.1 37 0. 43! 0.7
Aslan gfons 2 0.5 210} 2.2 168] 2, 179 X 58 0.9
Native Hawallan and Other Pacific Islander along 0 0.0 8 8.1 1 0.0 3| 01 of 0.0]
Some other race slone 69 1.4) 239 2.6 85 1.6 53 0.9 55 E
tion of W OF MAre races: 11 2.2 199] 2.4 116 2.0 o1 18 59 1.4]
PL2: Mispanic or Latino 2000 Censug
Census Tract 111, Census Tract 112, Census Tragt 113.01, Census Tract 113.02, Census Tract 113.03,
St, Joseph County, 5t. Jozoph County, St. Joseph County, St Joseph County, St Joseph County,
Indiana Indiana Indiana Indiana tndiana
Pepulation  Percent Popuiation Percent Populatl Pascant Pop Parcent Pagulation  Parcent
Tolsl: 4,398 100. 9.365 100.0 5,679 100.0 5,728 100.0) 8.4 100.0)
Hispanic or Lating 182] 1.8 565] 8.3 221 3.8 146 2. 102] 1.
[ Not Hispanic or Lating: 4,816] 96.4 8,779 83.7 5,856 062} 5,580] o7.5( 8,302 8.4
Page 35

tfabc/mpofworkplan/2008fweB045dbe/RO71Vi5|2 xis



FY 2005 Title VI

POPULATION / RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART

St. Joseph County

Census Tracts 113.04 - 116.02
Census Tract 113.04, Census Tract 113.05, Census Tract 113.06, Census Tract 114.01, Consus Tract 114.92,
PL1: Race 2000 Census St Joseph County, St. Josaph County, 5t Joseph County, 5t. Joseph County, 8t. Josaph County,
Indiana Indlana Indiana fndizna indiana
Populab Percent Population  Percent Population Parcont | Papulati Percant Pop Parcent
Tola: 2,672 100.9 4,634] 100.0) 3,004] 100.9) 9,950) 100.0 2,353 100.0)
Pogutation of ona race: 2,624 8.2 4, $8.9 2,980 8.5 9,865 98. 8,304 9.3
While alona 2,41H) 90.4) 4,31 931 2,806{ 93.4] 9204 93,5 [X 58,
Black or African Ameican aiona 70 2.5 144 3.1 54 1.9 3 1.7 1.0
Americen lndian and Alaska Nalive alone 2| 0.1 8 0.2 7 0.2 E 0.1 12 0.1
Asian slone 134 4 1 2.2 7 2, I 3.7) & 1.3
Native Hawafan and Qlher Pacific Islander alona ] 0.0 1 0.0 1] 00 4 0.0 2 0.0
Some other raca alone 5 0.2 17| Q.4 11 0.4 2 03 15 0.2]
| Poputation of tvo or more mees: 48 1.5 49 34 44 1.9 112] K] o 0.7
PL2; Hispanlc or Lating 2000 Census
Census Tract 113,04, Census Tract 113.05, Consus Trazt 113.06, Census Tract 113,08, Census Tract 114.02,
5t, Joseph County, 5t. Joseph County, Sk, Joseph County, St.Joseph County, 5t, Joseph County,
Indlana Indlana Indiana fndlana Indiana
Pop Parcant Papulation  Pargent Population Parcent Populatlon  Perggnt Population  Percent
Total: 2672 100.0 4,634] 100.0 3,004 100.0 o880 1009 9,363 00,
Hispanic of Lating FE| [X| 66 1.4 33 5.1 148 1.4 78 0.
Nt Hispanic o Lalina: 2,647 3.1 4,568 98.8 2,97 $3.9 9,832] 28.5| 8.268] 29.1]
Census Tract 115.01, Consus Tract 115.02, Census Tract 115.03, Census Tract 118,01, Census Tract 116.02,
PL1: Raca 2000 Census 5t Joseph County, 5L Josaph County, §t. Joseph County, St Joseph Counly, &t, Joseph County,
fndiana tndiana Indiana - Indiana Indlana
Populatlon  Percent Population Parcent | Population Parcent Population  Pereant Population  Percent
Tolal: 3820 100.04 8,371 100.0% 2,011 100.0) 7,207, 100.04 8,427 100,
[Poputation of one race: 3,658 g8 8,191 978 1083 955 7,144 5.1 8,359 %.
Whila alona 2,810 73, 7,202 7.1 1,346 98. 6,977 [ 6,202 96,
Black or African Amercan alone 53 14.0 4560 5.4 13 0.5 32 0.4 1.4
American [ndian and Alaska Nativa zlong [ 0.2 21 0.3 0.3 11[ 0.2 13 0.2]
Asian along i 4.3 317 3.6 11 0.5 1.4 38 0.
Nalive Hawallan and Olher Pacific Isiander alone 2 0.1 5 0.1 0 0.0 9 a1 0 04
Some ather race akna 171 4.5 100) 1.2 5 0.2 16 0. 2 0.3
Poputation of wo or more races: 132} EE| 160 2. 24 1.4] 63 0. 19
PL2: Hispenic or Latino 2000 Census
Census Tract 115,01, Census Tract 115.02, Census Tratt 115.03, Cenzus Tract 118,01, Census Tract 116.02,
$t. Josegh County, St. Joseph County, St Jeseph County, St. Joseph County, St. Joseph County,
Indiana Indlana Ind!ana fndizna Indlana
Pop Percent Population _ Percent Populatlon  Pergent _Papulation Percent Population Percent
Total: 2,920 100 8,371 100.0 2,011 100.0 7,207 100.0) B421| 100.9
Hisparnic o Latire 294 7.7 234 2.8 20) 1.08 55 0.3 93] 1.4)
Not Hispanic or Lalino: 3,528 023f 8,137 97.2 1,991 9.0 7.151] 9g.2] 5.334] 90.6
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FY 2005 Title VI

POPULATION / RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART

$St. Joseph County

Census Tracts 117.01-124

Cansus Tract 117.04, Census Tract 117.02, Consus Tract 118, Census Tract 149, Census Tract 120,
PL1: Race 2000 Census St. Josepgh County, St. Joseph Gounty, St. Joseph County, §t. Joseph County, 3¢, Jozeph County,
Indlana Indlana Indiana Indiana Indiana
Populaiton  Percent Popufath Percent Populati Percent Popuiation  Percent Pop Parcent
Total: 4,274 100. 5,594 100, 7,559 100.0 3,633] 100.0 3739 100,
| Poputation of ana race: 4221 98. 6,518 98, 7.9000 5.9 3,576 8.4 3.696] 98,
Whita along 4,154 97.9 8.210) 84.2 7,488 937 3,499 98.2 3,589 $8.0)
Black or Affican A alone 0.5 171 24 302 3. 285 0.7 0.
American Indian and Alasks Native glone 18 0.4 13 0.2 7 0.1 16 0.4 14] 0.4
Aslan zlone 11 0.3 i 1.2 sq 0.7 1§ 0.5 2gf 07
Native Hawallan and Cther Pacific iglander alons 0, 0.0 8 0.1] [} 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
5oime olher raca akme 1 0.4 44 0.8 50 0.6 22| 0.5 42| 1.1
| Popraation of two of mare races: 1. 7 1.2 = 1.1] 54 1. 43 1.2}
PL2: Hispanic or Laling 2000 Census
Census Tract 117.04, Census Tract 117.02, Census Tract 116, Census Tract 119, Census Tract 120,
St. Joseph County, 8t Joseph County, St. Joseph County, St. Joseph County, St. Joseph County,
Indiana Indiana Indlana Indiana Indiana
Population Percent | Population Percant _Populati Percent Populatisn  Percent Population Percent
Tolal: 4,274] 100, 653 100.0 7. 100. 3,655 100.0 3.7 100.)
Hispanic of Latino 65 1.5 105 1. 134 1.7] 3.4 &7 1.
Not Hispanic or Laking: 4.208] 95.5 6,459] g8.4] 7,653 98.3 3,583 98.8 3,572 98.2|
Centus Tract 121, Cansus Tract 122, Gensus Tract 123, Census Tract 124,
PL1: Race 2000 Census St Joseph County, 8t. Josaph County, §t. Joseph County, 5t Joseph County,
Indiana indiana Indiana Indlana
_Populati Porcent Population Pareeat | Populati Percent Population  Percent
Tolai; 3.049 100.0) 3,069 100.0) 3,207 100.04 1,762 100.0
| Population of ons face: 3y 99.2 3 9.2 3.2 89.1 1749 86.0
Whits alona 2,951] 98.3 2,514 $5.1 3,243 064 4,734 98.4
Black of African American alona 0.3 14 0.4 E 0.1 o 0.0
Amencan Indlan and Alaska Native alons 4 0.1 21 0.7) 2] 0.1 : 0.1
Aslan akong 3 01 0.3 0.1 by 0.1
Nativa Havaltan and Other Pacific Isiander along_ 4 0.1 [ 0.0 2 0.1 0 0.0
Some other rage lons E| 0. 84 2.7 14} 0.4} 7] 0.4
Population of o of mora races: 24 [ z 0. 3 0. 1 1.0
PL2; Hispanic or Latino 2000 Census
Census Trael 121, Census Tract 122, Cangus Tract 123, Census Tract 124,
84 Joseph County, St. Joseph County, St Joseph County, 81, Joseph County,
[ndiana Indlana Indiana Indiana
Populatlon  Percgnt _Popuiath Percent Population  Pergent Populatl Parcent
 Total: 3,043 10000 3, 100, 3,297 100.0 1,762 100.0
Hispanic o¢ Latina 19 0.6 146 4.8 36 1.2 73] 0.7
Not Hispanic of Lalino: 3,024] 09.4] 2917 952f 3,258 38.8 1,748] 99.3
Page 37

