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VII. Segregation/Integration
General Issues
The next four sections address “general issues” as suggested by HUD. These issues include (1)
segregation/integration (2) racially/ethnically concentrated areas of poverty, (3) disparities in
access to opportunity, and (4) disproportionate housing needs.
B. Segregation/Integration
Segregation/integration analysis is vital because it promotes an essential purpose of the Fair
Housing Act. The Fair Housing Act supports open residential communities in which individuals
may choose where they prefer to live without regard to race, color, religion, national origin, sex,
familial status, or disability. People are certainly free to choose where they want to live, but the
Fair Housing Act prohibits policies and actions that deny choice or access to housing
opportunities through Segregation.
HUD requires an analysis of patterns of Segregation and integration in the Jurisdiction and
Region. For this report, Segregation is defined as follows:
A condition in which there is a high concentration of persons of a particular race,
color, religion, sex, familial status, national origin, or having a disability or a type of
disability in a specific geographic area when compared to the broader geographic
area. 24 CFR § 5.152
This report requires an analysis of areas of relative integration, as well. Here, integration is
defined as follows:
A condition in which there is not a high concentration of person of a particular race,
color, religion, sex, familial status, national origin, or having a disability or a type of
disability in a specific geographic area when compared to a broader geographic
area. 24 CFR § 5.152
Using these definitions and information provided by HUD, this section will look at areas of
Segregation and integration based on HUD’s protected classes of race/ethnicity, national origin,
and LEP.
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Describe and compare segregation levels in the Jurisdiction and Region. Identify the
racial/ethnic groups that experience the highest levels of segregation. Explain how these
segregation levels have changed over time.

To gauge levels of Segregation in jurisdictions and regions, HUD uses a dissimilarity index (DI). DI
is a conventional measure that assesses the degree of residential Segregation between two
groups. The higher the dissimilarity index value, the greater the level of Segregation. The index
value ranges from 0 (low Segregation) to 100 (high Segregation).
The index helps to understand where areas of relative Segregation occur. DI can only measure
between two groups at a time, and its index value is relative. For example, the values in Table
B-1show Non-White/White Segregation. The value is measuring how many White, non-Hispanics
live in the City against everyone who is not White. But the remaining values measure a group
(e.g., Black, Hispanic, Asian, or Pacific Islander) against the White population. The data tool
suggests White, Non-Hispanics are the population against which all others, as in most cases, it is
the “predominant group living in the area.” Examples and explanations will be provided in each
category.
Below are the three categories defined in the dissimilarity index:
0 to 39: Segregation occurs
40 to 54: Moderate Segregation occurs
55 to 100: High level of Segregation occurs

Racial/Ethnic Dissimilarity Index
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Chart B-1: Dissimilarity Index over time for the Jurisdiction
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Chart B-2: Dissimilarity Index over time for the Region

Racial/Ethnic Dissimilarity Index
Ethnicity
1990
2000
2010
(Anderson, IN CDBG, HOME) Jurisdiction
Non-White/White
60.19
43.47
33.27
Black/White
65.62
51.84
40.78
Hispanic/White
22.09
28.51
32.02
Asian or Pacific Islander/White
27.28
21.39
21.08
(Indianapolis-Carmel-Anderson, IN) Region
Non-White/White
67.55
59.86
52.04
Black/White
74.66
70.64
64.22
Hispanic/White
26.31
43.45
47.08
Asian or Pacific Islander/White
39.19
39.04
39.79

2016
37.74
46.68
34.67
31.10
56.53
68.93
49.81
46.33

Table B-1: Dissimilarity Index over time for the Jurisdiction and Region
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Summary
Since 1990, the overall dissimilarity index in the City of Anderson for the White/non-White
population has decreased, moving from a “high level of segregation occur” to “segregation
occurs,” as defined by HUD’s categories. The change indicates that more White, non-Hispanic
population settled in neighborhoods with non-White people than historically demonstrated (see
Table B-1).

