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Preface

This volume 1s the first product of a joint effort between the Bureau of Monitoring and Information Systems and the
Department of Agricultural Economics and Rural Sociology The project will eventually yield fifty-three additional
volumes providing detalled information on a county by county basis for children, as well as a second series dealing
with the commonwealth’'s adult population A similar set of books has already been produced and circulated, where
the target population was Pennsylvania’s elderly The senes Elderly Persons in Pennsylvania, was sponsored by the
Office for the Aging

The purpose of the project 1s to provide data relevant to human service decision makers. This book is designed to
be one of a number of tools available to persons involved in human services within the Commonwealith of Penn-
sylvania Like all tools, skills will mprove with use This tool must also be used in conjunction wi.h other tools to
produce a completed product

In the deveiopment of this seres, indicators were selected through the use of two primary cntena. relevance to
decision makers, and accessibility of the data Volume 1 provides an overview of the status of children in Penn-
sylvania, progressing from rather general descrnptions of numbers of children and their charactenstics to more
specific nformation directed at indwi'ual problem areas Volumes 2 through 54 provide smilar data for each county
and minor civildivision

Some of the information contained in this volume relates directly to services which the children of the com-
monwealth need Examples might be the tabulations describing women in the labor force with preschoolers. where
the husband is not present (Table 8) which s relevant to day care, other tabies provide data on families and children in
poverty {Tables 19 and 20), which relate to income maintenance needs. This information can be directly compared to
present allocations of resources in specific countjes and regions as a means of assessing both needs ana progress to
date

Another type of information collected and displayed in this volume relates to descnptions of the general en-
vironment in which our children live Although the general picture may define some basic areas where action 1s
needed. the figures do not relate to specific programs operating under the auspices of the Department of Publc
Welfare Examples of this type of data are 'Houses Lacking Complete Plumbing” (Table 11) and “Poor Families Not
Receiving Wages or Salaries” (Table 23) These types of information can be utihzed in sketching out county-by-
county descriptions of the environment, this is particularly useful when an overall plan 1s desired, such as in-service in-
tegration efforts .

A brief review of this volume may present an image that the data provide answers for a number of Gguestions im-
portant to decision makers A closer examination will, however, produce additional questions which the volume cannot
answer As the presentation of data raises new questions, the need for contextual and supporting information will
become apparent The greatest utility of the volumes will come only when the data presented are used in con-
junction with other pieces of information and within a decision making structure. It 1s not intended that this volume
would provide all the data necessary to plan for programs for children, rather the volume is intended to serve as a
starting point from which an overall package can be created, including data from other sources and within a planning
evaluative framework

There are two types of information which should be used in conjunction with this volume, supportive data and con-
textual data Supportive data refers to information collected from other sources. data which add to descriptions
provided in this volume Examples of supportive data are information collected by the departments of Welfare,
Education, and Health descrbing services now being provided to meet needs outlined in this volume. Other sup-
portive data may come from local planning authorities, health and welfare associations, etc The exact nature of sup-
portive information depends on the problem areas being explored.

A second type of associated information 1s called contextual and 1S directed at establishing where Pennsylvania fits
into the ranks of the other 49 states in the same way counties are compared within this volume. A further extension of
context might be the standing of the United States within an international ranking such as is available for infant mor-
tality Thentent of this volume was to draw attention to Pennsylvania and its 67 counties, but contextual information i1s
nonetheless necessary for any comprehensive planning process

E lillche precise nature of associated information will depend on the perspective of individual readers Perspective may
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shift from problem area to problem area, e g . day care to health to foster care, or may shift vertically from the develop:
ment of alocal plan to the production of a federal-state plan for claiming funds under the Social Secunty Act

Once a particular focus has been developed, however, we urge the reader to consider other data in this volume as
potentally interacting with the issue at hand. Many of the tables contain farly apparent relationships to each other ltis
hoped that the presentation in one volume of a variety of indicators of problems and needs will help to broaden per:
captions of the interactions of problem areas The integration of services may very well begin with the integration of
perspectives, and the integration of data describing the needs of common target groups The reader should con-
sciously ask whether shared data ir dicates a need for shared planning and integration

Kordoay QMoger

Rodney C. Moyer, Director

Bureau of Monitoring and Information Systems
Department of Public Welfare

Harnsburg, Pennsyl/ania

April 3, 1975
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Authors' Preface

This work is a product of the j0int efforts of several persons J Patrick Madden. Proiect Director. assumed overall
responsibility for coordinating the project, supervising the computer work, and guiding it through to completion. C.
Shannon Stokes, Demographer, was responsible for much of the demographic content of this volume. Textual
matenal was written jointly by Madden and Stokes \

John Grossman, Production Coordinator, handled the computer analysis and was primarily responsible for the

design, format, and graphic presentation of data His enthusiasm and dedication to this task far exceeded normal ex-
pectations

John C Mullin made essential contributions in accessing and assembling Census Data.

Stanford Lembeck, Housing Specialist in the Community Affars Extension Section of the Department of
Agricultural Economics and Rural Sociology, made several suggestions which led to improvements in both the con-
tent and clarity of textual materials

Eleanor Blakely, Editor in Agricultural Communications improved the word choice and overall readabiiity of the
volume.

Rodney C Moyer, Director, Bureau of Monitoring and Information Systems, Department of Public Welfare, played a
major role in increasing the effectiveness of this work for humai .ervices in Pennsylvanmia In addition to the financial
support of his Department, he contributed many insightful ideas and suggestions for information to be included.

[Ny

Any remaining errors, omissions, or faults, as well as all interpretations of data, are solely those of the authors.
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On the Use and Interpretation of this Book

A familiar saying teils us that statistics don't lie, but liars use statistics We feel that statistics can be used as a
defense against hars, used properly, statistics can provide vi.'uable information for decisions facing public policy-
makers at the local, state and nationai levels Decisions must be made from day to day and from year to yearregarding
the seriousness of social probiems and the level of resources to be devoted to these problems through the various
public programs intended to solve them In the absence of factual information, the allocation of fui.ds frequently
depends on poltical pressure, heated argument, or arbitrary choices We hope that the data presented in these books
will be useful in assisting in public policy decisions at all levels of government

In our attempt to make this book understandable we have used as few technical terms as possible In cases where
technical terms have been unavoidable, we have explained these terms in the Glossary

Nearly all of the data presented in this book are taken from the 1970 Census Every ten years the United States
Bureau of the Census collects detailed data from every family in the nation, even more detail is obtained from a sample
of familes No other source of data 1s as complete or as valuable as the nationwide census taken every ten years Not
until after 1980 will we get another set of data nearly as complete

Since 1970 many things have changed in Pennsylivania, particularly in some local areas Perhaps the most dramatic
change affecting the lives of the people in the state is the recession Many thousands of people have been thrown out
of work, ives have been disrupted, severe financial need 1s widespread Undoubtedly, conditions have deteriorated
sharply since 1970 in many localities

Despite the unmeasured changes since the 1970 Census was taken, we feel that it provides the best possible
reflection of current conditions throughout the state The relative positions of counties in terms of poverty, children
not enrolied in school, nadequate housing. and other social indicators, have probably remained approximately un-
changed since the 1970 Census was taken, despite the general deterioration in some areas

Several different kinds of statistics are presented in this book Perhaps a few words on this point would help the
reader to decide which kind of statistics to select for various purposes Absolute numbers, such as the count of
families with children. the number of children age 6-17. and the number of overcrowded houses, provide an indication
of the general magnitude of a problem or the number of people involved For most of the indicators presented in this
book. the large metropolitan countries clearly ccntain the largest absolute numbers Philadelphia and Allegheny (Pitts-
burgh)Counties generally contain the largest number of persons or families in various problem categories

This 1> not to say, however, that other counties do not have ther share of problems Other types of statistics in-
dicate the relative seventy of the problem In particular, the rates or percentage data are presented to show the
severity of a problem in proportion to the total population of an area For example, Philadelphia County has, by far, the
large st number of children in low-income or poverty famiies — more than 118,000 This amounts to one in every five
children (19 6 percent) In Fayette County an even higher percentage of the children are in poverty {23 6 percent)
However, Fayette County has only one-tenth as many low-income children as Philacelphia County {about 12.000)
Thus, f we look only at the absolute numbers, we would conclude that Philadelphia has by far the most severe
problem, but. in proportion to population, other counties {Fayette. Greene, Huntingdon) are at the same or worse
level of seventy in relative terms

The areas with the largest absolute numbers of persons in a probiem category usually receive the largest quantity
of funding for public programs designed to alleviate these problems, but the people in the other counties must not be
forgotten Frequently. their problems are found to be even more severe than those of the persons in densely
populated areas, in proportion to the population of these areas ’

For further information

Any of the following members of the Community Affars Extension faculty at The Pennsylvania State Unwersity may
be contacted for more informatior: or for interpretation of the data in this volume

C Shannon Stokes  814-865-0455 Stanford M Lembeck 814-865-0455
Q Daryl K. Heasley* 814-865-0455 SamM Cordes' 814-865-9541
ERIC Charles O Crawford 814-865-0455 Neil B Gingrich: 814-865.9541
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Glossary

Children persons under * 8 years of age. This includes preschoolers (under age 6) and youth (age 6 tc 17).

Complete plumbing_ housing units which have hot and cold piped water, and also a flush toilet and a bathtub or shower
inside the structure for the exclusive use of the occupants of the Li.it,

Family. a household head and one or more other persons lving in the same household who are related to the head by
blood. marriage. or adoption, all persons in a household who are relatzd to the head are regarded as members of his
(her) family

Fertihty ratio the number of children under 5 years of age for each 1,000 women of childbearing age (15-49).

{
Income deficit the difference between the income of poor househlds (famihes and individuals) and their respectn 2
poverty thresholds The aggregate income deficit provides an estimate of the amount of money which would be

required to raise the income of all poor families and individuals to the poverty threshold. .

Infant mortality rate_the number of infant deaths (under 1 year of age) per 1,000 hve births

Lacking complete plumbing_ housing units lacking hot and cold piped water, bathtub (or shower), or flush toilet, or all
of these facihties. Also included in this category are units with toilet or bathing facilities which are also used by another
household

Median age that age which divides the population exactly in half. half are older and half are younger than the median
age.

Median income. the income level which divides the population exactly in half, half recerve more than this amount, half
receive less.

Nonwhite. all persons not classified as white (see below) and designating themselves as Negro or Black, as well as
persons who did not classify themselves in one of the specific race categories on the questionnaire but who had such
entries as Jamaican, Trinidadian, West Indian, and Ethiopian In Pennsylvania in 1970, over 96 percent of nonwhites
were Negroes This was a self-classification procedure and does not denote any clear-cut scientific definition of
biological stock.

2
Overcrowded housing units. units with more than 1‘pérson per room.

Population density _the number of persons (children, youth, preschoolers) per square mile, a measure of population
concentration

Population pyramid a type of bar graph showing the percentage of the total population in 2ach five-year age and sex
category The percent female is plotted on the right. and the percent male on the left.

Poverty (poor, low-income) having family ncome (after taxes) below the poverty line, as isted in Table 18.

Preschool children. persons under 6 years of age.

Three-time_losers. multiple-disadvantaged males 16 to 21 years of age who are out of school, not a high school
graduate, and out of work.

White. persons who indicated their race as white on the 1970 Census schedule, as well as persons who did not
classify themselves in one of the specific race categories but entered Mexican, Puerto Rican, or a response
suggesting Indo-European stock For persons of mixed parentage the race of the person’s father was used. This was
a self-classification procedur? and does not denote any clear-cut scientific definition of biological stock.

Q
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Findings: Twelve Problem Indicators

Twelve of the social indicators presented in this book are directly related to problems of children and famiies with
children The 67 counties in the Commonwealth vary considerably in the seriousness of these problems. These
problems are listed in the sSummary chart When the counties are ranked by these twelve indicators, several counties
appear to be severely afficted with muitiple problems On 8 of the 12 indicators, Fayette County ranks among the 5
counties most severely afflicted, as shown in the map below Greene County rarnks highly in 7 of the 12 problems,
Philadelphia and Fulton Countiesin 6 of 12.

Fayette Jounty has the highest percentage of children i poverty, 23 6 percent. Greene County ranks second
with 22 .. percent, followed by Philadelphia, Fulton, and Sullivan Counties. Poverty data for all the counties are given
in Table 20.

The second indicator. median income, 1s closely assoc.ated with poverty Counties witn low median income tend
to have a high percentage of poverty Once agatn Fayette and Sullivan counties rank among the five counties with the
most severe problem — in this case the lowest median income.

Sullivan County has the highest infant mortality rate — 30.3 babies out of every 1,000 hive births die before their
first birthday

Cameron County has the nighest percentage of 16to 17 year olds not enrolled in school

The detailed tables presented later in this book contamn data on these and other indicators for all the counties.
Many of those counties not listed among the top five nonetheless face extremely serious problems regarding housing.
health, education, and family income. ‘

SUMMARY CHART

Counties Most Aitiicted

Social Indicator . 1 2 3 4 5

1. Percent of children in poverty Fayette Greene Philadelphia Fulton Sullivan
(Table 20) 236 222 19.6 17.6 17.3

2. Lowest median family income Fulton Sullivan Fayette Huntingdon Potter
(Table 17) $6884 $7007 $7150 $7295 $7301

3. Income deficit per poor family Forest Philadelphia Bucks Delaware Chester
(Table 24) $1719 $1706 $1671 $1622 $1555

4. Pocrfamilies notreceiving wages or Forest Washington Greene Favette  Allegheny
salanes, percent (Table 22) 673 56 4 563 55.7 55.4

5. Poor families with children and female Philadelphia Fayette Greene Dauphin "“e?:{}ﬁ;‘,y,
head, percent of all famiies (Table 21) 52 37 34 30 2.7

6. Children not living with both parents, Philadelphia Fulton Dauphin Greene Fayette
percent (Tabie 7) 28.8 18.8 18.6 183 17.6

7. Infant deaths per 1.000 live births Sullivan Greene Venango Philadelphia Clinton
(Table 10) 30.3 27.8 26.0 259 25.1

8. Childrenn housing lacking complete Fulton Greene Juniata Huntingdon Fayette
plumbing. percent (Table 11) ~ - 173 16.6 15.1 14.2 12.7

9. Childrenin overcrowded housing, Fayette Greene Forest Elk Cambria
percent (Figure 8) 340 30.6 294 291 284

10. Children 5-6 years old not in school, Percy Susquehanna Bedford Potter Fulton
percent (Figure 9) . 582 53.2 50.6 484 47.5

11. Children 16-17 years old notn school. Cameron Sullivan Carbon Monroe Snyder
percent (Figure 10) 21.9 19.5 i9.4 17.8 17.6

12. Males age 16t0 21, percentnotin Cumberland Venango Potter Philadelphia Fayette
school and not high school graduate and 103 9.2 9.0 8.6 8.1

GCJot employed (Table 16)
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Highway map of Pennsylvania

Highlights

~— Nearly one i every three residents of Pennsylvaniain 1970 was a
chidd under age 18

— This 15 a totai of over 38 milion chidren including 1 1 million
preschoolérs (under age 6).and 2 7 mikon youth (age 6 to 17)

— About one in every 9 persons in the state is 65 or older (10.8 per-
cent)

— The other adults, age 18 to 64. make up 56 6 percent of the total
population (See totals at the bottom of Table 1)

56 6--17 years
Adults

\

96%
Children
0-5

Table 1 contans official 1370 population counts for counties bv
major age groupings These age groupings correspond to the major
categories used throughout this volume The category labeled
chidren applies to persons under 18 years of age. In 1970,
3.838.101 persons in the Commonwealth were in this category.
Children are further divided into preschoolers — those less than 6
years of age — and youth — persons 6 to 17 years of age The
“adult” category include persons 18 to 64 and fepresents over one-

e half the total poputation of the state
Fl g ure 1 Nearly one-third of all Pennsylvamia’s children (under age 18)reside
A . in Philadelphia or Allegheny Counties Philadelphia County cantains
15 8 percent of all the state's children, while Allegheny County runs a
Q e = close second with 13 3 percent (Appendix D ). At the other extreme
E lC .- are four counties each contaning less than one-tenth of one percent

o~ GTe state’s children. Cameron, Forest. Pike. and Sullivan,
. U J




County

Children

Population of counties, by age, 1970

Under 6

6to 17

Total

Adults
18-64

Adams
Allegheny
Arestrong
Beaver
Bedford

Berks
B.air
Bradford
Bucks
Batler

Casbr:ia
Caseron
Carbon
Centre
Chester

Clarion
Clearfield
Clinton
Columbia
Cravford

Cusberland
pauphin
Delawvare
Elk

Erie

6 158
143 027
7T 072
19 739
4 467

26 727
13 007
6 742
46 948
13 S04

172
748

4 641

9 643

27 753

818
744
562
092
L1

DN w ) w

15 214
20 4?1
57 351
4 441
28 517

13 948
367 587
18 049
51 443
10 516

63 225
30 754
15 213
193 380
32 029

46 144
1 770
10 823
18 773
69 669

A 828
17 874
8 603
1 911
18 9%9

37 451
50 029
144 237

9 71717
65 299

20 102
510 618
25 121
T 182
14 9R/)

89 952
43 761
21 955
160 328
85 533

63 2ué6
2 514
15 464
28 416
97 422

12 646
25 618
12 165
17 003
27 44S

52 665
70 460
201 588
18 218
93 816

31 09s
918 441
41 s7M
117 641
22 685

171 059
74 122
29 753

229 188
70 215

102 995

3 899
28 S18
64 af1
159 269

21 378
39 829
21 678
31 698
48 597

91 952
127 964
3319 408
19 973
144 941

Total
Elderly Population
65 and Over All Ages
S 781 56 937
175 961 1 605 016
8 898 75 590
19 595 208 318
4 685 42 353
35 366 296 377
17 87) 135 356
6 254 57 962
25 540 415 056
12 193 127 941
20 Suu 186 785
683 7 096
6 591 50 573
6 370 99 267
21 620 278 311
4 394 38 uts
9 172 7% 619
1 878 17 121
6 513 55 114
9 300 81 342
13 S60 158 177
25 410 223 a3
59 019 600 035
3 579 37 770
24 897 261 658

Fayette 1S 118 36 5319 51 653 83 869 19 1S 1548 667
Porest 466 1 152 1 618 2 Su6 762 8 926
rranklan 10 662 23 629 34 291 56 080 10 L62 100 833
Pulton 1 233 2 630 3 863 S 754 1 159 10 776
Greene 3 309 8 361 11 670 19 607 4 81 36 090
Huntingdon 3 950 R 994 12 944 21 970 4 194 39 108
Tndiana 7 639 17 692 25 331 48 A90 8 230 79 as1
Jeffevson 3 994 10 290 14 274 23 322 6 099 43 695
Juniata 1 750 4 799 5 849 9 043 1 820 16 712
Lackawvanna 19 925 48 480 68 405 134 456 31 246 234 107
Lancaster 313 Jus 76 622 109 968 176 683 33 042 319 693
Lavrence 9 708 25 629 35 337 60 337 11 700 107 374
Lebanon 9 911 23 161 31 072 56 17 10 su6 99 665
Lehiah 23 243 55 691 78 9134 148 296 28 073 255 308
Luzerne 28 917 - 69 5§30 98 847 199 S12 44 342 342 301
Lycoming 11 381 26 6R6 38 067 62 149 13 0R0 113 296
KcKean S 434 12 351 17 785 27 631 6 499 51 915
Mercer 12 170 31 092 43 262 70 S02 13 611 127 1%
Rifflin 8 958 10 740 15 698 24 971 4 599 85 268
Nonroe 4 16) 9 AUt 13 804 2f 182 5 836 45 6422
Montqomery 58 857 151 017 209 874 352 832 617093 623 799
Montour 1 392 3 S4) 4 935 9 168 2 405 16 S08
Northaspton 19 507 86 946 66 453 125 141 22 1718 218 368
worthusberland 8 998 21 573 30 571 55 6927 12 927 99 190
Perry 2 9u6 6 929 9 878 15 742 2 998 28 615
Philadelphia 192 7157 414 509 607 266 1 113 195 228 148 1 94l 609
Pike 1 024 2 Su1 ) 565 6 272 1 981 11 8.8
Potter 1 818 4 C76 S 894 8 399 2 102 16 395
Schuylkill 13 739 33 363 47 102 91 952 21 035 160 089
Snyder 2 923 6 716 9 639 16 880 2 750 29 269
Somerset 7 378 17 716 25 094 41 704 9 239 76 037
Sullivan 556 1 517 2073 ) 063 800 5 961
Susquehanoa 3 649 8 706 12 355 18 098 3 891 33 3ua
Tioga 4 138 9 703 13 841 21 84 4 166 39 691
Naion 2 540 S 741 8 281 17 556 2 766 2% 6013
Yenango S 9135 15 217 21 152 38 342 6 859 62 35)
varren 8 762 11 243 16 005 26 069 S 608 47 682
wasbington 18 738 uf 631 67 165 120 955 22 556 210 876
Bayne 2 791 6 784 9 575 15 682 4 324 29 581
¥Westmoreland 36 7181 A9 601 126 382 213 272 37 281 376 935
?yosing 2 150 4 623 6 773 10 175 2 138 19 082
York 27 666 631 876 91 S42 152 489 28 572 272 603
QO State Total 1,134,234 2,713,867 3,848,101 6,673,679 1,272,124 11,793,964
8 . ———
rorecrosieio enc) ()()_1 4
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Table 2 Population by age, color, sex

White Nonwhite
Age Group Male Male Female Male Female

4712 129 418 864 401 336 53 265 52 721
552 052 492 521 522 59 53] 59 181
595 276 534 745 954 60 531 61 324
487 427 R4 335 50 53 052
359 888 35 45 175
313 162 30 37
267 071 26 33

884 ) 26 33

835 28 34

353 28 32

069 5 23 28

627 20 24

594 16 19

074 14

399 10

379 10

TOTAL 0-17 YFAR

TOTAL ALL YEARS

BEDTAN AGE

Figures 2 and 3 are population pyramids for the white and nonwhite
populations of the state Each bar in these figures represents the per.
centage of the total population that falls in that 5-year age-sex
category The bottom night-hand bar in Figure 3. for example, in-
dicates that approximately 5§ percent of all nonwhites in Pennsylvania
in 1970 were females under § years of age. The corresponding bar
for the white popuiation reveals that just under 4 percent (3 7) of the
total white population were females under age 5 A glance at both
pyramids shov:s a broader base for the nonwhite pyramid than for the
white — indicating that the nonwhite population has a larger per-
centage of young people and chidren Among the older age
categories. exactly the opposite situation prevails Ages 65 and over
contain a larger percentage of the total population of whites than non-
whites These figures also reveal larger percentages of females at the
advanced ages Such interpretations agree with the median ages
given in Table 2, which show the nonwhite population to be younger
than the white, and male populations younger than female.

