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A Note About the 2021 State of the Community Data Book

September 30, 2021

Dear Reader,

This year’s State of the Community Data Book was produced against the backdrop of a resurging glob-
al pandemic with ongoing, substantial local impact. Now, 18 months into national, state, and local
states of emergency and economic contraction, the data included in this report serve as a reference to
the condition of our community leading up to the pandemic, and how our community has fared
through it.

This Data Book includes the most up-to-date information available. When possible, we have added
available 2021 data to illustrate the continued effects of the pandemic on our local economy, commu-
nity, and public services. This pandemic has created statistical outliers that will affect the current and
future reliability of year-over-year comparisons, and the data must be considered within the context
of this unprecedented period in our history.

We hope you enjoy the 2021 State of the Community Data Book.

In Partnership,

Aaron Nelson
President and CEO
The Chamber for a Greater Chapel Hill-Carrboro

Special thank you to Dr. Rebecca Tippett and Thomas Gomes of Carolina Demography for sourcing and or-
ganizing much of the data. Thank you to our data partners Carolina Demography, Orange County, Town of
Carrboro, Town of Chapel Hill, Town of Hillsborough, and the Chamber’s Partnership for a Sustainable Com-
munity, for collaboratively funding this project. And thank you to Jensen Anderson for exceptional work
translating the data into the beautiful slides of this report.
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2021 Context

Orange County + Chatham County + Neighbors
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Orange County has Lowest, and Chatham 3™
Lowest, Rates of Infection in North Carolina

Covid confirmed cases per 100,000 residents, since March 1, 2020 (as of September 24, 2021)

Rasdants (Tolal) 7,366

Chatham County
00,000 Faskkmts {TolalL 8,526
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Weekly Confirmed Cases Declining Again after
Sharp Increase in July and August 2021

Weekly confirmed cases in Orange County since March 1, 2020 (as of September 24, 2021)

Cases by Race for Orange County !

Weekly Cases Trend Takal Casus
L 1 Aearican Indian | 0%
Haashan Nwtive | (30]
Aslan or Pacific | 4%
alandsr i)
400

iack or Arican %
American 1Anap

=Y
H Fra
Other
III I o

supprossny | 1

i j _,.---'III'E.| [ﬁ.luﬂiﬁl Hiiﬁium;,_

EEEIEISCESESSE

L
w oo
£ E 5 MasingDeta 1378

Source: NC Department of Health and Human Services

Vaccination bi Aie in Oranie Count* as of 9.24.21
Percent of Population Vaccinated with at Least One Dose by Age - Orange County i

Weakly Trand Cumulative Total

wor [~

ErREREBYEEISENEUEEE - [ =~
@ ’
= Source: NC Department of Health and Human Services

Vaccination by Race in Orange County as of 9.24.21
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Vaccination by Ethnicity in Orange County as of 9.24.21

Percent of Population Vaccinated with at Least One Dose by Ethnicity - Orange County i

Weekly Trond Cumulative Total
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UNC Chapel Hill Student Vaccination Rate 93%, Employees 87% and
Test Positivity Rate of 0.5% after 229,000 Tests Conducted Since
January 1, 2021
UNC Chapel Hill Dashboard with testing and positivity Jan 1, 2021 through Sept 24, 2021

UNC-Chapel Hill GOVID-19 Tracking
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COVID-19 Cases & Deaths by Race in Orange

10,829 cases & 105 deaths as of 9/21/2021

m White Black ' Asian

Other & Suppressed
3%

22%

% 33%

16% 1%
18%

Total Population COVID Cases COVID Deaths Fully Vaccinated
Population
— Note: Other includes American-Indian, multi-racial, & other race. For COVID data, other also includes
(€ suppressed information
=

Source: U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimates | NC DHHS

COVID-19 Cases & Deaths by Race in Chatham

6,274 cases & 91 deaths as of 9/21/2021

u White Black Asian Other & Supressed

3%

1%,

28% @
1% 46%

12%

14%

41%

Total Population COVID Cases COVID Deaths Fully Vaccinated

Population
— Note: Other includes American-Indian, multi-racial, & other race. For COVID data, other also includes
(1€ suppressed information
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Numbers may not sum to 100% due to rounding,

Source: U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimates | NC DHHS
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COVID-19 Cases & Deaths by Ethnicity in Orange

10,829 cases & 105 deaths as of 9/21/2021
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== Note: Ethnicity datais missing for 2,526 cases and 1 death.

&

Source: U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimates | NC DHHS

COVID-19 Cases & Deaths by Ethnicity in Chatham

6,274 cases & 91 deaths as of 9/21/2021

12% 11%
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46%
3%
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COVID-19 Cases & Deaths by Age in Orange

10,829 cases & 105 deaths as of 9/21/2021
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimates | NC DHHS

COVID-19 Cases & Deaths by Age in Chatham

6,274 cases & 91 deaths as of 9/21/2021
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Educational Attainment

Percent of Residents with a Bachelor Degree or Higher

Percent of residents 25+ with a bachelor degree or higher, 2019
Cornbridge, A Cambridge, MA, 79%
Soider, 0 Chapel Hill, NC, 77%

Carrboro, NC Carrboro, NC, 71%

Orange County, NC Orange County, NC, 60%

Wake County, NC Wake County, NC, 53%

Hillsborough, NC

Austin, TX Hillshorough, NC, 52%

Durham County, NC Durham County, NC, 48%
Athens-Clarke Co unfed, GA

Chathame 325&5,’5: Chatham County, NC, 42%

Columbus, OH

Alamance County, NC Alamance County, NC, 25%

Source: American Community Survey 2015-2019 5-Year Estimates
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Percent of Residents with a Doctorate Degree

Percent of residents 25+ with a doctorate degree, 2019

Cambridge, MA Cambridge, MA, 14%

Chapel Hil, K
"’“"E“‘cﬂ‘;i"\f::;m Chapel Hill, NC, 14%
Cartboro, NC Carrboro, NC, 10%

‘Orange County, NC. Orange County, NC, 9%

Gainesville, FL Durham County, NC, 5%
Ourham County, NC
Hlshoroueh e Hillsborough, NC, 4%
nta Cara

Chatham County, NC
Boston, MA
Surington, VT
Wake County, NC Wake County, NC, 3%
Austin, X
San Jose, A
Columbus, OH
Alamance County, NC Alamance County, NC, 1%

Chatham County, NC, 4%

Source: American Community Survey 2015-2019 5-Year Estimates

Population Growth
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Fastest Growth in Triangle, Charlotte, Wilmington
Population growth rate (%) for NC counties, 2010-2020

26 28

. S

Source: US Census Bureau

Wake Suburbs Among Fastest-Growing Areas in Region
Population growth rate (%) by census tract, 2010-2020

. - #“t' §

- 10% i - 50%
- 10%
o 10%
B 0% o50%
—

Source: US Census Bureau
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Chapel Hill and Carrboro Grow Less Than 1% Per
Year, Hillsborough Averages 4.6% 2010 to 2020

2010 and 2020 population totals, growth rate over the decade, as well local annual growth rates

2020 County Population Totals

Wake County 1,129,410
Percent Growth  Annual Growth
2010 2020 2010 to 2020 Rate
Durham Count:
Orange County 133,801 148,696 1% 11% rham ounty 324,833
Hillsborough 6,087 9,660 59% 4.6% Alamance County 171,415
Carrboro 19,582 21,295 9% 0.8%
Chapel Hill 57,233 61,960 8% 0.8% Orange County 148,696
Chatham County 63,505 76,285 20% 1.8%
North Carolina 9535483 10,439,388 9% 0.9% Chatham County . 76,285
:/I.::_ :/I'::'
= Source: US Census Bureau = Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census
25 26

Chatham 3rd Fastest-Growing Among Peer Counties Population Gains Since 2010 Smallest in Chatham County
Percentage population growth 2010-2020 Numeric population growth, 2010-2020
Wake County 25% North Carolina 903,905
Durham County 21% Wake County 228,417
Alamance County 13% Alamance County 20,284
Orange County 11% Orange County 14,895
North Carolina 9% Chatham County I 12,780
= =
N Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census = Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census
27 28

2020 Local Municipal Population Totals Mebane Exceeds All Neighbors in Numeric Growth
Numeric population growth, 2010-2020

Chapel Hill (Total) 61,960 Mebane (Total) 6,404

Chapel Hill (Orange County) 59,054 Chapel Hill (Total) 4,727

Carrboro _ 21,295 Chapel Hill (Orange County) 4,657

Mebane (Total) 17,797 Hillsborough 3,573
Hillsborough 9,660 carrboro | 1.713
Pittsboro 4,537 Mebane (Orange County) 1,378
Mebane (Orange County) 3,171 Pittsboro 794
29 30



Mebane’s Population Growth Rate Exceeds Neighbors

Percentage population growth, 2010-2020

Orange County 2010s Population Increases on Par
with Growth in the 1960s

Numeric growth by decade, 1930-2020

Mebane (Orange County) 77%
24,376
Hillsborough 59%
19,348
16,796
Mebane (Total) 56% 14,737 15,574 14,895
Pittsboro 21% 11,363
8,535
Carrboro - 9%
1,901

Chapel Hill (Orange County) 9%

Chapel Hill (Total) 8% 1930s 1940s 1950s 1960s 1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s

(=3 Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census L= Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census
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2010s Orange County’s Second-Slowest Decade of
Growth Since the 1930s

Percent population increase by decade, 1930-2020

49%

34%  34%

26%
25% 229,

1930s 1940s 1950s 1960s 1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s

Chatham County Decennial Population Growth
Second Largest Ever

Numeric growth by decade, 1930-2020

14,176

12,780
10,570
e 53
203 219 I
549 666 1’ .
09 05 o

1930s 1940s 1950s 1960s 1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s

=, Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census = Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census

Growth 1970s
o Numeric growth by decade, 1970-2020
Percent population increase by decade, 1930-2020
20%
16% 2,800
13% 2,278
10% 1,710
2%
- = H
1930s  1940s  1950s  1960s  1970s  1980s  1990s  2000s  2010s 1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
= Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census = Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census
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Decennial Population Growth in Carrboro Less than

2010s Chapel Hill’s Slowest Decade of Population Growth

10 Pe rcent Numeric growth by decade, 1970-2020
Percent population increase by decade, 1970-2020 1 1‘21 4
65%
7,308
15% 28% 6,222 6,290
4,554
17%
- =
1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s 1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
= Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census = Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census
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2010s Slowest-Growing Decade for Chapel Hill Since 1970s

Percent population increase by decade, 1970-2020

Hillsborough’s 2010s Population Growth Twice as
Large as any Previous Decade

Numeric growth by decade, 1970-2020

24% 24% 3,053
19% 19%
1,575
8% 1,244 1,183
641

1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s 1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
@ €
= Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census = Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census
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Hillsborough Population Grows 59% in the 2010s

Percent population increase by decade, 1970-2020

Share of Population 65+ Increased Statewide, Locally
Population proportion 65+, April 1, 2010 vs. July 1, 2019

109% %
17% 18% 17%
15% 15%
14%
59% 13% 12%
10% 10%
41% 8
28%
12%
North Carolina  Orange Chatham Durham Alamance Wake
1970s 1980s 1990s 2000s 2010s
— — m 2010 2019
( — '|/-
= Source: US Census Bureau Decennial Census = Source: U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimates
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Increases in 65+ Drove Majority of NC, County Growth
Share of 2010-2019 population growth due to 65+ growth
chatharn - N 63.5%
Orange 59.5% C t f
North Carolina 54.3% o m po n e n S o
Population Change
Durham 34.0%
Wake 27.2%
(E (@
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimates =
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Ne? Mlgrat!on Drove Population Growth for Orange & Majority of Orange County Growth from Migration
Nelgh bors in 2019-2020 Components of Orange County’s estimated 15,385-person growth, 2010-2020
Rate of net migration and natural increase (births-deaths) per 1,000 residents, July 1, 2019-June 30, 2020
15,385
20.7 12,291
12.4 12.0 5,249 5,994
8.0
4.6 5.4 5.3
1.4
- 04 I o
-2.9 , -8,180 ' .
Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake Total Change Births Deaths Dc?mes.tlc InteArnatllonaI
Migration Migration

B Natural Increase Rate Net Migration Rate Note: The difference between total change and the sum of the individual components of change is known as the "residual.” It is not shown here.

= —
\L =, Source: US. Census Bureau Population Estimates \I. = Source: U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimates
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Average Annual Rates of Vital Events, Orange vs. NC,
2010-2020

Domestic Migration Drives Growth in Chatham County
Components of Chatham County’s estimated 12,262-person growth, 2010-2019

11.9 12,262 12,619
8.5 8.8 78 6,512
= 7.0
5.6 5.2
4.1
2.9 3.1 3.7 1
1.8
-6,940
Natural Births Deaths Net Migration Dcl>mes.t|c Inte.rnat{onal Total Change Births Deaths Domestic International
Increase Migration Migration Migration Migration
Orange County North Carolina . .
Note: The difference between total change and the sum of the individual components of change is known as the "residual.” It is not shown here.

(1 = 'I/?
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau Population Estimates = Source: US Census Bureau Population Estimates
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Average Annual Rates of Vital Events, Chatham
vs. NC, 2010-2020

17.7 17.7
12.
9.3 9.9 g7
6.8
= B T d Ethnici

_ Race and Ethnicity
-0.6

Natural Births Deaths Net Migration ~ Domestic International

Increase Migration Migration

m Chatham County North Carolina

= Source: US Census Bureau Population Estimates =
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Orange County Population by Race/Ethnicity

Changes in racial makeup by decade

2% 3% 6%
m All Other Races 3% 4% 7%
16% 4% 8%
Asian 12%
Hispanic
Black
m White

Values less than
1% not labeled

1990 2000 2010 2020

L Note: All Other Races includes American Indian, Other race, and Multiracial.
N Source: U.S. Census Bureau Decennial Census

Orange Minority Population by Race/Ethnicity

Changes in racial/ethnic makeup by decade

60,000
Black M Hispanic Asian All Other Races

50,000 8,161
40,000 3,360 12,615
30,000
20,000
1000 14,847 16,175 15,722 15,571

0

1990 2000 2010 2020

e Note: All Other Races includes American Indian, Other race, and Multiracial. .
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau Decennial Census
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Chatham Minority Population by Race/Ethnicity

Changes in racial/ethnic makeup by decade
25,000
Black  ® Hispanic Asian All Other Races
P 3,442

20,000

709

15,000

10,000

>0 8794 8,355 8,272 7,768
0
1990 2000 2010 2020

L Note: All Other Races includes American Indian, Other race, and Multiracial.
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau Decennial Census

Chapel Hill Minority Population by Race/Ethnicity

Changes in racial/ethnic makeup by decade

Black m Hispanic Asian All Other Races

25,000
3,406
20,000
15,000 9,294
6,786
10,000
3:(.]8 3,638 4,734
5,000 e—
4,840 5,517 5,460 5,848
0
1990 2000 2010 2020

WE Note: All Other Races includes American Indian, Other race, and Multiracial.
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau Decennial Census
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Carrboro Minority Population by Race/Ethnicity

Changes in racial/ethnic makeup by decade

Black ® Hispanic Asian All Other Races

9,000
8,000
7000 1,301
6,000 57 1,891
5000 — 1,592
4,000
3000 2,062 2,706 2,723
2,000
1,000 11,916 2,231 1,933 2,142
0
1990 2000 2010 2020

L Note: All Other Races includes American Indian, Other race, and Multiracial.

