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Executive Summary

Objective

The primary goal of th€ommunity Profiles to encourage comments and suggestions from the
surrounding community, industry, and environmental groups throughout the comment pericallfor
relevant permit applications fahe Southeast Supply Enhancement Projékding available data from
sources including the US Census Bureau, Environmental Protection AgSERA), and Centers for
Disease Control (CQ®)e report provides recommendations for appropriate enhanced public outreach
and engagement to faddite public input. Specifically, this report highlights census trimatiére ct
proximityto the Southeast Supply Enhancement Projeipeline and compressor statioasd the
potential forcommunityconcerns.

Key Findings

. FaSR 2y (KAa NB LWMhICadinalDgphrtmend of BnvironymBntat@uaiOBER
Potentially Underserved Block Groups (on the basimacd, ethnicity, and poverjyand standard
guidelines established by the US EPA andational Environmental Policy AMEPA) documentation,
the potentialcommunityconcerns for particular populations withimarea of interesof the Southeast
Supply Enhancement Projdtave been identified as follows:

Compressor Station 150
1 Race and Ethnicity:
The following race/ethnic population categories
Black or African American
Asian
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander
Some other race
o0 Two or more races
1 Tribal Communities:
0 Metrolina Native American Association
1 Age and Sex
o Populations of individuals 65 years or older in
9 Iredell County Census Tract 614.07
1 Mecklenburg County Census Tract 62.16
o Populationsof individuals 5 years or younger in
1 Iredell County Census Tract 614.07
1 Disability: Populations living with a disability iredell County Census Tract 614.04
1 Poverty. Populations below the poverty levelMecklenburg County Census Tract 64.03.

o O O O

Compressor Station 155
1 Race and Ethnicity:
The following race/ethnic population categories:
o Black or African American
o Hispanic or Latino
0 Asian



Draft Commurity Profile

o Two or more races
 Tribal Communities:
0 Guilford Native American Association
1 Age and Sex
o Populations of individuals 65 years or older in
1 Davidson County Census Tract 612.02
o Populationsof individuals 5 years or younger in
1 Davidson County Census Tracts 603.04 and 617.05.

1 Limited English Proficienc@gpanishspeaking households with limited English proficiency in
Davidson County Census Tract 612.02

9 Disability: Populations living with a disability bavidson County Census Tracts 603.03 and
612.02.

1 Education:Populations of individuals at leas8years and older whose highest educational
attainment isless than digh schoograduate (or equivalenip Davidson County Census Tracts
603.03, 603.04, 612.02, and 617.05

 Povertyd2 ¢ Ay O2YSé¢ Hedodjzttardal 2y a Ay

Eden Loop
1 Race and Ethnicity:

o Total people of color populations Rockingham Count@ensus Tract 402
0 The following race/ethnic population categories:

Black or African American

Hispanic or Latino

Asian

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

Two or more races

1 Some other race
1 Tribal Communities:
o Guilford Native American Association
1 Age and Sex
o Populations of individuals 65 years or older in:
1 Rockingham County Census Tracts 401.01 and 411
o Populations of individuals 5 years or younger in:
1 Rockingham Couni@ensus Tract 402
1 Limited English Proficiencgpanishspeaking households with limited English proficiency in:
0 Census Tract 402

1 Disability:Populations living with a disability Rockingham County Census Tracts 401.01, 402,
and 411.

1 Education:Populations of individuals at leas8years and older whose highest educational
attainmentisless than a high school graduate (or equivalémBockingham County and Census
Tracts 401.01, 402, and 411.

1 Poverty. Populations experiencing poverty below 200% of the poverty level and/or below the
poverty level in Rockingham County Census Tracts 402 and 411.

= =4 =4 4 =4

1C
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1 Cumulative ImpactsRockingham Countye@sus Tract 408asl & Kpadté&hKaEfor cumulative

impacts.

Salem Loop

1 Race and Ethnicity:
o Total people of color populations Forsyth County Census Tract 32.02
o The following race/ethnic population categories:

=A =4 =4 = -4 -4

T

Black or African American

Hispanic or Latino

American Indian or Alaska Native

Asian

Native Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander
Some other race

Two or more races

9 Tribal Communities:
o Guilford Native American Association

1 Age and Sex

o Populations of individuals 65 years or older in

)l
T

Forsyth County Census Tracts 32.02, 33.12, 33.14, and 33.15
Davidson County Census Tracts 601.04, 602.01, and 602.03

0 Populationsof individuals 5 years or younger in

T
T

Forsyth County Census Tract 33.15
Davidson County Census Tracts 601.04 and 602.03

1 Limited English Proficiencgpanishspeaking households with limited English proficiency in
Forsyth County Census Tracts 32.02 and 33.15

9 Disability:Populations living with a disability Forsyth County Census Tract 32.02 and Davidson

County Census Tracts 602.01 and 602.03.
1 Education:Populations of individuals at leas8years and older whose highest educational
attainment isless than a high school graduate (or equivalent) in
0 Guilford County Census Tracts 159.02 and 162.01
o Forsyth County Census Tracts 323&12, 33.15 and34.02
o Davidson County Census Tract 602.03

1 Poverty. Populations experiencing poverty below 200% of the poverty level and/or below the

poverty level inForsythCounty Census Trac32.02and 34.02

Recommendations

Based on the sociodemographic indicator analysis @Gbenmunity Engagemeirogram recommends
the following outreach and engagemeattivities duringhe public participation period fothe
Southeast Supply Enhancement Projeetmit applications

Compressor Station 150
1 Develop pblicnotices and onepagefact sheets withpubliccomment andpublic hearing

information.

11
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Consultwith community leaders about other outreach recommendations including known
organizations or leaders servifagal American Indiaoommunities.

Mail or emailpublic notices and ong@age fact sheetw local sensitive receptoand
representatives ofredell Countyandthe Town of Mooresville

Evaluate options to distribute onpage fact sheetm hightraffic community areas
Arrangeavoicemalil line to receive public comments.

Conpressor Station 155

1 Develop publimotices and ongragefact sheets with public commerand public hearing
informationin English and Spanish.

1 Consulwith community leaders about other outreach recommendations including known
organizations or leaders servifggal American Indiaoommunities.

1 Mail oremal public notices and ongage fact sheets Engbh and Spanish tlmcalsensitive
receptors andepresentatives oDavidson County

91 Evaluate options to distribute onpage fact sheets English and Spanighhigh-traffic
community areas.

1 Arrange an Englistnd Spaniskoicemail line to receive public comments.

Eden Loop

1 Develop publimotices and ongrage fact sheets with public comment and public hearing
information in English and Spanish.

1 Consulwith community leaders about other outreach recommendations including known
organizations or leaders servifagal American Indiaoommunities.

1 Mail oremailpublic notices and ongage fact sheets English and Spanishlocal sensitive
receptors andepresentativef Rockingham County aride municipality of Eden.

1 Evaluate options to distribute onpage fact sheetm English and Spanighhightraffic
community areas.

1 Arrange an Englistnd Spaniskoicemail line to receive public comments.

Salem Loop

1 Develop pblicnotices and ongragefact sheets with public commerand public hearing
informationin English and Spanish.

1 Consulwith community leaders about other outreach recommendations including known
organizations or leaders servifggal American Indiaoommunities.

1 Mail oremal public notices and ongage fact sheets English and Spanishltical sensitive
receptors andepresentativef Guilford, Forsyth, and Davidson Counties and the
municipalities ofOak Ridgeernersville, Wallburgand Midway

1 Evaluate options to distribute onpage fact sheets English and Spanighhightraffic
community areas.

1 Arrange an Englistnd Spaniskoicemail line to receive public comments.

12
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1. Introduction

The North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality (NCDEQ) abantmunity Engagement
Program maintains an ongoing interest in integrating protections for human health, vulnerable
communities, the environment, and civil rights into its programs.

TheCommunity Engagemeirogram at NCDEQ works to ensure the fair treatment and meaningful
involvement of all people regardless of race, color, national origin, or income with respect to the
development, implementation, and enforcement of environmental laws, regulatiprigrams,and
policies.

TheUSEPA defines overburdened communities as a minority;ites@me, tribal or indigenous
populations, ocommuniiesin the United States that potentially experience disproportionate
environmental harms and riskdisproportionality can result in greater vulnerability to environmental
hazards, lack of opportunity for public participation, or other factors. Increased vulnerability may be
attributable to an accumulation of negative environmental, health, economispoial conditions within
these populations or places.

The primary goal of th€ommunity Profiles to encourage comments and suggestions from the
surrounding community, industry, and environmental groups throughoutghblic participatiorperiod
for the Southeast Supply Enhancement Projétsingavailabledata from sources including the US
Census Bureau, US EPA, and,@i@eport provides recommendations for appropriate enhanced
public outreach and engagement to facilitate public ingspecifically, this report highlights
demographic and health data feensus tracts withithe project areaof the Southeast Supply
Enhancement Projeend the potential focommunityconcerns.

2. Evaluation Approach

NCDEQ assessthe current permit conditions and the demographics of the communities in the area
surrounding the facility. Accordingly, this Dr&@bmmunity Profilencludes:

1 Permit information and facility history overview
1 2025County economic webeingas determined by the NC Department of Commerce

1 Sociodemographic analysis of census tracts withirptiogect areaand potential concerns based
on a comparison of local area demographics to both county and statewide census data

1 Presence or absence of state or federally recognized Tribes or Urban Indian Associations

1 County health assessment from the County Health Rankings and Roadmaps and potential
cumulative impacts

9 Local sensitive receptors

1 Conclusions and outreach recommendations

2.1 Sociodemographic Indicators
TheCommunity Engagemefrogram examined the following sociodemographic indicators:

1 Race and Ethnicity

12020 GlossanEnvironmental Protection Agen¢yS EPA)!


https://www.epa.gov/caa-permitting/what-definition-overburdened-community-relevant-epa-actions-and-promising-practices
https://www.epa.gov/caa-permitting/what-definition-overburdened-community-relevant-epa-actions-and-promising-practices
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Age and Sex

Disability

Limited English Proficiency (LEP)
Educational Attainment

Poverty and Lowncome

=A =4 -8 4 A

The sociodemographic indicators examined are in alignmentM@ 9 v Q& L2 f A0eé GKIF i y2
on the grounds of race, color, Tribal affiliation, national origin, sex, age, or disability be excluded from
participation in, be denied the benefits of or be subjected to discrimination under Title VI of the Civil
RightsAct of 1964, the Civil Rights Restoration Action of 1987, the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and all

other pertinent nondiscrimination laws and regulations.

Demographics for the state of North Carolina and its counties are compared to the census tracts on a
local geographic scale using data available through the U.S. Census Bureau. Demographic data is
assessed at a census tract level for all tracts withinftflewing project areas defined for this report

(see 4.1 for project area details):

1 Air Quality Compressor Stations Permitting Area
1 Water Resources 401 Permitting Asea

See Appendix A for descriptions of all U.S. Census source data used in this report

Race and Ethnicity

To analyze potential concerns based on rand ethnicity, theCommunity Engagemerogram
examined populations in the following U.S. Cendafined racg(not Hispanic and Latin@nd ethnicity
categories:

White

Black or African American

Hispanic or Latin¢of any race)

American Indian or Alaska Native

Asian

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander
Some Other Race

Two or More Races

=4 =4 -8 48 -4 -8 - A

Age and Sex

To analyze potetial concerns based on age and sex, @@mmunity Engageme®rogram examined
populations of two different age categories for both males and females. The populatignsaiér than

or equal to g8 5 years old angreater than or equal tox) 65 years oldvere examined because the

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) considers children and older adults to be vulnerable
populations?

2 Sensitive Populations and Chemical ExpodQesters for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and Agency for
Toxic Substances Disease Registry (ATSDR). Archived September 27, 2024.
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https://web.archive.org/web/20240927202933/https:/www.atsdr.cdc.gov/emes/public/docs/Sensitive%20Populations%20FS.pdf
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Disability
To analyze potential concerns based on disability status, the ¢oidn noninstitutionalized
population with a disability was examined.

To analyze potential concerns regarding accessibility to public information and public hearings
concerning public health or environmental impacts of programs, policies, and activities the types of
difficulties experienced by the total population with aallity was also examined.

Limited English Proficiency

Eleverlanguage categories witlmited Englistproficiency (LEP; speak Englisss thard &ywS £ ¥ £ 0
were analyzed. These LEP language categories are within the top LEP language categories in the state
and are as follows (ordered by numberldEPspeakers present in NC):

Spanish

Other IndeEuropean Languages

Other Asian and Pacific Island Languages
Chinese (including Mandarin and Cantonese)
Vietnamese

Arabic

Russian, Polish or other Slavic Languages
French (including Cajun)

Korean

Tagalog (including Filipino)

German or other West Germanic languages

= =4 =4 8 A8 -4 -8 -8 -8 -4

==

To analyze potential concerns regarding accessibility to public information concerning public health or
environmental impacts of programs, policies, and activities, these identified populations with LEP were
examined.

Educational Attainment

To analyze potential concerns based on socioeconomic status, populatidrthe highest level olevel
of educational attainmenbeing ahigh schoofjraduateor equivalent oiowerwere examinedor adults
of 25 years or oldePopulations where the highest level of educatioatihinmentbeinghigh school
graduateor lower were also examinetbr populationsbetween 18 and 24 years old.

Poverty and Lowncome

To analyze potential concerns based on income levels, populations below the poverty lellehand
Ay O02YSé L2 Lz | (i APbyedy statGiduBterBited byahnt& iRcome relative tthe
number of individuals and dependents living in a househbifite poverty level for 2Bwas defined as
having a household income less thatb#80 for a household with one individuat having a household
income of less than3,200 for a household with four individuatsThe U.S. Census Bureau considers a
householdto be all individuals that occupy a housing unit as their usual place of resideéxradyzed

3 Table B16001 2021: ACYBarEstimatesU.S. Census Bureau.

4

5 Household Definition. (n.d.). S Census Bureau Glossatyps://www.census.gov/glossary/?term=Household
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https://data.census.gov/table/ACSDT1Y2022.B16001?t=Language+Spoken+at+Home&g=040XX00US37
https://www.census.gov/library/publications/2024/demo/p60-283.html
https://www.census.gov/glossary/?term=Household
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poverty data from the U.S. Census Bureau considered total populations in poverty as a count of

individuals, which had already been determined on a household level according to these guidelines.
TheUSEP#M 4SaadSa AyO2YS [ yR LROSNIe&e O2yRAGA2Yy & dzaAy3
defined as a household inconfelow twice the federal poverty levéThe bw-income level for 202

was defined as having a household incomes tban $30,960for a household with one individuar

having a householghcome of less than6®,400for a household with four individual3he US Census
Bureaulabels this valud dbeldw 200% ofi KS L2 GSNIie f SOSt d¢

3. Permittinginformation

3.1 Facility Details

The Southeast Supply Enhancement Projeténds to alter or construct pipeline infrastructure,
including transmission pathways and compressor stations, that may require additional environmental
permitting. Table 1describes the types of permaipplicationssubmitted to NCDE@lated tothe
Southeast Supply Enhancement Profegiojected workplan.

Tablel. Overview of environmental permits required by NCDEQ for Southeast Supply Enhancement Project

PERMITTING DIVISION PERMIT TYPE DESCRIPTION

Division of Air Quality Title V Permit The potential to emit over 100
ton/year of a single criteria air
pollutant, 10 ton/year of a
single hazardous air pollutant,
or 25 ton/year combination of
single hazardous air pollutant.
Title V permits are administere
by DAQ's Central Office
Permitting &ction.

Division of Water Resources | 404 Water Quality Certification

(CWA) establishes a
program to regulate the
discharge
of or fill material
into

; including wetlands.

Section 404 requires a permit
before dredged or fill material
may be discharged into waters
of the United States, unless th
activity is

6 U.S. Department of Energy. (2024). Weatherization assistance faéntmme persons, 10 C.F.R. § 440.3.
https:/imww.ecfr.gov/current/titie-10/chapterll/subchapterD/part-440/sectior440.3

1€


https://www.epa.gov/cwa-404/overview-clean-water-act-section-404
https://www.epa.gov/cwa-404/overview-clean-water-act-section-404
https://www.epa.gov/cwa-404/further-revisions-clean-water-act-regulatory-definition-discharge-dredged-material
https://www.epa.gov/cwa-404/final-revisions-clean-water-act-regulatory-definitions-fill-material-and-discharge-fill-0
https://www.epa.gov/node/176979/
https://www.epa.gov/node/176979/
https://www.epa.gov/cwa-404/exemptions-permit-requirements

Draft Commurity Profile

(e.g., certain
farming and forestry activities)

Division of Energy, Mineral, arn
Land Resources

NGG01Construction
Stormwater permit

Construction activities that
disturb more than an acre of
land are required to get an
approved Erosion and
Sedimentation Control Plan
(E&SC) and coverage under tf
Construction General
Stormwater Permit (NCGO01)



https://www.epa.gov/cwa-404/exemptions-permit-requirements

Figurel. Overview of Transcontinental Gas Pipeline structure across North Carolina with areas of effect for Eden Loop, Salem
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Loop, Compressor Station 150, and Compressor Station 155
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3.2 Air QualityPermit Details

Compressor Station 150
(Facility ID: 4900225)

On April 21, 2025, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company, LLC (Transco) applied to modify Air Quality
Permit No. 08044120 for Compressor Station 150, at 236 Transco Road, Mooresville in Iredell County.
The application proposes the construction of two nemission sources:

T One 125 million Btyer-hour natural gagired combustion turbine
1 One 2,50ehorsepower fourstroke leanburn natural gadired emergency generator

This application also includes two new insignificant activities, as defined in 15A NCAC 02Q .0503(8),
associated with the combustion turbine:

1 Component fugitive emissions
1 Compressor blowdowns

These proposed units would be added to the following existing permitted sources:

1 One 107.9 million Btper-hour natural gagired combustion turbine
1 Two 199.5 million Btyer-hour natural gagfired combustion turbines
1 Two 1,468nhorespower fourstroke leanburn natural gadired emergency generators

Station 150 is classified as a Title V facility, even though its potential annual emissions of all criteria
pollutants are below the 100 torger-year threshold, following the recent removal and replacement of
legacy combustion engines. The facility i® alsssified as a minor stationary source under Prevention
of Significant Deterioration (PSD) regulations, and an area source for hazardous air pollutant (HAP)
permitting. This application is not expected to change these classifications.

Station 150 will be subjectto several federal standards. The emergency engines are subject to National
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Stationary Reciprocating Internal
Combustion Engines (40 CFR Part 63, Subpart ZZZ7)wrisoNece Performance Standards (NSPS) for
Stationary Spark Ignition Internal Combustion Engines (40 CFR Part 60, Subpart JJJJ). The new
combustion turbine is subject to NSPS for Stationary Combustion Turbines (40 CFR Part 60, Subpart
KKKK) and Crude OillaNatural Gas Facilities for Which Construction, Modification, or Reconstruction
Commenced After December 6, 2022 (40 CFR Part 60, Subpart OOOODb).

As part of the application, the facility submitted a toxics modeling demonstration for acrolein, benzene,
and formaldehyde. Although the emergency generator is subject to NESHAP 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart
ZZ7Z, and therefore exempt from air toxics permittihg, facility has included the emissions of all

exempt sources in its air dispersion model for compliance purposes. The demonstration showed no
violations of the Acceptable Ambient Levels (AALSs) for any of these three toxic air pollutants (TAPs). All
other pollutants are expected to be emitted at rates below the applicable Toxics Permitting Emission
Rates (TPERS).

CKS FANJ jdzZ- fAGE LISNXYAG LI AOFGAZ2Y FT2NJ GKAA O2 YL
Air Quality, and the information presented here is subject to change pending finalization of that review.
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Compressor Station 155
(Facility 1D: 2300900)

On April 21, 2025, Transcontinen@as Pipe Line Company, LLC (Transco) applied to modify Air Quality
Permit No. 10589R00 for Compressor Station 155, at 650 Becky Hill Road, Lexington in Davidson County.
The application proposes the construction of six new emission sources:

1 One 168.65 million Btper-hour and two 207.99 million Btper-hour natural gadired
combustion turbines
1 Three new 2,10horsepower fourstroke leanburn natural gadired emergency generators

This application also includes new insignificant activities, as defined in 15A NCAC 02Q .0503(8),
associated with the three combustion turbines:

1 Component fugitive emissions
1 Compressor blowdowns

These proposed units would be added to the following existing permitted sources:

1 One 200.58 million Btper-hour natural gagired combustion turbine
1 One 2,10zhorsepower fourstroke leanburn natural gadired emergency generator

Station 155 currently operates as a minor source under a state air quality permit and the potential
emissions from its permitted emission sources are less than 100 tons per year. Following the
modification the facility will be classified as Title V. Pundt@a 15A NCAC 02Q .0504(c), the facility will

be required to submit its firstime Title V permit application within 12 months of commencement of
operations under the modification. The facility will also be classified as a minor stationary source under
Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) regulations, and an area source for hazardous air pollutant
(HAP) permitting.

Station 155 will be subjectto several federal standards. The emergency engines are subject to National
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) for Stationary Reciprocating Internal
Combustion Engines (40 CFR Part 63, Subpart ZZZ7)arigbNee Performance Standards (NSPS) for
Stationary Spark Ignition Internal Combustion Engines (40 CFR Part 60, Subpart JJJJ). The new
combustion turbines are subject to NSPS for Stationary Combustion Turbines (40 CFR Part 60, Subpart
KKKK), Crude Oil ahatural Gas Facilities for Which Construction, Modification, or Reconstruction
Commenced After September 18, 2015 and On or Before December 6, 2022 (40 CFR 60, Subpart
0O000a), and Crude Oil and Natural Gas Facilities for Which Construction, Modifazation,

Reconstruction Commenced After December 6, 2022 (40 CFR 60, Subpart OOOODb).

