Stronger Together:

A view ofCharlton, Brantley, Camde, Glynncountiesand thenonprofits that serve them




This report represents the combined findings of a community survey conducted in Camden and Glynn counties by the
University of GR NBEA | Q&4 ClyyAy3 LyauAaadziS Ay wHnnd FYyR I &AYALI
Center for Nonprofits in 2009. Although conducted separately and with similar (but not exact) methodology, both
studies utilized the same survey instr@y' & | yR 020K SEIFYAYS GKS Lzt Ad0Qa 2|
their county of residence. This report is the result of combining the findings of both reports into a cohesive four county
perspective.
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Introduction

In his 2007 report to USDA Rural Development&ntR ¢ 2 K& {2YS wdz2NI f / 2YYdzyA(GASa
Andrew Isserman takes a dramatically different approach than many studies of the estimated 20% of U.S. population
living in rural areas, which comprise 97% of the land mass of the nation.

Isseman notes that the language of decline and disadvantage dominates discussions of rural America. Federal agenci
have a long history of defining distressed counties, hardship counties, persistent poverty counties, and lagging countie:
to establish elidpility for programs. In the popular press and scholarly literature, typical foci are rural poverty, rural
distress, rural population loss, rural competitive disadvantage and urban encroachment on rural land and rural values.
This focus on deficits, witihe subsequent political focus on entitlements, subsidies, and interest groups reinforces the
notion of rural helplessness and an inability to compete in a global economy.

LAASNNXIYyQa NBLRNLI F20dzaSa AyailS| RserthghwihibzNibailer $eNoPrdeadSréeh | ¢
than typically used for distress. It includes education and housing as well as poverty and unemplpgthefficial

categories in the long form of decennial census of 2000 (and 2010). It does not include femncapie because

nationwide comparisons of county incomes are of limited value without any measure of relative cost of living. Nor does
it include growth metrics. Isserman notes that growth is often confounded with prosperity and is a common focus of
local economic development initiatives. 8 & SNXY' 'y FaaSNIia GKFG WogKEG Y ARG SNAE
growing community can have high unemployment rates, high poverty rates, crowded and expensive housing, and
difficulty getting and keeping dhiRNBYy Sy NRff SR Ay alOKz22fao DNRgGK R2Sa
residents or their community.

t NPALISNRGE Ay LAaASNNXIYyQa NBLRNI Aa RSTAYSR NBflFGAGBS
unemployment rateslower high school dropout rates, and lower rates of housing problems than the nation as a whole.
Thus, to qualify as prosperous, a county must do better than the nation on all four criteria. The map below shows
whether counties do better than the natiaom all four, three, two, one, or none of the prosperity criteria. The
LINPALISNRdza 2y Sa |NB akKz2gy & ané 2y GKS YILI 0St2g60

In terms of the focus of our report, among the four counties we examined Glynn, Camden, Charlton and Brantley;
Camden scored higliei 2y LAASNNXIFYyQa NBLR2NI O2ydlAyAy3d KAIKSNI GK
this report will show, statistically, Camden has better than average schools, relatively low poverty and unemployment
rates which helped it attain this scor&lynn scored higher in 2 areas, Brantley in one and Charlton in zero.



Figure 2. Number of prosperity measures at or better than the national level. 2000



The purpose of our report is to profile both the positives and challenges of the four counties we examined with the aim
of providing data that might help nonprofitd others working on community address challenges but also recognize

and support existing strengths. In researching secondary data sources, we found that the majority focused, as Isserms
asserts, on deficits and it therefore becomes easy to skew a repolt as this by simply comparing what some
communities have with what others lack, where some excel and others fall short or growth versus decline. However, if
have learned anything from our focus groups and conversations with residents, nonprofitsaaleds in these counties,

it is that the strength of a community lies with its people, and that prosperity is a local dynamic rather than one that can
be pinpointed by simply comparing economic or census data with other locales.

We are under no illusiothat prosperity measuresjobs and income, good schools, and quality affordable housarg

simple issues to solve, but compared with tackling highway placement, they are at minimum addressable. Indeed, mat
policymakers and nonprofits focus too hdgwon growth as an answer to a deficit or lack in these iterasd this is not
necessarily a correct strategyrherefore, we like the approach of focusing on indicators of relative prosperity rather

than simply growth/decline because development thirkihat focuses on growth may provide answers different than
those leading to rural prosperity.

For example, the dynamic between overall employment growth and unemployment rate was studied on a county level
by the USDA. The study asserts thapoymentgrowth and a low unemployment rate are often bracketed together as
expected joint outcomes of effective economic policiddowever, at the local level, thelationship between

employment growth over time and reduced unemployment maynsakened by migtégon and changes in commuting
flows. Thus, some communities meyperience persistently high unemployment with rapid employment growth, as
commutersand migrants rather than local residents fill new jobs. Indeed,-Bigbloyment growthmay attract would

be workers from other areas and so increase local unemployment lelreliSharlton County for example, a major

Federal prison is located in Folkston. Although the prison resulted in an overall growth in jobs present within the
county, the majority of emplgees at the prison live outside the county and the unemployment rate in the county has
risen even in the wake of its developmeriurther, communities may have low unemployment despite little or no
employmentgrowth, as workers migrate or commute elsewldor employment. The map below shows a county
comparison where we see that Charlton and Brantley, despite a growth in overall jobs (due to growth from the prison
for example), remain high unemployment counties, whereas, Camden and Glynn have bothytbayrd relatively

low unemployment (although, we note, unemployment figures for all counties have risen in the past two years). This
suggests the importance of not only increasing jobs, but also increasing job skills in local populations.



Employment growth 1990-96 versus unemployment rate, 1996
Many areas of high employment growth are also areas of high unemployment
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Note: low growth=up to 1.28 percent/year; high growth=over 1.28 percent/year; low unemployment=up to 5.67 percent;

high unemployment=over 5.67 percent.
Source: Calculated by ERS from BLS Local Area Unemployment Statistics.



Figure 2
Employment growth versus unemployment rate change, 1990-96
In some counties, unemployment rates rose even with strong employment growth

High growth, falling unemp.

High growth, st/rising unemp.

Low growth, falling unemp.

Low growth, st/rising unemp.

Metro

Note: Low growth=up to 1.28 percent/year; high growth=over 1.28 percent/year; falling unemployment=decline
of 0.07 percentage points or more; stable/rising unemployment=decline less than 0.07 percentage points or increase.

Source: Calculated by ERS from BLS Local Area Unemployment Statistics.



Rapid growth also causes infrastructure strain in small tax base cogritres police, sewer, school expenses that are
difficult to capitalize without growth in property taxes which are primarily derived from large property owners such as
manufacturing plants that require fewer overall services but pay more taxather than households which require
generally more services overall for smaller tax payménts ¢ KA & addzoaldl YyGAF §S& LaaASNYIy
perhaps slower growth is @nkey to prosperity.

