E. Population Analysis




POPULATION ANALYSIS

Population Trends

In 1990, the population of Rice’s Landing was 457 residents. This was essentially the same
population (473) that resided in the Borough in 1970. From 1970 to 1980 the population of Greene
County and all surrounding municipalities grew at significant rates. The County grew at a 12.1
percent rate throughout the 1970's. Jefferson Township residents increased more than 21.0 percent
and Cumberland Township gained 13.7 percent. Rice’s Landing did not grow as fast as Jefferson
Township or Green County, but it grew to 516 people, a 9 percent increase. However, the regional
trend reversed during the 1980s and as the Borough experienced a decline in population of 11.4
‘percent. Similarly, Jefferson Township experienced general decline but only at a rate of 5.1 percent.
Carmichaels and Jefferson Boroughs show comparably higher losses of population than Rice’s
Landing, declining at 15.6 and 14.0 percent, respectively. The losses for Greene County were
minimal in comparison declining only 2.3 percent in the 1980's. See Table E-1 at the end of the
section.

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania did not share similar trends of growth and loss as did the study
area. From 1970 to 1990 the population of Pennsylvania increased by 1 percent. The majority of
the growth took place during the 1970s as 98,410 (.85%) new residents were added. The rate of
growth for the 1980s was only .14 percent. The Commonwealth did not loose population during
the 1980's, but it is clear that the level of growth that fueled the population increases of the “study
area” during the 1970s slowed in the next decade.

As mentioned, Table E-1 indicates the basic population and population change data for the “study
area” and additionally, Figure E-1 is provided as a visual summary of population trends. It is
interesting to note that these townships and boroughs all share very similar patterns of growth and
decline. Additionally, the decline has taken place to a larger extent in the boroughs while the
townships losses were much less significant. These trends are typical of regions with central
population concentrations , such as a borough or city, and other regions-on a national scale. One
possible cause of population loss is a lack of employment opportunities in the borough’s and Greene
County. Also, as housing in the dense parts of the municipalities grow older, such as downtown
areas, residents move to open land with larger lots and newer housing. These trends have likely
occurred in Jefferson Township and significantly in Greene County.




Rice’s Landing is a small town and
very sparsely populated for a borough.
In 1990 Rice’s Landing density was
652.9 people per square mile. In
THEIRNNE B & | comparison Carmichaels borough,
with a similar population of 532
people had a density per square mile

8 —— § of 53200 residents.  Jefferson

Popuiation Change, 1980-1990
Rice's Landing and Study Area

-------- - - borough’s land density is also much
' higher than Rice’s at 1,775.0 residents
ar | per square mile. The Commonwealth
RPRS S et R contains the largest rural population in
- , the nation and has a land density of
e e Co o e Tap oM T™P263.9 per square mile. Greene County
Rices Landing Boro Jefferson Boro is very sparsely populated, even for
Pennsylvania, with a density of 68.5.

'Figure E-1 Rice’s Landing sparse population can
Source: 1980, 1990 US Census of Population and Housing most likely be attributed to the large
percentage of steep slopes and wooded
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areas within the bérough limits. See Table E-2.

Age Structure of the Population

The median age in Rice’s Landing in 1990 was 38.9 years. This was extremely high even for
Pennsylvania, which had the second oldest population in all of the states in 1990. The median for
the Commonwealth was 34.0 years and the median for Greene County was 34.2. None of the
municipalities in the study area had a median age as high as Rice’s Landing. '

In 1990, the Pennsylvania population can be summarized as having 23.5 percent under the age of
‘eighteen and 19.7 percent females age fourteen to forty five. See Figure E-2. Similarly, Rice’s
Landing shows 23.4 percent under eighteen and 19.3 percent females fourteen to forty five.
However, the similarities end when looking at the age structure over sixty five years of age.
Pennsylvania’s population is made up of 15.4 percent senior citizens. Rice’s Landing percentage
is substantially higher at 22.3, specifically Rice’s Landing’s over eighty five population percentage
of 3.3 is more than double the commonwealth percentage of 1.4. Additionally, the numbers of “frail
elderly” (i.e over 75 years old) are significantly high for Rice’s Landing when compared to
Pennsylvania and Greene County figures. Rice’s Landing has 11.4 percent of its population over
75 years of age while the State is at 6.3 percent and the County 7.1 percent. The high percentage
is a concern because those over 75 typically need more services and are less able to pay for them
than other groups.

Another important statistic for an economic region is the number of working age residents,
particularly young professionals of ages 25 to 35. These age cohorts are the working age future of
the Borough. Many of these young employed persons are buying big ticket items such as first
homes, households goods such as appliances, and automobiles, fueling the local economy. These
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Source: 1990 US Census of Population and Housing

residents also provide expandable income for the purchases of local goods and services such as
groceries, entertainment, and other retail products and services. Rice’s Landing residents for this
cohort made up 10.7 percent of the total population, low compared to Pennsylvania’s 16.1 percent
and Greene County’s 14.0 percent. Rice’s Landing had the lowest total of all areas in this study with
Jefferson Borough being the highest at 19.2 percent. Rice’s Landing lack of employment
opportunities are a contributing factor.

