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HISTORY

Long before Mississippi gained statehood,
Clinton was an Indian agency known as Mount
Dexter. In 1823, Walter Leake, who would
later become Mississippi’s third governor, built
his home in the area naming the home Mount
Salus. The settlement around his home soon
became known as Mount Salus.

In the fall of 1828, the town’s name was
changed to Clinton for Dewitt Clinton who was
the current Governor of New York. The follow-
ing year, the town narrowly missed by one vote
being selected as the state capital.

Clinton is also home of Mississippi College
which was founded as Hampstead Academy in
1826. The name was changed to Mississippi
College by an act of the state legislature in
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The Comprehensive Plan defines a common vision of Clinton’s future, using citizen input to shape
the plan and build on the community’s strengths while addressing opportunities for change. The
plan is intended to build on Clinton’s rich heritage found in its humble beginning as a settlement
once called Mount Salus to the current vibrant city of over twenty-five thousand people and
home to Mississippi’s oldest college.

PURPOSE OF THE PLAN

The purpose of this Comprehensive Plan is to
serve as a general and long-range policy guide
to decision-making for the City of Clinton. The
Planis “comprehensive” in that it includes all of
the City’s geographical areas and service func-
tions that sustain or support the City’s physical
development. The Planis “long-range” in that it
looks beyond the City’s immediate conditions
and issues to the City’s future (20 to 25 years)
needs and potential. The Planis “general” in
that recommendations, proposals, and policies
are summarized rather than detailed. The Plan
often indicates approximate locations rather
than exact locations. Many recommendations
and proposals are conceptual ideas, intended
to spur further discussion and thought. Some
of the illustrations and photos are of this na-
ture.

City officials recognize the importance of plan-
ning in making effective decisions concerning
the City’s future. This Plan is a result of exten-
sive study into existing development patterns
as well as population and the economy. This
Plan should, however, be reviewed and updat-
ed periodically (every 5 to 10 years) in order
for it to remain current and be effective.

Comprehensive Plans are often times seen as
ameans to an end. If a county or municipality
wants to have zoning regulations, then they
must have a comprehensive plan that meets
the requirements outlined in the State Code.

From a planning perspective, the comprehen-
sive plan is much more than that. With today’s
technology, a comprehensive plan can also be a
valuable economic development tool. The use
of online surveys, GIS map viewers and Story
Maps can help local governments better collect
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public input into the planning process and ulti-
mately produces a plan that engages the public
and serves as a useful marketing and economic
development tool. When released in Story
Map form, a comprehensive plan is accessible
from any computer, tablet, or web-enabled
mobile device. To view this plan in Story Map
format visit www.clintonms.org.

ELEMENTS OF THE PLAN

Section 17-1-1 of the Mississippi Code defines
a Comprehensive Plan as follows: “..a state-
ment of policy for the physical development of
the entire municipality or county adopted by
resolution of the governing body..” The Code
goes on to state that a comprehensive plan
must include a minimum of four components
in order to comply with the statute. These
components are long-range goals and objec-
tives, a land use plan, a transportation plan,
and a community facilities plan. This Plan goes
beyond the required elements by including a
separate chapter for the following topics: pub-
licinput, population projections, and economic
development. The goals and objectives are
found throughout this Plan as they pertain to
the other elements as contained herein.

The goals and objectives of a comprehensive
plan are made with respect to the future.
Long-range community development plans
help a community identify what it desires to

—

achieve in the future. Section 17-1-1 of the
Mississippi Code requires that the goals and
objectives section of the plan address residen-
tial, commercial, and industrial development
as well as parks, open space, and recreation.
Additionally, street and road improvements,
public schools, and community facilities must
be considered.

Chapter One contains the Public Input section.
An important part of the planning process is to
solicit citizen input. In an effort to gain input
from the public, a short online survey was con-
ducted and a public meeting was held.

The next chapter addresses Existing Demo-
graphics Characteristics and Population Pro-
jections. It provides information that is used
to develop population, employment, and other
projections used in other chapters.

