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PART1

INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE

REGIONAL COMPARISONS

Butler County
— Adams Township

Cranberry Township
Forward Township

MIDDLESEX

Middlesex Township

Allegheny County

Pine Township
Richland Township

THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

The simplest way to approach planning is a process — an organized way of thinking
about the future. If such thinking is to be translated into action, it needs to be accomplished in
an orderly fashion, and made a part of an administrative process.  Generally, the process
consists of making surveys, analyses and projections; defining problems, setting goals and
objectives; formulating alternative ways to reach objectives; choosing among alternatives;
implementing decisions; experiencing outcomes; and finally evaluating those outcomes and
updating goals and/or methods.

The vehicle through which this process is initiated and formalized for the guidance of
officials and the understanding of the general public is the comprehensive plan. This Chapter
defines the comprehensive plan: its development, its uses, its adoption and its
implementation.

A comprehensive plan is a document that is designed to state basic policies and to
guide future growth and development of the community. It carries no weight of law, but it can
assist decision makers. It contains no rules or regulations, but it serves as a basis for any land
use provisions enacted by the Adams Township. It is broad in scope, examining the physical,
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social and economic characteristics that mesh to make the Adams Township of today, but it
seeks to apply this knowledge to the future. It speaks to various issues in general terms, but it
can also make specific recommendations. Basically the comprehensive plan is, in part, a
factual report that examines how the past has led to the present, as well as a report that can be
used to chart the community’s path into the future.

Contents of the Comprehensive Plan

The Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code (MPC), Act 247 of 1968, as amended,
mandates that the comprehensive plan contain certain basic elements. These elements are:

1. Astatement of community development goals and objectives;

2. Alanduse plan;

3. Ahousing needs plan;

4. Atransportation and circulation plan;

5. A community facilities and utilities plan;

6. A statement of plan component interrelationships;

7. Adiscussion of short and long range implementation strategies; and

8. A statement of the relationship of the community’s future development to adjacent
areas.

9. Aplan forthe protection of natural and historic resources.

10. A plan for the reliable supply of water.

THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN IS BY NO MEANS LIMITED TO THESE ELEMENTS, NOR SHOULD IT BE.

In preparing the plan, studies must be conducted on various subjects, including the
existing conditions within the community and the prospects for future growth. Usually, these
studies include such items as a settlement history, existing land use, transportation and
circulation, community facilities, municipal government, socio-economic analyses, natural
features, population and housing. A recent amendment to the Municipalities Planning code
also encourages the study of using renewable energy sources within Adams Township.

Uses of the Comprehensive Plan

The comprehensive plan is an official statement setting forth basic policies concerning
physical development and social and economic goals. It is typically of a general nature, with
both short-term and long-range goals in its recommendations, and considers all factors
affecting growth and development. While some view its function as a general guide or
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framework for the future growth and development of a municipality, the use of specific
proposals have more utility. The comprehensive plan has several uses:

1. Policy determination: the plan aids in the consideration and evaluation of alternatives
for general, short-term and long-range development policies;

2. Policy effectuation: the plan lends guidance to specific and immediate programs and
problem areas;

3. Communication: the plan informs individuals of the present and future growth and
development policies of the community;

4. Conveyance of advice to the Township Board of Supervisors;

5. Education: the plan helps everyone who uses it to understand the conditions,
problems, and opportunities of the community by providing factual information.

Development of the Comprehensive Plan
The Studies

The studies conducted in the areas previously mentioned attempt to objectively
analyze the community from a number of different perspectives. Each individual study takes
an in-depth look at a topic. When completed, each study will then lend support to the
development of the plan.

Various studies must be utilized to gather the data necessary to prepare the studies.
Historical documents, municipal records, soil surveys, various census reports and other such
sources of information are essential. From these sources, facts and trends can be assimilated
and used to develop the basic assumptions and forecasts necessary for the development of the
plan.

The Community Development Goals and Objectives

Often developers and even municipal officials will dismiss the plan’s community
development goals and objectives as meaningless rhetoric and idealistic theory. While it may
be true that some statements may be lofty, their importance cannot be overstated. In addition
to being statutory requirement, they are not only supposed to guide the policy decisions made
in the development of the plan, but also are closely examined by the courts should a land use
decision be challenged.

The community development goals and objectives should be written as specifically as
possible and be unique to each community. The goals and objectives should not be copies
from another Municipality, nor should they be drafted without thought and/or discussion.
These statements underlie the future growth and development of your community.
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The Plan Document

The plan document itself is the final element of a comprehensive plan. After the
studies have been completed and a factual base exists from which to make decisions, and after
the community development goals and objectives have been stated to guide future decisions,
a preferred plan chosen from several alternative plans will form the foundation for the
community’s future growth.

The Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code requires that the plan contain at least a
separate element for future land use, future housing needs, future transportation and
circulation, future community facilities, the protection of natural resources, a reliable supply of
water, an implementation plan and a statement of community objectives.

While future plans for transportation circulation and for community facilities may
evolve quite naturally after the studies have been completed, there may be no one “perfect”
plan for future land use that can be assimilated from this collection of data. Several different
viable plans will be formulated. Only through thought and discussion will the best future land
use plan be produced.

Adoption of the Comprehensive Plan

The Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code contains the procedural requirements
for adopting the comprehensive plan. The Board of Supervisors of Adams Township must hold
at least one (1) public hearing after having given public notice of the hearing. The plan can
then be adopted by resolution of the Board of Supervisors, provided that a majority of all
members of the Board of Supervisors vote in the affirmative.

Although it is not specifically required, the planning commission should hold one or
more public meetings on the comprehensive plan. Such meetings held during the plan
preparation and after the plan completion, help to keep municipal residents informed of the
planning process prior to the public hearing by the Township Board of Supervisors.

Implementing the Comprehensive Plan

After the plan is prepared and adopted, the recommendations and policies set forth in
the plan should be put into effect, or implemented. This is perhaps the most difficult step in
planning. While the comprehensive plan carries no weight of law, many of the plan
implementation devices do. If the planning commission and the Board of Supervisors properly
perform their tasks, and invite participation, the plan can be implemented with a minimum of
hardship.
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The Zoning Ordinance and the Subdivision Ordinance are the tools for carrying out the
plans set forth by the Comprehensive Plan. They provide the regulations which must be
followed by all developers so that the community’s needs can be accomplished. They are
specific, detailed pieces of legislation designed to carry out the general proposals stated in the
Comprehensive Plan. Local land use regulations are used to coordinate and gquide
development, by providing standards for that development based on specific detailed
regulations which promote quality land uses. How effectively these regulations are
administered depends on the Township’s planning philosophy.

The Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance:

e sets minimum standards for the layout or design of developments;
e promotes coordinated development;
e guides the type and locations of streets and other public facilities;
e insures the installation of necessary improvements;
e minimizes existing or foreseen problems; and
e manages stormwater runoff and erosion.
The Zoning Ordinance regulates:
e uses of land, water courses and other bodies of water;
e size, height, bulk and location of structures;

e areas and dimensions of land to be occupied or to be unoccupied by uses and
structures;

e density of population and intensity of use; and
e protection of natural resources and agricultural land.

Conclusion

A community’s development plan serves as the policy statement for zoning, subdivision
and land development, and planned residential development regulations. It coordinates the
delivery of municipal services such as sanitary sewerage, public water, and fire protection and
recreational programming.

A development plan is an inventory of the strengths and weaknesses of a community
and provides guidelines for new development to occur in order to protect existing
development.
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The comprehensive plan is a document prepared to assist in the determination of future
growth and development policies. It contains sections which study various aspects of the
community, community characteristics, community development goals and objectives, and
future plans for several basic areas of everyday living. It is officially adopted by the Board of
Supervisors of Adams Township, and is implemented to a large extent by zoning and by
subdivision and land development ordinances. The plan must be periodically reviewed and
updated, and must have the understanding, coordination and support of the residents, the
planning commission and the Board of Supervisors.
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EARLY HISTORY AND SETTLEMENT PATTERN

History of Adams, PA
From: A History of Butler County, Pennsylvania
Published by R.C. Brown & Co., Publishers 1895

ADAMS Township, named in honor of John Quincy Adams, the sixth president of the United
States, was organized in 1854, its territory being taken from Cranberry and Middlesex
townships. It is drained by Breakneck creek, Little Breakneck and Glade run. They flow through
broad, fertile valleys, and serve to diversify as well as beautify the scenery of the township.
Along the Breakneck, near the Forward township line, a four to six-inch layer of cannel coal is
found, resting on about two feet of the Upper Freeport coal. Both deposits were mined by
George Marburger; while on the hill above, fully seventy feet over the cannel, Dunbar opened a
bank in eighteen inches of what is locally called the Brush creek coal. The Davidson and Hays
banks above this, show the Upper Freeport on each side of the river in veins fourteen to twenty
inches thick. In 1870 coal was discovered on the Park farm. The green, crinoidal limestone
found on a few of the higher summits, as on the Stoup and Hill farms, has seldom, if ever, been
utilized for lime or building purposes. The red shale banding other summits is simply an
ornament of nature. This township escaped the enterprise of the oil man for many years; but
his industry has at last gained him a foothold and created a new and prosperous section of the
Butler oil field.

PIONEERS.

The first settler of this township was James Glover, born in New Jersey, in 1753, a soldier of the
Revolution, and a pioneer of Pittsburg. During his hunting expeditions, he found, in what is now
Adams township, a deer lick, and near it, in 1792, he built a hunter's cabin. In 1795 he made a
clearing, and the following year claimed a tract of 400 acres round it. In 1796 he abandoned the
cabin to take possession of a log-house, which he had erected that year, and there resided until
his death, in 1844. Prior to the building of the log-house, James Irvine, who came from Ireland
in 1770, to Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania, and thence to Butler county, erected a large
house of round logs, in the center of his claim of one hundred acres, where he died in 1830. He
was one of the pioneer teachers of the county. About that time, William McCandless, the tailor;
William McCandless, the distiller, and Robert McCandless appeared upon the scene. Adam
Johnson, who died at the age of 103 years, in 1827, came about 1706, accompanied by his son,
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also named Adam, with Joshua and George Stoolfire, Moses Meeker, who did not stay, Timothy
Ward. a teacher, who moved to Ohio, and David Spear.

In 1708 William Criswell, a native of Ireland, came into the township, as did William Roseboro,
James and Matthew Park, Silas Miller, Isaac Covert, Joseph and Thomas Means and one or more
of the Gillilands, John Gilliland being born here, November 25, 1798. The Davidsons were also
among the pioneers, as prior to 1803; James, Sr., James, Jr., and Peggy had 800 acres of land,
with horses and cows. John Richardson and William Forsythe came about the close of the
century; Andrew Barr with wife and three children came in 1813 and settled on the old
Roseboro farm, which the original owner called Edenderry. Thomas Kennedy located here
about the same time. Robert McKinney came in 1810, and established a distillery in 1819; Job
Staples, a farmer, preacher and school-teacher, moved in from the Brush creek country, and
the Coverts, Plummers, Orrs, McMarlins, Kennedys, Cashdollars, Kidds, Marshalls, Walters,
Coopers and Halls followed the pioneers and cleared the glades.

The township has never departed from its attachments to agriculture, and hence the record of
manufacturing industries is confined to Robert McKinney's distillery, established in 1819, and
Samuel Roseboro's grist mill, near Mars, built in 1883, near the site of Matthew Park's old mill.

The population in 1860, was 806; in 1870, 973; in 1880, 1,156, and in 1890, 1,817. The last
number has been increased, owing to the rapid development of the oil field and general
progress of the township. The total assessed value of property in 1894 was $415,840; the
county tax $1,663.30, and the State tax $415.28.

SCHOOLS AND JUSTICES.

Though the first log house for school purposes was not erected until 1805, the children of the
pioneers of Adams township were not left without instruction, for a wandering teacher or some
resident capable of teaching reading, writing and arithmetic, would convene a class and preside
over it. After 1805, such teachers as Timothy Ward, Matthew Wright and later Job Staples of
Cranberry taught in this township and prepared the way for the common schools. The first
building erected for common school purposes, was that in which Robert Hill taught, in the
McMarlin-Criswell neighborhood, on or near the old Davis farm. Near the present village of
Callery, a log house was built in 1837. Samuel Rood taught a school, in what is now Adams
township, about forty-six years ago, in the untenated house of Reuben Conaby, just south of
the Robbins mill. It was the first school in that neighborhood. Hood, with Joseph and Robert
Cowan and, it is said, one or two of the Douthetts, as well as John Irvine and Silas Miller, were
among the first teachers of the public schools. In 1894 there were 230 male and 200 female
children of school age reported; the school revenue was $5,558.05 and the number of schools,
ten.
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The justices of the peace, elected in Adams township, since its organization in 1854, are named
as follows: William Rea, 1854-59 and '64; John S. Douthett, 1857-59.; Francis H. Davidson, 1804;
Samuel Marshall, 1865-70; Benjamin Douthett, 1809; Jacob Hutchman, 1872-77-82; James Barr,
1874-79; Thomas M. Marshall, 1884; Joseph Cashdollar, 1885; D. B. Wilson, 1887; T. W.
Kennedy, 1890; John Shannon, 1894, and W. J. Gilliland, appointed in July, 1894, vice Kennedy,
deceased.

CHURCHES.

The United Presbyterian Church of Adams township, known as the "Union church," was
organized in 1806 near Brownsdale, as related in the history of Forward township. In 1820 the
place of meeting was changed to the point near the present house of worship, and the tent was
carried thither. In 1824 the society purchased two acres from Robert McKinney, and in 1825
erected a log building in which Rev. Matthew Williams preached until 1826, when Rev. T. C.
Guthrie, a licentiate of the Pittsburg Reformed Presbytery was installed pastor of Union and
Pine Creek churches, with William Criswell, of Glade Run Associate church, and David Spear of
the Pine Creek Reformed Presbyterian church, additional elders. When the division took place
the followers of the "New School" section of Union church, held the property.