Information on the age, sex, and color composition of Penn-
sylvamia’s population 1s contained in Table 2. These three charac-
tenstics are important and represent an inventory of the human
resources In alocality The number of persons under age 18 and over
age 65, for example, may indicate the dependency burden carried by
the active population 18 to 64 years of age. Such information mayalso
be used to demonstrate need for various Services In a State, county,of
community A county or state with a large percentage of elderly per-
sons will aimost certainly have different needs in the areas of housing,
transportation, and health care than an area with smaller proportions
in the elderly age category.
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Table 3 contains detailed information on preschool children (under

Chidren under age 18 per square mile. 1970 age 6) The number of preschoolers is given for each color group

(white and nonwhite). as well as the percentage of each county's

Sl Moot Oulvoinfurse Moo CMNSE| G  er s mic 5 50 guen MGG o 1 o
less than 250 clude

250 - 499 — Extremely high density of preschoolers in Philadelphia County

(1500 per square mile)

500 - 4999 — High densities, as expected. in urban counties and low densities in
rural counties

5000 and greater

— Concentrations of nonwhite preschoclers in a few counties. Only
three counties. Allegheny (Pittsburgh). Dauphin (Harrnisburg), and
Phitadelphia. have as many as 10 percent of preschool! children
who are nonwhite.

— More than 3 in every 4 nonwhite preschoolers hve in Philadelphia
or Allegheny Counties (Appendix A )

7 | Overlay map.s inside the back
¢ | cover are useful in interpre-
ting the above map . Additional
copies of overlay maps are
available. .cee page 2.)
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Table 3 Preschool population, by color

Number of Children Under 6 Yrs Density Percent
County All Children Nonwhite
. . of County Total
White Nonwhite Total Under 6 vy
Adses 6 045 113 6 158 1.7 1.8
Allegheny 125 739 17 288 183 027 196.0 12.1
Arastrong 6 980 92 7 072 10.7 1.3
Beaver 18 309 1 430 19 739 848.9 7.2
Bedford 4 858 13 4 467 4.4 0.3
Berks 25 701 1 026 26 727 31.0 3.8
Blair 12 874 133 13 007 24.6 1.0
Bradf ord 6 703 39 6 782 5.8 0.6
Bucks 45 Su49 1 399 46 9us8 76.5 3.0
Butler 13 438 70 13 504 17.0 0.5
Casbria 16 692 410 17 102 24.6 2.4
Caseron 77 7 744 1.8 n.Q
Carbon 4 622 19 4 641 11.4 0.8
Centre 9 510 133 9 6413 8.6 1.8
Chester 25 238 2 515 27 753 36.5 Q.1
Clarion 3 g6 2 3 a1s 6.8 0.1
Clearfield 7 716 28 7 744 6.7 0.8
Clinton 3 554 8 3 562 3.9 0.2
Colusbia 5 078 14 5 092 10.5 0.3
Cravford 8 299 187 8 486 8.4 2.2
Cusberland 15 03% 179 15 214 27.4 1.2
Dauphin 16 789 3 642 20 431 39.4 17.8
Delavare 52 028 5 321 57 351 311.5 Q.3
Blk 4 432 9 4 441 5.5 0.2
Prie 26 931 1 584 28 517 35.0 5.6
- .
rayette 14 279 835 15 114 18.8 5.5
Porest 865 1 466 1.1 0.2
vranklin 10 385 277 10 662 14.2 2.6
Fulton 1 224 9 1233 2.8 0.7
Greene 3 289 20 3 309 5.7 0.6
Huntingdon 3 881 69 3 950 4.4 1.7
Indiana 7 543 96 7 639 9.2 1.3
Jefferson 3 980 4 3 984 5.9 0.1
Juniata 1 748 2 1 750 4.5 0,1
Lackavanna 19 751 174 19 925 43.9 0.9
Lancaster 32 428 918 33 346 3.9 2.8
Lavrence Q 309 399 9 708 26.5 4,1
Lebanon 9 872 39 9 911 27.3 0.4
Lehiah 22 7151 492 23 243 66.8 2.1
Luzerne 28 704 213 28 917 32.5 0.7
Lycosing 11 164 217 11 381 9.4 1.9
AcCKean 5 415 19 S 434 5.4 0.3
nercer 11 502 668 12 170 17.9 5.5
mifflin 4 945 1 4 958 11.5 0.3
®onroe 4 078 As 4 163 6.8 2.0
Montgomery 55 973 2 884 58 857 118.6 4.9
#ontour 1 389 3 1 392 10.7 0.2
worthaspton 18 916 591 19 507 51.9 3.0
¥orthusberland 8 972 26 R 998 19.9 0.3
Perry 2 9u4 , 2 2 986 5.3 0.1
Philadelphia 109 948 82 809 192 757 1 500.0 43.0
Pike 1 022 2 1 024 1.9 0.2
potter 1 810 8 1818 1.7 0.8
Schuylkill 13 676 63 13 739 17.5 0.5
Snyder 2 919 4 2923 8.9 0.1
Soserset 7T 356 22 7T 378 6.8 0.3
Sullivan 556 0 556 1.2 0.0
Susqueharna 3 643 6 3 649 4.4 0.2
Tioga 4 118 20 4 138 3.6 0.5
Naion 2 526 14 2 540 7.9 0.6
Yenango 5 897 38 S 935 8.8 0.6
varren 4 753 9 4 762 5.2 0.2
vashington 17 928 806 19 734 21.8 8.3
vayne 2 7183 8 2 791 3.7 n.3
Vestsorcland 36 012 769 36 781 36.0 2.4
Wyosing 2 148 [ 2 150 5.4
York 26 421 1 245 27 666 30.5
Q
EMC State Total 1,004,686 129,548 1,134,234 25,2

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Figure 4

Counties with the Highest Percent Nonwhite Children

County 0 10

20 30 40 % |

Philadelphia

Dauphin
Allegheny

Delaware

Chester

Beaver

Fayette

Mercer B 56

Erie B 48

Washington

Table 4

Percent of Al}
Nonwhite Children
n State

Total Nonwhite Percent of All
Children Children

County
(0-17 years)  n County

piLrh

Al lagrany

.

~a

S, . A e
ERE ar o

Gelasare
trin

Fayeteo

Mercer LAnk € e ~ g
Philadelshria 260, 94 4°,77 3
Aashington S, 3,44 i
Top Ter Total 373,708 - 9.
Other 57 Counties 1,70 .- q,¢
Q 16 Total Al1,708

43,0

The 10 counties with the largest percentage of nonwhite children
under age 18 are shown in Table 4 and Figure 4 Phifadelphia County
has by far the largest percentage of nonwhite children, with 43 per-
cent Dauphin and Allegheny Counties rank second and third with 16
and 11 percent, respectively These three counties contain almost 80
percent of all non-white children in this age group In the entire state.
Delaware, Chester and Montgomery Counties also have sizable num-
bers of nonwhite children

The population of youths {age 6:17) by color, the number of
children per square mife, and the percentage of nonwhite are given in
Table 5. While these numbers have undoubtedly changed since
1970, the relative rankings of counties by density and percent non-
white have probably not changed drastically.

The number of youths (6-17) per square mile is highest in the coun-
ties containing the two largest metropolitan areas of Philadelphia and
Pittsburgh The counties with these cities plus those surrounding
them account for five of the nine counties with densities of children in
excess of 100 per square mile

The final column of Table 5 shows the percentage of children 6 to
17 years of age in each county who are nonwhite Philadelphia,
Dauphin and Allegheny Counties have the largest percentages non-
white

001y
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Youthful population, by color

1 Table 5

Number of Children 6-17 Yrs Density
County All Children Percent
White Nonwhite Total 6-17 Yrs. Nonwhite
Adass 13 760 184 13 9us 26.5 1.3
Allmgheny 328 039 39 588 367 587 503.6 10.8
Arsstrong 17 826 223 18 049 27.4 1.2
Beaver 87 833 3 610 51 gu3 116.9 7.0 -
Bedford 10 378 18 10 S16 10.3 0.4
\
Berks 61 138 2 087 63 225 73.3 3.3 |
Blair 30 361 293 30 754 58.1 1.0 |
Bradford 15 169 84 15 213 13.2 0.3
Bucks 110 411 2 969 113 380 188.6 2.6
Butler 31905 124 32 029 80.4 0.8
Cambria 48 948 1 196 86 1us 66.4 2.6
Caseron 1 760 i0 1 770 8.8 0.6
Carbon 10 7177 46 10 823 26.7 0.3
Centre 18 634 139 18 773 16.8 0.7
Chester 63 939 S 730 69 669 91.5 a.2
Clarion 8 822 6 8 824 14.8 0.1
Clearfield 17 825 49 17 874 15.6 0.3
Clinton 8 587 16 R 603 9.5 0.2
Colusbia 11 877 34 1 911 248.6 0.3
Cravford 18 6138 321 18 99 18.7 1.7
Cusberland 316 895 556 37 451 67.5 1.5
Dauphin 42 391 7 638 S0 029 96.7 15.3
Delavare 131787 12 450 144 237 783.4 8.6
Blk 9 774 3 9 777 12.1 0.0
Brie 62 351 2 yus 65 299 80.3 8.5
Payette 34 413 2 126 36 539 45.6 5.8
Porest 1 17 5 1 182 2.7 0.8
rranklin 23 093 536 23 629 31.3 2.3
Pulton 2 598 32 2 630 6.1 1.2
Greene 4 8 240 121 8 361 18.5 1.8
Huntingdon 8 759 235 8 a9y 10.1 2.6
Indiana 17 567 125 17 692 21.5 0.7
Jeffe rson 10 283 7 10 290 15.3 0.1
Juniata 4 098 1 4 099 . 10.6 0.0
Lackavanna 48 151 329 48 480 106.7 0.7
Lancaster 78 836 1 786 76 622 80.2 2.3
Lavrence 24 734 895 25 629 69.6 3.5
Lebanon 23 062 99 23 161 63.8 0.8
Lehigh Su4 943 748 55 691 160.0 1.3
Luzerne 69 030 » 500 69 $30 78.8 0.7
Lycosing 26 308 378 26 686 21.9 1.8
McKean 12 312 39 12 351 12.3 0.3
Mercer 29 354 1 738 31 092 45.7 5.6
Mifflin 10 713 27 10 740 25.0 0.3
Monroe 9 455 186 9 641 15.8 1.9
Montgomery 144 979 6 038 151 017 304.5 8.0
Montour 3 538 S 3 S43 27.3 0.1
Rorthaspton 45 901 1 043 46 946 124.8 2.2
Worthusberland 21 579 4y 21 573 .. 47.6 0.2
Perrcy 6 892 37 6 929 12.6 0.5
Philadelphia 236 372 178 137 414 509 3 225.8 83.0
Pike 2 529 12 2 Su1 4.7 0.5
Potter 4 050 26 4 076 3.7 0.6
Schuylkill 33 271 92 33 363 42.5 0.3
Snyder 6 677 39 6 716 20.5 0.6
Soserset 17 683 13 17 716 16.4 0.2
Sullivan 1 512 5 1517 3.2 0.3
Susquekanna 8 688 22 R 706 10.4 0.3
Tioga 9 671 32 9 703 8.4 0.3
Onion S 703 38 S 741 18.0 0.7
Yenango 15 112 105 15 217 22.5 0.7
warren 11 221 22 11 243 12.3 0.2
dashing ton 46 448 2 183 48 631 56.7 8.5
sayne 6 770 14 6 788 9.1 0.2
Sestaoreland 87 818 1783 89 601 87.4 2.0
Wyosing 4 608 15 4 623 11.6 0.3
York 61 616 2 260 63 876 70.3 3.5
Q
F lC State Total 2,431,707 282,160 2,713,867 10.4
— I

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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4 Family and Health

.
-~
YN

'
v lte

. This section presents information on the family and health status of
i - children in the Commonwealth. Five tables contain information on the
[ number of familes with children. the number of children living in
homes without both parents present. the number of families with
preschool childreninwhich the motner 1s employed. an indicator of fer-
tility. and infant mortality. The number of familes with children and the

;t.-,.- Col number of famiies iIn which both parents are not present can serve as
ER indicators of needed services High percentages of children not hving
£ ¢ 3 with both parents may indicate the need for special counseling or
B

. educational programs In the local school sysizm. Similarly. the
avallability of day care facilities could be evaluated in terms of the
number of famiies with preschoolers in which the mother 1s working

A

e,
;
x .
o> v S .

w ose

ST AT
. Yot

S
5 " The number of children under age 5 per 1,000 women 15 to 49
{fertility ratio) i1s taken as a measure of effective fertilty. effective in
: the sense that most losses due to infant deaths are removed These
& N ratios indicate both the relative level of fertility in a county and the
SO 4 dependency load of very young children. Infant mortality rates reflect
. nealth conditions of parents as well as children

Selected findings are as follows

— Slightly more than 50 percent of all famiies {1,663.717) had at
ieast one child under 18 years of age

— One family in four in 1970 had at least one preschool child.

— Almost 600,000 children in Pennsylvania do not ive with both
parents — almost one child in six.

— One woman In four with a preschool child was in the labor force;
almost one-fifth (18 1 percent) do not ticve a husband present.

— Rural counties had higher fertility ratios (children under age 5 per
1,000 women 15 to 49) than urban counties. indicating substantial
child dependency loads

--Infant mortality rates were highest in rural counties, although
Philadelphta County was also above the state average

— Approximately one-third of all infant deaths were classified as “ex-
cess,” meaning these deaths would not have occurred if every

county had as low an infant mortahity rate as the counties with the
lowest rate in the Commonwealth
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Table 6

County

Families with children

Famihes with Children

0-17 years Under 6

Maes
Allegheny
Arastrong
Beaver
Bedford

Berks
Alair
Aradford
Bucks

Butler

Cambria
Cameron
Carbon
centre
Chester

Clarion
Clearfield
Clinton

Columhia
Crawford

Cumaberland
pauphin
Delavare
Elk

Brie

rayette
Porest
Pranklin
Pulton
Greaene

Huntingdon
Indiana
Jefterson
Juniata
Lackavanna

Lancaster
Lavrence
Lebanon
Lehigh
Luzerne

Lycoming
Ackean
Hetcer
Nifflin
Monroe

Mont qomery
fontour
Northaapton
Northumherland
Percy

Philadelphia
pPike

Potter
Schuylkill
Snyder

Somerset
sullivan
Susqouehanna
Tioga

Union

Yenango
Varren
Washington
Yayne
WVestmoreland

¥yoming
York

A 373 4 099
221 S6u 97 686
11 058 301
31 2N 13 788
6 S74 ) o082

992 18 &00

19 196 9 101
8 791 4 608

66 321 31 823
951 9 194

25 565 11 151
1 089 6532
6 957 2 994

12 7548 6 748

40 657 18 982

S 386 2 578
10 924 S 262
S 438 2 808
7 874 3 756
1 560 5 864

726 . 11 028
31 219 14 134
8s 917 37 767
5 S19 2 724
38 528 18 750

451 375
647 KAL)

15 1386 7T 397
1 801 897
5 093 2 252
S 618 2 682
10 683 S 2n
6 219 2 635
2 4R0 1 161}
Jo 718 12 s
46 AAS 22 609
15 422 6 532
14 791 6 98]
36 518 16 734
4s 013 19 570
16 413 8 042
7 437 1 606
18 375 8 118
7 010 3 556
6 389 2 970
90 S3a 40 023
2 089 973
Jo 213 13 594
14 105 6 497
4 294 2 099
255 449 1248 432
1 594 695
2 480 1 329
21 556 9 647
3 950 1 939
10 878 4 958
835 416

S 266 2 621
S 785 2 951
) 665 1 762
8 593 3 989
6 957 J 43S
3o 300 13 694
) 886 1 B80
56 091 25 861
2 938 1 466

802 586

Q .
-ate Total
ERIC

1,663,717 770,374

Y 0 Y 6 U

The number of families by age of children is given in Table 6.
For census purposes,a family consists of a household head and one
or more persons living in the same household who are related to the
head by blood, marriage, or adoption. A young married couple living
with the husband's or wife's parents is not counted as a separate
family in Table 6.

In 1970, shghtly more than one-half (55.3 percent) of all fami-
lies had a child under 18 years of age. This amounted to 1.6 million
families with children under 18, out of a total of 3 million families.
One family in four (over 770,000) had a child less than six years
of age.
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Table 7

Number of Children  Percent

County Not Living of Al
With Both Parents Children

L4

Highhights

Of the 3,848,101 children in Pennsylvamiain 1970,

Adass 2 563 12.8

Allegheny T4 277 1.5

Arsstrong 3 237 12.9 —84 6 percent ived with both parents

Reaver 9 223 13.0 ~—15 4 percent {591,086 chuJdren) did not, including 486,615 who
8edford 1 857 12.4

live with only one parent. and 122,471 who hive with neither parent.