Fabampaiworkplan/2008Ave B5ReROTIVISER xis



FY 2005 Title VI

POPULATION /RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART

Eikhart County

Exhibit 2

Ali Census Tracts, Elkhart
County, Indiana

PL1: Race 2000 Census Population Percent
Total Population 182,791 100.0
Total Black Popuiation 9,551 5.2
Total American Indian/Alaskan Population 495 0.3
Total Asian Population 1,681 0.9
Total Hawaiian/Islander Population 78 0.0
Some Other Race alone Popuiation 9,805 5.4
Population of Two or More Races 3,250 1.8
Total Minority Population 24,860 13.6
Total Population 182,791 100.0
Hispanic or Latino 16,300 8.9
INot Hispanic or Latino 166,491 91.1

Charts for each 2000 Census Tract in Elkhart County

Page 38
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FY 2005 Title VI

POPULATION / RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART

Elkhart County
Census Tracts 1-10

PL1: Raca 2000 Census Census Tract 1, Elkhart | Census Tract 2, Elkhart | Census Traci 3, Elkhart | Census Tract 4, Elkhart | Cansus Tract 5, Elkhart
County, Indlana County, Indlana County, Indlana, County, Indlana County, Iagiana
Populati Parcent Population  Parcant Population _ Parcent Population _ Percent Poputation  Percent
Tolai: 4,074 100.0] 8,7 100, 8,166 100. 4,718 100.04 10, 100,
Poputation of ane race: _ 3,908 04.1| 6,500{ [TR| 8,053 28.7| 4,658 987 10,01 47,
While aiong 3,184 778 5,189 7. 7,505 ol.9 4,333 1.8 B,S5 a1.6|
Black oc African American zlong 210f 5.2 77 1.4 48 0. 4 1.0 &1 0.5
Asnerican Indian and Alsska Nalive alona 9 0.3 29 0.3 1) 0.4 5 0.1 3 0.
Asfan along 23] 0.6 ¥ 0.5{ 111 1.4] 7] 1.4 1 1.1
Nalive Hawaian and Other Pacific lstander alona 4! 0.1 1 0.0 0 Q.0 2 0.0 1 0.
Some plher race alona 588 14.4 1,289 18,4 201 4.8 202] 4y 1,2 129}
Population of bwo or more races: 78 1.9 138 2. 103 1.3 61 1.3 21 2.1
PL2. Hispanic or Lalino 2000 Census
Consus Tract 1, Elkhart | Gansus Tragt 2, Elkhart | Consus Tract 3, Elkhart | Census Tract 4, Elkhart | Census Tract 5, Elkhart
County, Indiana County, Indlana County, Indlana County, Indiana County, Indiana
Populatlon  Percant Population  Parcent Populatlon  Percent Populatlon  Parcant Population  Pgroent
Tolsl: 4.073 100.0 8,738 100,08 3.1@ 100.04 4,71 100. 10,234 100.04
| Hispanis or Latino 1,109 27. 1,763 26. CIE | 10.7 264} 0.9 1,781 17.4
Nol Hispanic or Lating: 2.967| 72, 4,975 73, 7,291| 69.3 4,253) 20.1 8,453] 82.6]
Pl.1: Race 2000 Census Cansus Tract 6, Elkhart | Census Tract Y, Elkhart | Census Tract 8, Elkhart | Consua Tract 9, Elkhart | Census Tract 10, Elkhart
County, Indiana County, Indiana County, Indiana Gounty, ndlana County, Indiana
Populatlon  Psrcent Population  Porcent Population  Parcent Population Parcent Fopulatlon  Percont
Total: 8,646 100.0 7,019 100. 10,457 100. 6,405 100.0) 3,409 100.0)
Population of one rmce: 6,4 §8.1 6,858 97. 10,345] 66 8,482 99.5 3,387 89.4
Whila sione : 6,201 96.1 8,405 73 10,201 27. 8,408 88.7] 3, 98.
| __Black or African American alone 23 0.4 97| 1.4 20 0.2 4 0.1 E 0.1
American Indian and Alaska Maliva glone B 0.1 0.3 20 0.3 10) 0.2 5 0.1
| Astan along 10()] 1.4 72 1.04 62 0.5 7 0.1 4 0.1
| Nalive Hawaiian and Other Pacific lslander alone [C| 0.0 1 0.0 E 0. o 0.0 0.
| __Some other race along 67f 1.0 160] 2.8 31 0.3 33 0.5 14) 0.4
Population of two or more races: 0.9 151] 22 112 1.1 33 0.8 22 0.6
PL2: Higpanic or Latino 2000 Census
Consus Tract 8, Elkhant | Census Tract T, Elkhart | Census Tract B, Eikhart | Sensus Tract 9, Eikhart | Census Tract 10, Elkhart
County, dlana County, Indlana County, Indlana County, Indlana County, Indlana
Population  Percant Poguladi; Parcont Population  Percent Population  Parcent Pogulation  Pargant
Totai: 8.545 100,08 7.01 100.0f 10,457 100, 8,4 100.0( 3m 100.04
Hispank: or Lating 127 1.9 37, 4.9 53] 0. 02| 1.4] 41 1.2
Nol Hispanic or Latine: 6,418 $8.1] 8,672 951 10,380] 00.2] 6,403 £8.5 3,368 95.5
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FY 2005 Title VI

POPULATION / RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART
Elkhart County
Census Tracts 11- 20

PL4: Race 2000 Census Consus Tract 11, Efkhart| Gensus Tract 12, Edkhart | Census Tract 13, Etkhart | Cansus Tract 14, Elkhart| Census Tract 18, Elkhart
County, Indiara County, Indiana County, Indiana Coualy, Indiana County, Indiana
Population  Percant Population Porcont Populatlen  Pargent Population  Paraent Population  Parcant
Total: 4,472| 00, 5, 100.0 5,785 100. 7,846 100.0 9,72 10049
Population of one mce: 4 99.5] 5,484 98.7 5,735] 09,4 7.541 58. 8,647 981
While along 4,365 97.8 5,281 95.1 5,631f 97.3 7,217 94.4) 8,503 92.4
Biack of Afican American alone o) 0.4 18] 0.3 29 0.5 172] 22 339 3.6
American Indian and Alaska Native alons 0 0.0 12] 0.3 3] 0.1} 15 0.2 23 0.2
Asian along 2 0.5{ 24 0.8 32 0.4 33 0.4] 52| 0.9
Natlve Hawalian and Other Pacific Islander siona 0. o 0.0 [ 0.0 0 0.0 | 0.4
Soma other race alone 58 1.9 144 28] 0.7 104 1.4 135 1.4
Paputation of two or more racos: 22| 0.5 71 1.3 50] 0.9 105{ 1.4 162] 1.9

PL2: Hispanic or Lalino 2000 Census

Gansus Tract 11, Elkhart| Consus Tract 12, Elkhart[ Census Tract 13, Elxhart| Consus Tract 14, Elkhart| Cansus Tract 15, Elkhart
County, Indiana County, Indlana County, Indiana County, Indlana County, Inglana

Totai:

Population  Pazcant Population  Par¢ent Population  Pereent Papulation  Parcent Posulation  Psreent
4,477 400.0f 5,555 100.0] 5,765| 100.01 7.846{ 100.0] 9,729 100.

Hispanic or Lating

103 2.3 200 5.2 1 1.7 171 FE 320{ 3.

4,369 o7.7) 5,285 24,5 5,684 98.3 7,478 97.8] 9,409 96.7

Nol Hispanic or Lating:

PL1: Raca 2000 Census

Census Teact 16, Elkhart| Congus Traet 17, Elkhart| Census Tract 18, Elkhant| Census Tract 19, Eikhart | Census Tract 20, Elkhart

PL2; Hispanic or Lating 2000 Census

County, Indiana County, Indiana County, Indlana County, Indiana County, Indlana
Populatign  Percent Populatign  Percont Populat! Parcont Poputat] Porcont | Populalipn Percent
Tolak 9,120 100.0 3,064 100, 9,794 100, 10,824 100.0) 6,352 100.0f
| Population of one race: 8,946 $8.0] 7,509 28.1 9,7 29.1 10,540 97.4 6,284 8.9
Whita alona 8,0104 87.7} 7,334 90. 9,134 (= 8,624 a1, 8,028 23,3
Biack or African American alone 41 4.8 208 3.7 262 2. 6.4 89 1.6
Amedican Indian and Afaska Nalive akne 2! 0.3 0.4] 134 0.5 44 0.4 13 0.2
Asian alona 207} 23 37 0.5 147 15 o7 0. 13
Native Hawailan and Qther Pacific islander along 0 [X 1 0o il [X] o 0.1 1 0.2]
Soine other race alone 281 34 203 2.5 00 1.0) 857 [X] 149 2.3
Populstion of fwo of more moes: 191 2.0 T K| o) 09 284 z6 | 14
1119 732 610 2000 424

Consus Tract 16, Elkhart| Consus Tract 17, Elkhart | Census Tract 18, Elkhart] Census Tract 49, Elkbart | Cansus Tract 20, Elkharnt
County, Indlana County, Indiana County, Indlana County, Indlana County, Inglana

Population  Parcant Populationn  Percant Population  Parcont Population  Parcent Population  Per¢ent
9,129] 100.0) 8,088 100, 9,704] 100.0] - 10,824 100. 8,352] 100.0§

Total:

;L;amc of Lslino 5600 .0 416] 5.2 172] 1.4 1,174 10.9 265] 49

Mot Hisparic or Lating: 8,576 94.08 7,048 948 9,627 98.2 9, 892 6,083 95.8
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FY 2005 Title VI

POPULATION / RACIAL DISTRIBUTION CHART

Elkhart County

Cenhsus Tracts 21- 28
PL1: Raca 2000 Census Census Tragt 21, Elkhart] Consus Tract 22, Elkhart | Cansus Tract 23, Elkhart| Census Tract 24, Elkhart| Cansus Tract 25, Elkhart
County, Indlana County, Indiana County, Indjana Couaty, Indiana Couniy, Indiana

Population Percent Popuiation Pargent Population  Percent Population  Pargant Fopulailon Parcant |