Similar in importance are the age cohorts between 40 and 65 years of age. These cohorts are
generally the wealthiest of all age groups, better established in a career, a.high percentage typically
own homes, and are often in the latter child raising ages. The Borough has maintained their share
of these age groups with a 27.0 percent of population ages 45 to 65, while Greene County and the
Commonwealth are very similar with 25.7 and 26.9 percent, respectively. Rice’s Landing fairs
equally to its home Township of Jefferson while maintaining a higher percentage than Cumberland
Township (24.6%), Carmichaels Borough (24.8%), and Jefferson Borough (25.5%).

Greene County’s age structure is higher than the Pennsylvania in all categories. The under eighteen
cohort is 2.1 percent higher than the commonwealth, nearly 1 percent higher for the over sixty five
cohort, and 2.2 percent higher for females age 15 to 45. See Table E-3.

Gender and Racial Composition

Also contained in Table E-2 are the gender and race statistics for the study area. The figures reveal
a unique trend for Rice’s Landing’s female population. Since 1980 the Borough has lost 2.6 percent
of its female population, dropping from 52.9 percent to 50.3 percent, while the majority of other
municipal entities in the study area gained in the percentage of females residing in the area. For
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example Carmichaels Borough, whose 52.5 percent of females in 1980 was below Rice’s Landings
comparable figures, gained 2.8 percent to climb to a 55.3 percent female population. The exceptions
are Pennsylvania whose percentage remained steady at 52.1 percent female and Jefferson Township
which declined from 52.1 percent to 51.9. The trend for Rice’s Landing is somewhat unexpected
since women generally outlive men and the Borough’s elderly population is very high.

Racial composition for the Borough, and all of the study area except the Commonwealth, were very
low in 1990. The racial composition for

Marital Status most all of the study areas were at or
1990 below one percent. Jefferson Township
0 and Pennsylvania were the exceptions at
33 and 9.2 percent respectively,
éso showing very little change from 1980 to
240 1990.
&
$3
E T .
sm ] Household Size and Structure
10 | 7
olB —— M There.: were 177 hogseholds in Rice’s
Never married Separated Divorced Landing in 1990. This was a decrease of
Now maried oxcopt soparated  WI 18 households or 9.2 percent over the
- Pennsylvania ﬁGreene County 1980 level of 195 household. See Table
[ Rices Landing Boro E-2. Obviously, the size of each
household decreased across the board
Figure E-3 _ ' during this period. It is important to
Source: 1990 US Census of Population and Housing note that, since a household by definition

uses a “housing unit,” the loss of
housing units was not as great as the actual loss in populatxon during the 1980s.

Persons per household for the study area followed typical state and national trends of decline from
1980 to 1990. With the exception of Jefferson Borough, which increased in household size from
2.68 to 2.71 person per household, all areas, including Rice’s Landing, decreased an average of 0.2
persons per household. The Commonwealith dropped by 0.24 persons from 2.81 to 2.57. The
Borough’s current level is nearly identical to Pennsylvania, but was only at 2.65 persons per
household in 1980. The smallest persons per household in 1980 and 1990 is Carmichaels Borough
at 2.51 and 2.39, respectively. Again, with the exception of Jefferson Borough, the remaining
municipalities in the study area are approximately even with the state average.

Precisely 18 percent of all persons over the age of 15 were never married in 1990 in Rice’s Landing.
This is well below the Pennsylvania average of 27.3 percent and Greene County’s 23.2 percent. See
Figure E-3 and Table E-4. Likewise, over 62 percent of all residents 15 and over were married
except for separated persons. This figure was comparably high to Greene County (57.5%) and more
so to the Commonwealth (54.5%). The Borough’s figures were similarly high when compared to
the other municipal entities in the study area, except for Jefferson Borough, which has a higher
percentage of married persons at 65.3 percent. Furthermore, of the total households in the Rice’s
Landing, 75.1 are considered families, comparably high to the County’s 73.1 percent and the
Commonwealth’s 70.2 percent. Taken together these two statistics indicate that the Borough is
composed primarily of families rather than single persons.

PR

P

I-E, 4



Socio-economic Characteristics

When the basic demographic characteristics are combined with social and economic attributes and
patterns such as; educational attainment, income and poverty, ancestry, and rural characteristics
much of the character of the community is explained. Taken together, these characteristics of the
population create a unique planning context for each community.

The statistics are summarized in Table E-1 and Tables E-S through E-8, and detail much of the
socio-economic characteristics from the 1990 Census of Population and Housing. Each section
makes references to specific tables which are located at the end of this chapter. Small Borough’s,
such as Rice’s Landing, do allow for a great deal of detail concerning economic factors to be
provided the census; therefore, all of the income and poverty statistics usually provided here have
been combined with the Economic Analysis in section F.

Mobility is measure of the populations ability to mobilize without assistance or self-care
limitation. Mobility is divided into two categories; male and female, and three separate sub-
categories of age cohorts 16 to 64, 65-74, and 75 and older. The census then counts the amount of
people who require or do not require special services for mobility limitations and self-care
limitations.

In all municipalities the highest percentages belong to the category where there are no mobility or
self-care limitations. In other words, by far the majority of residents do not have any disabilities
which require special services. However, all communities need to provide special services for a
certain number of people. The statistics described below and shown in Table E-7 list those numbers
of people for each municipality.