Regks 11 907 13.2
Rlair 6 324 14.5
dradford 3 4z8 15.6
Bucks . 1S 168 9.5
Sutler N 4 7SR 10.5

Cambria ' 418

Caseron 417 16.6
Carhon 2 09q 13.%
Cantte 3 199 11.3

Chester 11 789 12.1

neither parent

Clarion 1 685

Clearfield 3 79% 13.8
Clinton 1 791 1.7
Colusbia 2 209 13.0
cravford 3 651 13.3

6as

Cusberland
pauchin 13 136 1R, 6
Delavare 26 6486 13.2
Flk 1270 4.9
Er ie 12 T4R 13.6

12.2 %

rayette 072 with ¢
Forest 190 1.1 one paren
rranklin 4 g4 13.0
*ylton 729 1R.8 e
Greane 2 131 18.3
funt ingdon 2 017 15.6 \
Ind:una 3 053 :i; \ 84.6%
Jafferson 1 861 . . . . .
Juniata 594 10.2 \ children living with
tack 8 143 11.9
AcRavanna both parents
tancaster 12 152 11.2
Lavrence 4 650 1.1
teabanon 4 087 12.3
Lehigh a 831 1.2
Lyzerne 13 007 13.2 N
Lyco®ina 5 625 14.5
scKean 2 892 14.6 F.
xarcer S 841 13.5 5
wifflin 2 124 13.% lgure
Monroe 2 169 15,7
nontqosery 2¢ 93N 10,9
sontour 707 14.3
Northaspton 8 043 12.1
Northusherland 4 346 14,2
Percy 1192 12,1
philadelphia 174 A3} 28.8
:z::er :;2 ::ﬁ Nearly one child in six, or 15.4 percent of all children in Penn-
Schuylkill 6 UE1 1.7 sylvama do not hve with both parents. These include one-parent
Snyder 1 631 15.9 children.orphans. children in foster homes or other Institutions, and
\ children hving with other relatives or alone. Philadelph:a clearly stands
Soadiar 230 23 out as the leading county in children not hving with both parents —
Susquph:nna 1 329 10.R almost three chiidren in ten. nearly tw:ce the state average. More than
Tioga 1 333 13.2 18 percent of the children in Fulton, Dauphin and Greene Counties
union 1187 14.0 do not live with both parents.
Y2nango 3 184 14.9
darren 2 184 13.6
washington 9 120 13.5 In Westmoreland. Bucks and Elk Counties. on the other hand, fewer
Vayne 1012 10.6 than 10 percent of the children live in homes without both parents.
¥estsoreland 12 284 9.7
¥vosing 944 13.9 Inf . R
rock 11 140 12.4 nformation such as this may be used as an indicator of need for
Q famly counseling services. day care centers, or specialized
B e . - h
E MC State Total 591,086 Icli#cauonal programs Further information on children not fiving with
either parentis contained in the Appendix.
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Map 7 Percent
Map 8 Number
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Women in the labor force
with preschoolers

and no husband present

Women in the labor force with preschoolers
§ and no husband present

6
100 149
159 199 27
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Table 8

Number of Women in Force
ber o Labor Fo Percent
with Preschoolers Husband
County Not
Husband Husband | present
Total Present Not Present

Adams 1 475 1 300 175 1.9

Allegheny 16 160 12 716 3 uuy 21.3 4

Arastrong 8u7 692 158 18.3

Beaver 2 uué 2 001 445 18.2

Bedford 766 690 76 9.9

Berks 6 28S 5 400 LELY 14.1

Blair 2 432 2 064 368 15.1

Bradford 1 291 1 098 193 14.9

Bucks 7 023 6 030 993 14,1

Butler 1 668 1 612 252 15.1 -

Cambr ia 1 901 1 553 348 18.3

Cameron 186 1650 36 19.4

carbon 816 721 95 11.6

Centre 2 034 1 816 219 0.7

Chester 4 160 3 522 618 15.3

Clarion 497 441 s6 11.3

Clearfield 1 304 1 058 206 18.9

Clinton 803 700 103 12.8

Columbia 1 155 966 189 16.4

Cravford 1 478 i 318 160 10.8

Cuamberland 2 190 2 715 375 14.9

Dauphin 4 615 3 638 981 21.3

Delaware 7 428 6 070 1 354 18.2

Plk 822 730 92 1.2

Brie 4 462 3 678 784 17.6

Fayette 1 562 1 182 38 26.3

Forest L3 48 7 12.7

Pranklin 2 5715 2 189 386 15.0

Pulton 272 221 51 18.8

Greene 419 308 11 26.5

Hunt ingdon 783 636 147 18.8

Indiana 810 683 127 15.7

Jefferson 635 650 as 13.4

Juniata 301 254 47 15.6

Lackavanna 3 002 2 743 260 8.7

Lancaster 6 7182 S T840 1 042 15.4

Lavrence 1 046 Aus 198 18.9

Lebanon 2 675 2 250 425 15.9

Lehigh 4 788 8 199 589 12.3

Luzerne S 178 4 487 691 13.3

Lycoming 2 624 2 067 357 14.7

#cKean 1 006 868 138 13.7 In recent years there has been a significant increase in the day care

:i:‘f:i:n ! ggz 1 sgg :32 fgg services provided to children of low-ncome families by the Degart-

HonTos 386 751 135 15.2 ment of Pubiic Welfare Currently more than 17.000 children are in
such programs However, this is only 1.5 percent of the tota! number

Montgomery 8 925 7 684 1 241 13.9 of preschoolers in the state.

Nontour I 266 6% 19.6

797 . . . L .

:gi::i:g:‘r’i‘an 4 3 921 3 Z,}',' ;‘23 :gz The number of working women with preschoct children is given in

Percy 665 58§ 80 12.0 Table 8 These data give insightinto the number of women in the laber
force with small children, who may need suppciting child care ser-

Philadelphia 33 607 23 848 9 759 29.0 vices

Pike 173 157 16 9.2

Potter 373 387 26 7.0

schuylkill 2 337 1 941 396 16.9

snyder 659 568 90 13.7 Across the Commonwealth as a whole, one woman in four
(184,76 3) with a preschool child was in the labor force. As expected,

:zﬁﬁ:: 9:: 8:: '2; ;g-z Philadelphia and Allegheny Counties had the largest numbers of

Susquehanna 688 612 76 11.0 vyork-ng mothers with preschoolers, 33,607 and 16,160, respec-

Tioga 781 663 118 15.1 tively

Union 522 428 9y 18.0

vaccen v 078 919 5 0.8 Column three shows the number of these women not iving with a

Jashi ngton 2 339 1 951 379 6.3 husband (separated, divorced, never married, or widoved).

vayne 516 485 3 6.0

vestmoreland 4 330 3 728 606 1.0 Column four gives the percentage of working women who have a

ryosi 32 316 26 16 preschooler and no husband present, Philadelphia, Green, and Fay-

Yoming . ette Counties have the largest percentages: approximately one-fourth

York 6 643 5 737 906 13,6 b )

: of all women in the labor force with preschoolers are without a

Y _aTotal 184,763 151,310 33,453 husband. Similarly, Allegheny. Dauphin and Mercer Counties each

have over 20 percent of their mothersin this category.

ERIC
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Fertity Ratios Chitdren {0-4) per 1000 women {15-49)

KEY Map Shade Data Value Range Number of Counties

325 2]

less than

325- 3499 16

350 - 3749

375

and greatcr

Overlay maps inside the back
cover are useful in interpre-
ting the above map .
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Table 9

Children (0-4) per 1.000 Women (15-49)

Fertility ratios by color

County
Total White Nonwhite
Adass 3813 381 610
Allegheny 303 294 382
Arastrong 3131 330 u46
Raeaver 322 317 ung
Bedford 377 177 B8
Berks 10 306 452
Blair 342 331 409
Bradford 421 420 [
Bucks 369 166 464
Butler 3156 3156 3135
Casbr ta 325 174 kL1
Caseron 366 364 R
Carbon 342 342 R
Centre 300 302 201
Chester 320 3117 3<%
Clarion 338 315 R
Clearfield 17 3187 425
Clinton 312 313 B
Colusbia 320 321 a
Cravford 376 374 547
Cuaber land 305 308 324
Dauohin 112 292 448
Delavare 326 322 170
Elk 432 411 R
Er ie 370 3162 5F6
Payette 359 351 473
Porest 154 359 B
Pranklin 355 3152 46s
Pulton 399 409 B
Greene 3132 3134 R
Huntingdon 360 360 318
Indiana 3109 Iné 576
Jefferson 334 134 B
Juniata In 371 R
tackavanra 3110 na 461
Lancaster 385 352 523
Lavrence 310 ns 511
Ledbanon 345 345 383
Lehiah 9 06 553
Luzerne 106 n7 206
Lycoming 152 150 458
ncKean 395 195 R
mercer 132 329 3198
wifflin IR7 387 R
monroe 305 304 347
Montgomery 219 118 39y
®ontour 3106 106 B
sorthaspton 318 315 506
Northusberland 312 312 318
Perry 360 3160 L]
philadelphia 3413 317 186
Pike 348 349 B
Potter 815 415 [
Schnvlkill 321 31~ 449
Snyder 3313 k1] B
Somerset 352 3152 B
Sullivan $L1) 3386 B
Susquehanna 809 410 3]
Tioga 151 151 |3}
Union 311 314 )
venango 3112 3132 239
Varren 358 355 R
Washington 307 3105 3167
Wayne IR7 186 R
vestaoreland 133 332 303
Wyosing 422 422 R
York 152 147 535
E gllce Total 332 325 392

In column 3 of this table, “B™ appears in all cases where the base I1s
too small for reliable calculations

Fertility ratios show the number of children under age 5 per 1,000
women aged 15 to 49 For the state as a whole, there were 332
ciuldren in 1970 for each 1,000 women between the ages of 15 and
49 The highest rates were in the more rural counties. Elk County, for
example, had a fertility ratio of 432. approxmately 30 percent higher
than the state average Wyoming, Bradford, Potter and Susquehanna
also had rates in excess of 400

At the other extreme, Centre County had the lowest overall rate.
This was due in part to the large number of college age women (at The
Pennsylvania State University), who add to the county's number of
women of childbearing age (15-49), but who thus far have borne few
children

Nonwhite women in the Commonwealth have 392 children under
age 5 for each 1.000 women of childbearing age This rate is ap-
proximately 18 percent higher than the corresponding rate for whites,
and is consistent with the longstanding higher fertility of nonwhites.
Because of the small number of nonwhites in many counties,
meaningful fertlity ratios could not be calculated. However, in coun-
ties where the numbers were large enough to be meaningful sub-
stantial differences were revealed. In Adams County the nonwhite
rate was 610 compared to about 200 in Luzerne. Centre, and
Venango Counties.
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Map 10 Infant mortality rate

Rural areas dominate the ten counties with the highest infant mor-
tality rates. with the exception of Erie and Philadelphia Counties In.
terestingly, 9 of 10 counties with the lowest rates were also
predominantly rural Counties in which infant mgitality 1s noticeably
high include Greene. Venango. Philadelphia, Clinton and Fayette

Three year average infant mortalty rate

Map Shade Data Value Range Number of Counties

less than 15.0 1
HHE s0.199 32
umaxmmn 200-249 19
“:“ 25.0 andgreater 5
Comparative Infant Mortality Rates, 1970
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Table 10 | § Infant mortality

In column 3 of this table, “B” appears in all cases where the base is
too smalt for reliable calculations.

Average Rate per Number
County Yearly 1.000 Live of Excess
Deaths Births Deaths
Adams 16 16. 4 3 .
Allegheny 431 19.0 145
Arastrong 24 20.5 9
Beaver 6R 22.0 29
Bedford 15 18.8 S
Berks 78 18.3 24
Blair 47 21.1 18
Bradford 22 19.8 <]
Bucks 118 16.2 26
Butler 28 13.4 1
Cambria 59 20.5 22
Caseron 2 16.9 R
Carbon 13 17.6 3
Centre 26 14.9 3
Chester 83 18.8 27
Clarion 11 16.3 2
Clearfield 29 21.8 11
Clinten 15 25.1 7
Colusbia 20 22.9 9
Cravford 27 19.3 9
Cumberland 31 12.6 0
Daubhin, 7 19.4 25
pelavare 162 18.0 [T:]
t1k 9 12.7 ]
Erie 114 23.2 St
Payette A3 24.6 3n
Porest 1 15.8 ]
Pranklin 31 16.8 a
Pulton 4 19.0 1
Greene 16 27.8 R
Huntingdon 9 12.6 o]
Indiana 27 20.6 10
Jefferson 1; ;;.g ;
;’:2;:::“ a o 7.9 17 infant mortality riot only 1s a tragic event for young famikes, but is
also an indicator of prevailing health conditions for persons of all ages
lancaster 86 15.4 ‘g in an area During the first month of life infant deaths are primarily due
Lavrence £ " : to conditions developed before birth, such as genetic make-up of the
entapt ptd 8.0 19 infant, sickness or malnutriton of the mother, or Inadequate prenatal
Luzerne 91 19.4 32 care After the first four weeks, lack of medical artention for the infant,
unsanitary homes and neighborhoods, and too httle o the right foods
Lycoming 43 20.9 16 are the pnimary causes of death
NcKean 18/ 20.3 6
Nercer 40 20.2 14
mifflin 12 14.8 1
Monroe 10 13,2 1
Montgomery 150 7.0 39
Montour 3 :;: 13 Rates in Table 10 are 3-year averages of infant deaths centering on
:°§f:::g:‘;'{and e 179 7 1970. and are more reliable estimates of annual losses than rates
parcy 7 1.7 B based on a single year. In 1970 alone, almost 3.700 infants died in
Pennsylvania before their first birthday. This amounted to 19.8 deaths
Philadelphia 867 25.9 ““: for each 1,000 live births Pennsylvania‘s rate was almost identical to
Pike 3} g;;’ 3 the 19 9 recorded for the entire United States. Individual counties
sehuylxill 07 21,0 18 varied widely around this average. Sullivan County had the highest
er 9 17.5 2 rate (30 3 per 1,000 live births), although the actual number of deaths
snyd thsj, althoug
was too low to place confidence in this rate. At the other extreme,
Somerset 24 19.6 ? Cumberland and Huntingdon Counties had only 12.6 deaths for each
Sullivan 3 3.3 1,000 Iive births
Susquehanna 12 18.9 4 ’ .
Tioga 16 23.4 4
fnion 9 20.9 3
Venango 26 26.0 13
Warren 1 14.9 21 .
4 . .
::::i“"““ & 20-2 2 }) The third column in Table 10, labeled excess deaths, is the number

¥estmoreland 98 17.4 27 . of infant deaths that would not have occurred if the rate of the lowest
county (12 6 deaths per 1,000 live births) had prevailed throughout
the state This amounted to slightly more than 1,300 excess deaths
across the Commonwealth Over one-third of all infant deaths are thus

Q classified as “excess " The largest losses are in areas of highest
E l Ce Total 3,686 19.8 1306 population concentration — Allegheny and Philadelphia Counties.

003%

Wyoming 7 16.7 1
York 76 16.4 17
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Housing

Inadequate housing is difficult to measure using Census
information. Overcrowding, as measured in this report,
represents an indirect indicator of inadequate housing. One
indicator of overcrowding is the number of housing units
that have more than one person per room. Since this volume
deals with children in Pennsylvania, data are shown on the
number and percent of children who live in such dwellings,
rather than the number of housing units that are over-
crowded. Overcrowding is frequently related to a number of
problems such as:

— unsanitary conditions promotir{g the spread of disease
— inappropriate muitiple use of rooms

—high density of use, such as too many persons per
bedroom for adequate rest

— lack of privacy and the resulting strain from constant con-
tact with others

Another indicator of inadequate housing is the number of
households lacking complete plumbing. Again, as with over-
crowding, data are given on the number and percent of
children living in such units rather than the number of units.
The reader interested in the number of housing units (rather
than the number of persons or chiidren) that are over-
crowded or that lack complete plumbing in each county

should consult Table 60 in the 1970 Census of Housing for
Pennsylvania.

In the 1970 Census of Population and Housing,
households were classified as lacking complete pluiwibing if
they did not possess hot water, a bathtub (or shower), and a
flush toilet for the exclusive use of the occupants of the unit,
Incomplete plumbing, then, represents a range in
seriousness from minor inconvenience caused by sharing
some facility, to carrying water from a well and heating water
where no hot running water system is available, to the use of
outdoor privies. The data presented here refer to children
living in housing units used year-round and do not include
hunting cabins and the like.

Figure 7 and Table 11 provide information on the number
and percent of children living in households which lack com-
plete plumbing. Statewide, almost 119,000 children live in
households that lack either hot water, a bathtub (or shower),
and a flush toilet or where these facilities were present, they
were shared with another household. Other findings in-
clude:

= ~—
. LS NN
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— Fulton, Greene, and Juniata Counties each have over five
times the percentage lacking complete plumbing as the
state average.

— Rural and urban counties tended to fall at opposite ends
of Figure 7, suggesting that incomplete plumbing is a
greater problem in rural than urban areas. Philadelphia,
Montgomery, Bucks, and Delaware Counties have one
percent or less of their children in households lacking
complete plumbing.

Figure 8 and column one of Table 12 show the per-
Yo centage and number of children living in housing units with
(L more than one person per room,
OGLQ




Figure 7

Children in housing lacking complete plumbing

Percent of Children in Housing Units Lacking Complete Plumbing

Rank  County Percent 0 5 10 15 20 Range
1 rulton 17.3 C T e e T T
2  Greene 16.6 SS0SEE00RRESRNNS0AE0GRNNESNEGECSS0R00RENANE
3 Juniata 15.1 SS0000SERAIER0URR OGN N0REE0R00REEREREEE
8 Huntingdon 1.2 SOEE0SEE0ASRECI5000REDNRENGNEBANSREERAND
S  Payette 12.7 0068000 500ES5E000N 000N 0GEGREEENN0
6 Indiana 12.7 008200500000 00088002000 00000000000
7  gedford 12. 4 SOSRSRASANENADRRNNSENRINEEENSNNNE
8 Perry 1.6 SS0ESESSNE0LREEE0E20000000008000
9 Clearfield 1M1 28000 050008000000000840080000000
10 sullivan 10.8 SOSSERSEORNSERENNE00EINENNNNEE
11 snyder 10. 4 (T T e ]
12 Porest 10.0 SE0GESISENSAENGRERENNNNATES
13 mifflin 10.0 e T T T T
14 Somerset 9.3 S000090C0¢REE0005A00 00000
15  Arsstrong 8.5 S50609880ERRRRRNERRR0REE
16 Onion 8.2
17 rranklin 7.2
:g gcx,: §‘,’§,‘, 2:; Percent of children in housing
20 Adass '6-5 (LT T TTTTT i) lacking complete plumbing
21 Lancaster 6.8 SENNERASARERSRRENS
22 Bradford 6.3 | sussssvassssssasss KeY  MapShade Duta Vake Range  Mmber of Countes
23 susqaehanna 6.2 S000000EEREREENE tesstran 40 29
24 Centre 6.1 0000008500000
25 Wyoming 5.9 40 79 22
26  potter 5.9 T T T 80 19 9
27  Jefferson 5.6 sestessaEansuEng
28 Tioga 5.6 (T T T 12 0 ano greater 7
29 vashington 5.4 00004088880
30 Casbria 5.1 (T T 1T
31 schuylkill 4.7 82600088000
32 Blair 4.6 T T
33 Clinton 4.5 (TP TTT T TT]]
34 Lebanon 4.5 088000800000
35  Northumberland 4.3 T T
36  York 4.3 []
37 vayne 4.3 | ]
38 Cravford 4.1
39 Lycomsing 3.8 [ L T
40  cCarbon 3.8 sesasEnnEs
41 Berks 3.8 040000000
42 farcen 3.8 880238228
43  venango 3.6 sessssEnEs
44 Coaberland 3.6 [TT L T 1]
(] Westaoreland 3.5 [T1]]]] | ]
46 Mercer 3.5 LI T 1],
47 Coluabia 3.4 808228008
48 Luzerpe 3.8 [ "] "1
49  Butler 3.3 ssksanems "
S0 Lawrence 3.1 sasenees ’
St pauphin 2.6 ssseems
52 Cameron 2.4 [ 1], ]]
53  Lehigh 2.4 sesEms
Su  Pike 2.4 [T T
55 Chester 2.4 [ 1], ]]]
56 Northaampton 2.3 assses
57 Lackavanna 2.1
58 Mongoe 2.1
9  Elk 2.0
60 Beaver 2.0
61 NcKean 2.0
62 Allegheny 1.5
63 Erie 1.5 A household 1s classified as lacking complete plumbing if it does not
64  Philadelphia 1.0 possess hot water, a bathtub {(or shower) and a flush toilet for the ex-
22 :32:20"" g:: clusive use of the occupants of the unit. The data presented here
67 Delavare 0.5 refer to children living in housing units which are occupied year round.
— Almost 119,000 children live in households lacking complete
plumbing This number represents 3.1 percent of all children in the
Commonwealth
— Fulton, Greene, and Juniata Counties have percentages lacking
complete plumbing that are over 5 times the state average.
— Only Fayette and Greene Counties were in the top five counties
on both indicators of inadequate housing (overcrowding and
lacking complete plumbing)