The third chapter addresses Economic Devel-
opment in Clinton. Labor force and existing
business inventory were analyzed to gain an
accurate picture of the economic conditions
present in the City.

The fourth chapter of this Comprehensive Plan
is the Community Facilities Plan. Used as a ba-
sis for making capital improvement decisions,
the community facilities plan includes: housing,
schools, parks and recreation, public buildings
and facilities, utilities and drainage.
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Chapter Five addresses the Transportation
Plan. This Plan classifies all existing and pro-
posed streets, roads and highways and shows
them on a Major Thoroughfares Map. The
Transportation Plan covers the same time peri-
od that the Land Use Plan covers. The Planin-
cludes arterial, collector and local streets, and
roads and highways, as defined by minimum
rights-of-way and surface width requirements.

Chapter Six of this Comprehensive Plan is the
Land Use Plan. This Plan designates the antic-
ipated distribution and extent of land uses for
residential, commercial, industrial, and other
categories of land usage. This chapter of the
Plan contains projections of land use for the
community.

A comprehensive plan is not a legal tool; how-
ever, because it forms the basis for the zoning
ordinance, the subdivision regulations, and
other implementation documents, it does carry
some legal weight. The plan should serve as a
guide for consideration of amendments to the
Zoning Ordinance, the Official Zoning Map, the
Subdivision Ordinance, the Capital Improve-
ments Program, and the Capital Improvements

E Clinton, Ms Viewer

Budget. The Land Use Mapin the Plan is in-
tended to indicate broad categories of land for
future development. To be useful for zoning,
the land use map attempts to delineate exact
boundaries wherever possible.

WEB-BASED GIS MAPPING VIEWER

As part of the development of the Comprehen-
sive Plan for Clinton, the CMPDD created a in-
teractive web-based GIS (Geographic Informa-
tion Systems) mapping application and viewer.
With this internet based GIS viewing tool,
users are able to pick and choose which back-
ground map and data layer(s) they wish view
from a menu of available information. This
new service will allow accessibility to numer-
ous informational data layers including aerial
imagery, topography, existing land use, the land
use plan, the transportation plan, water lines,
recreational features/facilities, demographic
data, land ownership, flood zones, and zoning.
A link to the viewer can be found on the City’s
website at www.clintonms.org.
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As noted in the Introduction, a comprehensive
plan serves as a policy guide for the physical
and economic development of the community.
Itis to be used in making decisions regarding
rezoning, variances, conditional uses, and site
plan review. It may also be used to aid in locat-
ing business, industries, and public facilities.

Community planning does not attempt to
replace market forces of supply, demand, and
price but to shape and channel market forces
by establishing certain rules for development
and conservation. A community plan should
foster growth policies that enhance the com-
munity. For example, haphazard growth is
unsightly and wasteful of space and public
facilities, which results in higher public costs
and property tax increases. Planning seeks to
reduce these unnecessary costs.

According to state law, zoning and other land
use regulations must be based upon a com-
prehensive plan. This means that zoning and
subdivision regulations, at a minimum, must
conform to the local comprehensive plan. The
implication is that comprehensive plans must
precede land use regulations in preparation
and adoption. Regulations that are consistent
with, or conform to, a comprehensive plan
must be consistent with each element of the
plan. Even though there is generally not an ex-
act match between the land use plan map and
the zoning map, the two should mirror each
other as closely as possible.

The reason for such consistency or compatibil-
ity is that the courts are likely to uphold land
use decisions when these decisions are based
on plans.

The goals and objectives element of the Plan
gives the governing authority written, consis-
tent policies about how the community should
develop. The Plan enables the legislative body
to make decisions on development matters, us-
ing a unified set of general, long range policies.
The Plan is supposed to serve as a practical
working guide to the governing body in making
decisions.