LYdSNBaldAy3adftes Ay LAASNXIYQEa &d0GdzZReX LINPALISNRdzA O2dzy i
immediate access to highways or airports, proximity to urban areas or adjacency to micropolitan or metragrelitan
beautiful mountain or ocean vistas, good climates, or even adjacency to the presence or growth of jobs near by. This i
appealing because the majority of entities addressing community challengbsther nonprofits or policy makers

tend to get lmgged down in factors that are impossible or expensive to chatige transportation, distance to cities,
geography, etc. The good news is that many of the items that contribute most to prosperity are achievable outcomes
like jobs, education, and civilateraction. So if growth, proximity to growth and solving expensive or impossible issues is
not contributory to prosperity, what is? Prosperous counties have several things in common:

1 Jobsg specifically jobs in a more vigorous private sector ratha@ntgovernment driven economy; more jobs in
branch manufacturing plants that are not dependent on local resources (timber, mills, mining) to locate in a
community.
Farmsc more family farms, more farm employment and thus more government subsidy payments.
Educationg Adults and their kids have more education than the nation as a whole.
Social Capitalmore places for people to meet and interact (restaurants, country clubs, nonprofits, bowling or
activity centers) as well as more churches that are eadag their community with activities like sports, social
gatherings, etc.
Steady but not fast growth they grow but slowly
Average income distributiogmore people earn average incomes and fewer people make either a whole lot or
very little.
1 Homogenouspopulationsc only one county in the country with a minority population concentration above
10% was classified as prosperous. The majority of counties with more than 10% concentration of any minority
group were ranked lowest on the prosperity ranking (otes are 1 in 20 that this might occur). This
underscores the fact that there is a clear and continuing relationship between poverty and race.

= =4 =4
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In terms of using the array of data in this reporg like the assertion that prosperity is really about cuhesg

prosperous counties graduate their kids frdmigh school; pople work in prosperous counties and unemployment rates
are low. There is less poverty in these counties and the housing people live in is both affordable and in good repair.
Make no mitake, these are large issues, but compared to changing the climate or relocating a highway, they are at
minimum, addressable.

Therefore, we thought that for the purposes of this report, prosperity might be a useful lens through which to consider
both the condition of these counties and policy implications. Thus, while we will cover standard data sets, we will
hopefully put them into the context of leading and lagging indicators of prosperity that might be addressed
collaboratively by the community.



Brantley, Charlton, Camden and Glynn Counties

A Multi - Community Profile

GEOGRAPHIC OVERVIEW

Camden and Glyn@ountiesare considered the Georgia Coastal region which is comprised of six counties
wherein the population is the fastest growing of any megin the state. CharltorBrantley, lie within

Georgia's Lower Coastal Plain, an environmental region of the Coastal Plain Province that contains some of |
state's most wetknown geographic featuresthe coastal barrier islands and tii@&kefenokee SwampAmong

the six Georgia Counties that comprise the area, Charlton and Brantley Counties contain 45% of the total
landmass, buturrentlyonly 16% of the totabopulation! The spare population of the area has not changed
substantially over the past decade, averaging 17% of the total population of the six counties that lie within thi:
area until 2008 when it declined by ®art of the reason for lower population rates, compared to

neighboring counties, is attributed to the unique environmental characteristics of the region. Charlton County
is the largest county in the area but one third of its land is subsumed by the Okefenokee Swamp, additional
land belongs to the Stephen C. FarsBtate Park and over 98% of its land is timbered. Brantley and Ware
counties share the 35,000+ acre Dixon State Forresaddition to the foest, Brantley is also bordered by

two wildlife management tracts that subsume additional acreaghis is irportant data to understand in

terms of conversations about growth, because both counties are somewhat limited relative to the magnitude
of land development they could achieve.

The US Census Bureau lists Brantley County in the same Metropolitan Stadistecas Glynn andclintosh
Charlton County is not included in any micro or metropolitan statistical area.

DEMOGRAPHIC OVERVIEW

Key to understanding a community is an examination of objective, secondary data that, combined, create a
comprehensive rew of its strengths and challenges. In this section, we utilized public data sources to
highlight key demographic and economic indicators. These were compared with closely neighboring countie:
and with statewide averages to provide a framework for exang trends and setting the context for a
discussion of the community assessment data.

1 US Census Bureau
2US Census Bureau
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http://www.georgiaencyclopedia.org/nge/Article.jsp?id=h-649

POPULATIOMAKEUP ANDGROWTH

The 2008 US Census Bureau population estimates for Bra@theylton Camden and Glynn were 15,541,
10,282 47,641 and 75,88rkespectiely.

CKS LR2LJz I GAz2y 2F Fff F2dzNJ O2dzyiASa KlFa 3INRGY &dz
18.3% between 2000 and 2008, with Brantley growing a total of 6 percent and Charlton 5.5 percent during th
period, and Camden and Glynn grogi@ and 12 percent respectively.

Charlton, Glynn and Brantley have a larger population of elderly people than Camden, which has more
children under 18 than each of the other counties and more than the Georgia average for all counties.

Population Growth & Demographic Information for 4 county
Area
% 65 and over :
% under 5
Population Change 4/1/00 - 7/1/08 5:
(I) 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
O Brantley B Charlton O Camden 0O Glynn B Gerogia

Accordingtots D2 @SNy 2NRa 2FFAOS 2F tflyyAy3a FyR . dzR3IS
20 percent between 200§ 2015. Additionally, Camden, Glynn and Charlton are all retirement destinations
according to the USDA, and thus will experience bothtarally aging population in addition to an inter

county migration of older adults looking for lower taxes, slower pace and natural beauty.

RETIREMENDESTINATION

In terms of the population, Glynn leads the county mix with almost 15% of its populatior6bwears of age.

Both Charlton and Brantley have more than 10% of their populations over 65 as well. Our study asked if
respondents were employed or unemployed. For those (in Charlton and Brantley) responding that they were
unemployed, 21.8% statetiat the reason for this was a retired status.

{51 Q&F NBLERNI ! YOSNI 2| gSay GKS SO2y2YA0a 2F F22
this as a local dynamic indicating that both Camden and Glynn were retirement destination counties (whe
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age 60 and over population grew by more than 15%) by measuring the growth of age 60+ population over tf
decade 199@ 2000.

Nonmetro retirement destination counties are widely scattered

Retirement destination counties—number of residents 60 and older grew by 15 percent
or more between 1990 and 2000 due to inmigration.

Source: Calculated by ERS using data from the U.S. Census Bureau.

Their designation as retirement destinations is likely to continue. Coastal counties rich in natural amenities
are highly attractive to retirees and Glynn and Camden in particular fit this description. While there are
definite positives to attracting retéres as a growth strategy, such as an overall creation of jobs, increased
construction activity, increased volunteerism, increased arts and culture support, and often increased medica
care services and facilities, increased tax base, etc. There aréhallenges. Job creation in retiree heavy
communities is largely lower paying service job growth; retirees exhibit resistance to paying for education
through local tax increases; the general higher income of retirees and often new construction raisasyprope
GFES&E YR OFly Ol dzaS RA&ALX I OSYSY(dT NBGANBSa 2F0Sy
L  OSQ OKSNAAKSR o0& f201fa Aa 2FGSy Ay &2y Tt Aadi

¥ USDA Rural Information CenteiUnderstanding Rural Ameri€a
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POVERTY

The most common measug&¥ LI2 gSNI & Ay GKS !'yAGSR {GF0GSa Aa G¢
government. The absolute poverty line is the threshold below which families or individuals are considered to
be lacking the resources to meet the basic needs for healthy livingpdpgufficient income to provide the

food, shelter, and clothing needed to preserve health. The official threshold is adjusted for inflation using the
consumer price index and is generally used for statistical purppB@sexample, to compare the numbef

people living in poverty nationwide to that of a specific state or local area.