The Black/White dissimilarity index has also decreased from a high level of Segregation to a
moderate level of Segregation. There was a slight uptick in the DI from 2010 to 2016.
While White/non-White and Black/White DI have decreased since 1990, the Hispanic/White and
Asian or Pacific Islander (API)/White DIs have both experienced a minor increase. Both
dissimilarity indices are still within the category with the lowest level of Segregation (see Table
B-1).

Regionally, the trends are similar. The non-White/White DI for the Region trended downward,
dropping about 12 points from 1990 to 2016 but remained in the “high level of segregation”
category. The Black/White DI also decreased by about five points and remained in the “high level
of segregation occurs” group.
The Hispanic/White DI in the Region increased significantly since 1990, moving from
“segregation occurs” to the upper end of the “moderate segregation occurs” category. It is also
essential to consider the increase in the population of this racial/ethnic group in the Region. On
Page 33, Tables A-1 and A-2 show that the Hispanic population in the Region grew from about
2,600 to over 112,000, or about 4200%. In the City of Anderson, the population grew from 373
in 1990 to 2,646 in 2016, or by 700%. The data show that as the population increased from 1990
to 2016, so did the levels of Segregation.
The Asian or Pacific Islander/White DI also increased from 1990 to 2016. In 1990, the DI was at
39.19, or the very top of the lowest category of Segregation. It increased by just over 7 points
and placed the Asian or Pacific Islander/White DI squarely in the “moderate segregation occurs”
group.
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Identify areas in the Jurisdiction and Region with relatively high segregation and
integration by race/ethnicity, national origin, or LEP group and indicate the
predominant group living in each area.

The maps and analysis below supplement the HUD-provided dissimilarity index by identifying
potential disparities in racial composition and other group characteristics. The supplemental data
helps to explain which census tracts experience increased Segregation and potential housing
challenges.
To gauge levels of Segregation in jurisdictions and regions, HUD uses a dissimilarity index (DI). DI
is a conventional measure that assesses the degree of residential Segregation between two
groups. The higher the dissimilarity index value, the greater the level of Segregation. The index
value ranges from 0 (low Segregation) to 100 (high Segregation).
In its most recent calculation (2016), the City of Anderson, as a whole, registered the following
D.I.s:
Non-White/White DI: 37.74
Black/White DI: 46.68
Hispanic/White DI: 34.67
Asian or Pacific Islander/White DI: 31.10
Below are maps that show the relative segregation/integration of each of the racial/ethnic
categories.
Again, the following are the three categories defined in the dissimilarity index:
National Dissimilarity Indices:
0 to 39: Segregation occurs
40 to 54: Moderate Segregation occurs
55 to 100: High level of Segregation occurs
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Non-White/White Segregation

Map B-1: Non-White/White segregation pattern, City of Anderson, 2016.

The jurisdictional average for the non-White/White category in Anderson is 84.10%, which
indicates that throughout most of the City, about 84% of residents are White. The census tracts
in yellow have approximately 84.10%, White residents. The areas in red show areas of the City,
where even more than 84% of the population is White. The areas in green show the census
tracts where the White population is less than 84%. The darker the green, the fewer White
residents live in those areas.
Demonstrated in the dissimilarity index on page 78, the City of Anderson experiences
moderate levels of non-White/White Segregation. Map B-1 above illustrates this spatial trend
where White Segregation occurs around the central part of the City. There is a significantly
higher concentration of non-White populations on the west side, the downtown, and part of
the south-central area of the City. The predominant groups living in these areas are Black
(west side and downtown) and Hispanic (downtown and south-central). Relative integration
occurs in the City on the southwest side, the east-central area, and just south of downtown,
where the racial composition of the neighborhood appears comparable to the City’s overall
population (shown in yellow).
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Black/Non-Black Segregation

Map B-2: Black/non-Black segregation pattern, City of Anderson, 2016.