=

Source: U.S. Census Bureau Decennial Census

Hillsborough Minority Population by Race/Ethnicity

Changes in racial/ethnic makeup by decade

Black ® Hispanic Asian All Other Races

4,000
3,500 593
3,000 218
2,500
2,000 404 e87
1,500
1,000 1,660 1,893 1,777 1,786
500
0
1990 2000 2010 2020

e Note: All Other Races includes American Indian, Other race, and Multiracial.
2 Source: U, Census Bureau Decennial Census

=
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State and County Minority Make-Up (2020)

21%

1% 12% 12%

10% 9% gy

3% 3% 3% 2% 29

North Carolina Orange County Chatham County

Black m Hispanic (Any Race) ' Asian or Pacific Islander ~ All Other*
*includes American-indian, multi-racial, and other races

= Source: U.S. Census Bureau Decennial Census

Municipality Minority Make-Up (2020)

18%
15%
13%
9% 10% 9% 10%
8%
5% 6% 6%
2%
Chapel Hill Carrboro Hillsborough
Black m Hispanic (Any Race) ' Asian or Pacific Islander ~ All Other*
= *includes American-Indian, multi-racial, and other races
\I- =, Source: U.S. Census Bureau Decennial Census
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Population Projections

Three Models for Projecting Growth

Exponential Linear Linear
(2010-2020) (1990-2010) (2010-2020)
Orange 1.1% 1,998 people 1,490 people
Chatham 1.8% 1,237 people 1,278 people
Carrboro 0.8% 372 people 171 people
Chapel Hill 0.8% 926 people 473 people
Hillsborough 4.6% 91 people 357 people
@
= Source: Decennial Census
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Orange County Population Projections Chatham County Population Projections
Linear (1990-2010) Linear (2010-2020) Exponential (2010-2020) Linear (1990-2010) === Linear (2010-2020) Exponential (2010-2020)
300,000 225,000
228,596
225,000 226,808 158,842
150,000 m
148,696 208,276
150,000 76,285 125,777
75,000 '-'
75,000
; 0
2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060
actual = actual
= Source: Decennial Census; projections by Carolina Demography = Source: Decennial Census; projections by Carolina Demography
61 62
Chapel Hill Population Projections Carrboro Population Projections
Linear (1990-2010) Linear (2010-2020) Exponential (2010-2020) Linear (1990-2010) === Linear (2010-2020) Exponential (2010-2020)
125,000 50,000
100,000 99'004 40,000
85,108 36,191
B 61,960 80,368 P 1205 29,782
50,000 20,000 Ax-xﬂuuw
25,000 10,000
0 0
2020 2030 2040 2050 2060 2020 2030 2040 2050 2060
actual actual
= Source: Decennial Census; projections by Carolina Demography = Source: Decennial Census; projections by Carolina Demography
63 64
Hillsborough Population Projections Chapel Hill Projected Population Density
Population per square mile, projecting with linear 2010-2020
Linear (1990-2010) Linear (2010-2020) Exponential (2010-2020) 3 090 3:309
- 2,871 !
o 61,273 ’ 2342 2,330
45,000
30,000
23,952
15,000 9,660 13,308
o
2020 2030 2040 2050 2060

actual

Source: Decennial Census; projections by Carolina Demography

1980 Census 1990 Census 2000 Census 2010 Census 2020 Census 2030 Projected 2040 Projected

= Source: Decennial Census; projections by Carolina Demography
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3,754
3,437

2,970

1980 Census 1990 Census 2000 Census
o~

Carrboro Projected Population Density

Population per square mile, projecting with linear 2010-2020

3,818

3,553
3'289 I I

2010 Census 2020 Census 2030 Projected 2040 Projected

Source: Decennial Census; projections by Carolina Demography

Hillsborough Projected Population Density

Population per square mile, projecting with linear 2010-2020

2,964
2,334

1,704
1,398
! 1,201 1,189 1,142

1980 Census 1990 Census 2000 Census 2010 Census 2020 Census 2030 Projected 2040 Projected
P

(@
=, Source: Decennial Census; projections by Carolina Demography
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Towns in 2020

Population per square mile, 2020

2020 Chapel Hill

2040 Chapel Hill
Madison (WI1)
Bloomington (IN)
Boulder (CO)
Burlington (VT)
Ann Arbor (M)

Charlottesville (VA)
=

Chapel Hill Less Dense in 2040 Than Peer College

Carvoro | 39

2,871
3,309
3,391
3,408
4112
4,339
4,392
4,544

Source: Decennial Census; projections by Carolina Demography

Wages and Income

=

69
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Orange (1), $42,231
$45,000 Wake (2), $40,982

$40,000 | (1. Chatham (3), $40,967
$35,000 Durham (6), $35,398

$30,000
$25,000
$20,000
$15,000
$10,000

$5,000

Orange County Highest Per Capita Income in State

Alamance (37), $27,312

Hyde (100), $18,245

Source: 5-Year American Community Survey 2019

Wake Leads, Orange 2" in Regional Median
Household Income in 2019

Household Income is the total annual earnings of all members of a household, whether they are a family or
separate individuals living together (Distinct from Median Family Income and Per Capita Income)

743 $84,377
74,314 $70,258
: $65,541 $65,712
$57,963 $57,388
Orange Chatham Durham Alamance Wake North United
F Carolina States
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (SAIPE)
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Median Household Income Adjusted for Inflation $2019

Household Income is the total annual earnings of all members of a household, whether they are a family or
separate individuals living together (Distinct from Median Family Income and Per Capita Income)
$95,000

Orange Leads, Chatham Trails Neighboring Counties in
Adjusted Median Household Income Growth 2010 to 2019

Percent change in median household income from 2010 to 2019, adjusted for inflation $2019

Orange 31.3%
$25,000 Wake, $84,377
Alamance 26.9%
$75.000 Orange, $74,314
Chatham, $70,258 Wake 24.5%
$65,000 lllls'hs65'7$1625 a1
urham,
Y Durham .0%
Alamance, $57,963 24.0%
$55,000
NC, $57,388 North Carolina 20.1%
$45,000 .
United States 19.3%
$35,000
w0 wm e s ww s s aom s o Chatham | 18.3%
= =
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (SAIPE) = Source: U.S. Census Bureau Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (SAIPE)

Orange Leads, Chatham Trails, Neighboring Counties in
Inflation Adjusted Income Growth 2010 to 2019

Dollar change in median household income from 2010-2019, adjusted for inflation $2019

Orange Ranks 1%t, Chatham 2" in Average AGI

Average adjusted gross income (AGI) on tax returns, 2018

Orange $17,715 Average AGI on All Returns Rank (of 100 Counties)
Wake $16,598
Orange County $105,988 1
Durham $12,696
Chatham County $94,255 2
Alamance $12,275
Chathom - I $10,352 Wake County 592,888 ’
United States $10,641 Durham County $71,222 9
North Carolina $9,611 Alamance County $55,405 34
(E
\ = Source: U.S. Census Bureau Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (SAIPE) Source: IRS
75 76

Orange Ranks 1%, Chatham 7t" in AGI for Itemized Returns

Average adjusted gross income (AGI) on itemized tax returns, 2018

Average AGI on Itemized Returns Rank (of 100 Counties)

Orange Top Ten in Dollars Given to Charity

Average itemized contribution to charitable causes on tax returns, 2018

Average Itemized Contributions Rank (of 100 Counties)

Reported

Orange County $285,973 1 Orange County $14,194 9

Wake County $235,781 7 Wake County $12,897 16

Chatham County $223,279 10 Alamance County $12,043 26

Durham County $171,996 28 Chatham County $12,037 27

Alamance County $163,332 35 Durham County $10,855 50

:-’:'::' :/:':"'
= Source: IRS = Source: IRS
77 78
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Orange and Chatham Rank Near Bottom on Percent
of AGI Contributed to Charitable Causes

Average adjusted gross income (AGI) percent contributed to charitable causes on tax returns, 2018

Residents of Chowan County Contribute Highest % of
AGI to Charitable Causes

NC counties with the highest percent of adjusted gross income (AGI) contributed to charitable causes, 2018

Rank (of 100

Qveesiicmized % AGI Donated Counties) Percent of

Percent of AGI Contributed Rank (of 100 Counties) Contribution e ——
ontribute
Alamance County 7% 56 Chowan County $26,045 13% 1
Durham County 6% 76 Bertie County $10,218 1% 2
Wake County 5% 88 Anson County $9,533 1% 3
Chatham County 5% 89 Martin County $9,876 10% 4
Orange County 5% 95 Greene County $2,120 10% 5
Source: IRS Source: IRS
79 80
Cost of Living: Composite Index
(100 = national average)
200
San Francisco, CA
150
° ° Charlottesville, VA Madi18:7n, wi
Cost of Living i e
Chapel Hill purham Raleigh 102 Chattanooga TN 104
90 97 94
50
0
Source: C2ER (Council for Community and Economic Research), Q1 2020~ Q1 2021

Cost of Living: Healthcare Index

(100 = national average)

150

San Francisco, CA Ann Arbor, MI
125
Charlottesville, VA Madison, Wi
Austin, TX 125
108
100 Raleigh
Chapel Hill Durham 103 Chattanooga TN
95 92 95
50

—
= Source: C2ER (Council for Community and Economic Research), Q1 2020— Q1 2021

Cost of Living: Grocery Index

(100 = national average)

150
San Francisco, CA
131

Ann Arbor, MI
Charlottesville, VA Chattanooga TN 109
Durham N 99 Austin, TX 100 i
100 Chapel Hill 93 Raleigh 92 Madison, Wi
87 90 109

Source: C2ER (Council for Community and Economic Research), Q1 2020 - Q1 2021
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Cost of Living: Transportation Index

(100 = national average)

San Francisco, CA
150
Madison, WI
Durham  Raleigh 103 Ann Arbor, MI
100 9% 95 Austin, TX Chattanooga TN 94
89 90
Chapel Hill Charlottesville, VA
86 6
50
Source: C2ER (Council for Community and Economic Research), Q1 2020- Q1 2021

Cost of Living: Housing Index

(100 = national average) *San Francisco, CA: 355.6

150
Charlottesville, XA Ann Arbor, MI
15

ustin, TX Madison, WI 116
m
" Raleigh Chattanooga TN
100 Cha|;eol Hill 93 02

Durham
78

Source: C2ER (Council for Community and Economic Research), Q1 2020~ Q1 2021

Employers and Employment

Orange County Top 25 Employers

As listed by the NC Dept of Commerce in 2019. Some are no longer located in Orange County.
Chamber staff has added additional descriptions (in parentheses)

1. UNC Chapel Hill 13. Wellspring Grocery (Whole Foods)

2. UNC Health Care System 14. AKG Of America

3. NC Health (UNC Health) 15. PHE Inc

4. Chapel Hill-Carrboro City Schools 16. Summit Design & Engineering Service

5. Local Government (Orange County 17. Carol Woods Retirement Community
Government) 18. Performance Automall

6. Orange County Schools 19. Weaver Street Market

7. Town Of Chapel Hill 20. Westrock Services LLC

8. Wal-Mart Associates 21. Noom Inc.

9. Eurosport 22. U S Postal Service

10. Harris Teeter 23. Residential Services

11. Food Lion 24. Piedmont Health Services

12. United Parcel Service 25. Strata Solar

Source: Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (QCEW) via NC Department of Commerce

Chatham County Top 25 Employers

As listed by the NC Dept of Commerce in 2019. Some are no longer located in Orange County.
Chamber staff has added additional descriptions (in parentheses)

1. Chatham County Schools 14. Fitch Creations (Fearrington)

2. Chatham County Government 15. Brookwood Farms

3. Mountaire Farms Of NC 16. The Laurels Of Chatham

4. Carolina Meadows 17. Scotts & Associates

5. Galloway Ridge 18. Mas Acme Usa

6. Wal-Mart Associates 19. Southern Veneer Specialty Products
7. NC Health (UNC Health) 20. Sunrise Home Care

8. Flakeboard America Limited 21. Packers Sanitation Services

9. Harris Teeter 22. Town & Country Hardware Stores
10. Piedmont Health Services 23. Palletone Of North Carolina

11. Food Lion 24. Governors Club

12. Aegis Home Care 25. Genesis Administrative Services LLC

_ 13. Lowes Home Centers

Source: Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (QCEW) via NC Department of Commerce

Top 10 Orange County Industries by Number of Enterprises

Organized by NAICS code

Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services 928
Other Services (except Public Administration) 571
Health Care and Social Assistance 420
Accommodation and Food Services 342
Retail Trade 340
Construction 328
Finance and Insurance 244
Real Estate and Rental and Leasing 203
Educational Services 175

Information 160

Source: Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (QCEW) via NC Department of Commerce
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Top 10 Orange County Industries by Average Employment

Organized by NAICS code

Educational Services 21,008
Health Care and Social Assistance 18,805
Retail Trade 6,353
Accommodation and Food Services 4,666
Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services 3,755
Public Administration 2,615
Other Services (except Public Administration) 1,982
Construction 1,810
Finance and Insurance 1,179
Information 1,083
= Source: Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (QCEW) via NC Department of Commerce

Organized by NAICS code

Top 10 Orange County Industries by Total Wages (in millions)

Educational Services $1,650
Health Care and Social Assistance $1,136
Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services $364
Retail Trade $224
Finance and Insurance $178
Information $148
Public Administration $137
Construction $116
Accommodation and Food Services $96
Other Services (except Public Administration) 391
=, Source: Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (QCEW) via NC Department of Commerce

91

92

Top 10 Chatham County Industries by Number of Enterprises

Organized by NAICS code

Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services [ IIIIEIEEEGEGEGEGEEEEEN 248
Construction I 221
Other Services (except Public Administration) N 180
Retail Trade [N 151
Health Care and Social Assistance NN 130
Accommodation and Food Services NN 102
Finance and Insurance [N 80
Wholesale Trade | NN 80
Real Estate and Rental and Leasing [N 74
Transportation and Warehousing [ 52

= Source: Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (QCEW) via NC Department of Commerce

Top 10 Chatham County Industries by Average Employment

Organized by NAICS code

Health Care and Social Assistance I 2,396
Retail Trade NG 1,721
Accommodation and Food Services NN 1,373
Construction [N 1,113
Public Administration IR 1,041
Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services | 656
Transportation and Warehousing I 537
Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing and Hunting [N 532
Other Services (except Public Administration) [N 452
Wholesale Trade [N 417

\:_-'/ Source: Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (QCEW) via NC Department of Commerce

93

94

Top 10 Chatham County Industries by Total Wages (in millions)

Organized by NAICS code

Health Care and Social Assistance I $91
Construction NG $55
Retail Trade INIEEEGEGEGEGNGNGNGG—G $48
Public Administration I $47
Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services I $42
Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing and Hunting NN $34
Transportation and Warehousing [N $25
Accommodation and Food Services NN $25
Wholesale Trade [N $24
Finance and Insurance [N $20

= Source: Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (QCEW) via NC Department of Commerce

Orange County Employer Firms

(Firms with Employees)

=

95

96
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Estimated Number
of Orange County
Employer Firms

Carrboro, 391

Rest of Orange, (14%)
671 (23%)

Estimated Sales,

Value of
Shipments, or Rest of Orange,
Revenue of $1,802,428

Orange County

Total = 2,885 H
Hillsborough, E'mployer Firms
321 (11%) (in $1,000s) Hillsborough,
Chapel Hill, 1,502 Total = $7.77 billion 1,475,700 Chapel Hill,
(52%) $3,837,385
\I‘ =, Source: Census Bureau, 2017 Business Survey \I‘ = Source: Census Bureau, 2017 Business Survey
97 98
Estimated Minority-Owned Employer Firms
. Estimated number of minority-owned firms with employees by county
Estimated Rest of
range,
Annual Payroll of $276,362 1,051
Orange County
E_mployer Flrms Hillsborough,
(|n SI,OOOS) $266,725
Total = $1.594 billion Chapel Hil, 349 262 318
$905,283 155
Orange Chatham Durham Alamance Johnston
= Source: Census Bureau, 2017 Business Survey = Source: Census Bureau, 2017 Business Survey

99

100

total payroll
m % of All Firms
12% 12%
11%
4%
3%3% |3%3x I‘%
Chapel Hill Orange Chatham
County County

€
=2

Minority-Owned Employers Make Up 11-18% of All Firms

Estimated minority-owned employer firms as percent of all firms, percent of total sales, and percent of

% of Total Sales % of Total Payroll

18%

15%
1% 1% 12%
4%
24,3% Iz% 3% 29,3% 3% sz 3%

Durham Alamance Johnston  Wake County North
County County County Carolina

Source: Census Bureau, 2017 Business Survey

payroll
m % of All Firms % of Total Sales % of Total Payroll
6.7%
3.8%
1.9% 2.5% 2.2%
IO.Z% 0.2% 0.5%0-8% Io.a% 0.4% IO.B% 0.7% 0.4%0-6%
Chapel Hill Durham County Alamance County Johnston County ~ Wake County

Note: Orange & Chatham County values for this are not reported due to data
o suppression due to quality control. This is likely because of a very small sample size.

Black-Owned Employers Less Than 7% of All Firms

Estimated Black-owned employer firms as percent of all firms, percent of total sales, and percent of total

3.5%

0. 5%0.9%

North Carolina

L
= Source: Census Bureau, 2017 Business Survey

101

102
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Hispanic-Owned Employers Less Than 4% of All Firms

Estimated Hispanic-owned firms as percent of all firms, percent of total sales, and percent of total payroll

| % of All Firms % of Total Sales % of Total Payroll
3.9% 3.9%
3.8% 3.4%
2.9%
2.1%
.0%1.0% 1.2% 1.1% 1.0%
I0.7%o.5% 1.0% 0.5% 0.4% 0.6% 0.6% 0-7%
Chapel Hill Orange County  Durham County Johnston County ~ Wake County North Carolina

Note: Chatham County values for this are not reported due to data suppression due
— quality control. This is likely because of a very small sample size.