In 1839 the log house was abandoned, the "Old School" party purchasing an adjoining lot and
erecting a brick building on it, in which they afterward worshipped. In 1835 the "Old Schools"
had called Rev. Hugh Walkinshaw as pastor, who served them until April, 1843, when he
resigned. In the following June he was succeeded by Rev. John Galbraith, who remained until
1872, when he accepted a call for his entire time from North Union church. Mr. Galbraith was
born in Donegal county, Ireland, April 6, 1818. He came to the United States in 1832, graduated
from the Western University at Pittsburg in 1838, from the Reformed Theological Seminary of
Allegheny City in 1842, was ordained in 1843, and took charge of the Union church of Adams
township the same year.

On May 17, 1876, Rev. A. Kilpatrick was installed pastor of Union and Pine Creek churches. In
1877 the congregation of Union removed their church to Mars, two miles south of the old
place.

The "New School" Presbyterians date their church building back to 1839. The "Old School"
Presbyterians having led the way in church building, the "New School" people purchased a lot
about one mile northwest of the "OIld School" building, and erected a large brick house, which
now carries the name, Union Church, 1839," on a stone inserted in the gable. In 1840 an
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election of elders resulted in the choice of John McGeorge, Samuel Boyd, John Waidron and
David Gilliland. About that time Rev. T. C. Guthrie resigned the charge, and the pulpit was
supplied at intervals until 1851, when Rev. Andrew Walker was installed pastor of this and the
Mount Pleasant church, as formed in 1850. In 1854 his pastorate with these organizations
ceased. The elders chosen in 1855 were David Dickey, William Anderson, Joseph Douthett and
Jacob Stoup. With the exception of 1857 and 1858, when Rev. Guthrie was stated supply, the
pulpit was vacant until after the society merged into the United Presbyterian church. The
members from the Brownsdale neighborhood withdrew in 1859 to attach themselves to a new
organization there, and in June, 1859, the remnant of the Union congregation became allied
with the United Presbyterians. The elders elected in January, 1860, were Joseph Johnston,
Joshua Davidson and Jacob Hutchman, About that time the application for transfer to the Butler
Presbytery was acquiesced in by the Allegheny Presbytery. Union and Brownsdale churches
agreed to unite in one charge, and in the summer of 1861 extended a call to Rev. R. M.
Patterson, who was installed as pastor November 11, 1861. John Donaldson, an elder of the
Evans City society, was installed an elder here in 1864; John S. Douthett and John Martin were
elected elders in 1867, and Alexander Hunter. an elder of the Middlesex Presbyterian church, in
1875. In 1864 the Union and Brownsdale societies dissolved connection, and Mr. Patterson was
allowed to devote his whole time to the Old Union church until appointed by the Freedmen
Missions' board school teacher at Knoxville. The society was incorporated June 14, 1866, with
Jacob Hutchman, Francis H. Davidson and Samuel Orr trustees. In 1871 Rev. R. G. Young was
called by Union and Brownsdale. He accepted the call and remained until 1875. In 1880 the two
churches joined in a call to Rev. R. P. McClester, who was installed June 15 of that year. May 3,
1881, J. J. Smith, a ruling elder of the United Presbyterian church of Buena Vista, was installed
an elder here, and on October 14, 1886, William A. Sloan and James W. Park were elected
elders. On June 9, 1890, Mr. McClister resigned, since which time the pulpit has been vacant.
The session is made up of John Martin, J. J. Smith, William A. Sloan and Jacob Hutchman. The
last named has been clerk of the session for many years. The number of members in 1894 was
144.

Crest View Presbyterian Church was organized in 1890, letters being granted August 10, of that
year, by the session of Plains church to the following named members : John Staples, Mandana
Staples, Nancy Staples, Susan Staples, Maud Staples, William Staples and Seth P. Staples;
Joseph, Maria, Fleming, Margaret, Ida, Mary, Andrew and Annie L. West; Nicoll and Nancy
Allen; Annas and Mary Metz; Elizabeth, Alfred, Annie and Sarah Richardson; Joseph and Jane
Davis; John Vandivort, and Tillie Goehring. The petition, bearing the above signatures was
presented by Rev. R. C. Yates, and granted. The society was incorporated February 15, 1892,
with Nicoll Allen, F. C. McNeal and Alfred Richardson, trustees.

The United Presbyterian Church of Mars, the early history of which is related in that of Union
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church, was incorporated May 16, 1893, on petition of Dr. John C. Barr, T. M. Marshall, John
Davidson, John A. Criswell and Presley Duncan. On January 20, 1804, the new church building
was completed at a cost of about $4,000.

The Methodist Episcopial Church of Mars was organized with eight members, Joseph Borland,
one of the most zealous friends of the society, being one of them. The church building followed
organization. Rev. Mr. Hunter is now the preacher in charge.

The Evangelical Association is a recent addition to the churches of this township. They have a
church building, and fair sized congregation.

VILLAGES.

Mars, formerly Overbrook post office, is a stirring hamlet, the center of a promising oil field. In
1875 Samuel Park, the miller, was appointed postmaster at Overbrook. When the Pittsburg and
New Castle Narrow Guage railroad was completed to that point, Frank Johnston built a small
store, which he sold in 1877-78 to W. H. "Walters and W. J. Gilliland. Two years later they sold
to J. B. Dickey, when Gilliland erected a larger building west of the railroad for mercantile
purposes, which Dickey also purchased. Oliver Pinkerton commenced building the third store,
when the report that the depot would be moved to Little Breakneck stopped the enterprise,
and caused Dickey to sell his building to W. H. Walters, who carried on business for a year,
when Samuel and Andrew Thompson became the owners. Then W. J. Gilliland purchased five
acres of the S. A. Kennedy tract and erected a building, now occupied by Thomas Marshall In
the fall of 1883 W. J. Gilliland and D. G. Marshall erected the store and depot, where they
carried on business until 1884, the railroad office being removed from the Thompson location.
D. B. Wilson, who came from Hendersonville, built a house, which he traded for the Samuel
Thompson store. Later he built a second house, near the depot. F. P. Confer erected a
blacksmith shop and dwelling. The shop he sold one year after to John Conley and the dwelling
to John Davis. Samuel Ziegler followed Conley as blacksmith. Mrs. Craney, J] W. Davidson,
Joseph Davidson, Samuel Crowe, J. E. Brown, Al. Shook, Margaret Barr, Benjamin Douthett,
Brice Owens, S. J. Marshall, Andrew Barr, G. H. McCaw, John Magee, W. J. Link, Joseph Borland,
and the Methodist Episcopal and United Presbyterian societies, were the builders of the village
next to the pioneers named.

The postmasters, in order of service, were Samuel Park, W. H. Walters, J. B. Dickey, J. F.
Shannon, Samuel Thompson, Thomas Marshall, D. B. Wilson, J. E. Boggs, and the present
incumbent - T. M. Marshall. In November, 1882, the postal authorities changed the name to

May 2013 Early History and Settlement Pattern Page 2-5



Adams Jownship Comprehensive Development Plan

Mars. The fire of September 18, 1892, originated in the William Bowser building and destroyed
that, with the houses owned by J. B. Conlin, W. J. Gilliland and J. D. Marshall. The merchants of
the village are Dr. J. C. Barr, drugs; W D. Boyd, lumber; J. E. Graham, general stock; Irvine
Brothers, furniture; Jordan & Company, general stock; W. J. Link, coal; J. D. Marshall, general
stock; and T. H. Miles, restaurant. The estimated population of the village in 1894 was 350,
showing a remarkable advance since 1890.

Valencia, a hamlet near the south line of the township, was surveyed for Dr. S. O. Sterrett and
named by him. It contains at present the general stores of J. A. & W. F. Anderson, A. L. Cooper
and Dr. S. O. Sterrett, and the agricultural implement store and coal yards of J. C. Barr.

Myoma is a small village, unpretentious in its buildings, but yet the center of a rich agricultural
section. The mercantile houses of H. H. Berringer and C. B. Irvine, who took the place of J. C.
Davidson; W. W. Wilson's blacksmith shop; Rev. Mr. Shimp's church and the school-house, with
a number of dwelling houses, constitute the village. The post office is administered by Mr.
Berringer.

Downeyville is the name given to a hamlet in this township, near the Allegheny county line.

Callery, at the junction. of the Butler branch and Pittsburg and Western railroads, was named in
honor of the president of the railroad company and dedicated as a railroad town. A post office
was established in 1880, with A. M. Beers as postmaster. His wife, Emma J. Beers, succeeded
him, and then came John F. Shannon in 1888, whose successor, J. M. Little, was appointed July
10, 1804. Before the close of March, 1883, William Gilliland sold several lots at Caltery, among
the buyers being P. H. Murray, Alexander Blair, A. M. Beers, T. M. Marshall and F. C. Meeder,
who erected buildings there in April, even before the railroad depot was completed. The
Meeder House was opened in July and the beginning of the village really made. The fire of
October 29, 1802, destroyed the dwellings of L. Goddard, B. Beers, J. Cashdollar, Mrs. Harkless,
A. Footz and T. Kane; the hotels of W. H. White, H. Maters and Van Boise; the stores of James
Little and W. Shannon; Murray's restaurant, and the railroad depot and freight house, the total
loss being placed at about $25,000. Of this sum the Glade Mills Mutual Fire Insurance Company
paid about $7,000, and other companies about an equal amount, so that, notwithstanding the
protection offered by insurance, the people of the town lost heavily in property and time. The
rebuilding was slow and sure. By the fall of 1893 several new buildings were completed. The
depot was about the first to rise out of the debris. The business interests of Callery in 1894
were Carruthers, Peters & Company, machrnists and blacksmiths; M. J. Goddard, coal; John F.
Shannon and J. H. Thomas, general stores, and H. B. Hunt, restaurant. Pool rooms, hotels and
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all the trades that go to make up a little railroad town are found here. It is also the center of a
busy oil field, and quite an important shipping point.
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MEDIAN AGE
2010
Pennsylvania 40.1
Butler County 41.5
Adams Township 40.1
Cranberry Township | 38.0
Forward Township | 43.9
Middlesex Township | 45.7
Pine Township 38.8
Richland Township | 42.3
2000
Pennsylvania 38.0
Butler County 37.6
Adams Township 36.1
Cranberry Township | 34.7
Forward Township | 37.5
Middlesex Township | 39.5
Pine Township 37.3
Richland Township | 39.9
1990
Pennsylvania 34.9
Butler County n/a
Adams Township 33.8
Cranberry Township | 31.3
Forward Township | 33.9
Middlesex Township | 34.1
Pine Township 37.7
Richland Township | 35.8

—

May 2013

PART 3
DEMOGRAPHIC ANALYSIS

Section 301 of the Municipalities Planning Code requires
that the Township’s Comprehensive Plan address such elements
as the provision of housing for current and anticipated residents,
provisions for the movement of people and goods, and
community facilities inclusive of recreational, educational, and
civic establishments. Therefore, an understanding of population
characteristics is required. Demographics analysis recognizes
the connections between race, age, family or household size and
type, income, education, length of residency, and a variety of
other characteristics which provide the foundation of local
socioeconomics. The analysis in this chapter aims to provide a
rationale for the future planning of public facilities ranging from
transportation to recreational, to aid in economic development
in understanding the demands of residents, and to assist in the
articulation of public policy regarding housing, transportation,
economic development, and a variety of quality of life issues.

POPULATION TRENDS

The Township’s attraction as a “bedroom community”
has been well established during the last two census periods.
Continued investment in single family detached dwellings and
configurations of attached single family dwelling structures has
provided housing opportunities for young families as well as
retirees or “empty nesters” wishing to remain Township
residents after adult children have established their own
households. The largest increase in population since 1930
occurred between 1990 and 2000 and again between 2000 and
2010 (Tables 3-1 and 3-2). Between 1990 and 2000, Adams
Township population grew from 3,911 persons to 6,774 persons,
or more than 73%. The 2,863 person gain in population equated
to an annual average increase of 286 people, or more than one

hundred dwelling units annually.
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That rate of residential growth was repeated in the decade between 2000 and 2010
with a 72% increase in population from 6,774 persons to 11,652 persons, an increase of 5,680
people. This population growth is all the more significant considering the depressed regional
economy in the latter half of the preceding decade and projections for continued residential
growth have been made by primary data reporting agencies. Prior to the most recent Census
periods, significant population growth occurred during the 1950’s when the Township’s
population grew by about 50% from 1,827 persons to 2,746 persons, which coincided with
Cranberry Township's first significant period of growth (Table 3-3).

During the previous two decades being discussed, the populations of both school-aged
children (aged 5 through 19) and middle-aged/senior (aged 45-64) accounted for most of the
increase (Table 3-5). During the period, the Township’s median age increased from 33.8 years
to 40.1 years, and the gap between births and deaths, which was in the mid-thirty percent
deaths to births range during the 1990’s closed to over 50% deaths to births, in the previous
decade, an indication of population aging in place (Table 3-9).

CHARACTERISTICS OF POPULATION

Adams Township’s combined school-aged population (elementary and high school) in
the year 2000 at about 75% of persons over the age of 3 (Table 3-11) was among the highest in
the region and in 2010 that characteristics translated to persons with a bachelor’s degree (as a
percentage of population over 25 years of age), also ranking among highest in the region, at
about 32.4%.

In 2010, of the population 15 years and older, the Township recorded 71.9% married,
the highest in the region, and as an indication of the high percentage of working couples, only
Pine Township at 3.5% recorded a lower percentage of persons divorced, with Adams
Township reporting 5.3%.