As part of the application, the facility submitted a toxics modeling demonstration for acrolein, benzene,
and formaldehyde. Although the emergency generators are subject to NESHAP 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart
2777, and therefore exempt from air toxics permggfithe facility has included the emissions of all

exempt sources in its air dispersion model for compliance purposes. The demonstration showed no
violations of the Acceptable Ambient Levels (AALSs) for any of these three toxic air pollutants (TAPs). All
other pollutants are expected to be emitted at rates below the applicable Toxics Permitting Emissions
Rates (TPERS).
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Air Quality, and the information presented here is subject to change pending finalization of that review.

3.3 WaterResource$ermit Details

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Company, LLC (Transco) has applied to the North Carolina Department of
Environmental Quality Division of Water Resources for an Clean Water Act Section 401 Individual Water
Quality Certification, a Jordan Lake Riparian Bukighorization, and a Randleman Lake Riparian Buffer
Authorization in connection with the proposed construction of a pipeline known as the Southeast Supply
Enhancement Project (SSER);

¢KS LIALIStEAYS Aa || LINRPLRASR SELIyYyarAzy 2F ¢NIryaodzQ
constraints between Virginia and Alabama. In North Carolina the project proposes construction of
approximately 4.4 miles of 4ach diameter pipelineniRockingham County and approximately 24.1

miles of 42inch diameter pipeline in Guilford, Forsyth, and Davidson Counties. The projectalso includes
modifications to Compression Facilities and other controls within North Carolina which will not impact
anyjurisdictional waters or state regulated riparian buffers.

According to the application, the pipeline is proposed to provide additional natural gas to suppliers to
meet demand.

Along the route of the pipeline in North Carolina, the proposed pipeline project would temporarily
impact 8,100 linear feet of jurisdictional intermittent and perennial streams and 11.2 acres of 404
jurisdictional wetlands related to the construction.

Two large stream crossings and one open water crossing are proposed to be installed underneath
surface waters using the horizontal directional drill or conventional bore methods. In addition, two
smaller streams will be avoided because they are adjaaehbtizontal directional drill or conventional
bore crossings of roadways. These types of installatenid impacts to the surface water.

In all locations, Transco is proposing that once construction is complete, the ground surface, streams,
and wetlands would be restored as near as practical to theirqarestruction condition.

Projects that require a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers must
also receive a 401 Water Quality Certification from the State in order for the federal permit to be valid.
For a project to be issued a Certificationniist meet the following criteria:

1. Minimizes adverse impacts to surface waters and wetlands based on consideration of existing
topography, vegetation, fish and wildlife resources, and hydrological conditions

2. Does not result in the degradation of groundwaters or surface waters

3. Does not result in secondary or indirect impacts, that cause or will cause a violation of
downstream water quality standards and

4. Provides for replacement of permanent impacts through mitigation

tKS 5A0AaA2y NBOSAOSR ¢NIryaoO2Qa OdzNNBy G ,2025L) A OF
On July28, 2025 the Division issued a public notice announcing two public hearings would be held on
September 22025and September 42025 The public comment period for written comments will
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remain open until October 6. The Director of the Division will make a final decision on the application in
accordance with the timelines established in Session Law2823

4. Geographic Area

4.1 Project Areas

TheSoutheast Supply Enhancement Projeciposes modifications texisting natural gagipeline
infrastructurein Rockingham, Guilford, Forsyth, and Davidson Couasiegell as modifications to

existing natural gas compressor station®mvidson and IredeCountiesThe scope of potential
environmental impacts of the project depends on the type of permitted activities occurring at a location.
To capture the range of activities occurring across the pipeline route, this report will define different
projed areas forthe type of permit to be issued.

The Division of Air Quality is responsible for permitting air emissions from compressor stations
associated with th&outheast Supply Enhancement Projé&ar each compressor station, the Air Quality
Project Area will be defined as the omeile radius from the compressor station. There are two
compressor stations associated witie Southeast Supply Enhancement Project

T Compressor Station 150located in Iredell County
1 Compressor Station 185ocated in Davidson County

The Division of Water Resources is responsible for permitting at stream and wetland crossings along the
pipeline route. Due to the frequency of stream and wetland crossings along the entire route of the
pipeline, the length of the pipeline will be consigeirthe Water Resources Project Ar&daeWater
Resources Project Aredfigther divided into two noncontiguous project areas

1 TheEden Loog located inRockirgham County
1 The Salem Looplocated inGuilford, Forsyth, and Davidson Counties

Demographics for the project area and census tracts intersecting the project area were analyzed for this
report:

I Table2andFigure2summarize the geographic area and census tracts within anifeeradius
of Compressor Station 150.

I Table3andFigure3summarize the geographic area and census tracts within amifeeradius
of Compressor Station 155.

i Table4andFigure4summarize the geographic area and census tri@sintersect with the
Eden Loop

i Table5andFigure5summarize the geographic area and census trd@sintersect withthe
Salem Loop
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Table2. Geographic area summary of Compressor Station 150
GEOGRAPHIC AREA SUMMARYMPRESSOR STATION 150

Facility Address 236 Transco Rd, Mooresville, NC 281
Geographic Coordinates 35.52544,-80.85909
County Iredell
Census Tract with the facility 614.07
Census Tracts within a ormile radius County Census Tract
of facility Iredell 614.04
Mecklenburg 62.16
64.03
Located in a Potentially Underserved No
Community
Located within one mile of a Potentially No
Underserved Community
2025 County Distress Rankings County Tier Rank
Iredell 3 88
Mecklenburg 3 84
Presence of Stateor Federally Metrolina Native American Associatio
recognized Tribes or Urban Indian
Organizations

Figure2. Census tracts within one mile of Compressor Station 150
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Table3. Geographic area summary of Compressor Station 155

GEOGRAPHIC AREA SUMMARYMPRESSOR STATION 155

Facility Address 650 Becky Hill Road Lexington, NC 27

Geographic Coordinates 35.879(, -80.32971

County Davidson

Census Tract with the facility 603.03

Census Tracts within a ormile radius County Census Tract

of facility 603.04
Davidson 612.02

617.05

Located in a Potentially Underserved No

Community

Located within one mile of a Potentially Yes

Underserved Community

2025 County Distress Rankings County Tier Rank

Davidson 2 66

Presence of Stateor Federally Guilford Native American Associatiof

recognized Tribes or Urban Indian

Organizations
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Table4. Geographic area summary of the Eden Loop pipeline route

| GEOGRAPHIC AREA SUMMARBEN LOOP

County Census Tract
Counties and census tracts 401.01
intersecting the pipeline route Rockingham 402

411
Number of Potentially 0
Underserved Communities
2025 County Distress Rankings Tier Rank
1 28

Presence of Stater Federally Guilford Native American Association
recognized Tribes or Urban Indiar]
Organizations
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Figure4. Census tracts intersected by the Eden Loop pipeline route
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Table5. Geographic area summary of the Salem Loop pipeline route
GEOGRAPHIC AREA SUMMABRXLEM.OOP

County Census Tract
159.02
Guilford 160.03
162.01
32.02
Counties and census tracts 33.12
intersecting the pipeline route Forsyth 33.14
33.15
34.02
601.04
Davidson 602.01
602.03
Number of Potentially 1
Underserved Communities
County Tier Rank
2025 County Distress Rankings Guilford 2 51
Forsyth 2 63

2€



Draft Commurity Profile

Davidson | 2 | 66
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4.2 Community Geography

NCDEQ Potentially Underserved Communities
NCDE@efines a Potentially Underserved CommuriJChy examining race/ethnicity and poverty

criteria for eaclcensusdefinedblock grouparea’ The block group is compared to both the county and
the state and is classified BYCDEQs a Potentially Underserved Block Group if it meets the following

criteria for race/ethnicity and poverty:

1 Race/Ethnicity:Share opeople of coloand Hispanic or Latino (of any racegiieater than or

equal tofifty percent OR share gfeople of coloand Hispanic or Latino (of any race) is at least

ten percent higher than County or State share.

7 See Glossary for block group definition.
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AND

1 Poverty:Share of population experiencing povertgisater than or equal tbwenty percent OR
share of households in poverty is at least five percent higher than the County or State share.

These selections occur on a block group level and this dataset is a selection of the"R&3an
Community Survey (AC&ta from the data tables BO300Hispanic or Latino Origin by Racand
S1701 Poverty Status in the Past 12 Months. Learn more aboutO=EQ's Potentially Underserved
Block Groups 20240verview

TheSoutheast Supply Enhancement Proje@icatedin areas ofRockinghamGuilford, Forsyth,
Davidson, and Iredell Countiescross the project area, there aBeblock groupshat are considered
t20SydArfte ! yYRSNASNDSR .:f 201 DNRdzZLJA o6& b/ 59vQa

1 In Davidson Countyzensus Tract 612.0Block Group is within the onemile radius of
Compressor Statioh55(Figure 3.

1 In Forsyth CountyCensus Tract 32.0Block Group &intersected by a section of the Salem
Looppipeline(Figure 5.

County Distress Rankings

According to the NC Department of Commerce 2025 County Tier Designations for County Distress
Rankings, therés 1county in the project area with a Tier 1 ranking (on a scale of Ti&)s Which is
categorized as most distresse®lockingham Countyas an economic distress rank 28out of 100
(Table §.

County tiers in the state are calculated by the NC Department of Commerce using four factors: average
unemployment rate, median household income, percentage growth in population, and adjusted
property tax base per capita. Tier 1 encompasses the 40 mastsked counties, Tier 2 encompasses

the next 40, and Tier 3 encompasses the 20 least distressed counties. VISICtBepartment of

[ 2YYSNODS Q& [/ 2 dzy (ifér mérd detailsldh &akintywiér yalculayioAsi

Table6. County Distress Rankings for counties in Southeast Supply Enhancement Project area

Rockingham 1* 28
Guilford 2 51
Forsyth 2 63

Davidson 2 66
Iredell 3 88
Mecklenburg 3 84

28


https://ncdenr.maps.arcgis.com/home/item.html?id=4d17a48e9b9d4472af8a20d905acf658
https://ncdenr.maps.arcgis.com/home/item.html?id=4d17a48e9b9d4472af8a20d905acf658
https://www.commerce.nc.gov/grants-incentives/county-distress-rankings-tiers#TierRankingbyCounty-495
https://www.commerce.nc.gov/grants-incentives/county-distress-rankings-tiers#TierRankingbyCounty-495
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Tribal Communities

There are 8 Tribes (seven state recognized and one federally recognized) in North Carolina and 4 Urban
Indian Organizations servimgultiple countiesn NC. Tribal Presence was assessed BasélCon

Department ofAdministrationQ [&

TheGuilfordNative America\ssociatiorserves Native Americans/Indigenous individualsaannties
associated with the Edemd Salem Loops as well as Compressor Statiod @8Bamunication wittthe
Guilford Native American Association outreach and engagement methods and other relevant
informationin these project areas recommended.

TheMetrolina Native American Associatiserves Native Americans/Indigenous individualsoanties
associated with Compressor StatiorDP3Communication withthe Metrolina Native American
Associatioron outreach and engagement methods and other relevant informaiicthese project
areasis recommended.

5. Sociodemographic Analysis

Usingstandardguidelines developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA) and
pursuant to theNational Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the following conditions are highlighted as
communities with the potential for concerns:

1. A 10% or more difference when compared to the county or state for oaeghnicity, age and

sex, disability, and educational attainment (up to high school or equivalent level);

A 50% or more population of color;

Share of population experiencing poverty is 20% or more;

Share of lowincome population is 20% or more;

Percentage increase of 5% or more compared to the county or state average for powenty

income

6. Atleast 5% of the population or 1,000 people (whichever is smaller) speaks English less than
very well.

aprwbd

The U.S. Census Bureau uses and provides margins of error as an indicator of potential sampling errors
and relative reliability. A larger margin of error corresponds to a higher degree of uncertainty. Estimates,
margins of errorNEQcalculated confidence intervals for sociodemographic indicators are provided

in Appendix C (as available through the U.S. Census Bureau).

5.1 Air Quality Project AreaCompressor Station 150

Race and Ethnicity
1 IredellCensus Tract 614.0ésa proportionate Black or African American population greater
than 10% higher thalredellCounty.

8 TheGuilford Native American Associatisarves Native Americans/Indigenous individuasidingin the

following countiesGuilford, Alamance, Caswell, Davidson, Davie, Forsyth, Randolph, Rockingham, Stokes, Surry,
and Yadkinhttps://www.guilfordnative.com/

9 TheMetrolina Native American Associatigerves Native Americans/Indigenous individuasidingin the

following countiesMecklenburg, Union, Gaston, Stanley, Lincoln, Anson, Cabarrus, Rowan, Cleveland ehd Ired
https://lwww.metrolinanatives.com/


https://files.nc.gov/administration/COI/images/NC-tribal-communities-2020-003.jpg
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The project areand Iredell Census Tract 61410&/e a proportionate Asian population greater
than 10% highethan Iredell County.

Iredell Census Tract 614.04 and Mecklenburg Couty Censuhavaet proportionateNative
Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islandaypulation greater than 10% high#ran Iredell Countpr
Mecklenburg Counties

The project areandlredell County Census Tract 614@4/ea proportionate population
ARSYGATEAY I | Zredter thar $0% highahdrNdedelr COBEMecklenburg
Counties and the state.

Iredell Census Tract 614.Bdsa proportionate populatioh R S y' i A Twd dr yicte racds ¢
greater than 10% highehan Iredell County.

Mecklenburg County Census Tract 6s183a proportionate populatioh RSy G A F& Ay 3
Y2 NB NiakStlias 10% highehan Mecklenburg County and the state.

Table7. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparisons in Iredell County and state
RACE & ETHNICITY (%)

NORTH IREDELL PROJECT CENSUS CENSUS
CAROLINA COUNTY AREA TRACT TRACT
(n=2672) (n=46) 614.07 614.04
tlilie 1o 60.65 73.51 82.00 86.88 74.64
Hispanic)
2l o e |BRERIOR 11.31 10.00 6.66 MO ®p |
American
Hispanic or 10.95 8.86 1.00 3.72 2.85
Latino
AR (TETET) R 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00
or Alaska Native
Asian 3.12 2.52 odnn 1.52 H®PYH
Native Hawaiian
or Other Pacific 0.05 0.01 0.00 0.00 Nn®oHHA
Islander
Some other Rac 0.44 0.55* M PN 0.00 H®Oo N R
W er [Helte 3.66 3.14 2.00 1.22 0odpT
Races
Ui 10,584,340 | 191,800 | 1,979 4,818 3,442
Population
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A#€&)dstimate
Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite
populations in the county or census tract compared to thate.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdnite populations
in the census tract when compared to tkheunty.

3C
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Table8. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparisons in Mecklenburg County and state
RACE & ETHNICITY (%)

NORTH MECKLENBUF

CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA  COUNTY PEF?éECT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672) (n=305) 62.16 64.03
Uil (ol 60.65 43.88 82.00 92.16 66.73
Hispanic)
Black or Africant 5 g 30.12* 10.00 0.59 19.46
American
A Bl 10.95 15.44* 1.00 5.57 3.66
Latino
American
Indian or 0.85 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.00
Alaska Native
Asian 3.12 6.09* 3.00 0.27 3.22
Native
Hawaiian or
Other Pacific 0.05 0.04 0.00 0.00 nony
Islander
Some other

0.44 0.45 M DN 0.00 0.30

Race
Two or More 3.66 3.83 2.00 1.41 cOpp
Races
el 10,584,340 | 1,130,906 1,979 1,850 6,394
Population
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate
Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite
populations in the county or census tract compared to #tate.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdnite populations
in the census tract when compared to tkeunty.
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Figure6. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparisons to the county and state

Population by Race and Ethnicity

Percent of Population
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Table9. Population of color percentage comparisons in Iredell County and state
POPULATION OF COLOR (%)

NORTH IREDELL PROJECT CENSUS | CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY " ‘o TRACT | TRACT
(n=2672)  (n=46) 614.07 614.04

Population of 39.35 26.49 18.00 13.12 25.36
Color

Total 10,584,340 | 191,800 1,979 4,818 3.442
Population

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE€&)dstimate

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite
populations in the county arensus tract compared to thetate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdrite populations
in the census tract when compared to tkeunty.

Table10: Population of color percentage comparisonsMecklenburg County and state
POPULATION OF COLOR (%)

NORTH MECKLENBUF PROJECT CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA  COUNTY AREA TRACT  TRACT
(n=2672) (n=305) 62.16 64.03

32
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Population of 39.35 56.12% 18.00 7.84 33.27
Color

Total 10,584,340 | 1,130,906 1,979 1,850 6,394
Population

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite
populations in the county or census tract compared to #hate.

All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdrite populations
in the census tract when compared to tkeunty.

Figure7. Population of color percentage comparisons to the county and state

People of Color Population
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Age and Sex

9 Iredell Couny Census Tract 614.0iasa proportionate populatiorbelow 5years old that is
greater than 10% higher thdredell County and the state

1 Iredell County Census Tract 614t@&a proportionate populatiorabove65 years old that is
greater than 10% higher thdredell County othe state.

1 Mecklenburg County Census Tract 62h&8a proportionate populatiorabove65 years old that
is greater than 10% higher thénecklenburg County dhe state.



Tablel1l. Median Age & Sex for Nor@arolina and Iredell County

NORTH CAROLINA (n=2672)

MEDIAN AGE & SEX

Draft Commurity Profile

IREDELL COUNTY (n=46)

| Male Female \ Both \ Male Female | Both
Median | 377 | 404 | 301 | 3060 | 4220 | 4090
Age
Total (%) | 48.92 51.08 49.54 50.46

SourceUS Census Burea2)23 American Community Survey (AG$¢ar estimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
compared to thestate.

Table12. Median Age & Sex for North Carolina and Mecklenburg County

NORTH CAROLINA (n=2672)

MEDIAN AGE & SEX

MECKLENBURG COUNTY (n=:2

| Male Female | Both | Male Female | Both
B 377 40.4 39.1 3460 | 3630 | 3540
Age
Total (%)| 48.92 | 5108 4833 | 5167

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€8)estimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
compared to thestate.

Table13. Median Age & Sex for Iredell County census tracts within anoihe radius of Compressor Station 150
MEDIAN AGE & SEX

CENSUS TRACT 614.07 | CENSUS TRACT 614.04
Male Female Both \ Male Female Both
M,ig;a“ 41.00 51.20 47.10 44.60 44.50 44.60
Total (%)| 52.57 47.43 52.03 47.97

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdnte
populations in the census tract when compared to treainty.
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Table14. Median Age & Sex for Mecklenburg County census tracts within amlgeradius of Compressor Station 150

MEDIAN AGE & SEX
CENSUS TRACT 62.16 | CENSUS TRACT 64.03
Male Female Both \ Male Female Both
MAegéa” 55.50 57.60 55.90 22.40 39.40 36.90
Total (%)| 51.14 48.86 49.08 50.92

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdrite
populations in the census tract when compared to tiwainty.

Tablel5. Age percentage comparisons in Iredell County and state

' D9 0z 0

CAROLINA| COUNTY | CENSUS | CENSUS

(n=2672) (n=46) TRACT 614.0| TRACT 614.0.
Below 5 Years 5 65 - copn )01
Old
g?é)ve 65 Yearg 16.88 16.45 o onn 72
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&) 5
estimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the countyj
census tract compared to thetate.

All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census
when compared to theounty.

Table16. Age percentage comparisons in Mecklenburg County and state
' D9 06z 0
NORTH | MECKLENBUR CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT

(n=2672) (n=309 62.16 64.03
Below 5 .
Years Old 5.65 6.42 1.78 1.66
Above 65
Years Old 16.88 11.70 Hp®op 1237
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SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A(
year estimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in t
county or census tract compared to tiséate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in th
census tract when compared to tfeunty.

Disability
1 The population living with a disability in Iredell County Census &iddddis greater than 10%
higher when compared tbredellCounty.

Table17. Disability percentage comparisons in Iredell County and state
5L{!.L[LC, &:=0

CAROLNA  COUNTY | _ CENSUS | _ CENsUS
(n=2672) (n=46) TRACT 614.01 TRACT 614.0:
Population with
a Disability 13.37 11.69 6.28 MO ®Pp M
Type of
Difficulty
Hearing 27.67 29.13 21.85 nH®cn
Vision 18.85 15.45 MT ®@HH 10.61
Cognitive 38.59 38.29 25.17 24.68
Ambulatory 50.26 49.25 51.32 43.29
Seltcare 18.19 18.84 3.64 16.02
Irlld_ependent 33.65 35.44 18.87 nMoOTT
Living
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE&)dstimate
Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county o
census tract compared to thetate.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census trag
when compared to theounty.

Table18. Disability percentage comparisons in Mecklenburg County and state
5L{!.L[LC¢, &:=0

NORTH MECKLENBUFR CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA GOUNTY TRACT TRACT
(n=2672) (n=305) 62.16 64.03
Population
with a 13.37 8.29 8.05 7.44
Disability

3€
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Type of

Difficulty

Hearing 27.67 24.55 oc PPN NnMDPM(
Vision 18.85 19.74 0.00 HT @0 (
Cognitive 38.59 41.64 34.23 38.43
Ambulatory 50.26 45.34 36.91 49.26
Selfcare 18.19 17.55 0.00 HM®AH
'L’;sif]';e”dem 33.65 31.25 2013 | nmon

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (ACS
year estimate

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or motbe
county or census tract compared to tlstéate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the
census tract when compared to troaunty.

Limited English Proficiency

1 The proportion of French, Haitian, or Cajspeaking persoes with limitedEnglish proficiency in
Iredell County Census Tract 614i9greater than 5% higher when compared to the statel
county.