LU
= Source: Census Bureau, 2017 Business Survey

Durham (37%) Leads Counties and Hillsborough (21%) Leads
Cities in Minority-Owned Businesses

Estimated minority-owned firms as percent of all firms

Durham County (NC) 37%
United States 29%
Wake County (NC) 26%
North Carolina 23%

Hillsborough (NC)
Alamance County (NC)
Johnston County (NC)

21%
21%
20%

Carrboro (NC) IEEE— 15%

Ann Arbor (MI) 15%
Orange County (NC) 14%
Chapel Hill (NC) 14%
Madison (WI) 14%
Chatham County (NC) me— 12%
— Bloomington (IN) 10%

(A
= Source: Census Bureau, 2017 Business Survey

103

104

33% of Carrboro Firms are Women-Owned

Estimated women-owned employer firms as percent of all firms, percent of total sales, and percent of total
payroll

33%
W % of All Firms % of Total Sales = % of Total Payroll
23%
0%, 22% 22% 20% 21% 20%
18% 17%
8% 8% 7%
6% 6% % 6%
4% 3% 4% 4%
2%3% 2%

Carrboro Chapel Hill Orange Chatham Durham Alamance Wake County North
P County County County County Carolina
\‘ =, Source: Census Bureau, 2017 Business Survey

Durham Leads Counties and Carrboro Leads Municipalities
in Women-Owned Firms

Estimated women-owned firms as percent of all firms

Durham County (NC) 42%
Orange County (NC) 36%
Carrboro (NC) 36%
United States 36%
Wake County (NC) 36%
North Carolina 36%
Chatham County (NC) 35%
Madison (W1) 35%
Alamance County (NC) 35%
Chapel Hill (NC) 34%
Ann Arbor (MI) 32%
Johnston County (NC) 32%
Hillsborough (NC) 31%
== Bloomington (IN) 30%
\I_ e Source: Census Bureau, 2017 Business Survey

106

Unemployment

Annual Unemployment Drops Below 4% in 2019,
Then Up to Near 6% Locally in 2020

Annual unemployment rate (unadjusted), 1990-2020

12%

10%

8%

6%

4% \_/
2%

0%

PP S PP HD FD PP DD E PP DO DD D P © D P DD
S o & S $P 55 $ P PSP
@»‘3@@@@'3@Q@@w@w@x§w@w§m@'\5§qx§w@m@@w°'9'19'\91“'9'9"9'\91“

— Chapel Hill ==Chatham County North Carolina Orange County

= Source: Local Area Unemployment Statistics (LAUS) via NC Department of Commerce

107
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Monthly Unemployment Peaks in May 2020. Up
Slightly in June From April 2021 Low

Monthly unemployment rate (unadjusted), 1/2019-6/2021

o
13% Peak in May 2020 June 2021
11% Chapel Hill: 8.6% Chapel Hill: 4.0%

0% Orange: 9.0% Orange: 3.7%

o Chatham: 9.1% Chathal 9%

7% Durham: 11.2% Durham: 4.3%

5% ‘_’\'\/

3% = P

1%

& \w“i,\w“”‘,\w‘i\w‘“i\w‘ﬂw %\”"i\ @z‘\@;@e\n o q)q{g'\;‘\"?m \@&& \&Q«\W“&\@l\”&e\”‘%\ é,wx\@xﬁmﬁm SES

Chapel Hill ==Chatham County Orange County Durham County

Source: Local Area Unemployment Statistics (LAUS) via NC Department of Commerce

Unlike Great Recession, Covid Unemployment Returns to

Pre-Pandemic Levels in 12 Months
Monthly unemployment rate (unadjusted), 1/2008 — 6/2021

Chapel Hill =Chatham County =—North Carolina —Orange County -~ Durham County

14%
12% Beginning of
I Pandemic
10%
AN (
& Y AN ‘
I
6% AW |
N Valra 7 B\
4% =~ AN 4
N A\~ VIR v
, End of Great
2% Recession
0%
R R B R R I TN S R S P R I >
& & S S S S S S S S S S
RUIACER AR G «\W «\W A AP QAP QAP AP AT AT QAP AR AR WA

Source: Local Area Unemployment Statistics (LAUS) via NC Department of Commerce

109

Monthly Unemployed Individuals Half of May Peak

Monthly unemployed individuals, 1/2019 — 6/2021

Chapel Hill ~ ==Chatham County Orange County
7,000
(16,516

6,000
5000
4,000

2,985 2,952
3,000
2000 1,414

2,429
1,000 1,279

O O DD D S P
& s

S S S S S S S S SIS S0 0 80 0 P P P P
R R G A O K G G R R U Gl o

Source: Local Area Unemployment Statistics (LAUS) via NC Department of Commerce

Available Jobs

111

Orange County Has 4,000 Open Positions, 1,000 in
Healthcare Including 257 Reglstered Nurses

Orange County Jobs Snapshot, September 16, 2021

4.0k 33.6k 3.6%

- 36.4% - TSR - L.5pp

- B »110%

Source: Burning Glass Technologies

Orange County September 2021 Job Openings

Number of open positions in Orange County top 10 hiring employers (September 16, 2021)

University of North Carolina 588
UNC Health Care System 494
CHCCS 66

Amazon 59
Aramark 41
Piedmont Health Services 38
Hyatt 33
Orange County Schools 32

Food Lion 29
Wakemed 29

Source: Burning Glass Technologies

113
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Durham County September 2021 Job Openings

Number of open positions in Durham County’s top 10 hiring employers (September 16, 2021)

Duke University

1BM 483
Labcorp 313
Durham Public Schools 208
Iqvia 191
Cisco Systems Inc 183
Wakemed 164
Fidelity Brokerage Services 160
Blue Cross NC 158
Research Triangle Institute 120

1,905

Source: Burning Glass Technologies

Orange and Chatham County Industry Sectors Hiring

Open positions in Orange and Chatham County in the top 10 industry sectors (September 16, 2021)

Health Care & Social Assistance 1,203
Educational Services 637
Accommodation & Food Services 509
Retail Trade 424
Public Administration 237

Professional, Scientific, & Technical Services 145

Manufacturing 137

Finance & Insurance 128
Administrative and Support and Waste... 112
Real Estate, Rental, & Leasing 109

Source: Burning Glass Technologies

Orange County High-Demand Jobs

Number of open positions in the top 10 high-demand jobs (September 16, 2021)

Registered Nurses

Retail Salespersons

Secretaries and Administrative Assistants,...

Medical and Health Services Managers

Combined Food Preparation and Serving Workers
Nursing Assistants

Customer Service Representatives

Laborers and Freight, Stock, and Material Movers
Managers, All Other

First-Line Supervisors of Retail Sales Workers

257
88
86
82
74
74
69
68
65
61

Source: Burning Glass Technologies

Orange, Durham, and Chatham High-Demand Jobs

Number of open positions in the top 10 high-demand jobs (September 16, 2021)

Software Developers, Applications 2,453
Registered Nurses 2,051
Managers, All Other 1,788
Sales Representatives, Wholesale and... 1,715
Retail Salespersons 1'354
Customer Service Representatives 1,218
First-Line Supervisors of Retail Sales Workers 966
Combined Food Preparation and Serving Workers 904
Maintenance and Repair Workers, General 795

Medical and Health Services Managers 787

Source: Burning Glass Technologies

Young Workers

Total Number of Young Workers in Orange County up
15% from 2012

Number of workers (29 and younger) working in Orange County
15,000

14,500 14,279
14,000

13,500

13,000

00 12,199

12,000

11,500

11,000

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Source: US Census Bureau, LODES
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Number of Young Workers Living and Working in Orange
Drops from 2017 High While Those Driving Out Increases

Number of Orange County young workers (29 and younger) living and working; living and driving out to work

7,686 7,822
7333 6763 6,956 7,380
2331 3426 3,751 3,657 4,082 3,717
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Live and Work in Orange ~ Drive Out to Work

Source: US Census Bureau, LODES

Young Workers Driving into Orange County for Work
at All Time High, Up Over 14.5% from 2016

Young Workers (29 and younger) living in another county driving into Orange County for work, 2002-2018

11,000 10,562

10,500

10,000

9,000 8,840

Source: US Census Bureau, LODES

121

More People Working in Orange, But Most Drive In
Percent change, 2010-2018
20.1%
12.0% 12.9%
6.6%
-3.
Total Work in Total Live in Live and Work in Drive Out Drive In
Orange Orange Orange
Q= Source: US Census Bureau, LODES

More Young Workers Live in Orange, But They
Increasingly Don’t Work Here
Percent change in Young Workers (29 and younger) between 2010 and 2018
17.2% 15.3%
8.5%
-6.0%
Total Live in Orange Live and Work in Drive Out Drive In
Orange
Source: US Census Bureau, LODES

124

Sales and
Sales Tax Revenue

Annual Orange Retail Sales Down Just 1% in Pandemic 2020

Percent change in taxable retail sales (2020 vs. 2019)

10%
9% o 9% .
4 2% 3%

1% -1%
-6% -6%
-12%

-20%
Total Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul  Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec

= Source: NC Department of Revenue
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Pitt County Retail Sales

Percent change in Pitt County (East Carolina University) taxable retail sales, 2020 vs. 2019

Watauga County Retail Sales

Percent change in Watauga County (Appalachian State University) taxable retail sales, 2020 vs . 2019

20% 14% 13%
9% 9% 8% 1% g4
12% 10% 13% 2% 3% 5%
7% —-—
% 6% 5% % 3%
-9%
5% 2% -18%
-15% -32%

Total Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Total Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec
= Source: NC Department of Revenue = Source: NC Department of Revenue

127 128

Chatham Retail Sales Increase 20% in 2020 vs 2019

Percent change in taxable retail sales, 2020 vs. 2019

20%
12% I 12% "’% I 13% 109% I I I

Johnston County Retail Sales

Percent change in taxable retail sales, 2020 vs. 2019

22%
19%

14% 14% 14% 139,

11%
4%
3%
P

-3%

-8%
Total Jan Feb Mar Apr Jul Aug Sept Oct Nov Total Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec
N Source: NC Department of Revenue = Source: NC Department of Revenue

Orange County Retail Sales up 21% from 2020 to 2021

Percent change in taxable retail sales, Jan-May 2020 vs. Jan-May 2021

Chatham Retail Sales Increase 20% from 2020 to 2021

Percent change in taxable retail sales, Jan-May 2020 vs. Jan-May 2021

41%
9 20%
30% 20% )
16%
21% 19% 12% 12%
9%
9% 9% .
Total January February March April May Total January February March April May
= Source: NC Department of Revenue = Source: NC Department of Revenue
131 132
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Orange County Retail Sales Rebound in 2021

Taxable retail sales by month, 2019-2021

$220,000,000
$200,000,000

180,000,000

$160,000,000
$140,000,000
$120,000,000 | |
$100,000,000

Orange County’s 2021 Monthly Retail Sales Outpace
Previous Years

Taxable retail sales by month, 2018-2021
$220,000,000

$200,000,000

$180,000,000

$160,000,000 /\/\/
v/\/

$140,000,000 \/

$120,000,000

$100,000,000
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec
/"- 2021 2020 m 2019 '/"' 2018 2019 2020 2021
\S Source: NC Department of Revenue & Source: NC Department of Revenue
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Chatham County Retail Sales Continue to Increase
in the Pandemic

Taxable retail sales by month, 2019-2021
100,000,000

90,000,000

80,000,000

70,000,000

60,000,000

50,000,000
40,000,000
30,000,000
20,000,000
10,000,000
0

Feb

Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sept Oct Nov ec

2021 2020 m2019

= Source: NC Department of Revenue

Chatham County’s Retail Sales Increase Year Over
Year Despite Pandemic

Taxable retail sales totals by month, 2018-2021

$100,000,000

$90,000,000
$80,000,000 \/\
$70,000,000
$60,000,000
$50,000,000
$40,000,000
$30,000,000
$20,000,000

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec

2018 =2019 2020 =2021

Source: NC Department of Revenue
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Orange County Taxable Retail Sales Approach $2B

Taxable retail sales (Smillions), adjusted for inflation ($2020), FY06 — FY20;

1,956
1819 1,816 28

1552 1.609 157
1,303

1,163 1,181 1,165 1176 1,170 1,168 1,190

= Source: NC Department of Revenue

Alamance Leads Orange and Chatham in Retail Sales
Taxable retail sales (in $millions) FYO6 to FY20, adjusted for inflation $2020

$3,000
$2,500
$2,000
$1,500
$1,000

$500

Orange County = Chatham County Alamance County

Source: NC Department of Revenue
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Chatham County Taxable Sales up $73 million in FY20

Taxable retail sales (Smillions) adjusted for inflation $2020, FY06 — FY20

$733
$660
ssgo 9612 %620
s $520
462
436
405 $417 $423 §
[ si5 si9 | I I I I I
,&@ '@O 7&0 '&»"’ S O ,@»‘b ,&»‘0 79'19

o Q\ 53 o o
P Ve S S S S
¢ & & & & & & & & ¥ ¢ o @
P I G R R S A P AR R
€
= Source: NC Department of Revenue

Orange County Sales Tax Collections Up $1M in FY20

Annual sales tax collection (Smillions) adjusted for inflation $2020

$92 $93
s82 $84
s68 §70 $75
g2 20 g5 956
$41 $42 $42 4

Source: NC Department of Revenue
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Chatham County Sales Tax Collection (in millions)

FY06-FY20

$18
$13  $13 413
$10 I I
w“ob s 2

Source: NC Department of Revenue

Orange Sales Tax Revenue $93 million in FY20
Sales tax collection (in $millions) FY06-FY20
$140
$120 $123
00
$1 393
$80
$60 $§54
41
sa0 § $35
$20 310——/—~/-
S0
Q N O Qv > D O 3 A <3 < ©
ST TS TS S
B T L R U S A R I S
Orange County = Chatham County Alamance County
K__, Source: NC Department of Revenue
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Chatham County Leads Percentage Growth in Retail Sales
Tax Collection FY19-FY20

Percent change in gross retail sales tax collection; FY20 vs. FY19

Orange County 1.7% ($800,000)

chatham county |, 12.0% ($3.7 million)
Alamance County 0.7% ($2.1 million)
Durham County

0.6% ($1.6 million)

Wake County 2.2% ($20.3 million)

€
]\_‘ Source: NC Department of Revenue

Sales Tax Revenue per Capita Declines in Orange, but
Grows Elsewhere

Total sales tax revenue divided by total residents

$271.63 $276.00

$215.00

$198.85 §192.00  $198.04 $189.16 $191.00

$167.32 $169.00

Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake

m 2019 2020

@
]\__'J Source: NC Department of State Treasurer

143

144
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2020-21 Orange County Tax Disbursements
County sales tax revenue distribution percentages and totals

$35,452,374
60%

$15,500,240
26%
$5,348,490
9.1% $8.246 $1,985,276

o $576,354
[ | 0.01% - 1.0%

Orange County  Carrboro Chapel Hill Durham Hillsborough Mebane

Source: NC Department of Revenue

Chamber Small Business
Index

Chamber Small Business Index Credit Card Transaction
Value per Month Rebounds

Cohort of 40 diverse local businesses’ combined monthly credit card transaction values, Feb 2018 —July 2021

$2,500,000
July 2019,
$2,000,000 31'533'935 JUIy 2021’
000, $1,444,300
$1,500,000
. July 2018,
100 81,437,447 July 2020,
$500,000 3995'580

Feb-18
Mar-18
Apr1s

Nov-18
Dec18

oct-20
Nov-20
Dec-20

Source: Infintech; The Chamber’s 40-Business Index

Chamber Small Business Index Credit Card Volume
(swipes) Still 20% Below Pre-Pandemic Levels

Cohort of 40 diverse local businesses’ combined monthly credit card transaction volume, Feb 2018 —July 2021

25,000
20,000
July 2019, 14,679
15,000
July 2018, 14,634 July 2021, 11,625
10,000
5,000 July 2020, 8,036

Source: Infintech; The Chamber’s 40-Business Index

Chamber Small Business Index Monthly Credit Card
Transaction Value Improves, Though Volume Declined

Cohort of 40 diverse local businesses’ average credit card transaction value, Feb 2018 —July 2021

$180.00

$160.00

suaco July 2020,
$124

$12000

July 2021, $124
s10000 July 2018, $98

$80.00

July 2019, $104

$60.00

Nov-20
Dec-20

£z

Source: Infintech; The Chamber’s 40-Business Index

Tourism and Hospitality
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Orange County Average Daily Occupancy Rebounds

Average daily hotel occupancy rate, 2012 through Jan-Jul 2021

o5% 656 (0% TR T0% g 7% 67%

58%

40%

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Jan-luly

Orange County Hotel Occupancy Returns to Pre-
Pandemic Levels in July 2021

Average daily hotel occupancy rate by month, 2019-2020, and Jan-July 2021

80%

70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%
Jan F Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

2021 eb Mar Apr May Jun
(E @ 2019 2020 = 2021
= Source: Chapel Hill/Orange County Visitors Bureau = Source: Chapel Hill/Orange County Visitors Bureau

Orange County Average Daily Rate Drops 20%

County average daily hotel room rate, 2012-2021

sig 12 $124  $126  $126  $130
$104  $106 $102  $103

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Jan-July

Orange County Average Daily Rate in July 2021 tops July 2019

County average daily hotel room rate by month, 2019-2021

$160
$150
$140
$130

$120
$110
$100
$90
$80
$70
$60
Jan F Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

eb Mar Apr May Jun

- 2021 = m2019 2020 w2021
= Source: Chapel Hill/Orange County Visitors Bureau = Source: Chapel Hill/Orange County Visitors Bureau

Orange County RevPAR Still 23% Down from 2019

County average revenue per available room (RevPAR), 2012-2021

$79 $86 $87 $84 $85 $87

68 $70
s $60

s

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Jan-July

Orange County Hotel Average Revenue per Room
Climbs Past 2019 in July 2021

County average revenue per available room (RevPAR) by month, 2019-2020
$120

$80
$60
540
$20
0
Jan F Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

eb  Mar Apr May Jun

2021 m2019 © 2020 = 2021
@ @
= Source: Chapel Hill/Orange County Visitors Bureau = Source: Chapel Hill/Orange County Visitors Bureau
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Orange County Revenues from Tourism (in millions) Domestic Visitor Expenditures Continue Growth
Adjusted for inflation, $2019 Domestic visitor spending ($Millions), adjusted for inflation, $2019
$18 $250
o $218.38
$14 $4.70 $200
*2 6349
$10 $150
@ $160.43
$6 $11.60 $100
o 1$9-53
52 $50
$0
N > 2 > $H» ' 3 o O S SN N %] > \J \J ) S < $0
ST LFSFL L L& P P TP PG EDFD S DD D DS D @ O
B o R MU i P P P SR P
/ — State Tax Receipts Local Tax Receipts / —
N Source: Visit North Carolina = Source: Visit North Carolina
157 158

Orange County Short Term Rentals Continue to Demand a
Higher Room Rate and Earn a Higher Revenue Per
Available Room (RevPAR)

Jan-August, 2019-2021

$153.81
s $129.08
Short Term Rental
ort rerm nentais 6671 7406
2019 2020 2021
= = Average Daily Rate RevPAR
= = Source: Chapel Hill-Orange County Visitors Bureau
159 160
Short Term Rental Occupancy Rates Go Up as Supply
Decreased During the Pandemic
Total annual available room nights in Orange County by year, rental occupancy status, and occupancy rate
Jan-Aug, 2019-2021
80,000 74,322
70,000 L]
60,734 C t
ommuting
50,000 !
40,000
(Worker Inflow, Outflow)
20,000 44,195 57.4% 64.7%
10000 ' 34,848 30,795
o
2019 2020 2021
—  Occupancy and Occupied Available =
= Source: Chapel Hill-Orange County Visitors Bureau =
161 162
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Orange County Worker Inflows/Outflows, 2018

48,116 drive in, 38,088 drive out, and 19,965 live and work in Orange County

Where do Orange County’s 68,081 Workers Live?