The jurisdictional average for the Black/non-Black category in Anderson is 10%, which indicates
that census tracts in yellow have about 10%, Black residents. The areas in red register a higher
non-Black population. The areas in green show the census tracts where the Black population is
higher than 10%.
Map B-2 reveals a large cluster of census tracts on the west side, the downtown region, and the
southern (name those tracts) parts of the City where the concentration of Black residents is at
least 40% greater than the proportion of Black residents of the City overall. A few integrated
areas, in yellow, show a percentage of Black residents similar to the one found in the City overall,
which is 10%
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Hispanic/Non-Hispanic Segregation

Map B-3: Hispanic/non-Hispanic segregation patterns, City of Anderson, 2016.

The jurisdictional average for the Hispanic/non-Hispanic category in Anderson is 3.68%, which
indicates census tracts in yellow have about 4% Hispanic residents. The areas in red register a
higher non-Hispanic population. The areas in green show the census tracts where the Hispanic
population is higher than 3.68%. The darker the green, the more Hispanic residents live in those
areas.
Map B-3 illustrates the spatial Segregation for the Hispanic population for Anderson. Clusters in
the central, east, and southeast parts of the City show a concentration of Hispanic people with
40% or more Segregation, 36 times greater than the jurisdictional average of just under 4%.
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Asian or Pacific Islander (API)/Non-Asian or Pacific Islander Segregation

Map B-4: API/non-API segregation patterns, City of Anderson, 2016.

The jurisdictional average for the API/non-API category in Anderson is 0.54%, which indicates
that census tracts in yellow have about 0.54%, API residents. The areas in red register a higher
non-API population. The areas in green show the census tracts where the API population is
higher than 0.54%. The darker the green, the more API residents live in those areas.
Map B-4 shows the Asian or Pacific Islander residents are relatively evenly distributed
throughout the City. There is a small area northeast of downtown and on the far southeast
corner of the City where the API concentration is 40% or higher than the jurisdictional average.
Another area on the far southwest side of the City also experiences higher than average
Segregation of the API population.
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Native American/Non-Native American Segregation

Map B-5: Native/non-Native segregation patterns, City of Anderson, 2016.

The jurisdictional average for the Native/non-Native category in Anderson is 0.21%, which means
that census tracts in yellow have about 0.21%, Native residents. The areas in red show a higher
non-Native population. The areas in green show the census tracts where the Native population is
higher than .21%. The darker the green, the more Native residents live in those areas.
It is important to remember that the incidence of the Native American population remains
relatively very low (less than 1%) compared to other racial/ethnic categories. Additionally, it’s
notable that many individuals report Native American heritage without having membership with
a particular federally recognized tribe, which can result in inflated numbers.
With these, Map B-5 shows that the Native American population is relatively evenly distributed
throughout most of the City, except for a few scattered census tracts.
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Regional Trends
Non-White/White Segregation

Map B-6: Non-White/White segregation pattern, Region, 2016.

The regional average for the non-White/White category is 79.98, slightly lower than the City, at
84.10. The percentages indicate that throughout most of the Region, White residents make up
about 80% of the neighborhood population. The census tracts in yellow have about 80%, White
residents. The areas in red show areas of the Region where even more than 80% of the
population is White. The areas in green show the census tracts where the White population is
less than 80%. The darker the green, the fewer White residents live in those areas. We see that
Marion County (Indianapolis) has more neighborhoods that have a higher non-White
population. Information from Tables A-1 & A-2 on Page 33 provide more information about the
racial/ethnic makeup of the Region.
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Black/non-Black Segregation

Map B-7: Black/non-Black segregation, Region, 2016.

The regional average for the Black/non-Black category is 11.93, slightly higher than the City, at
10%. The percentages indicate that throughout most of the Region, Black residents make up
about 12% of the neighborhood population. The census tracts in yellow have about 12%, Black
residents. The areas in red show areas of the Region where even more than 12% of the
population is non-Black. The areas in green show the census tracts where the Black population is
higher than 12%. The darker the green, the more Black residents live in those areas. We see that
Marion County (Indianapolis) has more neighborhoods that have a higher Black population.
Other areas of note include a few census tracts west of Marion County, near Plainfield, and in
Anderson. Information from Tables A-1 & A-2 on Page 33 has more information about the
racial/ethnic makeup of the Region.
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Hispanic/non-Hispanic Segregation

Map B-8: Hispanic/non-Hispanic segregation pattern, Region, 2016.