Inmigration was a characteristic of Adams Township’s recent population growth in the
1990’s. In 1995, the Township’s population over the age of g living in the same house as
reported in the previous Census was only 48%, lowest in the region. In 2009, however, that
same statistical data indicated a much more stable population with 93% of the Township’s
population over the age of 5 reporting living in the same house. This data trend was repeated
in each of the comparable communities analyzed, providing an indication that the region has
evolved with stable local populations investing in their home as the primary asset and raising
families.
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Table 3-1
Population 2010
%
2010 e Male Female
from
2000
Pennsylvania 12,702,379 3.4 6,190,363 6,512,016
Butler County 183,862 5.6 90,491 93,371
Adams Twp 11,652 72.0 5,680 5,972
Cranberry Twp 28,098 18.9 13,839 14,259
Forward Twp 2,531 -5.8 1,286 1,245
Middlesex Twp 5,390 -3.5 2,697 2,693
Pine Twp 11,497 49.6 5,762 5,735
Richland Twp 11,100 20.2 5,317 5,783
http://pasdc.hbg.psu.edu/Data/Census2010/tabid/1489/Default.aspx
Table 3-2
Population 1990 - 2000
1990 2000 +/-
Pennsylvania 11,881,643 | 12,281,054 | 399,411
Butler County 152,013 174,083 22,070
Adams Township 3,911 6,774 2,863
Cranberry Township 14,816 23,625 8,809
Forward Township 2,339 2,687 348
Middlesex Township 5,578 5,586 8
Pine Township 4,048 7,683 3,635
Richland Township 8,600 9,231 631
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-1

Table 3-3

Historic Population

193019401950 1960 1970 1980

Butler County 80,480 87,590 97,320 114,639 127,941 147,912
Adams Township 1,351 1,688 1,827 2,746 3,352 3,816
Cranberry Township 789 959 1,054 3,596 4,873 11,066
Forward Township 949 1,071 1,302 1,915 2,070 2,146
Middlesex Township 931 1,147 1,843 3,551 4,520 5,480
Pine Township 937 1,191 1,732 3,613 4,259 3,908
Richland Township 1,805 2,355 3,527 6,453 7,819 7,749

Source: Southwestern Pennsylvania Commission, Total Population by Municipality
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Table 3-4

Estimated Population, 2005-2035

Butler County 186,923 194,575 211,347 222,000 233,689 247,517
Adams Township 8,790 9,900 11,694 12,654 13,671 14,845
Cranberry Township 29,055 31,924 36,447 38,889 41,463 44,450
Forward Township 2,849 2,975 3,273, 3,471 3,688 3,943

Middlesex Township 5,556 5649 6,109 6,485 6,920 7,450

Pine Township 10,254 11,735 14,036 15,218 16,504 18,023
Richland Township 9,360 9,738 11,024 11,972 12,568 12,466

Source: Southwestern Pennsylvania Commission, Cycle 8 Forecast of Population, Households, and Employment
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AGE COHORTS

Table 3-5
Age Cohorts, 1980-2010

Total Under 5 Years 5-9 Years

Municipality 980 mmmmmmmmm

Adams Township 3,771 3,911 6,774 | 11,652

Cranberry Township 11,066 | 14,816 | 23,625 | 28,098 1,232 1,423 2,181 1,973 1,045 1,339 2,144 2,436
Forward Township 2,146 2,339 2,687 2,531 167 162 189 122 154 174 215 124
Middlesex Township 5,480 5,578 5,586 5,390 415 414 367 257 438 469 421 295
Pine Township 3,908 4,048 7,683 | 11,497 188 295 709 698 206 274 844 1,053
Richland Township 7,749 8,600 9,231 11,100 485 665 604 654 583 690 731 809

TABLE 3-5 (continued)
Age Cohorts, 1980-2010

Adams Township 372 295 212

Cranberry Township 1,184 1,096 1,937 2,302 857 901 1 ,403 1,743 830 757 848 997
Forward Township 210 192 216 179 216 155 176 185 155 148 115 112
Middlesex Township 466 445 451 395 540 362 382 362 421 290 220 234
Pine Township 369 265 762 1,233 444 199 451 921 274 197 142 345
Richland Township 720 540 755 896 726 497 638 738 550 426 261 376
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TABLE 3-5 (continued)
Age Cohorts, 1980-2010

Adams Township 235 273 319 517 619 1,418 1,947
Cranberry Township 1,428 1,432 1,270 1,595 1,333 1,734 2,148 1,826 1,371 2,900 4,904 4,720
Forward Township 176 180 115 127 156 204 198 118 284 398 502 357
Middlesex Township 449 407 191 218 471 490 308 241 676 1,004 1,091 635
Pine Township 203 240 143 505 261 364 456 498 517 685 1,727 1,831
Richland Township 539 542 347 446 698 811 498 570 1,025 1,486 1,783 1,534

TABLE 3-5 (continued)
Age Cohorts, 1980-2010

Adams Township 379 2,033 1,422 186

Cranberry Township 833 1 ,31 9 3,401 4,773 581 833 1 ,471 3,252 236 589 862 1,266
Forward Township 270 286 410 517 192 222 250 338 99 144 178 189
Middlesex Township 599 585 904 1,106 549 543 534 827 256 357 441 464
Pine Township 593 474 1,168 2,328 455 470 543 1,233 232 378 382 492
Richland Township 1,006 918 1,404 2,000 709 741 780 1,360 496 613 587 739
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TABLE 3-5 (continued)

75-84 Years

Age Cohorts, 1980-2010

Over 84 Years

Adams Township 99 109 175 390 33 26 63 167
Cranberry Township 96 375 716 734 40 118 340 481
Forward Township 50 49 98 127 17 25 25 36
Middlesex Township 155 158 225 292 45 54 51 64
Pine Township 112 148 259 274 54 59 97 86
Richland Township 172 455 529 568 40 216 314 410
Source: Southwestern Pennsylvania Commission, Census munic population, 1980, 1990, 2000, U.S. Census Bureau, 2010, Table
DP-1
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Table 3-6
Age/Sex Cohorts, 2010

Male

Under 5 5-9 10-14 15-19 | 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75-84 | Over 84 Total
Years Years Years years years Years Years Years Years Years Years Years Years
Adams
Township 397 489 | 491 | 356 | 185 | 221 | 317 917 | 1,018 | 730 349 | 164 46 | 5680
$;3;1nbset:;g 1,016 | 1,237 | 1,176 891 516 822 880 2,319 | 2,342 | 1,612 595 294 139 | 13,839
.'l:.gm‘zr:ip 62 57 90 110 67 69 68 159 262 177 90 63 12 1,286
Middlesex
Township 126 152 207 178 127 119 120 329 545 422 216 130 26 2,697
.F;(':";nship 361 565 619 482 175 233 241 863 1,165 668 236 128 26 5,762
Richland
Township 316 | 410 | 454 | 399 | 178 | 223 | 270 | 719 | 985 | 668 | 363 | 213 | 119 | 5317
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Fact Finder, Table P12
Table 3-7
Age/Sex Cohorts, 2010
Female

Under 5 5-9 10-14 15-19 | 20-24 25-29 30-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75-84 | Over 84 Total

Years Years Years years years Years Years Years Years Years Years Years Years
?gfv:':hip 362 505 500 369 171 242 325 1,030 | 1,015 692 414 226 121 5,972
Cranberry
Township 957 | 1,199 | 1,126 | 852 | 481 | 773 | 946 | 2,401 | 2,431 | 1,640 | 671 | 440 | 342 | 14,259
F d
Township 6o | 67 | 8 | 75 | 45 | 58 | so | 198 | 255 | 161 | 99 | 64 | 24 | 1,245
Middlesex 131 143 188 184 | 107 99 121 306 561 405 248 162 38 2,693
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Fact Finder, Table P12
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Table 3-8
Population Density, 2000
(PERSONS PER SQUARE MILE)
2000
Butler County 220.8
Adams Township 299.3
Cranberry Township 1,036.5
Forward Township 115.2
Middlesex Township 243.2
Pine Township 457.7
Richland Township 634.3
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Geographic
Comparison Table GCT-PH1
Table 3-9
Adams Township
Birth/Death Rates
Selected Years
1995 2000 2005 2008
Births 67 109 84 119
Deaths 24 36 54 61

Source: Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Department of Health, Division of Health Statistics

Birth/Date Rates

Adams Township
e=gmmBirths Deaths
1995 2000 2005 2008
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Table 3-10
Relationship 2000-2010

2010 Total Population Householder | Spouse T Hog:izholds Other Nonrelative IJs:itﬁ:g.u : Qu:ﬁ?:sst.
sl Covriy i Y YN S - Y S
Adams Township 11,652 ;, 4_,:3_879 221?_107 33';631 226; 226: 5?5 oc.)o
Cranberry Township 28,098 ::) 13'62:8 6212826 9_::; _[;52 6232 727§ 28;3 (?91
Forward Township 2,531 ; 39871 2622 27;25 ?3 21;) oc.)o o(.)o
Middlesex Township 5,390 ;) 23:;?16 121?56:; 11:563086 12478 1252 o(.)o c? .C;
Pine Township 11,497 ;) 33:[9,_323 22’2264 43:7227 182 2527 o(.)o o?o
Richland Township 11,100 ;, 43’;109 2215__;1 33’5724 228: 2225 13171 (13..:

2000
Butler County 174,083 ;) 6;;82 - 32’2324 51198_?36 4,242 : 6’3?5 - 2119_39 312??
Adams Township 6,774 :, 23::_822 12’;135 23:-: _753 1265? 12319 :.(; :Z
Cranberry Township 23,625 ;) EZ;_S: 5212799 8312_649 3;866 1496 013.38 ;t
Forward Township 2,687 ;) 396701 2652 38272 3872 392 2 Z
Middlesex Township 5,586 ;) 2?:225 12’;027 13’2_538 1252 ?2 2 0112
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: , # | 2411 1,982 2,968 144 75 58 45
Pine T h

in€ Township 7,683 % 31.4 25.8 38.6 1.9 1.0 0.8 0.6

. : # | 3,353 2,178 3,067 195 146 253 39
Richland Township 9,231 % 36.3 23.6 33.2 2.1 1.6 2.7 0.4

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-1, 2000; U.S.

Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates, 2010.

Relationship
Adams Township, 2000

1%

2% 1%

2%

M Householder
M Spouse

m Child

m Other

m Nonrelative

Relationship

Adams Township, 2010

1%

0%

M Householder
M Spouse

® Child

M Other

M Nonrelative

M Instituion. M Instituion.
¥ Noninst. ¥ Noninst.
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Table 3-11

School Enrollment, 2000-2010

)
=
)
=
o
S
=%
o
o

years +
Enrolled in
Kindergarten
High School

# | 3,214 2,228 | 20,293 | 9,638 | 10,254
20001 45627 o/ 70| 49| 445| 211| 225
Butler County # | 3974 1,617 | 17,714 | 10,878 | 13,173
2010 | 47,356 . 84| 34| 374| 230| 278
# 164 | 49| 1,069 | 337 | 317
- 2000 1,936 o, 85| 25| 552| 17.4| 164
Adams Township 1o +307 # 324| 137 | 1547| 820| 569
% 95| 40| 455| 241| 168
# 668 | 501| 3,173 | 1,287 | 1,005
| 20001 6634 T TT01 | 76| 47.8| 194 151
Cranberry Township # 760 | 571| 3,668 | 1,225| 1,643
2010 7867 9.7 73| 466| 156 209
# 70| 32| 372| 150| 119
_ 2000 743 % 94| 43| 501| 202| 160
Forward Township # 9 39 311 168 116
2010 643 % 14| 61| 484| 261 180
# 121 83| 729| 443| 167
| _ 2000 1343 o 78| 54| 472| 287| 108
Middlesex Township # 112 17 606 445 191
2010 1371 o 82| 12| 442| 325| 139
# 271| 187| 1,242| 476| 190
| _ 2000 2,366 % | 115| 79| 525| 201| 80
Pine Township # 179 | 176 | 1,926 971 576
2010 3828 o, 47| 46| 503| 254| 150
# 204 | 126 | 1,184| 688 | 363
| _ 20001 2,565 ol 80| 49| 462| 268| 142
Richland Township # 287 | 215| 1,302| 554| 623
20101 2,981 o 96| 72| 437| 186| 209

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-2, 2000; U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey Estimates; 2010
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School Enrollment
Adams Township, 2010
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Table 3-12

Educational Attainment, 2000-2010

; - Some

Eyss|  Tn mNo soou Colewe Asocste Baors pCLCCT

over gth Diploma Grad Degree Degree
ouer || 200 | 119072 | o a0 [ avo |75 |11 |74
Count # |2 45,777 | 21,7 11,2 27,821 11
|| s e s T [ se | ate | o4
adams | 20| 447 S5 ey |05 | 63 | 64 | 251 | i
T hi # 15 126 1,539 1,009 592 2,310 1,544
SR 2010 7,135 % 0.2 1.8 2'1.6 i4.1 8.3 ?;2.4 2'1.6
oy |20 s [T Paar Taea e a1 s
T hi # 70 385 3,779 2,709 1,392 6,425 3,152
S 2010 17,912 % 0.4 2.1 2’1.1 i5.1 ’7.8 315.9 ]’.7.6
coward | 2% | 275 555 a5 | ase | 104 | s0 | a7 | 57
Townshi # 42 171 721 363 151 219 84
e 2010 1751 % 2.4 9.8 41.2 20.7 8.6 12.5 4.8
viddesex | 2% | 370 o6 |67 | 355 | goa | 75 | 165 | iaa
T hi # 72 147 1,492 7 2
el e N e T Y
A ) R L B B
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# 89 202 885 770 273 2,601 1,828
2010 6,648 % 1.3 3.0 13.3 11.6 4.1 39.1 27.5
# 161 417 1,879 1,102 406 1,509 767
2 241 : : :
Richland 000 ® % 2.6 6.7 30.1 17.7 6.5 24.2 12.3
Township # 101 148 2,000 1,213 532 2,115 1,173
2010 7,282 % 1.4 2.0 27.5 16.7 7.3 29.0 16.1

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-2; U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2010