Orange County workers by county of residence, 2018

\ InfliChaifiow ok Soverds in 210 Orange 29%, 19,965
= Durham 19%, 13,231
Wake 15%, 10,177
Alamance 10%, 6,900
Chatham 7%, 4,607
O Guilford 2%, 1,364
g L Johnston 1%, 891
191965 Mecklenburg 1%, 862
Person 1%, 811
Forsyth 1%, 588
_i: All Other Locations 13%, 8,685
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) = Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
163 164

3,972 More Orange County Workers Commuting

Where do Orange County’s 59,053 Working Residents Go

from Wake County than in 2008 to Work?
Change in number of Orange County workers’ county of residence from 2008-2018 Location of primary job for Orange County residents, 2018
Orange 34%, 19,965
Orange - L
Durhagm 1878 1792 Durham 25%, 14,734
Wake : 3972 Wake 16%, 9,133
Alamance 1,226 ' Alamance 4%, 2,526
Chatham 565 ! Guilford 3%, 1,841
Guilford 359 Mecklenburg 3%, 1,730
Johnston 450 Chatham 1%, 771
Mecklenburg 40 Forsyth 1%, 528
Person 236 Cumberland 7 1%, 308
Forsyth 112 New Hanover 1 .5%, 290
All Other Locations 2032 All Other Locations 11%, 6,227
)
= =
(( (1
p= Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) = Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
165 166

Orange  -1,875
Durham
Wake
Alamance
Guilford
Mecklenburg
Chatham
Forsyth
Cumberland
New Hanover
All Other Locations
=

Where Orange County Residents Work is Changing, with
2,051 More Commuting to Wake County for Work

Change in location of Orange County residents’ primary job, 2008-2018

2,051

909

Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)

"R

€

il l

Chapel Hill Worker Inflows/Outflows, 2018

43,336 drive in, 14,558 drive out, and 6,448 live and work in Chapel Hill

]
'| Irdmw utfimar joks Caunts in 2018

|

14518
o

L
e

M - Impleyed

g
_,—-"'_'L‘-f

Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
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Where do Chapel Hill's 49,784 Workers Live?

Chapel Hill workers by county of residence, 2018

72% of Chapel Hill's Workers Live Outside Orange
County

Orange 28%, 16,245 Percent of Chapel Hill’s 49,784 workers by county of residence
Durham 22%, 9,687 Orange 28%
Wake 18%, 5,448 Durham 22%
Chatham 8%, 3,600 Wake 18%
Alamance 7%, 3,009 Chatham 8%
Guilford 2%, 638 Alamance 8%
Johnston 1%, 319 Guilford 2%
Mecklenburg 1%, 691 Johnston 1%
: Mecklenburg 1%
Forsyth 1%, 370 Forsyth 1%
Person 1%, 265 Person 1%
All Other Locations 11%, 4,358 All Other Locations 11%
= =
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) = Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
169 170

2,260 Fewer Chapel Hill Workers From Orange
County Than in 2008

Change in number of Chapel Hill workers’ county of residence from 2008-2018

Where do Chapel Hill’'s 21,006 Working Residents Go
To Work?

Location of primary job for Chapel Hill residents, 2018

Orange 35%, 7,329
Orange -2,260 Durham 25%, 5,178
Durham 1,128 Wake 16%, 3,449
Wake 3,298 Mecklenburg 4%, 755
(Iihatham 358 Guilford 3%, 649
Agm;ﬂcz 177 734 Alamance 2%, 411
JO:;S:;n 378 Chatham 1%, 291
Mecklenburg -75 Forsyth 1 238
Forsyth 4 Cumberland 1%, 129
pereon 03 New Hanover 1%, 120
All Other Locations 1319 All Other Locations 12%, 2,457
’
o~ =
S Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) Source: U Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
171 172

Where Chapel Hill Residents Work is Changing, with
More Working in Wake over the Decade

Change in location of Chapel Hill residents’ primary job, 2008-2018

Durham

Wake
Mecklenburg
Guilford

Alamance
Chatham

Forsyth
Cumberland

New Hanover

All Other Locations

=
=

Orange -690

140
868
87
-6
63

18

-12
-32
34
363

Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)

Carrboro Worker Inflows/Outflows, 2018

3,951 drive in, 8,577 drive out, and 597 live and work in Carrboro

InfrmiChtiicon ok Counts In 2010

* CEPY |

= Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)

173

174
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Orange
Durham
Wake
Alamance
Chatham
Guilford
Mecklenburg
Cumberland
Person
Johnston

All Other Locations

=

Where do Carrboro’s 4,548 Workers Live?

Carrboro workers by county of residence, 2018

I 34%, 1,561
I 16%, 708
I 12%, 550
I 8%, 362
7%, 314

. 2%, 100

1%, 67

M 1%, 56

W 1%, 54

1% 52
I 16%, 724

Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)

64% of Carrboro’s Workers Live Outside Orange County

Percent of Carrboro’s 4,548 workers by county of residence

Orange
Durham
Wake
Alamance
Chatham
Guilford
Mecklenburg
Cumberland
Person
Johnston

All Other Locations

=

I 34 %
I 16%
I 12%
I 8%
I 7%

. 2%

1%

1%

1%

1%
I 16%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)

175

176

1,196 More Carrboro Workers Commute from
Outside Orange County Since 2008

Change in Carrboro workers’ county of residence from 2008 to 2018

Work?

Where do Carrboro’s 9,174 Working Residents Go To

Location of primary job for Carrboro residents, 2018

Wake I 283 Orange I 44%, 4,052
Orange NI 240 Durham I 20%, 1,853
Durham I 204 Wake [N 15%, 1,370
Alamance NN 136 Mecklenburg [l 3%, 238
Chatham | 100 Guilford [l 3%, 233
Mecklenburg NN 53 Alamance [l 2%, 215
Guilford N 45 Chatham [l 2%, 203
Cumberland I 41 Forsyth W 1%, 79
Person [N 33 Lee 1.5%, 42
Johnston M 16 Cumberland 1.4%, 41
All Other Locations I 280 All Other... INEG—_— 9%, 348
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) = Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
177 178

Where Carrboro Residents Work is Changing, with
746 More Working in Wake & Durham Than in 2008

Change in location of Carrboro residents’ primary job, 2008-2018

Hillsborough Worker Inflows/Outflows, 2018

4,590 drive in, 2,883 drive out, and 257 live and work in Hillsborough

InFiowiChtflow jots Counts in 2018

Orange . 44 = PR
Durham — 39 2 . ==
Wake I 354 ¢ =~ \
Mecklenburg N 26 - |
Guilford 25 o u‘n_.' 2.883
Alamance . 35 , y _
Chatham . 39 257, ]
Forsyth -71 |
Lee m15 -2
Cumberland -6
All Other Locations I 132
\-} Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) \_'f Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
179 180
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Where do Hillsborough’s 4,847 Workers Live?

Hillsborough workers by county of residence, 2018

Largest Increase in Hillsborough Workers Comes
from Orange County Residents Over the Last Decade

Change in number of Hillsborough workers’ county of residence from 2008-2018

Orange 39%, 1,894
Alamance 16%, 798 Orange 877
Alamance 455
Durham 15%, 720 Durham 400
Wake 6%, 315 Wake 214
Person 3%, 144 Person 74
Guilford 3%, 135 Guilford 91
Chatham 2%, 109 Chatham 68
Caswell 1%, 61 Caswell 29
Johnston 1%, 46 Johnston 37
Granville 1%, 34 Granville 22
All Other Locations 12%, 591 All Other Locations 353
@ €
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) = Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
181 182

Where do Hillsborough’s 3,140 Working Residents
Go To Work?

Location of primary job for Hillsborough residents, 2018

Where Hillsborough Residents Work is Changing, with 194
Fewer Working in Orange Since 2008

Change in location of Hillsborough residents’ primary job, 2008-2018

Orange 30%, 929 Orange -194
Durham 29%, 899 Durham 18
Wake 15%, 472 Wake 40
Alamance 7%, 210 Alamance -2
Guilford 3%, 100 Guilford -16
Mecklenburg 3%, 88 Mecklenburg -8
Forsyth 1%, 29 Forsyth -4
Chatham 1%, 28 Chatham 1
New Hanover  .6%, 20 New Hanover 13
Randolph .6%, 19 Randolph 8
All Other Locations 11%, 346 All Other Locations 38
@ @
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) = Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
183 184

Chatham County Worker Inflows/Outflows, 2018

9,653 drive in, 23,050 drive out, and 5,566 live and work in Chatham

\ W |
J\ " F s FnflomiOuitiow job: Counts in 2018
-

W €53 - Empioyad [ Sakaction &
TANS0 - Livk in Seteciior
5,360 - Enpioyed and L in Selection Aren

Chatham
Wake

Lee
Orange
Durham
Randolph
Alamance
Harnett
Guilford
Moore

All Other Locations

Where do Chatham County’s 15,219 Workers Live?

Chatham County workers by county of residence, 2018

I 37%, 5,566
I 12%, 1,833

I 6%, 855

5%, 771

I 5%, 733

I 5%, 694

- 4%, 571

B 3%, 415

. 2%, 377

. 2%, 292
I 20%, 3,112

=
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) = Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
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585 Fewer Chamber Workers from Lee and 547 More
From Wake Than in 2008

Change in number of Chatham County workers’ county of residence from 2008-2018

Where do Chatham County’s 28,616 Working Residents Work?

Location of primary job for Chatham County residents, 2018

Wake [ 23%, 6,571
Chatham -399 IEEEE—— Chatham GG 19%, 5,566
Wake I 547 Orange | 16%, 4,607
Lee -585 I Durham I 13%, 3,680
Orange n34 Lee NN 4%, 1,202
Durham 197 Guilford NN 3%, 967
Randolph -70 = Randolph N 3%, 951
Alamance 130 Mecklenburg SN 3%, 854
Héantt -108 mm Alamance [N 3%, 764
Guilford m75
Moore 5w For?yth M 1%, 278
Al Other Locations 562 All Other Locations I 11%, 3,176
]‘I\., Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) Q__, Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
187 188

Where Chatham County Residents Work is Changing, with
2,540 More Commuting to Wake County Than in 2008

Change in location of Chatham County residents’ primary job, 2008-2018

Majority of Orange and Chatham Residents Work Outside
the County In Which They Live

Percent of residents commuting outside of the county for work, 2018

Wake I 2,540
Chatham -399 mamm
Orange I 565
Durham I—— 1,060
Lee -240 mm
Guilford 166 81%
Randolph 140
Mecklenburg 161 of Chatham County
Alamance = 253 Residents Commute Out
Forsyth 162
All Other Locations I 840
€ €
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) = Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
189 190

Most County Jobs Filled by In-Commuters

Percent of county jobs filled by in-commuters, 2018

Orange County Jobs Have Grown Faster than
Number of Workers Living in Orange

75,000
70,000
68,081
65,000
60,000
58,053
)
63(y ss000 52,698
° 50,000
of Chatham County 48,702
Jobs Filled by In- 45,000 !
Commuters 40,000
’9& "96’ '»@D & ,&6\ ’\90‘5 § ’@Q & @0 '»Qe ’&»" ’@‘“ m@" "9'0 '»6&
/:_\ /:‘- Jobs in Orange Workers in Orange
]\L_, Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) ]\L_, Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)




Number Driving In for Work Growing Faster Than Those Few Differences in Earnings by Place of
Driving Out for Work Work/Residence for Orange County
50,000 48,116 Worker ins and outs by annual earnings, 2018
M Less than $15,000 $15K - $40K $40K or more
45,000
40,000 37,935 38,088
55% 55% 57%

35,000

30,747 32,262
30,000

26,751 29% 31% 27%
25,000

L FL LTSS S [ 6% [ [ 1w
= Driving Out for Work Driving In for Work - Live and Work Drive Out Drive In

\I_, Source: US Census Bureau, LODES \I_, Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap)
193 194
Chatham Out-Commuters More Likely to Earn >$40k;
Workers Who Live and Work in Chatham Earn Least
Worker ins and outs by annual earnings, 2018
M Less than $15,000 $15K - $40K $40K or more
34.8% S6.1% 39.1% T N
42.0% 38.6%
28.7%
T
Live and Work Drive Out Drive In
‘L, Source: U.S. Census Bureau LODES (OnTheMap) \I_,
195 196

Annual Chapel Hill Transit Ridership (in millions)

FY2007-FY2021

72 70 70 69 69 69 47 7.0

6.4 6.6

6.3 6.2
6.0 5.6

1.6

FYO7 FYO8 FYO9 FY10 FY1l FY12 FY13 FYl4 FYl5 FYle FY17 FY18 FY19 FY20 Fv2l

=

Annual GoTriangle Ridership (in millions)

FY2007-FY2021

1.8 1.8 138 17

1.6 18 1.6 17 4
09091.11.1iIIIIIIIIIi

FYO7 FYO8 FY09 FY10 FYll FY12 FY13 FYl4 FYlS FY16 FYl7 FY18 FY19 FY20 Fy21

= Source: Chapel Hill Transit = Source: GoTriangle
197 198
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Regional Transit Ridership Peaks at 15.3 million (FY19) and

Declines to 7.2 million in FY21
Regional Transit Ridership (in millions) FY2010 to FY2021

Pandemic Restrictions, University Operations, and
Changing Work Habits Have Big Impact on Ridership

Monthly Ridership Totals January 2019 through June 2021

18 GoDurham  m GoTriangle Chapel Hill Transit
6 800,000
B} 700,000 ==GoTriangle  CH Transit
600,000
500,000
400,000
300,000
4
70 70 69 69 69 67 63 62 66 10 g 200000
) b
100,000 A —m
1.6 Ne—
0 0
FY10  FYll  FYl2  FY13  Fvl4  Fyls  Fyle  FYl7  Fyls  Fyl9  FY20  Fv21 2223222392332 938%3838¢38838388S33374737
o~ g 885255322 88:858533853258388538¢825255
\I.J Source: Chapel Hill Transit, GoTriangle \l_, Source: Chapel Hill Transit; GoTriangle

2020 Home Sales Cooled Slightly in Orange and Increased
in Chatham

Annual home sales, 2007-2020
2,500

2000 1,751

1,875
]
1,500 1,454
ousin or >adie 1,008
1,000
500
0
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
= Orange ==Chatham
— = Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty

201

202

Orange County on Pace for New High in Annual
Housing Units Sold

Annual home sales, 2007-July 2021

1751 1,815 17gp 1869 1915 1,875
! 1,630 1,650 ’

1,433
277

1275 1
1,143 1,143 1,128 1215

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Jan-luly
2021

2020 and 2021 to Be Record Years for Chatham
Home Sales

Annual home sales, 2007-July 2021

1412 1,454
1,320 1,318 1,207 mam 1,323 1207 1315
1,037
1,008 - 027
797 782
I m I I

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Jan-july

2021
L \C
= Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty =, Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty

34



Since 2010, Orange Adds Fewest New Homes in the Region New Construction in Chatham Continues to Outpace Orange
New for-sale housing units built since 2010 New construction units per year
600
Orange 2,307 500
400 437
Chatham - 3,861 200 330
200
Durham 9,130
100
0
Wake 44’804 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Orange =—Chatham
-I::. l/'“
N Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty = Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty
205 206

New Construction as Percent of Home Sales Increases in
Orange and Cools in Chatham since 2017

New construction as percent of total sales 2007-2020

4% of Orange County Total Housing Stock Has Been
Built Since 2010, 13% in Chatham

Percent of available housing units built since 2010

. Orange 4.1%
5% 31% 30%
30%
o14% 18%
15%
0% Durham 7.6%
5%
%
’ 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 Wake 12.0%
(0] —Chath
@ range atham @
(=3 Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty = Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty
207 208
By July 2021, Orange County Home Sales Price Up $100,000
from 2019 to $415,000
Orange County median home sales price, 2011- July 2021
. 2011 $262,250
Mgdl?n year structure 6265000
built in Orange County $274,450
2014 $267,000
2015 $290,000
. 2016 $300,000
1 9 9 3 Median year structure 2007 $315,000
built in Chatham County §315,000
2019 $315,000
2020 $327,750
Jan-uly 2021 $415,000
@ @
= Source: 5 Year American Community Survey, 2019 = Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty
209 210
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By July 2021, Chatham County Home Sales Price Increase
$100,000 from 2019 to $499,000

Chatham County median home price, 2011-July 2021

2011 I $274,990

2012 I $277,700

2013 I $303,350

2014 I $317,373

2015 I $335,000

2016 I $352,140

2017 I $369,000

2013 I $388,000

2019 e $399,000

2020 e $439,775
Jan-july 2021 e $499,000

Chatham, Orange, and CHCCS District Home Prices
Increase $100k since 2019

Median residential closing price, 2010-July 2021

$499,000
$500,000

—Chatham Orange (all) CHCCS District

$489,000
$415,000

$450,000
$388,00

$350,000 $377,000

$300,000 / $315,000
\/

$250,000

$400,000

$200,000
$150,000

$100,000

) o 5 0 > 5 © 6 s o o X

B T L S O, L S W
>
w

=~ E
U:_-_; Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty ]\I:_-_;, Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty
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Five-Year Home Price Growth Rate Led By Durham In 2020, 37% of Orange; 20% of Chatham Homes Sold for
Percent change in median home sales price, 2016 vs. 2020 Less Than 5300,000
Percent of 2020 home sales by price
o] Il [o] Co (not -
range (al) 9% Orange Conot. PR 34% 13% 39% 5%
CHCCS Distri
o w0 e o EEESE
craor N 25
Orange Co. (All) ERREA 26% 15% 34% 14%
Durham 37%
Chatham Co. (All) B8 11% 22% 39%
e 7% L 21%
m<$200,000 = $200,000-5299,999 $300,000-6399,999  © $400,000-$600,000 M $600,000 or more
@ =
LI,_, Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty Q__, Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty
213 214

In 2020, 799 Homes in Orange; 271 in Chatham Sold for
Less Than $300,000 in 2020

2020 number of homes sold by price

2020-2021 Home Price Growth Rate Led By Orange

Change in median home sale price, 2020 vs. Jan-July 2021

Orange Co. (not n Orange (all) 27%
P ¢ a0 154 463 [eo
CHCCS District
CHCCS District m 162 180 279 m 19%
cravor | 13
Orange Co. (All) 562 334 742 m
Durham
chatham coal) [RRI 159 316 566 EN 13%
0 250 500 750 1,000 1,250 1,500 1,750 2,000 2,250 Wake 13%
B <$200,000 $200,000-$299,999 $300,000-$399,999 $400,000-$600,000 ® $600,000 or more
= Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty = Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty
215 216
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Orange Sees 27% Home Price Jump ($88k), Wake and
Durham 13% from 2020 to 2021

