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Planning Area

Osceola County provides emergency management and development review services to
the jurisdictions within its boundaries. Since these activities coordinate well with the
goals of mitigation planning, a countywide plan approach was selected. The Osceola
County Hazard Mitigation Plan has been developed to cover the geographical area of
Osceola County, comprised of 22 individual communities, as established by the
Memorandum of Agreement for a Multi-Jurisdictional Planning Team.

Osceola County Communities
Map

(Source: West Michigan Regional
Planning Commission)

Osceola County Figure 1.1

Townships:
Burdell Sherman
Highland Marion
LeRoy Rose Lake
N Hartwick Middle Branch
Lincoln Cedar
Osceola Sylvan
Richmond Hersey
Evart Orient
Cities:
Evart Reed City
Villages:
Tustin LeRoy
Marion Hersey
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Overview

The community profile provides information about Osceola County and its jurisdictions
regarding various aspects of its physical, social, and economic characteristics. It is
designed to familiarize readers with an overview oft h e ¢ o mmnelevant featies)
or to draw attention to specific relevant features. In this Hazard Mitigation Plan, the
community profile is intended to provide an overview of key county features that either
need to be protected from harm, or potentially cause some sort of harm or deleterious
effect on the areabés quality of 1ife.

Historical Overview

Organized in 1869, Osceola County is named after the respected Native American
Seminole, Chief Osceola. Osceola County, like many Michigan communities, grew

rapidly because of its abundant forests and a river system that provided a means to

move lumbertomarket . The ¢ ount y Oillstrated by theke fagt that the 18601 s
U.S. Census listed only 27 individuals in the area that was to become Osceola County,

but that a mere fifteen years later, in 1875, there were about 6,000 individuals in the
County. The tremendous growth can be attributed to the lumber industry, the railroads,

and farming.

Today, Osceola County remains composed largely of rural forest and farm lands and is

traversed by US-131 and US-10. The county contains 566 square miles and is the 48th

largest in the state. The countyseati s Reed City. The countyds ec
agriculture, forestry, and manufacturing. Osceola County offers many opportunities for

hunting, fishing, and boating, and it boasts an impressive recreational trail system and

contains a substantial state forest area.

Local Units of Government

Osceola Countyds communities consist of two c
addition to the cities, villages, and townships, there are many unincorporated areas

within Osceola County. These areas are covered by township government, but often

have a separate sense of community. Table 1.1 lists all 22 of the local units of

government with their population data and trends from the United States census.
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Population Trends and Projections

Table 1.1showsOsceol a Countydés population data by ju
population distribution of the county.

Osceol ads popul ati on h abuttgswaswnot alyaydtiekdsey si nce
From the 1910 through the 1970 Census, Osceola County grew at a relatively slow rate
even declining in population three times. This trend was reversed with the 1980 census.

Table 1.2 shows Os c e odndperCataga thgnges dupngeaahl at i on
census since 1910 as well as population projections until 2030.This information is
illustrated in Figure 1.2.

The countyds population is dispersed over a | &
related to where to provide emergency services and facilities.
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Table 1.1 Osceola County Population Data by Jurisdiction (Source: US Census Data)

Population Trends

Area 1980 1990 2000 2010
Michigan 9,262,044 | 9,295,277 | 9,938,444 | 9,883,640
Osceola County 18,928 20,146 23,197 23,528
Cities
Evart 1,945 1,744 1,738 1,903
Reed City 2,221 2,379 2,430 2,425
Villages
Hersey 364 409 374 350
LeRoy 293 257 267 246
Marion 816 801 836 872
Tustin 264 230 237 230
Townships
Burdell 803 917 1,004 1,101
Cedar 235 298 406 455
Evart 1,029 1,229 1,513 1,483
Hartwick 420 504 629 567
Hersey 865 1,046 1,472 1,600
Highland 1,063 1,018 1,207 1,250
LeRoy 565 706 892 956
Lincoln 1,173 1,228 1,629 1,500
Marion 675 644 744 820
Middle Branch 642 695 858 843
Orient 635 686 803 773
Osceola 920 889 1,118 1,076
Richmond 1,649 1,722 1,695 1,554
Rose Lake 847 937 1,231 1,373
Sherman 847 949 1,081 1,042
Sylvan 657 858 1,033 1,099
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Table 1.2 Population Trends and Projections, Osceola County 1910-2010 (Source: US Census Data)