2%

0%

Adams Township
Educational Attainment
2010

W Less Than gth

gth to 12th, No Diploma

High School Grad

Some College, No Degree

W Associate Degree

B Bachelor's Degree

B Graduate or Professional Degree

Table 3-13
Marital Status, 2000-2010
Population Never
Year | 15yrsand . Married | Separated | Widowed | Divorced
Married
over
2000 138,392 # | 31,0912 84,153 1,980 9,818 10,529
Butler % 23.1 60.8 1.4 7.1 7.6
County 2010 151,875 # | 41,824 82,967 2,119 10,290 14,675
% | 27.5% 54.6% 1.4% 6.8% 9.7%
Adams . 5000 5,068 # 889 3,644 80 175 280
Township % | 17.5 71.9 1.6 3.5 5.5
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5010 8,295 # | 1,952 5,572 117 211 443
% | 23.5% 67.2% 1.4% 2.5% 5.3%
5000 17,399 # 3,132 12,160 222 851 1,034
Cranberry % 18 69.9 1.3 4.9 5.9
Township 5010 20,595 # 4,112 13,810 358 998 1,317
% | 20.0% 67.1% 1.7% 4.8% 6.4%
2000 2,072 # 474 1,347 9 71 171
Forward % 22.9 65 0.4 3.4 8.3
Township 5010 2,103 # 526 1,298 57 77 145
% | 25.0% 61.7% 2.7% 3.7% 6.9%
5000 4327 # 8os4 2,945 35 254 289
Middlesex % 18.6 68.1 0.8 5.9 6.7
Township 2010 4,429 # 1,085 2,772 55 208 309
% | 24.5% 62.6% 1.2% 4.7% 7.0%
2000 5358 # 814 4,069 30 257 188
Pine % 15.2 75.9 0.6 4.8 3.5
Township 2010 5,922 # 1,748 5,374 51 468 281
% 22.1% 67.8% 0.6% 5.9% 3.5%
000 | 7142 || w435 | 4735 98 540 334
Richland % 20.1 66.3 1.4 7.6 4.7
Township 5010 8,429 # 1,660 5,269 93 818 589
% | 19.7% 62.5% 1.1% 9.7% 7.0%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-2; U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey, 2010
Adams Township
Marital Status, 2010
1% 3% 5%
B Never Married
H Married
Separated
B Widowed
¥ Divorced
Page 3-18 Demographic Analysis May 2013




Adamis Jownship Comprechensive Development Plan

Table 3-14

Residence in 1995

A= rali= 3 o > 2 o o
58 | 25| §5 | 35 | 85 | 5 | B%
5 > S C 2 c 2 c S S == = c
o8 | 8| 83 | 58 | =23 | *3 | 238
= O+ ol =+~ — o~
Population 5 years and over 162,972 | 6,258 | 21,435 | 2,502 | 5240 | 6,958 | 8,647
Same House in 1995 103,211 | 3,035 | 11,618 | 1,930 | 3902 | 3,852 | 53890
Different house in the US in 1995 58,724 | 3,262 | 9,638 564 | 1,338 | 2,970 | 2,736
Same County 31,198 | 1,186 | 2,774 329 536 | 1,317 | 1,758
Different County 27,526 | 1,975 | 6,864 235 802 | 1,653 978
Same State 18,075 | 1,201 | 3,893 156 490 531 438
Different State 9,451 | 874 | 2,971 79 312 | 1,122 540
Elsewhere in 1995 1,037 62 179 8 o) 136 21
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-2, 2000.
Table 3-15
Residence in 2009
= .2 = = = =
58 | 25 | §5 | 85 | 25 | 25 | E3
s S c C 2 c S c S S S c = c
@ 3 23| s3 | 83 | =23 | ~3 | £3
= O - L~ =+ = o=
Population 183,296 | 10,680 | 26,954 | 2,520 | 5,349 | 10,599 | 10,616
Same House in 2009 159,719 | 9,945 | 24,180 | 2,301 | 4,934 | 9,697 | 9,649
Different house in the US in 2009 22,456 708 | 2,718 219 415 771 923
Same County 11,682 171 793 147 338 381 474
Different County 10,774 537 | 1,925 72 77 390 449
Same State 8,269 288 1,113 49 77 198 71
Different State 2,505 249 812 23 0 192 378
Elsewhere in 2009 1,121 27 56 o ) 131 Lt
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey, 5-Year Estimates, 2010
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PART 4

HOUSING AND HOUSEHOLDS

BACKGROUND

Adams Township’s adherence to policies designed to preserve the community’s rural
character has resulted in sustained residential growth in the last two (2) decades. Access to
employment centers, relatively low Act 511 tax rates, affordable land, a variety of land use and
development options, and the consistent application of design and construction standards, has
resulted in a thriving residential real estate market. Even through the most recent recession,
new housing starts, albeit at a slower pace, indicated that home building was a significant
component of the local economy.

Permit records from the Department of Housing and Urban Development indicate an
annual average of permitted housing units issued between 1992 and 2001 of ninety-six (96)
(Table 4-13). In 2000, Adams Township’s housing occupancy rate was 93.6% meaning more
than nine out of ten units constructed in that ten (10) year period was occupied. Between 2002
and 2011, the annual average of permits issued for construction of housing units was 162, with
the bulk of the permits issued prior to 2008. Housing occupancy in 2010 increased to 94.4%
indicating a stable real estate market. More than 85% of all housing units reported in 2010
were owner occupied.

HOUSING STOCK

While projections for the number of housing units through 2035 by the Southwestern
Pennsylvania Commission could prove conservative based on the continued attraction for land
zoned for residential use in Adams Township, housing for seniors and multi-family housing
may represent a greater percentage of housing units as the population ages. Smaller
footprints for single family dwelling units may also begin trending as average household size
has declined from 2.83 persons to 2.64 persons over the last two (2) Census periods. In terms
of the overall housing stock, 43.5% of all residential structures built in Adams Township were
constructed between 2000 and 2010. This spike in residential development is an indication
that private sector interests have targeted the community and external demand for housing in
the region has increased the value of land and home sites in the Township significantly. As
increased demand for housing in the Township continues, infrastructure to support such
development is a key to increased valuation, which in turn stimulates additional development.
This cycle should be monitored as commercial and service uses in the SR 228 corridor will be
added to supplement the residential growth.
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Currently, single family detached housing dominates the market and more than half
(53.4%) of the housing stock is valued at $300,000.00 or more, second only to Pine Township’s
housing stock where 60.4% of all residential units are valued at $300,000.00 or above. In
addition, the median value of a house built in Adams Township increased from $202,600.00 in
2000 to $313,500.00 or about 55%. This increase was due in large part to current costs per
square foot of residential construction compared to lower construction costs in previous
decades and the fact that during the previous decade a spike in new residential construction
occurred.

Table 4-1

Housing Occupancy, 1990-2010

A Vacant Housing Units

Total Housing Occupied SCEETTE,
Uni : . Total Vacant Recreational or
nits Housing Units 0 .
ccasional Use
# 55,325 3,736 1,172
1990 59,061 % 93.7 6.3 2.0
Butler County 2000 69,868 j 6;’4822 4’50;6 i226
0 o o o
# 72,835 5,332 816
2010 78,167 % 93.2 6.8 1.0
# 1,360 58 6
1930 1,418 % 9'5.9 4.1 0.4
Adams 2000 , # 2,382 162 11
Township 1344 % 93.6 6.4 0.4
# 4,389 259 42
2010 4,648 % 94.4 5.6 0.9
# 5,203 246 8
1990 5449 % 95.5 4.5 o1
Cranberry # 8,352 372 22
Township 2000 8724 % 95.7 4.3 0.3
# 10,248 521 41
2010 10,769 % - 48 -
# 824 189 147
1990 +013 % 81.3 18.7 14.5
Forward # 970 119 79
Township 2000 1,089 % 89.1 10.9 7.3
# 971 61 13
2010 1,032 % 941 9 13
Middlesex 1890 1990 # 1,930 60 11
Township 93 29 % 97.0 3.0 0.6
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# 2,045 60 0
2000 2,105 % o e 5
# 2,106 102 13
2010 2,208 % -~ e o6
# 1393 121 2
1990 T4 % 92.0 8.0 0.1
. . # 2,411 89 4
Pine Township 2000 2,500 Y 96.4 36 os
0 . . .
# 3,933 189 31
2010 4,122 % 95 4 46 o8
# 3,100 101 7
1990 3,201 % 96.8 3.2 0.2
Richland # 3,353 155 5
Township 2000 3,508 % 95.6 4.ty 0.1
# 4,219 215 12
2010 34 % 95.2 4.8 0.3

U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-1, 1990-2000; U.S.

2010.

Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates,

Table 4-2

Owner/Renter Occupancy, 1990-2010

Year Occupied Housing Units Owner Occupied Renter Occupied
# 42,379 12,946
1990 55,325 % 26.6 234
# 8
Butler County 2000 65,862 7 5;’7295 1;”2527
0 . .
# 55,241 17,594
2010 72,835 % — 242
# 1,168 192
1990 1,360 v 5;5 5 ™
# 6 66
Adams Township 2000 2,382 Y 28’;18 :1 >
0 . .
# 3,752 637
2010 4389 % é_ss 14.5
) # 4312 891
Cranberry Township 1990 5,203 % 829 o
0 . .
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# 7,003 1,349
2000 8352 % 83.8 16.2
# 8,56 68
2010 10,248 7 ég 51 11’ z 57
# 720 104
e 824 % 87.4 12.6
) # 847 123
Forward Township 2000 970 % 873 oy
0 . .
# 854 117
2010 = % 88.1 12.0
# 1733 197
e o % 89.8 10.2
. . # .8 88
Middlesex Township 2000 2,045 Y 190587 ; "
0 0 .
# 1,896 210
2010 2,106 % —~ o0
# 1301 92
# 2,301 110
Pine Township 2000 2,411 :
% 95.4 4.6
# 3,220 713
2010 3,822 % 81.9 18.1
# 2535 565
1990 3100 % 81.8 18.2
i . # .8 8
Richland Township 2000 3,353 % 283075 fg 3
0 . .
# 3,498 721
2010 E % 82.9 17.1

U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-1, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates,

2010.

Table 4-3

Average Household/Family Size, 1990-2010

Average Average
Household Size Family Size
1990 2.65 n/a
Butler County 2000 2.55 3.04
2010 2.45 2.98
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1990 2.83 n/a
2000 2.80 3.17
2010 2.64 3.10
1990 2.84 n/a
2000 2.81 3.23
2010 2.72 3.19
1990 2.84 n/a
2000 2.77 3.15
2010 2.61 2.98
1990 2.86 n/a
2000 2.73 3.12
2010 2.55 2.97
1990 2.86 n/a
2000 3.14 3.40
2010 2.92 3.34
1990 2.72 n/a
2000 2.67 3.18
2010 2.60 3.12
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Table 4-4

Vacancy Rate, 1990-2010

[ ] 1990 | 2000 | 2010

_ Homeowner | Rental | Homeowner | Rental | Homeowner Renta

Butler County 5.1 1.5

Adams Township 1.3 6.8 1.8 18.9 2.1 7.8
Cranberry 2.0 3.8 2.2 7.0 1.7 9.8
Township

Forward 1.1 8.8 1.2 3.9 0.9 9.8
Township

Middlesex 1.0 3.9 0.4 8.7 0.8 7.5
Township

Pine Township 5.9 9.8 2.1 2.7 1.5 5.7
Richland 1.3 3.4 1.3 10.9 1.2 9.3
Township

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-1, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey
estimates, 2010.

Table 4-5

Estimated Households, 2005-2035

Butler County 72,382 76,956 87,593 94,354 101,985 111,071
Adams Township 3,089 3,472 4,080 4,404 4,746 5,139
Cranberry Township 10,395 11,529 13,407 14,440 15,541 16,819
Forward Township 1,042 1,101 1,238 1,329 1,428 1,544
Middlesex Township 2,077 2,150 2,412 2,609 2,838 3,115
Pine Township 3,079 3,454 4,057 4,383 by 744 5,176
Richland Township 3,429 3,596 4,142 4,539 4,804 4,798

Source: Southwestern Pennsylvania Commission, Cycle 8 Forecast of Population, Households and Employment
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Table 4-6

Household by Type, 1990-2010

Family Households Nonfamily Households
Year Total Family '\gg:;jg Female No.lr-gﬂily Hpgseholder
Households' Households Family Householder Households Living Alone

1990 55 325 # 41,054 34,872 4,611 14,271 12,373

! % 74.2 63.0 8.3 25.8 22.4

Butler 2000 | 65862 # | 46839 | 39,384 5,323 19,023 15,943
County ! % 71.1 59.8 8.1 28.9 24.2

2010 | 72,835 # | 49,440 | 40,667 6,100 23,395 19,324

% 67.9 55.8 8.4 32.1 26.5
1990 1,360 # 1,114 982 99 246 217

! % | 8i.9 72.2 7.3 18.1 16.0
Adams 2000 2,382 # 1,918 1,715 144 464 384
Township ! % | 8o.5 72.0 6.0 19.5 16.1
2010 4389 # 3,306 2,917 269 1.083 895

! % 75.3 66.5 6.1 24.7 20.4
1990 | 5,203 # | 4,135 3,703 330 1,068 899
% 79.5 71.2 6.3 20.5 17.3

Cranberry 2000 8352 # 6,559 5,879 512 1,793 1,495
Township ! % 78.5 70.4 6.1 21.5 17.9
2010 | 10,248 # 7,715 4,011 666 2.533 2,073

! % 75.3 39.1 6.5 24.7 20.2
# 653 592 40 171 145
1999 824 % 79.2 71.8 4.9 20.8 17.6
Forward # 752 662 53 218 167
Township 2000 970 % 775 68.2 5.5 22.5 17.2
2010 971 # 732 281 70 239 185

% 75-4 28.9 7.2 24.6 19.1
1990 1,930 # 1,588 1,404 135 342 300
! % 82.3 72.7 7.0 17.7 15.5
Middlesex # 1,61 1,407 148 430 371
Township 20001 2045 ol 79.05 68.8 7.2 21.0 18.1
# 1,586 1,368 148 520 426

2010 2,206 % 75.3 65.0 7.0 24.7 20.2
Pine # 1,190 1,096 203 178
Township 1990 1393 % 85.94 78.97 292 14.6 12.8

* These statistics will not add up to 100% as each number may be covered by more than one category.
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Table 4-6
Household by Type, 1990-2010

Family Households Nonfamily Households
Total Family ATy Female Laiz] ; Householder
Year Couple Nonfamily L
Households' Households . Householder Living Alone
Family Households
# 2,120 1,982 201 2
2000 2,411 I 9 97 9 53
% 87.9 82.2 4.0 12.1 10.5
# 120 2,82 200 81 622
2010 3.933 . 3 1924 3
% 79.3 71.8 5.1 20.7 15.8
# 2,36 2,0 221 66
1990 3,200 . 1393 /077 737 3
% 76.2 67.0 7.1 23.8 21.4
Richland # 2,492 2,178 242 861
: 2000 3,353 . 149 117 4 775
Township % 7423 65.0 7.2 25.7 23.1
# 6,06 1 0 1,152 1,020
2010 4,219 . /097 1475 309 /15 /
% 72.7 35.0 73 27.3 24.2
U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-1, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates, 2010.
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# | 40,606 | 1,601 | 4,102 1,179 2,753 8,730