Tolsl: 8,500 100. 7,997 100. 2,854 100, 4,480} 100.0) 4,278 100.0)
Poputation of one race: 8,728 97.5] 7.740} 96, 2,541 95.7] 4,380 57.4 4,232 99.0]
White along 8; 77.4 5,028 53.0 1, [ 3,994 89.9 3,850 0.0
Black or African American aone 953 10.6] 1,578 19.8 457] 17.2 1700 3.8 173 4.0
Amenican Indian ang Alaska Native along 27 0.3 3§ 0.4 10} 0.4 14} 0.4 7 0.2
Aslan aiona 75 0.8 34 1.7 14 0.5 34 0.8 44) 1.08
Native Rawalian and Other Pacific Islonder alone o 0.0 13 0. 0 0.0 o 0. o 0.0
Some other rzce alons 742| 8.3 052} 11.9) 212} a0 166 3.7 158 37
Popuiation of bwo or more rpes: 222 2.8 247, 3.1 1194 4.3 160{ 2.2 4] 1.0)

PL2: Hispanic or Latine 2000 Census

Cansus Tragt 21, Elkhart

Census Tract 22, Elkhart

Cansus Tract 23, Elkhart

Censug Tract 24, Elkhart

Consus Tract 25, Elkhart

R Ceounty, Indlana County, Indiana County, Indiana County, Indiana County, Indiana
Popul Parcent Populatton  Pargent Populatlon  Pargent Population  Percent Population Percent
Tolal: 8,850( 100.0§ 7,587] 100. 2,654 100. 4,480 100.0{ 4,278 100.
Hispanic or Lating 1,058 122 1,511 8.5 379 143 282 6.3 210] 4.
Not Hispanic or Latino: 7,854{ 7.8 6,476] §1.1] 2,275 85.7 4,198 83.7 4,068] 55.1|

PL1: Race 2000 Census Census Tract 26, Elkhant] Consus Tract 27, Elkhart! Census Tract 28, Elkhart
County, Indizna County, Indiana County, Indlana
_Population  Percent Poput Porcont Populati Porcant
[ Total: 4,524] 100.9] 3,507 100.0) 318] 100.0
Population of ona mce: 4,656( 96.5 3,463 58,4 772 94.4
White alone 1 328 1,988 55.3 455y 54.9
Black or African American aione 2,224 48.1 70 10, 144 17.2
American Indian and Alaska Nalive slona 40 0.5 14 0.4 11 1.3
Asian alone 40 0.5 1 0.3 1 0.1
Nativa H and Other Paciflc Isiander alone q 0.0 13} 04 4 0.5
Some olher race zicne 772| 16.0f 73 20.4 166 20.3
|Population of wo o more faces: 168] EE| 1 34 45 5.6

PL2: Hispanic or Latino 2000 Census

Cansus Tract 26, Elkhart
County, Indiana

Ceansus Tract 27, Elkhart
County, Indlana
ulation  Percont

Census Tragt 28, Elkhart
County, Indiana
Population  Parcant

Fop Parcant P
Tolat: 4,824 100, 3,509 100.0] 91 100.0
Hispanic of Latino 1,123 23.3 1,169 33.4 254) 314
Nol Hispanic or Lating: 3,701 76.7 2,404| 6.9 68.9
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FY 2005 Title Vi

Exhibit 3

Low Income & Minority Tracts
$t. Joseph County

“Gensus |- Total | Total
.Tedct', | Popilation | Whits

1 2,100

2 3,819 1,414 325 23.0%
3.01 2,757 1.218 241 19.8%
3.02 2,628 1,235 303 24.5%
4 2,973 1,012 403 39.8%
5 2,119 750 229 30.5%
& 3,187 1,068 308 37.2%
7 2,012 867 216 24.9%
8 1,811 746 138 18,5%
9 1,577 715 213 29.8%
10 3,527 2,488 1,586 63.7%
11 4,723 3,750 2,157 57.5%
12 2,247 1,759 986 56.1%
13 2518 2,684 1,590 59.2%
14 3,768 3,374 1,961 58.1%
15 3,453 2,819 1,616 57.3%
16 | 2500 1,860 1,020 54.8%
17 1.919 1,744 1.316 75.5%
19 1,815 1,408 950 67.6%
20 1.859 1618 1.271 78.6%
21 | 1794 619 302 48.8%
22 3,416 1,062 320 31.0%
23 1,486 605 298 49.3%
24 3,044 1,078 339 31.4%
25 2,059 706 135 19.1%
26 3.038 1,220 263 21.6%
27 1,595 397 135 34.0%
28 1,803 689 264 38.3%
20 1,230 357 136 38.1%
30 2,385 717 172 24.0%
31 3,623 1,519 426 28.0%
32 5,224 1,979 267 13.5%
33 3,008 1,184 211 17.8%
34 3,838 1,402 508 36.1%




FY 2005 Title VI

Exhibit 3 -- continued

Low Income & Minority Tracts — St. Joseph County

o
t Hauseholds

35 2,815 2,267 548 19.5%
101 3,081 2,808 185 6.0% 1.234 308 25.0%
102 5,768 5,480 288 5.0% 2,628 921 35.0%
103 5,607 5,286 321 5.7% 2,184 246 25.0%
104 3,383 3,259 124 3.7% 1,423 305 21.4%
105 2,900 2,817 a3 2.9% 1,214 231 19.0%
106 4,319 4,029 280 6.7% 1,764 492 27.9%
107 4,531 4,203 238 5.3% 1,782 414 23.2%
108 3,853 3,720 133 3.5% 1,398 287 20.5%
109 6,513 6,252 261 4.0% 2,502 284 11.4%
110 5,499 4,910 589 10.7% 2,265 168 7.4%
111 4,908 4,286 712 14.2% 2,014 536 26.6%
112 9,365 8,427 938| 10.0% 483 107 21.7%
113.4 5,879 5,144 735 12.5% 2,513 640 25.5%
113.02 5,726 4 985 741 12.9% 2,525 457 18.1%
113.03 6,404 5,780 624 9.7% 2,507 518 20.7%
113.04 2,672 2416 256 9.6% 929 289 3.1%
113.05 4,634 4,312 322 6.9% 1,536 76 4.9%
113.06 3,004 2,806 198 6.6% 1,072 84 7.8%
114.01 9,880 9,294 686 6.9% 3,113 82 2.6%
114.02 8,363 8,093 270 3.2% 2,669 95 3.6%
115.01 3,820 2,810 1,010 26.4% 2,027 607 29.9%
115.02 8,371 7,282 1.079 12.9% 4,061 848 20.9%
115.03 2,011 1,948 63 3.1% 829 152 18.3%
116.01 7,207 6,977 230 3.2% 2,479 175 7.1%
116.02 6,427 6,202 225 3.5% 2,445 274 11.2%
117.01 4,274 4,154 120 2.8% 1,454 186 12.8%
117.02 6,554 6,210 384 5.8% 2,840 627 22.1%
118 7,989 7,486 503 6.3% 3.217 851 17.1%
119 3,633 3,495 138 3.8% 1,433 210 14.7%
120 3,730 3,589 150 4.0% 1,379 152 11.0%
121 3.043 2,991 52 1.7% 1,146 200 17.5%
122 3,083 2,914 149 4.9% 1,089 238 21.9%
123 3,297 3,243 54 1.6% 1,241 177 14.3%
124 1,762 1734 28] 1.6% 677 68 10.0%
Total |  265558] .. | ae;883| 17.6%) | 112220 - 32,512 . 200%
U.3. Census Bureau
[ JTract mests threshold Page 43 Census 2000

PCT83 Household Income in 1988



FY 2005 Title VI

Census Census Census "Census Census
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 1, Tract2, | Tract3.04, | Tract3.02, | Tractd,
St Joseph [ St Joseph | St Joseph | 8t Joseph | St. Joseph
St. Joseph County County‘? Countyr,J l.':q:u.n-ntyp.| tGourltyl? Ccrunt;f
Census Tracts 1 -4 Indizna tndlana Indiana indiana Indiana
Total; BO5 1,414 1,215 1,235 1,107
Less than $10,000 157 1 87| 72 131
£10,000 to $14,999 A 131 92] 63] 100
$15,000 t0 $19,999 80 85| g2 168 172
520,000 to $24,999 58 122] 84 115 il
$25,000 to $20,009 78| 1 [i2t) 80| 90
$30,000 to $34,999 75 168 a1 10 64
$35,000 to $39,999 47 104 61 104 123
$40,000 to $44,009 52 a7 153 a0 78
$45,000 to $49,989 48 102 71 B 37
$50,000 to $59,99% 51 101 110 119 a6
$80,000 to $74,999 41 1624 128 113 &
$75,000 to $99,989 38| 9 147 84 36|
$100,000 to $124,998 4 11 33 23 5
$125,000 to $149,999 0 0 40| 20 0,
$150,000 to $198,989 0 0 8| Q
$200,000 or more gr 13| _5i 0] 0

'Medlan housshold income In 1999

323,941| $33,988|

542,199| $35,052 $27,000,

80% median housshold income

$21,553 $27,189

$33,759 $28,042 $21,600

Appreximalte # Households < 80% median aos 325 241 303 403
Census Census Census Census Cansus
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 5, Tract 8, Tract?, |Tract3, St| Tracts,
St. Joseph | St. Joseph | St. Joseph [ Joseph | St h
St. Joseph County Countyl,: (:ourltgr'p,l Countyf Counfy. C::::y':
Census Tracts 5-9 Indfana tndlana Indizna indlana Indlana
Total: 7508 1,069 867 746 715
Less than $10,000 85 207; 105 43 49
$10,000 to $14,900 107 98 56 61 g
$15,000 10 $19,989 57 g3 34 74
$20,000 to §$24,999 39 153 123 50 84
$25,000 to $29,800 59) 67 108 24 81
$30,000 to $34,989 73] 112 104 20 22
$35,000 to $39,999 43 68| 20 14 30
$40,000 to $44,999 47 57 3 47| 2.
$45,000 fo $49,959 73] 12 2 35 43
$50,000 to $59,999 82 67 64 90| 53
$80,000 to $74,899 44 58] 47 03] 78]
$75,000 to $99,959 57 30 a4 146 77
$100,000 to $124,999 15 15 1 48 20
$125,000 to $149,099 9 31 7 24 0]
$150,000 to $199,989 & 0 7, 12| . 8
$200,000 or mors 0 g 12 5 5
|Median household incoms In 1999 §32,264)  $24,443|  $20,408]  $54.868]  $29,068]