Therefore, poverty rates are one broad indicator of how a community is doing and whether it is moving in the
right direction. Nationally, in 2008, an estimated 13.2qeert of the U.S. population was classified as below

the poverty threshold. The last census indicated that 12 and 13 percent of U.S. and Georgia residents
respectively were living at or under the poverty threshold. In the same census year, Camden Gsub@y w
percent, Glynn County was at 15 percent, Chant@s20.9 percent and Brantleyas 15.6ercent. Current

P d{ ® / Syadza . dz2NBldz SadAYlriSa AyRAOFGS GKFG SI OK
percentage points as of 2008.

Percent of residents below poverty threshold
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lf K2dzAK y2yS 2F (GKS F2dzNJ O2dzyiASa& SEIFYAYSR Ay
the Economic Research Service with USDA, Charlton and Brantley are bordered by four classified counties;
meaning that 20 percent or more oféir populations were poor over the last 30 years (12000)°

4 US Census Bureau
> UDA Economic Research Service
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In fact, the noametro South contains over 40 percent of the U.S.nwetro population and exhibits the

greatest prevalence of poverty and persistent poverty (1 in every 6 people in the r@ggqoor and 1 in 4

live in persistent poverty counties). The relevance of this dynamic was indicated in many of our interviews
during which citizens commented that many of the local people did not seem to realize that they were living ir
poverty¢ it was simply how they had always lived and they seemed to have no inclination that they could live
differently.

The prevalence of poverty particularly impacts childr&mce 1975, those under age eighteen had the highest
percentage of povertyn the U.S.averaging 19 percent in 200&urther, the poverty rate is greater for

children in families living in more sparsely settled rural atdéde Charlton and Brantley Counties. Poverty is
also commonly accompanied by high levels of household unemploymenioaver education attainment. This
exacerbates issues like access to transportation and thus healthcare and dental attention, food insecurity anc
the quality and stability of housing. It is therefore no surprise thatmatro children have higher ratesf

obesity, injury, and moderate to severe health conditions than do poor metro childgemg due to these

issues, norfmetro children also have higher mortality rates than do their metro counterparts in all age groups.

In terms of child poverty, in ZB Camden County 17% of children were deemed to have poverty below the
state and national averages, while Glynn had 26%, Brantley had 27%, Charlton h&d 29% .

% Children below Federal Poverty Line
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http://www.ers.usda.gov/Publications/EIB40/EIB40.pdf

Education

Education attainment is perhaps the most important factor impacting the prospefityd O2 dzy i & & L
data indicates that prosperous rural counties keep their kids in school; by definition their high school dropout
rates are below the national average. And, their residents have higher education levels. These levels are
significanty different than all other norurban county groups comparegfrom high school graduation
OKNRdzZAK (GKS ol OKStf 2NDR& RSIANBSO Ly LINE & LISNERdza NIz
graduates compared to 73% in other roare counties and 63% counties meeting none of the prosperity
ONAGSNAI o t NPaLISNRdza O2dzyiASa | dSNIF IS ww: 6AGK
those meeting zero prosperity criteria average 18%.

A profile of educational status in an area can bed from data sets that profile the educational
attainment, dropout rates, and school success via ranking on state standards tests.

BEDUCATIONAATTAINMENT

Over the past twenty year period, Georgia has matched the U.S. percentage of residents witlotsaahd
graduate degrees. Glynn County has also matched these levels. Camden County, while behind the state an
national average, tracks to the general annual trend fthe.

% Residents with Bachelors
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In terms of completing some college coursework as measured by the 2000 Cémrespercentage of Glynn
and Camden county residents with this attribute was higher than the U.S. and state averages.

% Some College
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DROPOUTRATES

In Georgia, the graduation rate is the percentage of all students entefimgaiie who graduate on time with
a regula diploma. The rate is affected by the number of dropoutsln1@", 11" and 12" grade, as well as
those held back from graduating on time and those not receiving a regular diploma but graduating.

High school dropoutates are a kegoncern on thdower coast In Glynn County one in seven youth age 16
19 are high school dropouts. Even starker, Charlton County is classified as@dulmation county by the ERS
USDA, which means that 25 percent or more of residents ag@l3ars old had neitherlagh school

diploma nor a GED in 2000. Here the graduation rate was 42.1% in 2000. Thankfully, in all counties,
graduation rates have increased over the period and particularly for Charlton County (15.5%) from 2008 to
2009. However, Brantley and Glyniilsto not equal the state averade.

1 Georgia Department of Education
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High School Graduation Rates
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Graduation rates are impacted by a number of factors. However, most agree that factors like math and
reading skills accrued prior to the third grade are highly correlated with school success and, the more
successflstudents are, the more likely they are to graduate. Because they are uniformly administered
OKNRBdza3K2dzi GKS adlrk Sz adl yRI-ReRrericé Ronmp&ehay Aests/ CRENIara
one way to compare student performance atidrefore project the likelihood of graduationUnfortunately,

only Camden County met all of the AYP or Adequate Yearly Progress standards for the state. This means th
in the other counties studied, one or more state standards were not met on CRCT examinatmrs-igh

School Graduation Tests.

INCOME LEVELS

Higher education levels are correlated with higher income levels, and of course, higher incomes solve a lot of
other issues including housing stability, reliance on government aid, etc.

Per Capita Incomer per person personal income is a good indicator of general wealth in a community, and
can also indicate issues like high levels of transfer payments, unemployment, etc. The table below expresse
per capita income as a percent of U.S. totals set at 100% have included state totals, as well as

metropolitan area totals as comparatives. However, we have also included thmetropolitan area totals

which are important comparatives when looking at rural counties as a group. It is important to noteotha
metro per capita income has declined since 2005, but our two most rural counties, Charlton and Brantley hel
steady. Camden County experienced a deeper decline during this period than the other counties in the study
but overall, Camden, while belothie U.S. and state totals, exceeds the frortro totals in all but two years

from 20002007. Overall, Glynn County compares favorably to the state totals as well as the metropolitan
area totals, often exceeding these as well as the U.S. income lewlthevpast ten years in particular.
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Brantley County and Charlton Counties fall well below all comparative totals. However, Charlton County trail
non-metro totals an average of 15.5% since 2000, and it trails state totals an average of 40%.

Per Capita Income as % of National
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US Burau of Economic Analysis
COUNTY BYOUNTYPCI:

In 2007, Brantley had a per capita income of $23, 106. This PCI ranKeih T3dorgia and was 69% of the

state average $33,499, and 60% of the national average $38,615. In 2007, 27% of Brantley coentg resid
derived their incomes from transfer payments versus 22% in 1997. This compares to 14% and 12% in 2007
and 1997 respectively for all of Georgia; 15% and 14% in 2007 and 1997 respectively for the U.S.