1 The proportion ofGerman or other West Germarlanguagespeaking persons with limited
English proficiency itredell County Census Tract 614.@ndMecklenburg County Census Tract
64.03is greater than 5% higher when compared to the statel county

1 The proportionof Russian, Polish, or other Slavic languageaking persons with limiteEnglish
proficiency inMecklenburg County Census Tré2t16is greater than 5% higher when
compared to the statend county

1 The proportionof Chinesespeaking persons with limiteEnglish proficiency iMecklenburg
County Census Tract®3is greater than 5% higher when compared to the statel county

1 The proportionof Koreanspeaking persons with limiteBnglish proficiency ilredell County
Census Tract 614.03&l greater than 5% higher when compared to the sitel county

1 The proportionof Other Asian and Pacific Islalashguagespeaking persons with limiteEnglish
proficiency inlredell County Census Tract 614i94greater than 5% higher when compared to
the stateand county

1 The proportionof Otherindo-Europeananguagespeaking persons with limiteEnglish
proficiency inredell County Census Tract 614i9greater than 5% higher when compared to
the stateand county
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Table19. Limited English Proficiency percentage comparisons in Iredell County and state

[LaL¢95 9bD[L{l twhCL/LO9b,

DOTTH SEPEL | census | census

(n=2672) (n=46) TRACT 614.01 TRACT 614.0-
STEEEL Bl 86.98 89.64 90.27 92.01*
English
Spanish 3.47 2.63 0.20 0.00
French, Haiian, 0.11* 0.00 NOHTF
or Cajun
German or
e 0.04 0.03 ndoy 0.00
Germanic
languages
Russian, Polish
or other Slavic 0.10 0.08 0.00 0.00
languages
Chinese
gl 0.16 0.04 0.00 0.00
Mandarin,
Cantonese)
Vietnamese 0.16 0.14 0.00 0.00
Korean 0.08 0.10* 0.00 M®PMO F
Tagalog
(including 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00
Filipino)
Other Asian and
Pacific Island 0.27 0.30* 0.00 nd®ooF
Languages
Other Indo
European 0.27 0.24 noocr 0.00
Languages
Arabic 0.11 0.21* 0.00 0.00
Total
Population 5 9,986,027 181,558 4,503 3,366
Years and over
Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE&)dstimate
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Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the county or
census tract compared to thetate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census trac
when compared to theounty.

Table20. Limited English Proficiency percentage comparisons in Mecklenburg County and state
[LaL¢95 9bD[L{l twhCL/L

NORTH | MECKLENBUF CENSUS| CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY  TRACT | TRACT
(n=2672) (n=305) 62.16 64.03

Speak only
English

Spanish 3.47 6.55* 0.72 1.45

French,
Haitian, or 0.10 0.33* 0.00 0.05
Cajun
German or
other West
Germanic
languages
Russian,
Polish, or
other Slavic
languages

86.98 78.37 hp Py 1 PMPT ¢

0.04 0.04* 0.00 nonp

0.10 0.23* nopn 0.00

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

Vietnamese 0.16 0.07 0.00 0.00
Korean 0.08 0.10* 0.00 0.00

Tagalog
(including 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.00
Filipino)
Other Asian
and Pacific
Island
Languages

Other Indo
European 0.27 0.67* 0.00 0.16
Languages

Arabic 0.11 0.17* 0.00 0.00

0.16 0.28* 0.00 noépT

0.27 0.67* 0.00 0.00
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Total
Population 5
Years and
over

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (ACS
year estimate

9,986,027 1,058,281 1,817 6,288

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the
county or census tract compared to tiséate.

All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the
census tract when compared to tfoaunty.

Educational Attainment

Table21. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Iredell County and state (Populations betw24ryd8rs)

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT (%)

NORTH IREDELL CENSUS CENSUS

TRACT 614.01 TRACT 614.0-

CAROLINA COUNTY
(n=2672) (n=46)

Less than High

School 11.44 10.44 9.75 0.14
Graduate

High school

graduate 34.20 44,65 18.05 8.62
(includes

equivalency)

Population age
1824 years

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE&)dstimate

999,707 15,132 277 383

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county o
census tract compared to thetate.

All cdlsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tra
when compared to theounty.

Table22. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Mecklenburg County and state (Populations betw#en 18
years)

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT (%)

NORTH MECKLENBUF CENSUS

CAROLINA| COUNTY TI'\?AI\ECI\ITSGLSJZSlE TRACT
(n=2672) (n=305) ' 64.03

4C



Draft Commurity Profile

Less than High

School 11.44 12.19 9.26 0.00
Graduate

High school

YL el 34.20 28.85 16.67 22.36
(includes

equivalency)

Populationage | g99 707 103,146 54 1,901
1824 years

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&) 5
estimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
census tract compared to th&tate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census
when compared to theounty.

Table23. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Iredell County and state (Populations age 25 years and over)
1 ¢¢! Lba9b¢{ &

95! /1 ¢Lhb! [

NORTH IREDELL
CAROLINA  COUNTY
(N=2672) (n=46)

CENSUS CENSUS
TRACT 614.01 TRACT 614.0«

Less than 9th 3.97 3.08 0.39 0.59
grade

9th to 12th

grade, no 6.28 5.70 2.34 0.36
diploma

High school

SIELETS 24.96 27.12 18.13 26.62
(includes

equivalency)

ESEEE 34.72 33.33 pH®CnA nn®omH
degree

Population age

25 years and 7,261,810 133,520 3,553 2,532
over

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county o
census tract compared to th&tate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tra
when compared to theounty.
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Table24. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Mecklenburg County and state (Populations age 25 years and

over)
95! /1 ¢Lhb![ ! ¢¢! Lba9be¢{ ¢

NORTH MECKLENBUF CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA | COUNTY TRACT
(N=2672) (n=305) TRACT 62,18 64 03

Less than Sth 3.97 4.84* 0.00 1.92
grade

9th to 12th

grade, no 6.28 4.36 3.33 2.13
diploma

High school

SJEIIE LS 24.96 16.40 12.92 9.85
(includes

equivalency)

Bachelor's 34.72 48.61* cCHOMC| cdpPoN
degree

Population age

25 years and 7,261,810 766,897 1,501 3,431
over

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&) 5
estimate

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
census tract compared to thetate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census
when compared to theounty.

Poverty and Lowncome
1 Mecklenburg CountZ€ensus Tra&4.03hasa proportionate population below the poverty level
that is greater than 5% higher thénieckenburg @unty.

Table25. Poverty percentage comparisons in Iredell County and state
POVERTY (%) |

NORTH IREDELL PROJECT CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA  COUNTY | " tor TRACT  TRACT
(n=2672)  (n=46) 614.07 614.04

Below Poverty | 4547 9.10 6.00 4.32
Level

Below 200% of

the Poverty 31.03 22.94 12.00 11.21 15.65
Level
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Total

Population for
whom Poverty | 10,297,193 189857 1,979 4,685 3,406
Status is
Determined

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the county or cer
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census tract w|
compared to thecounty.

Table26. Poverty percentage comparisons in Mecklenburg County and state
POVERTY (%)

NORTH | MECKLENBUF PROJECT CENSUS CENSUS
CAROLINA COUNTY AREA TRACT TRACT
(n=2672) (n=305) 62.16 64.03
Below Poverty| ;5 17 10.41 9.19 MO @
Level
Below 200% of
the Poverty 31.03 25.59 12.00 12.76 16.61
Level
Total
Population for
whom Poverty | 10,297,193 1113265 1,979 1,850 4,720
Status is
Determined

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentagedrease of 5% or more in the county or censu
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census tract w|
compared to thecounty.
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Figure8. Poverty percentage comparissrio the county and state

Poverty and Leimcome Population
40

35
30
25

20

North Project Aredredell CountyCensus TracCensus TracMecklenburgCensus TracCensus Tract
Carolina 614.07 614.04 County 145.03 64.03

[y
o1

=
o

)]

m Below Poverty Level m Below 200% of the Poverty Level

5.2 Air Quality Project AreaCompressor Station 155
Race and Ethnicity

1

1

Census Tract 603.0vbs a proportionate Black or African American population greater than 10%
higher thanDavidson County

Census Tract 612.02 hagproportionate Hispanic or Latino population greater than 10% higher

than Davidson County

Census Tract 617.05 haproportionate Asian population greater than 10% higtinen

Davidson Gunty.

Census Tract 603.0#s a proportionatepopulation identifying ag G ¢ 2 2 NJs¥ 2 ABS INfi ©8J
than 10% highethan DavidsorCounty or the state.

Table27. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparison®#vidson Gunty and state

White (Not 60.65 76.82 97.00 92.88 82.00 80.98 93.55
Hispanic)
Black or African | tee 9.16 1.00 0.19 Mndhd 385 0.32
American
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Hispanic or
Latino 10.95 8.55 1.00 5.11 2.95 MM®PT 1 0.32
American Indian|SSSg a0 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
or Alaska Native
Asian 3.12 1.52 1.00 1.22 0.00 0.00 p®npH
Native Hawaiian
or Other Pacific 0.05 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Islander
Some other Racs 0.44 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
ATDEALALIE 3.66 3.54 0.00 0.61 noMMi  3.40 0.36
Races
Total

. 10,584,340 171,063 1,075 4,270 3,623 2,855 3,084
Population

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentagncrease of 10% or more for navhite populations in the county or census
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdrite populations in the census tract when
compared to thecounty.

25

= N
()] o

Percent of Population
[y
o

5
0

Figure9. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparison®tvidson Gunty and state

American

Population by Race and Ethnicity

Black or African Hispanic or

Latino

® North Carolina
B Census Tract 603.03
B Census Tract 617.05

American
Indian or Alaska

Native

m Davidson County

B Census Tract 603.04

n:

Asian

Native Some other
Hawaiian or Race
Other Pacific

Islander

H Project Area
Census Tract 612.02

e

Two or More
Races
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Table28. Population of color percentage comparisonsiiavidson Gunty and state

Population of 39.35 23.18 3.00 7.12 18.00 19.02 6.45
Color
Total

. 10,584,340 | 171,063 1,075 4,270 3,623 2,855 3,084
Population

SourceUS CensusuBeau, 2023 American Community Survey (AR estimate

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite populations in the county or census
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase 1% or more for nofwhite populations in the census tract when
compared to thecounty.

Figurel0. Population of color percentage comparisonsBavidson Gunty and state

People of Color Population

| -IIII

North Carolina Davidson  Project Area Census Tract Census Tract Census Tract Census Tract
County 603.03 603.04 612.02 145.03

Percentage of Population
= [ N N w W iy N
o ()] o ul (@] (@] o (&)

&)]

Age and Sex
1 Census Trac03.04 and 617.08avea proportionate populatiorbelow 5Syears old that is
greater than 10% higher than the staa@dDavidson Gunty.

4€
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1 Census Tract 612.0aa proportionate populatiorabove65 years old that is greater than 10%

higher than the stateand Davidson County

Table29. Median Age & Sex for North Carolina and Davidson County

de'a” 37.7 40.4 39.1 4180 | 4290 | 4230
ge
Total (%)| 48.92 | 51.08 49.17 | 50.83

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
compared to thestate.

Table30. Median Age & Sex for census tracts within a-omiée radius of Compressor Station 155 facility

Mﬁgéa” 46.80 49.40 48.30 39.50 40.50 40.00
Total (%)| 51.26 48.74 51.75 48.25

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdnte
populations in the census tract when compared to ttwainty.

Table31. Median Age & Sex for census tracts within a-omie radius of Compressor Station 155 facitiyptinued

M:g('aa” 4850 | 4550 | 47.40 | 4790 | 4920 | 48.80
Total (%) 48.09 51.91 50.29 49.71
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate
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All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdnte
populations in the census tract when compared to tiwainty.

Table32. Age percentage comparisons Bavidson Gunty and state

pelowoYeas| 55 5.35 3.86 condf 354 CDHO
g?é)ve 65 Years 16.88 18.61* 18.29 15.59 HH®yn 17.67

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or census tract con
to the state.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract when compar
the county.

Disability
1 The population living with a disability in Davidson County Census6D&€3is greater than
10% higher when compared to tistate.
1 The population living with a disability in Davidson County Census Tract 61@€atisr than
10% higher when compared f@avidson County anithe state.

Table33. Disability percentage comparisons Davidson Gunty and state

z%’i:ﬁ:ﬁgw'th 13.37 15.41* 15.62* 7.12 MT ®yd 879
Type of

Difficulty

Hearing 27.67 26.86 21.74 23.64 nneoni 9.96
Vision 18.85 20.94* 12.29 13.95 OH®PMG HPODY(
Cognitive 38.59 36.18 20.09 29.07 25.29 podyT
Ambulatory 50.26 54.44 55.62* cnony 52.94 CH®PTQ
Seltcare 18.19 18.09 6.75 15.89 18.04 15.13
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Independent
Living
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

33.65 33.80 20.%4 23.64 27.25 27.68

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or census tract corj
to the state.

All cellsholded indicate a percetage increase of 10% or more in the census tract when compare
the county.

Limited English Proficiency

1 The population of Spanis$peaking persons with limiteEnglish proficiency is greater than 5%
of the overall population ages 5 and oveiDavidson County Census Trétp.02

1 The proportion ofChinesespeaking persons with limiteBnglish proficiency ibavidson Cout
Census Tra@17.05is greater than 5% higher when compared to the statel Davidson
County.

1 The proportion oViethamesespeaking persons with limiteEnglish proficiency iDavidson
County Census Tract 603i83yreater than 5% higher when comparedavidson County

1 The proportion ofOther Asian and Pacific Island language aking persons with limiteBnglish
proficiency inDavidson County Census Tract 617s@freater than 5% higher when compared
to the stateand Davidson County

1 The proportion ofOther IndeEuropean languagepeaking persons with limiteBnglish
proficiency inDavidson County Census Tract 60&0freater tha 5% higher when compared
to the stateand Davidson County

Table34. Limited English Proficiency percentage comparisori3agidson Gunty and state

Speak only
English

86.98 91.01 94.93* dc ®on 90.38 dbc Py

Spanish 3.47 2.53 1.24 0.00 pdnmf  0.00

French, Haitian,
or Cajun

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.04 0.06* 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Russian, Polish
or other Slavic 0.10 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
languages
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Chinese

(e ieling 0.16 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 ndoy |
Mandarin,

Cantonese)

Vietnamese 0.16 0.06 nowmn 0.00 0.00 0.00
Korean 0.08 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Tagalog

(including 0.04 0.08* 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Filipino)

Other Asian and

Pacific Island 0.27 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.00 HOPT 0§
Languages

Other Indo

European 0.27 0.09 0.00 nocpjp 0.00 0.00
Languages

Arabic 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total

Population 5 9,986,027 161,904 4,105 3,388 2,754 2,892
Years and over

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or motheéncounty or census tract comparg
to the state.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census tract when comparg
the county.

Educational Attainment
1 The proportion of the population 184 years old with less thanhégh school education in
Davidson CountZensus Tras603.04 and 612.0B greater than 10% higher when compared
to Davidson County and the state.
1 The population 25 and over with a 9th to 12th grade education and no diploDavidson
CountyCensus Tras603.03, 603.04and617.05is greater than 10% higher when compared to
the stateand/or Davidson Gunty.

Table35. Educational Attainment percentage comparisond@vidson Gunty and state (Populations between-P8 years)

Less than High
School 11.44 15.74* 12.11 My ®T oc ®H 3.03
Graduate

5C
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High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

34.20 42.47* 30.49 TM®HH 41.52* pndo

Population age
18-24 years

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10%mare in the county or census tract compar
to the state.

All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract when compal
the county.

999,707 13,053 223 278 171 165

Table36. Educational Attainment percentage comparisondDavidson Gunty and state (Populations age 25 years and over)

Less than 9th
grade

3.97 4.30 133 0.00 3.35 1.65

9th to 12th
grade, no 6.28 8.00* 7.96* 7.44* 6.64 MPPH
diploma

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

24.96 32.48* 30.16* 25.04 nmdnd 30.46*

Bachelor's
degree

Population age
25 years and 7,261,810 120,730 3,243 2,488 2,092 2,308

over
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A/€&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or census tract corj
to the state.

All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract when compal
the county.

34.72 20.72 HT ®n | 20.94 21.08 14.34

Poverty and Lowncome
1 Theproject area lasa proportionate population below 200% of the poverty level that is greater
than 5% higher tharhe state and county.
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Below
Poverty Level

13.17

13.83*

7.87

Table37. Poverty percentage comparisons Bavidson Gunty and state

7.54
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8.13

7.65

Below 200%
of the
Poverty Level

31.03

34.22*

nnaon

26.93

21.06

23.47

30.80

Total
Population
for whom

Poverty
Status is

Determined

10,297,193

169012

4,270

3,570

2,855

3,084

Sour@: US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the county or census trg

compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or mioréhe census tract when

compared to thecounty.
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Figurell Poverty percentage comparisons Bavidson Gunty and state

Poverty and Leimcome Population

s
*

North Carolina Davidson Project Area Census Tract Census Tract Census Tract Census Tract
County 603.03 603.04 612.02 145.03

Percentage of Population
= [ N N w w 5
(€21 o ol o [€)] o (63} o

o

m Below Poverty Level m Below 200% of the Poverty Level

5.3 Water ResourceBroject Area; Eden Loop

Race and Ethnicity

1 Rockingham Coun®@ensus Tract 402 has a people of color population thgreiater than 10%
higher than the county and state.

1 Census Tract 402 has a Black or African American population grasi®r than 10% higher
than the county and state.

1 Census Tracts 401.01 and 402 have a Hispanic or Latino populationgfesdtisr than 10%
higher than the county.

1 Census Tracts 401.01 and 402 have an Asian population tratater than 10% higher than the
county.

1 Rockingham County has a Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander populatiorgtieat e
than 10% higher than thstate.

f w20l AY3IKIY /[ 2dzyie KIa | &ageds& thani®ehigieNia®S ¢ LJ2 LI
the state.

1 Rockingham County and Census Tract 402 have a population of two or more racegtbatas
than 10% higher than thstate or county
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Table38. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparisons in Rockingham County and the state

WIIIES (ot 60.65 70.51 73.81 56.35 75.49
Hispanic)

Black or African| 55 5q 17.45 1416 | wcond 17.89
American

AIERENIS 7 10.95 6.89 TOTN] mMndo| 344
Latino

American Indian guyryee 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.02
or Alaska Native

Asian 3.12 0.19 norty (YRON Y Neo] 0.00
Native Hawaiian

or Other Pacific 0.05 0.15* 0.00 0.00 0.05
Islander

Some other 0.44 0.53¢ 030 0.00 0.10
Race

Two or More *

Races 3.66 411 2.95 pdcprp 3.03
el 10,584,340 91,585 3,727 3,537 6,278
Population

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite populations
in the county or census tract compared to thiate.

All cellsboldedindicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdnite populations
in the census tract when compared to teunty.
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Figurel2. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparison®tskingham 6Gunty and state

Population by Race and Ethnicity

80
70
= 60
el
ks
S 50
Q.
o
o
%5 40
E ~
8 30 7
9]
o
20
LW
10 I I”" i
DES * *

0 “Il w2
White (Not  Black or  Hispanic or American Asian Native Some other Two or More
Hispanic) African Latino Indian or Hawaiianor  Race Races
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Table39. Population of color percentage comparisons in Rockingham County and the state

Population of 39.35 29.49 26.19 nodcy 2451
Color

Total 10,584,340 91,585 3,727 3,537 6,278
Population

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite populations
in the county or census tract compared to thiate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdrite populations
in the census tract when compared to teunty.
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Figure13. Population of color percentage comparisonsRockingham @inty and state

People of Color Population

~
0 I I I | I

North Carolina  Rockingham CountyCensus Tract 401.01 Census Tract 402 Census Tract 411

Percentage of Population
= N N w w iy Iy al
[6)] (@] (&) (@] (&) o (&) o

[EnY
o

(&)

Age and Sex
1 RockinghanCountyand Census Trac#®1.0l and411have a proportionate population above
65 years old that is greater than 10% higher than the state.

1 Census Tract 402 has a proportionate population below 5 years old that is greater than 10%
higher than the state and county.

Table40. Median Age & Sex for North Carolina and Rockingham County

Median | 577 40.4 39.1 4310 | 4610 | 4470
Age
Total (%) | 48.92 51.08 48.90 51.10
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE€&)dstimate

5€
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All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
compared to thestate.

Table41. Median Age & Sex for project area census tracts

Mﬁgt'ea” 4770 | 5350 | 4990 | 39.10 | 4530 | 41.00 | 4860 | 4250 | 45.60
Total (%)| 5181 | 48.19 53.38 | 46.62 46.43 | 5357

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county compared statee

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mgrite populations in the census tract
when compared to theounty.

Table42. Age percentage comparisons to Rockingham County and state

(Estl—:‘(;ow 5 Years 5.6 5.00 304 Copy | 258
Above 65 . i
Years Old Helies 20.75 21.14 1643 | Hn®p

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or ce
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract \
compared to thecounty.

Disability
1 The population living with a disability in Rockingham County and Census Tracts 401.01, 402, and
411is greater than 10% higher when compared to the stateounty.
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Table43. Disability percentage comparisons Rockingham @unty and state

Population

with a 13.37 17.75* 15.43* HM®HQ 19.40*
Disability

Type of

Difficulty

Hearing 27.67 29.21 nndopg 16.91 26.44
Vision 18.85 18.98 9.91 6.52 18.80
Cognitive 38.59 41.21 20.17 40.08 26.52
Ambulatory 50.26 53.79 48.52 57.92* 43.51
Selfcare 18.19 20.40* 20.52* 15.98 10.67
Independent

Living 33.65 38.55* 21.91 nopey s 3374
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the countynsueg
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract \
compared to thecounty.

Limited English Proficiency
1 The poportion of Spaniskspeaking personwith limited-English proficiency in Census T4@2
is greater than 5% higher when compared to the statel county.