Rice’s Landing’s large elderly population can be assumed to result in a high level of services
required for these special categories of people, and indeed statistics prove this. In 1990 all
categories of the male population Rice’s Landing had a large percentage of their population with
mobility and self-care limitations. In the 16 to 64 range it was five times the Pennsylvania average
with 5.3 percent of its males in this category. Additionally, more than 23 percent of the 65 to 74
aged males, 8 times the Pennsylvania average, were limited in mobility. Finally, more than 22
percent of the “frail elderly” 75 years and older, nearly six times the Commonwealth’s percentage,
were limited in mobility and self-care, and another 11.1 limited in mobility only. Rice’s Landing’s
numbers were also extraordinarily high when compared to all other areas in the study, more than
doubling all percentages. Rice’s Landing’s female population is statistically different; nevertheless,
the percentages reflect similar extraordinarily high numbers. The female population 16 to 74 did
not show any extraordinary numbers in the dual category of mobility and self-care limitations.
However, the female population 75 years and older with one or both of the limitations was almost
60 percent of the population. Pennsylvania’s percentage was only 33.3.

Education is a primary measure of the quality and flexibility of the labor force. In the post
manufacturing, service-oriented economy of today’s society it correlates highly with income.
Generally, in the 1990 population of Rice’s Landing was not characterized as having advanced

I-E, 5

3




Educational Attainment, 1990
Ric_:e's Landing and Study Area

Percent of Population
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Assoc. Degree Graduate Degree
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# Rices Landing Bor.
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Cumberiand Twp.

Jefferson Twp.

Figure E-4 .
Source: 1990 US Census of Population and Housing

educational levels, although the disparities were not large. See Table E-8. Whereas almost 75
percent of all persons over the age of 25 in Pennsylvania had high school diplomas; only 72.9 of
Rice’s population had graduated high school. However, Rice’s Landing faired better than Greene
County (68.0%) and all other municipalities in the study area, with the exception of Jefferson
Borough, whose education levels were comparable to or higher than the Commonwealth. The
disparities grew larger for college education. Almost 18.0 percent of the Commonwealth’s over
25 population held at least a Bachelor’s Degree compared to only 11.0 percent for Rice’s Landing.
Again, Rice’s Landing faired very well regionally, with the exception of Jefferson Borough and
Carmichaels Borough, neither of which were equal to Pennsylvania averages. A visual summary
of the Educational Attainment for 1990 can bee seen in Figure E-3.

Ancestry  is a reflection of early settlement patterns in the modern community. Table E-9 shows
details of ancestry for Rice’s Lading and the study area. In 1990, of the 464 declared ancestries in
Rice’s Landing, no one category made up more than one fifth of the population. The most
significant category, making up 20.3 percent of the declared ancestries was the Germans, however,
this was a low percentage when compared to the Commonwealth and other figures in the study area.
The next highest category was English at 15.5 percent, nearly 10 points higher than Pennsylvania.
The next exceptions to the Commonwealth’s averages were the 10.1 percent Slovak., 6.3 percent
Scotch-Irish, and 5.8 percent Dutch.

.

Residence in 1985 In Table E-10 the details of the study area’s residents places of birth and 1985
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residences are listed, which measures the relative stability and mobility of the population. Based
on this, Rice’s Landing and to a lesser extent Greene County was, in general, very stable. Almost
77 percent of all persons over five years of age lived in the same house in 1990 as they did in 1985,
the highest total in the study area. This is also, of course, an indication that very few persons moved
into the area during that time-frame. In fact only 39 persons who resided in the Borough when the
census was taken lived in a different state in 1985, and no one lived in another county. In
comparison, 66.0 percent of Greene County residents lived in the same house during that period
and 63.4 of the Commonwealth; and just over 6 percent resided in a different state.

Nativity and Place of Origin - numbers in Table E-10 tend to confirm that Rice’s Landing had
relatively few immigrants during the 80s. More than 85 percent of the Borough’s population were
‘born in Pennsylvania. This is about 10 points higher than Greene County and more than 5 points
higher than the Commonwealth. In 1990 Rice’s Landing had only 3 foreign born residents.

Findings

n Rice’s Landing is a small rural community part of the economically depressed Monongahela
Valley area.

L Typical of many of these towns, Rice’s Landing shared with them three major concerns: the

population loss of young professionals; a growing elderly population; and a very high
poverty rate.

. The Borough is fairly well educated when compared to surrounding municipalities, but fairs
poorly compared to Pennsylvania.

] The Borough is extremely family-oriented in household structure maintaining high rates of
married couples and children raised in two parent households.

n The physical features of the Borough are very positive as it maintains riverfront access in
a park like setting and many historic buildings.