Camden had a per capita personal income of $28j28007 ranking 40in the state at 84% of the state
average and 73% of the national average. In 2007 15% of Camden residents derive PCI from transfer
payments up from 9% in 1997.

Charlton had a per capita income of $19,861 rankind'4B2he stateat 59% of the state average and 51% of
GKS ylFraGA2y Lt | @SN 3ISo omM: 2F [/ KINXfG2y NBaARSyda
in 1997.

2 Bureau of Economic Analysis
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Df eyyQa t/ L ¢l a b8 intheisyate atidid% aftha state Mderdde And 99%efational
average. 16% of Glynn residents derive their income from transfer payments in 2007 versus 15% in 1997.

BEVPLOYMENT

The low level of per capita income for Charlton County is not surprising because Charlton is classified as a lo
employment ounty by the ERS USDA data set.

Low-employment Counties, 2000

-

P e B
Yy
= \ B Honmetro low employment | | Other nonmetro
.. e B 1 ctro low employment [ |Other metro
Low-employment counties—less than 65 percant of residents 21-64 yvears old ware amployved in 2000,
Sounce: Economic Research Service, USDA.

Lowemployment counties are defined by less than 65 percent of residents agd 2inployed in 2000
(compared to an average of 72.8% of all Americans in this age range).

LY LAASNXIYyQa NBLR2NI:X FAYRAYIEA AYRAOFGSR GKIF G LIN
sector jobs, not more government jobs. The farm sector is also more active in prosperous counties by sever:
measures as a correlate to prosperit@n a per capita basis, prosperous counties have more farms, more
family farms and more farm employmentan average of 91 jobs per 1000 versus 69 per 1000 for other
counties; they also receive more government payments to farming averaging $1906 ftar'tap

13 http://www.ace.illinois.edu/Reap/IssermanFeserWarren_070523_RuralProsperity.pdf
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While simply having jobs within the county is very important, it is just as important to examine the types of
employment being generated in a county. Service industries like retail, food, accommodation etc., require
lower skill sets and thus payier wages. Low wages reduce the incentive to enter the labor market
especially for adults in families that require child care. In our study, the two lower PCI counties, Charlton and
Brantley, had as one of their top five challenges the issue of afftedghality childcare. This is further
exacerbated by the fact that most leemployment counties have a higher percentage of single parent
families and single wagearner families. Over 45% of our survey respondents were unemployed in Brantley
and Charlon counties. When asked why, they reported top reasons as an inability to find suitable
employment, caring for a child or family membmrbeingdisabled. The lack of accredited child care in those
areas*, along with lower wage jobs and PCI overall iaichat affording to work, in other words the cost for
transportation, childcare, etc., required to hold a job may outweigh the value of potential wages earned.

In the four counties studied, each had over 30% of their total employment driven by |atal astd federal
A2OSNYYSyYylGod | yAljdzStes Fo2dzi my:: 2F /| YRSyQa 2204
employment dynamics in Camden, where a number of private employment jobs, whether or not they are
retail or lower paying industries, are cataéd by the presence of the military base, the employees and
families it attracts, and potentially the overall level of educational attainment present in those families (and
thus the types of consumer demands they may have). A high percentage of jamhiofehe four counties

were also tied to lower wage industries like retail and food service or other service outlets that include
businesses like dry cleaning and hair dresSing.

Types of Employment by County 2007:

Brantley:

Wage & Salary Employment8%

Seltemployment including Farms: 42%; Farms: 6% or 60 jobs per 1000

Top 4 industries providing employment: Government; Construction; Retail; Other services (machinery
repairing, religious activities, grant making, advocacy, dry cleaning, persoeahuattuary, pet care, etc.);

Camden:
Wage and Salary Employment: 83%
Seltemployment including Farms: 17% : Farms: .2% or 2 jobs per 1000

Top 4 industries providing employment: Government (includes military); Retail Trade; Accommodation and
food servce; Construction.

 Quality Care for Children & NACCEE
*Bureau of Labor Statistics & Bureausmonomic Analysis
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Charlton
Wage and Salary Employment: 74%
Seltemployment including Farms: 26% Farms: 3% 25 of every 1000 jobs

Top 4 industries providing employment: Government (includes military); Manufacturing; Retail Trade; Health
Care & Social 8eces.

Glynn
Wage and Salary Employment: 82%
Seltemployment including Farms: 18%; Farms: negligibkdes than 1 per 1000 jobs

Top 4 industries providing employment: Government (includes military); Accommodation and Food Services;
Retail Trade; Hetll Care & Social Services.

The following table compares the percentage of jobs in each county in the top NAICS categories for Georgia.

Construction
Admin/Support/Waste Management
Accomodations/Food Services
Healthcare/Social Assistance %
Manufacturing E

Retail Trade S

Government # | | |

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

||:| Georgia B Brantely O Charlton O Camden B Glynn |

The dependence by each county on government generated jobs is highlighted in the table, as is the presence
of a military base in Camden. The table also highlights the influence of retail, accommodation and food
service jobs on the coast as employment drivers. As noted, these are typically lower wage jobs.
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UNEMPLOYMENT

It is also important to look at unemployment numiseespecially in light of the recent economic crisis.
DS2NHAI Q& dzySYLX 28YSyid NIGS NR&aS FTNRY coddp LISNOSYy
AYONBIAS 2F pnot LISNDOSy(d o 2 KAfTS AG A& yazahs LI23aaaA
monthly figures are available historically for states and metropolitan statistical areas; we know that
unemployment was 6.7% in 2008 and 10.3% in 20009.

We can, however provide insight into three of our counties on a monthly trend basis as Br@atiegien and
Glynn are part of the Brunswick MSA report. The good news is that, while the monthly unemployment rate
F2NJ GKA& a{! GNIrOla GKS adtldisSqQa GNBYyR Of2asStex A
September 2009, this area hddy’ y ®y LISNOSyYy G dzy SYLIX 2@ YSyid NI GS 0O2)
figure does not include those people who have given up looking for a job or who are-emgéoyed.

February 2009 Unemployment rate for Rural and Exurban Counties

Higher Unemployment Rates
Above National Average (1,290 Cos.)

I Highest greater than 20% (25)

I Between 15% and 20% (142)
Between 13% and 15% (203)
Between 11% and 13% (360)
Between 10% and 11% (252)
Between 8.9% and 10% (302)

Excluded:

| ] Urban Counties (558) Lower Unemployment Rates

No employment measured Below National Average (1,288 Cos.)

in these counties (2) Between 7% and 8.9% (486)
Source: Between 6% and 7% (228)
As of 1 April 2009 Between 5% and 6% (230)
Local Area Unemployment Below 5% but UER rising (334)
Bureau of Labor Statistics I Below 5% and UER falling (12)
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Looking further into the types of industry Georgia relies on and the impact on them from the economy, the
dzNBFdz 2F 902y 2YAO ! yI f & R dedlineRn2008ona of tRéh@ | (i S &

o{

=== Brunswick MSA
=~ Georgia
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Monthly Uhemployment Rate 200 2009 (US Bureau of Labor Statistics’

states nationwide experiencing thisvas largely due to declines in manufacturing and construction.