80% median househeid income
Approximate # Households < 80% median

325811 $19,554
229 398

Page 44

$23,528 $43,804 $23.973
216 138 213

US. Gensus Bureau, 2000 Census
PCT88. Housaho!d income In 1999



FY 2005 Title VI

Census Census Census Census Census
MOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 10, | Tract11, | Tract12, | Tract13, | Tract14,
§t. Joseph | St.doseph | St. Joseph | St Joseph | St. Jeseph
St. Joseph County Ccunty‘: Count;, County’: (‘.‘cuurl.ty‘:-l Countyf
Census Tracts 10-14 fndlana Indlana Indiana Indfana Indiana
[Total: 2,488] 3,750 1,759 2,684 3,374
Less than $10,000 1,249[ 1.882] 8902 1,342 1,601
$10,000 io §14,959 169] 169 41| a7 103
$15,000 to $19,909 168] 106 43 151 167
$20,000 to $24,989 133 118 79 162] 129)
$25,000 to $29,99% 142 155| 39 160 184
$30,000 fo $34,999 122 92 74 121 164
$35.000 to $39,959 74 167, 53 134 145
$40,000 to $44,999 80 159 32 71 168)
$45.000 to $49,999 59 179 49) 75 188
$50,000 to $59,995 52 153 58 100 51
$60,000 t0 $74,999 1 BQI 101 75 1689
$75,000 (o $99,959 70 153] 105 66| 133
$100,000 to $124,998 80 14¢| 97 66, 59
$125,000 1o $149,909 3 58 47| 46 104
$150,000 to $199,989 0| 21 12 21 9|
$200,000 or more 14 13 27 7l 0
Meadian household incoms in 1998 325.46§t $39,457 548.# $29,545 $32,973)
80% medalan household incomes £20,373 $31,588 $39,180 $23,836 $26,378
Approximate # Households < 80% median 1,588 2,157 986 1.580 1,981
Census Census Census Census Census
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 15, | Tract16, | Tracti?, | Tract19, | Tract 20,
St. Joseph | St.Joseph | St. Josaph | St. Jesoph | St. Jeseph
St. Joseph County County’? Count;, clountyp: Count: Couniyf
Census Tracts 15-20 Indlana Indiana Indiana Indlana Indlana
|Tota|: 2,819 1,860 1,744 1,408 1,61
Less than $10,000 1,416 842 872, 703 815
$10,000 to $14,999 111 57 268} 18, 347
$15,000 to $18,999 §9 21 148 65 114
$20,000 to $24,999 158 &3] 108 94 64
$25,000 to $29,999 189] 23| 82 58 51
$30,000 (o $34,999 157| 23 22 14
$35,000 to $39.999 148 72 14 72 14
$40,000 to $44,968 115] 68| 43| 51 24
$45,000 to $49,839 66 3 36 32 70
$50,000 to $59,999 a2| 125 19] 33 21
$60,000 to $74,559 114] 32 21 17 27
$75,000 to $99,999 76) 80 21 3 30
$100,000 to $124,999 89 108 18 33 21
$125,000 to $149,909 9 89| 43| Bl 7
$150,000 to §109,969 0, 53 0 5| d
$200,000 or more [¢ 47 0 q
Median household income In 1889 §50,108] 947,383 314,750 szz,ngl_sm
80% median housahold income $24,084 £37.914 $11.807 $18,173 $10,728
Approximate # Households < 80% median 1,616 1,020 1,318 950 1,21
| Denotes tMedlan Income < Paverly Threshold ) Page 435 U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000

PCTES. Household Income In 1999



FY 2005 Title VI

Census Census | Census Census Census
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract21, | Tract22, | Tract23, | Tract24, | Tract2s,
St. Joseph | St. Joseph | St. Josaph | §t. Josaph | St. h
St. Joseph County CO_I.II‘It}"F: County‘? Counta; COuntyF,' gﬁ:&?
Census Tracts 21 -25 Indiana mdiana Indiana Indiana Ind?ana
Tetak: 619 1,062 605 1,078 Lits
Less than $10,000 148 143 128 117 67|
$10,000 to $14,999 105 o] 103] 154 35
$15,000 10 $19,899 51 87 67| &8 33
$20,000 to $24,909 20 135 51 58] 71
$25,000 to $29,999 28 85| 28 181 29|
$30,000 to $34,999 74 84 50 87| 43
$35,000 to $39.989 42| 85 43| 43 B0
$40,000 to $44,999 54 42 g 73 54
$45,000 to $49,999 46 5 =] 85 48]
$50,000 to $59.959 12 50) 27 108 50|
$60,000 to $74,999 7 29 41 34 76
£75,000 to $99,909 14 E 16 45 54
$100,000 to $124,958 8 214 11 28 5
$125,000 to $149,999 [ 5 & 0
$150,000 1o $199,999
$200,000 or more
{Madian household Income In 1999 :
80% median household incoms £17,000 $22,758 $16,210 $22,770 $28,386
Approximata # Households < 80% median 302 329 208 339 135
Census Census Census Census Census
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract26, | Tract27, | Tract28, | Tract2s, [ Tract3o,
St. Joseph | St Joseph | St. Joseph | St. Joseph | St.
St. Joseph County County? (.‘ourslt:: Countyr,-‘ ::::nty,: ::::::rh
Census Tracts 26 - 30 mdlana Indiana Indana Indlana Inglana
Total: 1,220 397| 589 357 717
Less than $10,000 8g] 58| 113 89 58
$10,000 to $14,999 76| 40) 54 12) g
$15,000 10 $19,959 g8l 36, az| 35 79
$20,000 to $24.699 1 34 .93 35; 84
$25,000 to $25,099 161 42 3 7| 89
$30,000 to $34,959 B4 17) 75 a8 73
$35,000 t0 $39,99% 7 14 &1 24 50
$40,000 10 $44,560 84| 26| 21 8 4
$45,000 to $49,999 38, 2] 30 36] 64
$50,000 to $59,999 157, 50| 34 27 50
$60,000 to $74,999 84 23| 25 21 50
$75.000 to $99,999 76 304 28 1 3
$100,000 to $124,958 0) 5 0l
$125,000 to $149,999 9 0 18] 0 [i
$150,000 to $199,659 0] D 0 7| 0
$200,000 or more O 0 0 0 %
[Median housshold Income In 1898 $33,269 28,047 $24,55 30,033 31,05
809% median housshold Income $26.815 $22,438 $19.643 $24,030 $24 844
Appraximate # Households < 0% median 263 135 264 136 i72
ICenotes Madian Income < Povarty Threshold | Page 46 U-8. Census Bureau, Census 2000

PCT88. Household Incoms in 1959



FY 2005 Title VI

Census Census Census Census Census

HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 31, | Tract32, | Tract33, | Tractd4, | Tract 35,

St. Joseph | St. Joseph | 5t. Joseph | St. Jo St. Joseph
St. Joseph County ' County‘: CountyF.' Countyr: C:u::rh CountyF,'
Census Tracts 31 -35 ndiana Indlana tndiana Indiana Indiana
Total: 1,519 1,574 1,184 1,402 1,279
Less than $10,000 137 109 &1 204 136
$10,000 to $14,000 121 56 9| 111 186
$15,000 to $19,95% 168 102 61 191 135
$20,000 to $24,999 170 56| &0 35 72
$25,000 o $29,999 12 113] 76 117] 116
$30,000 to $34,999 1754 93 95| 83 91
$35.000 to $38,999 151 127, 146 99 72
$40,000 1o $44,999 79 84 59' 105 98|
£45,000 to $49,699 103 118| B2I 5 o1
$50,000 to $59,009 129 289] 103] 103 46
§60,000 to $74,999 85 285 171 163 57
$75,000 to $89,959 8 235 116| 77 52
$100,000 fo §124,908 0 24| 29 12 8|
$125,000 to $149,999 5| 53 7 7 0
$150,000 to $199,939 O 14
$200,000 or more 10 13
Medlan housshold income In 1999 $30,625|  $54,940] 1,801 sz‘r,asﬁf
80% median household income $24,500 $43,952 - $32,046 $25,563 $22,247
Approximate # Households < 80% median 426 287 21 506 a57

Census Census Census Census Census

HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 101, | Tract 102, | Tract 103, | Tract 104, | Tract 105,

St. Joseph | St. Joseph | St. Joseph | 5t. Joseph " h
St. Joseph county Cou::;:? (:ountg,'r:l L‘ou:tay? 00unlyF,‘ s:::::;‘:
Census Tracts 101 - 105 Indiana ndiana Indlana Indlana Indlana
Total: 1,234 2,628 2,184 1,42 1,214
Less than $10,000 131 422] 214 83 44
$10,000 to $14,885 ] 213 188 9 a7
$15,000 to $19,999 84 286 143 131 2]
$20,000 {0 $24,009 112 24 177 86 10
$25,000 to $29.889 a0) 303 143 141 104
$30,000 to $34,999 103 201] 102 141 2]
§35,000 {o $39,009 115 163I 113 115 &1
$40,000 to $44,959 &1 156] 176} 71 107
$45.000 to $48,988 77| 88 126] 57 53
$50,000 {0 $59,999 162 241 233| 189 12%
§60,000 to $74,999 1004 122 279 167 194
$75,000 o0 $69,998 45 128 182 83 74
$100,000 to $124,999 41 37 B2 43 43
$125,000 to $149,509 0 204 a7 18] k]
$150,000 to $199,989 0 0] 0 7l 11
$200,000 or more 15 9 5 0 q
Median housshold incoma in 19899 ?85.333i 526.715[ 40,309 36,504 840,203
80% maedian household income $28,266 $21,268 $32,247 $25,283 $32,160
Approzimate # Households < 80% medizn Pa é%s 47 921 546 305 21