= The physical impact of the steep terrain results in sparse population and a very small town
“center”. -

L Overall, Rice’s Landing has many positive attributes, but must be concerned over the large

percentage of elderly and the low numbers of young professionals.
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Table E-1
Summary of Population Characteristics

Rices | andimg Bers  Carmichacls Bere

NAME Pennsylvanka Greene Comnty Combertand {wp Jellerson Bore Jeflerson Twy
Nundowr Percart el Parcert Numibe Percont ke Parcert [ Percont Nusb e Percont Nusdies Percort

LaadArea A4R19 62085 . $79907722 . 077 . 018 . 1826 . 019 . 21 64 3
Water Area 1238611197 . 107953668 . 012 . 000 . 06y . 000 . 012 .
Persoms 11881643 . 39550 » 457 4 531 . 6,742 . 355 . 1,5% .
Families 3155989 . 10691 . 133 L. 151 . 1R70 . 102 . 743 .
Heouseholds 4495966 . 14024 . 7 . 123 . 2.009 . 3 . 955 .
Male 5694265 479 18805 475 27 497 pa ] 447 LN 46 5 168 413 1,221 481
Female 6187378 521 20745 925 230 503 Al 553 3.006 535 187 527 1,318 519
White 10520201 885 38948 88.5 453 99 1 s 1000 6.701 994 346 915 2,446 985
Black 1089793 92 n 10 1 02 0 oo 5 01 4 11 88 35
Amerind 14733 01 69 02 [} 02 0 00 25 04 0 0o 0 00
Astan 137438 1.2 112 03 2 04 0 00 9 01 ) 14 1 ago
Otber Race 119476 10 4 o1 [} 00 0 00 2 oo 0 00 | oo
Hispamic 232262 20 209 0s 0 00 4 o8 3 04 0 00 17 07
Leza Than 18 Years of Age 2794810 235 10135 b1} 107 234 120 2286 1.770 283 90 254 612 241
Gruk.rlhu‘SYunolAu 1829106 154 6501 164 102 223 110 207 1. 189 6 158 408 185
Fesualee |5 60 45 2344061 197 B667 219 88 193 21 227 1.445 214 63 177 347 218
Medina Age{% of State 3403673003 1000 3418130066 1005 M7 1137 39 1085 355 104 4 339 98 366 1078
Per Caphta Incoaei% of State 14068 . 1000% AR 38,367 585 $10,745 76 4 $9.069 648 $10,934 777  $11,084 788
White Per Capita Inconse 14688 . 9987 880 $8.476 577 $10.745 732 39,066 617 39,674 859 311,208 783
Black Per Capka [ncome 9140 . w74 654 $0 6o 50 00 $31.500 3446 316364 17860  §s87) 642
Hispanic Per Caplta Income 7489 . 4980 68 5 30 Q0 $149% 19986 $7.118 50 30 0o 30 00
Median Housebold |ncome 29069 . 19903 685 $14524 500 $22019 757 $18.102 623 $21.7%0 817 $23.57 81.1
Mediaa Famlly Income 34856 . 215284 725 $20.5% 589 $24.449 703 N8y 685 $32,708 938 27612 792
Total Peverty 1283029 1.1 8133 143 138 174 o8 21 4 1,680 257 m 154 306 17
Childres in Marvied Couple Families 2030613 7633 86 94 1.220 85 504

Childreo ia Fewms Head Households 425838 1448 12 13 3 4 65

Males over 65 Living Alone 113331 433 h] 8 "4 3 3

Females over 65 Living Alone 412913 1528 7 26 . an 14 108

Total cos-person 1lousebolds 1150694 3547 41 [} o2 25 193

Persom ia: Corrccticnal lastitutions 42930 04 296 07 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 00
Nursing Homes 106454 ['X*] 424 1.1 0 00 0 00 m 11 0 00 9 04
College Dermatories 132187 11 517 13 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 00
Education: High School Plus 5878654 747 1N 680 239 729 26 683 1,883 649 180 60 1,208 700
Ceollege Phas 1412746 179 2886 113 36 110 s2 1486 409 82 8 162 175 101
Teotal Persoms Age 15 or Greater 7872932 683 23473 64 4 328 ns 3ss 687 443 658 234 658 1,725 680

* = Data Not Applicable

Searce: 1990 US (Census of Population aad Housing
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Table E-2
Demographic Change 1980-1990

NAME Pennsylvania Greene County Rices [ anding Boro Carmichaels Boro Cumberland Twp Jeflerson Boro Jefferson Twp
Number Pescent Nusmber Percent Number Peicent Number Percent Nuwnber Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Population 1970 11766310 . 16090 . 47 . 608 . 6204 . 366 D 2207 .
Population 1980 11864720 . 40476 . Si6 . 630 . 7053 . 413 . 2671 .
Population 1990 11881643 . 39550 . 457 . 532 . 6742 . 355 . 2536 »
Density 1990 263.9 . 68.5 . 6529 . 53200 . 174.7 » 1775.0 . 117.4 .
Population Change 80-90 16923 0.1 -926 (2.3) -59 (11.4) -98 (15.6) 311 (4.4) -58 (14.0) -135 (5.1)
1990 Female 6190336 521 20764 525 230 503 294 553 3607 535 187 527 1316 51.9
1980 Female 6175623 521 20756 513 273 529 331 525 3653 518 203 491 1392 521
1990 <18 2792186 235 10125 256 107 234 120 26 17713 263 90 254 611 241
1980 <18 3116699 263 11788 291 132 255 159 253 2052 291 101 244 745 279
1990 >65 1829773 15.4 6486 16 4 102 23 110 207 1274 189 36 158 469 185
1980 >65 1525079 129 5577 138 117 226 135 182 966 137 n 171 374 140
1990 Black 1089795 9.2 377 1.0 1 02 0 00 5 01 4 11 88 35
1980 Black 1046810 8.8 316 08 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 01 0 0.0 92 34
1990 Hispanic 232262 1.0 209 03 0 03 4 0.6 30 0.4 0 0.0 17 0.6
1980 Hispanic 153961 13 238 03 0 04 0 0.0 34 0.5 0 0.0 9 04
1990 Households 4495966 6.5 14624 33 177 (9.2) 223 (11.2) 2609 31 131 (14.9) 955 1.2
1980 Households 4219606 . 14157 . 195 . 251 . 2531 . 154 N 944 .
1990 Persons Per Household 2.57 (8.6) 2.62 (8.4) 2.58 (2.6) 239 (4.8) 2.55 (7.9) 271 11 2.64 (6.7)
1980 Persons Per Household 2.81 ° 2.86 . 2.65 . 251 . 2.77 . 2.68 . 2.83 .
1990 Families 3155989 0.7 10691 (1.8) 133 (13.1) 51 {15.2) 1870 (4.6) 102 89 743 4.7)
1980 Families 3134322 . 10886 . 153 . 178 . 1960 . 112 . 780 .