Construction was one of the top four job producing industries for both Brantley and Camden counties as of

2007, and Chérii 2y / 2dzy i@ Qa YI ydzFl OGdzNAy3 2204

the county. No doubt the impacts over the past year have contributed to a rise in unemployment in these

%

HANT

counties and the resulting increases experienced in thegaiage of transfer payments that comprise the

O2dzy GASaQ LISNI OFLAGEF AyO2YSo C2NJ SEF YLX §%

payments, (various forms of government assistance).

Admin/Support/Waste Management

Accomodations/Food Services
Healthcare/Social Assistance %

Construction

Manufacturing _:l:!_—,'

Retail Trade ——

Government —— [ [
T

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

| O Georgia B Brantely O Charlton O Camden B Glynn |

US Bureau of Economic Analysis

0 M2
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HOUSING

Loweducational levels limit opportunities for higher earnings and stable employment and this affects the
ability for citizens to access affordable housing. It follows, from its low employment and education attainmen
levels, that Charlton County is also slifisd as a Housing Stress County by the USDA, which means that 30
percent or more of households had one or more of the following conditions: lacked complete plumbing,
lacked complete kitchen, paid 30% or more of income for owner costs or rent, or hadiimaorene person

per room.*®

Housing stress counties are clustered in the Southeast and West

L i - * .%
L b it -
I h B Monmetro housing stress Other nonmetro
B Metro housing siress Other metro

Howusing stress countises—30 percent or mare of housshokds hed st Isast one of these housing conditions
in 2000 pad 30 pereant of more of income for awner costs or rent, hed mare than 1 person per oo,
ar had an incomplete bathroom or kitchan

Sowrca: Calowated By ERS wusing data from the LLE, Census Bursau

6 USDA Economic Research Service
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GREATEST STRENGTHS

WSaARSYyGa 2F /I YRSY IyR Dfeéyy NIy]lSR (KGS&asgeBSK 2y Q
strength!” Charlton and Brantley ranked its people, community and values higher than any other strength
choice by far with 61 and 68 percent respectively indicating this as a strength. A nuance of this category for
Charlton and Brantleywia I A GNRy3 aSyasS 2F OAQGAO Sy3alr3asSySyiao
LIS2LJ Sé¢ 2NJ dt S2L)X S Lz t Ayad G23ISHGKSNE Ida GKSANI O2
this particular category followed this general comment descriptioGamden and Glynn also ranked people

and community values highly with 35% of Camden and 21% of Glynn respondents noting it as a strength.

In terms of education, Brantley residents were much more likely than other counties to rank its schools as a
strength at 16% of residents versus 10% for Camden, 9% for Charlton and 2% for Glynn. This is an interestir
RFGF LRAYG NBEFIAGS G2 NI ydfSeQa t26SNI ANI Rdzk A
the state department of education.

Notahbly, Charlton residents love football. It was mentioned as a strength by 13 percent of respondents who
believe that it brings the community together and provides kids with an activity. We also note that the survey
was administered during football seasavhich may have influenced the comments. Many comments about
the schools were accompanied by praise for their support of the football program. Brantley and Charlton
OAGAT Sya +faz2 ¥FStid GKIFIG GKS ' NBI Q& y IShamgharéaino S| dzi
Charlton which was also mentioned as a tourism draw, and the river in Brantley which was an important
recreation factor.

Safety L

Football,sports, recreation

Other =

Culture & history

F=

Weather

Military !

. 1
Education
Economy, tourism é
People, community, viaues, charm, civic engagement I—

- I I I

. I
Natural Beauty, nature, environment El—' | |
T T T T

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

||:I Charlton B Brantely O Camden O Glynn

Public perceptions of the greatest strengths of the four counties

" References and data throughout the document referring to community opinion about Camden and Glynn counties always refer t
the data and findings in the Coastal Georgia Community Needs Assessmerd,Uryitbrsity of Georgia unless otherwise specified.
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PRIDE INPLACE ANBEOPLE

LGQa Slae G2 2@SNI 22 pssdiskin3urahcgrhdtimitiépayfiCuarly ghd powd&d LI S |
impact people have on quality of life via civic engagement because these are less quantitative factors to
YSFadz2NB FyR &ddGdzRe o | 26 SOSNE Ay L &aSN)YI yhpber lévélsizR &
of community cohesion, civic engagement via volunteerism, community and religious activities and
places/spaces to meet like shopping, bowling, etc. The most rural counties in this study not only indicate thar
the people and civic spirit oheir communities is a strength, these factors were also listed as highly important
in terms of why people remain in those counties.

Clearly, people in Charlton and Brantley like the charm, friends, family and engagement they find in their
counties. Camdenoted the military as a strength, which differed from the other counties. This may also
O2yySOiG (2 GKS YAfAGINER SYLX28SS8SQa asSyasS 2F 02YY
some also noted the economic boon arising from the basgnrGdnd Camden residents clearly also enjoy

their neighbors and smatbwn charm along with a strong connection to the natural environment.
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Greatest Challenges

To assess what residents of Charlton, Brantley, Camden and Glynn Countiegepasdbe greatest

challenges facing their communities, community surveys were conducted. One survey question was open
ended (what do you think the greatest challenge facing __ County is?), allowing respondents to simply writ
in whatever was on the fefront of their mind. The second question listed 41 issue areas for which
NE&aLR2yRSyiGa 6SNB alSR G2 NIyl SIFEOK FTNRY WSEGNBY
allowed us to present issues that respondents may not have considered opén ended question and

allows us to view the relative importance placed on one versus another issue.

TOPRANKEOCHALLENGES

In response to the opernded question about challenges, the most frequent responses were related to jobs,
poverty, and the ecoomy, which was cited by 40 percent of Charlton, 44 percent of Brantley, and about 35
percent of Camden and Glynn residents.

Camden and Glynn residents cited growth issues as their second top challenge. And although growth was
mentioned in Brantley Couwt the issue was primarily related to the pull of Ware and Glynn counties on
2L aAdS aARSa 2F GUKS O2dzydeée LRLWzZ A2y ® LY YIy
O2YYdzyAlleQ KSNB LIS2LX S aAYLX @& infadacéitToudtiezd & K2 LILIS

NIyt SeQa aSO2yR Yz2ald FTNBljdsSyidte y20SR OKIffSy3
interesting as so many also named safety as a major strength of the county. The third most frequently noted
challenge in Brantley &s related to taxes and/or government spending.

Charlton residents indicated that taxes, government spending and corruption were their second and third
most pressing challenges respectively. This also tracks with Glynn and Camden which both rantad poli
corruption and lack of leadership as their third main area of challenge.

Most Important Issues

The following table illustrates the issues that rose to the top in terms of overall importance to residents in the
closedended question, based on therstey conducted in Charlton & Brantley counties as a group. Of the 41
AadadzS FNBIFa f Aail-sritediuestions 37 peoddeld $rdeBrisco@ that felb Ratistically
significantly higher than the overall average mean of 3.53. These issuesifdily into 5 ovefarching topic

areas in the following order 1. Law and Vice 2. Economy 3. Health Care 4. Education 5. Government.