1990 | 59,061 % | 68.9 2.7 6.9 2.0 4.7 14.8

Butler # | 48393 | 2,710 | 4,605 | 1,625 | 3,735 8,760
County 2000 | 69,868 % | 69.3 3.9 6.6 2.3 5.4 12.5
# | 52,498 | 6,191 4,481 | 1,986 5,327 7,993

2010 | 78,386 % | 67.0 7.9 5.7 2.5 6.7 10.1

# | 1,092 9 36 2 o 279

1990 | 1,418 % | 77.0 0.6 2.5 0.1 0.0 19.7

Adams # | 1,919 171 77 61 43 273
Township 2000 1 2,544 % | 75.4 6.7 3.0 2.4 1.7 10.7
# | 3,030 726 124 93 196 161

2010 4319 of 70.2 16.8 2.9 2.2 4.5 3.7

# | 3,391 822 69 161 299 707

19901 5449 ForT 620 15.1 1.3 3.0 5.5 13.0
Cranberry # | 15,906 1,133 180 303 529 675
Township 2000 | 8724 % | 67.7 13.0 2.0 3.5 6.0 7.7
# | 7,529 1,252 209 258 800 604

2010 | 10,652 % | 70.7 11.8 2.0 2.4 7.5 5.7

# | 79 A 18 3 o 194

19901 L0133 gy 78.4 0.4 1.8 0.3 0.0 19.2

Forward 5000 | 108 # 922 0 26 8 0 133
Township 1099 % 84.7 0.0 2.4 0.7 0.0 12.2
2010 | 100 # 841 o 11 27 0 128

007 Toq 83.5 0.0 1.1 2.7 0.0 12.7

# | 1,573 8 31 6 0 372

1990 L339 Foq 79.0 0.4 1.6 0.3 0.0 18.7
Middlesex 2000 | 210 # | 2,701 21 47 8 0 328
Township 195 e 80.8 1.0 2.3 0.4 0.0 15.6
# | 1,923 34 45 o} o} 220

20101 2222 o 86.5 1.5 2.1 0.0 0.0 9.9

# | 1,484 8 7 o 1 14

Pine 19901 %514 % | 98.0 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.1 0.9
Township # | 2,444 41 15 o] (o] o]
2000\ 2,500 o 97.8 1.6 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0
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2010 | 3,685 :;) 3é§i3 ::583 oc_)o fz 133[; (:75
| 2 [P B2
gttt o | aon [ om 2 | {0 |2
2010 | 4,026 ;, 3;;331 ?;7;5 fi ;i 272 389
U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-4, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates, 2010.

Adams Township
1990

M 1-unitDetached

0% 0% B 1-unitAttached
2%
M 2 to 4 units
1%

M 5to 9 units

M 10 or more units

B Mobile Home, Trailer or
other
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2%

2%
3% B 2 to 4 units
7%
M 5to 9 units
B 10 or more units
¥ Mobile Home, Trailer or

Adams Township
2000 B 1-unitDetached

B 1-unitAttached

other
Adams Township
2010 B 1-unit Detached
4% 4% B 1-unit Attached
2%
3%

¥ 2 to 4 units

M 5 to 9 units

H 10 or more units

= Mobile Home, Trailer or
other

May 2013
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Table 4-8
Year Structure Built

2010 American Community Survey

Built Built Built Built Built Built Built Built Built
2005 0r | 2000- 1990- 1980- 1970- 1960- 1950- 1940- | 1939 or

later 2004 1999 1989 1979 1969 1959 1949 earlier
# 3,899 | 6,745 | 14,685 | 8,918 | 12,322 | 7,068 | 7,790 | 5,157 | 11,802
% 5.0 8.6 18.7 11.4 15.7 9.0 9.9 6.6 15.1
# 762 | 1,117 | 1,212 192 126 164 477 81 188
% 17.6 25.9 28.1 4.4 2.9 3.8 11.0 1.9 WA
# 477 | 1,661 | 3,104 | 2,220 | 1,782 568 579 74 187
% 4.5 15.6 29.1 20.8 16.7 5.3 5.4 0.7 1.8
# 39 74 184 183 158 93 135 38 103
% 3.9 7.3 18.3 18.2 15.7 9.2 13.4 3.8 10.2
# 46 174 279 221 348 360 453 187 154
% 2.1 7.8 12.6 9.9 15.7 16.2 20.4 8.4 6.9
# 304 948 | 1,056 271 224 217 402 153 110
% 8.2 25.7 28.7 74 6.1 5.9 10.9 4.2 3.0
# 208 508 556 510 280 500 812 171 481
% 5.2 12.6 13.8 12.7 7.0 12.4 20.2 4.2 11.9

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates, 2010.

Year Structure Built,
Adams Township, 2010
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#* X

S

%

Table 4-9

Year Householder Moved into Unit

2010 American Community Survey

2005 or
later

28,652
391
1,454
36.7
3,322
32.9
201
21.3
250
12.6
1,021
29.9
863
22.4

2000-2004

11,374
15.5
1,056
26.7
2,791
27.6
170
18.0
339
17.1
867
25.4
889
23.1

1990-1999

15,145
20.7
947
23.9
2,432
24.1
192
20.4
544
27.4
929
27.2
863
22.4

1980-1989

7,418
10.1

198
5.0
814
8.1
214
22.7
336
16.9
248
7-3
512
13.3

1970-1979

4,993
6.8

104
2.6
455
4.5
98
10.4
278
14.0
178
5.2
345
9.0

1969 or

earlier
5,704
7.8
203
5.1
283
2.8
68
7.2
240
12.1
168
4.9
375
9.7

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates, 2010 _

19609 or earlier
1970-1979
1980-1989
1990-1999
2000-2004

2005 or later

2010

P

500

1,000

1,500

B Adams Township

Year Householder Moved Into Unit

May 2013
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Table 4-10

Value, 1990-2010

Specified
gwner- Less than  $50,000 to $10:)(;000 $15::;000 $200,000 to  $300,000 to $50:)(;000 $1,000,000
Occupied $50,000 $99,999 $149099  $199,999 $299,999 499,999 $999.999 or more
Units
# 9,589 16,006 2,817 947 310 111
29,780 ! ! !
1990 2 % 32.2 53.7 9.5 3.2 1 0.4
Butler 5000 38,755 :# 2,496 13,230 11,880 5,526 4,214 1,148 194 67
County % 6.4 34.1 30.7 14.3 10.9 3 0.5 0.2
2010 | 56,193 # | 4739 7,590 9,675 11,976 11,810 8,001 2,036 366
' % 8.4 13.5 17.2 21.3 21.0 14.2 3.6 0.7
# 112 391 148 69 10 8
8
1930 e % 15.2 53 20.1 9.3 1.4 1.1
Adams _ 2000 1,666 # 90 198 323 209 483 233 123 7
Township % 5.4 11.9 19.4 12.5 29 14 7-4 0.4
# 64 163 279 471 710 1,240 604 86
61 !
2010 | 317 o, 1.8 4.5 7.7 13.0 19.6 34.3 16.7 2.4
# 174 2,153 567 339 91 43
,36
3930 SER % 5.2 63.9 16.8 10.1 2.7 1.3
Cranberry | o 6161 | 6 931 1,950 1,304 1,503 443 9 15
Township % 0.1 15.1 31.7 21.2 24.4 7.2 0.1 0.2
2010 | 8471 # 379 328 1,093 1,514 2,790 1,860 468 39
! % 4.5 3.9 12.9 17.9 32.9 22.0 5.5 0.5
# 114 229 35 8 4 2
2
Forward 2939 = % 29.1 58.4 8.9 2 1 0.5
Township 2000 558 # 38 184 161 103 68 4 0 0
% 6.8 33 28.9 18.5 12.2 0.7 o} 0
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Table 4-10

Value, 1990-2010

Specified
gwner- Less than  $50,000 to $10::;000 $15&000 $200,000to  $300,000 to $50::;000 $1,000,000
Year .
Occupied $50,000 $99,999 $149.999  $199.999 $299,999 499,999 $999,999 or more
Units
5010 818 # 36 99 200 194 161 103 10 15
% A 12.1 24.4 23.7 19.7 23.6 1.2 1.8
# 118 817 167 47 26 4
1,1
1999 e % 10 69.3 14.2 4 2.2 0.3
Mlddlesgx 5000 1,360 # 0 435 401 265 192 51 16 )
Township % o} 32 29.5 19.5 14.1 3.8 1.2 0
010 1,812 # 119 101 425 554 397 218 55 33
% 6.6 5.6 23.5 30.6 16.9 12.0 3.0 1.8
# 57 548 204 116 156 60
1,141
1999 4 % 5 48 17.9 10.2 13.7 5.3
Pine ' 000 2,153 # 8 261 351 280 756 381 116 0
Township % 0.4 12.1 16.3 13 35.1 17.7 5.4 0
5010 3,029 # 29 69 276 381 446 1,117 636 75
% 1.0 2.3 9.1 12.6 14.7 36.9 21.0 2.5
1990 | 2,221 # 205 1,351 429 150 77 9
% 9.2 60.8 19.3 6.8 3.5 0.4
Rlchlanc? 2000 2,600 # 49 651 1,039 513 239 97 12 o
Township % 1.9 25 40 19.7 9.2 3.7 0.5 0
# 10 168 6 1 2 121 1
2010 3345 4 49 914 93 443 4
% 3.1 5.0 19.4 27.3 27.9 13.2 3.6 0.4
U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-4, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates, 2010.
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Adams Township, Value, 1990-2010
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Median Value, 2000-2010

2000 2010
Butler County $114,100 $171,500
Adams Township 202,600 313,500
Cranberry Twp 157,900 230,000
Forward Township 119,800 165,200
Middlesex Twp 130,300 168,000
Pine Township 217,500 345,000

Richland Township 128,000 188,400
I —

Median Number of Rooms, 2000-2010

2000 2010
Butler County 5.9 6.0
Adams Township 7.1 7.5
Cranberry Twp 7.0 7.1
Forward Township 5.8 6.1
Middlesex Twp 6.3 6.4
Pine Township 8.0 8.0
Richland Township 6.3 7.3

r
Median Mortgage, 2000-2010
Butler County $1,025  $1,363
Adams Township 1,592 2,082
Cranberry Township 1,358 1,802
Forward Township 1,013 1,278
Middlesex Twp 1,139 1,350
Pine Township 1,688 2,672
Richland Township 1,224 1,678
Median Rent, 2000-2010

Butler County $487 $715
Adams Township 693 1,235
Cranberry Township 786 981
Forward Township 477 494
Middlesex Township 573 559
Pine Township 448 1,158
Richland Township 852 988

\
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Table 4-11
Mortgage, 1990-2010
Le;;;ga" $300t0 $499  $500t0 $699  $700 to $999 $1$’1°,gg;° $;’15,gg;° $2{£gl°’
1990 16,567 # 633 4,571 5121 4,307 1,531 297 107
% 3.8 27.6 30.9 26 9.2 1.8 0.6
Butler N # 108 1,266 3,693 7,308 7:914 3,694 1,652
County % 0.4 4.9 14.4 28.5 30.9 14.4 6.4
2010 G # 94 602 2,148 7,250 10,336 8,302 7,657
% 0.3 1.7 5.9 19.9 28.4 22.8 21.0
1990 428 # 7 73 111 162 34 19 22
% 1.6 17.1 25.9 37.9 7-9 4.4 5.1
Adams # 12 28 93 79 305 368 420
Township 2000 11305 % 0.9 2.1 7.1 6.1 23.4 28.2 32.2
2010 | 3,763 # o 7 57 116 305 914 1,464
% 0.0 0.3 2.1 4.2 11.0 29.5 53.0
1990 2,068 # 35 73 111 1,183 518 130 18
% 1.7 3.5 5.4 57.2 25 6.3 0.9
Cranberry 2000 - # o 47 306 937 1,939 1,466 687
Township % 0 0.9 5.7 17.4 36 27.2 12.8
2010 565 # 11 54 134 390 1,492 2,005 2,564
% 0.2 0.8 2.0 5.9 22.4 30.2 38.6
1990 e # 10 48 88 63 18 2 0
% YAA 21 38.4 27.5 7.9 0.9 0
_IIZ_(C))rWV\:]aSr:ip 000 121 # 6 16 24 111 123 33 8
% 1.9 5 7.5 34.6 38.3 10.3 2.5
2010 485 # 0 4 53 83 146 91 108

Page 4-18 Housing and Households May 2013



Adams Jownship Compnechensive Development Plan

Table 4-11
Mortgage, 1990-2010
Less than $1,000 to $1,500 to $2,000 or
$300 $300 to $499  $500 to $699  $700 to $999 $1.499 $1.999 more
% 0.0 0.8 10.9 17.1 30.1 18.8 22.3
# 6 171 242 209 83 8 0
1990 719
% 0.8 23.8 33.7 29.1 11.5 1.1 o
Middlesex g # 0 53 53 243 240 191 47
. 2000 27
Township % 0 6.4 6.4 29.4 29 23.1 5.7
# o 26 61 182 0 6
2010 1,277 509 330 169
% 0.0 2.0 4.8 14.3 39.9 25.8 13.2
# 16 87 113 194 138 91 107
1990 746
% 2.1 11.7 15.1 26 18.5 12.2 14.3
Pine # 8 9 57 136 261 456 699
. 2000 1,626
Township % 0.5 0.6 3.5 8.4 16.1 28 43
# o 6
2010 2,229 35 15 33 235 254 1,057
% 0.0 1.6 0.7 1.5 10.5 11.4 74.3
# o 150 0 62 0 116 8
1990 1,526 5 33 5 33 3
% 0 9.8 21.6 36.8 21.6 7.6 2.5
Richland # 6 6 154 350 766 308 207
. 2000 1,797
Township % 0.3 0.3 8.6 19.5 42.6 17.1 5
# 8 0 62 138 61 851 88
2010 2,466 3 9 5 7
% 0.3 0.0 2.5 5.6 25.1 34.5 32.0
U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-4, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates, 2010.
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Table 4-12
Rent, 1990
Specified
Renter Less than $250 = $250 to $499 s$500 to $749 $750to $999 $1,000 or more
Occupied Units