* = Data Not Applicable

Source: 1990 US Census of Population and Housing
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Table E-3

Age Structure of Population
NAME Pennsylvania Greene County  Rice's Landing Carmichaels Boro Cumberiand Twp Jefferson Boro Jefferson Twp
Number Percent Numbes Pereent Numbes Pacent Nunber Peroent Nuinber Pacent Nuniber Percent Number Percent

Less than S YRS 797058 6.7 25158 58 26 57 26 62 428 46 25 70 150 59
STO 9 788301 6.6 2737 93 28 6.1 17 6.2 516 75 29 8.2 146 6.2
10TO 14 755161 6.4 3026 76 31 68 40 6.2 512 9.0 24 68 191 8.0
15TO 19 818058 69 3254 75 34 74 28 9.0 481 123 18 51 209 18
20T0 24 863007 7.3 2567 66 25 55 42 4.7 166 29 14 39 115 69
25TO29 920217 17 2511 6.1 20 4.4 25 52 401 38 22 6.2 141 6.4
30TO 34 992239 84 3049 6.1 29 6.3 35 57 502 81 46 13.0 209 6.4
ISTOI9 923018 7.8 3199 8.7 38 83 57 6.2 548 71 3 8.7 207 86
40 TO 44 821849 69 2829 55 31 68 43 43 489 10.6 19 54 221 76
45TO 49 656083 55 2117 8.4 24 53 26 6.6 331 59 13 37 143 85
S0 TO 54 557762 47 1669 46 20 44 15 28 246 49 12 34 91 59
S5TOS59 552378 46 1679 47 2t 46 16 6.6 275 42 22 6.2 120 55
60 TO 64 607406 51 1897 41 28 6.1 32 47 376 6.6 24 68 125 48
65TO 69 590557 5.0 1955 40 33 72 32 52 389 31 13 37 173 41
0TO74 479464 40 1719 41 17 37 26 8.1 375 31 19 54 116 48
715TO79 361306 30 1364 30 26 57 32 57 258 20 11 31 96 30
80 TO 84 225943 1.9 820 1.8 8 24 (M 43 153 26 6 1.7 52 13
85 and over 171836 1.4 643 21 (] 33 b 2.4 96 16 7 20 3l 12
Total Population 11881643  100.0 39550 100.0 457 1000 532 100.0 6,742 100.0 ERM] 100.0 2536 100.0
Median Age 34.03673005 . 34.1813) . 387 . 369 . 35.5 . 339 . 36.6 .

® = Data Not Applicable
Source: 1990 US Census of Population and Housing
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Table E-4
Marital Stauts, Living Situations and Household Structure

NAME Pennsylvania Greene County Rices Landing Boro  Carmichaels Boro  Cumberiand Twp Jefferson Boro Jefferson Twp

Number Percent Number Peircent Nuniber Percent Number Percent Numiber Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Marital Status of Persons over 15

Moale and Female Totals:

Never married 2608933 27.3 7268 232 67 180 99 231 1,090 206 57 2(16 403 19.7

Now married except scparated 5200365 545 17993 575 23 621 222 517 3,060 579 181 653 1,309 63.9

Separated 234358 25 515 16 6 16 11 26 92 1.7 2 0.7 21 1.0

Widowed 863644 9.1 3180 10.2 49 132 54 126 621 117 28 10.1 197 96

Divorced 633823 6.6 2316 7.4 19 51 43 100 423 80 9 3.2 119 58

Total Males and Females over 15 9541123 1000 31272 100.0 372 100.0 429 100.0 5,286 100.0 277 100.0 2,049 100.0

* = Data Not Applicable

Source: 1990 US Census of Population and Housing
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Table E-5
Living Situation of Persons Under 18 and Over 65 Years of Age
NAME Pennsylvania Greene (‘ounty Rices Landing Boro  Carmichaels Boro  Cumbertund Twp Jefferson Boro Jeflerson Twp