The regional average for the Hispanic/non-Hispanic category is 4.17, slightly higher than the
City’s 3.68%. The percentages indicate that throughout most of the Region, Hispanic residents
make up about 4% of neighborhood populations. The census tracts in yellow have about 4%
Hispanic residents. The areas in red show areas of the Region where even more than 4% of the
population is non-Hispanic. The areas in green show the census tracts where the Hispanic
population is higher than 4%. The darker the green, the more Hispanic residents live in those
areas. We see that Marion County (Indianapolis) has more neighborhoods that have a higher
Hispanic population. Other areas of note include a few census tracts west of Marion County,
near Plainfield, southeast in Shelbyville, areas in Lebanon, several larger areas in Hamilton
County, near Noblesville, and in Anderson. Information from Tables A-1 & A-2 on Page 33 has
more information about the racial/ethnic makeup of the Region.
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Asian or Pacific Islander (API)/non-API Segregation

Map B-9: API/non-API segregation patterns, Region, 2016.

The regional average for the API/non-API category is 1.9, which is higher than the City’s 0.54%.
The percentages indicate that throughout most of the Region, API residents make up about 2%
of neighborhood populations. The census tracts in yellow have about 2%, API residents. The
areas in red show areas of the Region where even more than 2% of the population is non-API.
The areas in green show the census tracts where the API population is higher than 2%. The
darker the green, the more API residents live in those areas. The outer rim of Marion County
and the inner donut around Marion County has many neighborhoods that have a higher API
population. Other areas of note include Shelbyville, Plainfield, Greenwood Noblesville, and
Anderson. Information from Tables A-1 & A-2 on Page 33 has more information about the
racial/ethnic makeup of the Region.
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Native/non-Native Segregation

Map B-9: Native American/non-Native American segregation patterns, Region, 2016.

The regional average for the Native American/non-Native American category is .19, which is just
slightly higher than the City’s .21%. The percentages indicate that throughout most of the
Region, Native American residents make up about 0.2% of neighborhood populations. The
census tracts in yellow have about 0.2% Native American residents. The areas in red show areas
of the Region where even more than 0.2% of the population is non- Native American. The areas
in green show the census tracts where the Native American population is higher than 0.2%. The
darker the green, the more Native American residents live in those areas. Information from
Tables A-1 & A-2 on Page 33 has more information about the racial/ethnic makeup of the
Region.
It is important to remember that the incidence of the Native American population remains
relatively very low (less than 1%) compared to other racial/ethnic categories. Additionally, it’s
notable that many individuals report Native American heritage without having membership
with a particular federally recognized tribe, which can result in inflated numbers. With these,
Map B90

9 shows that the Native American population is relatively evenly distributed throughout most of
the Region, except for a few scattered census tracts.
LEP Spatial Patterns of Segregation
The top five languages spoken by individuals with limited English proficiency (LEP) in the City of
Anderson are Spanish, Portuguese, German, Arabic, and French, as demonstrated in the table
below:

Language
Spanish
Portuguese
Arabic
German
French
Korean
Japanese
Tagalog
Chinese
Other Indic Language

Total #
Percent
LEP - Jurisdiction
733
1.40%
57
0.11%
29
0.06%
29
0.06%
21
0.04%
21
0.04%
20
0.04%
16
0.03%
15
0.03%
11
0.02%

Table B-2 shows the percentage of LEP individuals
who speak another primary language in City, 2016.

HUD asks for an analysis of their spatial patterns of Segregation, as illustrated in the maps below.
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Map B-10: Show the concentration of individuals with LEP whose primarily language is
Spanish.

Map B-11: Show the concentration of individuals with LEP whose primarily language is
Portuguese.
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Map B-12: Show the concentration of individuals with LEP whose primarily language is
German.