U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000
! PCTa8. Housshold Income in 1999



FY 2005 Title VI

Census Cansus Census Census Census
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 108, | Tract 107, | Tract 108, | Tract 108, | Tract 110,
8t. Joseph | 5t. Jaseph | St. Joseph | §t. Joseph | St. h
St. Joseph County CountyF,' Countyi.‘ t.tl:uula:t:.rr:j C{:n.tntyF,| C:S:teyl:
Census Tracts 106 - 110 indlana Indiana Indtana ndiana Indlana
Total: 1,764 1,782 1,389 2,502 2,265
Less than $10,000 137 143 110 92 46
$10,000 to $14,998 160 130 113 36
$15,000 to $19,999 195 141 64 134 66
$20,000 to $24,999 162} 188 87 104 100
$25,000 to $29,889 172 117| 75 180 1567
$30,000 to $34,999 151 143 82 155 159
$35,000 1o $39,999 142 90 80] 150 151
$40,000 to $44,589 L 162 80| 189 150
345,000 10 $49,999 88 107 a9 170 126
$50,000 {0 $59,999 176 183 191 420 38
$680,000 to $74,969 1M 209 177 203 412]
$75,000 fo $99,993 106 104 142 n 1 1[
$100,000 to $124,999 30 30 4d 123 113
$125.000 to $149,009 29 18 27 15 41
$150,000 to $109,95% 0 12 15 20] 16
$200,000 or more 9 5 3 1 43
Median household income in 1899 37308 95,008 4479 86,189 5?6'7‘5’
80% median household income 25,204 28,794 45,343 40,111 42,138
Approximate # Households < 80% madfan 492 414 287 284 168
Census Census Census
Census Census Tract Tract Tract
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 111, | Tract 112, 11301, 113.02, 113.03,
8t. Joseph [ St. Joseph | St. Joseph | St. J h | §t. Joseph
St. Josep h County County;., County? Count;: Co::;r Count;
Census Tracts 111-113.03 Indlana Indiana Indtana Indiana Indiana
Total: 2,014 493 2,51 2,525 2,507
Less than $10,000 170 18] 308] 189 197
$10,000 to $14,959 172 421 148 804 134
$15,000 to $19,909 154 47| 184 175 151
$20,000 to $24,809 227 52 214 163 165
$25,000 fo $20,959 135 39 187 120 168
$30,000 to $34,999 72 42| 176 169 177
$35,000 to $39,999 181| 42| 150 57 126]
$40,000 fo $44,999 182 39 13| 165 15
$45,000 to $49,999 74 21} 112 115] 123
$50,000 to $59,999 201 23 260) 303| 274
$60,000 10 $74,999 218 50) 305 28g) 27¢
$75,000 1o $99,999 104 37 178| 3 9[ 259
$100,000 to $124,099 39 12 52{ 128] 144
$125,000 to $148,999 16 33[ 79 37
$150,000 to $199,999 8 11 37| 37 21
$200,000 or more 23 7 33 27 2
Median household income in 1999 335,074 935,774 36,619]  $50,309 m.w%
80% rmedlan housshold income 528,779 $28,819 $29,205 540,407 £34,534
Approximate # Households < 80% median 538 107 640 457 518

Page 48

U.8. Census Bureau, Census 2000
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FY 2005 Title VI

Census Census Census Census Census
Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract
HOUSEHOLD INCOME 113.04, 113,05, 113.06, 114.01, 114.02,
§t. Joseph | 8t. Joseph | St. Joseph | St. Josaph | St. Joseph

St. Joseph County County‘? County'? Count; County? C:untey?
Census Tracts 113.04 - 114.02 indiana Indiana Indiana Indiana tndlana
Total: 92¢] 1,536 1,072 3,113 2,669
Less than $10,000 o 19| 24 40 15
$10,000 to $14,999 7 28 31 15 30
$15,000 to $19,929 22| 3z pasl 27| 50
$20,000 fo $24,999 7| 29 26[ 48 44
$25,000 to $29,999 49 34 24[ 36| 84
$30,000 to $34,099 14 45 73 a1 97
$35,000 to $39,999 4 1085 25| 81 56
$40,000 to $44,95% 34 66| 41 114 150
$45,000 to $49,999 28 41 2. 87 5
$50,000 to $59,099 53] 141 50 378 357
$60,000 to $74,999 69! 203 163 440 438
375,000 to $98,999 218 371 204 534 63?]
$100,000 to $124,959 158 201 152 378 353
$125,000 to $149,999 73 & 35 202 134|
$150,000 to $199,999
$200,000 or more

Madian household Income in 1999

80% medizn household Income

576,080 $61.372 $61,508 $67,554 $58,347

Approxfmate # Households < 80% median 29 - 76 a4 82 95

Cenaus Census Census Coensus Gensus

Tract Tract Tract Tract Tract
HOUSEHOLD INCOME 115.01, 115.02, 115.03, 118.04, 118,02,
St. Joseph | St. Joseph | St. Joseph s h . Joseph

St. Joseph county 00unty|? County‘? (.‘ount;.' st::::teyf Stciunty?
Census Tracts 115.01 - 116.02 tndiana Indlana Indiana Indiana indlana
Total; 2,027 4,061 829 2479 2,445
Less than $10,000 199 32 49 41 123]
$10,000 to $14,099 204 247 50 31 59
$15,000 to $19,888 204 273 53 103 82|
$20,000 to $24,899 324 431 4 108 13§
$25,000 to $20,999 229 2 68 93] 193]
$30,000 to 534,999 205 31 85 105] 125)
$35.000 to $39,899 145 208} 64 233} 184|
$40,000 to $44,909 86, 145 171 205|
$45,000 to $49,999 135 2 43 133 162
$50,000 to $469,859 101 430 117 350 303
$60,000 to $74,999 139 405 $1 404 3449}
$75,000 to $99,080 32| 311 101 405 365|
$100,000 to $124.989 197 1 139 93]
$125,000 to $149,999 0 46| B 85 80
£150,000 o $199,999 0 54 0 5! p
$200,000 of more 18 38| 17 14 2i
Median housshold income In 1998 26,875 $37,371 WW

80% median housshold income
Approximate # Households < 80% median

$21,500 $25,897 $34,212 $44.745 $38,250
607 848 152 178 274

Page 49 U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000
PCT8B. Household income In 1998



FY 2005 Title VI

Census Census
Tract Tract Census Gensus Census
HQUSEHOLD INCOME 17.01, 117.02, | Tract 118, | Tract119, ! Tract 120,
St. Josaph | St. Joseph | St. Joseph | 8t Joseph | St. Joseph
St. Joseph County CountyF,' Cn:runtyp.| County’? cl:|uratyr:l County[?
Census Tracts 117.01 -120 Indiana | Indtana | Indiana | indlana | Indtana
Total: 1,454 2,840 3.217 5,433 1,379
Less than $10,000 37 150 193 89| 35
$10,000 to $14,859 26 224 204 43I G4
$15,000 to $19,998 113 253 154 78 53|
$20,000 to $24,999 106 222 234 80| 56/
$25,000 to $29,999 105 194 179 101 73
$30,000 to $34,609 104 186 222 89| 97,
$35,000 to $38,955 az 184 198’ 87| 83
$40,000 to $44,99% 70 184 BGI 80| a0
$45,000 to $49,999 B804 132 217 29 81
$50,000 to $59,999 246 231 30 185 192(
$60,000 to $74,989 193 16 444 199 285
$75,000 to $99,959 2085] 288 402, 209 129]
$100,000 to $124,9589 Fal 168 218 110 87
$125,000 to $149,999 0 75 B7| 11 24
$150,000 to $199,999 B &7, 28| 17 k]
$200,000 or mora 0 85 53] 28] 35
Madlan houssheld Income [n 1999 549555] 540,17 ﬂﬁ?i $52,470 $52,246
80% madian housshold income $39,666 $32.138 238,828 $41,976 $41,797
Approximate # Households < 80% redian 188 6827 551 210 152
Census Census Census Census
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 121, | Tract 122, | Tract 123, | Tract 124,
St. Josaph | St. Joseph | St. Joseph N
St. Joseph County County? County? c:m.lztyl.l S:::::;r:'h
Census Tracts 121-124 Indiana indiana Indlana tndiana
Total: 1,146 1,089 1,241 77
Less than 510,000 60 100 45 13
$10,000 to $14,599 56 81 67| 31
$15,000 o $19,999 84 57 62| 24
$20,000 to $24,959 77 68| a7 14
$256,000 to $29,999 85} 77 4 38
$30,000 to $34,999 108] 50| 89| 55
$35,000 10 $39,990 53 10 71] 25
$40,000 to $44.939 87 iR 83| 103}
$45,000 to $49,099 69 50 76 40
$50,000 1o $59,999 ag| 150 127 65
$60,000 lo $74,999 132 111 221 125/
$75,000 to $98,920 178 10 128] &8
$100,000 to $124,999 84 a7 56| 34
$125,000 to $149,999 1 B 25' 17|
$150,000 to $199,999 16] 13 23 27
$200,000 or more 0 [ 11
Medlan household income in 1899 545.2@:‘ §40,16 $48,554 549,29
80% median housshold income $36,166 $32,134 $38,843 $39,438
Approximate # Households < 80% median 200 238 177 68
U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000
P age 50 PCTa4, Household Income in 1999
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Low income and Minority Tracts