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




Percent of children in housing lacking complete plumbing

g

Children in Percent Children in Percent
County Units Lacking of All County Units Lacking of All
Complete Plumbing Children Complete Plumbing Children

Adass 304 Lancaster 073

Allegheny 431 Lavrence 097

Arsstrongqg 147 Lebanon 490

Beaver 198 Ltehiah 876

Bedford 857 Luzerne 323

Berks 455 3.8 Lycosing 1 456

Blair 012 6.6 KcKean 351

Bradford 379 6.3 Mercer 502

Bucks 459 0.9 Rifflin 571

Butler 49?2 3.3 monroe 287

Casbria 199 Bontqosery 847

Caseron 60 Montour 340

Carbon Sak Nort haspton 513

Centre 741 Nor+thusbherland 310

Chester 318 Perry 147

Clarion R865 Philadelphia S 889 0
Clearfield 841 Pike 87 L3
Clinton 645 Potter 350 9
Colusbia |71 Schuylkill 200 7
Cravford 121 Snyder 006 []
Cusberland 917 Soserset 335 3
Dauphin 813 Sullivan 224 8
Delavare LI Susquehanna 768 2
Elk 285 Tioaa 781 6
Erie 406 Union 677 b
Payette 566 Yenangqo 757 3.6
Forest 162 varren 606 3.8
Pranklin 465 Washington 633 S8
Tulton 668 Wayne 412 4.3
Gresne 935 Westsoreland 374 3.5
Hunt ingdon R4y fyosing 397

Indiana 209 York 977

Tafferson 796

ia ta aas

Elk\l‘c‘:kuanna 439

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

State Total 118870




Figure 8

Percent of Children in Occupied Housing Units with More Than One Person Per Room

Rank County Percent 0 10 20 30 Range
1 Payette 34.0 lllllllllllllllllllllllllﬂ.ll.l.-llllllllll
2 Greene 30.6
3 Porest 29.4
. Elk 29.1 [ L]
S Casbria 28. 4 000060 00RA00000000800000000R0R00ERTN00000
6 Iadiana 28.0 SO0NSEAEEEREE00E00E0DENE0ENEISSANNN0000S
7  seaver 27.4
8 Adass 26.9
9 Arsstrong 26.7
10 Philadelphia 26.5
11 Butler 25.2
12 Clearfield 25.2
13 vashington 25.0
14 Juniata .8
15 Soserset 28.7
16 Bedford 24.6
17 Lavrence 24.2
18 mifflin 24.0
19 Huntingdon 24.0 Percent of children in overcrowded housing units
20 vayne 23.6
21 Sullsiwan 23.8 xEY Map Shaae Data vape Range Number of Counties
22 Westnoureland 23.2
23 Pulton 23.2 resstan 200 20
2: Perry 22.9 200-23.9 28
2 Clar jon 22.9
26 Rercer 22.5 240 279 13
27  Montour 22,4 280  anagreater 6
28 Clinton 22. %
29 Brie 22.3
30 Allegheny 22.1
kA Tioga 21.7
32 Lycosing 21,7
33 venango 21.6 S08080000000000EREE00000EE00000
s car hon 21.5 S0SES00000SE0 RN RRRREEEEENND
35 Bradford 21,4
36 Blair 211
37 Pranklin 20.9
38 Jefferson 20.7
39 ncKean 20.6
40 Wyosing 20.6
41 Cravford 20.5
42 Caseron 20.4
43 Luzerne 20.4
L1 Sonroe 20.4
3] Lackavanna 20.)
46 Potter 20.2
47 Susquehanna 20.1 S80S0 SEE0NRREEENRREEENNNEENS
4f  Centre 19.8 S0S88000000EE00003E0000000000
49 Snyder 19.5
S0 Lebanon 19.5
51 Schuylkaill 19.1
52 Bucks 19.1
53 Onion 19,1
Su Pike 18.7
55 warren 18.0
56 Colusbia 18.9
57 York 17.7
58 Lancaster 17.5
59 Delavare 17.5
60 Northaspton 17.0
61 Northusber land 16.9
62 Berks 16.3 0800088000000 000
63 Dauphin 16.2 080008808000 000000
64 Chester 16.1
65 Cusberland 4.4
66 igh 14.1
67 :::,go.e” 12.5 Columns 1 and 2 of Table 12 show the number and percent of

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

children lving in households that are overcrowded Overcrowding
1S defined as housing units with more than one person per room.

Selected findings

— One-fifth of ali children in the state live in overcrowded units — a
total of more than 821,000 children.

— Overcrowding 1s a particular problem in Fayette and Green Coun-

ties. where about one-third of all children live in units classified as
overcrowded

UUd ¢




County

Children in Housing
with More Than
1 0 Persons Per Room

Map 12 Percent of children in overcrowded housing

Percent

of all

Children

County

Children in Housing
With More Than

Percent
ofall

1 0 Persons Per Room  Children

Adass
Allcaheny
Atastrang
Beaver
Bedford

Rerks
Blajir
Bradford
Aucks
Butler

Casbria
Caseron
Carton
Centre
Chestet

Clation
Clearfaield
Clinton
Colisbia
Cravford

Custerland
Daughin
Nelavare
Elk

Erie

fayette
Porest
Pranklin
Pylton
Greene

Huntingdon

Tndiane
‘erson

PAFuiToxt Provided by ERIC

S

416
77
A98
492
692

661
259
705
€19
a8

YR
512
319
517
663

894
4s?
707
060
619

596
429
329
141
917

589
475
173
893

26.9
22.1
26.7
27.4
26.6

16.3
211
21,4
9.1
25.2

28.4
20.4
21.5
19.8
16.1

22.9
25.2
22.13
18.0
20.5

14,4
16.2
17.5
29.1
22,13

4.0
29.4
20.9
23.2
30.6

26.0
28.0
20.7
24.8
20.3

Lancaster
Lavrence
Lebanon
Lehiah
Luzerne

Lycosing
HcKean
mercer
wifflir
Montrne

Rontqosery
sontour
Ncrthaspton
NSorthusterland
Perry

Philadelphia
Pike

Potter
Schuylkill
Snyder

Somerset
Sullivan
Susquehanna
Tioga

hnion

fenango
Warren
Washington
Hayne
Waestsoreland

Hyosing
York

19
f
6

1

20

-~
NN an NN DWW

282
564
440
103
121

27
667
728
772
812

242
106
3ot
169
261

143
666
199
986
883

204
886
487
oo¢
585

569
885
866
264
339

395
178

17.5
24.2
19,5
14.1
20.4

21,7
20.6
22.5
24,0
20.4

12.5
22.4
17.0
16.9
22.9

26.5
18,7
20.2
19.1
19,5

24.7
23.4
20.1
21,7
19.1

21.6
18.0
25.0
23.6
23.2

20.6
17.7

State Total

821,346

21.3
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School and Employment

Access to quality education ranks high on most communities’ list of
desirable faciities. Yet, Pennsylvania counties vary widely in the
educational faciities available. While the 1970 census does not
provide information on the quality of schooling, data are gathered on
the number and percentage enrolled.

Table 13 presents data on numbers of children enrolled in nur-
series and kindergartens and elementary and high schools. The nur-
sery and kindergarten totals are also presented for public and private
schools

In Table 15 information on the percent not enrolled is given for five
major age groups For the five to six year old group, the percentages
basically reflect the availability of kindergarten facilities. Among the 16
to 17 year old group the percentage not enrolled indicates. in part, the
success (or failure) of school systems in retaining youth through high
school graduation age

The 1970 Census for Pennsylvania enumerated some 580,000
males in the 16 to 21 age bracket (Table 16). About a third of these
young men were not enrolled in school; 380,000 were enrolled. More
than 68.000 of these young adults out of schoot were “dropouts;”
they did not have high schoo! diplomas. Unemployment was endemic
among these drop-outs; 40.1 percent — a total of more than 27,000
persons state-wide. Out of school, not a high school graduate, and not
employed — “three-tme losers.” For the state as a whole, 4.7 per-
cent (1 in every 21) of the males age i6 to 21 were classified as
three-time losers. Unfortunately. similar data are not available for
females.

Since 1970, the economic environment has deteriorated sharply:
the unemployment rate in Pennsylvania has risen from 4 percent to
more than 7 percent. Therefore, if the census were taken again this
year we would expect to find a far greater number of “three-time
losers” than are shown in the 1970 census statistics. Nonetheless,
the 1970 situation is considered quite representative of the relative
severity of the problem among the various counties.




Table 13

County

Children in school: Percent of state total

Children Enrotled in School by Percent of State Total

Public

Nursery and Kindergarten

Private

Elementary

High School

Adass
Allegheny
Arestrong
8eaver
RNedforad

Berks
Blair
Bradford
Bucks
Butler

Cashria
Cawneron
Cacbhon
Centre
Chester

Clarion
Cleartield
Clinton
Colusbia
Cravford

Cusberland
Dauphin
Delavare
elk

Zrye

fayotte
Porest
Pranklin
Pulvon
Gteene

Yyntingdon
Indiana
Jefferson
Juniata
fackavanna

Lancaster
Lavrence
Lebanon
Lehigh
Luzerne

Lycosing
“cKean
Vegret
1ifflin
fontoe

"ontgosery
Montour
Northaspton
Northusherland
Perry

Philadelphia
Pike

Potter
Schoylkill
Sayder

Soset set
Sollivan
Susquehanna
Tioga

aion

Venango
Varcen
Sashington
Yayne
@estesoreland

VYyosing
Tork

0.49
12.138
0.66
1,49
0.04

2.490
1.19
0.6S
4.h7
2.4%

1.135
0.06
0.4}
1.09
2.5R

.17
0.613
LR T
0.135
0,74

1.613
2.15
.77
0.18
2.62

1,58
0.01
1.29
0.0u
0,20

0.8
n, 5%
0,17
0.16
2.06

3.18
N.68
0,88
2.44
2.58

1.25
0.53
1.1
0,48
.54

L1’}
0.190
2.09
0.R6
0.2

16,12
0.0
0.10
1.23
0,22

0.56
0.0u
0.07
0.1
0.23

06.45
0.4}
1. 74
0.27
2.52

0.20
19.04
0.07
0.65
0.21

1.81
0.uR
0.1}
5.76
0,66

0.85
0.00
0.07
0.70
4.0

0.07
0.0"
0.18
n.01
0,12

0.90
1.88
9.82
0,08
1. 66

0.3
0. 00
0.2
0.02
0.00

.07
0.12
0.00
0.00
.1

2.49
0.86
n,.99
2.22
1.4

0,13
0.08
0.78
0 10
0,08

12.74
.00
1.48
0.12
.08

19.56
0.07
0.0
0.26
0,02

0.1
0.0n
0.22
0.C8
0.01

0.21
0.17
n.47
0.16
2.80

0.52
13.50
0.65
1.89
0.39

2.38
1.14
0.57
4.3
1.18

1.61
0.06
0.38
0.68
2.57

0.32
0.65
0.30
0.4
0.69

1.38
1.8¢
5.3
0.36
2.26

1.28
0.0
0.87
0.10
0.31

n. N
0.64
0.36
0,15
1.77

2.84
0.90
0.8R%
7.09
2.53

0.96
n.4%5
1.09
0.u0
0.135%

5.57
0.1}
1.73
0.77
0.2%

15.64
0.09
0,15
1.17
0.2u

0.65
0.05
0.32
0.37
0,20

.52
0.41
1.72
0.25
3.1

0.u8
13.23
0. 66
1.99
0.37

2.2¢
1. 16
0.49
3.89
1.09

1.90
0.06
0.39
0.62
2.489

0.32
0.66
0.32
0.43
0.72

1. 36
1.87
.62
0.3
2,40

0.33
0.62
0.39
0.16
1.92

2.54
1.00
0.83
2.0%
2.81

0.96
0.85
1.22
C.3u
0.3a

5.61
0.13
1.78
0.75
0.27

14.59
0.10
0.13
1.25
0.23

0.69
0.05
0.28
0.34
0.20

0.54
0.41
1.86
0.22
3.83

0. 16
2.3

Q
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

State Total

100.00




Number of Children Enrolled in School
Cou
nty Nursery and Kindergarten Elementary High School
Public Private
Adass 828 89 9 499 8 109
Allegheny 21 124 8 597 246 503 121 629
Arastrongd 1129 30 11 849 S 619
Beaver 3 224 295 38 359 17 0%7
Bedford 133 93 7 1M 3 188
Berks 4 778 816 83 523 19 321
Blair 2 033 218 20 883 9 988
sradford 1 114 58 10 818 3 201
Bucks 7 973 2 599 79 079 33 20
Batler 1 102 296 21 &80 9 382
Caabria 2 295 383 29 396 16 2%3
Caaeron 95 0 1174 52¢%
Carbon 730 32 6 953 3 323
Centre 1 852 315 12 037 5 318
Chester 8 408 1 981 46 961 21 288
Clarion 296 32 S 913 2 733
Clearfield 1 069 0 11 892 S 639
Clinton 573 68 5 5§32 271713
Colrabia 594y 14 8 066 3 668
Crawford 1 299 Sg 12 657 6 189
Cuaberland 2 789 806 25 N 11 650
Dauphin 3 668 668 38 335 16 0%t
Delavare 8 649 4 43 96 922 a7 159
Plk 654 24 6 594 3 068
Erie 4 878 751 83 148 20 456
Payette 2 698 162 23 363 11 603
Porest 55 0 748 268
Pranklin 2 202 106 15 885 7 271
Pulton 75 7 1 867 768
Greene 45 0 S 576 2 817
Hantingdon 654 33 6 002 2 985
Indiana 9138 52 11 626 S 269
Jefferson 638 0 6 637 3 30a
Juniata 265 0 2713 1 388
Lackavanna 3 511 500 32 247 16 372
Lancaster S 419 1 123 51 780 21 705
Lavrence 1 116 209 16 384 8 530
Lebanon 1 443 449 15 526 7 056
Lebiah 4 159 1 002 38 148 17 33t
Luzetne 4 40g 515 46 145 23 963
Lycoaing 2 10 59 17 582 8 20%
ncKean 910 kL) 8 150 3 8ars
Mercer 1 quu 150 19 902 10 377
nifflin 81y q) 7 291 2 896
Honroe a2y . 34 6 367 2 9%9
Nontgoaery 10 308 5 750 101 790 87 934
Montour 174 0 2 437 1 093
Nort+haspton 3 565 667 31 S99 15 192
Worthusberland 1 460 5% 14 024 6 378
Perry 30 34 4 654 2 292
Philadelphia 25 794 8 829 286 1397 126 609
Pike 137 N 1677 882 :
Potter 170 5 2 739 1 188
Schuylkill 2 102 116 21 343 10 M7
Sayder 273 9 4 389 1 969
Soserset 956 51 11 808 S 931
Sullivan 72 0 9A2 4z0
Susquehanra 17 101 S 855 2 186
Tioga 529 37 6 806 2 926
Onion 1R6 6 3 727 1 666
venango 762 97 9 477 4 599
warren 7134 17 7 846 3 493
Washington 2 963 214 31 35 1S 860
Wayne [T 70 4 512 1 9%8
Festsoreland 4 298 1 266 60 849 29 318
fyoaing 235 26 3 182 1 335
York - 3 uasg 836 43 606 19 717
Q
F lCState Total 170,619 45,149 1 826,136 854 044
JRe




42

|

']

N

)

Percent of children 16-17 not enrolied in schoo!

KEY Map Shade Data Value Range Number of Counties

less than 8.0 19

80-119 23

WA 12015 y

160  and greater 9

Statewide. one child in 20 (age 6-17)1s not enrolled in school In
Perry. Susquehanna. and Bedford Counties less than half of all
children five and six years old are enrolled Conversely. approximately
90 percent of all five and six year olds in Monroe and Lackawanna
counties are enrolled

The fifth column ot Table 15 gives similar information for the sixteen
to seventeen year old group In this case. however. the percentages
reflect the success (or faiure) of county educatonal facihities m
retaining youth in school In Cameron and Sullivan Counties about one
in five 16 to 17 year olds 1s not enrolled in school This percentage 1s

@ mately twice the state mean of 86 By contrast. Cambraa.

E l C‘rd, Westmoreland, 2nd Beaver Counties each have less than 5

e | Of this group not in school 0 0 [i 9



Tale 15

hildren not enrolled in school

Percent Not in School by Age Group
County
56 7-13 14-15
Adams .5 27.0 2.8 0.3 16.2
Allegheny 6.8 20.6 1.6 1.8 6.0
Arestrong 96.4 22.9 2.3 7.3 8.6
Seaver 98 .1 27.6 1.5 1.7 3.1
Bedford 99 .1 50.6 2.1 3.9 15.7
Berks /9.5 16.0 2.3 2.2 9.9
Blair 92.5 19.0 2.2 1.6 7.5
Bradford 95.1 19.1 5.5 6.3 10.0
Bucks 87.2 16.0 1.2 3.2 5.9
Butler 95.5 42.6 4.6 6.4 10.2
Cambria 4.9 2801 4.2 3.8 4.6
Cameron 100.0 30.% 5.8 0.1 21.9
Carbon 95.3 20.4 5.5 2.2 19.4
Centre 84.3 16.7 2.4 7.0 9.6
Chester B84.7 17.7 2.7 4.1 7.8
Clarion 98.13 46.0 3.2 4.3 10.9
Clearfield 97.2 30.3 3.2 4.6 8.5
Clinton 1.4 4.8 4.9 4.6 11.3
Coluabia 97.0 28.13 2.6 2.4 9.3
Cravford 95.8 31.2 2.2 2.4 3.7
Cusberland 92.8 15.1 1.7 1.3 10.5
Dauphin 89.6 15.7 1.5 2.5 6.1
Delavare 85.5 15.2 1.8 2.7 5.0
Blk 97.4 2R, 2 2.7 5.3 5.5
Brie 92.6 28.5 2.9 3.9 6.7
Payette 93.7 17.5 5.2 4.7 13.5
Porest 96.1 313.9 8.0 8.3 6.9
Pranklin 89.8 16.0 3.8 2.2 13.6
Pulton 9R.2 47.5 0.5 0.1 9.1
Greene 92.6 34.4 4.2 6.0 12.7
Huntingdon 9.6 14.6 v.7 3.9 9.5
Indiana 95.0 31.2 4.2 4.4 12.8
Jefferson 97.3 32.1 3.2 S.1 8.2
Juniata 94.5 28.9 1.9 14.2 5.9
Lackavanna 93.2 9.3 2.7 2.5 8.1
Lancaster 88.9 27.2 1.4 6.5 14.1
Lavrieu.e 95.3 35.3 3.0 3.5 9.5
Lebanon B89.6 24.0 2.4 5.0 12.1
Lehigh RA.4 12.7 1.1 1.3 7.1
Luzerne 94.1 18.2 2.0 3.8 8.4
Lvcoming 95.5 18.0 5.1 4.3 12.3
NcKean 94.6 22.5 2.0 4.2 1m.2
Nercer 92.7 22.2 5.5 4.3 8.3
nif€lin 95.6 24,9 1.1 7.6 15.5
ffonroe 82.7 10.3 3.8 7.8 17.8
Nontgomery 76.9 11.9 1.6 2.6 5.0
Rontour 95.7 25.5 2.7 10.4 13.84
Northampton 91.1 16.1 0.1 1.6 7.8
worthusberland 96.7 25.7 4.1 1.9 17.3
Perry 10C.9 SR.2 1.6 2.8 6.2
Philadclphia 85.8 20.1 2.6 2.8 12.1
Pike Q0.4 36.0C 0.1 0.6 9.3
Potter 97.0 48.4 0.1 9.4 1.9
Schuylkill 95.1 23.0 4.4 a.0 15.5
Snyder 95.0 33.2 5.0 9.2 17.6
Somerset 95.8 32.7 2.0 6.1 5.0
Sullivan 100.0 29.1 3.6 0.1 19.5
Susquehanna 97.5 53.2 4.0 7.0 14.8
Tioga 93.1 310.6 2.6 0.1 9.8
Onion 95.3 20.2 7.6 10.4 17.0
Yenango 91.7 310.4 1.7 10.4 13.8
varren 94.4 18.8 3.3 0.1 12.5
Vashington 93.2 29.1 3.3 4.8 8.9
#ayne 85.1 14,13 6.0 6.1 4.1
vestmoreland 95.1 30.5 1.5 1.5 3.5
¥Yyosing 90.1 29.1 1.7 5.6 1.5
tork 93, 25.8 1.6 5.3 5.8
)
EIK‘[C State Total 89.3 21.3 2.4 33 8.6 I