Year 1910 | 1920 1930 1940 | 1950 | 1960 | 1970 | 1980 | 1990 | 2000 | 2010 | 2020 | 2030
gg;ﬁ?;ﬁon 17,889 | 15,221 | 12,806 | 13,309 | 13,797 | 13,595 | 14,838 | 18,928 | 20,146 | 23,197 | 23,528 | 25,190 | 27,486
0,
Osceola% | .05 | 149 | -15.9 | +3.9 | +3.7 | -15 | +9.1 | +27.6 | +6.4 | +15.1 | +1.4 | +7.1 | +9.1
Change
Figure 1.2
Population Trends and Projections, Osceola County 1910-2010
(Source: US Census Data, West Michigan Regional Planning Commission)
Osceola County
30,000
25,000 /_//
20,000 /
15,000 \\ —
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Seasonal Population Fluctuations

Another important population factor to consider is the periodic fluctuation in seasonal
population levels and locations. Hazards that are present during tourist seasons should

have their risks estimated withr e spect to the countyds peak
primarilydurin g t h-ee &® 6 f 0 s htleeinrisld estinaate@ using permanent
population figures. It is believed the inflow of seasonal and recreational residents is

greatest in the summer (particularly around the holidays of Memorial Day, 4th of July,

and Labor Day) and during deer hunting season in the month of November. All areas of

the county experience seasonal visitors, however it is believed that the inflow is greatest
around t Iskkezamditmetngrtbern half of the county.
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Location

Osceola County is located in the mid-west-c e nt r a | regi ooowenf Mi chi gan
Peninsula. The countyisnor t h of Mi chigands more devel oped
hour 6sfMlircihviegan 6 s | aas@emd Rapids (directly ssuth); Muskegon
(southwest), and Midland (southeast). Osceola County is surrounded by Mecosta

County on its south, Clare County to its east, Wexford and Missaukee counties on its

north, and Lake County to the west.

Osceola County is 60 miles east of Lake Michigan, 175 miles north of the
Michigan/Indiana border, 145 miles southwest of the Straits of Mackinac, and 90 miles
west of Saginaw Bay/ Lake Huron. A number of regional and larger cities are within
traveling distance from the county including Grand Rapids (75 miles), Traverse City (60
miles), Lansing (120 miles), Detroit (200 miles), Chicago (260 miles), and Cleveland
(350 miles).

Figures 1.3 and 1.4 illustrate this information.
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Figure 1.3

Michigan Base Map
(Source: U.S. Geological Survey, 1972 limited update 1990)

County boundaries and names, county seats, rivers
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Figure 1.4
Michigan Reference Map

(Source: The National Atlas of the United States of America. General Reference, U.S. Geological

Survey 2001)

Shaded relief map with state boundaries, forest cover, place names, major highways
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Age Distribution

Osceola Countyds age distributi ofwaysd Infl¥9®&r s fr o
t h e c omedidnygde svas 33.4, which was nearly one full year older than Michi gan 6 s
median of 32.6. In 1990, Osceola County had a higher percentage of people between

55 and 84, and a higher percentage of people between 5 and 17. Conversely, the

county had a lower percentage of residents between 18 and 44. Other categories

(under 5 and 45-54) were similar to Michigan.

In 2000, the difference between the county and the state grew. OsceolaCount y 6 s
median age of 37.6 wasmor e t han two years greater than M
35.5. In 2000, Osceola County had a higher percentage of people between 55 and 84,

and a higher percentage of people between 5 and 17. Conversely, the county had a

lower percentage of residents between 18 and 44. Other categories (under 5 and 45-54)

were similar to Michigan. These county-state differences are the same as those found in

the 1990 ratios.

The primary changes that occurred in the county between 1990 and 2000 included the
overall aging of the population, with the median age increasing from 33.4 to 37.6 years.
The percentage of those in the 5-17, 35-44, 45-54, 55-64, and 85+ age groups
increased during the ten-year period, while all others decreased as a percentage.
Several groups decreased numerically as well, which is significant since the overall
population increased. The age groups that decreased include under 5, 18-24, and 25-
34.

In 2010 the median age in Osceola County grew even older than 2000 at 41.8 years,

more than fouryearsol der t han in 2000. Also in 2010 Osc
maintained an average of about two years olderthanMi chi gands 38. 9 aver acg
much like the county was two years older in 2000. The percentage of those in the 5-17,

18-24, 25-34 age group decreased during the ten-year period. The percentage of those

in the below five years old, 35-44, 45-54, 55-64, 65-84, and 85+ age groups increased

during the ten-year period.
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Census Data)

Table 1.3 Age Distribution Comparison, Osceola County and Michigan, 2010 (Source: US

Age Groups Osceola County Michigan
Number Percent Percent

Under 5 1,454 6.2 6.0

5-19 4,959 21.1 20.7

20-24 1,189 5.1 6.8

25-34 2,356 10.0 11.8

35-44 2,719 11.6 12.9

45-54 3,614 15.4 15.3

55-64 3,229 13.7 12.7

65-84 3,600 15.3 11.8

85 and Over | 408 1.7 1.9

Total 23,528 100.0 100.0

Median Age |41.8 -- 38.9

Figure 1.5

Age Distribution Comparison, Osceola County and Michigan, 2010
(Source: US Census Data)
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Gender Distribution

In1990,0s ceol a Co ufemale distributiom vas almost even, with males
accounting for 49.5 percent of the population and females accounting for 50.5 percent.
This is a full percentage point more males than in Michigan as-a-whole. The fact that

there are more females (in both the countyandinMi chi gan) i s nor mal sin
life expectancy has increased in recent decades to be higherthanmenés. | n 2000,
Osceol a Co ufentale disdributicem hael become closer to matching that of the

state. The countyodés ratio did notfecalkeatioge a gr

narrowed. In 2010, the counties male-female distribution did not change much, but the
ratio narrowed even more.