Exhibit 4

Elkhart County
Tract: : |:Popufation |- White. [ Non-Whi Households|: ;
1 1,287 240 18.6%
2 2,179 367 16.8%
3 3,478 797 22.9%
4 1,471 195 13.3%
5 3,770 581 15.4%
B 2,149 191 8.9%
7 2,598 432 16.6%
8 3,352 393 11.7%
9 . 1,868 175 9.4%
10 47 1.4% 1,173 112 9.5%
11 4,472 4,365 107 2.4% 1,372 129 9.4%
12 5,555 5,281 274 4.9% 2,105 382 18.1%
13 5,785 5,631 154 2.7% 1,871 237 12.7%
14 7,646 7,217 429 5.6% 2,810 386 13.7%
15 8,720 8,993 736 7.6% 3,567 468 13.1%
16 9,129 8,010 1,119 12.3% 3,721 B76 18.2%
17 8,066 7,334 732 9.1% 3,186 724 22.7%
18 9,794 9,184 610 6.2% 3,988 397 10.0%
19 10,824 8,824 2,000 18.5% 4,002 687 17.2%
20 6,352 5,928 424 6.7% 2,230 226 10.1%
21 8,950 8,930 2,029 22.6% 3,292 712 21.6%
22 7,987 5,028 2,959 37.0% 2,840 218 18.2%
23 2,654 1,848 806 30.4% 1,016 335 33.0%
24 4,480 3,904 486 10.8% 1,763 242 13.7%
25 4,276 3,850 426 10.0% 1,888 506 26.7%
26 4,824 1,580 3,244 67.2% 1,600 508 37.4%
27 3,592 1,088 1,604 44.7% 1,202 367 30.5%
28 818 449 369 45.1% 338 205 60.7%
Totat |  182701] 157931  2s.860) 13.6% 66124( . 11278 . 174%
U.S. Consus Bureau
Census 2000
[ tract meets threshold Page 51 PCT88 Household Income in 1999
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Census Census Census Census Census

HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 1, Tract 2, Tract 3, Tract 4, Tract 8,
- Elkhart Elkhart Elkhart Elkhart Elkha

Elkhart County County, County, Gaunty, County, Count:,
Census Tracts 1-5 mdiana Indiana Indlana Indiana Indlana
Total: 1,287 2,179 3,476 1,471 3,770
Less than $10,000 86 147 216 44 1790
$10,000 to $14,998 74 119 323 84 148
$15,000 to $19,990 70 101 258 a7 263
$20,000 1o $24,889 114 176 301 68 244
$25,000 lo $29,999 104 150 257 57 285
$30,000 to $34,000 128] 234 213 73 247
$35,000 fo $39,999 404 174 1 160 272
$40.000 to §44,959 85 191 245 7$ 198
$45,000 to $49,098 78 55 240 88 270
$50,000 to $59,999 21§ 276 361 206, 541
$60.000 to $74,999 74] 232 317 238 528
$75,000 to $98,899 o8 174 362 10 a79
$100,000 to §124,999 53 103 78 55 80
$125,000 to $149,999 5 18 42 585 4
$150,000 {o $199,000 12 17| 25 29 4
$200,000 or more 2 14 43 43 62
Median household income [n 1999 $37,734 539,498i $36,214 $50,615] 545,883
80% median household income $30,187  $31,597 $30,571 $40,492 $38,890
Approximate # Households < 80% median 240 387 797 185 581

Census Cansus Census Census Census
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 8, Tract 7, Tract 8, Tract 9, Tract 10,

Elkhart Elkhart Elkhart Elkh Elkhart
Elkhart County County, County, County, Counat: County,
Census Tracts 6 - 10 indiana | Indlana | Indiana | fIndiana | Indlana
Total: 2,149 2,508 3,352 1,868 1,973
Less than $10,000 8| 148 143] 44] 42|
$10,000 to $14,909 43| 157 160) 69 39|
$15,000 to $19.959 135 129 30 62 31|
$20,000 to $24,999 62 189) 141 69) 95|
$25,000 to $29,900 94 173] 209 65|
$£30,000 to $34.959 - 129 123 176 163 63|
$36,000 fo $26,889 41 110] 201 153 58|
$40,000 to $44,009 156 203 211 154 103
$45,000 to $49.999 151 ss] 227 205] 81
$50,000 to $58,889 226 349] 458 248 143
$60,000 lo $74,500 408] 338 504] 245 203
$75,000 to $99,599 294 27¢] 407 232 136
$100,000 to §124,999 69 gg] 198 48} 50}
$125,000 fo $149,999 87 48] 87 64 31
$150,000 to $189.999 83 75, 18 27
$200,000 or more 66 8 47
Medlan househeld income In 1999 53,739 48,141 52,323 48,897 55,42%
80% median houssho!d Income 42,991 38,513 41,858 39,070 40,340
Approximate # Households < 80% median 1o 432 393 175 i12

Page 52 U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000
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Census Census Cansus GCansus Census
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract11, | Tract12, | Tract13, | Tract14, | Tract15,
Eikhart Elkhart Elkhart Efkhart Elkhart
Elkhart county County, County, County, County, County,
Census Tracts 11 -15 Indiana Indiana Indiana Indiana Indiana
Total: 1,372 2,105 1,871 2,810 3,567
Lass than $10,000 42| 112 88| 112{ 143
$10,000 fo $14,999 21 161 80j 108 123
$15,000 to $19,909 66, 109 7 166 202,
$20,000 to $24,900 109] 149 117 202 184
$25,000 10 $29,859 62| 114 99 148 193
$30,000 to $34,880 85| 177, 4] 247| 340
$35,000 to $39,590 61 94 138] 253 177
$40,000 10 $44,999 85 124 118 146 267
$45,000 to $49,999 83 162 07| 217 2104
$50,000 {0 $59,909 179 264 254 228 476
$60,000 to $74,959 240 281 317 304 527
$75,000 to $99,999 194 221 185 358 366
$100,000 to $124,900 77 64 70 159 177
$125,000 to $140,969 31 22 37 34| 29
$150,000 to $189,899 ' 19 9 8¢ 86
$200,000 ar more 17 4 6 39 87
Medilan housshold incoms in 1999 $54,900 $45,488 551.5’2% 345.53'2{ 549.5"51
80% median household income $43,920 38,390 $40,818 $36,506 $39,218
Approximate # Households < 80% median 129 ap2 237 386 468
Consus Cansus Census Census Cansus
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract 18, Tract 17, Tract 18, Tract 19, Tract 20,
Efkhart Elkhart Elkhart Elkhart Eikh
Elkhart County County, County, County, County, Counat;l.
Census Tracis 16 - 20 indiana Indiana Indlana Indlana Indiana
Total: 3,721 3,18¢] 3,068 4,002 2,230
Less than $10,000 197 218 121 200) 80
$10,000 to $14,999 218 219 1 181 71
$15,000 to $19,999 263| 287 111 306 75,
$20,000 to $24,999 207 215 2714 290 14
$25,000 to $29,959 322 127, 177 257 107
$30,000 to $34,999 274 209 204] 111
$35,000 to $39.999 278 246 230) 231} 186
$40,000 to $44,999 202 253 171 303 68]
$45,000 to $49,090 246] 141| 209 294 110]
$50,000 to $59,999 470| 422 384 344 363
$60.000 to $74,888 413] 263 613 444 347
$75,000 to $99,999 333 301 889 413 300,
$100,000 to $124,599 150} 125 256 171 13
$125,000 to $149,999 63| 45 144 36 79|
$150,000 to $199,999 37, ?§_| 126 73 49
$200,000 or more 50 42 137 80 2
Medlan household incoms in 1993 342.?5'?[ §41,314 558,% $42,378 $54,90
80% median household income $33,670 $33,051 $47,000 $33,002 $43,922
Approximate # Households < 80% medlan 676 724 3oy 887 226
Page 53 U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000
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Census Census Census Census
HOUSEHCLD INCOME Tract21, | Tract22, | Tract23, | Tract2d4,
Eikhart Elkhart Elkhal Elkhart
Elkhart County County, County, Count:, County,
Census Tracts 21 - 24 Indiana Indlana Indiana Indiana
Total: 3,202 2,840 1,018 1,763
Less than $10,000 262 177 125 75|
$10,000 to $14,099 160 141 g9 88
$15,000 to $19,999 260 200{ 111 78
$20,000 to $24,999 224 246 70 173
$25,000 to $29,099 160 331 91 159
$30,000 to $34,000 218 22 56 148
$35,000 to $39.999 17 194 75| 210)
$40,000 to $44,999 304 144 78] 127
$45,000 to $49,999 243 209 69] 87
$50,000 to $50,999 332 266 o7 188
$60,000 to $74,995 448 278 102 236
$75,000 fo $89,099 228 197 23 128
$100,000 {0 $124,909 144 83 16, 29
$125,000 to $149,999 40) 49 7 14
$150,000 to $199,999 17 52| [¥ 12
$200,000 or more 51 3 0 12
Medlan housshold Income in 1999 §a1,701 $37,700 30, 38,786
80% median household Income $33,433 $30,160 $24,534 $31,029
Approxlmate # Househo!ds < 80% madian 712 518 335 242
Census Census Census Cansug
HOUSEHOLD INCOME Tract25, | Tract26, | Tract27, | Tract2s,
Elkhart Elkhart Elkhart Elkhart
Elkhart County County, County, County, County,
Census Tracts 25 -28 indiana ndlana tndlana Indiana
Total; 1,898 1,600 1,202} 338
Less than $10,000 197 323 17 108}
$10,000 to $14,958 14 122 85 49|
$15,000 to $19,999 166 153 109 48]
$20,000 fo $24,909 137 163} &0) 51
$25,000 lo $29,999 161 198] 153 26
$30,000 to $34,999 115 108] 92} 14
$35,000 to $39,999 91 73] 92 8
$40,000 to $44,590 13 91| 93 2
$45.000 10 $48,989 119] 57 29 4
$50,000 fo $59,999 163 77 124 7
$60,000 to $74,999 197 88 60 5|
$75,000 to $98,839 74 114 5] 6]
$100,000 to $124,999 87 10, 5] 0]
$125,000 1 $149,999 2 1% 11 o
$150,000 to $199,989 58 0 0f
$200,000 or mare 32| 11 11 8|
Median housghold income in 1999 §37,007]  926,300] 330,955 %160
80% median household income $20,622 $21,040 $24.764 $12,800
Appraximate # Households < 80% median 506 598 387 205
|l‘ellow denctes Median Income < Poverty Threashold |
Page 54 U.8. Census Bureau, Cansus 2000
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EXHIBIT 5

Title VI Compliance Review Process for
Transportation Planning
This document describes the process used by the Michiana Area Council of
Governments (MACOG) for assessing impacts of transportation plans on low income
and minority residents in the MACOG region. This is in response to the FTA Title VI
program and the Environmental Justice program that low income and minority

residents should not bear an unfair burden of the negative environmental impacts.