The governing body uses the Comprehensive
Plan to take action on two types of physical
development matters: 1) measures which are
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specifically designed to implement the com-
prehensive plan (zoning ordinance, subdivision
regulations, capital improvements program
and budget, the official zoning map, and de-
velopment plans), and 2) other measures that
routinely require legislative approval (rezoning
cases, special use permits/special exception/
conditional use permits, variance applications,
subdivision plats, street closing, site acqui-
sitions, and public works projects. For both
types, the Plan should at least be consulted to
see if the Plan speaks specifically to the matter
or provides any guidance as to how the matter
should be handled. It should be remembered
that the Plan may not indicate what action to
take, nor will it answer all the questions that
come before the governing body. It is not
supposed to; its purpose is to serve as a gener-
alized guide to making development decisions.

USE OF THE PLAN

The proponent or applicant for a zoning change
must show that the proposed change is in
conformance with the Comprehensive Plan.
The applicant must also show that thereis a
public need for the kind of change in question,
and that the need will be best served by chang-
ing the zoning classification of the property in
question.

Usually, a rezoning’s conformance or non-
conformance can be quickly established by
looking at the land use plan map. The colored
designations of land use categories on the map
should follow specific boundaries to be useful
as a decision-making guide. Arbitrarily drawn
land use boundaries can make it difficult to
determine into which map section a particular
piece of property falls. If the property falls on
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or near the boundary between a conforming
and a nonconforming land use category on the
Land Use Plan, the applicant should make a
case that his particular proposal is consistent
with the Plan to the nearest natural topograph-
ical boundary, or to the nearest street or prop-
erty line. The applicant should also establish
conformance with both the map and text, if
possible, and it is important that both the plan
and the facts showing conformance be placed
into the record of the hearing.

NONCONFORMANCE TO THE PLAN
AND PLAN AMENDMENTS

If the proposed change does not conform to

the Plan, the Plan must be amended before the
requested change in zoning classification can be
approved. For all practical purposes, if an ap-
plicant submits a plan amendment application
to change the designation of a parcel of land, he
should also submit a rezoning application. The
application should explain exactly why a plan
amendment and zoning map amendment are
needed. The reason is that the Planning Com-
mission should be informed as to the intent of
the plan amendment so that they can make an
informed decision. Most proposed plan amend-
ments are in pursuit of rezoning.

All development proposals, as well as proposed
rezonings, should not only be reviewed in light
of the standards set forth in the zoning ordi-
nance, but also according to each individual
element of the Plan. The goals and objectives
should be checked against the proposal to
determine if there is any conflict. The Land
Use Plan must be checked to determine if the
proposed rezoning is in conformance with the
designated land use category. For example, if a
proposed rezoning to a multi-family district is
indicated, then the Land Use Plan must show a
high density classification for that site. The pro-
posed rezoning must not be in conflict with the
Transportation Plan’s recommendations, nor
with those of the Community Facilities Plan,
both of which relate to capital improvements.

IMPLEMENTATION DEVICES

Once the Plan has been prepared and adopt-
ed, it should be implemented. There are three

primary means or devices commonly used

to implement comprehensive plans; zoning
ordinances, subdivision regulations, and cap-
ital improvements programs. Other devices
include official maps and specific area develop-
ment plans such as a downtown plan or neigh-
borhood plans. Comprehensive plans should
be reviewed each year to determine if revi-
sions are needed. Plans should be completely
revised or rewritten every five to ten years to
take advantage of changes that have occurred
and to use current information.

Comprehensive plans can and should be used
for concurrency plans. This is a concept that
adequate infrastructure should be in place
before development is allowed to occur or as a
condition of rezoning. Otherwise, what often
happens is that when infrastructure is inad-
equate to support development, the existing
facilities are overwhelmed and the cost of
bringing the infrastructure up to standard can
be difficult and quite expensive. It is better to
have adequate infrastructure in place before
development takes place. This becomes a mat-
ter of timing.

PREVIOUS PLANS

The City of Clinton has a long history of ac-
tively planning for the future of the City and
implementing plans through the use of land use
controls such as zoning. The first Comprehen-
sive Plan for the City of Clinton was adopted

in 1968. The Central Mississippi Planning and
Development District (CMPDD) developed
subsequent Comprehensive Plans that were
adopted in 1989 and 2007.
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GENERAL GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

The Clinton Comprehensive Plan begins with a set of general goals. These are followed by more
specific goals in the following chapters: Public Input, Economic Development, Community Facili-
ties, Transportation Plan, and Land Use Plan.

