
Miami Valley 
Regional Planning Commission

Dayton, Ohio USA
www.mvrpc.org

CEDARVILLE

SPRING

JAMESTOWN

BOWERSVILLE

BELLBROOK

XENIA

VALLEY

BEAVERCREEK

SPRINGS
YELLOW

CLIFTON
FAIRBORN

BATH

SUGARCREEK

MIAMI

NEW JASPER

ROSS

XENIA

SPRING VALLEY
JEFFERSON

CEDARVILLE

XENIA

SUGARCREEK

BEAVERCREEK

CAESARSCREEK

BATH

SPRING
VALLEY SILVERCREEK

WPAFB

BATH

M
AD

IS
O

N

M
O

N
TG

O
M

E
R

Y
 C

O
U

N
TY

FA
Y

ET
TE

 C
O

U
N

TY

C
O

U
N

TY
WARREN COUNTY

CLINTON COUNTY

CLARK COUNTY

FRANKLIN

CARLISLE

PLEASANT
HILL

MILTON

TIPP

PIQUA

WEST

COVINGTON

BRADFORD

FALLS
LUDLOWLAURA

TROY

FLETCHER

CASSTOWN

CITYPOTSDAM

HEIGHTS
HUBER

WASHINGTON

UNION

LOSTCREEK

ELIZABETH

NEWBERRY

STAUNTON

NEWTON

MONROE

WASHINGTON

CONCORD

SPRINGCREEK BROWN

BETHEL

CONCORD

SHELBY COUNTY

C
H

A
M

P
AI

G
N

 C
O

U
N

TY

D
A

R
K

E
 C

O
U

N
TY

MONTGOMERY COUNTY

C
LA

R
K

 C
O

U
N

TY

NEW LEBANON

CENTERVILLE

MORAINE

GERMANTOWN

FARMERSVILLE

BROOKVILLE

PHILLIPSBURG UNION

HUBER HEIGHTS

VANDALIA

KETTERING

DAYTON
DAYTON

MIAMISBURG

CARLISLE

WEST

OAKWOOD

ENGLEWOOD

CARROLLTON

DAYTON

DAYTON

DAYTON

DAYTON

VERONA

RIVER-
SIDE

RIVERSIDE

RIVER-
SIDE

TROTWOOD

CLAYTON

CLAYTON

SPRINGBORO

PERRY

JACKSON

CLAY

JEFFERSON

MIAMI

MIAMI
WASHINGTON

GERMAN

BUTLER

BUTLER

BUTLER

HARRISON

WASHINGTON
MIAMI

WPAFB

HARRISON

BUTLER COUNTY

G
R

E
E

N
E

 C
O

U
N

TYP
R

E
B

LE
 C

O
U

N
T Y

DARKE CO.

MIAMI COUNTY

WARREN COUNTY

T
ra

ns
po

rt
at

io
n

Source: U.S. Census 2000 & MVRPC 2030
Long Range Transportation Plan

Date: November 2004
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This map was part of a larger effort to identify concentrations of disadvantaged populations in the
region, in order to assess their travel times.

Three scenarios were developed: 2000 Base conditions depict the existing transportation network; 2030
Existing plus Committed (2030 E+C) includes all projects currently funded in the Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP); and 2030 Plan includes all projects currently in the Congestion
Management System (CMS) list.

Population in poverty is defined as persons in families with income below the poverty threshold, and the 
number of unrelated individuals with incomes below the poverty thresholds. Poverty thresholds vary by 
family size and composition and age of householder.

Population in Poverty by County
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No Population/No Data 

Poverty Percentage by County

Miami County                  5.98%
Greene County                 7.40%
Montgomery County        9.77%
Warren County                 3.68%


