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Introduction
The Eastern North Carolina Poverty Committee (ENCPC) Poverty Information Project provides data and analysis on poverty throughout Eastern North Carolina.  This particular research focuses on three adjacent counties in Eastern North Carolina:  Craven, Greene and Pitt counties.  The purpose of this research is to examine key variables measuring inequality in three counties focusing on Income, Wealth and Education.

Demographic Characteristics

Craven, Greene and Pitt counties are located in eastern North Carolina.  Greene County is considerably smaller than the other two counties with a population of 19,990; Pitt County population is the largest with 138,690 and Craven County, follows closely with 91,754 (US Census 2000).  
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Table 1:  Population US Census data 2000
All three counties have large African American populations:  Greene County’s African American population is 41%; Pitt County 34%; and Craven County is 25%.   Each of the three counties has a small but growing Latino population ranging from 3-8%.  Greene County has the largest Latino population of the three counties at 8%.  
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Table 2:  Population by Race US Census data 2000
Income
There is an important distinction between income and wealth.  Income is defined as money received as wages, rents or interest.  Wealth consists of income and property (such as stocks, bonds and real estate).  
Of the three counties, Greene has the lowest per capita income (total money per resident of the area) at $15,452.  Craven and Pitt have similar per capita incomes at $18,423 and $18,243 respectively.  The per capita income for the State of North Carolina is $20,037, and for the United States as a whole is $21,587.  

If we examine per capita income by race, considerable differences and patterns emerge.  Whites in all counties have significantly higher per capita income than African Americans and Latinos.  
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Table 3:  Per Capita Income by Race US Census 2000
What does this mean in terms of inequality?  If we calculate the gap between white and black per capita income in these counties we see a significant difference.  In Craven County, the gap between white and black per capita income is $8,950.  In Greene County the gap between white and black income is $8,089 and in Pitt County it is $11,193.  That means that Blacks in both Craven and Greene counties earn 58% of white income; and 50% in Pitt County. 
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Table 4:   Per Capita Income Gap; Gap calculated by difference between white and black income and percentage of black per capita income to white per capita income.  Source:  US Census 2000
If we examine the average household income in each of the three counties, we see similar patterns of inequality.  The mean household income is similar in both Pitt and Craven counties at $45,717 and $45,680 respectively.  Greene County mean household income is the lowest at $38,218.
Yet when we examine mean household income by race, we see greater disparity.  In all three counties, Latinos and African Americans earn significantly less than whites.    
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Table 5:  Mean Household Income US Census 2000
The mean household income gap for blacks and whites in Pitt and Craven counties is very high:  $22,683 and $22,009 respectively.  This means that blacks in Pitt and Craven County earn 57% of white household income in those counties.  The gap is less in Greene County, though still high:  $16,451 or 63% of white mean household income.   
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Table 6: Mean Household Income Gap Calculated as difference between white and black mean household income Source US Census 2000

Poverty
Poverty is defined as a standard of living that falls below the basic minimum requirements to sustain an adequate diet, adequate housing and adequate health (see http://www.povertyeast.org).  Certain categories of people are at greater risk of being in poverty than others:  children, non-whites, and women.  These categories of people are disproportionately represented in the category of officially poor.  Wealth and poverty are not equally distributed.  
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Table 7:   Poverty by Race and County US Census 2000

Poverty in all counties ranges between 18 and 20%.  Yet white poverty in all three counties is significantly lower than for Latinos and African Americans.  Indeed Black poverty is significant in all three counties ranging from 27-29%.  Latino poverty is very high in Greene and Pitt counties, 44% and 35% respectively.  Latino poverty in Craven County is the lowest at 20%. 

Children are at the greatest risk of being poor in the United States.  Of the three counties in this study, child poverty is greatest in Greene County at 28%, followed by Pitt County at 22% and Craven County by 19%.  
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Table 8:  Percent of Children Below Poverty Data Source:  US Census 2000
Yet if we examine child poverty by race, a more startling pattern develops:  African American and Latino children are more likely to be in poverty in these counties than white children, and at significantly higher rates.  African American child poverty in Pitt and Craven is 35% and 36% respectively.  In Greene County, African American child poverty is 40%.  Latino child poverty is also very high in these counties:  It is 56% in Greene County, 44% in Pitt County and 22% in Craven County.  
\

Who are the poor?  In Craven County, Blacks are 3 times more likely to be poor than Whites and Latinos are over 2 times more likely to be poor than Whites.
In Greene County, Blacks are 3 times more likely to be poor than Whites and Latinos are 4 ½ times more likely to be poor than Whites.  In Pitt County, Blacks and Latinos are over 2 times more likely to be poor than Whites; 

In all counties, non-white children are much more likely to be poor than white children.