Among other things, this Comprehensive Plan is designed to:

improve transportation;

improve public safety;

encourage economic development;

prevent the overcrowding of land;

continue to promote the high quality of living within Clinton and the surrounding areas.

GOAL: To provide for an orderly arrangement of land uses in Clinton.

OBJECTIVE: To encourage proper land use patterns and to enforce zoning laws to insure compat-
ibility of land uses. To provide a mechanism through which development and redevelopment will
be in accordance with the City’s Land Use Plan.

OBJECTIVE: To recognize the desirability for separation of land uses into compatible types.

OBJECTIVE: To grade land uses by type, character, intensity and orientation with particular em-
phasis on the relationship between adjacent residential and commercial uses.

OBJECTIVE: To separate incompatible land uses and require buffering to reduce possible con-
flicts where different land use classifications adjoin.

GOAL: To guide and direct the development of the foreseeable future into desirable forms and
patterns rather than inefficient sprawl.

OBJECTIVE: To prevent the inefficient use of land. By using the Comprehensive Plan as a guide to
development, the desired land use pattern will be produced.

OBJECTIVE: To promote orderly expansion of urban growth to provide efficient use of resources.

OBJECTIVE: To coordinate land uses so as to create and maintain a functional and appealing
image for the City.

OBJECTIVE: To protect and preserve property values.
GOAL: To use the Comprehensive Plan as a guide to future development.

OBJECTIVE: To make citizens, property owners and developers aware of the plan and its policies
and recommendations.
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GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

GOAL: To seek out and incorporate input OBJECTIVE: To make citizens, property

from all citizens and stakeholders into the owners and developers aware of the plan and

Comprehensive Plan in order to develop a provide them an opportunity to participate in

plan that serves the needs of the community. the development of its policies and recommen-
dations.

Q1 Why did you choose to live in Clinton?
Please select any that apply.

Answered: 533 Skipped: 0
Housing Prices

Property Values

Proximity to
Family

Proximity to
Recreational...

Proximity to
Work

Quality of Life

Safety, Crime
Rates

Schools

Small Town
Atmosphere

Other: Please
respond in t...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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An important part of the planning process is and pedestrian facilities, and other areas of

seeking public input. For a plan to be truly concern. The public was asked to participate
community driven, feedback and input from by advertising the survey on the City’s website
citizens and other stakeholders must be con- and Facebook page, and also through an email
sidered. During the early stages of develop- blast.

ment of this Plan, an online survey was con-
ducted. The survey contained eleven questions
related to why people choose to live in Clinton,
options for shopping and recreation, bicycle

In an effort to receive additional input and also
reach a broader demographic, the City then
advertised and held a public meeting where
planners utilized interactive polling tools and

City of Clinton (Government)
LNty March 15, 2017 - @

The City of Clinton is working with the Central Mississippi Planning and
Development District (CMPDD) on an update of the city's Comprehensive
Plan.

In order to assist CMPDD planners and city leaders in developing this plan,
we are asking citizens to complete a brief online survey. Your input and
comments will be a valuable part of this process.

hitps:/Avww surveymonkey.com/rclintoncompplan

City of Clinton Comprehensive Plan Survey

Web survey powered by SurveyMonkey com. Create your own online survey now
with SurveyMonkey's expert certified FREE templates.

SURVEYMONKEY.COM

Q7 Please indicate your agreement with the
following statements.

Answered: 494 Skipped: 39

I walk to
commercial...

I would walk
to commercia...

I would
utilize biki...
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Strongly Disagree Agree Strongly Total Weighted
Disagree Agree Average
I walk to commercial areas, i.e. grocery store, pharmacy, restaurants, in 54.66% 36.44% 6.28% 2.63%
Clinton. 270 180 31 13 494 1.57
I would walk to commercial areas if additional trails and sidewalks were 17.21% 27.33% 38.26% 17.21%
installed. 85 135 189 85 494 2.55
I would utilize biking as a mode of transportation if additional bike lanes or 19.43% 28.74% 34.01% 17.81%
trails were installed. 96 142 168 88 494 2.50
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software that allows meeting participants to
submit feedback anonymously using a hand
held remote device. The answers and feed-
back to questions was displayed immediately
on screen for all to see and allow for further
discussion. The meeting was well attended by
both citizens and City leaders. The meeting
was also live streamed on Facebook.