This differs from the same exercise performed on Camden and Glynn responses where their top issues were
arranged adollows: 1. Education 2. Law & Vice 3. Government 4. Economy 5. Health Care.
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Listed Items with a mean importance score significantly above the overall average for Charlton & Brantley

ITEM Mean Score
Law & vice

Child abuse and neglect 3.76
Drug and alcohol abuse 3.73
Teen pregnancy 3.68
Crime 3.66
Sexual activity of youth 3.64
Domestic Violence 3.61
Elder abuse or neglect 3.61
Economy

Lack of jobs 3.76
Financial stability (food, shelter, etc.) 3.74
Availability of affordable housing 3.6
Poverty 3.55
Health care

Affordable healthcare 3.74
Access to healthcare 3.7
Quality healthcare 3.66
Education

Effectiveness of school system 3.74
Dropping out of school 3.69
Affordable childcare/school 3.68
Appropriate job skills for youth 3.62
Quality childcare/school 3.62
Appropriate work ethic in youth 3.61
Motivation of youth 3.6
Adult job skills 3.59
Adult literacy 3.55
Recreational opportunities for youth 3.55
Government

Protection by law enforcement 3.58
City/county cooperation 3.57
Responsiveness of public officials 3.55
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Traffic congestion/accidents
Gang activity

lllegal immigration

Arts and cultural activities

Planning/zoning issues/over-development...

Improving downtown

Public transportation
Homelessness

Environmental protection
Feeling of community

Mental health/mental illness
Senior citizen services

Access to preventative care
Recreational opportunities for youth
Protection by law enforcement
Discrimination

Availability of affordable housing
Adult literacy

Responsiveness of public officials
Quality childcare/school

Adult job skills (training for work skills)
Domestic Violence

Elder abuse or neglect
City/county cooperation

Poverty

Motivation of your youth

Sexual activity of our youth
Crime

Quality of healthcare
Appropriate job skills for youth
Appropriate work ethic in our youth
Access to healthcare

Drug and alcohol abuse
Affordable childeare/school
Teen pregnancy

Child abuse and neglect
Affordable healthcare

Financial stability (make enough to provide...

Dropping out of school
Lack of jobs
Effectiveness of school system

10

20

30 40

50 60 70 80

90

M Brantley

W Charlton

i 2

St
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Glynn & Camden Important Issudganking®

Table 2. Listed items with a mean importance score significantly above the overall average

Item from list Mean score va:ue Significance (2-tailed)

Education

Effectiveness of school system 3.70 20.939 .000

Appropriate work ethic in our youth 3.60 13.532 .000

Dropping out of school 3.55 10.651 .000

Appropriate job skills for our youth 345 7.237 .000

Motivation of our youth 3.37 3.835 .000

Quality childcare/school 3.37 3.755 .000

Adult job skills 3.36 3.362 .001
Law and vice

Crime 3.62 15.746 .000

Child abuse or neglect 3.56 11.648 .000

Drug and alcohol abuse 3.37 3.824 .000
Government

Responsiveness of public officials 3.50 9.267 .000

City/County cooperation 346 7.214 .000

Protection by law enforcement 344 6.665 .000
Economy

Lack of jobs 3.52 9.187 .000

Financial stability 349 7.967 .000
Health care

Affordable health care 352 8.790 .000

Quality of health care 348 7.787 .000

Access to health care 347 7.343 .000

Access to preventative care 3.33 2.498 013

18 oCoastalCommunityNeeds AssessmefjtUniversity of Georgia
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Glynn& Camden, Percent respondidgxtremely importané to each issue

Effectiveness of school system
Crime

Dropping out of school
Appropriate work ethic in our youth
Lack of jobs

Affordable healthcare

Child abuse or neglect

Financial stability

Access to healthcare

City/County cooperation
Responsiveness of public officials
Quality of healthcare

Drug and alcohol abuse

Protection by law enforcement
Appropriate job skills for our youth
Motivation of our youth

Adult job skills

Quality childcare/school

Access to preventative care

Elder abuse or neglect

Affordable childcare/school

Teen pregnancy

Domestic violence

Adult literacy

Planning/zoning issues/over-development
Poverty

llegal immigration

Sexual activity of our youth

Gang activity

Availability of affordable housing
Environmental protection

Senior citizen services
Discrimination

Recreational opportunities for youth
Mental health/mental iliness
Homelessness

Feeling of 'community’

Public transportation

Traffic congestion/accidents

Arts and cultural activities

Improving downtown Brunswick

o
B3

W Mcintosh
HGlynn
W Camden

W

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%
Pct. Responding "Extremely Important"

From:Costal Community édsAssessmentUGA

80%
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counties felt that jobs and poverty were their greatest challenge, Glynn, Camden and Charlton each
individually ranked the effectiveness of the school system as their most important issue, while Brantley ranke
Qime and Vice, particularly child abuse and neglect, and drug abuse, as their most important issue.

Education

Addressing school effectiveness and particularly dropouts ranks highly in all four counties but for both
Charlton and Brantley where almost®1iS Ay SOSNE FT2dzNJ NBaARSyda NIXyils

SCHOOIPERFORMANCE

Georgia Department of Education scorecard indicators showed that Camden schools consistently outperform
GKS 20KSNJ O2dzyiieQa aOK?22ft &l2ickools vahitoinee? AYP thiSSNaidd NI | y
because if they do not meet them for two consecutive years they are classified as improvement schools and
number of interventions can take place to correct issues. Camden has fully met the AYP for the past two
years,while none of the other county schools have fully met this performance threshold.

The following chart highlights the scorecard for these counties produced by the DOE noting math and reading
CRCT and the Georgia High School Graduation Test results.

Brantley Brantley Charlton Charlton Camden Camden Glynn Glynn
2008 2009 2008 2009 2008 2009 2008 2009

Reading
CRCT yes yes no yes yes yes yes no

Math
CRCT yes no yes yes yes yes yes no

LA -
GHSGT vyes no yes yes yes yes no no

Math -
GHSGT vyes no yes yes yes yes no no

Met or

did not

meet

AYP in

year no no no no yes yes no no
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In terms of § grade CRCT performance by county, again Camden schools excel, beating the state average ir
020K YIFGK FyR NBIRAY 3O athBdorésywére slightR behiNd Géardia%eerages wihnyldi
/ KINIT G2y Qa f133SR o0& MH LISNOSyYydGlr3IsS LRAyGaod Ly 0
average, Glynn matched it and Charlton was slightly under the average by 2 percentage'points.

8th grade Math CRCT: % Meeting or Exceeding
100%
—  — —¢
80% x>4?‘<: —+— Brantley
——
60% —=— Charlton
Camden
40% Glynn
20% —— Gerogia
0% T T
2007 2008 2009
8th grade Reading CRCT: % Meeting or Exceeding
100%
95% —— Brantely

/*\ N
90% — I — —=— Charlton
N Tee———
’——7' Camden
85%

— Glynn

80% —— Georgia

75% T T
2007 2008 2009

19 Georgia Department of Education, Office of Student Achievement Report Card
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Graduation Rates/Drop Outs

County residents in all four areas ranked school drop outs as very important by a statistically significant
margin, with three in four Brantley and Charlton residents considering this to be extremely important.