Map B-13: Show the concentration of individuals with LEP whose primarily language is Arabic.
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Map B-14: Show the concentration of individuals with LEP whose primarily language is
French.

Summary
By far, Spanish is the most commonly spoken language among individuals with LEP in the City.
The predominance of this primary language is consistent with the areas of the City that
individuals with a national origin of a Spanish-speaking country settle, and where people were
reporting Hispanic as their race/ethnicity. The data presents opportunities for service providers
and housing agencies to work with the Spanish-speaking communities to meet their housing and
social service needs.
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Predominant Groups Living in Integrated and Segregated Areas
Category 7: Non-White share 40% or higher than Jurisdiction

Map B-15: Category 7 Census Tracts in the City of Anderson; 40% or more of the
residents living in the shaded area are non-white
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Category 7: 40% or Greater Non-White Share
Number Census Tracts
White
Black
Hispanic
Asian or Pacific Islander
Native American
AMI @ 30%
AMI @ 50%
AMI @ 80%
Percent LEP
LEP Language Spoken
% Foreign Born
Country of Origin
Renters
Homeowners

5
53.40%
36.68%
6.34%
0.24%
0.24%
24.48%
16.53%
12.70%
1.49%
Spanish
2.39%
Mexico
45.28%
54.72%

Table B-2: Category 7 Demographic Information

The map above shows the areas of the City, which have the highest concentration of people of
color (non-White). The census tracts represented here include tracts 4, 5, 17, 119, and 120.
The table next to the maps shows there are 5 census tracts with greater than 40% non-white
residents across the City. Approximately 53% of the residents in these areas are White, and
about 37% are Black, and 6% are Hispanic. Less than 1% are Native American or Asian or Pacific
Islander. The area median income is this area is $35,985 (2016-18 estimates by household). 24%
of households live at or below 30% of the median income, or $10,786; 16.53% of households live
at or below 50% of the median income, or $17,993; and about 13% live at or below 80% of the
AMI, or $28,788. About 1.5% of the residents in the census tracts are people with LEP, and the
most prevalently spoke language among those individuals in Spanish. Just over 2% of the
residents in theses 5 census tracts are foreign-born, and their predominant country of origin is
Mexico. In the 5 census tracts, 45% of households rent their homes, and 55% are homeowners.
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Category 6: Non-White share 30% to <40% greater than Jurisdiction
There are no census tracts within the City that fall in within the Category 6 limits.

Category 5: Non-White share 20% to <30% greater than Jurisdiction

There are no census tracts within the City that fall in within the Category 6 limits.
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Category 4: Non-White share 10% to <20% greater than Jurisdiction

Map B-16: Category 4 Census Tracts in the City of Anderson; 10-20% or more of the
residents living in the shaded area are non-white
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Category 4: 10-20% or Greater Non-White Share
Number Census Blocks
White
Black
Hispanic
Asian or Pacific Islander
Native American
AMI @ 30%
AMI @ 50%
AMI @ 80%
Percent LEP
LEP Language Spoken
% Foreign Born
Country of Origin
Renters
Homeowners

2
78.70%
10.06%
7.99%
0.26%
0.28%
32.24%
16.96%
14.23%
2.11%
Spanish
2.80%
Mexico
52.55%
47.45%

Table B-3: Category 4 Demographic Information

The table above shows there is two census tracts in this category across the City. In these areas,
approximately 79% of the residents in this area are White, about 10% are Black, about 8% are
Hispanic, and less than 1% are Asian or Pacific Islander or Native American. The area median
income is this area is $35,985 (2016-18 estimates by household). About 32% of households live
at or below 30% of the median income, or $10,786; nearly 17% of households live at or below
50% of the median income, or $17,993; and about 14% live at or below 80% of the AMI, or
$28,788. Just over 2% of the residents of this area are people with LEP, and the most prevalently
spoke language among those individuals in Spanish. Almost 3% of the residents in these two
tracts are foreign-born, and their predominant country of origin is Mexico. In these three block
groups, about 53% of households rent their homes, and about 47% are homeowners.
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Category 3: Non-White share 10% to <0% greater than Jurisdiction