Table44. Limited English Proficiency percentage comparisons to Rockingham County and state

Speak only 86.98 94.27* 91.06 89.51 95.21*
English
Spanish 3.47 2.24 0.59 noyng 012
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L 010 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00
or Cajun

German or

ST HiEE 0.04 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Germanic

languages

Russian, Polish

or other Slavic 0.10 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00
languages

Chinese

{neueling 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Mandarin,

Cantonese)

Vietnamese 0.16 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00
Korean 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Tagalog

(including 0.04 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Filipino)

Other Asian

W PEEIE 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Island

Languages

Other Indo

European 0.27 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00
Languages

Arabic 0.11 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total

Population 5 9,986,027 87,003 3,580 3,269 6,053
Years and over

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the county or ceng
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census tract wh
compared to thecounty.

Educational Attainment

1 The proportion of the population 124 years old with less than a high school education in
Rockingham County and Census Tracts 401.01, 402, arnsl gielater than 10% higher when
compared to the state or county.

1 The proportion of the population 25 and over with less than a 9th grade edudatiBensus
Tract 4024 & INBIF GSNJ GKIFY wmmrE: KAIKSNI gKSy O2YLI NBR

5¢
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1 The poptation 25 and over with a 9th to 12th grade education and no diplonfRockingham
County and Census Tracts 401.01 andig@zeater than 10% higher when compared to the
State or county.

Table45. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Rockingham County and state (Populations betv?deyeads)

Less than High

School 11.44 15.65* nn®Hy 16.56* Hp P
Graduate

High school

graduate y

(includes 34.20 39.46 30.63 36.31 22.69

equivalency)

Population age
18-24 years

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or ce
tract compared to thestate.

999,707 6,615 271 157 432

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract \
compared to thecounty.

Table46. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Rockingham County and state (Populations age 25 years and
over)

Less than 9th
grade

9th to 12th
grade, no 6.28 11.27* 8.84* MO PO T 4.42

diploma

3.97 4.34 3.27 MH PN 2.88

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

24.96 34.61* ody d 3405 33.25*

Bachelor's

34.72 16.13 7.22 10.40 15.94
degree

6C
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Population age
25 years and 7,261,810 66,238 2,963 2,693 4,548
over

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or ce
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract \
compared to thecounty.

Poverty and Lowncome
1 Rockingham County and Census Tracthw82 proportionate population below 200% of the
L2 SN e fS@St GKIFIG A& INBIFGSNI GKFY p: KAIKSNI
1 Rockingham County and Census Tracts 402 andaiid a proportionate population below the
poverty level that is greater than 5% higher than the stat® 2 dzy (i & @

Table47. Poverty percentage comparisots Rockingham County and state

Below Poverty
Level

13.17 16.85* 9.57 HT ®dnpg 15.65*

Below 200% of
the Poverty 31.03 38.32* 29.48 py ®pp 30.17
Level

Total
Population for
whom Poverty | 10,297,193 89,541 3,721 3,537 6,251
Status is
Determined

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or niotée county or census
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census tract wh
compared to thecounty.

61



Percentage of Population

Draft Commurity Profile

Figurel4. Poverty percentage comparisons to the countydastate

Poverty and Leimcome Population
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5.4 Water Resources Project Ae8alem Loop
Race and Ethnicity

1

1

Forsyth County Census Tr&2t02 has @roportionate population of people of color that is
greaterthan 10% highethanthe state.

Forsyth County Census Tr&2t02hasa proportionate Black or African American population
greater than 10% higher thahe state.

DavidsornCounty Census Tra802.01hasa proportionate Black or African American population
greater than 10% higher thabavidsonCounty

ForsythCounty Census Trac®2.02, 33.15, an84.02hasa proportionateHispanic or Latino
population greater than 10% higher th&worsyth County and the state

Davidson County Census Tract 601.04ahpsoportionateHispanic or Latinpopulation greater
than 10% higher thabavidson County and the state

Forsyth County Census Tr&dt02 has proportionateAmerican Indian or Alaska Native
population greater than 10% higher th&orsythCounty

Guilford County Census Tracts 159.02, 160.03, and 162.0laharegortionateAsian
population greater than 10% higher th&uilfordCounty andor the state

Forsyth County Census Tra88%02 and 33.1Aavea proportionateAsianpopulation greater
than 10% higher thaRorsythCounty and/or the state

Guilford County Census Tract 15%@®a proportionateNative Hawaiiamor other Pacific
Islandemopulation greater than 10% higher th&uilford County and the state
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1 Guilford County Census Tracts 159.02 460l03havea proportionatepopulation identifying as
daz2vyYSsS 2 ldgeStdxhall-1@Shigher tha@uilford County ankbr the state

{1 Forsyth County Census Tract 33.12&asoportionateLJ2 LJdzf | G A2y ARSYydGdAFeAy3
NJ @fedter than 10% higher thaforsyth County and the state

f Guilford County Census Tra@2101 hasa proportionateL.J2 LJdzf | (G A 2 y tWwdoBmbieA F& Ay 3

raceg greater than 10% higher tha@uilford County and the state

1 Forsyth County Census Tsi88.14 and 33.15 hava proportionatepopulation identifying as

Gl g2 2N YoRedd thanll0%igher thaforsythCounty andor the state

Table48. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparisons to the Guilford County and state
RACE & ETHNICITY (%)

NORTH  GUILFORL| CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672) (n=126) 159.02 160.03 162.01
B0 60.65 46.84 84.21 68.70 78.25
Hispanic)
S EAITER 33,54+ 4.59 4.61 7.82
American
Hispanic or 10.95 9.80 2,52 8.94 0.29
Latino
American Indian| - g 0.18 0.00 0.00 ndo
or Alaska Native ' ' ' ' y
Asian 3.12 5.16* 5.60* MO ®Pco y PonHR
Native Hawaiian
or Other Pacific 0.05 0.01 N ®HHA 0.00 0.00
Islander
Some other Rac 0.44 0.66* noyyR 0.52* 0.00
Two or More 3.66 3.82 1.98 3.60 nooT |
Races
Ui 10,584,340| 542,987 4,642 4,799 6,919
Population
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate
Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite
populations in the county or census tract compared to thate.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdmte populations
in the census tract when compared to tieunty.
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Table49. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparisons to the Forsyth County and state
RACE & ETHNICITY (%)

NORTH FORSYTH CENSUS CENSUS| CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672) (n=95) 32.02 33.12 33.14 33.15 34.02

DI (e 60.65 54.18 53.70 73.06 81.12 61.77 72.27
Hispanic)
Black or African |, 5 24,94+ 24.04* 15.31 3.48 14.33 5.18
American
Hls_panlc or 10.95 14.62* MAPPHT 5.64 3.92 My dmd HAN PP
Latino
Al e el S 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ndop
or Alaska Native
Asian 3.12 2.32 H®PT C 2.31 TOT NP 0.67 0.28
Native Hawaiian
or Other Pacific 0.05 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Islander
Some other Ract 0.44 0.49* 0.00 nodgnA 0.00 0.35 0.00
Two or More
[ 3.66 3.23 0.22 2.72 odTYy n®c 0.97
Total

. 10,584,340| 386,740 4,052 4,147 3,014 3,733 3,188
Population
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate
Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite populations in the county or census
tract compared to thestate.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mgnte populations in the census tract when
compared to thecounty.

Table50. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparisons to the Davidson County and state

RACE & ETHNICITY (%)
NORTH DAVIDSON| CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672)  (n=42) 601.04 602.01 602.03
White (Not 60.65 76.82 76.95 79.56 88.57
Hispanic)

Sl o it SEORIR 9.16 5.85 Mp Op  6.02
American
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Hispanic or

Latino 10.95 8.55 Mp OHT 3.90 3.98
American Indian| , oc 0.12 0.00 0.00 0.00
or Alaska Native

Asian 3.12 1.52 0.18 0.44 0.00
Native Hawaiian

or Other Pacific 0.05 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Islander

Some other Racs 0.44 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.00
W LE 3.66 3.54 1.74 0.58 1.43
Races

Total : 10,584,340 171,063 6,543 4,130 6,230
Population

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite
populations in the county or census tract compared to #tate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdnite populations

in the census tract when compared to tikeunty.
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Figurel5. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparisons to project area counties and the state

Population by Race and Ethnicity

*
*
*
* %
Black or African Hispanic or ~ American Asian Native Some other Two or More
American Latino Indian or Alaska Hawaiian or Race Races
Native Other Pacific
Islander

m North Carolina m Guilford County = Forsyth County m Davidson County

Percent of Population
o

Figurel6. Race & Ethnicity percentage comparisons to project area census tracts

Population by Race and Ethnicity
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Black or AfricanHispanic or ~ American Asian Native Some other Two or More
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Table51. Population of color percentage comparisons to Guilford County and state

POPULATION OF COLOR (%)
NORTH GUILFORL| CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672)  (n=126) 159.02 160.03 162.01
Population of 39.35 53.16% 15.79 31.30 21.75
Color
Total 10,584,340 | 542,087 4,642 4,799 6,919
Population

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey3A€&)estimate
Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite
populations in the county or census tract compared to Hiate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdrite populations
in the census tract when compared to ticeunty.

Table52. Population of color percentage comparisons to Forsyth County and state

POPULATION OF COLOR (%)
NORTH FORSYTH| CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672)  (n=95) 32.02 33.12 33.14 33.15 34.02
ggf’;'at'on of 39.35 45,82 46.30 26.94 18.88 38.23 27.73
Total
. 10,584,340 | 386,740 4,052 4,147 3,014 3,733 3,188
Population

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community SGAE@S) fyear estimate
Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more forwbite populations in the county or census

tract compared to thestate.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mgnte populatiors in the census tract when

compared to thecounty.

Table53. Population of color percentage comparisons to Davidson County and state

POPULATION OF COLOR (%)
NORTH DAVIDSON| CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672) (n=42) 601.04 602.01 602.03
Population of 39.35 23.18 23.05 20.44 11.43
Color
Total 10,584,340 | 171,063 6,543 4,130 6,230
Population

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

Allbolded* cells indicate @ercentage increase of 10% or more for Aehite
populations in the county or census tract compared to thate.
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All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdrite populations
in the census tract when compared to tieeunty.

Figurel?. Population of color percentage comparisons to the county and state

Percentage of Population

People of Color Population
60

50
40
30
20

10

Age and Sex

1

1

ForsythCounty Census Tra88.15 has proportionate populatiorbelow 5Syears old that is
greater than 10% higher than thifeorsyth County or the state

Davidson County Census Tref®d.04 and 602.0Bave a proportionate populatiorbelow 5
years old that is greater than 10% higher than BevidsonCounty or the state
ForsythCounty Census Trac32.02,33.12, 33.14, and 33.1avea proportionate population
above65 years old that is greater than 10% higher than the statd/or Forsyth ©unty.
Davidson County Census Tracts 601.04, 602.01, and 602.0% pavportionate population
above65 years old that is greater than 10% higher tiarsyth County and/or the state

Table54. Median Age & Sex for North Carolina and Guilford County
MEDIAN AGE & SEX

NORTH CAROLINA (n=2672) GUILFORD COUNTY (n=126)

|Fema|e\ Both \ Male |Fema|e| Both

| \YEI]
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Median
Age

37.7

40.4

39.1

36.10

38.40

37.40

48.92

51.08

47.47

52.53

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
compared to thestate.

Table55. Median Age & Sex for project area census tracts in Guilford County

MEDIAN AGE & SEX

| CENSUSTRACT159.02|  CENSUSTRACT160.03|  CENSUS TRACT 162.01
| Male | Female | Both | Male | Female | Both \ Male | Female | Both
M;g('ea” 4630 | 4360 | 4520 | 4350 | 4020 | 4080 | 46.00 | 44.40 | 44.70
‘ 49.50 | 50.50 46.28 | 53.72 50.02 | 49.98

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE€&)dstimate
Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county compared $tathe

All cells 2 f RirRliBate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract when compared to th
county.

Table56. Median Age & Sex for North Carolina and Forsyth County
MEDIAN AGE & SEX

FORSYTH COUNTY (n=95)

Male

‘ ‘ NORTH CAROLINA (n=2672)

| Male
Median
Age

Female\ Both \ Female| Both

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
compared to thestate.

Table57. Median Age & Sex for project area census tracts in Forsyth County

MEDIAN AGE & SEX
CENSUS TRACT 33.12 |
Both | Male

|  CENSUS TRACT 32.02 | CENSUS TRACT 33.14

Both ‘ Male Both

| Male

Female Female Female
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|- 39.88 60.12 50.69 49.31 55.18 44.82

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate
Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county compared statee

All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdrite populations in the census tract
when compared to theounty.

Table58. Median Age & Sex for project area census tracts in Forsyth County (continued)
MEDIAN AGE & SEX

| CENSUS TRACT 33.15 ‘ CENSUS TRACT 34.02
| Male | Female | Both | Male | Female | Both

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&) 5
estimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the coj
compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more for-mdnite
populations in the census tract when compared to toainty.

Table59. Median Age & Sex for North Carolina and Davidson County
MEDIAN AGE & SEX

| Male Female‘ Both ‘ Male Female| Both

‘ ‘ NORTH CAROLINA (n=2672) DAVIDSON COUNTY (n=42)

Median
Age

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county
compared to thestate.

Table60. Median Age & Sex for project area census tracts in Davidson County
MEDIAN AGE & SEX

| CENSUS TRACT 601.04 | CENSUS TRACT 602.01 ‘ CENSUS TRACT 602.03

| Male | Female | Both | Male | Female | Both | Male | Female | Both

7C
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Median

Age 41.20 45.60 44.40 51.10 51.70 51.50 38.50 38.90 38.70

56.29 43.71 45.54 54.46 48.78 51.22

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county compared statee
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract when compared to thq
county.

Table61. Age percentage comparisons to the Guilford County and state
' D9 06z 0

NORTH GUILFORL| CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA| COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672) (n=126) 159.02 160.03 162.01
Below 5 Years 5.65 5.62 265 5.38 3.64
old
Ahove sYear 166 15.62 13.10 12.27 11.63

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or cg
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract \
compared to thecounty.

Table62. Age percentage comparisons to the Forsyth County and state

'D9 &:0

NORTH FORSYTH CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS  CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672)  (n=95) 32.02 33.12 33.14 33.15 34.02
CB)‘IE(;"W SYears | g5 5.75 3.85 4.82 4.05 y ®HNR 292
Shove BSYears 1688 16.61 My ®pqd HP®NM Hpdon mMpOTH o 17.16

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate
Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or census tract comparedtaighe
All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract when compare dciouthis.
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Table63. Age percentage comparisons to the Davidson County and state
' D9 &:0
NORTH  DAVIDSON CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT  TRACT  TRACT
(n=2672) (n=42) 601.04 602.01 602.03

(B)?CIIOWSYears 5 65 5.35 cPHpf 075 Pd N PF
ohovebSYean 1688 18.61* 1866 | HT OuH 1867

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or ce
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract \
compared to thecounty.

Disability

1

1

Forsyth County Census Tract 3ZW@3 a population living with a disabilityat isgreater than
10% higher when compared to tlrsyth Countypr the state

Davidson County Census Tra@®2.01 and 602.03 havepopulation living with a disability that
isgreater than 10% higher when comparedthe state

Table64. Disability percentage comparisons to the Guilford County and state
5L{!.L[LC, &:=0
NORTH  GUILFORL| CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY | TRACT | TRACT  TRACT
(n=2672)  (n=126) 159.02 160.03 162.01

Populationwith | 5 5 11.95 6.83 6.40 5.97

a Disability

Type of

Difficulty

Hearing 27.67 23.12 HT ®M( 11.73 HPPT
Vision 18.85 18.00 17.03 17.59 HN ®H M
Cognitive 38.59 42.87* 46.06* 38.76 35.84
Ambulatory 50.26 48.60 45.11 py ®co 51.82
Selfcare 18.19 20.17* 12.62 7.17 HT ®y p
[EEETE e 33.65 3502 | npomM 29.32 29.54
Living

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate
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Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or ceg
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract \
compared to thecounty.

Table65. Disability percentage comparisons to the Forsyth County and state

5L{!.L[LC, &:=0
NORTH | FORSYTE CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS| CENSUS
CAROLIN/ COUNY TRACT TRACT TRACT | TRACT
(n=2672) | (n=95) 32.02 33.12 33.14 33.15
Populationwith| 5 o7 1257 | mc ®H{ 1223 | 1291 | 1099 | 13.11
a Disability
Type of
Difficulty
Hearing 27.67 22.63 HPPN| nndPmMy nHPC] OHDPT 15.07
Vision 18.85 17.52 13.03 9.66 HpPn 16.87 15.07
Cognitive 38.59 41.41 28.79 37.48 32.13 41.94 CMDT |
Ambulatory 50.26 50.20 51.36 42.41 34.19 41.69 33.49
Selfcare 18.19 18.40 6.21 9.07 10.80 4.96 10.05
Ir_ld_ependent 33.65 34.55 28.64 nod®o 19.79 pndn( TpPo
Living
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or census tract con
to the state.
All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract when compare
the county.

Table66. Disability percentage comparisons to the Davidson County and state

5L{!.L[LC¢C, &:0

NORTH DAVIDSON| CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COWTY TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672) (n=42) 601.04 602.01 602.03
Population with | 5 5 15.41* 8.97 1630 | 16.35*
a Disability
Type of
Difficulty
Hearing 27.67 26.86 nMmedna omMmdPyn 25.47
Vision 18.85 20.94* 21.29* HO ®dgH 15.16
Cognitive 38.59 36.18 nH®”NY 30.01 29.04
Ambulatory 50.26 54.44 56.22* 55.72* 42.52
Seltcare 18.19 18.09 HM®Pcn HMPMI 11.79
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Independent

- 33.65 33.80 pneTT 27.04 23.39
Living

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE€&)&timate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or ce
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract \
compared to thecounty.

Limited En@ish Proficiency

1 The population of Spanisspeaking persons with limiteBnglish proficiency is greater than 5%
of the overall population ages 5 and oveiHarsythCounty Census Trax32.02 and 33.15

1 The proportion ofSpaniskspeaking persons with limiteBnglish proficiency iRorsythCounty
Census Tras32.02 33.15, and 34.0B greater than 5% higher when compared to the state
and/or Forsyth ©unty.

1 The proportion ofGerman or other West Germarianguagespeaking persons with limited
English proficiency iRorsyth County Census Tract 32€9greater than 5% higher when
compared to the statend/or Forsyth County

1 The proportion oRussian, Polish, or other Slavic languageaking persons with limiteEnglish
proficiency inForsyth County Census Tra8tIbis greater than 5% higher when compared to
the stateand/or Forsyth County

1 The proportion ofChinesespeaking persons with limiteEnglish proficiency i@ uilfordCounty
Census Trastl59.02 and 162.0fs greater than 5% higher when compared to the statel
GuilfordCounty

1 The proportion olVietnamesespeaking persons with limiteBnglish proficiency iGuilford
County Census Tract 160i63yreater than 5% higher when compared to the sttel Guilford
County

1 The proportion olKoreanspeaking persons with limiteEnglish proficiency i@ uilford County
Census Tractsb.02is greaterthan 5% higher when compared to the statd Guilford County

1 The proportion ofTagalogspeaking persons with limiteBnglish proficiency iRorsyth County
Census Tract 33.15 greater than 5% higher when compared to the statel/or Forsyth
County

9 The proportion oOther Asian and Pacific Island languageaking persons with limiteEnglish
proficiency inGuilford County Census Trad59.02and 160.03s greater than 5% higher when
compared to the statend/or Guilford County

1 The proportion ofOther IndeEuropean languagspeaking persons with limiteEnglish
proficiency inGuilford County Census Trac&2101is greater than 5% higher when compared
to the stateand Guilford County

1 The proportion ofOther IndeEuropean languagepeaking persons with limiteEnglish
proficiency inForsyth County Census Tra8%02 and 34.08 greater than 5% higher when
compared to the statendForsythCounty
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Table67. Limited English Proficiency percentage comparisons to Guilford County and state

[LaL¢95 9bD[L{Il twhCL/L9Db/
NORTH  GUILFORL CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672) (n=126) 159.02 160.03 162.01
Speak only
English 86.98 84.10 dhn dp 86.90 yy ®T |
Spanish 3.47 2.95 0.00 0.81 0.24
French, Haitian, 0.19* 0.00 0.00 0.00
or Cajun
German or
GBS 0.04 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00
Germanic
languages
Russian, Polish,
or other Slavic 0.10 0.18* 0.00 0.00 0.00
languages
Chinese
(including "
Mandarin, 0.16 0.18 M®PO T | 0.00 noy TR
Cantonese)
Vietnamese 0.16 0.13 0.00 nodoyyHR 0.00
Korean 0.08 0.11* nonnj 0.00 0.00
Tagalog
(including 0.04 0.07* 0.00 0.00 0.00
Filipino)
Other Asian and
Pacific Island 0.27 0.55* 0.49* M®Py F 0.00
Languages
Other Indo
European 0.27 0.62* 0.00 0.24 H®T MR
Languages
Arabic 0.11 0.43* 0.00 0.00 0.00
9,986,027 512,447 4,519 4,541 6,667
Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the county or cer
tract compared to thestate.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census tract w|
compared to thecounty.
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Table68. Limited English Proficiency percentage comparisons to Forsyth County and state

[LaL¢95 9bD[L{Il twhCL/L9b/ k6 &
NORTH FORSYTE CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS
CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT | TRACT TRACT TRACT
(n=2672) (n=95) 32.02 33.12 33.14 33.15 34.02
Speak only
English 86.98 84.62 80.65 dbo dm({ y cdbdn| 8567 81.10
Spanish 3.47 4.62* hPpH 2.18 111 c PHH| 4.30*
French, Haitian, 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
or Cajun
German or
s 0.04 003 | n®nn| 000 0.00 0.00 0.00
Germanic
languages
Russian, Polish,
or other Slavic 0.10 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00 no®Hn 0.00
languages
Chinese
(eIl 0.16 0.24* 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Mandarin,
Cantonese)
Vietnamese 0.16 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Korean 0.08 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Tagalog
(including 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 noTo 0.00
Filipino)
Other Asian and
Pacific Island 0.27 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Languages
Other Indo
European 0.27 0.18 nooo 0.00 0.00 0.00 noH o
Languages
Arabic 0.11 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
9,986,027 | 364,505 3,896 3,947 2,892 3,427 3,095
SourceUS Census Beau, 2023 American Community Survey (AGE&B estimate
Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the county or census tract compq
the state.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census tract when compared
county.
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Table69. Limited English Proficiency percentage comparisons to Davidson County and state

[LaL¢95 9bD[L{Il twhCL/L9Db/
NORTH DAVIDSON CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672) (n=42) 601.04 602.01 602.03
S|Eeel Bl 86.98 91.01 95.52* 95.41* 95.18*
English
Spanish 3.47 2.53 0.00 2.05 0.00
French, Haitian, 4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
or Cajun
German or
S 0.04 0.06* 0.00 0.00 0.00
Germanic
languages
Russian, Polish,
or other Slavic 0.10 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00
languages
Chinese
{IENGITE 0.16 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00
Mandarin,
Cantonese)
Vietnamese 0.16 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.00
Korean 0.08 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00
Tagalog
(including 0.04 0.08* 0.00 0.00 0.00
Filipino)
Other Asian and
Pacific Island 0.27 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.00
Languages
Other Indo
European 0.27 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.00
Languages
Arabic 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
9,986,027 161,904 6,134 4,099 5,664
Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the county or cer
tract compared to thestate.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census tract w|
compared to thecounty.
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Educational Attainment

1 The proportion of the population 124 years old with less than a high school education in
Guilford County Census Trad59.02 and I601is greater than 10% higher when compared to
the stateand GuilfordCounty.