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

0044




Figure 9

Percent 5-6 YearOlds Not Enrolled in School

Percent 5-6 Year Olds Not Enrolled in School

County Percent O 20 40 60 Range

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

1 Perry 58.2
2 Susquehanoa 63.2
3 Bedford 50.6
] Potter u8.u
5 Pulton 47.5%
6 r.larion 46.0
7 3utler 42.6
8 Pike 36.0
9 Lavrence 35.3
10 Greene 343.4
1" Porest 33.9
12 Snyder 33.2
13 Soserset 32.7
14 Jefferson 321
15 Crav ford 31.2
16 Indiana 31.2
17 Tioga 30.6
18 Westumoreland 30.5
19 Caseron 30.5
20 Yenango 30.4
1 Clearfield 30.3
22 Wyoming 29.1
23 Sullivan 29,1
24 Wwashington 29.1
25 Juniata 28.9
26 Erie 28.5
27 Colusbia 28.)
28 Beaver 27.6
29 Lancaster 27.2
30 Adass 27.0
n Blk 26.2
32 York 25.8
33 Northusberland 25.7
3u Montour 25.5
35 mifflin 4.9
36 Clinton 2u.8
37 Casbria 24.1
38 Lebanon 24.0
39 Schuylkill 23.0
40 Arsstrong 22.9
91 McKean 22.5
42 Mercer 22.2
43 Allegheny 20.6
(1] Carbon 20.4
45 Union 20.2
u6 Philadelphia 20.1
47 Bradford 19.1
ug Blair 19.0
49 varren 18.8
50 Luzerne 18.2
51 Lycowsing 18.0
52 Chester 17.7
53 Fayette 17.5
54 Centre 16.7
55 Nor thaspton 16.1
56 Bucks 16.0
57 Pranklin 16.0
58 pauphin 15,7
59 Delavare 15.2
60 Cusberland 15.1
61 Ber ks 15.0
62 Hun tingdon 14.6
63 wayne 14,3
64 Lehigh 12.7
65 nHontgomery 1.9
66 Sonrtoe 10.3
67 Lackavanna 9.3

0G4o




Figure 10] | Percent of 16-1 7 Year olds Not Enrolled in School

Rank County Percent 0 5 10 15 20 Range
1 Cameron 21.9
2 Sullivan 19.5
3 Carbon 19.4
4 Honroe 17.8
S Snyder 17.6
6 Northuaberland 17.3
7 Union 17.0
8 Porest 16.9
9  adass 16.2 ‘

10 Bedford 15.7
11 Schuylkill 15.5
12 nifflin 15.5
13 Susquehanna 14.8
L] Lancaster w1
15 Wayne w1
16 Venanqgo 13.8
17 rranklin 13.6
18 Payette 13.5%
19 Montour 1.4
20 Indiana 12.8
21 Greene 12.7
22 warren 12.5
23 Lycoming 12.3
24 Lebanon 12.1
25 Philadelphia 12.1
26 Potter 11.9
27 Wyoming 11.5
28 Clinton 11,13
29 MCKean 1.2
30 Clarion 10.9
31 Cusherland 10.5
32 Butler 10.2
33 Bradford 10.0
34 Berks 9.9
35 Tioga 9.8
36 Centre 9.6
37 Huntingdon 9.5
38 Lavrence 9.5
39 Pike 9.3
40 Columsbia 9.3
41 Pul ton 9.1
42 washinqgton 8.9
43 ATtastronn 8.6
44 Clearfield 8.5
45 Luzerne 8.4
46  mercer 8.3
87 Jefferson 8.2
48 Lackavanna 8.1
49  Chester 7.8
50 Blair 7.5
S1 Northaapton 1.4
52 Lehigh 7.1
$3  Erie 6.7
54 pPerry 6.2
55 Dauphin 6.1
56 Allegheny 6.0
$7  Juniata 5.9
58  Bucks 5.9
59 Tork 5.8
50 Zlk 5.5
61  Somerset 5.0
62 Hontgomery 5.0
65 Delavare 5.0
64 Casbria 4.6
65 Crawford 3.7
66 Westsoreland 3.5 [TTT1]]]
67 Beaver 3.1 [TTT1]]]
Q




Figure 11] ] Multiple disadvantages

Percent of Males Age 16 to 21 Who were Three-time Losers

County Percent 0 2 4 6 8 10 Range

1 Cusberland 10.

2 Venango .

3 Potter .

4 Philadelphia .

5 Payette . SO00RESENENNNNNEEEREENARRRANEERERNERENS
6 Bedford . (LTIt ] ]
7 Moatour .

8 Carbon .

9 Greene .

10 Huntingdon .

11 Snyder .

12 Schuylkxill .

13 Wavne .

14 Camsbria .

15 Clearfield .

16 Pike .

17 Tioaa

18 Luzerne

19 Northusberland
20 Cliaton

21 Bradford
22 Warren

23 Blair

24 Yonroe

25 vashington
26 Arestrong
27 Lycoming
28 Vyoming

29 Elk

30  Chester

31 Nercer

32 Jefferson
33 Allegheny
34 NcKean

35 Onion

36 Pranklin
37 Sullivan
38 Lavrence
39 Juniata

40 Lackavanna
41 Dauphin

42 Porest

43 Lancaster
[} Clarion

4S Beaver

u6 Butler

(%) Indiana

88  Berks .
49 Bucks .
50 Delavare .
51 perry .
52  Lebanon . ssssssssssssess Unemployment i1s endemic among young people who lack a high
53  York . sssssssssssses school diploma Among the males age 16 to 21, for example, a
g; ;dg »s . sssssssssssses staggenng 40 percent were not employed in 1970 Thus, for Penn-
r1e

S6  craword sylvania as a whole, 27,532 males age 16 to 21 were:

57 Susquehanna
58 Lehigh

59 Montgomery
69 vesteoreland
61 Somerset

62  yorthaspton
63 Colusbia

643 Centre

65 mifflin

66 Falton

67 Cameron

— out of school
— and not a high school graduats

seEsssssess — and not employed.
essssenens

DPPON VY WN I NDOOOCOSNNWEENINNINNIDODVBOONNNWERN DI RO wEENNNOIINNN A d S w st s NN RONw

We refer to these unfortuate individuals with multiple disadvantages
as "Three-Time Losers "

OO 4= NINNNNNNNWWWWwWWWW YW wWwhN D N W W N EEEREEEEEEEENNNNANNNINNDANANNARN NG NDDO OO
B

in Cumberland County. for example, one out of every ten males in
the 16 to 21 age bracket were classified as “three-time losers” (see
bar chart) In four other counties {Venango, Potter, Philadelphia and
Fayette) more than 8 percent were in this category. At the other end
of the spectrum, no “three-time losers™ were found among the 308
malesn the 16 to 21 age category in Cameron County Some 123 of
these young men were out of school, and 36 of these lacked a high
school diploma, but none of these 36 was out of work. A similar
situation was found in Fulton and Mifflin Counties; only a few young
men residing in these counties ' 197C were out of school, without a
Q high school wducation, and out of work.
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Table 16

Males 16-21 with multiple disadvantages

Males Age 16 to 21
Not n School
And aH S Graduate
County Not And Ngt Employed
Total Number Number Number Percent
Adass e 1 0135 497 110 3.0
Allegheny 75 313 20 841 6 302 3 163 4.2
Arestrong 3 440 1 160 3136 169 4.9
Beaver . 9 968 2 775 760 36 3.5
Bedford 1 75% 770 274 126 7.2
Berks 12 966 4 619 1 A8L 438 3.4
Blatr 6 0613 2 3110 673 322 5.3
BradforAd 2.4Mm 919 316 114 5.4
Bucks 19 390 6 042 2 105 638 3.3
Butler 6 171 1 906 521 239 1.5
Caesbria 9 902 2 929 861 558 5.6
Caseron EDE] 123 36 0 0.0
Carhon 211 843 360 151 7.1
Centre 13 J60 2 AN 476 249 1.9
Chester 15 732 5 «09 1 863 730 4.6
Clarion 2 S88 4u 182 91 3.8
Clearfield 1262 1 28¢ 415 183 5.6
Clinton 2 303 631 195 127 5.5
Colusbia 1315 as1 104 ™ 2.2
Cravford 4 553 1 404 419 1 2.9
Cusberland 9 649 3 234 1 558 993 10.3
Dauphin 10 184 3 604 1 0133 379 3.7
De lavare 39 987 7 862 2 208 982 3.2
Blk 1 S86 52¢ 145 T4 4.7
Erie 13 5892 3 919 T 119 405 3.0
Payette 72M 2 736 813 592 A1
Porest 199 €9 n 7 3.5
Prankl:in 4 R13 1932 890 194 4.0
rulton 480 190 91 4 0.8
Greene 2 00 622 264 145 7.1
Huntingdon 2 201 96 282 101 6.3
Indiana S 776 1 426 (11 194 3.4
Jefferson 1893 605 173 a2 4.3
Juniata 773 307 101 30 3.9
Lackavanna 11 070 3 556 1 206 422 3.8
Lancaster 16 608 6 R90 3 456 574 3.5
Lavrence 5 ay46 1 839 591 231 3.9
Lebanon 4 78S 1 890 Tu8 150 3.1
Lehigh 11 051 1 nus 1 149 294 2.7
Luzerne 15 585 5 184 2 039 853 5.5
Lycosing 6 015 1 792 704 290 4.8
#cKean 2 248 780 197 95 4,2
Mercer 7 510 2 247 721 314 4.4
nifflin 19 -808 164 N 1.6
Bontoe 2 10 811 352 118 5.1
Bontgomery 28 057 7 536 2 657 750 2.7
Montour 6139 264 88 &6 7.2
Northaepton 12 A82 3 448 1153 293 2.3
®orthusberland 4 084 1 586 503 223 5.5
Perry 1 455 591 154 87 3.2
Philadelphia 90 592 37 609 17 594 7 820 8.6
Pike 428 158 81 24 5.6
Potter 723 267 125 65 9.0
Schuylkill 6 431 2 697 927 364 5.7
snyder 1 961 736 313 119 6.1
Soserset 1477 1 13) 274 79 2.3
Sullivan 298 145 27 12 4.0
Susquehanna 1 48’8 588 167 82 2.8
Tioga 2 336 640 258 131 5.6
Union 2 532 857 216 107 8,2
Venango 2 918 1 042 409 268 9.2
varren 2023 778 222 109 5.4
vashington 10 818 3 202 1 017 537 5.0
Wayne 1 206 481 1613 69 5.7
vestesoreland 16 942 4 97 1110 427 2.5
Wyosing 875 In 148 82 4.8
York 12 234 4 P97 1 kog 365 3.0
Q
EMC State Total 580,84 190012 68,561 27532 4.7

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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T Family Income

What does income mean as a social indicator? What does the mean
or median income of a community. minor civil division, county, state or
nation indic ate regarding the well-being of its people?

A weii known saying amoung the well-to-do Is that moriey cannot

buy happiness However.income does buy many of the things people

! want, such as food. clothing. housing. vacations, cars, medical and

/ dental services — an almost infinite array of goods and services In

./ our society. income i1s also frequently an indicator of a person’s status
in the community

S Another famiiar saying 1s that money cannot buy good heath This
v 1Is certanly true for the wealthy person who is chronically il It 1s
equally true, however. that people with very low incomes are frequent-
ly unable to purchase the food necessary for good health: to buy or
rent comfortable and samtary housing, to afford the services of
medical specialists who can frequently save lives. and prevent or cure
prolonged suffenng and disability

How do we measure the income of a large group of famifies. such
as a community or county? Two measures are frequently used. the
mean and the median family ncome The mean {frequently called the
averge)is simply the sum of the incomes of all the families, divided by
the number of families The mean 1s vulnerable to distortion if there are
< a few extremely wealthy families in the area For example, consider a
/\_ / hypothetical group of ten families the poorest has an income of

' $1.000. the next poorest. $2,000.  the next poorest has $9.000,

and the nchest family has an income of $955.000 The average or
D mean income for the group would be $100.000 — clearly a very af-

B fluent group. according to the mean

The median. on the other hand. s not vulnerable to the amount of in-
come of the few very wealthy families In calcutating the medtan, all of
the famiies are arrayed from richest to poorest. and the family in the
middle of the array 1s located by counting halfway The income of the
person in the middle (or. literally. the median) 1s called the median in-
come In the extreme example given above. the median income 1s
$5.000

N The 1970 Census presents data on the median and mean income
,\ of families as of 1369, sorted into various categories Table 17 lists all

the counties in Pennsylvania, with an indication of the median and

mean income of all families For example, in Adams County the median
N income was $8.821, the mean income was $:2.337 The third
column in Table 17 indicates the mean income for families with a
female head — $8.828 in Adams County, for example We would
prefer to show the median income for female headed families, but this
1s not available in the Census statistics Several facts are clear from
this table. however The mean income for female headed fanwlies is
much lower than that for all famikes Clearly, famiies with female
heads have a much lower income than those with male heads as a
group

Montgomery County has the highest income. according to all three
of the measures shown in Table 1 The Median family income in
Montgomery County was $12.747 in 1969 (the income year covered
by the 1970 Census) The isolated rural counties have by far the
lowest income Erght counties have median family incomes below
$7.500 At the other extreme. ten counties have median family in-
comes above $10.000: these are predominantly urban counties

What Do We Mean By Poverty?

While the median and mean incomes of famiies gwve us an In
dication of which counties are the nichest and which are the poorest, it
1S also important to know the number of families experiencing financial
hardship. Unfsrtunately. we do not have current statistics on the in-
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Table17 Family income

. | come of famlies in Pennsylvama by county or by minor cwvit division
All Families emale within County The latest statistics with this level of detail are from the
County HeadFamily 1970 Census. and the next time we will get an updated reading will
be in 1980
Median Mean Mean
However. the noverty statistics presented in the 1970 Census are
:‘:‘;:f’hp 2 A 12 07 a 23’1‘ considered to be a reasonably accurate indicator of the relative
Arectrony h 2:3 o % 1o seventy of deprivation among families in the Commonwealth, and in
Beaver q 474 10 127 6 238 the various areas for which we have statistics If statstics were
Redford 7 862 R uAY 4 AW avarable for 1975. with tt e nation «n a deep recession (some would
Berks n ca , say depressior). they wouid undoubtedly indicate that the incomes of
R?:ir ‘a ::? ‘; '::.:. 6 ;:: untold thousar.ds of fammes have shipped below the poverty level
BradforA a 4A1 a1 5 ay3 since 1970 We have no accurate way of estmating the extent of this
Buctke 11 650 12 7 7 68 trend or the vanation from one county to another regarding the impact
Butler an32 9 s8a £ 210 of the recession
Caabria ] §61 9 M [ RAY
cameron 9 AN 10 281 § Aal v e
carbon 7 949 a was ¢ 91a How poor s “poor™? How low 1s the income of a person
Centre a ans 101 & nat categorized as “in poverty“ according to the 1970 Census? The Cen-
Chester 11 409 1Ay 3 010 sus Bureau defines poverty in terms of the adequacy of current in-
Clacion 7 614 a 2as % n2y come to meet a rather meager standard of consumption This stan-
clearfield 7 448 A ne&g < 334 dard 1s generally recognized as being far below the amount of money
clinton 7 941 R &7 4 nad needed to afford even the bare necessities of modern American life
Columbia 7 asA A A1 A 06 The US Bureau of Labor Statistics has calculated the amount of
Cravford A kGA AR LN s sn money needed In various categor-es of the family budget to be able to
Camberlard n 671 12 107 7§31 afford the “necessities ~ A typiczl budget of a family at the poverty
pauphin q 710 17 794 6 268 line does not have enough money o go around
Oolavare 11 822 11 421 |8 24?2
Flk a 472 q Na? A U4R6
\ 4
rie @ e B 4 om The poverty level of Income, as defined by the Census Bureau, 1s
Payotte 7 180 1 say 4 A3 adjusted for family size. age of head. farm versus non-farm residence,
Forest A 291 R S04 b and for yearly changes in the Consumer Price Index. as shown in
:r;:ﬂhn R 878 ‘; ::2 5 17: Table 17 For example. the povesty ine for a 4-person nonfarm family
n:”::‘, “ ‘:‘:‘7‘ T . eve in 1969 was $3.743. by 1974 prices had nsen by more than 34 per:
cent. and the poverty ine was nioved up to $5.034 In this way. the
Hunt1nqgdon 7 9% a 174 5 190 poverty ine 1s intended to represent the same purchasing power each
T‘nd;ﬂm 7 947 a N9y s 827 year "Poor” famihes (Table 18) are defined here as famies whose
Saffers A s S s current income (befcre taxes) 1s below the poverty ine The Census
lackavanna A 399 q 447 6 791 Bureau refers to these as “low-income” famies
Lancaster a a4 11 117 A A0
Lavrerce R ARY a 6y s 078
tebaron a 4§ 19 194 6 175
tehiah 10102 n .y 7 96
{n7erne A 244 a 31 6 A79
Lyvcoming f AR/ q 149 5 911
neKean 8 117 A 9qR7? & NN§
Mercer 9 287 a ]aq s 730
rifflin A 224 ] RAR s 871
“onroe LECTS a 128 5 ann ;

i In the
won* qomery ' Tun ' Tua « 11 Weighted Avefage come at
wontoor 8 267 3 a74 & 707 Poverty Levelin 1969 and 1974
Northaspton 17 027 11 204 A AR?