The MACOG region covers two urbanized areas: the South Bend Urbanized area
which includes the cities of South Bend and Mishawaka: and the Elkhart/Goshen
Urbanized Area which includes the cities of Elkhart and Goshen. To assess the
impact of transportation planning, data from the 1990 and 2000 census for these
urbanized areas will be used to identify low income and minority census tracts.

Census tracts will be categorized as follow:
¢+ Low income Tracts; those where 50% or more of the househoids earn less
than 80% of $22,610, which is the poverty threshold for household Income
reported by the Department of Health and Human Services in the 2005
Poverty Guidelines for a family of five. 80% of this househoid poverty level is
$18,088. The income data source in this report is the U.S. Census 2000,
PCT88, Household Income in 1999.

» Minority Tracts: those where 50% or more of the residents are black or non-
white, as reported in the 2000 census.

MACOG has analyzed the 2000 census tracts in the South Bend and Elkhart /
Goshen urbanized areas to determine which census tracts met the minority and

poverty thresholds.
Page 55
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South Bend Urbanized Area: There are 69 census tracts (2000) in St. Joseph
County. Of these, 13 tracts have greater than 50% minority population,
ranging from 53.3% to 90.2%. All of the minority tracts are located in South
Bend.

Ten of the census tracts seem to meet the low-income threshold. The U.S.
Census groups the nearest income level into $20,000 to 24,998, which is
somewhat higher than the $22,610 threshold. Based on analysis of the ten
tracts, 54.8% to 78.6% of the households in these tracts have less than 80%
of the median income. All of the 8t. Joseph County low-income tracts are

located in South Bend.

Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized Area: There are 28 census tracts (2000) in Elkhart
County. Only one tract, census tract 26, meets the minority threshoid at
67.2%, and is located in Elkhart. Based on the 1999 income data, only one
tract meets the low-income threshold. This census tract is also located in
Elkhart.

Project Level Review Process

Transportation projects that are planned for inclusion in the MACOG Transportation
Improvement Plan (TIP) are assessed for Title VI and environmental justice impacts
during the priority selection process. Each project sponsor is requested to provide a
detailed map of the project location and to specify if the project is in an area specified
as a low income or minority area. Project sponsors are also requested to identify the
number of persons affected as well as the racial and income breakdowns.
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Projects are evaluated in the following areas or other areas identified by the project

Sponsor:

Potential for relocation, isolation, division, or disruption to low income and
minority communities

Air quality impacts on low income and minority communities

Average work week trip length or times by mode for low income and minority
communities

Transit service connectivity between employment sites and low income and
minority communities

Availability and frequency of transit service for low income and minority
communities

Proximity to transportation facilities for low income and minority populations

Proximity to employment sites for low income and minority populations.

Proposed transportation projects are advanced for inclusion in the TIP after this
information is submitted and evaluated. A copy of the “Environmental Justice

Review” form is included on the following pages.

Administrative Responsibility

Sandra M. Seanor, the Executive Director of the Michiana Area Council of
Governments, has responsibility for oversight of the local process. The Executive
Direptor and a team of MACOG senior planners administer the priority selection
process where Title VI and Environmental Justice issues are assessed at the project
level. The MACOG Policy Board, comprised of fifteen local elected officials, has the
responsibility for project approval when each TIP is approved.
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Michiana Area Council of Governments
Environmental Justice Review

In 1964 Title Vi of the Civil Rights Act required each federal agency to ensure that "no person,

on the grounds of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, denied the benefits
of, or subjected to discrimination: under any program or aclivity receiving federal aid. MACOG has
completed the regions’ Title VI programs for transit since 1984. - The implications of the Title VI on the
transportation planning process was further refined by the February 11, 1994 Executivé Order
(12898). The executive order requires each federal agency fo achieve environmental justice by
“identifying and addressing disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental
effects of its programs, policies and activities on minority and fow-income populations.

1.
2.

Provide a detailed map. Project Location:

Have you presented your project for public feview? Attach comments.

No Yes Dates (s)

Is your project located in an environmental justice area? (See attached EJ maps).
Please pinpoint your project on the map.

Total number of all persons affected

Below identify the number of minority or low-income populations(s)
African-American Low-income Hispanic

What are the anticipated impacts of the project on the low-income and minority
populations identified above? Examples:

Potential for re-location, isolation, division or disruption to low-income and minerity communities
Air quality impacts on low-income and minority communities. '

Average workweek trip length or times by mode for low-income and minority
communities.

Transit service connectivity between employment and low-income and minority
communities.

Availability and frequency of transit service for low-income and minority populations.

Proximity to employment for low-income and minority populations.
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Michiana Area Council of Governments
Environmental Justice Review - Page 2

Identify all potential negative impacts:

Identify all potential positive impacts:

Additional comments:

F:fabc/mpoiworkplan/2006fw204 {tip/D03enviren. doe
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EXHIBIT 6

South Bend Public Transportation Corporation (Transpo)
Title VI Internal Review Process
Transpo publishes each project fir public review. Further, before the capital plan is
updated each year it is presented before the Transpo Board of Directors at a public

meeting. Public input is solicited at that time.

Once Transpo submits its projects to MACOG the staff reviews the projects,
determines eligibility, and prioritizes projects for submission in the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP). In conjunction with the TIP, the public notices about the
capital projects are posted and opportunity for public comment is solicited.

Transpo uses polices and standards governing vehicle loads, vehicle assignments,
vehicle headways, route performance, distribution of transit amenities, and transit

access to determine compliance of the public system with Title V.

Review Process / Responsibility for decision Making

Staff Development of Recommendations:
Mary McLain, General Manager

Board Committee Review / Presentation of Staff Recommendations:
Operations Committee — comprised of four Board members, who are designated on

an annuai basis.

Press and Passenger Releases, Solicit Input:
Mary McLain, General Manager

Conduct Public Hearings:
Board of Directors, Chairman, who is elected annually

Take Action:
Board of Directors, by majority vote of nine appointed members.
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Vehicle L.oad Evaluation

Elkhart/Goshen Urbanized Area

Number of | Average Peak Hour Load
Route Name Seats per Hour | Riders per Trip Factor
The BUS .72 14 1:0.188
North Pointe 36 2 1:0.059
Concord Bus 36 16 1:0.441
Heart City Rider/Goshen Transit 112 18.7 1:0.167
South Bend Urbanized Area
Transpo Routes
) Number of | Average Peak Hour Load
Route Number/Name Seats per Hour| Rlders per Trip Factor
1-Madlson/Mishawaka 64 17 1:0.266
2- Bendix/Ardmora 64 17 1:0.266
3A - Portage 32 27 1:0.844
3B- Portage 32 18 1:0.563
4-Lincolnway Wast/Airporf 64 21 1:0.328
§$- N. Michlgan/Laural Woods 32 15 1:0.469
6= 8. Michigan/Erskine Village 64 17 1:0.266
7-Notre Dame/ UP Mall 64 18 1:0.281
8- Miami / Scottsdale 64 15 1:0:234
8- Northside / Mishawaka 84 27 1:0.422
10- Westarn Avenue 64 25 1:0.391
11-Southside/ Mishawaka 64 28 1:0.438
12- Rum Village 64 14 1:0.219
13- Gorby / Town & Country 64 16 1:0.250
14- Sample / Mayflower 64 9 1:0.141
15A- UP Mall/Mishawaka 32 14 1:0.438
;|5b- UP MalliMishawaka 32 17 1:0.531
Downtown Clrculator 156 3 1:0.019
Blackthorn Express 32 2 1:0.063
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EXHIBIT 8
Minority Travel Patterns
Transpo Routes
Average Travel| Number of
From Census Tract To Destination Time Transfers Total Cost

University Park Mall 61 1

Census Tract 4 Scottsdale Mall © 30 1 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park :08 0
University Park Mall 61 1

Census Tract 5 Scottsdale Mail 30 1 75 Cents
Airport Indusirial Park :08 0
University Park Mail 63 1

Census Tract 6 Scottsdale Mall 128 1 75 Cents
Airport Indusirial Park 10 0
University Park Mall 21 0

Census Tract 10 Scottsdale Mall 40 1 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 23 1
University Park Mall :63 1

Census Tract 18 Scottsdaile Mall 28 1 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 110 0]
University Park Mall 32 1

Census Tract 20 Scottsdate Mall 21 1 75 Cents
Airport indusirial Park 40 1
University Park Mall 41 1

Census Tract 21 Scottsdale Mall 44 1 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 57 1
University Park Mall 47 1

Census Tract 23 Scottsdale Malil 36 1 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 60 1
University Park Mall :50 1

Census Tract 27 Scottsdale Mall ‘39 1 75 Cents
Ajrport Industrial Park 63 1
University Park Mall 45 1

Census Tract 29 Scottsdale Mall 16 0 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 58 1
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Non-Minority Travel Patterns
Transpo Routes

EXHIBIT 8 - continued

Average Travel| Number of
From Census Tract To Destination Time Transfers Total Cost

University Park Mall 30 1

Census Tract 12 Scottsdale Mall 36 i 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 30 1
University Park Mall 42 1