1 The proportion of the population 124 years old with less than a high school education in
Forsyth County Census Tra8%02 and 33.12 igreater than 10% higher when compared to the
stateand ForsythCounty.

1 The proportion of the population 124 years old with less than a high school education in
Davidson County Census Tract 602.@8aster than 10% higher when compared to the state
and Davidsorounty.

91 The proportion of the population 25 and over with less than a 9th grade educatieorgyth
County Census Trax32.02, 33.12, an84.02is greater than 10% higher when compared to the
state or Forsyth ©unty.

1 The population 25 and over with a 9th to 12th grade education and no dipiofarsyth
CountyCensus Tra@3.15 and 34.0% greater than 10% higher when compared to the state
Forsyth @unty.

1 The population 25 and over with a 9th to 12th grade education and no dipiomavidson
CountyCensus Tra&02.03s greater than 10% higher when compared to Htate.

Table70. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Guilford County and state (Populations betw2éryd&rs)
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT (%)

NORTH

CAROLINA COUNTY

(n=2672)

Less than High
School
Graduate

11.44

(n=126)

8.80

GUILFORL| CENSUS

TRACT
159.02

onodpo

CENSUS
TRACT

160.03

3.94

CENSUS

TRACT
162.01

My ®H N

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

34.20

28.19

podmin

20.87

15.94

63,313

226

254

433

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or ce
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a grcentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract w
compared to thecounty.
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Table71. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Forsyth County and state (Populations betw2&ydas)
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT (%)

NORTH FORSYTE CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLIN/ COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT TRACT TRACT
(n=2672) (n=95)  32.02 33.12 33.14 33.15 34.02

Less than High
School 11.44 12.87* HM®PTY) MT ®H| 0.00 11.40 0.00

Graduate

High school

graduate 34.20 35.44 8.60 4.71 26.49 22.43 13.91
(includes

equivalency)

- 999,707 38,617 349 255 302 272 345

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or census tract con
to the state.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract when compare
the county.

Table72. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Davidson County and state (Populations betw2EpeEss)
EDUCATIONALTAAINMENT (%)

NORTH DAVIDSON| CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY | TRACT | TRACT  TRACT
(n=2672)  (n=42) 601.04 602.01 602.03

Less than High
School 11.44 15.74* 2.28 8.28 MYy ®MY

Graduate

High school

g:}i‘?ﬁgt; 34.20 42.47% nopdyd 26.63 33.69

equivalency)

_ 999,707 13,053 351 169 374

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or ce
tract compared o the state.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract \
compared to thecounty.
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Table73. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Guilford County and state (Populations age 25 years and over)

95! /1 ¢Lhb! [ 1 ¢¢!Lba9be¢{ &

NORTH  GUILFORL CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672) (n=126) 159.02 160.03 162.01
Less than 9th 3.97 3.80 0.28 2.73 0.54
grade
9th to 12th
grade, no 6.28 5.92 0.31 0.63 0.78
diploma
High school
EEIE LS 24.96 22.62 15.21 21.66 17.48
(includes
equivalency)
Bachelor's
degree 34.72 38.10 pdpPpp nydPmc pnddn
7,261,810 359,349 3,209 3,185 4,982
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or ce
tract compared to thestate.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract \
compared to thecounty.

Table74. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Forsyth County and state (Populations age 25 years and over)
95! /1 ¢Lhb![ ! ¢¢! Lba9b¢{ 6720
NORTH FORSYTH CENSUS CENSUT CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLIN/ COUNTY TRACT TRACT | TRACT TRACT TRACT
33.14 33.15 34.02

(n=2672) (n=95)  32.02 33.12

Less than 9th
grade

9th to 12th
grade, no 6.28 5.94 5.69 4.11 2.51 ydndgl TPon

diploma

3.97 4.13 p®PHAl TDOC 0.00 3.04 ybnr

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

24.96 24.13 Hc ®d| 20.01 HY PH{ HY ®cC 21.01

Bachelor's

34.72 36.87 34.60 37.32 30.71 25.66 31.15
degree
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7,261,810 | 259,909 2,636 3,138 2,234 2,732 2,180

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or census tract conj
to the state.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract when compare
the county.

Table75. Educational Attainment percentage comparisons to Davidson County and state (Populations age 25 years and over)

95! /1 ¢Lhb! [ 1 ¢¢!Lba9be¢{ &3

NORTH DAVIDSON| CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT

(n=2672) (n=42) 601.04 602.01 602.03
Less than 9th
grade 3.97 4.30 0.00 1.74 0.37
9th to 12th
grade, no 6.28 8.00* 1.61 3.31 8.23*
diploma
High school
LTS 24.96 32.48* 33.80% 35.39* 28.85*
(includes
equivalency)
Bachelor's
degree 34.72 20.72 opdPPy HHDPY ] HO PP
7,261,810 120,730 4,352 3,439 4,620
SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (XE&)dstimate
All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the county or ce
tract compared to thestate.
All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 10% or more in the census tract \
compared to thecounty.

Poverty and Lowncome
1 ForsythCounty Census Trac32.02 and 34.0Bave a proportionate population below 200% of
the poverty level that is greater than Sgher than the stater Forsyth Gunty.

1 Forsyth Countfensus Trac®32.02 and 34.0Bave a proportionate population below the
poverty level that is greater than 5% higher than the state Bogsyth Gunty.

81



Draft Commurity Profile

Table76. Poverty percentage comparisons to Guilford County and state

POVERTY (%) |
NORTH GUILFORL| CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY | TRACT | TRACT  TRACT
(n=2672)  (n=126) 159.02 160.03 162.01

BelowPoverty | 45 17 15.22* 4.05 1.25 1.94
Level
Below 200% of
the Poverty 31.03 33.50* 12.30 18.75 4.73
Level

10,297,193 | 519697 4,642 4,799 6,919

Source US Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (AE&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the county or cer
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census tract w|
compared to thecounty.

Table77. Poverty percentage comparisons to Forsyth County and state

POVERTY (%)
NORTH FORSYTH CEMUS CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS CENSUS

CAROLINA COUNTY TRACT TRACT TRACT TRACT TRACT
(n=2672) (n=95)  32.02 3312 3314 3315  34.02

Below
Poverty 13.17 14.70* HY @ 6.53 5.10 12.44 Hndwm
Level

Below 200%
of the
Poverty
Level

31.03 3341* | nH®n| 18.14 9.53 2856 | oh®Pp

10,297,193 | 376368 4,052 4,101 3,001 3,705 3,188

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

All'bolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the county susdrct
compared to thestate.

All cellsbolded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census tract when com
to the county.
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Table78. Poverty percentage comparisons to Davidson County and state

NORTH DAVIDSON CENSUS| CENSUS CENSUS
CAROLINA COUNTY | TRACT | TRACT  TRACT
(n=2672)  (n=42) 601.04 602.01 602.03
R 1317 13.83* 9.75 271 2.75
Level
Below 200% of
the Poverty 31.03 34.22% 25.28 24.38 22,62
Level
10,297,193 | 169012 6,543 4130 6,225

SourceUS Census Bureau, 2023 American Community Survey (A€&)dstimate

Allbolded* cells indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the county or cer|
tract compared to thestate.

All cellsholded indicate a percentage increase of 5% or more in the census tract w|
compared to thecounty.
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Figurel8. Poverty percentage comparisons to the county and state
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6. Health &Cumulative Impacts

6.1 County Health Outcome Ranks

For this report, theCommunity Engageme®trogram examined how sensitive populations in the

oountesh RSYUAFASR Ay {SOGA2Y n pdpaardohellif ahd webeingdd NB &
community conditionsThe University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute, in collaboration with the

Robert Wood Johnson Foundation, calculated County Health Rankings for all the states in the United

States www.countyhealthrankings.oig This 208 County Health Rankings National Déia based on

population health and webeing (measured by indicators such as lifespan andreglfrted health

status) and community conditions (such as environmental, social, and economic condFigusg. 19
andFigure2RA & LI & NIy l1Ay3a F2NI L€t mnn O2dzyiASa Ay b2
GKSIFftOGKASaGE @

Rankings are provided as-&eore value betwee2 (healthiest) and 2 (least healthy), which are sorted
into rangesPopulation health and welbeing score andcommunity conditions scorr counties in the
project areas are detailed below. Scores in thve least healthy ranges for the stater each indicator
ranking are highlighted belowable 79

10 County Health Rankings & Roadmapmiversity of Wisconsin Population Health InstituB925 Annual Data
Releasehttps://www.countyhealthrankings.org/explordealth-rankings/rankinggl atadocumentation
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Table79. 2025 County Health Rankings in project area counties

County Healthand Well Being  Community Conditions
Ranking Ranking
Davidson 0.19 0.01
Forsyth -0.17 -0.18
Guilford -0.19 -0.32
Iredell -0.58 -0.44
Mecklenburg -0.74 -0.51
Rockingham 0.51 0.25

A*bold value indicatesn indicatorrankingwithin the two least healthy

ranges for the state
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Figure19. NC County Population Health and Wadling Ranks for 2025

popuLaTIoN HEALTH anD weLL-seing crour [ I ) [ R o croure N

LEAST HEALTHY IN US HEALTHIEST IN US

Figure20. NC County Community Conditions Ranks for 2025

communiry conomons crour [ [ [ EE o crowDn)

LEAST HEALTHY IN US HEALTHIEST IN US

6.2 CDC/ATSDR Index
Cumulative impacts are the combined environmental burdens:gxisting health conditions, and social
factors which may harm human healthAt this time, there is no formal, standardized method to assess

11 Federal Health Agencies Unveil National Tool to Measure Health Impacts of Environmental .B@@z®)s

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CEX®k://www.cdc.gov/media/releases/2022/p0810

environmentatburdens.htm!

8¢
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cumulative impacts. However, cumulative impacts that may affect public health and quality of life are a
frequently raised concern among communities across the nation.

CDC/ATSDR IndeaDAndeX scores were sourced from the Centers for Disease Controland Prevention
(CDC) and the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR; See Appendix E for more
AYTF2NYI GA 2 yindéxgeoré ddmotehIDQridexscoresvere sourced from the€DC (See
Appendix B).

TheCDC Inde#elivers a single score ranging from €.0.0 with a score of 1.0 representing a
community with the highest environmental burdens for each census tract. The composite score is
calculated from a variety of social, environmental, and health indicatorsCIDe considers census

tracts witha CDC Indescore between 0.7 1. 0 to be highly burdened areas. The CDC estimates that
13.7% of Nah Carolina residents live in highly burdened areas.

Compressor Station 150

According to theCDC Indekxplorer|redell CountyCensus Trad&14.07 & KC®MNEessor Station

150A & f 2 Ol €BMndescokelof.33(Figure21; Table 8). This mean83%of census tracts in

the United States have fewer environmental burdens titsnsus Tract 614.@nd that66%0f census

(NI OGA Ay GKS !'yAGSR {GFi8a KIJS KAIKSKenSug SANBY Y
Tract 614.07s not considered a highly burdened area.

Census tracts within @ane-mile radius ofCompressor Station 13tave scores ranging from08 to0.38.

I O0O2NRAY 3 G2 (fKoSendusStradsavithiv 81& dnefile fadild gt the facility are
considered highly burdened. Iredell County’ out of 46census tracts are considered highly burdened,
which account fof2.9%of residents in the countyin Mecklenburg Countg6out of 302census tracts
are considered highly burdened, which accountXr7%of residents in the countysee Appendix E).


https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/place-health/php/eji/eji-explorer.html
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Figure21. Census tracts within the onmile radius of Compressor Station 150 and corresponding CDC Index scores
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= Tracts CDC B 0 / David51:nn64'u3
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Table80. Census tracts within the opmile radius of Compressor Station 150 and corresponding CDC Index scores

N 614.07 0.33 33% LowModerate
rede
614.04 0.38 38% Low-Moderate
62.16 0.08 8% Low
Mecklenburg
64.03 0.13 13% Low
A*bold value indicates aighoverallCDC Indew | Y1 0 6 A G KAY fgedente) )

Compressor Station 155
According to theCDC IndekxplorerDavidson Count¢ensus Tra&03.03

tracts in the United Stas have higher environmental burdens. Accgrd
Tract 603.03s not considered a highly burdened area.

¢ KChMNEessor Station
15542 a f 2 Ol &BMndescokelof.35(Figure22; Table 8). This mean85%of census tracts in
the United States have fewer environmental burdens titensus Tra@03.03and that65%o0f census

02

| 5/ @anslRS FA Y A (.

Census tractwithin a onemile radius ofCompressor Station $have scores ranging froé08to 0.50.
I O0O2 NRAY 3 ( 2 tiof, FoSensustradsavithiv & dnefile radius of the facility are

8¢
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considered highly burdenedi Davidson Countyg out of 42census tracts are considered highly
burdened, which account f&@0%of residents in the county (see Appendix E).

Figure22. Census tracts within the omaile radius of Compressor Station 155 and corresponding CDC Index scores

F
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3 SSEP compressor Overall Environmental

stations Justice Index
SSEP centerline ‘ | No Data
Transcontinental Gas |: "
Pipeline |:| g 2522 5 }‘
SSEP Route Census "
Tracts B o0.5-0.75 /

[ SSEP Counties B 07510

_ A/ Hollv Grove

Table 81. Census tracts within the opmile radius of Compressor Station 155 and corresponding CDC Index scores

603.03 0.35 35% LowModerate
603.04 0.08 8% Low
Davidson
612.02 0.50 50% LowModerate
617.05 0.49 49% LowModerate
A*bold value indicates dighoverallCDC Indew | Y1 0 6 A G KAY fHgedente) {7

Eden Loop

The Eden Loop pipeline route crosses thro@glnsus tracts in Rockingham Cou@gnsus Tracts
401.01 402, 41). Index scores for census tracts along the route range @dB8to 0.93and are shown
in Figure23 and Table82
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Among the3 census tractintersecting the Eden Loggensus TraetO2is considered highly burdened
according to the CDC definition.

Figure23. Census tracts that intersect with the Eden Loop pipeline route and corresponding CDC Index scores

R

N

,,,,, 2 | Miles]
D& S | cadville

Legend
SSEP centerline CDC EJI 2024 [ To025

Transcontinental Gas i [ 102505
Pipeline Overall Environmental B 05075

Norwood SSEP Route Census Justice Index B 0.75-1.0
Tracts [ ] No Data

3N V / [ SSEP Counties
2 ™~ F

Table82. Census tracts that intersect with the Eden Loop pipeline route and corresponding CDC Index scores

Sandy Cross

401.01 0.58 58% Moderate-High
Rockingham 402 *0.93 *93% *Highg top 10%
411 0.58 58% Moderate-High

A*bold value indicates highoverallCDC Indew | y{ 0 6 A G KAy fidgesentie) i 7

In Rockingham Count,out of 22census tracts are considered highly burdened, which account for
34.6%0f residents in the countysee Appendix E).

Salem Loop
TheSalemLoop pipeline route crosses throudh census tracts i uilfordCounty (59.02, 160.03,
162.03, ForsythCounty 82.02, 33.12, 33.14, 33.15, 34)pandDavidsornCounty 601.04, 602.01,

9C
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602.03. Index scores for census tracts along the route range dho0.75and are shown ifrigure
24 andTable83.

Among thellcensus tracts intersecting thgalemLoop,no census tractare considered highly
burdenedaccording to the CDC definition.

Figure24. Census tracts that intersect with the Salem Loop pipeline route and corresponding CDC Index scores
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= T

Table83. Census tracts that intersect with the Salem Loop pipeline route and corresponding CDC Index scores

159.02 0.0 0% Low
Guilford 160.03 0.01 1% Low

162.01 0.13 13% Low

32.02 0.41 41% LowModerate

33.12 0.19 19% Low
Forsyth

33.14 0.03 3% Low

33.15 0.75 75% Moderate-High
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34.02 0.61 61% Moderate-High
601.04 0.09 9% Low
Davidson 602.01 0.39 39% LowModerate
602.03 0.40 40% Low-Moderate
A*bold value indicates aighoverallindexw | y{ 0 g A G KAY fGpgedentie) G A 2

In GuilfordCounty 350ut of 125census tracts are considered highly burdened, which accour#4&bo

of residents in the countyn ForsythCounty 23 out of 95 census tracts are considered highly burdened,
which account fo20.260f residents in the countyin DavidsornCounty,9 out of 42census tracts are
considered highly burdened, which account 206of residents in the county(see Appendix E).

cdo !'{ %! Qad LYRSE

Thel { 9t | Q¥EPA Ivideéxes} ahalyzes the relative potential vulnerability of an area as compared
to the state, as well as the U.S., in the form of a percentile from 0 to 100. The higher the Index, the
higher the percentile, and the more vulnerable an area. The Indeaedine demographic data to the
listed environmental indicators:

=

particulate matter,

ozone,

nitrogen dioxide (Ng),

diesel particulate matter,

toxic releases to air, traffic proximity,
lead paint,

superfund proximity,

Risk Management Program (RMP) facility proximity,
hazardous waste proximity,
underground storage tanks,
wastewater discharge, and

drinking water norcompliance.

=A =4 =8 4 -4 -8 -8 8 -4 -8 -

Figure25displays the BA Indexess calculatedvith US EPA dataithin the one-mile radius of
Compressor Station 15The area within onenile of the facility is in the top Z5percentile in the state
for 5out of 13 EBPAIndexes and the top Z50ercentile in the nation foR out of 130f the EPAlndexes.
This means 75% of other areas in the state and/or nation have loR&htElexes compared to the area
near the facility
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Figure25. EPA Indexes for a omaile radius around Compressor Station 150

EJ INDEXES FOR THE SELECTED LOCATION
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Matter 2.5 (NO2) Fa&hﬁ:ie Air Proximity Proximity ~ Waste Proximity Storage Tanks Discharge  Non-Compliance
Figure26displayghe BPA Indexess calculatedvith US EPA dataithin the onemile radius of
Compressor Station 55The area within onenile of the facility is in the top Z5percentile in the state
for 3out of 13 PAIndexes and the top 25percentile in the nation fol out of 13 of the PAIndexes.
This means 75% of other areas in the state and/or nation have loR&htElexes compared to the area
near the facility
Figure26. EPA Indexes for a omaile radius around Compressor Station 155
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6.4 Local Industrial Sites
According to theNADEQ Community Mapping System, there are a totdlpgrmits andsincidents
within the one-mile radius ofCompressor Station 1%3 ofJuly 222025(Figure27; Table84). Thistotal
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includes aTitle V Air Qualitypermit andSmall Generator Hazardous Waste $iemit previously issued
to Transco for operation of Compressor Station 150.

Fgure 27. NCDEQ Community Mapping Tool Snapshot of theroite Project Area RadLlle of Compressor Station 150
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Table84. List of Permits, Incidents, and Sites within the -one Project Area Radius of Compressor Station 150
List of PermitsFacilities, andncidents

1 ¢ Air Quality Permit Site
1 ¢ NPDES Wastewater Treatment Facility Permit

Permitsand Facilies 4 :
! ! 1 ¢ Hazardous Waste Site
1 ¢ Underground Storage Tank Active Facility
Incidents 5 4 ¢ Underground Storage Tank Incident

1 ¢ Above Ground Storage Tank Incident

According tahe NCDEQ Community Mapping System, there are a toggbefmits and3incidents
within the one-mile radiusof Compressor Station B&as ofJuly 222025(Figure28; Table85). Thistotal

9
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includes eé&mallAir Quality permit ané Conditionally Exempt Generatdazardous Waste Site permit
previously issued to Transco for operation of Compressor Statien 15

Figure28. NCDEQ Community Mapping Tool Snapshot of theroite Prgject Area Radius of Compressor Station 155

¢
°§ )
& J

Table85. List of Permits, Incidents, and Sites within the -onée Project Area Radius of Compressor Station 155
List of Permits, Facilities, and Incidents

1 ¢ Air Quality Permit Site
Permits 5 1 ¢ Hazardous Waste Site
3 ¢ Underground Storage Tank Active Facilities

Incidents 3 2 ¢ Underground Storag&ank Incidents
1 ¢ Above Ground Storage Tank Incident

7. Local Sensitive Receptors

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency suggests that sensitive receptors include, but are not limited
to, hospitals, schools, daycare facilities, elderly housing, and convalescent facilities. These are areas

9t
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where the occupants are more susceptible to the adverse effects of exposure to toxic chemicals,
pesticides, and other pollutants. Extra care must be taken when dealing with contaminants and
pollutants in close proximity to areas recognized as sensitiveptecs. For instance, children and the
elderly may have a higher risk of developing asthma from elevated levels of certain air pollutants than
healthy individuals aged between 18 and 64.