%orthusberlanA T 348 LA L Y] 5 172
perry 3 346 a 175 A a0
Philadolphra ERRTYS 1 g 6 &na Size of Family and 1969 1974
Pike 8 372 a 528§ A 191 Age of Head
Potter 7 101 a 019 4 aR7 g Nonfarm Farm  Nonfarm Farm
Schuvlkill 7 596 ] NAN & AR2
Snyder 8 144 A kY % QuR
yrretated irdive duals L, £.,475
Somerset 7 6% R 676 5§ 609
Sulli van 7 017 " 481 ) Heal under b,A9% 4 Cahee
susquehanna 8 050 8 880 5 A1 eyt oor dder 1,797 S, %3
T100A T 7178 R G4UR q R
NMnion R AN qQ AN9 6§ §6q
ABLIBER 3,415 4,56
VYenango R 48 R 872 s 742
varcen a nAR 10 066 & g7 .o 3 ) L,
washington R ARY a g 5 723 weadourder St %, 306
vavne 7 A30 LA 4§07 ey Lh o0 nlder Lk AR 2,77
vesteoreland 9 291 10 037 6 44
Tersun . 3,933
¥yoming 7 955 AR Guy 4 A26 L oemar, 5,747 7,034
: Tork 19 022 10 9A§ &M L oerLaes , 5,738
\) « rerqon ! 5,569
" ‘ @ nhrr o ],
FRIC State Total 9558 10,877 | 6,715 orrere serron 706
"




Families in poverty

Families in Proverty
Coun
ty With Children
Total 0-17Yrs
Aass 1 103 631
Allagheny 29 026 18 320
Arastrong 2 231 1 168
Beaver 31933 2 463
Bedford 1412 719
Sarks 3 929 2 234
Blair 2 967 1 865
Bradford 1 525 962
Becks 4 250 2 A06
Butler 2 154 1 248
Caabria 8 197 2 434
Caaeron 18 a9
Carbon 1019 47
Cantre 1 931 1 168
Chester 3 021 1 9613
Clarion 1311 623
Clearfield 2 676 1 418
Clinton 851 460
Columbia 1 169 608
Crawford 2127 1 065
Cuaberland 1 76) 987
dDauphin 4 477 2 /86
Delaware 7 034 4 571
Elk 701 398
Erie 4 420 2773
Payette 6 813 4 109
Porest 110 61
Pranklin 2 103 1 304
Pulton 448 265
Greene 1 682 868
Fantingdon 1 256 748
Indiana ?2 202 1 174
Jeffersos 1 375 649
Juniate 391 249
Lackavanna 4 798 2 W6
Lancaster S 288 3 259
Layrence 2 624 1 448
Lebanon 1191 809
Ltehigh 312717 1 723
Luzer ne 8 0R9 4 066
Lycosing 23717 1281
HcKkean 1 246 703
Nercer 2 450 1 337
Mifflin 1 180 €56
Montroe 882 461
Montgomery 5 251 3 149
Montour 369 200
Northaapton 3 150 1817
Worthuaberland 2 7188 1 1381
Parcy 717 403
Philadelphia 53 705 38 614
Pike 2319 11
Potter 571 316
Schuylkill 4 693 2 217
Snyder 653 305
Soaerset 2 226 1 207
Sullivan 234 119
Susqaoehanna 1077 595
Tioga 1223 711
OUnion 523 251
VYenango 1 628 947
Varren 822 3197
vashington S 384 2 806
Vayne 860 e
#estaoreland 6 870 3 578
¥yoaing 571 306
York 8 070 2 187
E T C 236,993 143,999
RI eyz
U Ob'i

The poverty or low-income defimtion does not take into account the
amount of a family’s savings, wealth, or extraordinary expenses. such
as medical bills and other financial hardships. Nor dees it take into ac-
count the relative position of a family as comparead to the rest of the
community The feeling of relative deprivation can be a serious source
of unhappiness, both for children and adults !n interpreting these
statistics, however, we must recognize that the number of “needy”
persons Is probably much greater than 1s indicated by these poverty
tabulations, economic conditions have worsened, and the poverty line
is far below the income needed to purchase the necessities.

Nonetheless. the poverty statistics as presented in the 1970 Cen-
sus are the best indicator available of the degree of deprivation among
familes anc children in the various parts of the state The maps and
tubles presented in this section should be viewed as a general in-
dication of the seventy of deprivation

Perspectives on Public Welfare

For many famiies public assistance, or welfare. spells the dif-
ference between a meager existence and starvation. Despite the
popular belief that welfare recipients are primanly “lazy bums,”
national studies have shown that the poor, and specifically welfare
recipients, are as strongly endowed with the work ethic as are the
rest of society Another common belief is that nearly every family on
welfare 1s guilty of fraud In falsifying its income to obtain more money
than it deserves by law An extensive evaluation of some 300.000
cases In Pennsylvania resulted in the removal of less than 3 percent
of the cases (8.663 cases. including 21.400 ineligible persons). This
disqualification of cases was certanly significant m terms of the
reduction in expenditure of public funds (nearly nine million dollars in
1973-74), but the data clearly indicate that welfare cheating is the ex-
ception rather than the rule

For the Commonwealth as a whole, as of April, 1974, the number of
persons receiving public assistance was 687.820 This was a reduc-
tion of more than 186.000 persons from two years earler. Roughly
half of this reduction was due to the transferal of elderly people to a
new federal program, Supplemental Security Income

According to a recent report from the Department of Public
Welfare, “Perspective on Public Welfare — A Progress Report,” per-
sons now recewving public assistance fall into three categories: Aid to
Dependent Children (ADC). 87 percent of the person load; 12 per-
cent receve General Assistance: and 1 percent receive State Blind
Pension Seven out of every ten of the ADC person load are children
(more than 422.000), and 42 percent of these children are under six
years of age

Families in Poverty

In 1970 about 237.000 families in Pennsylvania had incomes
below the official Census Bureau poverty line. Three out of every five
of these “poor” families had chidren under age 18 — a total of
143.999 families Philadelphia County had the largest number of poor
families with children (nearly 39.000 families), but the problem is per-
vasive throughout the state. Half of the counties had more than 1,000
poor families with children.

How many families are experiencing severe financial hardship
today? The 1970 census data are known to understate the extent of
financial deprivatton The poverty line is set far below the amount of
money calculated by budget exgerts as necessary 1o meet basic
iieeds for food. clothing, housing, medical care, etc. Furthermore, as
large numbers of people are thrown out of work, and as prices con-
tinue to rise month by month, the purchasing power of more and more
families becomes inadequate to buy the necessities. The poverty data
presented here are merely indicators of the need that exists. The ac-
tual situation today, in many cases, 1s probably much more severe
than these numbers show.




Figure 12] | Percent of Children in Poverty

Percent of Children in Poverty

County Percent O 5 10 15 20 25

1 Pavette 23.6 llllllllllllnll.lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll
2 Greene 22.2
3 Philadelphia 19.6
4 Pulton 17.6
5 Sullivan 17.13
6 Huntingdon 17.2
7 Clearfield 16.7
a8 Potter 15.9
9 Tioaa 15.1
10 Bedford 14,7
1 Indiana 14.6
12 Bradford 13.1
1 Susquehanna 13.8
14 Schuylxill 11.6
" venango 13.5
15 «ifflan 13.1
17 Soserset 13.1
18 Jefferson 13.0
19 ¥yosing 12.7
20 Clarion 12.7
21 Montour 12.6
22 Arsstronqg 12.6
23 Northusherland 12.5
24 Blair 12.3
25 Juniata 12.3
20 Dauphin 12.2
27 Cravford 12.1
28 MCKean 12.1
29 tavrence 12.0
10 Washington 11.8
3 Caseron 1.6
32 Luzerne 11.6
33 Casbria 11.4
EL] Perry 11.4
15 Porest 1.2
36 Union 1.1
37 Wayne 1€.9
I8 Snyder 10.%
319 Centre 10.4
40 Pranklin 10.4
41 Lycosing 10.1
42 Allegheny 10.0
43 Clinton 10.0
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45 Beaver

(1) Adass

a7 Lackavanna
48 21k

49 MerCer

50 Ltancaster
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52 Zrie

53 Carbon

54 Northaspton
55 Westsoreland
56 pPike

57 York

58 warren

59 Lebanon

60 Butler

61 Berks

62 Delavare

63 Chester
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64 tehigh
65 Cusberland .
66 Bucks
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Table 20

Poor Children

Total Average  Percent
County Poor  Chidren of All
Chidren per Family Children
Aass 1 930 F | - 9.6
Alleaheny 51 264 2.8 10.0
Arastrong 3 159 2.7 12.6
Beaver 6 857 2.8 9,6
Redtord 2 197 3 14,7
Berks 6 118 2.7 6.8
Blair S 386 2.9 12.13
Bradford 3 nNa9 3.2 16.1
8ucks 7 /130 2.8 4.9
Rut ler 3 140 2.5 7.0
Caebria 7220 1.0 11.4
Casecon 291 1.3 11.6
Cathon 1 284 2.7 8.3
Centte 2 9 2.8 10.4
Chester 6 016 3.1 6.2
Clacrion 1 602 2.6 12.7
Clearfiel?d 4 273 3.0 16.7
Clinton 1222 2.7 10.06
Coluabia 1 675 2.8 9.9
Cravford AR 3.1 12.1
Cusherland 2 611 2.6 5.0
Dauphin a s 1.0 12.2
Delavate 13 425 2.9 6.7
Flk 1 351 3.4 9.8
rrie 7 969 2.9 8.9
Payette 12 1M 1.0 23.6
Porest 182 3.0 11.2
Pranklan 1 565 2,7 10.4
Pulton 678 2.6 17.6
Gteene 2 596 3.0 22.2
Huntingdon 220 3.0 17.2
Indiana 3 696 I 14. 6
Jafferson 1 851 2.9 13.0
Juniata 713 2.9 12.13
Lackavanna 6 47 2.8 9.5
Lancaster 10 141 1 9.7
Lavcence 4 223 2.9 12.0
Lebanon 2 301 2.9 7.0
Lehiah 4 757 2.8 s, 0
Luzecne 11 404 2.8 11.6
Lycosing 3 885 3.0 10.1
ncKean 2 147 3.1 12.1
mercer 3 987 3.0 9.2
mifflan 2 052 3.1 13.1
Hontoe 1 184 2.6 A. 6
Montqosety 8 149 2.6 1.9
fontour 621 3.1 12.6
Northaspton 5 145 2.9 7.8
Northusbherland 3 810 2.8 2.5
Percy 1122 2.8 11.4
Philadelphia 118 7u2 3.1 19.6
Pike 270 2.4 7.6
Potter 937 3.0 15.9
Schuylkill 6 u25 2.9 13.6
Snyder 1 01) 1.3 10. 5
Soserset 1 290 2.7 131
Sullivan 3159 3.0 17.13
Susquehanna 1 702 2.9 13.8
Tioga 2 089 2.9 15.1
Oaion 922 3.7 11.1
Yenarqo 2 852 1.0 13.5
¥accen 12 2.8 7.0
#ashington 7 919 2.8 11.8
Yayne 1 04 3.1 10.9
¥estsoreland 9 591 2.7 7.6
¥yosing a59 2.8 12,7
York 6 7117 2.8 7.3
QO teTotal 419,786 29 10.9

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

What does it mean to be a child in a family whose income 1s below
the poverty ine?

Almost without exception, it means inferior health care Nation-wide
surveys have shown that the children of low-income families are much
more likely than higher-income children to have

— teeth missing due to lack of preventive dental care

— inadequate diets, failing to meet the nutritional standards for good
health

— defective eyesight without corrective glasses
— lower achievement scores in school
— greater nuniber of days of illness each year

— greater nisk of dying in infancy or childhood

Children who spend their early years in a poverty-stricken family of-
ten start ife with several handicaps. both physical and educational,
which become part of an inter-generational cycle of poverty. Poverty
exists in every county in Pennsylvania, from the richest urban coun-
ties to the poorest rural areas and metropolitan ghettoes. Relative
depnivation— the feeling of having far less than others nearby — may
be most severe among poor children in comparatively affluent neigh-
borhoods

Nearly 420.000 children under 18 were found in families having in-
comes below the poverty line in the 1970 census for Pennsylvania,
one in every nine children Poor children are most prevalent in Fayette
County. where almost one in four were in poverty families

In nearly every county. an average of 3 children s found per poor
family with children
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Number of children in

low income female head families

Half of the state’s ponr families with children are headed by females
— more than 72,000 famties These famihes include some 202,000
children. or an average of about 2 8 children per family More than halt
of these children are in Philadelphia and Allegheny Counties (52.6
percent) These counties contain 30 1 percent of the total population
Thus. a disproportionate share of their children are in fe;nale-headed

poor famikes
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Table 21

County

Poor children in female-headed householas

Low Income Female Headed Famikes with Children (0 - 17)

Percent of Ali Percent
Poor Families of All
Number With Children Families Number

Children in Female
Headed Low-Income Families

per Family

Adass
Allegheny
Atestrong
Beaver
Bedford

Berks
Blair
Bradford
Bucks
Butler

Cambr ia
Cameron
Carbon
Centre
Chester

Claraion
Clearfield
Clinton
Colusbia
Cravford

Cusberland
Daaphin
Delavare
Pl

Zrie

Payette
Forest
rrankiin
Fulton
Greene

Hunt ingdon
Indiana
Jeffecrson
Juniata
Lackavanna

Lancaster
Lavrence
Lebanon
Lehigh
Luzerne

Lycoming
ncKean
fercer
mfflin
®onroe

sontgomery
®ontour
Rorthaspt on
Northusberland
Percy

Philadelphia
pike

Potter
Schuylkill
Snyder

Soserset
Sallivan
Susquehanna
Tioga

Onion

Yenango
facrren
washington
Sayne
gestsoreland

Wyoming
York

203 32.2
11 029 60.2
318 35.8
1177 56.9
224 11.2
117 52.7
789 42.1
325 33.8

1 178 42.0
473 37.9
969 19.8
37 41.6
202 42.9
2813 2u.3
769 19.2
167 26.17
u82 34.0
181 39.1
229 317.5
409 8.4
3199 40.4
1737 60.2
2 617 57.3
87 21.9

1 479 53.3
1 8837 16.7
12 52.5
w02 10.9
79 29.8
326 37.6
217 ?9.0
3160 310.7
269 $1.13
L1} 16.1
874 37.4

1 262 18.7
683 47,2
u17 51.5
823 47.8

1 498 36.8
5748 4S.1
302 41.0
650 48.6
192 29.3
195 42.1

1 600 50.8
75 317.5
942 51.8
557 *40.3
93 21,1

2% 874 64 .4
23 20.7

75 23.7
767 Ju.6
59 19.13

261 21.6
28 23.5
118 19.8
191 26.9
71 28.1
325 Ju.3
189 47.6

1 281 5.7
S8 17.1

1 590 uu. 8
123 0.2

1 130 87.3
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Figure 13

Percent of poor families receiving welfare

Rank

County Percent

0 10 20 30 40 Range
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Philadelphia
Fayette
Allegheny
Casbria
Dauphin
%cKean
Caseron
Lavrence
vashinaton
Greene
Bradford
Hantingdon
Vestsoreland
BErie
Soserset
venango
Delavare
Seaver
Northusterland
Rercer
Jefferson
Berks
Potter
Northaspron
Indiana
Lycosin
Ti09a
Clinton
Lebanorn
Arestrong
Fulton
Blair
Lackavanna
Luzerne
Cravford
York
nifflin
Susquehanna
Lancaster
Clarion
Carbon
Clearfield
Schaylxill
Lehigh
Chester
Adass
Butler
Cusberland
Porest
Bucks
perry
Juniata
varren
Bedford
¥yosing
montgosery
Colusbia
Centre
Pranklin
Ronroe
Snyder
Boion

Blk
Sullivan
Bontour
vayne

pPike

Ju.?
31.7
29.a8
25.3
25.2
25.0
24.6
23.2
23.0
22.6
21.4
2.4
20.9
2C.9
20.1
20.1
20.0
19.7
19.1
19.1
18.9
18.8
18.7
18.7
18.5
18.4
18.4
19.2
18.1
17.9
17.6
17.5
16.6
16.C
15.7
14.8
1.7
14.5
14,1
13.7
13.6
13.6
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12.6
11.9
11.7
11.3
10.9
10.9
10.7
10.7
1.6
10.5
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Percent of poor families receiving welfare
*Ev MaD Snace Data vale flange Number of Counte's

ﬁﬁgﬁgg lessthan 99 13

100 149 19
150 199 19
20 0 ans reater 16

In 1970 fewer than one in every four poor families in Pennsylvania
was receiving welfare (22 8 percent) Comparing the counties, we
see a wije vaniation in Philadelphia, one in every three poor families
recewves welfare while in Pikke County almost none of the poor (1 3
percent) recewve welfare

Many welfare recipients are getting a large enough welfare
payment to bring them somewhat above the poverty ine However, in
1970 some 54.000 poor families recewved such a small welfare
payment that they remained below the poverty ine
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Percent of Poor Families Receiving Welfare
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County

Number of Poor Famihies Number of Poor Families

Recewving Welfare Total Receiving Welfare

Total Number Percent Number Percent

Lancaster 288 746 18,
Lavrence 624 610 23.
Lebanon 191 215 18.
Tehiah 2717 412 12,
Luzer ne 0R9 29 16.

AMans 103 129 1.
Alleagheny 026 9 546 29.
Ar®strong 2N 400 17.
Beaver 943 778 19,
Bedford 412 143 10.

a~NOoE
ON N =

Lycoming 377 437 18.
McKean 246 312 25.
rercer 450 469 19.
Mifflin 140 168 14,
Monroe 882 78

Ber ks 929 7% 18.
Blair 9A7 820 17.
Bradford 525 327 21,
Bucks 250 451 10.
Butler 758 110 ",

- NEN®
h
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Ront gqomery 251 484
Aontour 369 17
N¥orthaapton 150 58R
¥orttuaberland 788 5133
Perry AR 77

Casbria 197 060 25.
Cameron 118 29 24,
Carbon n19 139 13,
Centre 941 176 9,
Chester 021 360 11,

O - NN
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Philadelphia 708 650
Pirke 219 3
Potter ST1 107
Schuylkill 693 592
Snyder 653 43

Clarion 311 179 13,
Clearfield 676 363 13.
Clinton 881 155 18,
Columbia 1A9 106 9.
Cravford 127 318 15,

~N a9
DAY
AN WN

Somerset 226 447
Sullivan 234 1
susquehanna n77 156
Tioga 223 225
tinion 523 30

Cysberland 763 192 10.
Dauphin 477 126 25.
Delavare 034 408 20.
Blk 701 15 S.
Erie 420 922 20.
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venango 628 327
Warren 822 A6
Washington k'Y ) 2N
Wayne 860 19
West moreland a70 358

Payette B13 161 31,
Porest 110 12 10.
rranklin 1013 190 9.
fulton LY} 79 17.
Greene 682 380 22.