Median residential closing price, 2020 vs. Jan-July 2021

CHCCS Leads in Price Per Square Foot ($218) and
Orange Leads PPSF Increase (17.5%)

Median price per square foot (PPSF), 2020 vs. Jan-July 2021

$489,000 $499,000 s201 $218
$439,775
$415,000 . $188
$411,000 $380,000 $171 $179 $174
$327,750 $320,110  $337,539 $154 $152
] I I I I I
Orange (all) CHCCS District Chatham Durham Wake Orange CHCCS District Chatham Durham Wake
& N2020  mlan-luly 2021 E W 2020 ¢ Jan-July 2021
\i.} Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty \_, Source: Triangle MLS and Tri Local Realty
217 218

Over Half of Chapel Hill & Carrboro Residents Rent

Share of renter-occupied households 2015-2019

57%
50%
46%
. 37% 35% 36%  35% 35%
Housing (Rental)
Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake North Chapel Hill Carrboro  Hillsborough
Carolina

@ @

= = Source: US Census Bureau American Community Survey
219 220

Percent of Residents Renting Declines Over Decade

Share of renter-occupied households, 2010-14 vs. 2015-19

Median Rent Up in Most Places Except Chatham

Median rent, 2010-14 vs. 2015-19

$1,150

63%
57%
51% 50% 904 10% 67 61010 $1, oo SLO78 ¢ 00
46% 46% $907 $947 $880
40% 7% 40% $849 $845 $800 $813 $854
34% 35% 35% 36% 349 35% 35% I
i I I I

Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake North Chapel Hill  Carrboro  Hillsborough

Orange Chatham  Alamance Durham Wake North Chapel Hill  Carrboro Hillsborough Carolina

Carolina
m2010-2014 2015-2019 m 2010-2014 2015-2019
= Source: US Census Bureau American Community Survey = Source: US Census Bureau American Community Survey
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Chapel Hill Leads with a Median Rent of $1,191

Median rent 2015-2019

Chapel Hill $1,191
Wake $1,150
Orange $1,093
carrboro | 51,078
Durham $1,067
Hillsborough $1,025
North Carolina $907
chatvar: N 315
Alamance $813
(=3 Source: US Census Bureau American Community Survey

Growth in Median Rent, 2014 to 2019

Percent change in median rent (2010-2014) to (2015-2019)

16%
14% 14%
12% 12%
10%
6%
2%
0%
Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake North Chapel Hill  Carrboro  Hillsborough
Carolina
P

Source: US Census Bureau American Community Survey
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Percent of Cost-Burdened Households in Orange
Exceeds 50%

Percent of households ‘cost-burdened’ spending greater than 30% of household income on rent, 2015-2019

57% 55%
51% 52%
45% 49% 49% 47%
43%
Orange  Chatham  Alamance  Durham Wake North  Chapel Hill  Carrboro Hillsborough
Carolina
@
= Source: US Census Bureau American Community Survey

Cost-Burdened Renters Increase in Carrboro and
Hillsborough

Percent of households ‘cost-burdened’ spending greater than 30% of household income on rent
57% 57% 55%

53% 52% 52%
51% 51% 51% 51%
49% 49% 49%

47%

I ‘5% I i 43% I I i I

Orange Chatham  Alamance Durham Wake North Chapel Hill  Carrboro  Hillsborough
Carolina
W 2010-2014 2015-2019
= Source: US Census Bureau American Community Survey
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74% of Alamance, and 68% of Chatham Renters, Pay
Less than $1,000

Renters by monthly rent paid, (2015-2019)

orange County [ NNNINNET 53% 7%
Chatham County 25% 7%
Alamance County 24% 2%
ey 43% | 54% 4%
Wake County T 62% 6%
North Carolina 38% 3%
Chapel Hill 28% 60% 12%
Carrboro 55% 4%
Hillsborough 54%
= o Less Than $1000 $1,000 to $2,000 More than $2,000

(@
— Source: US Census Bureau American Community Survey

Over Half of Renters in Orange, Durham, and Wake Pay
More than $1,000 Month in Rent

Share of renters paying more than $1,000 in rent, 2010-2014 vs. 2015-2019

2%
67%
61% 57% 57% 59% 54%
9% 44% = 44%
40% 39%
34% 399, 33%
I I I
Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake North Chapel Hill  Carrboro Hillsborough
County Carolina
W 2010-2014 2015-2019
= Source: US Census Bureau American Community Survey
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2021 Local and State Fair Market Rent

Durham-Chapel Hill

Orange County 2021 Housing Wage is $18.73 for a
1-Bedroom Apartment (was $17.35 in 2020)

Housing wage: hourly wages needed to afford Fair Market Rent, 2021

ol o P, Rl MSA A Nortn  PORCEE g wisa Alamance
& Person Counties) Carolina  (orange, Durham, Chatham, County
& Person Counties)
ZeroBedroom  $786 $972 $1,013 $636 ZeroBedroom  §15.12 $18.69 $19.48 $12.23
One Bedroom $811 $974 $1,053 $682 OneBedroom  $15.60 $18.73 $20.25 $13.12
Two Bedroom $960 $1,134 $1,200 $885 Two Bedroom  $18.46 $21.81 $23.08 $17.02
Three Bedroom  $1,269 $1,493 $1,509 $1,126 Three Bedroom  $24.41 $28.71 $29.02 $21.65
Four Bedroom  $1,556 $1,715 $1,950 $1,201 Four Bedroom  $29.92 $32.98 $37.50 $23.10
(_J Source: National Low Income Housing Coalition, Out of Reach Report 2021 \'I/.-, Source: National Low Income Housing Coalition, Out of Reach Report 2021
229 230

$45,360 Income Needed to Afford 2-Bedroom Fair Market
Rent (was $42,200 in 2020)

Annual salary needed to afford Fair Market Rent, 2021

Durham-Chapel Hill

103 Hours of Work Needed per Week for Minimum Wage
Worker to Afford Local 1 Bedroom Rental (96 hrs in 2020)

Weekly hours of minimum wage work needed to afford Fair Market Rent, 2021

Durham-Chapel Hill

Nor'fh HMFA Raleigh MSA Alamance Nort_h HMFA Raleigh MSA Alamance
Carolina  (orange, Durham, Chatham, County Carolina  (orange, Durham, Chatham, County
& Person Counties) & Person Counties)
Zero Bedroom $31,453 $38,880 $40,520 $25,440 Zero Bedroom 83 103 107 67
One Bedroom $32,439 $38,960 $42,120 $27,280 One Bedroom 86 103 112 72
Two Bedroom $38,400 $45,360 $48,000 $35,400 Two Bedroom 102 120 127 94
Three Bedroom  $50,774 $59,720 $60,360 $45,040 Three Bedroom 135 158 160 119
Four Bedroom $62,237 $68,600 $78,000 $48,040 Four Bedroom 165 182 207 127
@ @
\i = Source: National Low Income Housing Coalition, Out of Reach Report 2021 \‘ = Source: National Low Income Housing Coalition, Out of Reach Report 2021
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Rental Market in Orange County

But the sverapa renter
can onby afford a rent of

$711/month

B farily Rbeds ta BAFT

E $990/month $39,600/year

Mierage Mol Baleiies $39,600 'k'_',,f;';d:f:z:vm’

7N
e o w § o
& i A A A

mﬁ; Childeare Fntail tale Coratriction Polica officer Healthcare
$20,610 5§322,980 $26,930 £32150 §51,050 §71.830

Area Mechen Incorme (AMI)
m,ﬁou for Orange County

Source: North Carolina Housing Coalition, 2019

When Houslng Costs Too Much

When housing costs become too much, a family can lose thelr home This-takes an neredible tall
not only on a family, but 3|50 on the entire community:
39 families in Orange

1.082 families in Orange
— 2 G =+ | ik i i Gounty faced a
filing this year f- Fareciosure this year
4

z of all cost-burdeniad
6% 17 0.6% i

Orange County Eneryy Burdes

The average family spen

Reersiurs saening less than 505 AHispand  Homaawners samisg less than 50 A5 spand
$202
10.9%
| _vrrenr ircenais §

Source: North Carolina

Housing Coalition, 2019
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Health Indicators

Orange Ranks First in Health Behaviors & Clinical Care, 2021

County rank, out of the 100 counties in North Carolina

Orange Chatham Durham Who is #1

Length of Life 2 9 7 Wake
Quality of Life 3 12 8 Dare

Health Behaviors 1 3 4 Orange

Clinical Care 1 11 6 Orange

Social and Economic

Factors 2 16 26 Wake

Physical Environment 6 86 37 Onslow

\I‘ = Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings
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Adult Smoking

RWIF: Percentage of adults who are current smokers

21% 19% 21%
18% 18%
17%
15% pum  15% 14% 16%

13% 12%

,\\(@ (\Qg S N ."o & \e & é W«

&o O & (}@& QY Q»\bé &*e- Qé& &"&\, @g\&\b 5<.’°°v
\50'\ \\z& q@ <

W

#7==" Note: Monroe, IN and Clarke, GA are comparisons based on city
visits done by Chamber; the other counties outside of NC are

(!
"5 among the recommended comparison places from RWIF Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings

Adults with Obesity

RWIF: Percentage of the adult population (age 20+) that reports a body mass index (BMI) > 30 kg/m?

38%
32%
2% 2% 2% %% 25% 2%
2% 21%
14%
& ¢ & & e @ & s § &«
V\\(,%‘C} & (}@& & v\,‘@"’ a 0\}&5' 09,:{3" & o ,\&v}b &
S A4 & ~ ¢\°( @ &
R
K

/=" Note: Monroe, IN and Clarke, GA are comparisons based on city
{ visits done by Chamber; the other counties outside of NC are
== among the recommended comparison places from RWJF

Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings
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RWIF: Percentage of population with adequate access to locations for physical activity
96% 97%
90% 90% 87% 9% 89%
74% 8a% 80% 823
63%
@ o & & '3 3 o 5 N ¥ &
P P R
& o C‘@ & \,bé‘ F & & 2 & &
& v & o K & > o
S A 1 S « R
< & N
&
#7=" Note: Monroe, IN and Clarke, GA are comparisons based on city
LWL visits done by Chamber; the other counties outside of NC are
"= among the recommended comparison places from RWJF Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings

RWIF: Percentage of adults who report binge or heavy drinking
21% 2%  22%
18% 19%  19% 18% 18% 20%
16% 16% 17%
& & & & & Cal & S N K & N
£ £ & F I Y O e
<« & 9 Ng R & & & & NG
& o & S & @ %Qo
S & &
/=" Note: Monroe, IN and Clarke, GA are comparisons based on city
W visits done by Chamber; the other counties outside of NC are
5=, among the recommended comparison places from RWJF Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings
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Violent Crime per 100,000 Residents

RWIF: Number of violent crime offenses per 100,000 population

Children in Poverty

RWIF: Percentage of people under the age of 18 in poverty
27% 666
19% 21% 22%
15% 14% 405 436
1% 12% 12% _12% 351 382 353
9% g% 307
242 238
115
& & &
OO ER & ® e o v S S & v
NG & N Nl & » L 2 e N o N
& of & SR OIS
N o> o Ky & & &
S < <t & « &
5 & N
&
Note: Monroe, IN and Clarke, GA are comparisons based on city Note: Monroe, IN and Clarke, GA are comparisons based on city
L[ visits done by Chamber; the other counties outside of NC are (I visits done by Chamber; the other counties outside of NC are
. among the recommended comparison places from RWJF Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings = among the recommended comparison places from RWJF Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings
RWIF: Average daily density of fine particulate matter in micrograms per cubic meter (PM2.5) RWIF: Percentage of children under age 19 without health insurance
10.1 7% 8%
94 95 95 g 'O 9.5 7%
8:5 83 6%
6.9 7.6 5% 5% 5% 5%
. 6.5 6.3 %
4%
2%
1%
2 3 @ 2 & & J o N A \a A \sl
&S & & ¢ r & O e T Y Y
& o «® % ° B & K S & <& & &
& & v < Q€ <© & & O
& & & o
P Note: Monroe, IN and Clarke, GA are comparisons based on city Note: Monroe, IN and Clarke, GA are comparisons based on city
L visits done by Chamber; the other counties outside of NC are visits done by Chamber; the other counties outside of NC are
. among the recommended comparison places from RWJF Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings "=, among the recommended comparison places from RWJF Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings
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Drug Overdose Deaths

RWIF: Number of drug poisoning deaths per 100,000 population

Life Expectancy
34.9

RWIF: Average number of years a person can expect to live

82.8 83.0
82.3 1.8
81.1 .
80.3 80.5 22.3 24.1 o
79.0 793 17.9 -
78.1 78.6 15.5 15.3 13.0 15.2
77.3 121 mm 124 13 11.8
<2 & N . & <&
& & 2 & & 2
N 3 & & S NG 9
& F S & S &
& &
® &
,/ Note: Monroe, IN and Clarke, GA are comparisons based on city Note: Monroe, IN and Clarke, GA are comparisons based on city
L(c visits done by Chamber; the other counties outside of NC are visits done by Chamber; the other counties outside of NC are
"= among the recommended comparison places from RWJF Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings among the recommended comparison places from RWJF Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings
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Black/White Residential Segregation

RWIF: Index of dissimilarity where higher values indicate greater residential segregation between Black and
White county residents.

59.8

50.1 53.2 53.2 55.6
205 405 436 43.0
27.4 28.0 318
R P I A RO
& S I
& v S ¥ & & &
S i o
&.} Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings

Minority/White Residential Segregation

RWIF: Index of dissimilarity where higher values indicate greater residential segregation between non-
White and White county residents.

4.9 123 47.7
35.6 385 37.1 -
311
248 25.9 24.3 26.9 283
B N N e N . S
P e e
& & < N o\} \‘\o“ 07} &Jr z‘& 6@(\
K A4 & < By
k} Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings

13% of Orange County Children Live in Poverty

RWIF: Percent of people under the age of 18 living in poverty

22% 21%
19%
13% 12%
9%
North Carolina Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
= Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings

Orange County Records Lowest Teenage Birth Rate, One
Fifth the NC Rate

RWIF: Number of births per 1,000 female population ages 15-19

22
21 20
15
12
4
North Carolina Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
Q'} Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings
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Teenage Birth Rate Highest Among Hispanic Females

Births per 1,000 females ages 15-19 by race/ethnicity

51
41
31 32
17 21 19
1 10 13
[] a | &
Black Hispanic White
Orange W Chatham  ® Alamance Durham
= Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings

Percent of Births with Low Birthweight by Race/Ethnicity

16%
12% 12% 13%13%
9% 9%
8% 8% 8%
7%
7% II 7% 7% I :
Asian Black Hispanic White
Orange ® Chatham W Alamance Durham
= Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings

251

252

42



Minority Medicare Enrollees Less Likely to Receive Flu Hispanic and Black Children More Likely to Live
Shots than White Enrollees in Poverty
Percentage of Medicare enrollees who received an annual flu vaccination by race/ethnicity Percentage of children (under 18) living in poverty by race/ethnicity
42%
64% 64% 63% 38%38%
55% 58% 52% 56%
16% 48% 48%  48% 1% s 30% 30% 30%
40% 2% - 25%
32% 31% 17%)
13% 13%
1%
10% 8% 8% 6%
| s | M
Asian Black Hispanic White Asian Black Hispanic White
Orange m Chatham m Alamance Durham Orange  mChatham  m Alamance Durham Wake
= Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings = Source: 2021 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation Health Rankings

Infant Mortality Increasing in Orange; Stable in Chatham Cancer and Heart Disease Leading Causes of Death in
Infant mortality rate is the number of infant (<1 year of age) deaths per 1,000 live births O ra nge a nd chatha m Cou nties
16 Orange County, NC (2018) Chatham County, NC (2018)
14 112 1. Cancer (22.8%) 1. Cancer (21%)
12 2. Diseases of heart (18.9%) 2. Diseases of heart (19.8%)
10 3. All other unintentional injuries (5.2%) 3. Cerebrovascular diseases (5.8%)
3 4. Cerebrovascular diseases (4.4%) 4. Alzheimer's disease (5.3%)
. 5. Chronic lower respiratory diseases (4%) 5. All other unintentional injuries (4.9%)
6.6 6. Alzheimer's disease (3.9%) 6. Chronic lower respiratory diseases (4.6%)
4 7. Diabetes mellitus (3.7%) 7. Diabetes mellitus (3.4%)
2 8. Septicemia (2.3%) 8. Motor vehicle injuries (2.6%)
0 9. Intentional self-harm (suicide) (1.7%) 9. Influenza and pneumonia (2.4%)
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 10. Chronic liver disease and cirrhosis (1.6%) 10. Parkinson's disease (1.9%)
North Carolina =~Orange County ==Chatham County
@ @
= Source: NC State Center for Health Statistics = Source: NC State Center for Health Statistics
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‘All Cancer’ Rate up in Orange, Chatham, and

Alamance - Down in NC, Durham, and Wake
All cancer rate per 100,000 (2010-2014 vs. 2015-2019)

Colon/Rectum Cancer Rates Consistent Across the

Region
Colon/Rectum Cancer Rates per 100,000 (2010-2014 vs. 2015-2019)