Percent responding 'Extremely Important” School Dropouts

80% Rmnflny Charlton

70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

Glynn

ANBOSYy(d DI {iSa C2dzyRIGA2y TFdzy RSR NBLRZ NI SyidaAaidtf SR
Graduationw ¢S | A3K {OK22faé¢ o6& ! RNAlF {0SAYyoSNH 2F (K.
University and Jobs for the Future Foundation using 2R | G LJdzi DS2NHALl 6D! Q&
and 77.8% in 2009) among 17 states with the lowest overall graduation rates and producing 70% of all
dropouts in the country. Researchers found that one third of Georgia high schools have low graduason rat
and 37 of these are in rural areas. In fact the report classified Georgia as one of only five education crisis ste
or one that has high concentrations of high schools with low graduation rates that are widespread across the
state. This report indidas that 35% of all high school students attend a low graduation rate school and that
DS2NHAI Q& 3ANI RdzZF A2y NI GS F2NIFff AyO2YAy3d FTNBaAK
remained virtually static since 1999.

In light of thisinformak 2 y'Z ¢S y23S GKIFG A0 Aa KFEINR (2 RSTFSYR
as a primary benchmark any school would try to achieve.

In terms of state graduation rates, Camden again excels beating the state average for the past two years.
CH NI G2y [/ 2dzyGe@Qa 3IANIRdzZ A2y NI GS AYyONBlFaSR KdzaSt
exceeding the Georgia average. Brantley County also had a jump in graduation rates with a 6.5 percent
increase; however, it and Glynn County remaihibe the Georgia average graduation ratéS.

20 Georgia Department of Education
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High School Graduation Rates

90.0%
80.0%
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%
OO% T T T T
Georgia Brantley Charlton Camden Glynn

02008
m 2009

Access to affordable and quality child care was also a highly ranked i&saerding to NAEYC, the national
accrediting agency for childcare centers, there are no accredited family child care centeraas tiewer
than 5 children cared for in a hom®sed childcare setting) in either Charlton or Brantley counties.

Crime & Social Issues

Crime was listed as the second most important issue for Glynn and Camden on average. For Charlton and
Brantley, crimeganked much lower. In fact, many open ended responses to the strengths portion of the
survey mentioned safety as a community strength in both counties, particularly Brantley. Although a high
percentage of both Brantley and Charlton residents listed climie ¢ S NE A YL NI yié s 2
the 9" most important issue in Brantley and2@h Charlton. However, when examining the data, Brantley

has a significantly higher violent crime rate per 1000 population than Camden or Charlton at 11 @er 100
although not as high as Glynn with 21 per 1000. Camden has the highest ratevable crimes for all four
counties from 20042008. However, it is also interesting to note that Brantley had the second worst statistics
for the four county region ithis issue area as well.

Crime Rates

Violent per 1000 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Brantley 17.6 0 10.2 9 11.7
Charlton 12.1 0 3.8 3.4 8.2
Camden 15.1 0 6.6 6.6 6.9
Glynn 25 25 16 16.5 21.3
Non-violent per

1000 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Brantley 90.3 0 46.4 53.5 56.9
Charlton 40.3 0.9 12.5 9.7 52
Camden 109.3 0.2 545 57 60.1
Glynn 58.1 2.3 45.2 52.8 66.1

GAKids Count Data
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Child abuse and neglect was the top issue on average for both Brantley and Charlton (top five issues of
extreme importance) ad theabsolutetop issue for Brantley County residents. The chart below illustrates

why. In 2008, both Charlton and Brantley had 41 cases of substantiated child abuse/neglect per 1000 people
These are very sparsely populated counties and thus, tlie isst only is serious, it is most likely quite visible

in the neighborhoods, churches and schools in the area.

Combined abuse & neglect cases per 1000 populaiton

2008 w
2007 M

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

O Brantley B Charlton O Camden O Glynn

However, when we break apart abuse cases and neglect cases, what we find is that, while abuse cases still
paced Camden and Glynn, the jowdy of the total caseload is neglect.

Child abuse per 1000 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Brantley 6.2 3.7 4.9 4.8 4.9
Charlton 4.8 3.1 5.2 4.4 4.9
Camden 2.6 2.2 1.7 1.8 2
Glynn 5.6 2.8 1.9 1.6 15
Child neglect per 1000 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Brantley 27.3 77.5 66.9 42.7 36.1
Charlton 40.1 46.6 35.3 37.3 36.5
Camden 8.8 8.2 5.8 55 4.9
Glynn 17.1 15.1 9.7 8.6 4.2

GA Department of Human Resour8e8S Census American Community Survey

Although, the rates are declining, for Brantley in pautar, in 2005 and 2006 more than 6% of the population
had substantiated cases of neglect recorded, and therefore substantiates why this issue would rank so highly
AY AYLERNIIFYOS Fy2y3a . NryidfSeqQa OAGAT Syretineglecy | @S
cases.

When we look at the top two issues for Charlton and Brantley County as averaged laythaglare child
6dzaS yR yS3tSOiz IyR 2204 LG Aa AYyGSNBaluAy3
issues were th sameg child abuse, affordable healthcare, jobs and financial stability. This reinforces the
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importance of job creation, skills development and support services that can help citizens find and keep jobs,
as it follows that many of the other issues lix@verty, child welfare and health directly correlate with the
ability for families to sustain basic needs.

Health Care

Affordable health care, access to health care and quality health care were all highly ranked issues in each
county. When averaged, affdability of healthcare was the third most important issue for Brantley and
Charlton Counties and thé"énost important issue for Glynn and Camden. Our interviews and focus groups in
Charlton and Brantley, illustrate why this issue is very importantvemy frustrating for many. Numerous

people stated that they could not get to a doctor or hospital because of transportation issues. Transportation
was a problem for about 20% of survey respondents in both Glynn and Brantley and was also noted as a
chalenge in the Glynn and Camden surveys. This is a huge barrier for a growing elderly population in these
counties, where there is no public transportation. Elderly or not, many people in Charlton and Brantley hitch
rides or walk to appointments. In ourdos groups, many people reported that doctors in Nahunta had

stopped accepting new (Medicaid, Medicare) patients and the health center had inadequate numbers of
available doctors and unreliable hours. In both counties, citizens had to travel to hospilatsksonville,

where state benefits are not accepted, or to Savangalver two hours away. This was a severe burden for
many people without transportation, and for children who missed entire school days (and parents missing
work days) simply to visitgpecialist. Dental services were perhaps more severe in terms of findaogimy
available services.

Financial Stability

Both Charlton and Brantley ranked financial stabdity other words, the ability to obtain basic necessities

like food, housig, clothingg as a top five issue along with jobs. In fact Jobs was the most important issue tied
with child abuse for each of the two most rural counties on average. Earlier in this report, we provided
statistics that reinforce this ranking. More tha0% of Charlton County residents live below the poverty
GKNBaK2fR YR Fo2dzi wmc» 2F . NlyaftsSeQa tAQ0S 06St2¢4
generally accepted that most families living at 200% of the poverty threshold areimelicasurvive without

any state, federal or local assistance.