If we look at the gender of the householder, we find that in families with female heads of households, 38% in Craven and Pitt counties live in poverty. In Greene County 36% of female head of households live in poverty. This is called the feminization of poverty, a trend whereby most poor families are headed by females.  
Unemployment
Annual unemployment in all three counties in 2000 was between 5-7%.  Looking at unemployment by race, however, tells a much different story:  In Craven County, Blacks and Latinos are 2 times more likely to be unemployed than Whites.  In Greene County, Blacks are 5 times more likely to be unemployed than Whites.  In Pitt County, Blacks and Latinos are 2 times more likely to be unemployed than Whites.  
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Table 9:  Unemployment Rates by Race and County US Census 2000

Measuring Wealth
Through 

Home Ownership
Housing is the largest component of a household’s net worth.   
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Table 10:  Home Ownership Rates Source US Census 2000

Home ownership rates in the three counties range from 75% in Greene County to 58% in Pitt County.  

If we examine Home Ownership rates without mobile homes included, the rates drop substantially with Pitt at 40%, Greene 43% and Craven 51%.  Mobile homes provide less equity for families than traditional housing, and subsequently less wealth.  
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Table 11:    Home Ownership Rates Excluding Mobile 

Homes  US Census 2000
When race is considered, the differences in home ownership are even greater.  In both Pitt and Craven counties the difference in home ownership by race is 19% and 18% respectively.  The gap is less in Greene County at 14%.   
Education

Craven and Pitt counties have the highest high school completion rates at 82% and 80% respectively; Green County rate is much lower at 68%.   Likewise, Pitt County has the highest rate for Bachelor’s degree or higher at 26% followed by Craven County at 20%.  Again, Greene County is much lower with 11%.  The dropout rates for Pitt and Craven counties are 4%; Greene County drop out rate is 6%.   
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Table 12:  Educational Attainment US Census 2000
Per student expenditures also vary with Greene spending the most of the three counties per student at $6,989.  Pitt and Craven spend less, though similar to the state average:  Pitt County spends $6,572 and Craven spends $6,438 per student.   The State of North Carolina averages $6,575 per student (Source:  North Carolina Department of Instruction 2002).
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Table 13:   Per Student Expenditures in Dollars

NC Dept of Public Instruction 2002

The End of Grade (EOG) passing rates vary by county with Craven having the highest passing rates of the three counties:  81% for Craven; 72% for Pitt and 65% for Greene.   
When examining EOG Passing rates by race, we find that Black students are less likely to pass than white and Latino students.  

[image: image14.emf]84%

89%

88%

57%

67%

56%

62%

61%

75%

81%

65%

72%

80%

58%

55%

77%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

State Craven Greene Pitt

White Black Latino Total


Table 14:   Students Passing End of Grade Exams by Race and County Source:  North Carolina Department of Public Instruction 2001-2002
The difference between black and white EOG scores in all three counties is significant:  22% in Craven; 24% in Greene and 30% in Pitt County.  Latino and White scores are also high with a gap ranging from 12% in Craven to 25% in Greene and 27% in Pitt County. Despite the higher per student expenditure in Greene County, the students there do not fair as well as their counterparts in Pitt and Craven counties.  
Conclusions
The experiences for residents in these three counties vary considerably, ranging from income and wealth differences to poverty and educational attainment differences.  All counties have significant levels of inequality in the variables examined, most notably in terms of income and housing values.  Future projects will examine other regions of Eastern North Carolina.  By examining Census data and becoming aware of the patterns of inequality in our region, we can better focus on policy initiatives to help regions that have significant poverty.  The ENCPC is dedicated to providing information and data analysis on poverty in the East and encourages use of these PowerPoint presentations in schools, colleges, communities, and government agencies so we may become better informed citizens and work toward making change in our region.
For more information contact:

Leslie Hossfeld, Ph.D.

Department of Sociology

UNCW
910 962-7849
hossfeldl@uncw.edu