Map B-17: Category 3 Census Tracts in the City of Anderson; 40% or more of the
residents living in the shaded area are non-white
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Category 3: 0-10% or Greater Non-White Share
Number Census Blocks
White
Black
Hispanic
Asian or Pacific Islander
Native American
AMI @ 30%
AMI @ 50%
AMI @ 80%
Percent LEP
LEP Language Spoken
% Foreign Born
Country of Origin
Renters
Homeowners

2
79.64%
5.85%
11.41%
0.24%
0.39%
24.93%
22.20%
19.03%
2.59%
Spanish
2.15%
Mexico
57.10%
42.90%

Table B-3: Category 3 Demographic Information

The table above shows that there are two census tracts in this category across the City. In this
area, about 80% of the residents in this area are White, about 6% are Black, about 11% are
Hispanic, and less than 1% are Asian or Pacific Islander or Native American. The area median
income is this area is $35,985 (2016-18 estimates by household). About 25% of households live
at or below 30% of the median income, or $10,786; about 22% of households live at or below
50% of the median income, or $17,993; and about 19% live at or below 80% of the AMI, or
$28,788.Nearly 3% of the residents of this area are people with LEP and the most prevalently
spoken language among the LEP individuals in Spanish. Just over 2% of the residents in these
four census tracts are foreign-born, and their predominant country of origin is Mexico. In the
census tracts about 57% of households rent their homes, and 43% are homeowners.
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Category 2: Non-White share similar to the Jurisdiction

There are no census tracts within the City that fall in within the Category 2 limits.
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Category 1: White share greater than Jurisdiction

Map B-18: Category 1 Census Tracts in the City of Anderson; most of the residents
living in the shaded areas are White.
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Category 1: White Share Greater Than Jurisdiction
Number Census Blocks
White
Black
Hispanic
Asian or Pacific Islander
Native American
AMI @ 30%
AMI @ 50%
AMI @ 80%
Percent LEP
LEP Language Spoken
% Foreign Born
Country of Origin
Renters
Homeowners

15
90.29%
5.24%
2.09%
0.60%
0.19%
11.98%
12.60%
11.62%
1.03%
Spanish
1.14%
Mexico
27.42%
72.58%

Table B4: Category 1 Demographic Information

The table above shows there 15 census tracts in Category 1 across the City, by far the largest
of any single category. In this area, over 90% of the residents are White, only about 5% are
Black, about 2% are Hispanic, and less than 1% are Asian or Pacific Islander or Native American.
The area median income is this area is $35,985 (2016-18 estimates by household). Almost 12%
of households live at or below 30% of the median income, or $10,786; nearly 13% of
households live at or below 50% of the median income, or $17,993; and almost 12% live at or
below 80% of the AMI, or $28,788. Just over 1% of the residents of this area are people with
LEP, and the most prevalently spoken language among LEP individuals in Spanish. Only about
1% of the residents in the 15 census tracts are foreign-born, and their predominant country of
origin is Mexico. In the 15 census tracts, only 27% of households rent their homes, and 73% are
homeowners.
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Summary
Analysis of the above data, charts, and maps show that the City is moderately segregated. There
are 14 census tracts with highly concentrated areas of non-White residents (Category 7, pages
95-96) and 15 census tracts with higher than average concentrations of White residents
(Category 1, pages 103-104). Very few census tracts or neighborhoods (only 4 out of a total of
24) fall in between these two extremes.
The block groups in Category 7 show higher incidences of people living at the lower Area Median
Income categories, having limited English proficiency (LEP), higher foreign-born rates, higher
rates of renting, and lower rates of homeownership. In sum, people who live in areas with higher
levels of segregation are also more likely to live in poverty, have their first language be
something other than English, be born outside of the U.S., and have lower rates of
homeownership.
Conversely, moving toward the Category 1 block groups, there are lower incidences of people
living in poverty, having lower incidences of LEP, foreign-born rates, lower rates of renting, and
higher rates of homeownership.
Most every community finds that residents who have greater wealth and assets, and those who
do not are spatially and racially fragmented, the City of Anderson is also subject to this divide.
The spatial and racial fragmentation indicates ample opportunities to work, especially within the
Categories 7 areas to provide additional housing and other supportive services critical to
uplifting an entire community.
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3

Explain how these segregation levels and patterns in the Jurisdiction have changed
over time (since 1990).