Table 1.4 Gender Distribution Comparison, Osceola County and Michigan, 2010 (Source: US Census
Data)
Gender Osceola County Michigan
Number Percent Percent
Male 11,719 49.8 49.0
Female 11,809 50.2 51.0
Total 23,528 100.0 100.0
Figure 1.6

Gender Distribution Comparison, Osceola County and Michigan, 2010
(Source: US Census Data)
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Racial Distribution

The U.S. Census data provides insight into other social characteristics of our country,
state,andofOsceol a Countyds residents. Once
statistics for the State of Michigan are also included. Osceola County is somewhat less
diverse than the state as a whole.

again,

Ther aci al di
15shows t he

stribution of OsceoddstribOtonu fably i s di
Countyo6s pompated tathat af Michidanst r i but i on

Table 1.5 Racial Distribution Comparison, Osceola County and Michigan, 2010 (Source: US Census
Data)

Race Osceola County Michigan

Number | Percent* Percent*

White 22,791 96.9 78.9
Black 133 0.6 14.2
American Indian, Eskimo, or Aleut | 128 0.6 0.6
Asian or Pacific Islander 49 0.2 2.4
Other Race 43 0.2 1.5
Two or more Races 378 1.6 2.3
Total 23,528 100.0 100.0
*Percentage may not equal 100 due to rounding

Figure 1.7

Racial Distribution Comparison, Osceola County and Michigan, 2010
(Source: US Census Data)
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Educational Level

Educational attainment is important for several reasons, many of which connect with
quality of life and employability issues. A review of data for individuals age 25 and over
shows that Osceola County has a slightly lower percentage of high school graduates
and a significantly lower percentage of college graduates when compared to the state
as a whole, as illustrated in Table 1.6.

Table 1.6 Educational Level Comparison, Osceola County and Michigan, 2010 (Source: US Census Data)

Educational Level Osceola County Michigan
(Population 25 years and over) Percent* Percent*
Less than 9'" grade 4.2 3.5
gth - 12t grade, no diploma 9.3 8.1
ngr_l school graduate or 431 311
equivalency
Some college, no degree 22.2 23.8
Associ atebds degr 8.8 8.2
Bachel ords degr e 8.4 15.6
Graduate or professional degree 4.1 9.7

*Percentage may not equal 100 due to rounding

Figure 1.8

Educational Level Comparison, Osceola County and Michigan, 2010
(Source: US Census Data)
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Primary Language

Primary language is important in mitigation planning when considering mechanisms of
warning and communications. The primary language spoken at home in Osceola
County is less diverse than Michigan as a whole. A higher percentage of Osceola
County households, 95.3%, speak only English at home compared to the State of

Michigan, 91.0%.

Housing

Housing in Osceola County is an important consideration in hazard mitigation since it is

wherethepopul ati on |

i ves

and

makes

up

arhel

location and quality of housing can influence the amount of damage a community
sustains in many types of emergencies.

In 2010, Osceola County had 13,632 housing units. Of the total figure, 9,222 were
occupied, which is a lower percentage than Michigan as a whole, 84.4%, due to the
popularity of Osceola County for seasonal housing (i.e. cottages and cabins).

arge

These figures show some special needs related to hazard mitigation and housing. Since
there are more seasonal residents and weekend visitors there are often different types
of emergencies to respond to i such as boating or other recreational accidents. The
large number of vacant houses can also create problems if property issues go
unchecked for long periods of time (i.e. broken pipes, gas leaks, etc.)

Table 1.7 Housing Tenure Comparison, Osceola County and Michigan, 2010 (Source: US Census
Data)
Osceola County Michigan
. Percent Percent of
Housing Tenure Percent of Percent .
Number , Occupied
of Total | Occupied | of Total :
: Units
Units
Total Housing Units 13,632 100.00 | -- 100.00 -
Total Occupied 9,222 67.6 100.00 84.4 100.00
Housing Units
Owner-Occupied 7,323 53.7 79.4 62.1 73.5
Units
Renter-Occupied 1,899 13.9 20.6 22.3 26.5
Units
Vacant Housing Units | 4,410 32.4 -- 15.6 --
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