Also, in an effort to make the plan more acces-
sible to the public, this plan was developed in
an electronic format that integrates an interac-
tive GIS map viewer and can easily be viewed
from the City’s website.

The complete results of the online survey and
public forum survey are included in the Appen-
dix of this Plan.

What is important to the future of Clinton? Rank your top 3. (Priority Ranking)

35.00%

30.00% -

25.00% -

20.00% -

15.00%

10.00%

5.00% -

0.00%




! CHAPTER TWO

POPULATION PROJECTIONS AND DEMOGRAPHICS
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The table below contains population counts and projections for the City of Clinton and Hinds
County. These Projections are in ten-year increments from 2010 to 2040. Following the 2010
Census, the City of Clinton notified the U.S. Census Bureau of a known undercount of population.
It was determined that over 1,500 persons living in group quarters on Mississippi College’s cam-
pus were not included in the 2010 Census. The population listed below has been adjusted for this
known error. The projections do not assume that growth will be confined to within the city limits.
Naturally, as the city grows, the geographic area considered to be part of the city will grow. The
projections for the City and County were generated using a combination of proportional share and
linear regression technique. This technique combines the City’s historic proportion of the Coun-
ty’s total population with a simple trend line.

POPULATION PROJECTIONS

HINDS CITY OF
e COUNTY  CLINTON

Source: U.S. Census Bureau and CMPDD, Adjusted for known undercount
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Demographic and Income Projections

Clinton, Mississippi

0 $200,000+

Summary 2010 2017 2022 Trends 2017 - 2022 Rate
Area State National
Population 25,216 25,450 25,213 | -0.19% 0.31% 0.83%
Households 9,766 9,861 9,768 -0.19% 0.31% 0.79%
Families 6,837 6,811 6,703 -0.32% 0.19% 0.71%
Average Household Size 3 3 3 - - -
Owner Occupied Housing 6,937 6,631 6,592 -0.12% 0.34% 0.72%
Renter Occupied Housing 2,829 3,230 3,176 - - -
Median Age 37 38 39 - - -
Median Household Income - $57,073 | $58,632 | 0.54% 1.03% 2.12%
Housing Units by Occupancy Type Trends: 2017 - 2022
3.00%
B Owner
Occupied 2.00%
Housing
1.00%
M Renter
Occupied 0.00%
Housing Population Households — Families Owner Median
-1.00% Occupied Household
K Housing Income
B Area HEState ™ National
2017 2022
AR el Number Percent Number Percent
<$15,000 1,215 12.4% 1,272 13.0%
$15,000 - $24,999 775 7.9% 752 7.7%
$25,000 - $34,999 928 9.5% 864 8.8%
$35,000 - $49,999 1,331 13.6% 1,230 12.6%
$50,000 - $74,999 1,838 18.8% 1,752 17.9%
$75,000 - $99,999 1,608 16.5% 1,626 16.6%
$100,000 - $149,999 1,428 14.6% 1,470 15.1%
$150,000 - $199,999 368 3.8% 402 4.1%
$200,000+ 370 3.8% 401 4.1%
Median Household Income $57,073 $58,632
Average Household Income $73,624 $79,238
Per Capita Income $28,953 $31,127
Households by Income
Inner ring: 2022 projections
Outer ring: 2017 data
W <$15,000 W $15,000 - $24,999
[ $25,000 - $34,999 W $35,000 - $49,999
[ $50,000 - $74,999 @ $75,000 - $99,999
@ $100,000 - $149,999 @ $150,000 - $199,999