From 1990 to 2016, the level of non-White/White Segregation in Anderson decreased
significantly. As measured by the dissimilarity index, it decreased by about 22 points. Regionally,
Segregation decreased but at a much lower rate, approximately 12 points.
The level of Black/White segregation decreased in Anderson from 1990 to 2016 by nearly 19
points from 65.62 to 46.68. However, the Black/White dissimilarity index values remained
substantially higher than any other racial or ethnic group comparison in any year. Regionally, the
Black/White segregation level declined but not as significant as within the City (about 12 points).
Between 1990 and 2016, as the Hispanic population increased significantly, the City’s
Hispanic/White dissimilarity index increased approximately 12 points. Regionally, the
Hispanic/White dissimilarity index nearly doubled from 26.31 to 49.81. This indicates that people
of Hispanic origin may face increased levels of housing discrimination in the Region.
Levels of Asian or Pacific Islander/White segregation dipped between 1990 and 2000 in
Anderson; however, there was nearly a 10-point increase between 2010 and 2016. Regionally,
the dissimilarity index for the Asian or Pacific Islander/White population has remained higher
than in the City and has trended slightly upward since 1990.

Ethnicity
Non-White/White
Black/White
Hispanic/White
Asian or Pacific Islander/White
Non-White/White
Black/White
Hispanic/White
Asian or Pacific Islander/White

1990
2000
Anderson, IN
60.19
43.47
65.62
51.84
22.09
28.51
27.28
21.39
Region
67.55
59.86
74.66
70.64
26.31
43.45
39.19
39.04

2010

2016

33.27
40.78
32.02
21.08

37.74
46.68
34.67
31.10

52.04
64.22
47.08
39.79

56.53
68.93
49.81
46.33

Table B-4: Dissimilartiy Index values for various racial/ethnic groups over time
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As indicated in the tables and charts below, the foreign-born population has grown both within
the City and the Region from 1990 to 2016. At the same time, limited English proficiency has also
increased, more severely within the Region than within the City of Anderson. Both regionally and
within the City, the non-White/White and Black/non-Black dissimilarity indices have gone down.
In contrast, the Hispanic/non-Hispanic and API/non-API dissimilarity indices have gone up. The
dissimilarity index may indicate that as more people migrate from other countries such as
Mexico, China, and India (the most popular countries of origin), they might experience increasing
levels of Segregation. The migration trend provides opportunities for housing and service
providers to work closely with the emerging communities to ensure housing choices and
services needed to integrate new residents to the City and embrace their unique cultural
heritage.

Foreign-Born Population in Anderson
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Chart B-3: Percentage of foreign-born individuals over time in the Jurisdiction

Foreign-Born Population in Region
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Chart B-4: Percentage of foreign-born individuals over time in the Region

2016
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Country of Origin
Mexico
China excl. Hong Kong & Taiwan
Germany
Brazil
Cuba
Korea
Guatemala
Kenya
Philippines
England
India
Burma
Honduras
Nigeria
El Salvador

Total #
Percent
Jurisdiction
816
1.55%
216
0.41%
112
0.21%
65
0.12%
57
0.11%
44
0.08%
43
0.08%
33
0.06%
32
0.06%
29
0.06%
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*
*

Total #
Percent
Region
38,949
2.19%
4,695
0.26%
2,133
0.12%
*
*
*
*
2,358
0.13%
*
*
*
*
2,344
0.13%
*
*
11999
0.68%
3694
0.21%
2877
0.16%
2512
0.14%
2,399
0.14%