AP OON

Wyoming 571 53

Aantingdon T 269 21,
York“« 4 070 604

Indfana 408 18.
\) ferson 260 18.
‘fata 52 10.
kavanna 797 16,6

POWNE

State Total 236,993 53,929




58

Figure 14| | Percent of poor families not receiving wages or salaries

Percent of Poor Families pgt Receiving Wages of Salaries

County Percent 0O 20 40 60 80 Range

1 Porest 67.3 00000030003000808000080008
2 Washington 56.4
3 Greene 56.13
4 Payette 55.7
S Allaagheny 55.4
6 Carbon 55.13
7 Mercer 55.1
8 Butler S4.3
9 Lackavanna 54,2
10 Clarion 53.2
1 Lavrence 53.90
12 Arastrong 52.8
13 Philadelphia 52.8
14 Schuylkill 52.4
15 Jefferson 52.4
16 Caabria 51.8
17 fonroe 51.7
18 Beaver 51.6 Percent of poor families
19 Pike 51.0
20 Luzerne co.q notrecewving wages or salaries
21 worthusberland 50.6 XEY  MapShace 0'a Vaiue: Range  Nomoer of Counties
22 Yenanqo 50.5 .
23 Llycoaind u9.6 s nan 450 20
24 westsoreland 49.4 : 450 499 25
25 Clinton 49,2
oo g o
27 ElX 49,2 safasitst 550 andgwater 7
28 Varren 49,9
29 Colusbia 4R, 9
30 Northaspton 4R.S
31 Lehigh u8.2
32 Clearfield 48,1
13 McKean 48,0
Ju Cravford 47.5
15 Delavare 47.13
36 Dauphin 47.2
37 Huntingdon 46.7
38 Somerset 46.6
39 Brie 46.5
40 8lar 46.2
41 Potter 46,1
42 Berks 45.5
43 Indiana 45.5
4y Ti0qa 4S.4
4S5 Snvder 4s.3
(1) ¥yosing 45.2
47 York 45.1
(%] Sullivan 43,2 )
49 Bedford 42.3
S0 Susquehaanna 42,9
51 Aontqosery 41.9
52 Nontour 40.9 s
53 Perry 40.0 ssssscssssssssssesssenme
S4 Pulton 40.C .
55 Cusberland 19.6
56 Adass 39.5
57 Mifflin 39.5
58 tnion 38.6
59 Juniata 38.1 ssssssscsssssssssssssssanens
60 Pranklin 38.0 sssssssstsstssesssssssssnnns
61 Bucks 38.0 [ 1]
62 gradford 37.5
63 centre 3.9
64 Lancaster 4.6
6S Lebanon .6 [ 1]
66 Chester 2.1 2558080000 0080000000008 About half of the poor families in Pennsylvania earned income from
67 Caseron 3.4 S000NNNNNNNN0NNNNNENENNE  wages or salaries 49 7 percent(117,725) did not
A nation-wide study by the Brookings Institute on work attitudes
among the poor showed that the vast majonty of the poor want to
work The fact that so many poor families do not receive wage or
salary income 1s largely a reflection of inadequate work opportunities,
For example, in Forest County, more than 2 in every 3 poor familes
did not earn any wage or salary ncome in 1970 In six other counties,
more than 55 percent did not earn any income At the other extreme,
only 31 4 percent of the poor famthies in Cameron County did not earn
any income in 1970 These would include the disabled and elderly as
]: \[‘C well as persons unable to find work
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Map 17 Percent of families not receiving wages or salary

lxi

Number of Poor Families

: 'l.‘. -7

ot

41&1{1&:

i

i

Number of Poor Families

County Total Not Receiving Wages & Salary County Total Not Recewving Wages & Salary
Number Percent - Number Percent
Mass 1103 436 19.5 Lancaster 5 2088 1 828 3u.6
Allegheny 9 026 16 082 88,4 Lavrence 2 624 1392 53.0
Arastronag 221 1177 52.8 tebhanon 119 412 34.6
Beaver 3943 2 035 51. 6 Lehigh 3217 1 578 48.2
Bedford 1412 597 42.3 Luzerne 8 089 4 112 50.8
Berks 3 929 1 787 us5.5 Lycoring 2 317 1179 49.6
Blarir 2 967 1 370 4k, 2 McKean 1 246 598 48.0
Bradford 1525 572 7.5 Hercer 2 450 1 349 5S. 1
Backs 4 250 1 616 IR, 0 Mrfflan 1 140 450 39.5
Butler 2 154 1 495 54,1 Morroe 8682 456 51.7
Casbria 4 197 2 1758 81, R Montaoaery S 251 2 15% 41,0
Cameron 1148 37 3.4 Hontour 169 151 40.9
Carbon 1019 S64 5%.3 Northaspton 3 150 1 528 48.5
Centre 1943 696 5.8 Nort humber land 2 784 1 412 50.6
Chester 3021 971 32.1 Perry 7" 287 50.0
Clarion 131 698 53.2 Philadelphia 53 705 28 377 52.8
Clearfield 2 676 1 286 48.1 Pike 219 122 $1.0
Clinton 851 419 49,2 Potter S71 263 46,1
Columbia 1 1f9 871 u8.8 Schuylkill 4 693 2 461 52.4
Ccravford 2 127 1010 u7.5 sayder 653 296 4s.3
Cusbe rland 1763 698 39.6 Somerset 2 226 1037 46.6
Dauphin 4 477 2 113 47.2 Sullivan 234 101 43,2
Delavare 7 034 3 125 47,3 Susquehanna 1 077 452 42,0
BlK 701 us 49,2 Tioga 1223 555 4S.4
Erie 4 420 2 055 46.5 Union 523 202 38.6
Payette 6 813 3793 586.7 Venanqo 1 628 922 50.5
Porest 10 74 €7.3 ¥arren 822 403 49.0
Pranklin 2 103 800 8.0 Washington 5 344 3 015 56 .4
Pulton [TTE] 179 40.0 Wayne 860 423 49,2
Greene 1682 947 56.3 Vestmoreland 6 470 3 197 49,4
Huntingdon 1256 $87 46.7 Wyoming 571 258
Xndxana 2 202 1002 45.5 York 4 070 1 836
“ferson 1375 720 52.4
iata 491 187 38.1
EMC Eavanna 298 2 549 bl State Total 236,993 117,725

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




Figure 1511 Income Deficit of Poor Families

Income Deficit of Poor Families

County $ 500 $ 1000 $ 1500
1 Porest $1719 [ 1] [1]]]
2 Philadelphia 176 [LILi]1]]]

3 Bucks 167
4 pelavare 1622
S Chester 1589
[ pauphin 154¢
7 Aeaver 15133
a fontnoseryv 1517
9 nlair 1508
19 mercer 1495
" Pike 1482
12 Allegheny 1482
1 lebanor 1417
194 tancaster 1423
15 Cusherland 1418
16 Centre 1418
17 Prie 1419
18 MONTON 1274
19 Northaaptan 13178
20 Tio0Qa 13169
2 Redford 1343
22 Gréene 1341
23 Cambria 1311¢
24 Lebiqh 1119
25 Payetreo 1327
26 Rervs 1328
27 Wvozing 1322
28 YeStroreland 1111
29 York 1110
30 mifflin 13108
" Luzecne 1305
32 Clearfieold 13108
13 Snyder 1298
34 mortour 1205
35 warren 1293
34 ¥a<hington 126R
17 . Pntter 1267
3R NeXean 1263
39 tackavanna 1241
40 Aras*ronqg 1718
'} Rut ler 12N
4?2 rradford 72N
43 Pranklain 1279
4y Somerset 1296
4s Ful *on 1224
T3 Juntata 1224
47 Adame 1209
'L Canoron 12106
ua Huntinadon 12nS
S0 Venango 120
S Ivcomra 1”20
52 Ssullivarn 1195
3 Indiana 1193
iy CravforA 1190
S5 Schaylkill 1145
<6 carbton 1179
57 Flk 1168
S8 Fetav 11406
u 59 fInton 1136
L1 clarior 1116
) tavrence 1122
62 Coluabia 1116
63 Vorthusherlani 19706
U Susgoebarna 1194
65 Jef forson 10RS
66 clinton 1Nk7
67 Wavne 1134

How poor are the poor? When we look at the poverty lines in Table

17 we see that a nonfarm family of four persons with 1969 income

below $3.743 would be classified as “poor ' But most poor families

are far below the poverty ine For the Commonwealth as a whole, the

average poor family had income that fell $1,440 short of the poverty

leve! This “income deficit” vares widely from county to county —

more than $1.700 in Forest and Philadelphia Counties, less than

Q $1.100in five other counties {see Table 23)
Hﬂiéﬁﬁﬁ|I-I-------I-----
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Table 24 Income deficit of poor families

Income Deficit

County Per Poor Totalin
Family County
AMaes 200§ 333 527
Allegheny (1] 43 016 532
Arastrong R 761 978
Beaver 33 044 619
Bedford 143 896 316
Berks 126 205 925
Blair 508 474 236
Bradford 2N 877 275
Bucks 6T 101 750
Butler 21 390 174
Caabria 3136 607 192
Caseron 20¢ 142 308 .
* Carbon 179 201 401
Centre 418 755 174
Chester 555 697 655
Clarion 136 489 296
Clearfield 205 492 180
Clinton 067 908 017
Coluabia 116 304 604
Cravford 190 531 130
Casberland 418 499 9w
Dauphin 545 916 965
Delavare 622 409 148
Plk 158 811 758
Brie 410 232 200
Payette 327 040 851
rorest 719 189 090
rranklin 228 582 uBy
Pulton 224 S48 352
Greene 341 255 R62
Hunt ingdon 205 513 480
Indiana 193 626 986
Jefferson 085 431 R7S
Juniata 224 600 984
Lackavanna 241 95031
Lancaster 423 R24 824
L renc 944 1
L:;angne .‘,§3 711 ,23 For Pennsylvania as a whole, more than $340 million would have
tehigh 330 158 410 been required to bring the 1969 incomes of all the state’s poor just up
Luzerne 108 556 145 to the poverty line This would still leave the families in severe finan-
i cial need, however The poverty line 1s known to be many hundreds
1 .
:Ziﬁ:.ﬁ"“ §2 3 2;: zz; — even thousands — of dollars below the income needed to afford
mercer 495 €62 750 the necessities such as adequate food, shelter, clothing, insurance,
nifflin 108 491 120 medical care and transportation Thus, the “income deficit” shown in
fonroe 176 213 632 Table 24 1s very conservative, far understating the real amount that
Nontgomery 517 965 767 would have been required in 1969 to bring all of Pennsylvania’s poor
Montour 295 477 855 the necessities of life
Nort haspton 375 331 250
Northuaberland 096 055 648
Perry 146 821 682
And since 1969 the situation has become worse due to the
Philadelphia 706 620 730 prolonged and widespread recession. A study done by the Brookings
s“t‘: . '2‘23 ;Z'; ,“2‘7‘ Institute has shown that as the economy slumps into a recession, the
sehuy Lkall 185 c61 206 burden of unemployment and declining income falls heavily upon the
Snyder 298 847 S94 poor — especially the nonwhite poor In a recession, the bread-
winners of families are more likely to be unemployed than during
20:?;59‘ fgg ;3;’ 2;8 prosperous times Also, they are less likely to get pay raises and
Susquehanna 094 178 238 promotions, and secondary earners in poor families find it much more
Tioga 69 674 287 difficult to get jobs that would lift the family out of poverty. As the
Union 136 594 128 national unemnloyment rate rises by one percentage point, the unem-
venando 203 958 uBe ployment rate among the poor IS estimated to nse much more — 3
M “”: %33 062 846 percent for whites and 4 percent for nonwhites The study concludes
¥ashington 268 776 192 that for every one percent rise in natonal unemployment rate, the
Vayne 034 889 240 number of poor persons in the U.S increases by 1.25 million. if these
¥estaoreland in 482 170 estimates are correct, then the recessiors has accounted for more
¥yoming 322 754 862 than 5 milion “new poor” iIn America since 1969 — many of them
York 310 5 1311 700 children And since thie unemployment rate in Pennsylvania has nsen
%) so sharply since the 1970 Census (from 4 to more than 7 percent),
E lC«lte Total $ 1,440 $ 341,266,466 t1peb_||n%<:‘me deficit today 1s probably much greater than indicated in
able

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Population Density Children Living With Neither Parent

County Forcont

Poor Nonwhite

Chidren Children Children

Number Percent

Adams 318.2 681
Allegheny 699.6 294
Arastronq 8.2 SRS
Reaver 161.8 935
Redford 14,7 SRO

Berks 104,31
Rlar 82.6
Bradford 19.1
Bucks 261.1
Butler 57.4

971
214
972
679
206

OYDOw
DI
N = - D@D

—-

~NNwWOD

u03

66
534
A0R
T6u4

Cambria 1,1
Caasron 6.3
Carbon R, 2
Centre 25.%
Chester 128,90

DR AP
oxraNuE

Clarion 21.2 35R
Clearfield 2%.4 630
Clinton 13.5 501
Coluabra | 35.1 507
Cravford 27.1 905

- .

Cuzbhecland 94y, S6R
Danohin 136.1 Ju8
Melavare . ngs . n . 415
®lx . 17.¢ . 4 269
Prie 115.4 Ity

ND 3 ED

922

29
550
161
6213

Fayette
Porest
Pranklain
Pulton
Greere

ceEON
PRSI
NN EN
DO - D -
DR
N O~
NN DY

594
657
192
2319
As9

Huntingdon
Indiana
Jefferson
Juniata
1ackavanta

ENE~N
DA
w H PV A
N u O

—-

956
A6
688
937
515

Lancaster
Lavrence
Lebanon
Lehiak
Luzerne

- =
Nw P eD
« o 0% e
D~ E NI
« ¢ 4 e .
NN

—-

oun
576
et
u76
193

Lvcomng
McKean
Bercer
mifflan
wonroe

Nwww N NN
WONN

-
O oNN
.

-
NRwe R
M
SDEDODW®E

730
209
596
8u9
uR2

Montgomery
"ontour
Northaapton
NVort hnaberland
Perry

o
N
« 0 .« .
~NDE W

-HDOE

189

79
327
465
767

Philadelphia
Prke

Potter
Schnylkiil
Snyder

PR
- D

603

9
193
528
273

Somerset
Sullivan
Susquehanna
Tioga

Onion

DR
NODD -

068
512
921
378
381

Yenanqo
¥arren
Washington
Wayne
Westmoreland

NOWOO

PP

MO ON

- N Y [WRWRVINY N
BRI

ODON -

vyosin 138
';rk I 2 852

Q
ERICate Total . _ 122,471
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Appendix B Population age 0-21 by year

Nonwhite

Age
g Female Male Female

tess Than® 39 019 1n 552 10 u7s
1 89 3uS 2 4t9 10 218
2 27 A0S 5 281 10 39n

A1 756 S46 10

9% 132 465 T

101 861 "
726 "

12

"

n

Number of
Income Groups Percent
Famihes

LESS THAN 1,000 56 192

1,000 - 1,999 73769

2,000 2,999 112 387

3,000 31,999 129 456 NEDIAN INCOME 3 q55g
u,000 4,999 118 374 MPAN INCOME $ 10877
5,000 5,999 170 467 NEAN INCONE FEM. HEAD $ 6715
6,000 6,999 204 036

7,000 7,999 235 053

8,000 8,999 253 179

9,000 9,999 237 su0

10,000 - 11,999 u27 967

12,000 - 14,999 420 814

15,000 - 24,999 434 007
25,000 - 49,999 96 779

50,000 OR MORE 21 110

ERI

[Aruitoxt provided by Eric




Appendix D Percent of state totals: Children/Selected social characteristics

Chilgren
Not Living Lacking 3
With Both Complete |Overcrowded Tume
County Preschool 0 5 Youth6 17 Parents Plumbing Losers
Total Nonwhite White Nonwhite White
Adass 0.52 n.09 0.54 0.07 0.51 0.43 1.10 0.66 0.40
Allegheny 13,27 13.34 12.61 146.02 13,84 12. 87 6.25 13.76 11,49
Arastrong .65 n.07 0.62 0.08 0,67 0.5%% 1.81 0.82 0.61
Beaver 1.8% 1,10 1.74 1.28 1.90 1.56 1. 18 2.37 1.26
redford 0.139 0.01 0,39 0.01 0.39 0.1 1.56 0.4% 0.46
Berks 2.3 0.79 2.16 0.74 2.33 . 2.01 2.91 1.78 1.59
Blair 1.14 0.10 1.15 0.10¢ 1.13 1.07 1.69 1.13 1.17
Bradford 0.57 0.013 0.59 0.02 0.56 n.58 1.16 0.57 0.49
Bucks $.17 1.08 4,14 1.05 4.1R 2.57 1.23 3.73 2.32
Put ler 1.1R8 0.0% 1.19 0.04 1. 1R 0.80 1.26 1.40 0.87
Cashria 1.64 0.32 1.81 0.u2 1,70 1.u1 2.69 2.19 2.03
Caseron n.07 0.01 0.07 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.05% 0.06 0.00
carbon 0.40 0.01 0.u41 0.02 0,40 0.135 0.49 0.40 0.5%
Centre n.7a 0.10 0.8% 0.085 0.69 0.56 1. 46 0.68 0.90
Chester 2.53 1.94 2.48 2.03 2.7 1.99 1.95 1.91 2.65
Clarion n.33 0.00 n.34 0.00 0.33 0.29 0.73 0.3% 0.133
Clearfield H.67 0.02 n.68 0.02 0.66 0.64 2.39 0.79 0.66
Clinton .32 n.01 0,31 0.01 0,32 0.130 0.46 0.133 0.46
colusbia N, 44 0.01 n.us5 0.01 0.u4 0.37 0.u8 0.137 0.27
" Cravfor) 0.7 0,14 0.7% 0.1 0.70 0,62 0.94 0.68 0.u8
Cusberland 1.17 0.1 1.4 0.20 1. 38 0.96 1. 61 0.92 3.61
Dauohin 1.83 2.81 1.80 2.71 1. 84 2.22 1.53 1.39 1.38
Delavare 5,24 4. 11 5.06 4.u1 5. 11 4. 81 ¢.R8 4.10 3.57
Flk .37 0.01 0.9 0.00 0.16 0.21 0. 24 0.50 0.27
frie .44 1.22 2.51 1.04 2.u1 2.16 1.18 2.55% 1.47
Payette 1. 34 n.64 1.1} 0.75 1.3% 1.63 §.52 2.14 2.15
Porest 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04 0.013 0.14 0.06 0.03
Pranklin .89 0.21 0.94 0.19 0.87 0.75 2.07 0.87 0.70
Pulton 9. 10 0.01 0,11 0.01 0.10 0.12 0.86 0.1 0.01
Greene 0.130 0,02 0.29 0.04 0.3 0. 36 1.63 0.u4 0.53 ,
Huntingdon n.3u 0.0% 0.1 0.08 0.33 0. 34 1. €8 0,138 0.91
Indiana N.66 0.07 0.67 0,04 0. 6% 0.52 2.70 0.86 0.70
Jefferson 0.37 0.00 0.13% 0.00 0. 38 0. 1 0.67 0.136 0.130
Junjata 9.1% 0.00 0.1% 0.00 0.1% 0.10 0.74 0.18 0.11
fackavanna 1.78 0.13 1.76 0.12 1.79 1.318 1.21 1.69 1.53
Lancaster 2.96 n.7M11 2.94 0.63 2.82 2,09 5.95 2.35 2.08
Lavrence 0.92 n.31 n.86 0.12 0.94 n.78 0.92 1.04 0.84
Lebanon 0.86 0.03 0.87 0.04 0.8% n.49 1.2 0.78 0.54
Lehigh 2.08 0.8 2.05 0.27 2.05% 1.49 1.58 1.3% 1.07
Luzerne 2.56 N.16 2.5% 0.18 2.56 2.20 2.80 2.45 3.10
L ycosing n,.19 0.17 1.00 0.13 0.98 0.93 1,22 1.01 1.0%
NcKean n.u6k n.01 o.ug 0.01 0.46 0.u4 0.130 0.4% 0.3%
mercer 1.12 0.52 1.07 0.62 1.15 n.a9 1,26 1.18 1.21
rifflin 2.4 0.01 0.u4 0.01 0.40 0.36 1.32 0.u46 0.11
sonroe 0,36 0.07 0.37 0.07 n,;36 0.137 0.24 0.34 0.43
nontgosery q.45 .23 5.19 2.14 5.56 3.54 1.88 1.19 2.72
Montour 0,13 n.00 0.12 0.00 0.13 0.12 0. 2% 0.13 0.17
Northaspton 1.73 n.uh 1.72 0.17 1.73 1. 36 1.27 1.138 1.06
Northusberland n.79 0.02 0.79 0.02 0.79 0.74 1.10 0.63 0.81
Perry 0,26 0.00 0,26 0.01 0.26 0.20 0.96 0,28 0.17
Philadelphia 16,78 $£3.92 16 .99 63.13 15.27 29.58 4,95 19.62 28,40
Pike 0,09 n.00 0.09 0.00 0.09 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.09
Potter 0.1% n.01 0.16 0.01 0.18 0.14 0.29 0.14 0,24
Schuylkill 1.22 0.08 1.21 0.03 1.23 1.09 1.85 1.09 1.32
Snyder 0.25 0.00 0.26 0.01 0.2% 0.26 0.8% 0.23 0.43
Soserset 0.6% 0.02 0.65 0.01 0.65 0.43 1.96 0.76 0.29
Sullivan 0.0 0.00 0.0% 0.00 0,06 0.04 0.19 0.06 0.04
Susquehanna n.32 0,09 0.12 0.01 0.32 0.22 0.65 0.30 0.15
Troga 0.36 0.02 0.36 0.01 0.16 0.1 0.66 n,.37 0.48
Union 0.22 0.01 0.22 0.01 0.21 0.20 0.57 0.19 0.139
Yenango 0.5% 0.03 0.52 0.04 0.56 0.53 0.64 0.56 0.97
varren 0.42 0.01 0.42 0.01 0.u1 0.137 0.51 0.13% 0.40
Washington 1.7% 0.62 1.68 0.77 1.79 1.54 3.06 2.0 1.95
Vayne 0.25 0.01 0.25 0.00 0.2% 0.17 0.135 n.28 0.25
Vestsoreland 3.28 0.59 31.24 0.61 3.30 2.08 3.68 3.87 1.85
¥yosing nN.18 0.00 0.19 0.01 0.17 0.16 0.33 0.17 0.15
\) York 2.1R 0.96 2.44 0.R0 2.135 1.92 3.3% 1,97 X 1.33
EMC State Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 10000 100,00
[Aroirr provasi enc|
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Appendix E Percent of state totals: Poverty data