Number Percent Nutiiber Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Nuniber Percent
Persons less than 18:
Householder or Spouse 2780 0.1 11 01 0 00 0 0.0 | 0.1 0 00 1 02
Child in Married Couple Family 2036613 729 7633 753 86 80.4 94 783 1.220 689 85 944 504 824
Child in Male-Headed Houschold - 86641 31 39} 39 2 19 7 58 81 46 1] 00 14 23
Child in Female-teaded Houschold 425838 152 1448 143 12 112 13 10.8 331 18.7 4 44 65 10.6
Child with Other Relatives 185930 6.7 481 47 6 5.6 6 50 106 6.0 1 1.1 16 26
Child with Non-relatives 44649 1.6 169 1.7 1 09 0 0.0 30 1.7 0 0.0 i1 18
In an Institution 6727 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00
In Other Group Quarters 5632 02 2 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 ! 0.1 0 0.0 1 0.2
Total Persons Less than 18 2794810 . 10135 . 107 . 120 . 1.770 . 90 . 612 .
Persons over 65:
Family Houscholder 627978 343 2298 353 41 402 44 400 444 349 22 393 186 397
Family Spouse 393140 215 1390 214 20 19.6 27 245 27 213 12 214 126 269
Living in Family HI w/Other Relatives 127733 7.0 323 50 9 88 4 36 51 40 3 54 17 36
Living in Family HH w/Non-relatives 8424 05 N 05 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2 1 1.8 1 0.2
Male Living Alone 113351 6.2 433 6.7 s 49 8 7.3 84 66 3 54 23 49
Male Houscholder, not alone 8330 05 29 04 0 00 1 09 4 03 1 18 1 0.2
Female Living Alone 412913 226 1528 235 27 265 26 236 333 262 14 250 105 24
Female Houscholder, not alone 10333 06 3 05 0 00 0 0.0 6 05 0 0.0 | 0.2
Living in Non-family Houschold 15958 09 46 0.7 0 0.0 0 00 8 06 0 0.0 i 0.2
In Institution Group Quarters 102454 56 377 58 0 0.0 0 0.0 59 46 0 0.0 7 1.5
{n Other Group Quarters 8492 05 13 0.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 07 0 0.0 4] 00
Totul Person Over 65 1829106 . 6501 . 102 . 110 . 1.271 . 56 . 468 .

* = Data Not Applicable

Source: 1990 US Census of Populstion and Housing
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Table E-6
Persons Per Family and Non Family

Pennsylvania Greene County Rices Landing Boro Carmichaels Boro Cumberiand Twp  Jefferson Boro Jefferson Twp

Number Percent Nutnbes Percent Nuunber Percent Nugnber Percent Nusiiber Percent Number Percent Number Percent

2 persons Family 1292637 410 421 394 57 429 76 503 748 400 43 272 310 a7
3 personsFamily 764654 242 2640 247 3 233 28 18.5 491 263 26 255 182 245
. 4 persons Family 666161 211 2311 216 30 226 28 185 386 206 14 137 163 219
S persons Family 287112 g1 1098 10.3 12 9.0 13 86 169 9.0 15 147 69 93
6 persons Family 93960 30 307 29 0 00 4 26 57 30 2 20 11 15
7 or more persons Family 51465 1.6 123 1.2 3 23 2 13 19 10 2 20 8 11
Total Families 3155989 100.0 10691 100.0 133 100.0 151 100.0 1,870 100.0 102 100.0 743 100.0
| person Non-Family 1150694 859 3547 90.2 41 93.2 65 90.3 682 923 25 86.2 195 920
2 persons Non-Family 148559 1.1 319 8.1 2 45 6 83 46 6.2 4 138 12 57
3 persons Non-Family 24680 18 42 11 I 23 0 0.0 7 09 0 00 2 09
4 persons Non-Family 10184 08 19 05 0 00 1 1.4 3 04 0 00 2 09
S persons Non-Family 3516 03 5 01 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 05
6 persons Non-Family 1372 0.1 ! 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 | 0.1 0 0.0 0 00
7 or more persons Non-Family 972 01 0 0.0 0 00 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total Non-Family 1339977 100.0 3933 1000 44 100.0 72 100.0 739 100.0 29 100.0 212 100.0

Source: 1990 US Census of Population and lousing
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Table E-7
Sex by Age by Mobility and Self-Care Limitation Status