Data Note: Income is expressed in current dollars.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Data. Esri forecasts for 2017 and 2022.
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Households by Type
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Households by Type Number Percent Total Households
Households with 1 Person 2,479 25.4% 2000 8,851
Households with 2+ People 7,287 74.6% 2010 9,766
Family Households 6,837 70.0% Annual Rate (%) 0.99%
Husband-wife Families 4,957 50.8% Average Size 2.54
With Own Children 2,087 21.4%
Other Family (No Spouse Present) 1,880 19.3% Households by Size
With Own Children 1,005 10.3%
Nonfamily Households 450 4.6%| 3500
All Households with Children 3,463 35.5%| 3000
Multigenerational Households 444 4.5%
Unmarried Partner Households 377 3.9%| 2500 -+
Male-female 324 3.3%
Same-sex 53 0.5%]| 2000 -
Population by Relationship and Household Type 1500 -
Total 25,216 100.0%
In Households 24,819 98.4%] 1000 -
In Family Households 21,285 84.4%
Householder 6,837 27.1%| 500 -
Spouse 4,957 19.7%
Child 8,336 33.1% 0 -
Other relative 789 3.1% QS @ @ @ @ @ e
Nonrelative 366 1.5% Qe@o & & & & & QQOQ
In Nonfamily Households 3,534 14.0% A 2 D
In Group Quarters 397 1.6% . .
Institutionalized Population 265 1.1% ® Family @ Non Family
Noninstitutionalized 132 0.5%
Households by Size
Family Non Family Population by Relationship and
Number | Percent Number Percent Household Type
Total 6,837 100.0% 2,929 100.0%
1 Person - 2,479 84.6%
2 People 2,933 42.9% 345 11.8%
3 People 1,632 23.9% 73 2.5%
4 People 1,359 19.9% 17 0.6%
5 People 592 8.7% 12 0.4%
6 People 209 3.1% 3 0.1%
7+ People 112 1.6% 0 0.0%
Average 3.06 121
Size

M In Family Households

In Family Households

M In Nonfamily Households
W Institutionalized Population

M Noninstitutionalized
Population

" Householder
Spouse

H Child

M Other relative

M Nonrelative

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Summary File 1.

Data Note: Households with children include any households with people under age 18, related or not. Multigenerational households are families with 3 or more parent-child relationships.
Unmarried partner households are usually classified as nonfamily households unless there is another member of the household related to the householder. Multigenerational and unmarried partner
households are reported only to the tract level. Esri estimated block group data, which is used to estimate polygons or non-standard geography. Average family size excludes nonrelatives.
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Householder Summary

Clinton, Mississippi

Households by Age of Householder
Family Non-Family Households by Age of Householder
Number | Percent | Number | Percent Inner ring: Family
Total 6,837 | 100.0% 2,929 100.0% Outer ring: Non-Family
15-44 2,785 40.7% 1,002 34.2% m15-44 m45-524
45 - 54 1,594 23.3% 451 15.4%
55-64 | 1,237 | 181% | 487 | 16.6% ©55-64  m65-74
65-74 692 10.1% 363 12.4% W75+
75+ 529 7.7% 626 21.4%
Summary by Race of Total Households Husban_d_-Wlfe Other Families (No Non-Family
Householder Families Spouse)
Householder is:| Number | Percent [ Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
Total|l 9,766 100.0% | 4,957 | 100.0% | 1,880 | 100.0% | 2,929 | 100.0%
White| 6,322 64.7% 3,595 72.5% 719 38.2% 2,008 68.6%
Black| 3,010 30.8% 1,127 22.7% 1,084 57.7% 799 27.3%
American Indian 19 0.2% 10 0.2% 4 0.2% 5 0.2%
Asian 319 3.3% 177 3.6% 47 2.5% 95 3.2%
Pacific Islander 2 0.0% 2 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Some Other Race 36 0.4% 16 0.3% 10 0.5% 10 0.3%
Two or More Races 58 0.6% 30 0.6% 16 0.9% 12 0.4%
Hispanic 90 0.9% 43 0.9% 20 1.1% 27 0.9%
Race of Householder
7,000
6,000 -
5,000
4,000
3,000
2,000
1,000
0 T T h—_ T T T T 1
White Black American Asian Pacific Some Other Two or More  Hispanic
Indian Islander Race Races
M Total Households M Husband-Wife Families  ® Other Families (No Spouse) B Non-Family