507 38
494 35 T 0 ® 35 35 u 2
480 469 478 476 29
257 462 466 400 462
I i I
North Carolina  Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake North Carolina  Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
— H2010-2014 2015-19 = m 2010-2014 2015-19
! =, Source: NC State Center for Health Statistics \ =, Source: NC State Center for Health Statistics
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258
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Orange Highest Breast Cancer Rates, Local Counties All Counties See Decreases in Lung/Bronchus Cancer
Above NC Average Rate Except Alamance
Female breast cancer rates per 100,000 (2010-2014 vs. 2015-2019) Lung/Bronchus Cancer Rate per 100,000 (2010-2014 vs. 2015-2019)
178 B 180 L 70 68 '
63
175 58
173 170 172 57 5 54 50 56 49
44
163 161
158
North Carolina  Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake North Carolina ~ Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
H 2010-2014 2015-19
2010-2014 2015-19
\i.} Source: NC State Center for Health Statistics \-, Source: NC State Center for Health Statistics
259 260
Prostate Cancer Rates Rise Across the Region,
Declines in Alamance and NC
Prostate Cancer Rate per 100,000 (2010-2014 vs. 2015-2019)
128 133 136

125 147 116 o 118125

I 100196 100 I I
North Carolina Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
= H 2010-2014 2015-19 —

= Source: NC State Center for Health Statistics —
261 262

Percent of People in Poverty Declines Across Region Chatham and Wake Have Lowest Local Poverty Rate
from 2010 an d 20 15 to 20 19 Percent of people (all ages) in poverty, 2019
2000 2005 2010 2015 2019 15%
Orange County 10% 14% 17% 14% 13% 13% 14% 14% 12%
Chatham County 9% 11% 14% 12% 9%
9% 8%

Durham County 11% 14% 18% 17% 14%
Alamance County 9% 12% 18% 19% 15%
Wake County 7% 10% 12% 1% 8%
North Carolina 12% 15% 17% 16% 14%

; o 3 o o 2% Orange Chatham Durham Alamance Wake North United
United States 1% 13% 15% 15% 1 County County County County County Carolina States

\‘; Source: U.S. Census Bureau Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (SAIPE) \-'f Source: U.S. Census Bureau Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (SAIPE)
263 264
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Wake Has Lowest Local Child Poverty Rate Number of Children in Poverty Rises in Orange, But Down
Percent of Children (under 18) in poverty, 2019 from 2010 Peak; chatham Declines
Total number of children (under 19) in poverty by county, 2000 to 2019
o
21% 22% 6,000
19% 17% som 4,822
0, 4,000 3,745
13%  12% 2,952
3,000
o
,000
1,000
0
» ORI SR, S SR R I TR S Y
Orange Chatham Durham  Alamance Wake North United S ”QQ\ R e ”QQ R SR R
County County County County County Carolina States Orange County «=Chatham County
— —
Source: U.S. Census Bureau Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (SAIPE) = Source: U.S. Census Bureau Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (SAIPE)

265

266

Percent of Children in Poverty Down from Peak;
Orange Now Exceeds Chatham
Percent of children (under 18) in poverty by county, 2000 to 2019
25% 22%
20%
15% 17% 13% .
Food Insecurity
5%
%
’&@ ,.90\/ '\9& 1@“’ W@“‘ "96’ w@% @@ ’&é" ,@@ ’\9@ ’L@? WQO "9’3’ '9\? @x‘“ ’9\3’ ,.,0 W&‘b 1@?’
:/:.:_-7_ Orange County ==Chatham County ﬁ_--.
= Source: U.S. Census Bureau Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates (SAIPE) =
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Orange County FNS Cases & Participants Approaching Orange County Food and Nutrition Services
Post-Recession Peak After Start of COVID-19 Participants Increase by 2,600 Since Jan 2020
Number of cases (families) and participants (individuals) receiving Orange County Food and Nutrition Number of cases (families) and participants (individuals) receiving Orange County Food and Nutrition
Services (FNS, formerly Food Stamps) in January each year 2007 through 2021 Services (formerly Food Stamps) each month January 2020 through June 2021
Jun-21, 11,641
, 13,000 - (ALl
13,000 Jan 2012, 11,779 Jan 2021, 11,193 TR TR Mar-21, 11,402
11,000 11,000 3 un-20, 10,
: an-20, 9,002
8,000 oo Mar-21, 5,091 "2 8140
Jan 2014, 6,279 L
7,000 Jan 2007, 6,111 an T Jan 2021, 5,757 :zz: Jan-20, 4,540 Jun-20, 5,324
5,000 3,000
3,000 1,000
Jan 2007, 2,925 S S I S S I S I A e
A A L LG SR SN ST LG LA LN P A L L LY
1000 Jan-07 Jan-08 Jan-09 Jan-10 Jan-11 Jan-12 Jan-13 Jan-14 Jan-15 Jan-16 Jan-17 Jan-18 Jan-19 Jan-20 Jan-21 A <« éﬁ VQ éﬁ A > V\) & °© s & ¥ < @’b VQ ®$ ¥

Cases Participants

Source: NC Department of Health and Human Services

Cases Participants

Source: NC Department of Health and Human Services




hatham nty FNS C Participants Ri ;
Chatham County FNS Cases & Participants Rise Food Insecurity Rate, 2019
Sha rply After Sta rt Of COVl D'19 Percentage of population experiencing Food Insecurity - (USDA: Food Insecurity is a lack of consistent
Number of cases (families) and participants (individuals) receiving Chatham County Food and Nutrition access to enough food for an active, healthy life)
Services (FNS, formerly Food Stamps) in January each year 2007 through 2021
7,000 Jan 2012, 6,632 13.7% 12.1%
11.6% 11.7% .
6,000 Jan 2021, 5,350 10.1%
5,000
4,000 Jan 2012, 3,079 Jan 2021, 2,637
3,000 Jan 2007, 2,948
2,000
1000 yan 2007, 1,345
0
S & & N N D o P o I . .
LR A O T O R Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
I;r'?' Cases ==Participants 'I/?
N Source: NC Department of Health and Human Services = Source: Feeding America

Food Insecurity Rate Declines Across the Region Number of Food Insecure Individuals Declines in
Percentage of population experiencing Food Insecurity 2013 vs. 2019 - (USDA: Food Insecurity is a lack of H H . .
consistent access to enough food for an active, healthy life) orange and Ne'gh bor'ng COU ntles, Chatham Increases
18.2% 18.3% Change in the number of food insecure individuals from 2013 to 2019 (USDA: Food Insecurity is a lack of
16.7% consistent access to enough food for an active, healthy life)
15.4% 14.4%
13.7% - 13.5% 600
11.6% 12.0%11.7% 12.1%
10.1%
-4,140 -3,090
I -12,530
Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake North Carolina -25,890
= 2013 m2019 Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
‘L, Source: Feeding America \I-, Source: Feeding America
273 274

Federal Income Eligibility Guidelines for Free and
Reduced-Price School Meals (Annualized)

‘Free’ meals are available for families earning less than 130% of the federal poverty line and ‘reduced’ for
families 130-185% of poverty. The rates below are set for July 1, 2019 to June 30, 2020

Percent of Students Enrolled in Free & Reduced Meals
Declines Slightly in Local & Neighboring Districts

Percent of local students qualifying for free or reduce price meals (‘Free’ meals are available for families
earning less than 130% of the federal poverty line and ‘Reduced’ for families earning 130%-185%)

7o 64%
62% oo 62%

Household Size Free Reduced Price o
Household of 1 $16,237 $23,107 3% a9y 48% 46%
Household of 2 $21,983 $31,284 r 34% 339,
Household of 3 $27,729 $39,461 % 27% 26%
Household of 4 $33,475 $47,638 B
Household of 5 $39,221 $55,815 o
Household of 6 $44,967 $63,992
Orange CHCCS Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
Household of 7 $50,713 $72,169 County
{ I.T'“' If‘“ m2018-2019 1 2019-2020 (preliminary)
= Source: US Department of Agriculture = Source: North Carolina Department of Public Instruction
275 276
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Free & Reduced Lunch Enroliment Down in Chatham,
Up in Orange and CHCCS

Percentage point change in share of students enrolled in Free and Reduced Lunch, 2011 to 2020 (‘Free’
meals are available for families earning less than 130% of the federal poverty line and ‘Reduced’ for families
earning 130%-185%)

5.7
20 29
— . Homelessness
-0.3 .
-4.3
Orange CHCCS Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
County
:_, Source: North Carolina Department of Public Instruction =,
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Orange Housing Helpline Phone Calls Up 25%
Since August 2020

Orange County Partnership to End Homelessness Housing Help Line monthly phone and email traffic

2,048
2,000
1,500
1,046
1,000
566

500 ﬁ\/\,v
P

I T I S
W& T

0

5 P A A A A AN A A

& & & M A { VX 5
A R R R G R i
Number of Emails

==Number of People Number of Calls

= Source: Orange County Housing and Community Development

Number of Individuals Experiencing Homelessness
Highest in 2021, 42% increase from 2020

Orange County Annual Point in Time Homelessness Count, 2012 to 2021

176
152

110 108
80

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Source: Orange County Partnership to End Homelessness

Share of Orange County Homeless who are
Chronically Homeless Rises to 22%

Chronically homeless is defined as an individual with a disabling condition who has experienced
homelessness for longer than a year (during which time the individual may have lived in a shelter, or a place
not meant for human habitation)

26%

23%
21% 22%
19% 20% 18%

1% 13% 10%

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

= Source: Orange County Partnership to End Homelessness

Number of Orange County Chronically Homeless
Individuals Increasing

Total chronically homeless, Orange County Annual Point in Time Count, 2012 to 2021

38

29 28
3 2

19
16 14 13

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Source: Orange County Partnership to End Homelessness




36 Individuals Unsheltered in Orange county in 2021 (20% People Experienci ng Homelessness Sheltered
Of A" Homeless) o Number of Sheltered Homeless, Orange County Annual Point in Time Count
Number of unsheltered individuals Orange County Point in Time Count, 2012 to 2021
140
39
37 36
28 29 90
20 19 65
15
9
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
= =
U:_-_; Source: Orange County Partnership to End Homelessness LI:_-_;, Source: Orange County Partnership to End Homelessness
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Number of Homeless Families and Children Declines

Orange County Annual Point in Time Count
35

30
27

25

20

2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Homeless Families Homeless Children in Families

\L
L3 Source: Orange County Partnership to End Homelessness

Internet Access

285

286

Pockets of Low Internet Access in Western Chatham

% of People with Computer and Fixed Broadband Access at Home

I |

vk coeputs... £ W :

C L
1| ¥

X.I

1
1

Household Home Internet Access Varies by County

Internet access by county *note both Chatham and Alamance have less than 1% using nonbroadband

dialup
21% 19% 10%
)

| |
B
™ Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
° | y
| , Fr_j’ B Broadband (Any Type) Subscription No Internet Access
| g : =
ISEL SIS - = —
. e (s
Source: 5 Year American Community Survey, 2014-2018 = = Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2015-2019
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In Orange County, 18% of Black Households & 11% of
Hispanic Households Lack a Computer or Internet Access

Orange County personal computer & internet access by race/ethnicity

3% 10% 1% 2% 4%
5% 5% % 7%
8%
9 95% o

92% i 88%
White Black Asian Multi-Racial Hispanic

m Has Computer with Broadband Has Computer without Internet Subscription No Computer

\I., Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2015-2019

In Chatham County, 36% of Black Households & 28% of
Hispanic Households Lack a Computer or Internet Access

Chatham County personal computer & internet access by race/ethnicity

6% Qo
8% 15% 8% 10% 8%
20%
21%
85% 90% 5
64% s
White Black Asian Multi-Racial Hispanic
m Has Computer with Broadband ~  Has Computer without Internet Subscription = No Computer
/T‘-\- Note: Values less than 1% not labeled
\I_, Source: American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2015-2019
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Schools

=

Public School Funding

=
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Asheville and Chapel Hill-Carrboro Lead the State in
Per Pupil Expenditure
Total per pupil expenditure by LEA for the school year 2019-20
Asheville City Schools $13,522
Chapel Hill/Carrboro City Schools $12,956
Orange County Schools $11,497

Durham County Schools $11,684

Chatham County Schools - | $10,747

CHCCS Leads in Local Per Pupil Expenditure

Total per pupil expenditure by LEA for the school year 2019-20

Chapel Hill/Carrboro City Schools $6,332
Asheville City Schools $5,956
Orange County Schools 34,446

Durham County Schools $3,833

Chatham County schools - | $3,456

Wake County Schools

Alamance-Burlington Schools

/T.‘"

$9,615
$9,485

Source: NC Department of Public Instruction

Wake County Schools

Alamance-Burlington Schools

'ﬂT‘."

$2,859
$2,031

Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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Federal Per Pupil Expenditure Lower in OCS and CHCCS

Total federal per pupil expenditure by LEA for 2019-20

Chapel Hill-Carrboro City Schools Per Pupil Expenditure up
22% ($2,377) over 2010 Levels

Trends in CHCCS per pupil expenditure (PPE) by source, 2010-2020

Durham County Schools 31,099
Alamance-Burlington Schools $1,056
Asheville City Schools 3371
Chatham County Schools | $786
Wake County Schools $601
Orange County Schools 3597
Chapel Hill/Carrboro City Schools $402
€
= Source: NC Department of Public Instruction

2020 | T 7 N, 402
2019 | T T 55
2018 | 5451
2017 | 52
2016 | 7 TR ¢ 35

2015 | T I, 560

2014 $4,883 a5

2013 $4,801 $502

2012 |, 5503

2011 $1,019

2010 $840
€
=

$6,332
$6,345
$6,235
$6,151
§5,879
$5,618
$5,514 m State PPE
$5,341
§5,075
$4,779
$4,934

Federal PPE

Local PPE

Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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3 and 8t" Grade
Reading and Math

Reading on Grade Level (Grade 3) Drops Sharply in
Pandemic; Down 11 Pts in CHCCS and 13 Pts in OCS
Percent of students Grade Level Proficient (level 3+) in End-of-Grade (EOG) Reading Grade 3, SY2014 to
SY2021. No EOG tests were taken in 2020.
100%
90%
80% 75% 74%
70% 63%
60%
sw  63%
a0% 52%
so% 39%
20%
10%
0%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
(i =3 Chapel Hill-Carrboro City Schools Orange County Schools
= Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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3rd Grade Math Proficiency Drops 25 Points to 31% in OCS,
Drops 22 Points to 53% Proficient in CHCCS

Percent of students Grade Level Proficient (level 3+) in End-of-Grade (EOG) Math Grade 3, SY2014 to
SY2021. No EOG tests were taken in 2020.

100%
90%

s 14% 75%
70%
60% 53%
s 04%
56%
40%
30%
20% 31%
10%
0%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
= Chapel Hill-Carrboro City Schools Orange County Schools
\I. = Source: NC Department of Public Instruction

Fewer Than 17% of Black and Hispanic Students Reading
on Grade Level in OCS, Less than 34% in CHCCS

EOG Reading Grade 3 Proficiency (level 3+) by race in the school yeat 2020-21

78%

1% 70%
57%
30% 29% 34% 32%
17% 15%
NA
Asian Black Hispanic White

CHCCS (Orange) OCS (Orange) ® Chatham
/=" Note: Orange & Chatham County values for Asian students are not reported due to
L data suppression due to the small number of students in these districts.
= Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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3rd Grade Reading CHCCS: Black Students Drop 27 Points,
Hispanic Drop 8 Points, All Drop 11 Points from 2019 to 2021

CHCCS EOG Reading Grade 3 Proficiency (level 3+) by race, SY2014 to SY2021. No EOG tests were taken in
2020

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%

o /\N
30%
20%
10%
0%

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

On 3rd Grade Reading, CHCCS Black Students See Largest

Decline, OCS Records Lowest Performance

Percentage of Black students “Grade Level Proficient” (level 3+) on Grade 3 Reading EOG, SY2014 to $Y2021
No EOG tests were taken in 2020

70%

60% 57%
50%
o — 30%
o <29%
20% .I 7%
10%

0%

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

«=Chatham Orange CHCCS

.TTH All Asian Black  e=Hispanic White .TT“'
= Source: NC Department of Public Instruction = Source: NC Department of Public Instruction

White/Hispanic Performance Gap Narrows in CHCCS and
OCS between SY2019 and SY2021

The number of percentage points between the percent of White students scoring “Grade Level Proficient” (level
3) on Grade 3 Reading EOG and Hispanic student performance on same EOG. No EOG tests taken in 2020

White/Black Performance Gap Widens from SY2019 to
SY2021 in Orange, Chatham, and CHCCS

The number of percentage points between the percent of White students scoring “Grade Level Proficient”
(level 3) on the Grade 3 Reading EOG and Black student performance on same EOG. No tests taken in 2020.

58

54 5 4
8 45
m 46
2 45 44 444 % 37 04
36 3736 39 3 s
32 33 3029 303332
I I I ] I I I
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
F—= CHCCS 0OCS m Chatham = CHCCS 0OCS m Chatham
I‘I\} Source: NC Department of Public Instruction Ik', Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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CHCCS & Wake Outperform Neighbors on 3rd Grade
Reading End of Grade (EOG), SY2021

Percent of students ‘College and Career Ready” (level 4 or 5) and “Grade Level Proficient” (level 3+)

45%
34% 35%
I I )

NC CHCCS Chatham  Alamance  Durham Wake
(Orange) (Orange)

60%
49%

End of Grade Math, Grade 8, Performance Declines
Sharply in CHCCS and Orange County Schools

Percent of students College and Career Ready (level 4 or 5) in End-of-Grade (EOG) Math Grade 8, SY2014 to
S$Y2021. No EOG tests were taken in 2020.

