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An SES delineation made up of a composite, rather than measured along one dimension 
such as family income or occupational status, is much more useful for planning purposes. 
The problem with using one-dimensional definitions is that the emphasis is usually placed 
on either the economic or social, rather than the interaction of both. An SES delineation 
based solely on family income would emphasize the economic while ignoring the social 
qualities such as family organization and educational status. It would classify as low SES 
highly educated professionals who have just begun their careers. Family organization is 
another facet of SES. Families typified by the absence of a male breadwinner considerably 
reduce the potential for acquiring greater income, better housing, and higher status 
occupations. We assumed that the methodology of the New Haven study was valid and 
applied it to Cincinnati. One limitation was the non-availability of health and social data 
from the human service agencies.
 

Definitions of SES Index and Variables 
SES Index The Socio-Economic Status Index is a composite scale 

developed from the comparative ranking scores of five 
indicators derived from census data. 

Family Income Indicator Median Family Income, 1999 
Education Indicator Percent of population 25+ years with less than high school 
Occupation Indicator Percent of workers 16+ years that hold semi-skilled, 

unskilled or service jobs 
Crowding Indicator Percent of housing units with more than one person per 

room 
Family Structure Indicator Percent of children (<18 years) living in married-couple 

families 
 
 



Describing the Four Areas  
 
SES I (lowest SES) in a metropolitan context appears primarily as a series of low income 
enclaves along the various rivers (Ohio, Little Miami, Great Miami, Licking) and streams 
(Mill Creek).  A second set of these enclaves extend from Cincinnati's Over-The-Rhine 
neighborhood, north to Lincoln Heights and Woodlawn.  A third extends from Over-the-
Rhine Northeast along Reading Road and Montgomery Road to Norwood and St. 
Bernard.  The core of the low SES area is the area surrounding Cincinnati's Central 
Business District (CBD) including low lying sections of Covington and Newport, 
Kentucky, and the front of Cincinnati's western plateau.  Suburban enclaves of SES I are 
rare but include an area of Lincoln Heights, Woodlawn, and Sharonville in the north of 
Hamilton County.  Beyond suburbia, there are two SES I tracts in Hamilton and 
Whitewater townships on the Indiana boarder, one tract in Dearborn County, one in 
Boone, three in southern Clermont, and three and Warren County to the west and 
northwest.  One of the Warren County tracts contains two prisons and the other two are in 
Franklin Township.  In terms of race and ethnicity, SES I consists of a variety of African 
American and white Appalachian enclaves.  Several of these, including Cincinnati's 
Over-The-Rhine and Northside areas, are interracial communities.  
 
   
SES II includes heavily African American and Appalachian 'second stage' neighborhoods 
in the heart of the metropolis and large sections on the rural periphery or exurbia.  The 
southern half of Dearborn County, three scattered pockets in Warren County, and north 
eastern Clermont County are a part of this area.  
   
SES III is similarly arranged and includes scattered sections of the central city's area, 
most of Warren County, and huge sections of the other six counties.  The two largest 
areas are in Campbell and Kenton Counties.  
   
SES IV includes the Cincinnati neighborhoods of Clifton, Mt. Adams, the Hyde Park 
area, and one tract in the CBD and then moves out to form an almost complete circle 
around Cincinnati, Covington and Newport.  The Northern Kentucky communities of 
Fort Thomas, Fort Mitchell, and Highland Heights but none of Covington, Newport, 
Dayton, and Belleview are a part of this highest SES area. 
 

 



Comparisons 1970 – 1990 
 
 
In 1970 Camp Washington had the lowest SES index of any Cincinnati neighborhood.  
Partially due to worsening statistics in surrounding areas it now ranks 7th from the 
bottom.  Its own SES index climbed from 16.2 in 1970 to 27.2 in 2000.  Crowded 
housing conditions and low educational levels contributes to its relatively low rank.  Like 
other low-income white Appalachian areas its family status indicator, remained high for 
the inner city (at 53 percent) until 1990.  Then, it fell to 27.2 in 2000.  The poverty rate in 
Camp Washington is 36 percent. Forty eight percent of the below-poverty households in 
Camp Washington are female headed.  The African American population is increasing 
and in 2000 stood at 27 percent. 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 



Race Gender and Poverty 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 



Unemployment and Joblessness 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 



Education 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Elderly and Children 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 



Appalachian Status 
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