Within and neathe one-mile radius surroundin@onpressor Station 15Ghe followingUSEPA and
NCDE€&Mentified sensitive receptorare listed below Table86; Figure29):

Table86. List of Sensitive Receptors within the Giide Project Area Radius of Compressor Station 150

Sensitive Receptor Type

Pine Lake Preparatory
SCHOOLS & DAYCARES Langtree Charter Academy

Carriage House Preschool
CKS / KAf RNByQa | 2dza S

Figure29. US EPA Snapshot of Potential Sensitive Receptors within thdiDm@roject Area Radius of Compressor Station 150

Within and near tle one-mile radius surroundin@ompressor Station 15%he following US EPA and
NCDE€dentified sensitive receptors alested below Table87; Figure30):

9€
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Table87. List of Sensitive Receptors within the Gde Project Area Radius of Compressor Station 155
Sensitive Receptor Type

Maple Grove Churcbf the Brethren
PLACES OF WORSHIP Charity Baptist Church
Friendship United Methodist Church

Figure30. US EPA Snapshot of Potential Sensitive Receptors within thdiDm@roject Area Radius of Compressor Station 155

A

Within and near tle onemile radius surroundinthe Eden Loopthe following US EPA and NCBEQ
identified sensitive receptors atested below Table88; Figure3l):

Table88. List of Sensitive Receptors within the emédle radius of Eden Loop

Crystal Life Ministries

PLACES OF WORSHIP : -
Victory Baptist Church
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Figure31. US EPA Snapshot of Potential Sensitive Receptors within thmibeeadius of Eden Loop
\

Within and near tle one-mile radius surroundinthe Salem Loopthe following US EPA and NCBEQ
identified sensitive receptors alsted below Table89; Figure32):

Table89. List of Sensitive Receptors within the emédle radius of Salem Loop

Oak Ridge Presbyterian Preschool
Bishop McGuinness Catholic High School
Southeast Middle School

Caleb's Creek Elementary School

The North Carolina Leadership Academy
Wallburg Elementary School

Son Shine Daycare

Playland Day Care Center

Midway Elementary School

North Davidson Middle School

SCHOOLS & DAYCARES
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North Davidson High School

Forsyth Technical Community College

Challenge Christian Academy

St. James AME Church

Oak Ridge First Baptist Church

Oak Ridge Methodist Church

Union Grove Baptist Church

The Summit Church Oak Ridge

St. Vasilije of Ostrog Serbian Orthodox Church

New Journey Fellowship

Union Cross Moravian Church

PLACES OF WORSHIP

Union Cross Baptist Church

Wallburg Baptist Church

Midway Church

Brooks Temple Methodist Church

Righteous Church Of God

Our Saviour's Lutheran Church

Greater Faith Church

Samaritan Baptist Church

The Summit Church Kernersville

COMMUNITY CENTERS

North Davidson Public Library

Novant Health Kernersville Medical Center

North Carolina State Veterans HorKernersville

HOSPITALS AND HEALTHCARE FACIY

US Department of Veterans Affairs Kernersville H
Care Center

Summerstone Health & Rehabilitation Center

Grayson Creek Assisted Living

Wallburg Town Park

Midway Town Park

PUBLIC PARKS

Oak Ridge Town Park

Oak Ridge Town Park

Triad Park
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Figure32. US EPA Snapshot of Potential Sensitive Receptors within theidegadius of Salem Loop
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Additional sensitive receptors may be identified during the remainder of the permit application process.

8. Conclusion

If an affected community has a large percentage of LEP individuals (typically greater than 5%), DEQ will
implement appropriate LEP measures. These measures may include having a bilingual DEQ staff member
or interpreter present at public hearings or infortien sessions, disseminating DEQ information sheets

or public notices in multiple languages, distributing media notices in different languages, or
communicating with community organizations and leaders to determine other appropriate measures to
reach LEmdividuals.

Key Findings

FaSR 2y (GKAAa NB LIRICQdinalDgphrtmendof BnvironynBntat@uallyOBER
Potentially Underserved Block Groups (on the basma#, ethnicity, and pover)yand standard
guidelines established by the US EPA andational Environmental Policy AMEPA) documentation,
the potentialcommunityconcerns for particular populations withimarea of interesof the Southeast
Supply Enhancement Projdtave been identified as follows:

10C
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Compressor Station 150
1 Race and Ethnicity:
The following race/ethnic population categories:
Black or African American
Asian
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander
Some other race
o Two or more races
 Tribal Communities:
o Metrolina Native American Association
1 Age and Sex
o Populations of individuals 65 years or older in
1 Iredell County Census Tract 614.07
1 Mecklenburg County Census Tract 62.16
o Populations of individuals 5 years or younger in
1 Iredell County Census Tract 614.07.
9 Disability: Populations living with a disability iredell County Census Tract 614.04
1 Poverty. Populations below the poverty leveliiecklenburg County Census Tract 64.03.

o O O O

Compressor Station 155
1 Race and Ethnicity:
The following race/ethnic population categories:
o Black or African American
0 Hispanic or Latino
0 Asian
o Two or more races
1 Tribal Communities:
o Guilford Native American Association
1 Age and Sex
o Populations of individuals 65 years or older in
9 Davidson County Census Tract 612.02
0 Populationsof individuals 5 years or younger in
1 Davidson County Census Tracts 603.04 and 617.05.
9 Limited English Proficiencgpaniskspeaking households with limited English proficiency in
Davidson County Census Tract 612.02.
9 Disability: Populations living with a disability Davidson County Census Tracts 603.03 and
612.02.
9 Education:Populations of individuals at leas8years and older whose highest educational

attainment isless than a high school graduate (or equivalenDavidson County Census Tracts

603.03, 603.04, 612.02, and 617.05.

 Povertya[ 2¢ AyO2YSé¢ LRLzZFGA2ya Ay (GKS LINR2SOi
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Eden Loop
1 Race and Ethnicity:

o Total people of color populations Rockingham County Census Tract 402
0 The following race/ethnic population categories:

Black or African American

Hispanic or Latino

Asian

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

Two or more races

1 Some other race
 Tribal Communities:
0 Guilford Native American Association
1 Age and Sex
o Populations of individuals 65 years or older in:
1 Rockingham County Census Tracts 401.01 and 411
o Populations of individuals 5 years or younger in:
1 Rockingham County Census Tract 402
1 Limited English Proficiencgpanishspeaking households with limited English proficiency in:
o0 Census Tract 402

1 Disability: Populations living with a disability Rockingham County Census Tracts 401.01, 402,
and 411.

1 Education:Populations of individuals at leas8years and older whose highest educational
attainmentisless than a high school graduate (or equival@mBockingham County and Census
Tracts 401.01, 402, and 411.

1 Poverty. Populations experiencing poverty below 200% of the poverty level and/or below the
poverty level in Rockingham County Census Tracts 402 and 411.

1 Cumulative ImpactsRockingham Countye@sus Tract 40R | a | padeKtial BKcamulative
impacts.

= =4 =4 4 4

Salem Loop
1 Race and Ethnicity:

o Total people of color populations Forsyth County Census Tract 32.02

o The following race/ethnic population categories:
Black or African American
Hispanic or Latino
American Indian or Alaska Native
Asian
Native Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander
Some other race

 Two or more races
 Tribal Communities:
o0 Guilford Native American Association

1 Age and Sex

= =4 =4 -4 -4 =9
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o Populations of individuals 65 years or older in:
1 Forsyth County Census Tracts 32.02, 33.12, 33.14, and 33.15
1 Davidson County Census Tracts 601.04, 602.01, and 602.03
o Populations of individuals 5 years or younger in:
1 Forsyth County Census Tract 33.15
1 Davidson County Census Tracts 601.04 and 602.03
Limited English Proficiencgpanishspeaking households with limited English proficiency in
Forsyth County Census Tracts 32.02 and 33.15

Disability:Populations living with a disability Forsyth County Census Tract 32.02 and Davidson

County Census Tracts 602.01 and 602.03.
Education:Populations of individuals at leasByears and older whose highest educational
attainment isless than a high school graduate (or equivalent) in

0 Guilford County Census Tracts 159.02 and 162.01

o Forsyth County Census Tracts 323&12, 33.15 and34.02

o Davidson County Census Tract 602.03

Poverty. Populations experiencing poverty below 200% of the poverty level and/or below the

poverty level inForsythCounty Census Trac32.02and 34.02

Recommendations

Based on the sociodemographic indicator analysis Gbenmunity EngagemeRtrogram recommends
the following outreach and engagemeattivities duringhe public participation period for the
Southeast Supply Enhancement Projeetmit applications

Compressor Station 150

1

1

==

Develop publinotices and ongragefact sheets withpublic comment and public hearing
information.

Consultwith community leaders about other outreach recommendations including known
organizations or leaders servifggal American Indiaoommunities.

Mail or emailpublic notices and orngage fact sheetw local sensitive receptorand
representatives ofredell Countyandthe Town of Mooresville.

Evaluate options to distribute onpage fact sheets in higtraffic community areas.
Arrangeavoicemail line to receive public comments.

Compressor Station 155

1

1

Develop publinotices and ongragefact sheets with public commerand public hearing
informationin English and Spanish.

Consultwith community leaders about other outreach recommendations including known
organizations or leaders servifggal American Indiaoommunities.

Mail or emailpublic notices and ong@age fact sheetm English and Spanish to losahsitive
receptors andepresentatives of Davidson County.

Evaluate options to distribute onpage fact sheetm English and Spanishhigh-traffic
community areas.

Arrange an Englisind Spaniskoicemail line to receive public comments.

10:
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Eden Loop

1

Develop public notices and ofgage fact sheets with public comment and public hearing
information in English and Spanish.

1 Consulwith community leaders about other outreach recommendations including known
organizations or leaders servifggal American Indiaoommunities.

1 Mail oremailpublic notices and ongpage fact sheets English and Spanishlocal sensitive
receptors andepresentatives of Rockingham County and the municipality of Eden.

1 Evaluate options to distribute onpage fact sheets English and Spanighhightraffic
community areas.

1 Arrange an Englistnd Spaniskoicemail line to receive public comments.

Salem Loop

1 Develop publimotices and onegpagefact sheets with public commerand public hearing
informationin English and Spanish.

1 Consulwith community leaders about other outreach recommendations including known
organizations or leaders servifaggal American Indiaoommunities.

1 Mail oremailpublic notices and ongage fact sheets English and Spanishltxal sensitive
receptors andepresentatives oG uilford, Forsyth, and Davidson Counties and the
municipalities ofOak RidgeKernersville, Wallburgand Midway

1 Evaluate options to distribute onpage fact sheetm English and Spanighhightraffic
community areas.

1 Arrange an Englistnd Spaniskoicemail line to receive public comments.
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Appendix

Appendix A: U.S. Census Data Sources
All data for this report accessed from data.census.gov and collected at a census tract level for all tracts
in North CarolinaData is fron2023 AmericanCommunity Survey (ACSyé&ar estimates.

Dataset ID | Name

B03002 Gl AALIYAO 2NI[FGAY2 hNAIAY o6& wlkOS
S0101 ! 3S yR { SE¢

S1810 G5AalFo0AfAGE [/ KENIOQGSNRaGADEE

C16001 G Fy3dz-3S {LR21Sy Fd 12YS F2NJ GKS t
S1501 GORAzOF GA2Y I f 1 OGGFEAYYSyY(é

S1701 Gt 2SNl e {dFiGdzd Ay GKS [l &0 mMH azy

Appendix B: Additional Data Sources

DATA SOURCES

L Date Year
Organization Source Accessed [Published
NC Department of Commerce 2025 County Distress Rankings 7/14/25 2025
University of Wisconsin 2024 County Health Rankings Nationa
Population Health Institute Data 711425 205
CDC/ATSDR CDC/ATSDR Index 7/14/25 205

Appendix C: Sociodemographic Indicators @8&PA Report

The tables below display estimates and margins of error as available from the U.S. Censu2®3reau
ACS Hear estimates and calculations performed for each sociodemographic indicator. Calculations are
displayed as averages and upper and lower confidence intervals.

Race & Ethnicity

White 6,419,285 | 3,661 2402.43 | 2348.06 | 2456.80
Black or African| 1 /7 308 | 6402 803.63 770.70 836.56
American

Hispanic or 1,158,750 |  wxxex 433.66 415.32 452.01
Latino

10t
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American Indian

and Alaska 89,481 1,201 33.49 25.60 41.38
Native

Asian 330,720 2,729 123.77 112.40 135.15
Native Hawaiian

and other 5,548 614 2.08 1.62 2.53
Pacific Islander

Some Other

Race 46,117 3,192 17.26 15.63 18.89
e aF [l 387,131 7,694 144.88 139.59 150.18
Races

Total Population 10,584,340

White 140,984 506 3064.87 2712.92 3416.82

Black or
African 21,689 747 471.50 349.22 593.78
American

Hispanic or
Latino
American
Indian and
Alaska
Native

Asian 4,832 378 105.04 61.99 148.10
Native
Hawaiian
and other 11 18 0.24 -0.23 0.71
Pacific
Islander

Some Other
Race

17,001 0 369.59 277.52 461.65

201 93 4.37 0.87 7.87

1,057 502 22.98 8.74 37.22

Two or More
Races

Total
Population

6,025 851 130.98 102.91 159.05

191,800
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White 4,186 550 2,569 362
Black_ or African 321 363 465 067
American

S ) 179 115 98 120
Latino

American Indian

and Alaska 0 14 0 14
Native

Asian 73 58 97 87
Native Hawaiian

and other Pacifid 0 14 11 18
Islander

Some Other 0 14 79 113
Race

Two or More 59 54 193 93
Races

Total Population 4,818 650 3,442 451

White 496,297 1,105 1627.20 1500.80 1753.60

Black or

African 340,672 2,636 1116.96 1006.14 1227.77
American

Hispanic or
Latino
American
Indian and
Alaska
Native

Asian 68,849 1,186 225.73 196.49 254.97
Native
Hawaiian
and other 416 120 1.36 0.36 2.37
Pacific
Islander

174,580 0 572.39 503.95 640.84

1,671 316 5.48 3.66 7.30
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Some Other

acs 5,106 851 16.74 13.18 20.30
TwoorMore| 3415 3,028 142.02 125.78 158.25
Races

Total 1,130,906

Population

White 1,705 263 4,267 600
Black_ or African 11 16 1,244 599
American

Al SR ) 103 70 234 171
Latino

American Indian

and Alaska 0 14 0 19
Native

Asian 5 8 206 121
Native Hawaiian

and other Pacifid 0 14 5 13
Islander

Some Other 0 14 19 30
Race

W Er ioltE 26 28 419 214
Races

Total Population 1,850 245 6,394 538

White 131,410 432 3128.81 2771.44 3486.17
Black or

African 15,675 724 373.21 249.97 496.46
American

AT E o 14,633 0 348.40 234.40 462.41
Latino

10¢
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American
Indian and
Alaska
Native

204

96

4.86

0.76

8.95

Asian

2,603

188

61.98

33.25

90.70

Native
Hawaiian
and other
Pacific
Islander

25

32

0.60

-0.15

1.34

Some Other
Race

453

290

10.79

2.17

19.40

Two or More
Races

6,060

790

144.29

103.07

185.50

Total
Population

171,063

White 3,966 372 2971 323 2312 257 2,885 628
Black or African 8 14 396 323 110 218 10 16
American

[P ol 218 194 107 153 336 258 10 16
Latino

American Indian

and Alaska 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14
Native

Asian 52 62 0 14 0 14 168 221
Native Hawaiian

and other Pacific 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14
Islander

SCILERO I 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14
Race

Ve @i [0 26 28 149 203 97 50 11 27
Races

Total Population| 4,270 | 404 3,623 631 2,855 266 3,084 687
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White 64,579 376 2935.41 2397.96 3472.85

Black or
African 15,986 502 726.64 509.35 943.92
American
Hispanic or
Latino

6,308 0 286.73 177.99 395.46

American
Indian and
Alaska
Native
Asian 177 130 8.05 1.39 14.70
Native
Hawaiian
and other 138 118 6.27 -1.25 13.79
Pacific
Islander
Some Other
Race

Two or More
Races

Total
Population

145 80 6.59 1.68 11.50

488 359 22.18 -6.94 51.30

3,764 549 171.09 89.66 252.53

91,585

White 2 751 393 1,993 291 4,739 437
Black or African | o9 337 936 245 1,123 386
American

blispanicior 287 183 366 270 216 187
Latino

American Indian

and Alaska 0 14 0 14 1 4
Native

Asian 29 49 42 83 0 19

11C
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Native Hawaiian

and other Pacific 0 14 0 14 3 6
Islander

Some Other 11 19 0 14 6 9
Race

D @i Lo 110 106 200 123 190 113
Races

Total Population| 3,727 535 3,537 518 6,278 573

White 254,315 840 2018.37 1767.79 2268.95

Black or
African 182,101 1,917 1445.25 1246.37 1644.12
American

Hispanic or

g 53,188 0 422.13 362.43 481.82
Latino

American
Indian and
Alaska
Native

Asian 28,021 938 222.39 174.71 270.07

Native
Hawaiian
and other 50 47 0.40 -0.03 0.82
Pacific
Islander
Some Other
Race

992 223 7.87 4.94 10.80

3,588 1,274 28.48 12.56 44.39

Two or More
Races

Total
Population

20,732 2,080 164.54 141.10 187.98

542,987

White 3,909 738 3,297 489 5,414 850
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Black or African |, 5 126 221 181 541 468
American

AlszEnie o 117 101 429 435 20 33
Latino

American Indian

and Alaska 0 14 0 14 26 36
Native

Asian 260 153 654 311 574 316
Native Hawaiian

and other Pacific 10 18 0 14 0 19
Islander

Sl DTET 41 53 25 35 0 19
Race

WD 7 i Ble 92 62 173 176 344 312
Races

Total Population 4,642 725 4,799 449 6,919 786

White 209,551 748 2205.80 1936.50 2475.10

Black or
African 96,455 976 1015.32 842.12 1188.51
American
Hispanic or
Latino

56,553 0 595.29 480.15 710.44

American
Indian and
Alaska
Native

Asian 8,960 445 94.32 68.94 119.69

Native
Hawaiian
and other 217 108 2.28 0.05 452
Pacific
Islander
Some Other
Race

Two or More
Races

616 186 6.48 3.15 9.82

1,906 825 20.06 10.34 29.78

12,482 1,065 131.39 106.26 156.52
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Total
Population

386,740

White 2176 220 3,030 516 2,445 383 2,306 486 2,304 667
Black or African

ik 974 370 635 340 105 87 535 175 165 131
Hispanic or 781 293 234 128 118 126 679 292 668 446
Latino

American Indian

and Alaska 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14 11 14
Native

Asian 112 110 % 85 232 144 25 37 9 12
Native Hawaiian

and other Pacific 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14
Islander

Some Other 0 14 39 65 0 14 13 20 0 14
Race

Ut @ Lo 9 14 113 89 114 105 175 126 31 36
Races

Total Population| 4,052 485 4,147 583 3,014 407 3,733 541 3,188 670

White 131,410 432 3128.81 2771.44 3486.17
Black or

African 15,675 724 373.21 249.97 496.46
American

Al o) 14,633 0 348.40 234.40 462.41
Latino

American

Indian and

Alaska 204 96 4.86 0.76 8.95
Native

Asian 2,603 188 61.98 33.25 90.70

11¢
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Native
Hawaiian
and other
Pacific
Islander

25

32

0.60

-0.15

1.34

Race

Some Other

453

290

10.79

2.17

19.40

Races

Two or More

6,060

790

144.29

103.07

185.50

Total
Population

171,063

White 5,035 1,173 3,286 548 5,518 861
Black oraincam) 504 289 641 329 375 307
American

Al S el 999 636 161 147 248 227
Latino

American Indian

and Alaska 0 19 0 14 0 19
Native

Asian 12 22 18 25 0 19
Native Hawaiian

and other Pacifig 0 19 0 14 0 19
Islander

S iy 0 19 0 14 0 19
Race

Two orMore

Races 114 82 24 39 89 88
Total Population 6,543 1,139 4,130 647 6,230 837

Age & Sex

Kp

598,313

714

223.92

217.62

230.21
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X cp

Male

1,787,027

5,177,887

840

1,414

654.32

1937.83

654.32

‘ v

1903.20

683.27

1972.46

Female

5,406,453

1,484

2023.37

1987.97

2058.78

Kp

10,242

34 222.65

185.25

260.05

XCp

31,545

26 685.76

608.33

763.20

Male 95,016 32 2065.57 | 1870.78 | 2260.35
Female 96,784 32 2104.00 | 1896.48 | 2311.52
AGE
CENSUS TRACT 614.07 CENSUS TRACT 614.04
Estimate MOE (+£) Estimate MOE (+4)
Xp 315 240 76 55
XCp 985 143 596 183
SEX
Male 2,533 489 1,791 298
Female 2,285 307 1,651 312




Xp , St

72,625

20

238.11

Draft Commurity Profile

218.82

257.41

xcp ,S

132,281

28

433.71

403.76

463.65

Male 546,522 82 1791.88 1711.68 1872.07
Female 584,384 82 1916.01 1830.45 2001.58
AGE
CENSUS TRACT 62.1¢ CENSUS TRACT 64.0
Estimate | MOE (+4) Estimate | MOE (+4)
Xp . 33 32 106 87
Xcp 469 116 791 219
SEX
Male 946 183 3,138 427
Female 904 114 3,256 321