100%
90%

80% 69%
70% 59%

40% 29%
o 36% 35%

o% 11%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

'TT‘“ B % Grade Level Proficient % College and Career Ready ,TT“' Chapel Hill-Carrboro City Schools Orange County Schools
= Source: NC Department of Public Instruction = Source: NC Department of Public Instruction




CHCCS and Wake Exceed Peers in Grade 8 Math End Covid Interrupts Tremendous OCS Progress for 8t Grade
of Grade (EOG) SY2021 Science Performance for Black Students
Percent of students ‘College and Career Ready” (level 4 or 5) and “Grade Level Proficient” (level 3+) Orange County Schools percentage of Black students “College and Career Ready” (level 4 or 5) on Grade 8
Science EOG, S5Y2014 to SY2021
48% 80%
44% o 67%
33% 60%
28% 29%
27% 23% 24% 24% 0% 42%
17% 40%
1% 10% 12% 10% 35%
30%
20%
NC OCS (Orange) CHCCS Chatham Alamance Durham Wake 10%
(Orange) 0%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
— W % Grade Level Proficient % College and Career Ready -
(( 3 e .
= Source: NC Department of Public Instruction = Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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CHCCS Leads Peers in Students with UNC System Eligible
ACT Scores but has Widest Gaps by Income
% of students earning an UNC system-eligible ACT composite score (17+), by economic status, SY2021
70%
High School
18 choo -
ACT and Graduation I
NC OCS (Orange)  CHCCS Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
(Orange)
= = u All Students Economically Disadvantaged Students
‘L, \I_, Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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Large Disparities Exist In Student ACT Performance

Percent of students earning an UNC system-eligible ACT composite score (17+) by race, SY2021

94% 91%  90%
88%
80% 7% 84% 80% 84%
69% 64% 2%
48%
43%
I I 3(,’éi‘ 1 I ]
OCS (Orange)  CHCCS Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
(Orange)
Asian Black M Hispanic White
'/- *  Note: Orange & Chatham County values for Asian students are not reported due to
data suppression due to the small number of students in these districts.
\ = Source: NC Department of Public Instruction

CHCCS Outperforms Peers in ACT Benchmark Performance,

Racial Disparities Remain Stark
% of students meeting all 4 ACT subtest benchmarks, SY2021

48%
28% 27%
6% 22% 22% 19%
1%
6% 5% 6% % 6% 7% 6% 7%
g Nem B= Hull Bo= 0= m
NC ocs CHCCS Chatham  Alamance Durham Wake
(Orange) (Orange)
All m Black = Hispanic

[{ _-
= Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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Majority of CHCCS Students Earned “Career-Ready” Scores
on ACT Work Keys Exam

Percent of Career & Technical Education Concentrators scoring Silver or higher on ACT Work Keys, SY2021

AP Participation Highest in Chapel Hill-Carrboro City Schools

Percent of high school students enrolled in AP courses, SY2019 vs. SY2020

46%
91% 44%
74% 69% 80% 32% 33%
63% 60% 64%
21%
17% 17% 19% 19% 18% 175, 17% 19%
I I I B
North 0ocs CHCCS Chatham  Alamance Durham Wake
Carolina (Orange) (Orange)
NC 0ocs CHCCS Chatham  Alamance Durham Wake
(Orange)  (Orange) m2019 2020
= Source: NC Department of Public Instruction = Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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Chatham Participation in Career-and-College Promise

Nearly Twice the State Average
Percent of high school students enrolled in CCP, SY2019 vs. SY2020

26%
23%
15%
129 14% 12% 12%
8% 8% 8%
W N A
[ | [ |

Local Districts’ 4-Year Graduation Rates Improve, But
Orange Declines Between SY2016-SY2021

Share of 9t grade cohort that graduated in 4 years, by graduation year

90% 9% 89% g0 7% 88% g1% 87% gy 87%  87% 90%

Noth 0cs CHCCS Chatham  Alamance Durham Wake CHCCS OCS (Orange)  Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
Carolina (Orange) (Orange) (Orange)
m2019 2020 m2016 2021
= Source: NC Department of Public Instruction = Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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4-Year Adjusted Cohort Graduation Rates

Economically Students with
Disadvantaged Disabilities
2016 2021 2016 2021 2016 2021 2016 2021 2016 2021

All Black Stud; Hi:

NE 86%  87% 83% 84% 80% 82% 80% 80% 69% 1%

Alamance g9, g7% | 80%  87% | 74% 86% 78% 80% 61%  71%
Chatham  g7e.  g8% | 79%  94% | 79% 79% 83% 78% 68%  78%

CHCCS
(Orange)  90%  93% | 82%  85% | 81%  86% | 79%  84% | 62%  74%

Durham 7% 87% 82% 86% 77% 82% 76% 79% 58% 72%
ocs
(Orange)  89%  84% 90% 78% 84% 78% 79% 79% 76% 63%

Wake  g7% 90% | 81%  87% | 74%  79% | 74%  81% | 71%  75%

High School Dropout Rates, 2009-2020, All Now Below 2%
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CHCCS ~—Orange County - North Carolina ==Chatham County

@ @
= Source: NC Department of Public Instruction = Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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Wake County Graduates Most Likely to Report Postsecondary Intentions Slowly Declining Over Decade;
Postsecondary Intentions Large Drops in 2020
Percent of high school graduates who reported intentions to enroll in postsecondary education, SY2020 Percent of high school graduates who reported intentions to enroll in postsecondary, 2010-2020
2% 8% 91% 100%
79% 1% 74% o 93%
68% s0% 91%
as ST 82%
86%
80% 81%
75% 79%
70%
65% 68%
60%
NC ocs CHCCS Chatham  Alamance Durham Wake 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
(Orange)  (Orange) —=NC 0CS (Orange) CHCCS (Orange) —=Chatham
\l‘J Source: NC DPI Statistical Profile Online \l_, Source: NC DPI Statistical Profile Online
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Orange County FAFSA Even; Declines in Chatham and Orange County Schools Rank First in Student-to-
Alamance N - School Counselor Ratio
;g;‘;;g‘ih%ﬁ;ﬁggo' graduates who completed the Free Application for Federal Student Financial Aid, Number of students for every counselor, SY2020
68% 68% 70% 679
60% g 1% 62% s o0% gy 5% 63% OCs (Orange) 263
51% Durham 279
CHCCS (Orange) 299
NC 347
Wake 389
North CHCCS ocs Chatham  Alamance Durham Wake
Carolina  (Orange)  (Orange) Chatham I 408
= 2019 2020 Alamance 423
Q‘} Source: NC Department of Public Instruction Q--, Source: Calculated using data downloaded from NC DPI Statistical Profile Online
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Student Headcount (ADM) Declines in 2020-21 School Year

Student increase/decrease in Month 2 Average Daily Members (ADM) SY2021 vs. SY2020

- -334 (4.5%) -351 (3.9%)
Covid Enrollment Impact o
-874 (4.4%)
Orange County (total) CHCCS 0ocCs Chatham
= =
Qi'} Q,', Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
323 324
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Fewer Students Enrolled in OCS (-4.5%) and CHCCS (-
4.4%) Schools in SY2021

Student increase/decrease in Month 2 Average Daily Members (ADM) SY2021 vs. SY2020

CHCCS Enrollments Down Most for Kindergarten, Grade 3

Percent increase/decrease in Month 2 Average Daily Membership by grade, SY2021 vs. SY2020

3 4.1%
2.5%
-51
-120 -104 -334, -0.6%
-179 ) 2.5% -2 - -1.8%
(-4.5%) -3.3% 2.7% 2.8% o
-6.6%
-540, -8.4%
-423 (-4.4%)
Elementary School Middle School High School Total Enrollment -16.8% -15.9%
Change
Chapel Hill-Carrboro Schools = Orange County Schools K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

I I

&-} Source: NC Department of Public Instruction k} Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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Chatham County Student Headcount (ADM) Declines in Chronic Absence Down in SY2020, But No Attendance Data

2020-2021 School Year Collected After March 2020

Student increase/decrease in Month 2 Average Daily Members (ADM) 5Y2021 vs. Y2020 K/T:':cer:\tzggét)udents who were chronically absent, SY2019 vs. SY2020 (No attendance data collected after

22%
6 19%
13%
-04 10% 10% 1% 12% 12%
8%
7% 6% 5%
-263
-351, (-3.9%) NC 0ocs CHCCS Chatham  Alamance  Durham Wake
Elementary School Middle School High School Total Enrollment (Orange) (Orange)
Change
{T\_ {7\. m 2019 2020
= Source: NC Department of Public Instruction = Source: NC Department of Public Instruction
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Home School Enroliments Grew Fastest in Orange County
vs. Pre-Pandemic SY2019

Percent change in home school enrollments by county, SY2021 vs. SY2019

Private School Enroliments Declined in Orange; Grew
Fastest in Alamance vs. Pre-Pandemic SY2019

Percent change in private school enrollments, SY2021 vs SY2019

Orange 46% (565 students) Alamance 5.8% (95 students)
Chatham _ 36% (263 students) North Carolina 4.8% (4,941 students)
Durham 27% (631 students) Wake 4.4% (818 students)
North Carolina 27% (37,863 students) Durham 1.5% (73 students)
Wake 26% (3,325 students) Chatham I 0.5% (1 student)
Alamance 15% (344 students) Orange -2.2% (24 students)
= Source: NC Department of Administration = Source: NC Department of Administration
329 330
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Durham Tech

60% of Durham Tech
Students Who Graduated
from Chapel Hill and
Orange County Schools
Received Financial Aid

Pell Grants and other forms
of financial aid, 2020-2021

=
@ Source: Durham Tech

331

332

Durham Tech Orange County Campus Career and College
Promise (CCP) & Orange County Promise (OCP) Awards

178 189
143 151
i 108
iii III |I| 5

2016-2017 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020 2020-2021

m CCP students taking classes ~ m OCP students taking classes

=
(:: Source: Durham Tech

Covid Impacts Durham Tech Orange County Continuing
Education, Non-Credit Class Offerings

Non-credit, continuing education in person classes offered at Durham Tech’s Orange County campus,
SY2012-SY2021

I I I I I I I I I I

> > © © 3] 3 ° o >
S Nd o> S N ¥ N N N
2 {ﬁ IR »‘,1 @1 01 ,&m o o

’»
S & ° S

=
@ Source: Durham Tech

333

334

Continuing Education Total In-Person Seats Used, Durham
Tech Orange County Campus

6,982 6,982

6,348 5067
4,063 3,623 3792
3,087 2,686
I 1 492

Durham Tech Licensure Pass Rates (2020)

cxteccan [ 52
vr- [ 100%
vt N 56

> ) © \ ® ) o > i i
1@ g N A ,Lo R 2 o 2> g
C Source: Durham Tech C Source: Durham Tech
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In-Person Credit Classes Offered at Durham Tech Orange Durham Tech Orange County Campus In-Person Credit
County Campus Greatly Impacted by Covid Class Enrollment Greatly Impacted by Covid-19
Number of in-person classes offered, SY2017-5Y2021 Available in-person seats used, SY2012-5Y2021
143 144 2,789
128 133 2,582 ‘o 2459 2417
g 2,401 2, 2,344 2153 2,193
1,418
41
252
|
> N \Y © Nl NJ 3 N D
2016-2017 2017-2018 2018-2019 2019-2020 2020-2021 & @&& 1&”& @w@ 1@‘9& m&"& @o”& &*’1& 1&”& m@”@
Source: Durham Tech Source: Durham Tech
337 338
American Indian/Alaska
45-64 Native
[ 3% : 0.3%
Age of Orange Racial Makeup of Asian Or
acific
County Residents Orange County Islander
in Durham Tech Residents in o,
Credit Classes (612) Durham Tech in e — Hispanic
Durham Tech O . b .,- panic 10%
e e 17 and Credit Classes (612) 52%
2020) Durham Tech Orange County
under Campus (2019-2020)
37% Hispanic

Source: Durham Tech

18%

Source: Durham Tech
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UNC-Chapel Hill

UNC-Chapel Hill Student Population Grows 200 Student
Per Year Over 30 Years

Total student population (full- and part-time), 1991-2020

35,000

29,877

30,000
23,852

25,000

20,000

15,000

10,000

5,000

Source: UNC Office of Institutional Research
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Fraternity and Unlvers.ltv-ANIIIaled
Sorority Housing, [G'a;"z'gz ::”:')““]' o
2019 e : 45% of
UNC-Chapel Hill UNC-Chapel Hill
Student Employees Live Living in
Enroliment by o 8035 275 in Orange Orange County
. 45%
Housmg Type County, 2018 Living Outside of
Married Student ora"ge county
Off-Campus Housing, Housing, 540 (2%) 55%
19,263 (64%)
\I‘ = Source: UNC Office of Institutional Research and Analysis \I. = Source: UNC Office of Institutional Research and Analysis

343 344

. 4l . a
UNC-Chapel Hill Employment Surpasses 13,000 Distribution of UNC-Chapel Hill’s 13,029 Employees
UNC-CH employment by employment classification, 1991-2019 UNC employees by county of home address, 2019
15,000 Total: Orange 5,819
13,029 Durham 2,585
Wake 1,768
10,000 Alamance 1,198
Other Counties 788
5000 Chatham 582
Person 67
Lee 75
o "
Guilford
FIFFT IS LTS P 5 uitford [ 90
Mecklenburg 37
m SHRA Employees (Formerly SPA Employees) Forsyth 20
— EHRA Employees (Formerly Faculty and EPA Employees) —
‘L =, Source: UNC Office of Institutional Research \I‘ = Source: UNC Office of Institutional Research and Analysis
Largest Growth in UNC-Chapel Hill Employee Residence is . ; ;
g P ploy Top Ten Cities Where UNC-Chapel Hill Employees Live
Wake County ] )
Change in number of UNC employees by county of residence, 2015-2019. Total of 842 additional employees. Faculty and staff populations by city, 2019
Orange 135 Chapel Hill 2,195 2,312
Durham 231 Durham 691 1,876
Carrboro 294 G
Wake 260 Raleigh 138
Alamance 50 cary 137 JIET]
Other Counties 200 Pittsboro 95
Chatham 42 Hillsborough 113 JIEZE]
Mebane22 [IlIIH
Person 7 Graham o [IEQ)
Lee 6 Apex 42 ]
Guilford 9 Burlington o ] Faculty B Staff (Non Faculty)
{ I::' / =
= Source: UNC Office of Institutional Research and Analysis \ = Source: UNC Office of Institutional Research and Analysis
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UNC-Chapel Hill Research Funding Approaches $1 Billion

Research funding, 1980-2020

$1,000,000,000 $941 million
$900,000,000

$800,000,000
$700,000,000
$600,000,000
$500,000,000
$400,000,000
$300,000,000
$200,000,000

$100,000,000

0
1980 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018 2020

Source: UNC Office of Institutional Research

UNC-Chapel Hill Revenues Rise Rapidly, While State
Appropriations Remain Flat
Total revenues and state appropriations, 1991-2019
$4,000,000,000
$3,500,000,000 $3.4 billion
$3,000,000,000
$2,500,000,000
$2,000,000,000
$1,500,000,000

$1,000,000,000 $518 million

500,000,000 SRS

£y
1991 1993 1995 1997 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019

Total Revenues ==State Appropriations

Source: UNC Office of Institutional Research
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Value of UNC-Chapel Hill Endowment, 1991-2019

In billions

$35

$3.31
$3.0 Billion

1991 1993 1995 1997 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019

Source: UNC Office of Institutional Research

UNC-Chapel Hill Campus Grows Past 21 Million
Square Feet in 2019

21,203,156
18,394,140

12,311,526
9,639,171

1991 2001 2011 2019

Source: UNC Office of Institutional Research
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UNC-Chapel Hill
Innovation and
Entrepreneurship

352

INTELLECTUAL PROFERTY

111 $5.4M 58

MVENTICH FATENE LICENSING TECHHOLOGIES
DISCLOSURES ARPLICATIONS REVENIE LICENSED

Fr— et & Scloroes
FPBASED STARTUPS
WY SEHODL AND DEPARTMENT

@ 5ot of Modbcine @ Collie of Arts & Scando: @ Echale

@ CAllifgs St of Clitet Public Haslm @ Sehoe of Daresiry @ - Schaot of Bilication

Source: UNC Chapel Hill
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INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

TOTAL ACTIVE STARTURS IP-BASED STRATUPS BY ACADEMIC LINIT

ARTS & STEHCES

Prten et 58%

3
. . INCREASE

Source: UNC Chapel Hill Source: UNC Chapel Hill

355 356

INC STRRTURS ang
UNE STARTU A5 OFJAN, 2021 HEC ECONOMIC IMPACT

"
443 srartups from UMC-Chapel Hill
are headquastered in 19 LT ]

NC counties. 2 a

$17.68 88,
¥

FLINCHNG BATED

676

OPLE

NUMEER OF UNC STARTUPS UNC STARTUR JOBS
faunched at
UNC-Chapel Hill {554 of

TR} ane 5t

_FOBS TOTAL 88,676

Source: UNC Chapel Hill Source: UNC Chapel Hill

357 358

dsaflan J01

13,516
{NCE
MO NN

UNC STARTUPS 3 UNC STARTUP JOBS [ ) $23.2 Million  $26.2 Million 532

o 117 z ] snapshi

Source: UNC Chapel Hill Source: UNC Chapel Hill
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Launch Chapel Hill

Costpory
Fending Rafied

$38.4 milllon $69 million

Source: UNC Chapel Hill

Property Tax
and Tax Base

362

2021 North Carolina Municipal Tax Rates
2020-21 city and town property tax rates
Salisbury Salisbury, 0.720

Rocky Mount

et Hillshorough, 0.620
Carrborn Carrboro, 0.599
jrd Chapel Hill, 0.544
Durham Durham, 0.532

Ash:st Apex, 0.380
pex
Morrisville Raleigh, 0.355

Raleigh

Cary Cary, 0.350

Charotte
Huntersville Huntersville, 0.240
(@

= Source: NC Department of Revenue

Local Jurisdictions Have Highest Combined Property Tax Rate

2020-21 combined all jurisdictions property tax rates (municipal + county + school tax rates)
Cartboro Carrboro, 1.6691
Clapel 54 Chapel Hill, 1.6137
Greensboro Hillshorough, 1.4879

Durham Durham, 1.2439

Greenville

Apex Apex, .9800

Raleigh Raleigh, .9552

o
e
o~ iy Hickory, 5875 | Can. 9500

= Source: NC Department of Revenue
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Chapel Hill Has Highest Average Residential Property Tax Bill
Combined local property tax rates (2020-21) assessed on local median home value, May 2020
cpel Chapel Hill, $7,549