Rices Landing Boro

Carmichaels Boro

Cumberland Twp Jefferson Boro Jefferson Twp
Neurber Percenl Nunbar Percent Nunba Percent Neunber Percent Nunba Percant Nuniber Pertent Nurmbor Percert
Male: 16 to 64 ]
Mobility imitation only 37327 10 227 20 5 38 4 29 18 1.0 2 18 39 53
Self-care hmitation only ™01 22 256 22 0 00 0 0.0 49 27 2 18 11 15
Mobility and self-care limitation 35080 10 192 1.7 1 53 0 00 14 0.8 0 00 1 15
No mobility or self-care limitation 373345 958 10947 942 119 90.8 134 971 1,749 956 109 96.5 680 91.8
Total 3625053 100.0 11622 100.0 131 100.0 138 100.0 1.830 100.0 113 100.0 741 100.0
65 to 74 years:
Mobihty limitation only 16013 35 97 6.1 4 235 3 10.7 26 79 0 00 25 194
Self-care limitation only 21658 4.7 29 1.8 0 0.0 0 00 7 21 2 118 [i] 0.0
Mobility and self-care limitation 16830 7 86 54 0 00 S 179 35 10.6 0 0.0 0 0.0
No mobility or selfcare limitation 402087 88.1 1372 86 6 1} 765 20 M4 262 79.4 1S 882 104 80.6
Total 456588  100.0 1584  100.0 17 100.0 28 100.0 330 100.0 17 100.0 129 100.0
75 Years and Over:
Mobility himitation only 19964 85 120 123 2 11 2 105 43 26.1 0 (1114 0 0.0
Sclf-care limitation onty 14003 59 58 59 0 00 3 158 9 55 \ 143 6 97
Mobility and sclf-care limitation 22559 9.6 123 126 4 222 2 105 't 6.7 1] 0.0 00
No mobility or self-care timitation 179417 76.0 674 69.1 12 66.7 12 63.2 102 61.8 6 857 56 90.3
Total 2359043 100.0 975 100.0 18 100.0 19 100.0 165 100.0 7 100.0 62 100.0
Feamle: 16 to 64
Mobility himitation only 52034 14 178 15 2 1.5 0 0.0 10 0.5 0 0.0 8 10
Self-care limitation onty 82482 2.1 27 23 4 3.0 0 00 36 1.8 4 34 6 08
Mobility and sell-carc limitation 39279 1.0 200 1.6 2 15 2 12 0 15 0 0.0 16 2.0
No mobility or sclf-care limitation 3675559 955 11521 946 127 941 101 98.8 1.976 96.3 114 96.6 758 96.2
Total 3849354 100.0 12176 100.0 135 100.0 163 100.0 2052 100.0 Hs 100.0 788 100.0
65to 75 Years:
Mobility limitation only 36112 6.0 209 10.2 0 0.0 2 57 S0 1"s 0 00 18 113
Self-case limitation only 28268 4.7 14 55 2 69 2 57 2] 438 0 0.0 0 0.0
Mobility and seli-care hmitation 24916 41 126 61 0 0.0 0 00 47 108 0 0.0 7 4.4
No mobility or self-care limitation 513227 852 1606 78.2 27 931 31 886 3t6 728 14 1000 135 84.4
Total 602533  100.0 2055 100.0 29 100.0 35 100.0 434 100.0 14 100.0 160 100.0
75 Years and Over:
Mobility limitation only 4378 164 258 167 9 220 0 00 16 57 0 0.0 21 191
Secif-care imitation only 20947 48 76 49 2 49 7 200 0 0.0 ] 128 0 00
Mobility and self-care limitation 56391 130 209 136 6 146 4 114 S8 20.7 2 250 16 145
No mobility or self-care limitation 285360 © 657 999 64.8 24 58.5 24 68.6 206 736 S 625 n 66.4
Total 434076  100.0 1542 1000 41 100.0 35 100.0 280 100.0 8 100.0 110 100.0
Source: 1990 US Census of Population and tHousing
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Table E-8
Educational Attainment

NAME Pennsylvania Greene County Rices Landing Boro  Carmichaels Boro  Cumberiand Twp Jefferson Boro Jefferson Twp

Number Pearcent Nuinber Percent Nusnber Pacau Number Pacent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
<%h Grade 741167 94 3984 156 52 159 47 132 808 182 23 98 300 174
9-12 No Diploma 1253111 159 4167 16.4 37 113 62 175 748 169 3 132 217 126
High School Graduate 3035080 386 11061 434 134 409 121 341 1,906 429 125 S3.4 786 456
Some College 1017897 129 2482 97 49 149 61 17.2 357 8.0 15 6.4 186 10.8
Associates Degree 412931 52 893 35 20 6.1 12 34 21 48 2 09 61 35
Bachelor Degree 890660 113 1827 7.2 11 34 28 79 261 59 K)| 132 94 54
Gruduate Degree 522086 6.6 1059 42 25 7.6 24 68 148 33 7 30 81 47
Totul 7872932 100.0 25473  100.0 328 100.0 355 1000 4,439 100.0 234 100.0 1,725 100.0

Source: 1990 US Census of Population and Housing
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Table E-9
Ancestry, 1990