9,159

218.07

182.10

254.04

KEp

31,840

36

758.10

667.37

848.82
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Male 84,115 102 2002.74 1812.74 2192.74
Female 86,948 102 2070.19 1887.16 2253.22
AGE
CENSUS TRACT CENSUS TRACT CENSUS TRACT CENSUS TRACT
603.03 603.04 612.02 617.05
Estimat MOE Estimat MOE Estimat MOE Estimat MOE
& (+/-) 5 (+/-) & (+/-) 5 (+/-)
Xp 165 93 235 183 101 68 192 124
KCP 761 162 565 124 652 103 545 181
Years
SEX
Male 2,189 276 1,875 397 1,373 163 1,551 338
Female 2,081 253 1,748 361 1,482 187 1,533 411

Xp . St 4582 32 208.27 151.88 264.66

Xxcp . S 19008 92 864.00 725.84 1002.16
Male 44,782 185 2035.55 1688.76 2382.33
Female 46,803 185 2127.41 1785.69 2469.13
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AGE
CENSUS TRACT 401.q CENSUS TRACT 402 CENSUS TRACT 411
Estimate | MOE (+4) Estimate | MOE (+/) Estimate | MOE (+4)
Xp 147 94 268 152 225 125
Xcp 788 147 581 92 1,538 258
SEX
Male 1,931 390 1,888 353 2,915 346
Female 1,796 231 1,649 233 3,363 406
Xp ., | 30540 0 242.38 211.61 273.15
XCP| 84833 0 673.28 610.29 736.26
Years
Male 257,783 37 2045.90 1898.99 2192.80
Female | 285,204 37 2263.52 2098.28 2428.77
AGE
CENSUS TRACT 159.0 CENSUS TRACT 160. CENSUS TRACT 162.(
Estimate | MOE (+4) Estimate | MOE (+/) Estimate | MOE (+4)
Xp 123 54 258 136 252 150
Xcp 608 103 589 162 805 165
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SEX
Male 2,298 273 2,221 256 3,461 499
Female 2,344 516 2,578 333 3,458 424

Xp 22235 60 234.05 203.23 264.88
KCDI 64234 93 676.15 611.13 741.16
Years

Male 183,953 118 1936.35 1777.72 2094.97
Female | 202,787 118 2134.60 1964.25 2304.95
AGE
CENSUS TRACT| CENSUS TRACT, CENSUS TRACT| CENSUS TRACT| CENSUS TRACT]
32.02 33.12 33.14 33.15 34.02
. MOE . MOE . MOE . MOE : MOE
Estimate (+1-) Estimate (+1-) Estimate (+1-) Estimate (+1-) Estimate (+1)
Xp 156 85 200 81 122 111 306 156 93 56
XCcp 752 134 1,037 401 883 207 736 118 547 134
SEX
Male 1,616 283 2,102 310 1,663 259 1,911 385 1,668 441
Female 2,436 401 2,045 354 1,351 285 1,822 314 1,520 276
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Xp 9,159 0 218.07 182.10 254.04
MC Pl 31840 36 758.10 667.37 848.82
Years
Male 84,115 102 2002.74 1812.74 2192.74
Female [ 86,948 102 2070.19 1887.16 2253.22
AGE
CENSUS TRACT 601.0 CENSUS TRACT 602.0 CENSUS TRACT 602.(¢
Estimate | MOE (+4) Estimate | MOE (+/) Estimate | MOE (+£)
Xp . 409 214 31 38 566 303
xcp | 1221 273 1,124 224 1,163 176
SEX
Male 3,683 870 1,881 238 3,039 454
Female 2,860 459 2,249 502 3,191 477
Disability

Populationwatha |85 ooz g 10,541.00 518.90 508.16 529.65
Disability

Type of Difficulty

Hearing 383,698 5,572.00 143.60 139.79 147.41
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Vision 261,386 5,645.00 97.82 94.63 101.01
Cognitive 535,055 7,066.00 200.25 195.06 205.43
Ambulatory 696,328 6,705.00 260.79 254.52 267.06
Selfcare 252,232 4,769.00 94.40 91.38 97.41
ngepenaent 466,517 5,807.00 174.59 170.02 179.17
Living

Total civilian non

institutionalized 10,366,704 2,441 3,879.75 3,812.38 3,947.13
population

Population with a 22252 1.222.00 483.74 428.99 538.49
Disability

Type of Difficulty

Hearing 6,482 636.00 140.91 119.83 161.99
Vision 3,438 467.00 74.74 55.65 93.83
Cognitive 8521 812.00 185.24 155.28 215.20
Ambulatory 10,960 809.00 238.26 204.28 272.24
Seltcare 4,193 662.00 91.15 74.28 108.02
Independent 7.886 733.00 171.43 143.95 198.92
Living

Total civilian non

institutionalized 190,387 353 4,138.85 3,750.28 | 4,527.41
population

E?S'Z‘f)'ﬁ‘itt';” Uil 302 107.00 462 205.00
Type of Difficulty

Hearing 66 46.00 107 167.00
Vision 52 34.00 49 48.00
Cognitive 76 48.00 114 74.00
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Ambulatory 155 88.00 200 105.00
Selfcare 11 19.00 74 51.00
Independent Living 57 47.00 193 101.00
Total civilian

noninstitutionalized 4,808 650 3,420 451
population

LA B 93,265 2,988.00 305.79 285.35 326.22
Disability

Type of Difficulty

Hearing 22,895 1,267.00 75.07 67.51 82.62
Vision 18,411 1,470.00 60.36 52.81 67.92
Cognitive 38,831 2,318.00 127.31 115.20 139.43
Ambulatory 42,285 1,942.00 138.64 127.58 149.70
Selfcare 16,366 1,067.00 53.66 47.89 59.43
Independent Living 29,148 1,697.00 95.57 86.52 104.62
Total civilian

noninstitutionalized | 1,124,832 335.00 3,687.97 3,527.66 3,848.29
population

B&Z‘gﬁ‘itt';” SAES 149 49.00 471 153.00
Type of Difficulty

Hearing 55 38.00 194 113.00
Vision 0 14.00 129 98.00
Cognitive 51 37.00 181 103.00
Ambulatory 55 36.00 232 115.00
Seltcare 0 14.00 99 85.00
Independent Living 30 25.00 195 114.00
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Draft Commurity Profile

Total civilian

population

noninstitutionalized

1,850

245.00

6,328

538.00

opliiem Wi 2 26,109 1,262.00 621.64 548.12 695.17
Disability

Type of Difficulty

Hearing 7,013 703.00 166.98 141.07 192.88
Vision 5,466 696.00 130.14 103.90 156.38
Cognitive 9,447 940.00 224.93 187.53 262.33
Ambulatory 14,214 902.00 338.43 296.60 380.26
Seltcare 4,722 636.00 112.43 88.98 135.88
Independent Living 8,825 861.00 210.12 180.35 239.89
Total civilian

noninstitutionalized 169,424 157.00 4,033.90 3,671.27 4,396.54
population

oo B & 667 | 276.00 | 258 | 11000 | 510 | 12800 | 271 | 144.00
Disability

Type of Difficulty

Hearing 145 75.00 61 60.00 204 95.00 0 0.00
Vision 82 44.00 36 35.00 164 88.00 0 0.00
Cognitive 134 65.00 75 75.00 129 92.00 0 0.00
Ambulatory 371 259.00 155 77.00 270 96.00 0 0.00
Seltcare 45 31.00 41 55.00 92 61.00 0 0.00
Independent Living 139 66.00 61 45.00 139 84.00 0 0.00
Total civilian

noninstitutionalized | 4,270 404.00 3,623 631.00 2,855 266.00 3,084 687.00
population

12¢




Draft Commurity Profile

Population with a Disability 16,078 970.00 730.82 607.30 854.34
Type of Difficulty

Hearing 4,697 555.00 213.50 174.71 252.29
Vision 3,052 474.00 138.73 105.44 172.01
Cognitive 6,625 736.00 301.14 232.36 369.91
Ambulatory 8,649 780.00 393.14 324.27 462.00
Selfcare 3,280 444.00 149.09 111.91 186.27
Independent Living 6,198 614.00 281.73 224.67 338.79
;gm‘:t‘i'g:la" noninstitutionalized g 5q7 58.00 4116.68 | 344632 | 4,787.05

Population with a 575 174.00 751 207.00 1,218 267.00
Disability

Type of Difficulty

Hearing 255 113.00 127 60.00 322 126.00
Vision 57 60.00 49 37.00 229 122.00
Cognitive 116 64.00 301 141.00 323 140.00
Ambulatory 279 120.00 435 159.00 530 183.00
Selfcare 118 62.00 120 90.00 130 88.00
Independent Living 126 67.00 374 166.00 411 189.00
Total civilian

noninstitutionalized 3,727 535.00 3,537 518.00 6,277 572.00
population
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Draft Commurity Profile

Copliiem i 2 64,344 2,079.00 510.67 469.43 551.91
Disability

Type of Difficulty

Hearing 14,875 972.00 118.06 103.36 132.75
Vision 11,584 892.00 91.94 79.45 104.43
Cognitive 27,586 1,306.00 218.94 196.88 240.99
Ambulatory 31,271 1,292.00 248.18 224.38 271.98
Selfcare 12,976 973.00 102.98 90.10 115.87
Independent Living 22,533 1,125.00 178.83 160.43 197.24
Total civilian

noninstitutionalized 538,436 335.00 4,273.30 3,970.28 4,576.33
population

HYE DRI E 317 119.00 307 145.00 413 159.00
Disability

Type of Difficulty

Hearing 86 61.00 36 22.00 123 88.00
Vision 54 63.00 54 66.00 100 66.00
Cognitive 146 86.00 119 84.00 148 101.00
Ambulatory 143 79.00 180 99.00 214 121.00
Selfcare 40 38.00 22 27.00 115 86.00
Independent Living 143 75.00 90 67.00 122 75.00
Total civilian

noninstitutionalized 4,642 725.00 4,799 449.00 6,919 786.00
population
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Draft Commurity Profile

PP EIEn i & 48225 | 1,679.00 | 507.63 | 459.16 | 556.10
Disability

Type of Difficulty

Hearing 10,913 857.00 114.87 98.90 130.85
Vision 8,449 829.00 88.94 74.37 103.50
Cognitive 19,970 1,479.00 210.21 185.05 235.37
Ambulatory 24,207 1,323.00 254.81 225.56 284.06
Selfcare 8,874 823.00 93.41 79.55 107.27
Independent Living 16,662 1,287.00 175.39 153.76 197.02
Total civilian

noninstitutionalized 383,564 707.00 4,037.52 | 3,714.59 | 4,360.44
population

E?S‘;‘E)'i"""tt';’” il 660 | 179.00 | 507 | 204.00| 389 | 139.00 | 403 | 163.00 | 418 | 245.00
Type of Difficulty

Hearing 192 | 123.00| 224 | 100.00] 166 | 74.00 0 [3705.00] 63 | 670.00
Vision 86 59.00 | 49 47.00 | 113 | 75.00 0 | 105800 63 | 48200
Cognitive 190 | 9200 | 190 | 177.00] 125 | 75.00 0 461.00 | 63 | 434.00
Ambulatory 339 | 147.00| 215 | 9400 | 133 | 75.00 0 27200 | 63 | 254.00
Seltcare 41 38.00 | 46 37.00 | 42 33.00 0 31.00 | 63 14.00
Independent Living| 189 102.00 220 178.00 77 51.00 0 61.00 63 37.00
Total civilian

noninstitutionalized| 4,052 | 485.00 | 4,147 | 583.00 | 3,014 | 407.00 | 3,667 | 53000 | 3,188 | 670.00
population

12¢



Draft Commurity Profile

Papulationiwithia 26,109 1,262.00 621.64 548.12 695.17
Disability

Type of Difficulty

Hearing 7,013 703.00 166.98 141.07 192.88
Vision 5,466 696.00 130.14 103.90 156.38
Cognitive 9,447 940.00 224.93 187.53 262.33
Ambulatory 14,214 902.00 338.43 296.60 380.26
Selfcare 4,722 636.00 112.43 88.98 135.88
Independent Living 8,825 861.00 210.12 180.35 239.89
Total civilian

noninstitutionalized 169,424 157.00 4,033.90 3,671.27 4,396.54
population

Pl W 587 233.00 673 175.00 1,009 265.00
Disability

Type of Difficulty

Hearing 243 102.00 214 88.00 257 114.00
Vision 125 102.00 161 91.00 153 157.00
Cognitive 247 201.00 202 112.00 293 122.00
Ambulatory 330 199.00 375 134.00 429 179.00
Selfcare 127 113.00 142 100.00 119 92.00
Independent Living 298 206.00 182 89.00 236 120.00
Total civilian

noninstitutionalized 6,543 1,139.00 4,130 647.00 6,170 850.00
population
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Limited English Proficiency

Draft Commurity Profile

Speak only
English

8,685,846

10,932

3250.69

3195.41

3305.97

Spanish

346,393

6,442

129.64

121.65

137.62

French, Haitian,
or Cajun

9,907

1,591

3.71

2.90

4.52

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

3,643

714

1.36

0.96

1.77

Russian, Polish
or other Slavic
languages

10,007

1,187

3.75

3.09

4.40

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

16,417

1,301

6.14

5.20

7.09

Vietnamese

15,622

1,792

5.85

4.56

7.13

Korean

7,532

741

2.82

2.26

3.38

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

4,281

646

1.60

1.27

1.93

Other Asian and
Pacific Island
Languages

26,602

1,464

9.96

8.73

11.18

Other Indo
European
Languages

26,989

2,016

10.10

8.77

11.43

Arabic

10,907

1,339

4.08

3.31

4.86

Total
Population 5

Years and over

9,986,027

714

3737.29

3673.60

3800.97

12¢



Speak only
English

162,757

1,170

3538.20

Draft Commurity Profile

3208.63

3867.76

Spanish

4,769

616

103.67

58.72

148.62

French, Haitian,
or Cajun

199

146

4.33

0.23

8.43

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

47

40

1.02

-0.14

2.18

Russian, Polish,
or other Slavic
languages

152

115

3.30

0.20

6.41

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

7

69

1.67

-0.49

3.84

Vietnamese

254

254

5.52

-2.34

13.38

Korean

184

128

4.00

-2.39

10.39

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

0.04

-0.04

0.13

Other Asian and
Pacific Island
Languages

548

216

11.91

3.35

20.48

Other Indo
European
Languages

428

234

9.30

2.72

15.89

Arabic

383

439

8.33

SR

22.22

Total
Population 5
Years and over

181,558

34

3946.91

3577.72

4316.10

12¢



Speak only
English

4,065

377

3,097

Draft Commurity Profile

420

Spanish

13

14

French,
Haitian, or
Cajun

14

14

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

17

26

14

Russian,
Polish, or
other Slavic
languages

14

14

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

14

14

Vietnamese

14

14

Korean

14

38

53

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

14

14

Other Asian
and Pacific
Island
Languages

14

11

18

Other Indo
European
Languages

16

28

14

Arabic

14

14

Total
Population 5
Years and
over

4,503

489

3,366

451

13C



Speak only
English

829,328

4,102

2719.11

Draft Commurity Profile

2598.91

2839.30

Spanish

69,274

1,999

227.13

189.47

264.78

French, Haitian,
or Cajun

3,480

1,171

11.41

5.84

16.98

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

470

274

1.54

0.31

2.78

Russian, Polish,
or other Slavic
languages

2,445

482

8.02

5.52

10.52

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

2,935

523

9.62

6.20

13.05

Vietnamese

733

733

2.40

-3.43

8.24

Korean

1,093

362

3.58

1.45

5.72

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

428

163

1.40

0.74

2.06

Other Asian and
Pacific Island
Languages

7,061

946

23.15

17.80

28.51

Other Indo
European
Languages

7,070

1,191

23.18

18.14

28.22

Arabic

1,759

556

5.77

2.96

8.57

Total
Population 5
Years and over

1,058,281

20

3469.77

3321.88

3617.66

131



Speak only
English

1,742

256

5,770

Draft Commurity Profile

558

Spanish

13

20

91

115

French,
Haitian, or
Cajun

14

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

14

Russian,
Polish, or
other Slavic
languages

15

19

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

14

36

53

Viethamese

14

19

Korean

14

19

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

14

19

Other Asian
and Pacific
Island
Languages

14

19

Other Indo
European
Languages

14

10

16

Arabic

14

19

Total
Population 5
Years and
over

1,817

251

6,288
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Speak only
English

147,347

1,005

3508.26

Draft Commurity Profile

3190.02

3826.51

Spanish

4,089

485

97.36

55.35

139.36

French, Haitian,
or Cajun

0

32

0.00

0.00

0.00

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

97

66

2.31

0.53

4.09

Russian, Polish,
or other Slavic
languages

50

82

1.19

-1.14

SR

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

145

130

3.45

0.06

6.85

Vietnamese

102

102

2.43

-0.96

5.82

Korean

85

86

2.02

-0.91

4.96

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

124

102

2.95

-1.10

7.00

Other Asian and
Pacific Island
Languages

420

160

10.00

3.45

16.55

Other Indo
European
Languages

139

114

3.31

-0.03

6.65

Arabic

32

0.00

0.00

0.00

Total
Population 5
Years and over

161,904

3854.86

3519.26

4190.45

13:



Draft Commurity Profile

Speak only
English

3,897 347 3,264 556 2,489 216 2,801 593

Spanish 51 70 0 14 138 145 0 14

French,
Haitian, or 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14
Cajun
German or
other West
Germanic
languages
Russian,
Polish, or
other Slavic
languages

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

Vietnamese 4 8 0 14 0 14 0 14
Korean 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14
Tagalog
(including 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14
Filipino)
Other Asian
and Pacific

Island
Languages

Other Indo-
European 0 14 22 34 0 14 0 14
Languages
Arabic 0 14 0 14 0 14 0 14
Total

PopulationS | 4105 | 367 | 3388 | 533 | 2754 | 251 | 2892 | 632
Years and

over

0 14 0 14 0 14 11 18

0 14 0 14 0 14 79 112
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Speak only
English

82,018

595

3728.09

Draft Commurity Profile

3130.73

4325.46

Spanish

1,953

347

88.77

54.40

123.15

French, Haitian,
or Cajun

50

63

2.27

-0.93

5.48

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

20

0.23

-0.22

0.67

Russian, Polish
or other Slavic
languages

19

35

0.86

-0.83

2.56

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

32

0.00

0.00

0.00

Vietnamese

32

32

1.45

0.00

0.00

Korean

32

0.00

0.00

0.00

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

0.23

-0.22

0.67

Other Asian and
Pacific Island
Languages

32

0.00

0.00

0.00

Other Indo
European
Languages

23

26

1.05

-0.60

2.69

Arabic

28

42

1.27

-1.22

3.77

Total
Population 5

Years and over

87,003

32

3954.68

3310.31

4599.06

13t



Speak only
English

3,260

400

2,926

369

Draft Commurity Profile

5,763

520

Spanish

21

23

157

143

14

French,
Haitian, or
Cajun

14

14

19

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

14

14

19

Russian,
Polish, or
other Slavic
languages

14

14

19

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

14

14

19

Vietnamese

14

14

19

Korean

14

14

19

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

14

14

19

Other Asian
and Pacific
Island
Languages

14

14

19

Other Indo
European
Languages

14

14

19

Arabic

14

14

19

Total
Population 5
Years and
over

3,580

512

3,269

443

6,053

539

13¢



Speak only
English

430,993

2,776

3420.58

Draft Commurity Profile

3158.22

3682.94

Spanish

15,110

1,321

119.92

95.26

144.58

French, Haitian,
or Cajun

952

298

7.56

4.08

11.03

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

143

80

1.13

0.46

1.81

Russian, Polish,
or other Slavic
languages

942

613

7.48

151

13.44

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

936

355

7.43

3.97

10.88

Vietnamese

683

683

5.42

-5.79

16.63

Korean

562

207

4.46

1.94

6.98

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

342

216

2.71

0.24

5.19

Other Asian and
Pacific Island
Languages

2,821

570

22.39

14.90

29.88

Other Indo
European
Languages

3,160

585

25.08

13.62

36.54

Arabic

2,203

581

17.48

9.69

25.28

Total
Population 5
Years and over

512,447

4067.04

3782.32

4351.76
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Speak only
English

4,090

752

3,946

431

5,917

Draft Commurity Profile

808

Spanish

14

37

63

16

27

French,
Haitian, or
Cajun

14

14

19

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

14

14

19

Russian,
Polish, or
other Slavic
languages

14

14

19

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

62

55

14

58

59

Viethamese

14

40

57

19

Korean

18

29

14

19

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

14

14

19

Other Asian
and Pacific
Island
Languages

22

26

86

90

19

Other Indo
European
Languages

14

11

17

181

221

Arabic

14

14

19

Total
Population 5
Years and
over

4,519

721

4,541

442

6,667

776

13¢



Speak only
English

308,458

1,973

3246.93

2979.91

Draft Commurity Profile

3513.95

Spanish

16,853

1,222

177.40

128.88

225.92

French,
Haitian, or
Cajun

270

166

2.84

0.67

5.02

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

109

89

1.15

0.15

2.15

Russian,
Polish, or
other Slavic
languages

202

189

2.13

-0.28

4.53

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

881

365

9.27

4.47

14.07

Vietnamese

112

112

1.18

-1.25

3.61

Korean

76

65

0.80

-0.01

1.61

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

149

151

1.57

-0.30

3.43

Other Asian
and Pacific
Island
Languages

499

233

5.25

1.71

8.79

Other Indo
European
Languages

649

210

6.83

3.16

10.50

Arabic

238

273

2.51

-1.13

6.14

Total

Population
5 Years and
over

364,505

60

3836.89

3535.06

4138.73

13¢



Speak only
English

3,142

448

3,677

562

2,574

378

2,936

Draft Commurity Profile

402

2,510

648

Spanish

371

216

86

81

32

213

182

133

110

French,
Haitian, or
Cajun

14

14

14

14

14

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

17

26

14

14

14

14

Russian,
Polish, or
other Slavic
languages

14

14

14

11

14

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

14

14

14

14

14

Vietnamese

14

14

14

14

14

Korean

14

14

14

14

14

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

14

14

14

25

37

14

Other Asian
and Pacific
Island
Languages

14

14

14

14

14

Other Indo
European
Languages

13

22

14

14

14

14

Arabic

14

14

14

14

14

Total
Population 5
Years and
over

3,896

485

3,947

556

2,892

399

3,427

474

3,095

678

14C




Speak only
English

147,347

1,005

3508.26

Draft Commurity Profile

3190.02

3826.51

Spanish

4,089

485

97.36

55.35

139.36

French, Haitian,
or Cajun

0

32

0.00

0.00

0.00

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

97

66

231

0.53

4.09

Russian, Polish,
or other Slavic
languages

50

82

1.19

-1.14

3.52

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

145

130

3.45

0.06

6.85

Vietnamese

102

102

2.43

-0.96

5.82

Korean

85

86

2.02

-0.91

4.96

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

124

102

2.95

-1.10

7.00

Other Asian and
Pacific Island
Languages

420

160

10.00

3.45

16.55

Other Indo
European
Languages

139

114

3.31

-0.03

6.65

Arabic

32

0.00

0.00

0.00

Total
Population 5
Years and over

161,904

3854.86

3519.26

4190.45

141



Speak only
English

5,859

1,216

3,911

660

Draft Commurity Profile

5,391

692

Spanish

19

84

85

19

French,
Haitian, or
Cajun

19

14

19

German or
other West
Germanic

languages

19

14

19

Russian,
Polish, or
other Slavic
languages

19

14

19

Chinese
(including
Mandarin,
Cantonese)