Hillborough Carrboro, $5,787
Apex
Cary Apex, $4,370  Hillsborough, $5,243

Worrisvile Cary, $4,327
Ashevile Durham, $3,880

Wimington Raleigh, $3,349

= Hickory Hickory, $1,247

= Source: NC Department of Revenue; Zillow

From 2017 to 2021, Assessed Value of Chapel Hill
Commercial Property in Chapel Hill Grows 71%

Increase in Chapel Hill assessed value (in Smillions) by type from 2017 to 2021

$2,704 (53%)

$1,024 (71%)
$679 (86%)

Commercial Apartments Residential

= Source: Orange County Tax Assessor
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Chapel Hill Commercial Value Increases by $1 Billion, Chapel Hill Now 67% Residential, 13% Apartments, and
Apartments by Almost $700 Million, Since 2017 21% Commercial in 2021
Chapel Hill assessed value by category (in Smillions) from 2017 to 2021 Chapel Hill assessed value percentages by type 2017-2021
$12,000
2017 1% 70%
$10,000
$6,000 $7,059
$5,118 $5,333 $5,363 2019 52 573
$4,000 ’ s
1,473 2020 17% 1% 72%
$2,000 $793 $990 $1,017 $1,075 _
s [ $1.461 | ' 2021 13% 67%
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
. . ) m Commercial Apartments Residential
— m Commercial Apartments Residential =
(@ (@
= Source: Orange County Tax Assessor = Source: Orange County Tax Assessor
367 368

Orange County Commercial Value Increases 62%, Nearly Orange County Assessed Value Grows to $24B
TWice as FaSt at ReSidentiaI Percent Growth Orange County assessed value (in $Smillions) change over time (2018 & 2019 not available at time of printing)
Increase in Orange County assessed value by type (in Smillions) from 2017 to 2021 $25,000
$4,528 (34%)
$20,000
$15,000 $18,022
$16,203
$10,000 $13,494
$1,559 (62%)
$891 (73%) %5000 $1.226 1541 $2,117
i $4,069
. 5255 I 5 |
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Commercial Apartments Residential
— — m Commercial Apartments Residential
‘L =, Source: Orange County Tax Assessor \I- =, Source: Orange County Tax Assessor
369 370
Orange County Now 74% Residential; Commercial
GrOWS to 17% Restaurant, $48
Orange County assessed value percentages by type 2017-2021 (2018 & 2019 not available at time of Retail, $287
printing) 2021 Orange
00 ESEE 7 78% County Commercial
s Building Value Apartments,
(in millio ns) Office, $766 $1,221
2019 Total: $2,753,619,900
2020 % 78%
2021 17% 9% 74%
Industrial,
P m Commercial Apartments Residential = $260
\I, = Source: Orange County Tax Assessor \I- =, Source: Orange County Tax Assessor
371 372
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Restaurant, $4 Restaurant, $32 Retail, $198
2021 Carrboro O 2021 Chapel Hill
Commercial Commercial
?ulld!ng Va;ue office $52 Building Value .
In mitlions . orns partments,
- (in millions) so28
Total: $284,050,200 Total: $1,891,293,000 Office, $589
Industrial, $11
= F— Industrial, $2
\I_ =, Source: Orange County Tax Assessor \I_ =, Source: Orange County Tax Assessor
373 374
Restaurant, $3 Retail, $2
Restaurant, $6 Retail, $43 Hotel, $0
2021 2021 Mebane Office, $19
Hillsborough R (Orange County
Co_mrpercnal portion) Commercial
Building Value Building Value (in
(in millions) office, $91 millions)
Total: $295,854,100 Total: $160,590,400
Industrial, Hotel, $9
$63 Industrial,
"
{_J Source: Orange County Tax Assessor \I_/ Source: Orange County Tax Assessor
375 376
Orange County Protected Land Acreage Increases
Total acreage of “partially protected” and “totally protected” land
24,647 24,647 25471
22,907
20,413
Protected Land
9,318
4,380
Pre-1981  1981-90  1991-2000 2001-04  2005-08  2009-13 2014 2019
@ @
= = Source: Orange County Government, 2019 State of the Environment Report
377 378
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9.9% of Orange County Land Protected
Percent Orange County lands that are “totally protected” and “partially protected”
9.6%  9.6%  9-9%
8.9%
7.9%
Farmin
3.6% g
1.7%
Pre-1981 1981-90  1991-2000  2001-04 2005-08 2009-13 2014 2019
= =
= Source: Orange County Government, 2019 State of the Environment Report =
379 380

Number of Orange County Farms Is Increasing Orange County Land in Farms (acres) in Increasing
USDA Census of Agriculture: Total Number of Farms in Orange County USDA Agricultural Census: total acres farmed in Orange County
686 69,908
604 o4 60,057 56,666
2007 2012 2017 2007 2012 2017
:/I.::. :/I.:_-:_
= Source: US Department of Agriculture = Source: US Department of Agriculture
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Value of Orange County Farm Product Sales Growing

USDA Agricultural Census: market value of Orange County products sold

Orange County Cropland Largest Share of Farmland

USDA Agricultural Census: Orange County land in farms by use

$37,713,000
20%
$28,084,000 $30,613,000 o o

27% 392% 27%

43% 39% 46%

2007 2012 2017

2007 2012 2017 m Cropland Woodland Pastureland
= =
\ =2 Source: US Department of Agriculture = Source: US Department of Agriculture

383 384
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Majority of Orange County Farms Have Less Than
$10,000 in Annual Sales

Orange County Farms by value of sales

6%
8% g 6% 10%
70% 68% 66%
2007 2012 2017
'I/T" o Less than $10K $10 - $49.9K $50 - $100K Over $100K
\1‘.} Source: US Department of Agriculture

Water

=

385

386

OWASA Accounts Grow by 10,000, But Daily Water Use i
y 10,000, \ OWASA Rate Increases & Average Monthly Bill
Near Same as 1986 OWASA Annual Rate Increases and Average Customer Bill, 2002-2021
Annual customer account totals and daily usage totals 1986-2021
18% $90
23,000 21,921 Accounts 9 16% $7986¢4,
, 20,000 8 ¥ 14% $70 =
2
c = 8 12% 60 =
3 17,000 7 E @ $ z
3 3 2 10% $37.98 $50 §
3 14,000 65 < s . s40 2
£ s - ]
§ 11,000 58 e 6% $30 g
3 11,343 Accounts 2 4% $20 &
8,000 4 2
2% $10
5,000 3 0% $0
R I S S SRS e S AU R S > >
S R A A i S S AR B S R R RO RO R R g g oot
= Customer Accounts —Water Sales (Million Gallons Per Day Avg.) = Rate Increase «=Average Monthly Bill (based on 4,000 gallons per month)
'l_ =, Source: OWASA \I_ =, Source: OWASA
OWASA Water Main Breaks Decline Groundwater Quality in
Water main breaks per 100 miles of pipe (0 in August 21; 7.1 in last 12 months)
Orange County
15
Goal: <10 Breaks/100 miles of pipe Arsenic and Radon in Groundwater and
concentrations in excess of their respective maximum
10 contaminant levels (MCLs)
5 . .
FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 Last 12 Mos.
mm Main Breaks Main/Lateral Connection Breaks
Breaks Due to Contractor Damage Goal
'I/? :I/?h Source: Orange County Government,
= Source: OWASA W=, 2019 stateof the Environment Report
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390
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Renewables

Orange Co. Lags in Renewable Energy Production Capacity

County Renewable Energy Production Capacity (megawatts)
70

60

50

40

30 47.8

20 36.8 23.6
10 19.1

0 6.635 1.89 318 EE

Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake

56.6

W Biomass Hydroelectric Solar

= Source: NC Sustainable Agriculture Association, 2020
391 392
Orange and Chatham Solar Installations
o :9 - . M
@ D “ -
"ol Vg 9 g Waste and Recycling
b @ &
4 »
) Kl b @ e
Chgael Hitl = - ; = y )
- =X Source: NC Sustainable Agriculture Association, 2020 =
393 394

County Recycling Program Performance

Top 5 Household Recyclables Per

Waste Composition by Jurisdiction

. . . 1 9%
Top 5 Public Recycling Per Capita T iy, 22% 28% 22% 22%
Iredell County (1) Catawba County (1)
48% 52% 40% 52% a4%
Catawba County (2) Dare County (2)
Pitt County (3) Orange County (3) 9% 13% 11% 10%
) o %
Macon County (5) Currituck County (5) Chapel Hill Carrboro Hillsborough UNC Unincorporated
County
Chath coumy (50) Chath county (47) W Program Recyclables Other Potential Recyclables/Reusables Compostables All Other Waste
= =
= Source: NC Division of Environmental Assistance and Customer Service 2017 (DEACS) = Source: Orange County Government, 2017
395 396
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Orange County Commercial Waste Compositions Orange County Waste Composition
Over Time
100% 100%
90% 90%
80% 80%
70%
- 36% 42% 41%
50% 50%
40% 21 G
o ° 18% 17%
20%
29% 25% 26%
10%
0%
” Commercial Single Family Multi Family
1995 2000 2005 2010 2017
mPaper MPlastics © Organics © Metal  Glass = Wood  All Other Waste m Paper m Plastics © Organics  Metal = Glass = Wood  All Other Waste
= Source: Orange County Government = Source: Orange County Government, 2017
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Orange County Single Family Residential Waste Orange County Multi-Family Waste Compositions Over
Composition Over Time Time
100%
100% 90%
90% 80%
s o0 24% 31%
70%
™ 6% 31% 33% a7 o " o 36% 20% 0%
i:: 12% 16% 0% 15% 13% 17%
18% 18% il 17% o
0/ 20% 0 0/
o 2" 7% 22% 25% 36% S8 21% 26%
0% 0%
1995 2000 2005 2010 2017 1995 2000 2005 2010 2017
W Paper M Plastics © Organics ® Metal © Glass = Wood  All Other Waste mPaper M Plastics © Organics = Metal = Glass = Wood  All Other Waste
N Source: Orange County Government = Source: Orange County Government
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Orange
County
Emissions

Emissions by type, 2014

=

Carbon Monoxide Emissions from

Point Sources,
70 tons, 0%

Nitrogen Oxide
Emissions from
Area Sources,

3,006 tons, 16%

Nitrogen Oxide

Emissions from
Point Sources,
305 tons, 2%

Carbon Monoxide
Emissions from Area
Sources, 15,751 tons, 82%

Source: NC Department of Environmental Quality, EPA

Chatham
County
Emissions

Emissions by type, 2014

=

Carbon Monoxide
Emissions from Point
Sources, 754 tons, 5%

Carbon Monoxide
Emissions from Area
Sources, 12,683 tons, 79%

Nitrogen Oxide Emissions
from Area Sources, 2,095
tons, 13%

Nitrogen Oxide

Emissions from
Point Sources,
415 tons, 3%

Source: NC Department of Environmental Air Quality, EPA
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Orange County Absentee Ballot Requests Surge in 2020
Total absentee ballot requests by month in the 2016 and 2020 presidential election
16000 14,646
14,000
12,000
10,000
I H d I H 5,000 8,610
Elections and Politics
4,000
2,000 279 2'585
0
Jan Feb Mar Apr May  Jun Jul Aug  Sept Oct Nov
2016 2020
@ €
N = Source: NC State Board of Elections
403 404

Chatham County Absentee Ballot Requests Surge in 2020 Absentee Ballot Requests Surge in 2020
Total absentee ballot requests by month in the 2016 and 2020 presidential election 2020 absentee ballot requests as a percentage of 2016 absentee ballot requests (As of 11/3/2020)
oo 5,194
5000 4488 933%
738% 785%
4,000 672%
3,000 505% 572%
2,000
1,027

1,000 1 8

0

Jan Feb  Mar  Apr  May Jun Jul Aug  Sept  Oct  Nov North Carolina Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
2016  ==2020
\\1.} Source: NC State Board of Elections \, Source: NC State Board of Elections
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Absentee Voting Fueled High Voter Turnout in Chatham Orange has the Largest Share of Unaffiliated Voters
Voter turnout by absentee ballot status by county, 11/3/2020 Compa red With Neighbors and the State
Registered voters by affiliation, 8/29/2021
Total: 84%
H Total: 78% . Total: 80%
Total: 76% 855 Total: 74% 32% 30% 37% 33% 39% 38%
7.8% 15.7% 11.2% e
30% 32% 24% 13% 24%
75.5%)
68.2%| 68.8%| 9
62.3% 38% 47 /n 37%
North Carolina  Alamance Chatham Durham Orange Wake
Orange Chatham Alamance Durham Wake
W Democrat Republican Third Party Unaffiliated
= H Absentee Non-Absentee — Note: values less than 1% not labeled
(8 e
= Source: NC State Board of Elections = Source: North Carolina State Board of Elections
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Orange and Chatham Counties Have the Smallest Share of

Black Voters Compared to Peers and the State
Registered voters by race, 8/29/2021

7% 9% 10% 10% 10%
Bt gt g e g
21% 20% 11% 4% 19%
34%
66% 67% 1 70% 63%
47%
North Carolina  Alamance Chatham Durham Orange Wake
m White Black Asian Other Race Unknown
/TH- Note: values less than 1% not labeled
{J Source: North Carolina State Board of Elections

Crime

=
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410

Violent Crime Rate Down in Durham and Orange

Violent crimes per 100,000 residents (2010-2019)

900

800

Chatham County Violent Crime Near Ten Year High with
Orange County Approaching a Ten Year Low
Violent crimes per 100,000 residents (2010-2019)

250

’\/\—\Durham, 704 25 Chatham' 213
700
200
600
175 \_/\/\
500
150
400 125 Orange, 152
200 Wake, 250 100
200 —_— ~__—————chatham, 213 7
100 50
Orange, 152 23
o
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 °
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
Orange ==Chatham e=Durham Wake Orange ==Chatham
€ €
= Source: NC State Bureau of Investigation = Source: NC State Bureau of Investigation

Property Crime Down Across the Triangle; Chatham Has

Lowest Rates
Property crimes per 100,000 residents (2010-2019)
6,000

Property Crime Down 40% in Orange and Chatham
Over the Decade

Property crimes per 100,000 residents (2010-2019)

2,763
Durham, 5,020 3000 %
5,000
2,500
4,000 Durham, 3,861 3000
Orange, 2,763 X
oo 19 2,018
Wake; 2567 1,500 1,646
2,000 ‘—_—\———\—_\ Wake, 1,652 1,000 1,235
Chatham, 2,018 Orange, 1,646
1,000 500
Chatham, 1,235
o 0
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
— Orange ==Chatham e=Durham Wake — Orange ==Chatham
((E (@
= Source: NC State Bureau of Investigation = Source: NC State Bureau of Investigation
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Theft Incidents by Department

(Robbery, burglary, larceny, and motor vehicle theft)

Total Incidents by Department
(Murder, rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny, and motor vehicle theft)
4,000
294 352
3,500 392 488 374
485 308 327 241
3,000 217
g 792 266
735 376
2,500 623 464 gl 491 iz
2,000 709 754 657 534 502 465 547 567
E B g B0 I
1,000
. 1,759 1,629 1,580 1,349 1,434 1,348 1,474 1,466
0
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
P Chapel HillPD  m Carrboro PD Orange County Sheriff Hillsborough PD UNC Chapel Hill PS
{, Source: NC State Bureau of Investigation

4,000
291 350
3,500 a0 372
3,000 710 607 300 318
375
592
2,500 474 475 496
2,000 435 396
1,500 1,702
1,000 1,377
500
765 712 506 515 484
0
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

Orange County Sheriff m Chapel Hill PD

Hillsborough PD

264
472

442

443

2015
Carrboro PD

Source: NC State Bureau of Investigation
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UNC Chapel Hill PS

200
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49 44
17 14
57
27 23

2010 2011

Orange County Sheriff  m Chapel Hill PD

27

2012

9
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29
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Hillsborough PD

2
29

)
22
2015

Carrboro PD

Incidents Against People by Department

(Murder, rape, and aggravated assault)

5
4
28
31
32
24
n
62
38
2016 2017

UNC Chapel Hill PS

Source: NC State Bureau of Investigation

Total Arrests in Orange and Chatham Counties

Total arrests by county for the decade 2008-2017

6,000

5,078
5,000
4000 3,385
3,000
2,000 1,156 1,328
1,000

2008

2009

2011

2012

Orange County

2013

2014

==Chatham County

2015

2016

2017

Source: NC Department of Public Safety, North Carolina Judicial Branch
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27

2009 2010 2011

2012

Prison Admissions

2013 2014 2015

Orange Prison Admissions Decline, Parole Populations Up

Orange County Prison Admissions and Parole Populations 2009-2019

135

89

2016 2017 2018 2019

Parole Population

Source: NC Department of Public Safety, North Carolina Judicial Branch
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CEl

THE DIGITAL OFFICE

=A=A@AVAIDIINI

ABOUT US

CEl - The Digital Office is dedicated to being the leader in business technology solutions in the Triangle area. We view

ourselves as partners with our valued team members, clients and community; striving to provide unparalleled cus-
tomer service and satisfaction to your business for all your copier, printer, wide format and IT service needs. Proudly
locally owned and operated since 1957.

WHAT WE DO? OUR SERVICES

COPIER LEASING & SUPPORT

We offer comprehensive copier & printer
sales, support and service packages tailored
to your business needs.

Q COPIERS & PRINTERS

° WIDE FORMAT & PRODUCTION PRINT

@ 7sErvices SPECIALTY PRINTING

Whether you need large format printers for
blueprints, or an envelope printer for your ac-
counting department, we have you covered.

CONTACT
C.J. GRENIER, ACCOUNT MANAGER
oY cjgrenier@copyCEl.com | 919-781-8885 x 3093

www.copyCEl.com
g 8701 Brickell Avenue | Raleigh NC

IT CONSULTING

Offering both fully managed and supplemental
IT support, we’re here to ensure your business
is protected now and in the future.
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