Data Note: Hispanic population can be of any race. Census 2010 medians are computed from reported data distributions.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Summary File 1. Esri converted Census 2000 data into 2010 geography.
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Clinton, Mississippi

Total Housing Units

Housing Units by Race of Householder

2000 9,431
2010 10,359 .
Annual Rate (%) 0.94 80.0%
Total Housing Units by Occupancy Number Percent 70.0% -
Occupied Housing Units 9,766 94.28%|
Vacant Housing Units o
For Rent 237 2.29% 60.0%
Rented, not Occupied 4 0.04% 50.0%
For Sale Only 136 1.31%| 77
Sold, not Occupied 20 0.19% .
For Seasonal/Recreational/Occasional Use 44 0.42% 40.0%
For Migrant Workers 0 0.00% .
Other Vacant 152 1.47%| 30-0%
Total Vacancy Rate (%) 5.7%| 20.0%
Average
Households by T e and o
us Sy _enurean Number | Percent | Household | 10-0%
Mortgage Status .
Size
Total 9,766  100.0% 0.0%
Owner Occupied 6,937 71.0% 2.62
Owned with a Mortgage/Loan 5,071 51.9%
Owned Free and Clear 1,866 19.1%
Renter Occupied 2,829 29.0% 2.34
Housing Units by Race | Owner Occupied Renter Occupied B Owner Occupied M Renter Occupied
of Householder Number | Percent | Number Percent
Total 6,937 100.0% 2829 100.0% Average Households by Tenure and
! ' Household Size Mortgage Status
White 5,025 72.4% 1,297 45.8% 2.37
Black 1,698 24.5% 1,312 46.4% 2.80
American Indian 15 0.2% 4 0.1% 2.53
Asian 147 2.1% 172 6.1% 3.23
Pacific Islander 2 0.0% 0 0.0% 3.00
Some Other Race 16 0.2% 20 0.7% 4.17 -
Two or More Races 34| 05% 24 0.8% 2.86 5 Quned with a Mortgage/Loan
Hispanic 49 0.7% 41 1.4% 3.38

Total Housing Units by Occupancy

_0.42%

M For Rent

M Rented, not Occupied
Huing 5.72% M For Sale Only

M Sold, not Occupied

M For Seasonal/Recreational/Occasional Use
= For Migrant Workers

 Other Vacant

Data Note: Hispanic population can be of any race. Census 2010 medians are computed from reported data distributions.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2010 Summary File 1. Esri converted Census 2000 data into 2010 geography.
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i 2010 2017 2022
Population
25,216 25,450 25,213
Population by Age Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
0-4 1,608 6.4% 1,524 6.0% 1,509 6.0%
5-9 1,667 6.6% 1,581 6.2% 1,510 6.0%
10-14 1,785 7.1% 1,649 6.5% 1,584 6.3%
15-19 1,817 7.2% 1,623 6.4% 1,515 6.0%
20-24 1,815 7.2% 1,737 6.8% 1,554 6.2%
25-34 3,376 13.4% 3,736 14.7% 3,649 14.5%
35-44 3,218 12.8% 3,212 12.6% 3,404 13.5%
45 -54 3,564 14.1% 3,148 12.4% 2,947 11.7%
55 - 64 2,919 11.6% 3,146 12.4% 2,972 11.8%
65-74 1,760 7.0% 2,203 8.7% 2,493 9.9%
75 -84 1,209 4.8% 1,289 5.1% 1,427 5.7%
85+ 478 1.9% 603 2.4% 651 2.6%
Race and Ethnicity
White Alone 15,163 60.1% 13,599 53.4% 12,374 49.1%
Black Alone 8,542 33.9% 9,935 39.0% 10,631 42.2%
American Indian Alone 56 0.2% 55 0.2% 56 0.2%
Asian Alone 1,029 4.1% 1,299 5.1% 1,483 5.9%
Pacific Islander Alone 6 0.0% 19 0.1% 29 0.1%
Some Other Race Alone 169 0.7% 202 0.8% 