Peansylvania CGreene (County Rices Landing Boro

Carmichaels Boro Cumberiund Twp Jefferson Boro Jeflerson Twp
Number Percent Nuiba Petcent Nimbo Percent Nunba Percent Niunbar Percenl Nunba Percest Nuwubear Percent
Arab (400-415, 417-418, 421430, 435481, 490-499) 30738 03 17 03 1] 00 ) 00 14 02 9] 00 23 [1]:]
Austrian (003-004) 43549 04 114 03 0 00 6 11 32 05 2 06 0 00
Belgian (008-010) 6933 01 N 01 0 00 0 0o 10 0.1 0 0.0 7 03
Canadian (931-934) 6956 01 0 00 0 00 0 00 o 00 [ oo [o] 00
Cazech (111-114) 28356 02 124 03 4] 00 0 00 28 04 2 06 5 02
Danish (020, 023) 11941 01 4 00 o] 00 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 00
Dutch (021, 029) 172084 14 1232 31 27 58 7 13 171 25 2 06 81 32
English (015, 022) 745786 6.3 3816 96 72 158 45 8.6 556 8.2 52 14.6 285 1.2
Finnish (024-025) 5471 00 5 00 0 00 0 oo 0 00 0 0.0 0 (4]
French (except Basque) (000-001, 016, 026-028, 083) 136174 11 418 11 11 24 17 32 72 11 0 0.0 0 00
French Canadian (935-938) 22293 02 34 0.1 2 04 0 00 o] 00 [4] 0.0 0 00
German (032-04%) 3485436 293 9955 25.2 94 203 114 217 1555 231 103 29.0 546 216
Greek (046-048) 44265 04 34 01 0 0o 0 (Y] 16 02 0 00 0 oo
Hungarian (125-126) 92006 08 335 o8 7 15 4 08 66 10 0 00 13 05
trish (050, 081, 099) 1270330 10.7 4833 12.2 37 8.0 65 124 743 11.0 36 1041 330 13.0
Italian (030-031, 051-074) 1047893 8.8 1956 4.9 4?2 9.1 24 46 502 7.4 32 9.0 233 9.2
Lithuanian (129) 66899 06 90 02 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 0.0 23 09
Norwegian (082) 18777 02 6 0o 3 06 0 ao 0 00 0 0.0 0 0o
Polish (142-143) 632518 53 1986 5.0 24 6.2 45 8.6 558 83 4 11 153 6.0
Portuguese (084-086) 9209 01 10 00 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 0.0 0 0o
Romanian (144-147) 10447 01 4 (] 0 00 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00
Russian (148-151) 156394 13 252 06 0 00 0 oo 50 07 0 00 28 11
Scotch-Irish (087) 195220 16 1813 46 29 63 32 61 203 3.0 11 31 90 35
Scotush ((188) 132813 11 388 10 15 32 2 04 65 1.0 0 00 6 02
Slovak (153) 295843 25 1622 41 47 101 54 103 483 72 20 56 230 91
Subsaharan African (500-599) 13088 01 29 01 0 00 0 00 [o] 0o 0 00 0 00
Swedish (N89-050) 73648 06 138 03 4 09 0 00 34 05 2 06 0 00
Swiss (M1-(96) 40610 03 39 01 2 04 0 00 9 01 0 00 o] 00
Ukrainian (171-174) 89780 o8 61 02 0 00 3 06 15 02 0 00 19 o7
United States or American (939-994) 309814 26 2820 71 15 32 24 486 380 56 27 76 155 61
Welsh (197) 109613 09 288 07 0 00 0 00 23 03 6 1.7 16 06
West Indian (excluding Hispanic origin groups) (300-359) 17550 01 12 00 0 00 0 00 o] oo 0 00 0 00
Yugostavian (152, 154, 176-177) 32181 03 217 05 0 (] 4 o8 52 08 4 1 43 17
Race or Hispanic origin groups (200-299, 900-918) 11618583 98 1493 38 8 1.7 2 0.4 228 3.4 17 48 73 29
Other groups (K12, 005-007, 011-014, 017-019, 049, 075-080, 098.) 450010 3 8. 1191 30 8 17 19 36 275 41 20 56 116 46
Unclassifled or not reported (863-899, 995-997, 999) 311105 7.7 4089 10.3 17 a7 58 110 602 8.9 15 4.2 60 2.4
Total 11881643 1000 39550 1000 464 1000 525 1000 6742 1000 355 1000 2536 1000

Source 1990 US Census of Population and Housing
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Table E-10
Place of Birth and 1985 Place of Residence

Peansylvania Greene County Rices Landing Boro  Curmichaels Boro  Cumberland Twp Jefferson Boro Jefferson Twp

* Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Nuinber Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
PLACE OF BIRTH:
Horm in Pennsylvania 9527402 80.2 29902 756 396 853 417 794 5529 820 296 834 2254 889
13om in other Northeastern State 742755 63 640 1.6 2 0.4 6 1.1 92 14 6 1.7 23 09
Borm in Midwest 348917 29 1774 45 25 54 31 59 494 73 6 1.7 51 20
Bom in South 666122 56 6429 16.3 28 60 59 11.2 542 8.0 34 96 141 56
Bom in West 104730 09 353 09 7 1.5 6 1.1 47 07 2 06 il 04
Bom in Puerto Rico 67413 06 23 0.1 3 0.6 0 00 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Bom in U.S. Province 4463 0.0 14 00 0 00 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 04
Bormn Abroad of LIS Parents 50525 04 81 0.2 0 00 0 00 8 01 2 0.6 0 0.0
Foreign Born 369316 31 334 08 3 0.6 6 1.1 30 0.4 9 25 45 18
Total ) 11881643 100.0 39550 1000 164 100.0 525 100.0 6742 100.0 355 1000 2536 1000
PLACE OF RESIDENCE IN 1985: .
Same House 7026054 63.4 24436 66.0 332 76.9 328 65.1 4664 738 217 65.6 1828 766
Same County, different house 2451510 221 7906 213 42 97 140 278 1040 165 49 148 371 155
Same State 815011 7.4 2552 6.9 19 44 27 54 427 6.8 41 124 135 57
Other Northeastern State 284847 26 240 06 0 00 0 0.0 0 00 [] 0.0 0 0.0
Midwest State 103682 09 449 1.2 2 05 0.0 1ts 18 8 24 0 0.0
Southern State 233010 21 1160 31 17 39 1.8 54 09 4 1.2 31 1.3
Western State 72481 0.7 235 06 20 46 0.0 14 02 12 36 21 09
Puerto Rico 13960 0.1 0 0.0 00 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
[1.S. Province 2118 00 0 00 00 0 00 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0
Foreign Country 82497 0.7 62 02 00 0 00 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0
Total 15 Years of Age 11085170 100.0 37040 100.0 432 100.0 504 100.0 6314 100.0 331 1000 2386 100.0

Source: 1990 US Census of Population and Housing