Census Tract 16 Scottsdale Mall 40 1 75 Cents
Adrport Industrial Park 45 1
University Park Matl 42 1

Census Tract 32 Scottsdaie Mall 53 1 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 57 1
University Park Mall 45 1

Census Tract 33 Scottsdale Mall 19 0 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 58 1
University Park Mall 64 1

Census Tract 101 Scottsdale Mall 56 1 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 47 1
University Park Mall 72 1

Census Tract 102 Scottsdale Mall 64 1 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 55 1
University Park Mall 62 1

Census Tract 104 Scottsdale Mall 54 1 75 Cents
Airport industrial Park 45 1
University Park Mall 82 1

Census Tract 106 Scottsdale Mall 54 1 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 45 1
University Park Mall 24 0

Census Tract 107 Scottsdale Mali 68 2 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 59 2
University Park Mall 76 1

Census Tract 118 Scottsdale Mall 20 0 75 Cents
Airport Industrial Park 79 1
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EXHIBIT 9
Minority Travel Patterns
The Bus/Concord Bus/North Pointe
Avarage Travel| Number of
From Census Tract To Destination Time Transfers Total Cost
Concord Mall 120 0
Cansus Tract 1 Downtown Goshen nfa nfa $1.00
Downtown Elkhart 40 0
North Pointe Shopping Center 70 1
Concord Mall 30 0
Downtown Goshen n‘a n/a
Census Tract 2 1.00
Downtown Elkhart 50 0 $
North Pointe Shopping Center 70 1
Concord Mall 30 0
Census Tract § Downtown Goshen 15 0 $1.00
Downtown Elkhart 125 0
North Pointe Shopping Center B85 - !
Concord Mall na
Downtown Goshen nfa
Census Tract 19
Downtown Elkhart n/a
Narth Pointe Shapping Center n/a
Cancord Mall 120 0
Downtown Goshen 60 0
Census Tract 21 1.00
! Downtown Elkhart 40 0 $
North Pointe Shopping Center 70 1
Concord Mall 138 0
Census Tract 22 Downtown Goshen 50 ! 50 cents
Downtown Eikhart 127 0
North Peinte Shopping Center 67 1
Concord Mall 122 0
Downtown Goshen 44 1
Census Tract 23 50 cants
Downtown Elkhart ;18 0
North Pointe Shopping Center ;58 1
Concord Mall 44 0
Census Tract 26 Downtown Goshen 81 1 50 cents
Downtown Elkhart 21 0
North Pointe Shopping Center 61 1
Concord Mall 20 0
Downtown Goshen 32 0
Census Tract 27 1.00
Downtown Elkhart 06 0 8
North Pointe Shopping Center 26 V]
Concord Mall 45 0
Downtown Goshen :85 1
Census Tract 28 50 cents
Downtown Elkhart 13 0
North Pginte Shopping Center :30 1
Note: Census Tract 19 has no transit access.
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Non-Minority Travel Patterns
The Bus/Concord Bus/North Pointe

EXHIBIT 9 - continued

Average Travel] Number of
From Census Tract To Destination Time Transfers Tofal Cost
Concord Mall 125 0
Census Tract 3 Downtown Goshen 20 0 $1.00
Downtown Efkhart 55 0
North Paint Shopping Center 75 1
Concord Mall 120 1]
Census Tract 4 Downtown Goshen 08 0 $1.00
Downtown Elkhart 40 0
North Point Shopping Center 65 1
Concord Mall nfa
Census Tract 6 Downtown Goshen ra
Downtown Elkhart n/a
North Point Shopping Center n/a
Concord Mali nfa
Downtown Goshen n/a
Census Tract 7
Downtown Elkhart n/a
North Point Shopping Center n/a
Concord Mall n/a
Census Tract 14 Downtown Goshen n/a
Downtown Elkhart nfa
North Point Shapping Center nfa
Concord Mall nfa
Census Tract 15 Downtown Goshen n/a
Downtown Elkhart nfa
North Point Shopping Center n/a
Concord Mall 66 1
Census Tract 16 Downtown Goshen 78 1 $1.00
Downtown Elkhart 41 0
North Point Shopping Center 10 0
Concord Mall "66 1
Downtown Goshen 78 1
Census Tract 17 1.00.
Downtown Elkhart 41 0 $10
North Point Shopping Center 10 0
Concord Mall nfa B
Census Tract 18 I?owntown Goshen nfa
Downtown Elkhart n‘a
North Point Shopping Center nfa i
Concord Mall 105 0
Downtown Gashen 27 0 ’
Census Tract 20 1.00
Downtown Elkhart 130 1] $
North Pgint Shopping Center 50 1

Notes:Census tracts labled "n/a" with the patttern blocks hava no fransif access.
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EXHIBIT 10
South Bend/Mishawaka 2000 Census Tract Service Map
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This map overlays the Transpo routes on the census tracts in South Bend and
Mishawaka and shows transit coverage to low-income and minority tracts.
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EXHIBIT 11

Elkhart/Goshen 2000 Census Tract Service Map
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This map overlays the three bus routes that comprise The BUS system in Elkhart and
Goshen. ltillustrates how they serve the low-income and minority areas in these

cities.
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EXHIBIT 12

Review and Assessment
Potential Environmental Justice Impacts
Low Income and Minority Populations in the
MACOG Region.

The Michiana Area Council of Governments has since 1986 produced and used Title
Vi data to review and identify low income and minority populations, as part of its
planning procedures. Although, previously used to primarily identify the impacts both
positive and negative to these populations, as they relate to transit MACOG has used
the same practices to identify and address highway impacts in the region.

The MACOG 2030 Transportation Plan identifies the location of minority and low-
income population areas throughout the region. MACOG used census data and local
knowledge to prepare the maps attached as part of this narrative. This
documentation is intended to clarify and fully document the MACOG Environmental
Justice (EJ) efforts throughout the region as they relate to the Transportation Plan

and its planning activities.

HIGHWAY: ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE REVIEW & ASSESSMENT

During the development of the 2025 Transportation Plan the MACOG identified three
potential areas that local and state project implementing agencies should consider as
potential environmental justice impacts. These included:

ISouth Bend Urbanized Ared|

SR23 - Eddy to Corby to Twykenham Drive
Proposed as added travel lanes (5) located in a low income/high minority population

area. Five lanes were opposed by the Neighborhood Center. The City of South Bend

and INDOT worked with local residents of this low-income/minority community and
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the Center to develop a three-lane road design acceptable to the community. Rated

as a Positive Qutcome.

Elkhart-Goshen Urbanized Area

CR17 — US33 at CR17 South
A trailer park was identified as having a population of low income/minority residents.

The Elkhart County worked with the MPQ, residents and the county’s consultant as
part of the environmental assessment process in defining the CR17 corridor and to
address and provide information to the public regarding the project's progress.
Elkhart County worked to mitigate the negative impacts of possible relocétions
through various attrition and public information activities. This project was rated as a

positive outcome.

Eikhart-Goshen Urbanized Ared|

US33 in Goshen-Main $t. to CR 40
Proposed as an added travel lanes project. There has been enormous community

input as documented in the 2025 Transportation Plan. Several years ago a proposal
to route US 33 through a northern corridor aiong 8" St. was made. This corridor,
now referred to as the north connector road, runs through a neighborhood of low
income and minority rental housing. The area has been identified as having potential
environmental justice impacts. INDOT is the implementer of the project and is in the
NEPA phase. Several design alternatives are being reviewed/

No further environmental justice issues were identified in the region regarding the
2030 Transportation Plan highway projects.
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TRANSIT: ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE REVIEW & ASSESSMENT

The public transit system in St. Joseph County is the South Bend Public
Transportation Corporation (SBPTC), which offers fixed route service over sixteen
interconnected routes that operate in the cities of South Bend and Mishawaka, The
SBPTC also operates complementary paratransit service in conformance with ADA

regulations.

- MACOG administers public transportation in Elkhart County in the cities of Elkhart
and Goshen. Demand response service is provided on a 24 hour, 7 day a week
basis, through contracted services. These services are known as Heart City Rider
(HCR) and Goshen Transit Service (GTS). Fixed route service is also offered
through contracted services with a private bus company. Three fixed routes are
operated: one serves the eastside of Elkhart, another connects the cities of Elkhart
and Goshen via the U.S. 33 corridor, and the third services the northern section of

Elkhart.

The distribution of these public transit services has been assessed regularly in
conjunction with Title VI assessment, which is undertaken every three years. The
Federal Transit Administration approved the most recent Title VI submission for
Elkhart and St. Joseph Counties in 1999.

[South Bend Urbanized Area)
The SBPTC operates a fleet of 35-foot transit coaches that are similar coaches and

are used interchangeably on all fixed routes. In this manner, minority and low-income
areas receive the same benefits as the rest of the community. In fact, since the low-
income persons and targeted as transit riders, fixed route service is aligned to serve
low-income and minority residential areas. All of these coaches are lift equipped.
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Paratransit service is operated using accessible vans that operate in a demand

response format and are available in the entire SBPTC service area.

[Elkhart-Goshen Urbanized Areal

HCR and GTS demand response service is available in Eikhart and Goshen using
eight accessible minivans and a fleet of privately owned taxicabs. These vehicles are
dispatched to all areas of the two cities without regard of income or ethnic status.

Fixed route service in the Elkhart-Goshen urbanized area has a history of serving
minority and low-income neighborhood. Seven privately owned 35-foot transit buses
are used to operate the service. The Concord route that serves the eastside of
Elkhart is routed through minority and low-income neighborhoods, linking them to

shopping areas, jobs, and social services.

The BUS route linking Elkhart and Goshen was introduced in October 1999.
Planning for the alignment of this route used 1990 census data to assess the
demographic composition of the transportation corridor. Additional touting was
added in 2004 to extend transit serve to the northern portion of Eikhat. Route
alignments were specifically planned to serve minority and low-income

neighborhoods.
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