Families in Poverty Children in Poverty
Percent of State

COUﬂty with Recewing  Not Recewing Female Female tncome Deficit
All Children Weltare  Wage or Salary Head All Head Families

Adass 0.u47 Q.44 0.24 0.37 0.28 0.u6 0.27
Allegheny 12.25 12,72 15.85 131,66 16,24 12.21 14,R0
Arestrono 0,93 0.R1 0.7u 1,00 0.58 0.75 0,uR
Beaver 1.46 1.7 1.640 1.73 1.90 1.613 1.83
fedford 0.60 0.50 0.27 0.51 0.1 0.52 0,28

Berks 1.66 1. 5% 1.17 1.52 1.63 .46 1.56
Blair 1.25 1.130 0.96 1.16 1.09 1.28 1.013
Bradford 0.6u 0.67 0.61 9.49 0.us5 0.7u 0.u2
Bucks 1.79 1.95 0.84 1.37 1.613 1.87 1.63
Butler 1.16 0.87 n,s7 1.27 0.65 0.7 0.5%

Casbria 1.77 1.69 1.97 1.85 1.3 1.72 1,27
Caseron 0,08 0.06 0.05 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.07
Carbon 0.413 0.13 0.26 0.u8 0.2R 0,131 0,22
Centre n,.82 0.81 0,113 0.59 0.139 0.70 0.1317
Chester 1,27 1.3 0.67 0.R2 1,06 1.0 1,10

Clarion 0,58 N, u3 0,33 0,59 0.23 0,18 0.18
Clearfield 1,13 0.98 0.67 1.09 0.67 1.02 0.63
Clinton 0.6 0.32 0.29 0. 36 0.25 0.29 0.2u
Colusbia n.49 0.u2 0,20 0.u9 0,32 0,40 0.30
Cravford 0.90 0,74 N.62 0.RA 0,87 0.79 0,51

Cusberland .74 0.69 0. 16 0.59 0.55 0.62 0.u7
Dauphin 1,89 2,00 2.09 1.79 2,40 2.0u 2.51
Delavare 2.97 .17 2.61 2.82 1.62 1. 20 3.76
EZlk n. 30 0.28 0.06 0.29 0.12 0.32 0.11
Erie 1.87 1.93 1.7 1,75 2.0u 1.90 1,96

Payette 2.87 2. RS 4.01 3.22 2.06 2.90 1.89
Porest 0.05 0. 0u 0.02 0.06 0.0u 0.04 0.0u
rranklin 0.89 0.91 0.35 0,68 0.56 0.8 0.50
Pulton 0.19 0.18 0.15 0.15 0.1 0.16 0.09
Greene 0.7 0.60 0.70 0.80 0,uS 0.62 0,43

Huntingdon n.53 0,62 0.50 0,50 0.30 0.53 0.2u
Indiana 0.93 n.82 0.76 0.8% 0. 50 0.88 0.u9
Jefferson D.5R V.48 0,u8 0.61 0,137 0,uu 0,30
Juniata 0.21 2.17 0,10 0.16 0,06 0,17 0.06
Lackavanna 2,02 1.61 1.U4R 2. 21 .21 1.54 1.02

Lancaster 2.23 2.26 1.18 1.55 1.74 2,42 1.64
Lavrence 1.1 1.01 1.13 1.18 0.9u 1.01 0.86
Lebanon 0.50 0.56 0.u40 0. 15 0.%8 0.55 0.51
Lehigh 1.18 1. 20 0,76 1.3u 1,14 1.13 1.11
Luzerne .01 2.R2 2.39 3.u9 2,07 2.72 1.87

Lycosing 1.00 0.89 0.81 1,00 0.80 0.92 0.79
NcKean 0.51 0.u49 0.58 0.51 C.u2 0.51 0.u1
Mercer 1.93 0.93 0.87 1,15 0.90 0.95 0.90
ALf€14n 0.u8 0,u6 0.31 0. 1R 0,27 0.u9 0,26
fontoe 0.137 0,32 0.14 0.39 0.27 0.28 0,28

fontqomery 2.22 2.19 0.90 1.83 2,21 1.94 2.02
Rontour 0,16 0.1u 0.03 0.13 0,10 0.15 0,11
Northaspton 1.33 1.26 1.09 1.30 1.0 1.24 1.20
Northusherland 1.18 0.96 0.99 1.20 0.77 0.91 0.61
Perry 0.30 0.28 0.14 0.24 0.13 0.27 0.11

Philadelphia 22.66 26.82 3u.58 2u.10 14,38 28.29 37.88
Pike 0.10 0.08 0.01 0.10 0.03 0.06 0.02
Potter 29.24 0.22 0.20 0.22 0.10 0.22 0.07
Schuylkill 1.98 1.5u 1.10 2.09 1.06 1.53 0.87
Snyder c.28 0. 21 0.08 0.25 0.08 0.2u 0.07

Soserset 0.9u 0.8u 0.83 0.88 0.36 0.78 0.31
Sullivan 0.10 0,08 0.02? 0.09 0.0u 0.09 0.04
Susquehanna 0.45 0.u1 0.29 0.38 0.16 0.81 0.16
Tioga 0.52 0,49 0.u2 0.u7 0.26 0.50 0.213
Onion 0.22 0.17 0.06 0.17 0.10 0.22 0.07

Yenango 0.69 0.66 0.61 0.70 0,uS 0.68 0.37
Varren 0.15 0.28 0.16 0.34 0.26 0.27 0.29
fashington 2.25 1.95 2.28 2.56 1.7 1.89 .71
Yayne 0.136 0.28 0.07 0.36 0.08 0.25 0.05
Vestmoreland 2.73 .29 2.51 2.72 2.20 2,28 1.91

¥yosing 0. 2u 0.10 0.22 0.20
York 1.72 66 1.12 1.56 . 1.60

Q
E mc‘ate Total 100.00 100.00 100.00  100.00 100.00 100.00
A proiedy e .




Appendix F | | Women in labor force with children 6-17 /Percent enrolled in school
Womenin L, Force win Ch 17
ooen o Labor Force with Chidren & Porcent Porcont Earolied n Schootby Age
Coun Husband
o ty Numbher n Husbans Hrasana Not Prosent " P 713 14 15 1617
Lador Force Prosent Not Present L >
Adass 2 188 2 1 302 12.9 5.6 73.0 7.2 Qq.7 83.8
Allegheny 44 191 316 S01 8 Re<O 20,0 13.2 79.4 QR. 4 9R. 2 .0
Arastrong 2 01 1 49§ Ju 16,8 3.6 77 7.7 Q2.7 Q1.4
Reaver 5 972 5 00§ w7 16.2 s.a 72.4 R, % QR.3 6.9
Redford 1472 1 266 20¢ 1w, 0 0.9 49,4 Q7.9 k1 RG4.)
gerks 12 Ras 11 1549 1 1 11.% 10.5 5.0 Q7.7 Q7.8 Q0.1
Rlair 4 S04 1 RO 700 15,8 7.8 81.0 Q7.8 Qd.n 92.5
Rradford 2 009 1 701 J0R 15,3 4.9 B0.9 Qu, s a7 Q0.0
Ruck s 16 505 14 3IRR 2 M7 12.8 12.R8 RU,0 Q8.8 96 .R Qu .1
Rut ler 1727 1 1R Sué 14,6 4.8 57.4 Q5.4 Q1.6 RQ R
Caabria 4 A87 4 NSy any 18,6 5.1 7%.9 95,8 6.5 Q5.4
Cameron 297 241 LYY 14,9 0.0 69,5 94,2 Q9.9 78.1
carbon 2 1M 1 916 287 1.8 4.7 79.6 Q4.5 Q7.8 A0. 6
Centre 3 (o4 2 631 173 12.4 16.7 81,3 7.6 3.0 Q0.4
Chester 9 911 R 1IN0 1 610 16. 4 16,1 /2.1 Q7.1 95,9 Q2.2
Clarion 1 164 ain 24 20.1 1.7 “4L0 96, R Q5.7 R9 .1
Clearfield 2 199 2 003 jaf 16,5 2.8 69.7 96.8 5.4 Q1.6
Clinton 1 W96 1 1683 213 16,7 B.% 75.2 Q5,1 Q5.4 R8.7
Colunbia 2 294 1 970 124 141 1.0 71.7 Q7.4 7.6 90.7
Cravford 2 fu9 2 2Mm (T3 16,8 4,2 AR A Q7.R 7.6 LT
Custerland 6 494 & ~lUk RUR 13.1 7.2 A4, QR 1} QR.7 RA.S
dayohin Q 271 7 S8R 1 683 18.2 10,4 Ay, R, < Q7.5 93.9
Delavare 20 3199 16 251 4 058 20.0 14,5 AU.R a8.2 97. 1 Q5.0
elk 1 119 1- 20R 1M R.u 2.6 73.R 6.3 au.7 au,.s
Prie Q 929 7 879 1 uso 16,1 7.4 71.8 Q7.1 6.1 Q3.1
Payette I 460 2 187 703 20.3 6.3 R2.S Qy.R 5.1 86.5
forest a 97 6 6.5 3.9 661 Q2.0 Q91,7 83.1
rranklan 3 934 3 ua 4a3 12.4 10.2 R4.0 Q6.2 Q7.8 R6 .4
rulron 421 1R 36 R.6 1.R 52.6 Q9,5 Q9,9 Q0.9
Greene RYA 617 179 21.9 7.4 65 .6 95,8 AQu, 0 87.3
Huntinqdon 1 619 1 2Ru4 22% 14.9 R4 AS, 4 Q5.3 Q6.1 Q0.5
Indrana 2 2m 1 865 338 15,1 5.0 AR R a5.R 95,6 87.2
Jefferson 1522 1292 230 15.1 2.7 67.9 6.8 94.9 Q1.8
Juniata 6uy 596 4R 7.5 5.6 71.1 QR 1 RS.R Qy, 1
Lackavanna R 111 7 03 1 197 17,85 6.8 Qn .7 97.1 97.5 Q1.9
Lancaster 13 219 11 408 1 Ry 13.7 1.1 72.8 38.6 93.% 85.9
Lavrence 3 naRr 2 €16 482 16.6 4.7 4,7 Q7.0 Q6.5 Q0.5
, Lebanor 4 517 3 A7S 6RD 14,6 10.4 76.0 Q7.6 5.0 f7.9
" Lehigh 10 78 9 t42 1 536 14,4 1.6 A7.3 QR.q QR. 7 Q2.9
tuzerne 12 213 19 278 1938 15,R 5.Q A1,R a0 a6, 2 Q1,6
Lycosing 4 212 1 €82 60 16,7 4.5 R2.0 Q4.9 95,7 87.7
nckean 2 0 1 74 270 13.4 5.4 77.5 9R. 0 95.8 88.8
Mercer 3 an2 1 367 53§ 1,7 7.1 77.R 94.5 9.7 Q1,7
mifflin 1663 1 42% 218 13.3 4.4 751 Q4.9 Q2.4 AL, S
Nonroe 11713 1 4kn ERR 17.7 17.3 RA .7 96,2 Q2.2 82.2
montgomery 22 |)A 19 Ng2 Y U7k 15,4 231 AB.1 98. 4 97.4 95.0
montour (313 LR A3 10,4 4. Tu .5 Q7.1 RQ. 6 86.6
Worthaspton 8 T8N 7 618 1 148 11,0 8.9 83.9 99,9 IR, 4 Q2.6
Northusberland 1 789 T W0 29 16.7 3.3 T4} Q& 9 LT | R2.7
Perry 1073 617 161 14.9 0.0 41.8 9R.u 97.2 931.8
Philadelphia A1 286 42 381 18 04 30.8 14,2 74.9 97.4 Q7.2 87.9
Pike 422 359 €3 14.9 9.6 64.0 949,49 Qq. .y Q0.7
Potter 470 418 s2 1.1 3.0 51.6 99,9 90.6 88.1
Schuylikill 5 Tuu4 4 Qn7 R317 14,6 4.9 77.0 96,6 92.0 8u_s5
Snyder 1 .099 976 114 10.5 5.0 f6.R Q5,0 Q0.8 82.4
Soserset 2 Su6 2 200 146 13.6 4.2 67.3 98.0 93.9 95.0
Sullivan 18 179 18 9.6 0.0 70.9 96 4 99.9 80.5
Susquehanna 121 1 n69 162 13.2 2.5 46.8 96.0 Q3.0 85.2
Tioga 1 291 1 1w 148 11,6 6.9 69.4 Q7.4 99,49 Q0,2
Onion 1032 Q12 120 1.6 4,7 79,8 92.4 89.6 83.0
Yenango ' 817 1517 2R0 15.4 6.3 6£9.6 92.3 89 .6 86.2
Varren 1739 1 u9R 241 13.9 5.6 81.2 96,7 Q9.9 R7.5
Vashington S 600 4 632 96R 17.3 6.8 70.9 6.7 Q5,2 Q1,1
vayge 1080 agp a0 8.3 14.9 85.7 9u.0 Q3.9 85.9
Vestsoreland 10 195 8 760 1 635 15.7 4.9 69.5 Q8.5 98.5 96.5
vyosing 652 553 Q9 15.2 9.9 70.9 98.3 LY 88.%
York 12 167 10 605 1 562 12.8 h.6 Tu4.2 QR. 4 94,7 94,2
Q |
ERIC State Total 398008 32637 71871 18.} 10.7 78.7 97.6 96.7 91.4 !
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| Appendix G
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Notes on the Data

Most of the data in this book can be found in two publications from the
U.S. Bureau of the Census: (a) Census of Population: 1970, General Population

Characteristics, Final Report PC(1)-B40, Pennsylvania; and (b) Census of
Population: 1970, General Social and Economic Characteristics, Final Report
PC(1)-C40, Pennsylvania.

State and county totals include information on both the institutional
and non-institutional populations combined. The institutional population
refers to inmates such as mental, tuberculosis or chronic disease patients,
persons in homes for the aged and dependent, and inmates of correctional
institutions. Most of the data presented in this volume refer fo the non-
institutional or household population. Such data are not seriously affected
by the counts of inmates in institutions. It should be noted, however, that
certain counties have a high proportion of their total population living in
institutions, colleges, military posts, and other group quarters. These areas
typically have unusual age and/or sex distributions that affect birth, death,
and marriage rates as well as other population characteristics. Where such
situations appear to affect information in this volume, they have been noted.

The first five tables are taken from the second count of the 1970 Census.
All the data for these tables were derived directly from computer tapes main-
tained by the Pennsylvania State University Computing Center.

Families with children, as shown in Table 6 and Maps 3 and 4, were calcu-
lated from Census tapes. The procedure used was to add four counts of families
having related childrer under age 18: (1) male head, above poverty line,

(2) female head, above poverty line, (3) male head, below poverty line, and

(4) female head, below pover*y line. "Related" children in a family include

all persons under 18 years of age who are related to the head, except for the
wife of head. Hence, the number of families with "related" children will be
larger than the number of families with "own' children. For further information
on the distinction between "own" and "related" children, see Appendix B in
Census of Population: 1970, General Social and Economic Characteristics, Final
Report PC(1)-C40, Pennsylvania.

from the Census tapes as follows. The percentage, Column 2, was calculated

from fourth count data, as the number of children living with one parent plus
the number living with neither parent, divided by the count of persons under

age 18 from the fourth count. This percentage was then multiplied by the number
of children under the age of eighteen. The reason for this procedure is as
foliows: the percentage is a ratio of two fourth count numbers based on the

same sample population, and is thereby the most accurate estimate of percent

of children not living with both parents. The second count is considered the
authoritative data regarding number of children. Applying the fourth count
percentage to this second count number is a reliable method of estimating the

\
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Table 7, number of children not living with both parents, was calculated ‘
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Fertility ratios, Tatle 9 were calculated from second count data. Again,
the data were computed directiy from the Census tapes.

infant mortality rates, Table 10, were obtained trom a paper by C. Shannon
Stokec and Craig R. Humphrey, entitled 'Trends in Infant Mortality in Pennsylvania,
1640~-1370," The Pennsylvania State University, Cooperative Extension Service,
cniversity Park, Pennsylvania. The number of excess deaths were calculated using
the infant mortality rate of the two counties with the lowest rate (Huntingdon
and Cumberland counties, 12.6) as the basis for comparison. For a given county,
the number of excess deaths was calculated as the average yearly number of births
times tne difference between the county's infant mortality rate and 12.6

The data on housing, Tables |l and 12, were obtained from the second count.
These data include number of children in housing units lacking complete plumbing,
and number of children in housing units with more than one person per room.

Data for Tables I3 and 14, cnildren enrolled in school., were obtained from
the fourtn county Jata tapes. Private nursery and kindergarten includes parochial.
Elementary school enrollment includes public, private and parochial combined; the
same is true for nigh school.

Data on number of children rot enrolled in school, Table 15, were obtained
directly from the published Census volume, General Social and Economic Character-
istics.

Data for "three-time losers," Table 16, were obtained from the Census tapes
tor second and fo-:~th counts. Ordinarily we prefer never to mix counts of the
Census, but it was unavoidable in this case. Column |, the total number of males
age 16-21, was obtained from the second count. Columns 2, 3, and 4 were obtained
from the fourth count. Therefore, the fifth column in this table is a fourth
count number divided by a second count number.

Data in the Family Income section were obtained from a number of sources.
Data on day care centers and welfare ineligibility were taken from the report
by Deoartment of Pudlic Welfare, "Perspective on Public Welfare--A Progress
Reoort," published June 30, 1974.

Data in Table 17, on family income, were obtained from the Census volume,
General Social and Economic Characteristics, Table 124. The mean income for
female head families in Forest County was supressed, due to the small number
of persons reporting.

The poverty lines given in Table I8 include 1969 data, taken from the
Census volumes, and 1974 data. The 1974 poverty lines were obtained by adjusting
the 1969 threshholds by the percentage increase in the Consumer Price Index. as
published in the Survey of Current Business.

Table 19, families in poverty, was calculated from the fourth count Census
Tapes.

The data in Table 20, poor children. were obtained from both fourth and
second count Census tapes. Column | is entirely from the fourth count. Column
2 is ratio of two fourth count numbers, the number of children in low income
families Jivided by the number of low income families with children. |In other
words, Column 2 is the number of children per poor family having children.
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Column 3 is a mix of second and fourth counts; the numerator is from the fourth
co.nt (Column | of this table), while the denominator is from t+he second count
‘rhe count of all children under age 18).

The data in Tablie 2i, poor chilidren in female-headed households, are taken
entirely from the fourth count Census tapes.

The data in Tables 22 and 23, poor families receiving weifare and poor
families not receiving wages or salaries, were derived from the fourth count
Census tapes.

Data in Table 24, on the income deficit of iow income families, were obtained
from the published Census volume, General Social and Economic Characteristics,
Table 124,

Data on the percent of the population living in urban areas, as shown in
Appendix A, were obtained from the 1970 Census volumes, Number of Inhabitants,

Final Report PC(1)-A40, Pennsylvania. All other data appearing in the Appendix
are directly correlated to tables presented in the text of this book. Data in
the Appendix are from the same sources as those cited earlier.
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User Response Form

Is this book useful to you?

Yes, very useful

1f yes, how has the books been useful?
or how do you plan to use it?

Yes, slightly useful

Not useful

What have you done with it,

What is your occupation?

How would you like to see this book improved?

Would you attend a meeting if one was held in your area with other
users of this book and faculty from The Pennsylvania State Univer-
sity Coommity Affairs Extension, to discuss the uses and interpreta-

tion of this book?

Yes No
ame: Agency:
Address: County:
City: State: Zip Code:
Phone:

(Area)

Please cut out this form,

fold along the lines on
the back of the page, staple, and mail postage free.
Your response will be appreciated.
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