Ly GSN¥a 2F LR2OSNIeQa AYLI OG 2y OKAfRNBYS>S AY HAnN
than 150% of the poverty line; 60% were eligible for free or reduced school amttB7% were living at or
below the absolute poverty line.

oodm: 2F / KIENX G2y Qa OKAfRNBY A0S 0 2N oSt28 wmp
school lunch and 29% were living at or below the absolute poverty line.

21.9%of I YRSy Qa OKAftRNBY tAGS G 2N o6St2¢ (GKS wmMpmE:
were at or below the absolute poverty line.
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school lunch and 26% were living at or below the absolute poverty line.

When we look at unemployment factors in this poverty dynamic, while each county is currently hovering
around 910% unemployment., the unemployment situation is much different for fasxliespecially in
Charlton where households within which no parent is employed is almost 17% in 2009, while Camden and
Glynn family unemployment generally tracks the overall unemployment rate for the county as a whole.

No parent in workforce 2009:
Brartley ¢ 12%

Charltong¢ 16.7
Camderg 7.6
Glynng 9.4%

Earlier in the report we noted that Charlton was 152/159 in the state for per capita income averaging about
$19,000 and Brantley was 1'14veraging about $23,000. In Charlton 29% of survey respondeads less
than $20K per year and in Brantley 47.5 made less than $20K per year tracking to this data.

HUNGER

Our survey indicated that 12.5% of Charlton residents reported skipping a meal in the past month because
they could not afford to buy food; 19.4% Brantley respondents reported this as an issue.

Charlton 35% had a GED or high school diploma and about 11% had no high school diploma. In Brantley abc
17% had no high school diploma and about 39% had at least this level of education.

Race

In generalwhites ranked every issue more highly than blacks in Charlton and Brantley Counttesms of
the overall importance that the races placed on key issues, there was little difference in the following areas
all of which ranked in the top ten for eagnoup:

Jobs; Affordable Health Care: Financial Stability; Child Abuse & Neglect; Effective Schoalst Redps and
Access to Health Care and Teen Pregnancy . Variances in top ten issues between races were the following:

Blacks ranked discrimination teeir 7" most important issue with 68% of respondents considering this to be
extremely important. However, whites put this issue in the bottom 25% of all issues important to them with
54.5% ranking it extremely important.
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In terms of county comparis@y whites in Charlton and Brantley think the issue of addressing discrimination is
far more important than those in Camden and Glynn. Blacks in each county almost uniformly ranked its
importance highly.

It is interesting to reflect back on the open emtistrengths question where such a majority of both Brantley
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Importance of addressing the issue of discrimination Whites
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Importance of addressing the issue of discrimination Blacks
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i O Series4
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Glynn, Camden,
MclIntosh _ |
I ! ! ! ! ! ! !

Further exploring variances by race in top ten issues of importance, slightly more whites felt that crime was
more important than blacks whtthis issues ranking in the top ten items for whites with 73% considering it to
be extremely important versus 62.9% of blacks. However, neither group ranked law enforcement protection
or responsiveness of public officials as highly important in conwéktother issue areas although 66% of
whites did rank police protection as extremely important versus 57% of blacks.
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There is little difference in the satisfaction levels between counties with a slight excepti@iéolton County
where less people are very satisfied and slightly more are somewhat or very dissatisfied.

Satisfaction with life in One's County

60
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20 A

0 e [

Very Satisfied Somewhat Satisfied Somewhat Dissatisfied Very Dissatisfied

@ Camden B Glynn O Charlton O Brantley

There were distinct racial differences between satisfaction levels. Blacks were more dissatisfied with their
community overall. About 50% mobtacks and whites were very dissatisfied with their communities in both
Charlton and Brantley versus Glynn and Camden. Again, we note the high poverty, unemployment and crim
(including abuse) in both. Additionally, some issues not included in the iemmar list were noted frequently

in the open ended challenges question. One primary issue was low road quality, lack of presence of shoppin
and activities for children and adults, and healthcare/health access issues.

Satisfaction with the quality of life in one's county by race
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O White B Black
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Satisfaction with life in Chatbn and Brantley County

Over 70%of people in Charlton and Brantley expressed that the people, lifestyle and values of their community was a
strength. However, there are also many in the county who do not have jobs and who live in poverty. We wanted to
know if those with lower incomes were particularly more or less satisfied than higher income people in the county. We
found that those under $40K have higieS @St & 2F RAadaal GA&AFI OlA2y 2@0SNItf g
problems often acompanies lower income households.

However, an interesting dynamic appeared in those making $88KRK and $100K and over where we also found
significant levels of dissatisfaction. Although we cannot correlate this to any single factor, many Giiedents to

the open ended question profiling challenges noted the lack of community amenities like restaurants, shopping, movie
theaters, etc. For these higher income individuals who have income to spend, but a lack of places to recreate, this lac}
of amenities may drive some of theilissatisfaction. Additionally, the low level of other people at this income level and
possibly educational level to interact with within counties may also be a factor. However, when we cross referenced th
income categoy with dissatisfaction and with important issues along these lines, we expected to see a high correlate
GAGK GKS FIFOG02N WEOOUABAGASE T2N e2dziKQ 2NJ WSRdzOF G A2yl
were extremely concerned abodtrug abuse and 90% were most concerned about @roprates. Whether this drives
dissatisfaction rates is debatable but these two issues were more than 30 percentage points higher than their nearest
concern.

Dissatisfied Charlton
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41



Dissatisfaction Brantley
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Regardless of this postulation, the majgrof people in both counties at every income level are satisfied with
the qualityof life in their county.

Satisfaction Charlton by Income
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Satisfaction Brantley by Income

120

100
80
B M |

40

20

0 . . I . .
Under $20K  $20- 30K  30-40K 40-50K 50-75K 75-100K 100K +

O Very Satisfied B Somewhat Satisfied

In light of the economic crisis, we also wanted to know if employment was a correlate to satisfaction. We
found that it was not. There vgano difference between satisfied and dissatisfied citizens relative to their
employment status.

Satisfaction by Employment
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43



Community ties for Charlton include friendships, housing, family, the natural environment, religious institutions and the
cost of living.

Charlton Reasons to Stay in Community

Clubs or organizations of interest to you
Access to recreational or entertainment opportunities

Stores or businesses you need or prefer

Traffic or road and street conditions

The cost of goods or services you buy

The natural environment

A church or religious group you prefer

Medical care that you need or prefer

Educatoinal opportunities for you and your family

Friendships with people who live here

Your job or other sources of income

Relatives who live here

Your house or residence

0O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

| O Extremely important @ Important
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For Brantley County residents, reasons for staying were highly similar to Charlton although the ranking for natural
beauty was lower and access to educational opportunities was higher.

Clubs or organizations of interest to you
Access to recreational or entertainment opportunities
Stores or businesses you need or prefer

Traffic or road and street conditions

Medical care that you need or prefer

The cost of goods or services you buy

A church or religious group you prefer

The natural environment

Educatoinal opportunities for you and your family

Your job or other sources of income

Your house or residence

Friendships with people who live here

Relatives who live here

0O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

| O Extremely important B Important
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! From Lower Coastal Community Needs Assessment, University of Georgia
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