Table B-4: Total Number and Percentage of National Origin in the Jurisdiction and the Region
in 2016

1990
Total
521
21,395

2000
2010
2016
Foreign-born Residents in Anderson, IN Jurisdiction
Percent
Total
Percent
Total
Percent
Total
Percent
0.87%
1,045
1.75%
1,444
2.57%
1,776
3.16%
Foreign-born Residents in Indianapolis-Carmel-Anderson, IN Region
1.54%

54,883

3.31%

104,854

5.55%

117,885

6.24%

Table B-5: Numbers and percent of foreign-born individuals over time in the Jurisdiction and Region.

LEP Increase Over Time for City & Region
4.00%
3.00%
2.00%
1.00%
0.00%
1990 Trend

2000 Trend
Anderson

2010 Trend

2016

Region

Chart B-5: Percentage of foreign-born individuals over time in the Region
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Spatial patterns of Segregation over time, City of Anderson
The maps below show the City has become more segregated, with the non-White population
settling in the center of the City and White residents settling more in the areas around the city
center.

Map B-19: Non-White/White segregation
patterns, City of Anderson, 1990

Map B-20: Non-white/White segregation
patterns, City of Anderson, 2000

Map B-21: Non-White/White segregation
pattern, City of Anderson, 2016.
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Summary
As shown in the tables, charts, and maps above, the protected classes (race/ethnicity, LEP, and
foreign-born) have changed in the City and the Region significantly over time. Since 1990, the
foreign-born population has grown both within the City and the Region. The Hispanic population
has increased the most, and the degree of Segregation faced by the community has also
increased. At the same time, limited English proficiency (LEP) has also increased, more severely
within the Region than within the City of Anderson. Both regionally and within the City, the nonWhite/White and Black/non-Black dissimilarity indices have gone down, indicating decreasing
level of segregation between White and non-White residents, and Black and non-Black residents.
In contrast, the Hispanic/non-Hispanic and Asian or Pacific Islander (API)/non-API dissimilarity
indices have increased. The dissimilarity indices may indicate that as more people migrate from
places like Mexico, China, and India, they may experience increased levels of Segregation. The
migration trend provides opportunities for housing and service providers to work closely with
the emerging communities to ensure housing choices and provide supportive services needed to
integrate new residents to the City, learn about, and embrace the unique cultural heritages they
bring with them.
Since 1990, the City of Anderson has become more segregated, with the non-White population
settling in the center of the City and White residents settling more in the areas around the city
center. These areas of high segregation experience poverty at higher rates, and have lower rates
of homeownership.
The Black/White dissimilarity index (DI) has decreased from a high level of Segregation to a
moderate level of Segregation. There was a slight uptick in the DI from 2010 to 2016 (see Table
B-1, page 78).
While White/non-White and Black/White DI have decreased since 1990, the Hispanic/White and
Asian or Pacific Islander (API)/White DIs have both experienced a minor increase. Both
dissimilarity indices are still within the category with the lowest level of Segregation (see Table
B-1, page 78).

The residents experiencing the most apparent segregation patterns in the City of Anderson are
the Black and White residents, as indicated by a DI of 46.68, which further indicates a moderate
level of segregation.
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Making sure the people of America are counted in the Census has rarely been as important as it is
today. The 2020 Census will impact virtually every aspect of American life for the next decade,
until the year 2030. It will inform the distribution of $8 trillion in federalfunds to cities and states.
The data obtained in the 2020 Census will fund a wide range of social services from education,
healthcare,to homelessness, housing, CDBG, and HOME funding, and beyond. Long after
COVID 19 pandemic is over, American households, healthcare, and social service
providers, school systems, and communities will need the funding allocated
and distributed based on the data collected in the 2020 Census.
October 31, 2020, is the last day of the count. Get Counted Today!

CLICK HERE TO COMPLETE THE CENSUS QUESTIONNAIRE:
HTTPS://2020CENSUS.GOV/EN.HTML
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