19

14

19

Viethamese

19

14

19

Korean

19

14

19

Tagalog
(including
Filipino)

19

14

19

Other Asian
and Pacific
Island
Languages

19

14

19

Other Indo
European
Languages

19

14

19

Arabic

19

14

19

Total
Population 5
Years and
over

6,134

1,225

4,099

646

5,664

749

14z



Educational Attainment

Draft Commurity Profile

Less than High
School Graduate

114,342

2,700

42.79

40.86

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

341,857

4,141

127.94

120.27

135.61

Population age
1824 years

999,707

1,313

374.14

355.30

392.98

Less than 9th
grade

288,456

4,800

107.96

103.40

112.51

9th to 12th
grade, no
diploma

456,125

7,346

170.71

165.41

176.00

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

1,812,528

12,817

678.34

663.53

693.15

Bachelor's
degree

2,521,353

18,699

943.62

913.88

973.36

Population age
25 years and
over

7,261,810

1,386

2,717.74

2,671.99

2,763.50

Less than High

School Graduate 10 290 34.35 27.35 | 41.35
High school

g_raduate 45 628 146.87 123.78 169.96
(includes

equivalency)
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Population age

s 8 01 91.00 | 289.52 | 368.39
Less than 'St 3 587 587.00 | 59.47 | 119.53
grade

oth to 12th grade,| ¢ 778 778.00 | 130.92 | 200.12
no diploma

High school

graduate 27 1472 | 1472.00 | 699.84 | 874.38
(includes

equivalency)

Bachelor's degresg 33 1,377 1377.00 | 763.33 | 1171.63
Populationage 23 4, o1 91.00 | 2625.79| 3179.43
years and over

Less than High
School
Graduate

27

39

35

37

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

50

33

35

Population age
18-24 years

277

178

383

181

Less than 9th
grade

14

22

15

24

9th to 12th
grade, no
diploma

83

51

13

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

644

147

674

237
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over

Bachelor's 1,869 467 1,117 251
degree

Population age

25 years and 3,653 445 3,653 362

Less than High

School Graduate 12 1,072 41.22 34.94 47.51
High school

graduate (includes 29 1,721 97.55 86.73 108.38
equivalency)

Population age 18 9 60 60.00 295.83 380.54
24 years

ST 5 2,090 2090.00 10395 | 139.68
grade

S 19 ] Bk 4 1,659 1659.00 95.83 123.45
no diploma

High school

graduate (includes 16 3,409 3409.00 381.37 443.21
equivalency)

Bachelor's degree 49 4,553 4553.00 1146.16 1298.28
Population age 25 68 61 61.00 2411.69 | 2617.14

years and over

Less than High
School

Graduate

19

14¢
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High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

14

425

243

Population age
1824 years

1,901

209

Less than 9th
grade

14

66

65

9th to 12th
grade, no
diploma

50

55

73

81

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

194

100

338

158

Bachelor's
degree

933

215

2,378

Population age
25 years and

over

1,501

196

1,501

360

Less than High

School Graduate 16 a2 690 =7 a0
High school

graduate (includes 42 569 131.98 96.40 167.56
equivalency)

Population age 18 8 133 133.00 256.05 365.53
24 years

Less than 9th 4 618 618.00 88.00 159.43
grade

9th to 12th grade, 8 857 857.00 184.47 275.24

no diploma

14¢
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High school

graduate (includes 32 1,575 1575.00 833.18 1033.92
equivalency)

Bachelor's degree 21 1,435 1435.00 484.95 706.38
Population age 25 71 133 133.00 262821 | 3120.84
years and over

Less than High
School
Graduate

27

26

52

45

62

16

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

68

56

198

129

71

67 83

97

Population age
1824 years

223

88

278

125

171

82 165

110

Less than 9th
grade

43

49

14

70

58

9th to 12th
grade, no
diploma

258

196

185

132

139

88 444

279

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

978

157

623

148

868

206 703

268

Bachelor's
degree

890

184

521

173

441

196 331

124

Population age
25 years and
over

3,243

289

3,243

399

2,092

196 2,308

552
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Less than High

Sehool Gradiate 16 316 47.05 28.13 65.96
High school

graduate (includes 39 422 118.64 75.50 161.77
equivalency)

;2';’/‘;":‘:':” e 7 169 169.00 22717 374.20
Less than Sth 4 500 500.00 97.48 163.70
grade

%'Jm)ﬁhagrade’ 11 655 655.00 255.62 423.28
High school

graduate (includes 35 1,069 1069.00 873.87 1210.32
equivalency)

Bachelor's degree 16 856 856.00 348.21 622.97
PEfEUIEIIEN SEE 22 72 223 223.00 2551.87 | 3469.76

years and over

Less than High
School

Graduate

120

144

26

32

112

65

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

83

78

57

43

98

69

Population age
1824 years

271

172

157

87

432

151

14¢
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Less than 9th

grade 97

55

324

172

131

102

9th to 12th
grade, no 262
diploma

127

360

138

201

91

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

1,182

302

917

234

1,512

327

Bachelor's

degree 214

107

280

148

725

246

Population age
25 years and
over

2,963

411

2,963

387

4,548

478

Less than High

years and over

Sehool Oraduate 16 316 47.05 28.13 65.96
High school

graduate (includes 39 422 118.64 75.50 161.77
equivalency)

;23‘;'::;0” e 7 169 169.00 227.17 374.20
Less than 9 4 500 500.00 97.48 163.70
grade

gg‘;%llozr;hagrade' 1 655 655.00 255.62 423.28
High school

graduate (includes 35 1.069 1069.00 873.87 1210.32
equivalency)

Bachelor's degree 16 856 856.00 348.21 622.97
PIEPLENEN S 29 72 223 223.00 2551.87 | 3469.76

14¢
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Less than High
School
Graduate

120

144

26

32

112

65

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

83

78

57

43

98

69

Population age
18-24 years

271

172

157

87

432

151

Less than 9th
grade

97

55

324

172

131

102

9th to 12th
grade, no
diploma

262

127

360

138

201

91

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

1,182

302

917

234

1,512

327

Bachelor's
degree

214

107

280

148

725

246

Population age
25 years and
over

2,963

411

2,963

387

4,548

478

Less than High

equivalency)

School Graduate < 27 44.20 34.69 53.70
High school
graduate (includes 28 1,271 141.63 116.79 166.47
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Population age 18 12 73 73.00 377.76 627.20

24 years

LesS HAmSi 4 1,053 1053.00 89.27 127.57

grade

9th to 12th grade, 6 1,463 1463.00 143,51 194.19

no diploma

High school

graduate (includes 23 2,576 2576.00 580.44 709.51

equivalency)

Bachelor's degree 38 2,555 2555.00 955.89 1217.41
Population age 25 66 72 72.00 2639.25 | 3064.70
years and over

Less than High
School
Graduate

69

51

10

17

79

131

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

120

65

53

40

69

48

Population age
1824 years

226

81

254

142

433

209

Less than 9th
grade

15

87

88

27

41

9th to 12th
grade, no
diploma

10

16

20

21

39

41

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

488

148

690

184

871

281

Bachelor's
degree

1,911

385

1,534

261

2,536

452
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Population age

25 years and
over

3,209

426

3,209

270

4,982

686

Less than
High School
Graduate

13

535

52.33

41.76

62.89

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

35

917

144.07

105.05

183.09

Population
age 1824
years

10

93

93.00

322.28

490.71

Less than
9th grade

921

921.00

91.51

134.72

9th to 12th
grade, no
diploma

1,111

1111.00

135.71

189.49

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

24

1,993

1993.00

587.89

732.57

Bachelor's
degree

37

2,246

2246.00

876.99

1140.59

Population
age 25 years
and over

67

87

87.00

2498.73

2973.03
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Less than High
School

Graduate

76 71

61

14

31

33

14

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

30 48

12

20

80

63

61

69

48

37

Population age
1824 years

349 192

255

124

302

145

272

163

254

Less than 9th
grade

137 107

231

173

14

83

88

176

146

9th to 12th
grade, no
diploma

150 78

129

78

56

45

232

133

160

95

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

710 168

628

173

632

159

783

336

458

128

Bachelor's
degree

912 184

1,171

209

686

185

701

188

679

228

Population age
25 years and
over

2,636 263

2,636

480

2,234

294

2,732

385

2,180

409

Less than High

Sohool Braduate 16 427 48.90 33.73 64.08
High school

graduate (includes 42 569 131.98 96.40 167.56
equivalency)

Populaiion age 18 8 133 133.00 256.05 365.53
24 years

Less than Sth 4 618 618.00 88.00 159.43
grade

9th to 12th grade, 8 857 857.00 184.47 275.24
no diploma

15¢
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years and over

High school

graduate (includes 32 1,575 1575.00 833.18 1033.92
equivalency)

Bachelor's degree 21 1,435 1435.00 484.95 706.38
Population age 25 71 133 133.00 262821 | 3120.84

Less than High
School
Graduate

13

14

24

68

93

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

175

132

45

42

126

115

Population age
18-24 years

351

192

169

105

374

275

Less than 9th
grade

19

60

36

17

30

9th to 12th
grade, no
diploma

70

62

114

66

380

171

High school
graduate
(includes
equivalency)

1,471

288

1,217

283

1,333

317

Bachelor's
degree

1,566

553

784

242

1,107

333

Population age
25 years and
over

4,352

602

4,352

463

4,620

568

154




Poverty & Low Income

Draft Commurity Profile

Below Poverty Level| 1,355,827 16,940 507.42 492.22 522.62
0,

Below 200% of the | 3 gz 19 26,486 119581 | 1.167.73 | 1,223.89

Poverty Level

Total Population for

whom Poverty 10,297,193 2,274 385374 | 378591 | 3,921.57

Status is Determined

Below Poverty Level 17,271 1,725 375.46 303.28 447.64
0,
Below 200% of the 43,562 2,479 947.00 810.07 | 1,083.93
Poverty Level
Total Population for
whom Poverty Status 189,857 350 4,127.33 3,738.80 4,515.86
is Determined
POVERTY
CENSUS TRACT 614.0 CENSUS TRACT 614.0
Estimate | MOE (+4) Estimate | MOE (+4)
BelowPoverty | g, 163 147 %
Level
Below 200% of
the Poverty 163 244 94 302
Level

15¢



Total
Population for
whom Poverty
Status is
Determined

Draft Commurity Profile

Below Poverty Level 115,896 5,818 379.99 338.86 421.11
Slony AoV erine 284,928 6,627 934.19 851.11 1,017.27
Poverty Level

Below Poverty
Level

170

136

618

574

Below 200% of
the Poverty
Level

136

Total
Population for
whom Poverty
Status is
Determined

144

574

593

15¢
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Below Poverty Level 23,367 2,321 556.36 452.14 660.57
0,
ey 20050 eifitie 57,844 2,987 137724 | 1,20012 | 1,554.36
Poverty Level
Total Population for
whom Poverty Status 169,012 207 4.024.10 3,661.87 4,386.32
is Determined
POVERTY
CENSUS TRACT CENSUS TRACT CENSUS TRACT CENSUS TRACT]
603.03 603.04 612.02 617.05
. MOE . MOE . MOE . MOE
Estimate (+1) Estimate (+1) Estimate (+1) Estimate (+1)
Below Poverty | 5.4 218 269 172 232 208 236 230
Level
Below 200% of
the Poverty 218 329 172 357 208 333 230 396
Level
Total
Population for
whom Poverty 4,270 404 3,570 624 2,855 266 3,084 687
Status is
Determined

Below Poverty Level 15,086 1,733 685.73 529.20 842.26
0,

2225 200 BTN 34,309 2,009 155050 | 1,282.46 | 1,836.54

Poverty Level

Total Population for

whom Poverty Status| 89,541 493 4,070.05 3,413.73 4,726.36

is Determined
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POVERTY

CENSUS TRACT 401.¢ CENSUS TRACT 402 CENSUS TRACT 411

Estimate | MOE (+/) Estimate | MOE (+/) Estimate | MOE (+/)
EfEllony [Pty 356 175 971 394 978 420
Level
Below 200% of
the Poverty 175 293 394 518 420 489
Level
Total
Population for
whom Poverty 3,721 535 3,537 518 6,251 573
Status is
Determined

Below Poverty Level 79,108 3,694 627.84 541.12 714.56
0,
S Z00% G i 174,100 4,559 1,381.75 | 1,240.25 | 1,523.24
Poverty Level
Total Population for
whom Poverty Status| 519,697 751 4,124.58 3,814.35 4,434.80
is Determined
POVERTY
CENSUS TRACT 159.0 CENSUS TRACT 160.0 CENSUS TRACT 162.(
Estimate | MOE (+4) Estimate | MOE (+/) Estimate | MOE (+/)
ESllony [FENE) 188 125 60 68 134 o1
Level
Below 200% of
the Poverty 125 224 63 408 91 185
Level

15¢
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Total

Population for

whom Poverty 4,642 725 4,799 449 6,919 786
Status is
Determined
Below
Poverty 55,308 2,808 582.19 490.46 673.92
Level
Below 200%
of the
125,732 3,766 1,323.49 | 1,170.22 | 1,476.77
Poverty
Level
Total
Population
for whom 376,368 | 753 | 3,961.77 | 3.625.03| 4,298.51
Poverty
Status is
Determined
POVERTY
CENSUS TRACT, CENSUS TRACT CENSUS TRACT CENSUS TRACT CENSUS TRACT
32.02 33.12 33.14 33.15 34.02
. MOE . MOE . MOE . MOE : MOE
Estimate (+1) Estimate (+1-) Estimate (+1) Estimate (+1-) Estimate (+1-)
Below
Poverty 1,174 443 268 163 153 101 461 206 642 434
Level
Below
0,
ALY el 443 459 163 250 101 129 206 379 434 482
Poverty
Level

15¢
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Total
Population
for whom
Poverty
Status is
Determined

Below Poverty Level 23,367 2,321 556.36 452.14 660.57

Below 200% of the
Poverty Level

Below Poverty
Level

Below 200% of
the Poverty 490 683 56 441 162 685
Level

Total
Population for
whom Poverty
Status is
Determined

57,844 2,987 1,377.24 1,200.12 1,554.36
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USEPA Report
The following ACS 292023 report shows the demographics and information provided throWfSEPA
for the one-mile radius arouncdCompressor Station 150 and Compressor Station 155.

Compressor Station 150
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Compressor Station 155
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Appendix D: Countlyevel Health Rankings
County health ranks and corresponding quartiles for both the health outcomes and health factors
categories were taken from the University of Wisconsin Population Health Institute 2025 County Health
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Rankings National Data. Distributions escore ranges as reported by the 2025 County Health Rankings
National Data for data present in the state of North Carolina for population health anebeially and
community conditions areepresented inFigures33& 34.

Figure33. Histogram of population health and wedking ranges for nationalzcores reported in 2025 County Health Rankings
data.

Health Group Ranges for Population Health and Well-being Z-
Scores in North Carolina, 2025
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Figure34. Histogram of community conditions ranges for nationalcores reported in 2025 County Health Rankings data.

Health Group Ranges for Community Conditions Z-Scores in
North Carolina, 2025
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Appendix E: CDC Index Model

TheCDC Indeis intended to evaluate the cumulative impattshealth by ranking census tracts based
on combined social, environmental burden, and health vulnerability indicators. Social vulnerability
indicators include racial/ethnic minority status, socioeconomic status, household characteristics, and
housing type Environmental burden indicators include air pollution, potentially hazardous and toxic
sites, built environment, transportation infrastructure, and water pollution. Health vulnerability is
determined based on prexisting chronic disease burden. The @iéxdelivers a single score for each
census tract to identify areas most at risk for the health impacts of environmbuatden.

Ranking calculated by multiplying the sum of health vulnerability flags (n = 5) by 0.2 to produce a
number between 1. Note: Due to a lack of scientific evidence supporting a specific weighting scheme,
all modules are weighted equally in calculating DeerallScore This method of equal weighting for all
modules aligns with established methods to assess cumulative impact and social vulnefaDiligyall
Scores are percentile ranked to produce a final Ranking with a range of betwe®n 0

125add, J. L, et. al. (2011). Playing It Safe: Assessing Cumulative Impact arid dzbciflS NAnterhationai & X
Journal of Environmental Research and Public HEx(#), 1441
1459.https://pubmed.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/21655129/
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The CDC Index County Map profiles for the counties in the project area are included below.
Environmental Justice Index
Rockingham County, North Carolina

The Environmental Justice Index (EJI) measures the cumulative impacts of environmental injustice in communities across the United
States. The EJI ranks are based on percentile rankings of all tracts in the contiguous United States™.

The EJI ranks communities on 36 indicators and 3 modules, which are then combined to create 1 overall EJI rank.

36 Environmental, Social, and

Health Indicators 3 Overarching Modules 1 EJI Rank

Number of Rockingham County
) | Residents Living In Highly Burdened Areas

Let's Compare!

What percent of
residents are living in
highly burdened areas?

34.6%

Rockingham County

13.7%

North Carolina

22.9%

United States

L

Scan to learn more or visit
https://eji.cdc.gov

1‘ m] e

NORTH

EJIRank [by U.S. Census Tract)
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Environmental Justice Index Indicator View
Rockingham County, North Carolina

,’. 8 Of 22 tracts are Highly Burdened

Highly burdened tracts for Rockingham County are tracts with EJI ranks of > 0.75.
These are tracts that might need special attention or additional action when
addressing environmental injustice and health inequities.

Indicator Rank Distribution
Among these 8 tracts, which environmental burden and social vulnerability indicators are contributing the most to burden?
The figures below display the number of tracts by categories of burden or vulnerability. Higher numbers to the right indicate more

tracts experiencing high burden.

Environmental Burden

Burden -
b2 1 “ Risk Management Plan Sites
744 Lack of Recreational Parks Social Vulnerability
1 &8 Lack of Walkablity Vulnerability
2 - 2 Houses Built Pre-1980 ) 1 Rl Lack of Intemet Access
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Health Vulnerability

Among these 8 tracts, how many are flagged for high prevalence in the following pre-existing chronic health conditions?

@O dDD

Heart Disease Diabetes Cancer Asthma Poor Mental Health
8/8 Tracts &/8 Tracts 5/8 Tracts 48 Tracts 48 Tracts
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Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

For each condition,
flagged tracts have
a higher prevalence
than /5 of all tracts
in the United States.
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Environmental Justice Index EJl + Climate Burden
Rockingham County, North Carolina

The ENl + Climate Burden Rank is a supplement to the base EJl Rank. The supplement measures cumulative impacts, including
climate-related burdens, on the health of U.5. communities. Ell + Climate Burden is based on the ranks for all 3 base EJl Modules and
the EJI Climate Burden Module Rank.

36 Environmental, Social, and 3 Ell Modules

Health Indicators 1 EJI + CIimatE

9 Climate Burden Climate Burden BLI I'derl Ra“k

Indicators Module

Highly burdened ftracts for

Rockingham County are tracts
8 with EJl + Climate ranks of > 0.75.

Climate burdens can add to

existing burdens and stressors.

Among these B tracts, indicators are listed in order of
contribution to burden. For each indicator, the figure
displays the number of tracts that fall into
progressively higher categories of burden or
vulnerability.

Climate Burden
Burden -

Hurricane

Riverine Floading
Strong Winds
Drought

Tornado

Wildfire Proximity
Caoastal Flooding
Extreme Heat Days
Wildfire Smoke

Contribution to Burden ———=

NoData 0-0.25 *0.25-05 05-075 +.75-1

Inereasing Burden -

®Questiuns? Email eji_coordinator@cdc.gov or visit https://eji.cdc.gov

Notes: For more information on data selection, data sources, and on the methodology used to calculate indicators and EJI ranks, please see the EJ Technical
Documentation located at: https:/ fwww.atsdr.ode gov, placeandhealth/eji/technical _documentation.htmil

Data Sowrces: U5, Census Bureau American Community Survey; U5, Environmental Protection Agency: AirToxSoreen, AQS, FRS, NWI, WSI10; U5, Mine Safety
and Health Administration Mine Data Retrieval System; U_S. Geological Survey PAD-US 4.0; U5, Department of Transportation Mational Transportation Atlas
Database; U5, Department of Transportation Mational Highway System; OpenstreetMap; U.5. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention PLACES data;
Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry

- 5 Geospatial Research, Analysis & Services Program [GRASP) ;
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