# 8 8 6

Butler County 11,298 . R %999 252 3 97
% 40.7 53.0 5.2 0.3 0.9
#

Adams Township 136 4 91 & ° °
% 30.1 66.9 2.9 0.0 0.0
# 6 66

Cranberry Township 764 29 495 & 25 /9
% 3.8 60.9 21.7 3.3 10.3
# 6 6

Forward Township 63 = 2 = ° °
% 57.1 41.3 1.6 0.0 0.0
# 86

Middlesex Township 150 29 & 1 °
% 39.3 57.3 2.7 0.7 0.0

: : # 14 22 8 4 1
Pine T h 49
ne Township % 28.6 44.9 16.3 8.2 2.0

# 8 8

Richland Township 521 102 299 74 : 12
% 19.6 38.2 14.2 3.5 24.6

U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-4, 1990
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Table 4-12 (continued)

Rent, 2000
Specified
Renter Less than $200 to $300 to $500 to $750 to $1,000 to $1,500 or
Occupied $200 $299 $499 $749 $999 $1,499 more
Units
2000 14181 ij 759 998 5,097 4,121 1,326 344 442
Butler County #1 s | 6o | mett | sar | a2 | abes | 86
2010 15,707 315 i 5377 3 /049
% 2.0 4.2 13.2 34.2 24.3 16.9 5.3
# 6 68 6
2000 257 % ° ° > 8 e ° 43 2
Pk Tonis 0 0 0 21. 26.5 4.3 19.1 24.1
# o} o} 15 60 68 53 122
2010 318
% 0.0 0.0 4.7 18.9 21.4 16.7 38.4
# 8 170
2000 1,304 ° 2 e 355 el i
Cranberry % 0 0.9 5.4 29.4 381 8.5 13
T hi #
ownship 2010 1506 o} o} 40 94 682 338 352
% 0.0 0.0 2.7 6.2 45.3 22.4 23.4
# 8 0
2000 114 o 36 ° 37 ! g 2 °
Forward Township ; 2(') Z =i 151 25 © Z
2010 69 39 £ >
% 0.0 0.0 56.5 30.4 5.8 7.2 0.0
2000 179 # . ° 39 38 32 11 0
Middlesex % 2.2 0 21.8 21.2 17.9 6.1 0
T hi #
ownship 5010 114 o) o) 29 59 14 12 o
% 0.0 0.0 25.4 51.8 12.3 10.5
Pine Township 2000 99 # o] 14 41 15 o] 15 0
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% o 14.1 41.4 15.2 o 15.2 o
# 0 0 0 82 231 2
2010 370 34 3 3
% 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.2 22.2 62.4 6.2
# 18 88 0 1 170
2000 545 % 43 z 96 43 >
0 o o 10.1 10. . 1.2
Richland Township pr 22 72 1 15 91 92§ 31
2010 447 / & / / 9 93
% 1.6 8.9 3.8 15.9 20.4 6.3 43.2
U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-4, 2000; U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates, 2010.
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Rent 2000-2010

140 1

120 77
100 1~
80 1
60 2000
40 v m 2010
20 77 o .

e | , , | , —

0O +
Less S200 S300 S500 S750 S1,000 S1,500 No
than to to to to to or Cash
S200 S299 S499 S749 S999 S1,499 more Rent
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Table 4-13
Housing Units Building Permits for:
REGION, TOTAL
1992-2011
1992|[1993|[1994|[1995|[1996][1997|[1998|[1999][2000|[2001[2002][2003][2004][2005][2006|[2007[2008][2009]|[2010][2011
Total Units 569 |[ 629831 ][ 616 |[ 582 /[ 472 |[ 501 |[ 758 |[ 691 |[ 906 || 686 |[ 639 |[ 571 || 728 |[ 564 |[ 533 |[ 416 |[ 342 |[ 219 |[ 478
gt’;ﬁiti:r:s"‘g'e":am"y 537|597 (| 799 || 616 || 582 || 472 || 591 || 583 || 555 || 598 || 638 || 575 || 477 || 640 || 561 || 518 || 390 || 338 || 379 || 401
Units in All Multi-Family 323232 ol of of o 175136(308| 48| 64| 94 ||108] 3 || 15| 26 || 4 || 40 || 77
Structures

Units in 2-unit Multi-Family 0 0 0
Structures

Units in 3- and 4-unit Multi-
Family Structures

Units in 5+ Unit Multi-Family 32 11 32 1| 32 0 0 0 0

175 136|300 40 || 64 || 92 || 108| O 0 24 0 32 || 70
Structures

Source: SOCDS Building Permits Database, huduser.org
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Housing Unit Building Permits for:

ADAMS TOWNSHIP, PA
(Butler County)

1992(|11993(|1994(/1995(|1996(|1997(|1998(/1999(|2000(/2001(2002(|2003(|2004(/2005((2006((2007|(2008|(2009|(2010|(2011
Total Units 40 (| 75 ({108 || 101 || 103 || 106 || 116 ([ 117 |[{ 104 |[ 96 |[ 148 |[ 127 |[ 141 |[ 240 |( 200 |[ 232 |[ 121 || 121 || 153 || 144
Units in Single-Family
Structures 40 || 75 (| 108 || 101 |[ 103 || 106 || 116 || 117 || 104 || 96 || 108 |[ 101 || 101 || 240 |[ 200 || 232 || 121 |[ 121 || 153 || 144
Units in All Multi-Family
Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O [[40 || 26 |[40 || O 0 0 0 0 0 0
Units in 2-unit Multi-Family
Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Units in 3- and 4-unit Multi-
Family Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Units in 5+ Unit Multi-Family
Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O [[40 || 26 || 40 || O 0 0 0 0 0 0

Housing Unit Building Permits for:
CRANBERRY TOWNSHIP, PA
(Butler County)

1992|(1993(|1994((1995(/11996||1997|(1998(|1999|(2000({2001|12002|(2003(|2004|(2005((2006|12007|(2008(2009|(2010(|2011

Total Units 314 |(339|[ 548 || 350 |[ 305 |[ 201 |[ 279 || 257 || 306 || 486 || 247 || 281 || 229 || 293 || 87 || 96 || 133 || 91 || 148 || 191
Units in Single-Family

Structures 282 (307 || 516 |[ 350 (| 305 |[ 201 [| 279 || 257 |[ 266 || 268 || 245 || 243 || 177 || 201 || 87 || 96 ([ 109 | 91 || 116 | 127
Units in All Multi-Family

Structures 32 || 32 || 32 0 0 0 0 0 || 40 [|218( 2 38 |[ 52 || 92 || O O (24 O || 32 || 64
Units in 2-unit Multi-Family

Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Units in 3- and 4-unit Multi-

Family Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Units in 5+ Unit Multi-Family
Structures 32 || 32 || 32 0 0 0 0 0 || 40 [[212| O ([ 38| 52 |[92( O 0 ||24 | O || 32 || 64

Housing Unit Building Permits for:

FORWARD TOWNSHIP, PA
(Butler County)
1992|(1993((1994((1995||1996|(1997|1998(|1999||2000|2001|/2002|2003(/2004(12005(2006(2007(/2008(2009(/2010(|2011
Total Units 2 17 || 17 || 21 || 15 || 12 || 13 || 14 6 9 15 || 10 7 4 13 8 7 5 3 1
Units in Single-Family
Structures 2 17 || 17 || 21 || 15 || 12 || 13 || 14 6 g 15 || 10 7 4 13 8 7 5 3 1
Units in All Multi-Family
Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Units in 2-unit Multi-Family
Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Units in 3- and 4-unit Multi-
Family Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Units in 5+ Unit Multi-Family
Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Housing Unit Building Permits for:

MIDDLESEX TOWNSHIP, PA
(Butler County)
1992(/1993|(1994(/1995|(1996||1997|(1998((1999(/2000|(2001(/2002|(2003(2004/(2005|2006(|2007|(2008(/2009|(2010(]2011
Total Units 30 |(24 || 17 |[ 21 | 19 | 21 |[ 21 | 21 || 11 || 17 || 19 || 13 || 15 || 15 || 17 4 10 3 13 || 25
Units in Single-Family
Structures 30 |[24 || 17 |[ 21 || 19 || 21 || 21 | 21 || 11 || 17 || 19 || 13 || 15 || 15 || 17 4 8 3 13 || 25
Units in All Multi-Family
Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
Units in 2-unit Multi-Family
Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
Units in 3- and 4-unit Multi-
Units in 5+ Unit Multi-Family
Structures 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Housing Unit Building Permits for:

PINE TOWNSHIP, PA
(Allegheny County)
||1992||1993||1994||1995||1996||1997||1998||1999||2000||2001||2002||2003||2oo4||2005||2006||2oo7||2008||2009||201o||2011
Total Units ||125||115|| 96 || 77 || 91 || 92 ||117||292||219||201||113||109|| 94 || 88 ||179||111|| 76 || 44 || 44 || 77
Units in Single-Family
Structures 125|115 96 || 77 || 91 || 92 || 127 127 123|123 | 123 | 209 94 || 88 | 176 111 76 || 40 || 36 || 64
Units in All Multi-Family
Structures oflollofofof of of17s||oe|8| ol of of of 3ol of 4] 81|13
Units in 2-unit Multi-Family
Structures ofloflofloflofofoflofloflofloflollololololfofof oo
Units in 3- and 4-unit Multi-
Family Structures ofloflofloflofofofloflofloflollololol 3| ofol a4l 8]l 7
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smas | 0 o JoJofofofofusles]esfofofofofofofofolo]s

Housing Unit Building Permits for:
RICHLAND TOWNSHIP, PA

(Allegheny County)

|1992 |1993 |1994 \1995 ‘1996 \1997 ‘1998 |1999 |zooo |zoo1 |zooz \2003 \2004 \zoos ‘2006 |zoo7 |zoos |2009 |zo1o 2011
’TotaIUnits |58’59’45‘46‘49‘40‘45|57|45’97’144‘99‘85‘108‘68|82|69’78’58 40
Units in Single-Family
Structures 58 | 59 | 45 | 46 | 49 | 40 | 45 |57 | 45 | 95 |138 |99 |83 | 92 |68 | 67 | 69 | 78 | 58 | 40
Units in All Multi-Family
Structures o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|2]|6]|0]|2]126|]0][15|0]01]|0]o0
Units in 2-unit Multi-Family
Structures o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|2]|2]|0|2|0]|o0o|a4|0]|0]|o0]|o0
Units in 3- and 4-unit Multi-
B ST o |o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|4|o0o|o0o|o o] |11|]0]|0]|o0]|o0
Units in 5+ Unit Multi-Family
Structures o | o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|16|]0]|0]|o0o]|o0o]|o0]|o0
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PART 5
SOCIO-ECONOMIC PROFILE

OVERVIEW

While an analysis of municipal revenues and expenditures is included in this work
element, there are key metrics which when evaluated, provide a fairly accurate assessment of
a community’s economic strengths and weaknesses. Employment status for persons sixteen
(16) years and over, occupations employing workers, industries and sectors providing jobs to
Township residents, household and family incomes, wages and salary data and the assessed
value of real estate are all components of a community’s economic health. Further, the
competitiveness of a municipality’s private sector within the region is an indication of certain
indirect characteristics. Most Townships of the Second Class in Western Pennsylvania have
evolved as residential suburbs of older boroughs and smaller cities where land costs and a rural
environment are preferred over small-town neighborhoods with high density building lots,
however commuting times to work from rural Townships increases as a result.

As these formerly rural-agricultural areas develop, the sequence usually begins with
large-lot residential subdivisions requiring private wells and on-lot septic systems because the
demand for public utilities has not required line extensions into undeveloped corridors. The
link between land use and transportation has been demonstrated consistently as the pattern of
development is repeated in comparable communities with access to employment centers.
Such is the case with Adams Township, although unrestricted access to an arterial roadway
considered to be a community asset, introduces another economic dynamic. The Township
chose several decades ago to manage growth in the SR 228 corridor and to preserve perimeter
areas, unlikely to be serviced by public utilities, for low density long range development.

Higher density residential development has occurred in the western and southern
quadrants, and infill development is expected to continue. This represents an economy of
scale identified as “smart growth,” which emphasizes the development of areas where
infrastructure can presently support such development, as opposed to the introduction of
public water and sanitary sewerage lines into corridors where speculation in real estate is still
active. This sequence of development has also stimulated the need for commercial and service
uses to support a growing population, requiring monitoring of land use regulations specifically
within the SR 228 corridor. Response to the community survey indicated that access to
regional destination sites, together with competitive individual tax burdens has continued to
attract home buyers as well as commercial developers to Adams Township. While the scale of
commercial development has been purposefully limited in keeping with the desire to retain the
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community’s rural character, it is understood that a balanced tax base will help to offset higher

property taxes in the future.

INVENTORY OF KEY METRICS

twenty
region:

Page 5-2

Following is an inventory of findings based on evaluations of key statistical data over a
(20) year period and a comparison of economic strengths with communities in the

In 2010 the U.S. Department of Labor reported an unemployment rate of 3.2% in
Adams Township compared to Butler County’s 2009 rate of 7.1%.

Nearly half (49.8%) of employed persons in Adams Township have management,
professional and related occupations.

The Educational, Health and Social Services industry accounted for the highest
percentage of employed persons over the age of 16 in the Township with 16.4% in 2000
and 24.9% in 2010.

The percentage of self-employed persons (over the age of 16) in Adams Township
between 1990 and 2010 decreased from 10.3 to 5.2 percent.

According to the 2007 Economic Census, the Professional, Scientific, and Technical
service sector ranked first in number of establishments at 25, an annual payroll of 4.6
million dollars, and employed 86 people, the same number employed in the retail
sector.

The manufacturing sector in Adams Township employed 620 people in 2007 in 17
establishments with an annual payroll of 30.8 million dollars.

Household incomes in Adams Township in the upper two ranges $100,000 to $149,999
and $150,000 and over, ranked second regionally in 2010 at 46.6%, with Pine Township
at 62.3% combined.

Adams Township’s 2010 median household income at $96,667 and per capita income at
$43,690 are ranked second to comparable municipalities in the region.

The Township’s chief source of annual revenue between 1998 and 2009 was Act 511
earned income taxes, followed by the property transfer tax.

Township expenditures increased about 70% between 1998 and 2009 and fell into three
categories; streets and roads first, police and fire second, and general administration
third.
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e In 2009, the most recent year data is available, the market value of real estate in the

Township totaled 1.0 billion, third highest of the comparable communities in the

region, behind Cranberry and Pine Townships.

¢ Individual tax burdens are competitive within the region and property values continue

to rise, positioning Adams Township as an attractive alternative for development

investment, both residentially and commercially.

Table 5-1

Employment Status, 1990-2010

I e Notin Labor
Years and Over Civilian Armed Forces Force
# 72,875 107 45,527
8
1990 118509 % 61.6 0.1 38.4
# 86,346 54 49,490
Butler County 2000 135,890 % o 0.04 36
# 94,273 229 51,292
2010 451794 % 64.7 0.2 35.2
# 1,987 o 940
193¢0 2927 % 67.9 0.0 32.1
Adams # 3,500 o 1,509
Township 2000 5099 % 69.9 0.0 30.1
#
2010 8,100 5 5,837 - e
% 72.1 0.9 27.1
1990 10,801 # 8,072 © 2729
93 ! % 74.7 0.0 25.3
Cranberry # 12,614 5 4,426
Township 2000 71045 % 74 0.0003 26
# 15,252 30 5,012
2010 20,294 % 75.2 0.1 24.7
1090 . # 1,201 0 576
93 1777 % 67.6 0.0 32.4
Forward # 1,370 o 648
Township 2000 2,018 % 67.9 0.0 32.1
# 1,490 0 580
2010 2070 % 72.0 0.0 28.0
# 2,711 0 1,465
1990 4,176 5
% 64. . .
Middlesex . — 0.0 S
Townshi 2000 208 # 2,684 2 sl
P = % 63.8 0.0 36.2
2010 4,306 # 2,938 0 1,368
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% 38.2 0.0 31.8
1990 1 # 2,036 0 1,113
99 3,149 % 5 o0 153
Pine Township 2000 5,280 jo 3627{;5 000 13:2015
# 4,987 10 2,742
2010 7,739 % S o1 354
# 4,141 23 2,444
1990 6,608 = 627 o .-
Richland # 4,519 o 2,478
Township 2000 6,997 % 64.6 0.0 35.4
# 5,519 0 2,774
2010 8,293 % G s s

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010, American Community Survey, 2010

Table 5-2

Labor Force Employment Status, 1990-2010

Persons Total
Year 16 Years | Labor Employed Unemployed
and Over Force!
# 68,777 4,098
1990 | 118,509 | 72,982 % 8.0 3.5%
Butler ey . 82,534 3,812
County S0 & % 60.7 2.8%
# 88,703 5,570
2010 | 145,794 | 94,502 % 60.8 3.8
# 1,898 89
1990 | 2,927 | 1,987 % 648 3.0%
Adams 2000 00 00 # 3,388 112
Township 51993135 % 67.6 2.2%
# 5,578 259
2010 8,100 | 5,908 y 68
0 .9 3.2
# 7,794 368
1990 | 10,801 | 8,072 . o
Cranberry %0 713 3-4%
Township # 12,292 322
2000 | 17,045 | 12,619 % — 1.9%

* Census Bureau counts labor force only over the age 16. U.S. Department of Labor does not stipulate age.
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May 2013

# 14,451 801
2010 | 20,294 | 15,282 % . 29
0 o o
# 1,150 51
1990 1,777 1,201 % 647 2.9%
Forward # 1,311 59
. 2000 2,018 1,370
Township % 65.0 2.9%
# 1374 116
2010 2,070 1,490 % 66.4 6
# 2,609 102
1990 | 4,176 | 2,711 % 625 > 4%
Middlesex # 2,594 90
. 2000 4,208 2,684
Township % 61.6 2.1%
# 2,875 63
2010 4,306 2,938 % 6.8 e
# 1,978 58
1990 | 3,149 | 2,036 % 628 8%
Pine 2000 -80 # 3,305 70
Township >t SETS % 62.6 1.3%
# 4,889 98
2010 7,739 4,997 % 63.2 13
# 3,995 146
1990 6,608 4,164 % o 2%
Richland | _ " | X # 4,316 203
Township L % 61.7 2.9%
# 5372 147
2010 | 8,293 | 5,519 % 6,8 18

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010, American
Community Survey, 2010. These statistics will not add to 100%, Civilian work force only, not
including those not in work force.
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YEAR
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008

2009
Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics

Table 5-3

Butler County Employment Statistics, 2000-2010

PERIOD
Annual
Annual
Annual
Annual
Annual
Annual
Annual
Annual
Annual

Annual

UNEMPLOYMENT
LABOR FORCE EMPLOYMENT UNEMPLOYMENT RATE
89,096 85,425 3,671 4.1
91,615 87,415 4,200 4.6
93,071 88,067 5,004 5.4
93,231 87,979 5,252 5.6
94,248 88,998 5,250 5.6
95,136 90,550 4,586 4.8
96,423 92,308 4,115 4.3
96,746 92,913 3,833 4
99,063 94,460 4,603 4.6
99,244 92,211 7,033 7.1
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Table 5-4

Commuting to Work, 1990-2010

Car, Truck or Van

Workers
16 and Drove Carpooled Public _ Worked  Other
over Alone Transportation Walked at Home Means
1990 | 67,671 # | 54,228 | 7,755 204 5,061 423
% 80.1 11.5 0.3 7.5 0.6
Butler 2000 | 81,104 # |68850| 6,717 313 2,269 | 2,538 | 417
County ' % 84.9 8.3 0.4 2.8 3.1 0.5
2010 | 86,406 # | 72,920 | 6,762 587 2,200 | 3,282 755
% 84.4 7.8 0.7 2.4 3.8 0.9
1990 | 1,878 # 1,565 206 0 92 15
% 83.3 11 0 4.9 0.8
Adams # 2,872 231 29 54 182 6
Township | 2°°° | 337% [To 85.1 6.8 0.9 1.6 5.4 0.2
2010 | 5584 # | 4649 525 24 33 325 28
% 83.3 9.4 0.4 1.6 5.8 0.5
1990 | 7,614 # | 6,441 838 39 255 41
% 84.6 11 0.5 3.3 0.5
Cranberry 2000 | 12,079 # | 10,571 869 47 92 445 55
Township ! % 87.5 7.2 0.4 0.8 3.7 0.5
2010 | 14,185 # 11,873 1,015 219 166 771 141
' % 83.7 7.2 1.5 1.2 5.4 1.0
# 914 124 10 74 7
eRl | S % 81 11 0.9 6.6 0.6
Forward. e || # 999 184 o 14 51 9
Township ! % 79.5 14.6 0.0 1.1 4.1 0.7
# 1,046 144 10 20 53 54
2010 1 %327 I, 78.8 10.9 0.8 1.5 4 4.1
1990 | 2,562 # 2,136 299 0 101 26
! % 83.4 11.7 0 3.9 1
Middlesex # 2,253 125 0 34 141 0
Township 2000|2553 |y, 88.2 4.9 0 1.3 5.5 o
2010 | 2,828 #_| 2472 189 = = 2k -
% 87.4 6.7 0.5 0.4 3.3 1.7
Pine 1990 | 1,942 # 1,672 139 64 59 8
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Township % 86.1 7.2 3.3 3 0.4
# 2,726 200 62 36 196 17
2000 | 3,237
% 84.2 6.2 1.9 1.1 6.1 0.5
# 3,715 526 50 101 322 38
2010 | 4,752
% 78.2 11.1 1.1 2.1 6.8 0.8
# 3,296 463 42 131 25
1990 .
= ey % 83.3 11.7 1.1 3.3 0.6
Richland # | 3,646 324 [7A 23 244 3
. 2000 | 4,284
Township % 85.1 7.6 1 0.5 5.7 0.1
# | 4296 | 538 39 59 346 18
2010 | 5,296
% 81.1 10.2 0.7 1.1 6.5 0.3
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010, American Community Survey, 2010.

(in minutes)

Mean Travel Time to Work
(in minutes)

32 7,
30 7,
28 7,
g mlin
28 7 - . -
22 <
A R A7 > A+ ) >
(400& \‘F‘}\\ (\0@6 ‘4\’9 \e"e q\(\‘}\\ ‘gbo
> (e) 0o g
\\,\\é ‘:\o & < & z«o <«
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v
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5 s - 2 2 g e
5 % = % % g — e} @ :g E g % = § g
g ES ® 2 8 °0 3 @ 28 > s g8 22 g
( o ] < = o <4 -8 @ a7z o — S
> <5 S 2 3 s £ T 2 g2 8 <5 T2 sE 55
© g= 7 g 23 g 8 32 s 2% 22 2 2 82
¢ | s | £ | £ 2| & c | gF | 2 | BS | €% | B2 | g3
g | £ £ | 8 5 N A I R I I £
= &» &L g K
Butler # - 6,905 | 8,606 | 2,270 [ 7,855 | 9,749 194 836 8932 | 1,533 | 9,373 | 4920 | 4,162 | 3,442
777
County % ' 10.0 12.5 3.3 11.4 14.2 0.3 1.2 13.0 2.2 13.6 7.2 6.1 5.0
Adams # 808 183 171 62 195 225 7 18 297 23 340 152 139 86
‘ 1,09
Township % 9.6 9.0 3.3 10.3 11.9 0.4 0.9 15.6 1.2 17.9 8.0 7-3 4.5
Cranberry # 1,287 1,070 358 1,375 1,308 22 57 821 54 619 257 251 225
: 7,704
TOWﬂShIp % 16.7 13.9 4.6 17.8 17.0 0.3 0.7 10.7 0.7 8.0 3.3 3.3 2.9
Forward # 99 106 28 94 153 4 15 145 46 187 125 83 65
. 1,150
Township % 8.6 9.2 2.4 8.2 13.3 0.3 1.3 12.6 4.0 16.3 10.9 7.2 5.7
Middlesex # 2 605 289 310 110 270 399 8 8 201 45 483 103 153 140
TOWﬂShip % ! 11.1 11.9 4.2 10.3 15.3 0.3 0.3 11.2 1.7 18.5 3.9 5.9 5.4
Pine # o 372 398 34 294 271 13 19 157 30 184 64 78 64
: 1,97
TOWﬂShIp % 18.8 20.1 1.7 14.9 13.7 0.7 1.0 79 1.5 9.3 3.2 3.9 3.2
Richland # 768 687 177 521 481 15 33 341 37 556 119 9% 166
. 3,995
TOWﬂShIp % 19.2 17.2 YAA 13.0 12.0 0.4 0.8 8.5 0.9 13.9 3.0 2.4 4.2
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990.
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Butler County

Adams Township

Forward Township

Cranberry Township

Middlesex Township

Adams Jownship Comprehensive Development Plan

Occupation

2000-2010

g5 &% @ 2 == £ES £8%
2 =& 3 g° | ©°a&= g2

# 6 6 8 6 8,26

2000 . 82,534 20,394 12,163 21,34 305 1254 14,000
% 32.0 14.7 25.9 0.4 10.0 17.0

5010 # 88,073 30,722 14,427 22,666 n/a 8,865 12,023
% 34.6 16.3 25.6 n/a 10.0 13.6

2000 # 3,388 1,521 368 860 0 311 328
% 44.9 10.9 25.4 0.0 9.2 9.7
# 8

5010 2 2,777 73 1,422 n/a 340 301
% 49.8 13.2 25.5 n/a 6.1 5.4
# 6 6 666

2000 . 12,292 5,574 1,19 3,773 12 971
% 46.2 9.7 30.7 0.1 5.4 7.9
# 7:329 1,530 3,745 n/a 902 945

2010 % M4t 50.7 10.6 25.9 n/a 6.2 6.5
# 372 184 290 13 179 273

2000 % et 28.4 14.0 22.1 1.0 13.7 20.8
#

5010 e 314 244 361 n/a 183 272
% 22.9 17.8 26.3 n/a 13.3 19.8
#

5000 2504 1,023 353 559 7 344 308
% 39.4 13.6 21.5 0.3 13.3 11.9

2010 # 2,875 751 404 873 n/a 423 424

Page 5-10 Socio-Economic Profile May 2013




Adams go-uln..lh.ip. CO-nL[:.h.ch.en.A.l..m Dcm[o-p.man.t Plan

Pine Township

Richland Township

n/a = not available

% 26.1 14.1 30.4 n/a 14.7 14.7
# 8 68
2000 - 3,305 1,721 327 77 o 1 212
() 52.1 9.9 26.5 0.0 5.1 6.4
# 8
2010 | 4,889 2,797 549 1,103 n/a 253 187
% 57.2 11.2 22.6 n/a 5.2 3.8
# 876 8 8
9000 y 4,316 1,07 431 1,237 3 302 397
% 43.5 10.0 28.7 0.1 8.9 9.0
# 2,623 763 1,322 n/a 342 322
2010 % 2372 48.8 14.2 24.6

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010, American Community Survey, 2010.

Table 5-7
Industry, 1990

o _ 2] =
= 2 g 5 3 8 E
5 2 8 3 5 . = s o | 8 ¢ | 8§, | S
= z s | E £ s | 28| ® @ s 2 g | 8 8 s | 28| ©
2 B » S S [ = < 2 = o @ T = x , 2 @ 5S 3
S. | 52 = 8 Z2 a = = = e g o = o 23 = 2 25 =
s | &£ g = 2 S g : s s> © = £ o2 L s S A T LD £
e5 | 55 = z £6 2 2 T2 8 = 3 & = = = = S 538 =
3 2 3 g S 8 €5 S & = S ? 2@ B K] Ts o
g |3 £ k! = | 2% | = g 2 | & |5 T | = | E@| 3
= 2 s 2 £ S £ T w 3 a
v =€ = s S E 2 =i
= L s L
Butler # 68.777 1,784 | 677 | 4472 | 3,267 | 10,763 | 3,902 | 1,572 | 3,662 | 12,641 | 3,309 | 2,795 | 1,709 | 607 | 6,639 | 5190 | 3,898 | 1,890
County % ' 2.6 1.0 6.5 4.8 15.6 5.7 2.3 5.3 18.4 4.8 4.1 2.5 0.9 9.7 7.5 5.7 2.7
Adams # o 40 9 184 121 178 126 76 75 367 89 124 79 18 169 88 122 33
; 1,89
Township % 2.1 0.5 9.7 6.4 9.4 6.6 4.0 4.0 19.3 4.7 6.5 4.2 0.9 8.9 4.6 6.4 1.7
Cranberry # 704 74 13 446 373 771 582 | 199 | 590 | 1,569 | 603 | 315 | 220 33 713 378 | 676 | 149
Township % ! 1.0 0.2 5.8 4.8 10.0 7.6 2.6 7.7 20.4 7.8 41 2.9 0.4 9.3 4.9 8.8 1.9
Forward # 62 4 117 54 216 83 23 68 165 40 53 28 4 70 71 74 18
; 1,150
Township % ' 5.4 0.3 10.2 4.7 18.8 7.2 2.0 5.9 14.3 3.5 4.6 2.4 0.3 6.1 6.2 6.4 1.6
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Middlesex # ) 6o 69 6 259 76 347 148 127 112 453 153 133 72 45 256 104 206 43
Township % 209 2.6 0.2 9.9 2.9 13.3 5.7 4.9 4.3 17.4 5.9 5.1 2.8 1.7 9.8 4.0 7.9 1.6
Pine # : 42 o 234 94 112 74 64 132 265 176 101 46 42 226 178 171 21
. 1,
Township % 7 21 0.0 11.8 4.8 5.7 3.7 3.2 6.7 13.4 8.9 5.1 2.3 2.1 11.4 9.0 8.6 11
Richland # 65 8 486 | 169 466 71 | 104 | 172 750 310 | 145 55 13 476 315 | 243 47
Township % 31995 1.6 0.2 12.2 4.2 11.7 4.3 2.6 4.3 18.8 7.8 3.6 1.4 0.3 11.9 7.9 6.1 1.2
Table 5-8
Industry, 2000-2010
o ® - s 2., ©
2 =8 © o8 5 [ £§ S £ B S
Ss |22 < z 8 &= c | g8 8255 =8 |8-28 8 o
Year 82 | sSE| = 8 s = B = £ 2o 8ES528 w2 (8889 & =
e 25= = 2 @ 8 33 S =S58 c288§ sT [58ETg 5 2
22 |35 8 S g & 25 £ s (8238 38 (4,58 & =
5 |23 = £ c8 E%cf £9 £ 8 =
=R = sd & 53 & < < a
# 1,093 | 5585 | 15132 | 3,621 | 11,480 | 5058 | 1,809 | 4,080 | 5780 | 16,476 | 6,032 | 4,257 | 2,131
2000 82,534
% 1.3 6.8 18.3 VWA 13.9 6.1 2.2 4.9 7.0 20 7.3 5.2 2.6
Butler County
# 1,028 | 6,068 | 13,216 | 3,564 | 11,252 | 5111 | 1,755 | 4,925 | 8,187 | 20,364 | 7,215 | 3,744 | 2,274
2010 88,703
% 1.2 6.8 14.9 4.0 12.7 5.8 2.0 5.6 9.2 23.0 8.1 4.2 2.6
5000 # 3,388 38 230 744 119 454 98 104 315 331 557 163 181 54
Adams % ' a4l 6.8 22 3.5 13.4 2.9 3.1 9.3 9.8 16.4 4.8 5.3 1.6
Township # 37 351 | 613 | 281 | 592 | 268 | 59 | 579 | 754 | 1,391 | 413 | 182 | 58
2010 5,578
% 0.7 6.3 11.0 5.0 10.6 4.8 1.1 10.4 13.5 24.9 7-4 3.3 1.0
# 20 668 1,602 742 1,724 883 405 984 1,411 | 2,184 932 519 218
2000 12,292
Cranberry % 0.2 5.4 13.0 6.0 14.0 7.2 3.3 8.0 11.5 17.8 7.6 4.2 1.8
Township # 35 668 | 1,918 | 920 1,615 786 436 | 1,381 | 1,811 | 2,961 | 1,326 | 379 215
2010 5 14,451
% 0.2 4.6 13.3 6.4 11.2 5.4 3.0 9.6 12.5 20.5 9.2 2.6 1.5
Forward 2000 # 1,311 Lt 171 256 57 171 86 13 26 92 234 76 79 6
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Township % 3.4 13 19.5 4.3 13 6.6 1.0 2.0 7.0 17.8 5.8 6.0 0.5
# 21 131 230 75 234 98 11 71 85 254 107 45 12
2010 1,374
% 1.5 9.5 16.7 5.5 17.0 7.1 0.8 5.2 6.2 18.5 7.8 3.3 0.9
# 27 262 443 75 335 178 8o 105 239 531 194 100 25
_ 2000 2,594
Middlesex % 10.0 17.1 2.9 12.9 6.9 3.1 4.0 9.2 20.5 7.5 3.9 1.0
Township # 325 334 181 335 323 72 87 192 669 141 208 )
2010 2,875
% 0.3 11.3 11.6 6.3 11.7 11.2 2.5 3.0 6.7 23.3 4.9 7.2 0.0
# 8 136 518 268 284 135 104 355 3,855 720 215 159 48
2000 ;30
: ) % SRR 0.2 4.1 15.7 8.1 8.6 4.1 3.1 10.7 10.7 21.8 6.5 4.8 1.5
Pine Township
# 88 (o] 266 592 146 441 181 11 65 741 1,060 427 263 66
2010 1
% s 0.0 5.4 12.1 3.0 9.0 3.7 2.1 12.4 15.2 21.7 8.7 5.4 1.3
# 15 360 573 136 597 185 112 335 484 886 278 269 86
2000 4,316
Richland % 0.3 8.3 13.3 3.2 13.8 4.3 2.6 7.8 11.2 20.5 6.4 6.2 2.0
Township # 32 | 229 | 587 | 228 | 595 | 204 | 236 | 453 | 656 | 1,341 | 376 | 244 | 191
2010 5,372
% 0.6 4.3 10.9 4.2 11.1 3.8 YAWA 8.4 12.2 25.0 7.0 4.5 36.6
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010, American Community Survey, 2010.
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Adams Township
Industry, 1990

367

Adams Township
Industry, 2000-2010
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Table 5-9
Class of Worker, 1990-2010
Employed
Civilian . Unpaid
Population P;l::tg!l\;age Government ems?(l)f'e q Family
Over 16 Y ploy Workers
years
# 56,355 7,509 4,480 433
2000 68,777
% 81.9 10.9 6.5 0.6
Butler # 69,601 8,012 4,688 233
2010 82,534
County % 84.3 9.7 5.7 0.3
# 74,767 9,061 4,785 90
2000 88,703
% 84.3 10.0 5.4 0.1
# 1,574 114 195 15
2010 1,898
% 82.9 6 10.3 0.8
Adams # 2,874 220 253 41
. 2000 3,388
Township % 84.8 6.5 7.5 1.2
# 4,874 398 292 14
2010 5,578
% 87.4 7.1 5.2 0.3
# 6,624 606 438 36
2000 7,704
% 86 7.9 5.7 0.5
Cranberry # 10,817 897 569 9
. 2010 12,292
Township % 88.0 7.3 4.6 0.1
# 12,893 958 600 o}
2000 14,451
% 89.2 6.6 4.2 0.0
# 954 86 104 6
2010 1,150
% 83 7:5 9 0.5
Forward # 1,123 86 99 3
. 2000 1,311
Township % 85.7 6.6 7.6 0.2
# 1,150 116 103 5
2010 1,374
% 83.7 8.4 7.5 0.4
# 2,181 148 260 20
2000 2,609
. % 83.6 5.7 10 0.8
Middlesex
. # 2,147 181 266 o}
Township 2010 2,594
% 82.8 7.0 10.3 0.0
2010 | # 2,875 2,541 194 140 0
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% 88.4 6.7 4.9 0.0
# 1,633 147 188 10
1990 1,978
% 82.6 7-4 9.5 0.5
Pine 2000 # o 2,869 200 229 7
Township % 5585 86.8 6.1 6.9 0.2
# 4,168 340 351 30
2010 4,889
% 85.3 7.0 7.2 30.0
# 3,341 318 232 13
1990 .
2 Toe | R 83.6 58 03
Richland # 3,710 284 311 11
. 2000 4,316
Township % 86.0 6.6 7.2 0.3
# 4y 452 568 352 0
2010 5,372
% 82.9 10.6 6.6 0.0

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010, American Community Survey, 2010.

Table 5-10

Butler County

Selected Statistics by Economic Sector and Sub-Sector: 2007

EE I Number of Nonemployer
sales, :
shipments 2l §ales,
2007 Number of N Annual employees Number of shipments,
. receipts, .
NAICS Industry description employer payroll for pay nonemployer receipts,
U revenue, or y .
code establishments buSINGSS ($1,000) period establishments revenue, or
done including business done
($1,000) May 12 ($1,000)
31-33 | Manufacturing 294 | 5,361,964 | 750,094 14,408 241 10,502
8230 [FPrintingl andl Sirelated 23| 128,956 | 27,973 843 16 940
support activities
325 Chemical manufacturing 12 343,056 51,767 764 D D
2 el 37 | 193,601 | 34,481 833 7 212
product manufacturing
331 Primary . metal 14 D D 1,936 10 311
manufacturing
332 Fabricated Imetal product 79 715209 | 140,704 3,584 30 1,507
manufacturing
333 Machinery manufacturing 33 674,578 | 183,110 3,279 14 529
334 Computer and elec_tronlc 12 305,976 59122 1,092 D D
product manufacturing
44-45 | Retail trade 719 | 2,527,258 | 224,808 10,950 1,393 54,667
441 Motor vehicle and parts
dealers 85 494,442 39,012 1,288 137 17,150
44z | fumie and - home 34 55,003 | 8,090 353 23 1,797
urnishings stores
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Ve | Heememss it 31 65371 | 6,090 302 19 891
appliance stores

444 Building material and
garden equipment and 87 302,338 31,816 1,217 28 3,005
supplies dealers

@i | lFesE)  Emel BEEEER 85| 349877 | 31,185 1,925 46 2,538
stores

G ;ﬁfg: amel [Pl S 61 120,328 | 15,411 608 97 2,254

447 Gasoline stations 80 335,237 12,181 787 6 924

w8 | Gy andl  deifing 71 73,478 | 9137 671 64 2427
accessories stores

iy gfeekn slela 36 69,020 | 7,249 569 68 3,359
book, and music stores

“m | CEmerE]  maTEErelEs 33 530,081 | 45,276 2,400 21 779
stores

weE | keslaeene s 73 58,191 | 7,374 492 203 8,132
retailers

454 Nonstore retailers 43 73,892 11,987 338 681 11,411

51 Information 66 N 93,723 2,129 116 7,119

511 Publishing industries 8 D D c 29 759
(except Internet)

512 Motion picture and sound
recording industries € ) o E & S

517 Telecommunications 30 N 70,749 1,635 13 874

518 Data processing, hosting 8 45,503 14,602 138 17 647
and related services

519 Othgr information 11 D D b 27 3.971
services

= Rizel sl g memkEl 141 | 125163 | 17,616 630 1,087 75,081
and leasing

531 Real estate 110 82,450 9,897 376 1,036 72,714

532 | Rental —and leasing 31 42713 | 7,719 254 51 2367
services

54 Professwnal, SC.IentIfIC, 412 D D g 1,633 60,422
and technical services

541 Professmryal, sc]entlflc, 412 D D g 1,633 60,422
and technical services

56 Administrative and
e Ehe s 201 | 189,507 | 91,028 3,362 779 15,291
Mang and Remediation
Srvs

290 | IS el 191 | 155808 | 80,256 3,112 769 15,029
support services

POZE (fWasteimanagementiand 10 33,699 | 10,772 250 10 262
remediation services

61 Educational services 29 D D c 264 3,321

611 Educational services 29 D D (o] 264 3,321

o PRl GEE Ee S 538 | 839,463 | 338468 | 11,344 670 16,492
assistance

621 | Ambulatory health care 360 | 326,294 | 139,273 3,875 389 12,871
services

622 Hospitals 2 D D g N N

e | sy gne rosenitEl 76 | 213,633 | 92,724 4,106 15 473
care facilities

624 Social assistance 100 D D g 266 3,148

71 Arts, entertainment, and 70 25943 | 9,034 706 546 9,252
recreation

711 Performing arts, 11 D D a 445 5369
spectator sports, and
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related industries
v st sl 53 23,047 | 8,331 676 96 3,840
and recreation industries
72 Accommodation and
food services 361 269,549 74,926 6,949 136 6,659
721 Accommodation 27 42,883 10,024 548 28 1,208
res | el eInieze Enl 334 | 226,666 | 64,902 6,401 108 5,451
drinking places
81 Other services (except 370 | 230,582 | 47,992 2184 1,583 44,949
public administration)
811 Repair and maintenance 153 98,591 27,112 835 543 23,057
Sz | el el EUeh 162 36,594 | 12,447 845 923 20,792
services
813 Religious, Grantmaking,
Civic, Professional, and 55 95,397 8,433 504 117 1,100
Similar Orgs
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 2007 Economic Census
D: Withheld to avoid disclosing data for individual companies; data are included in higher level totals.
N: Not available or not comparable.
Q: Revenue not collected at this level.
r: Revised.
S: Withheld because estimate did not meet publication standards.
s: Sampling error exceeds 40 percent.
X: Not applicable.
Table 5-11
Adams Township
Selected Statistics by Economic Sector and Sub-Sector: 2007
2007 Industry Number of Employer | Annual | Number of Number of Nonemployer
NAICS description employer sales, payroll paid nonemployer sales,
code establishments | shipments, | ($1,000) | employees | establishments | shipments,
receipts, for pay receipts,
revenue, period revenue, or
or including business
business May 12 done
done ($1,000)
($1,000)
31-33 | Manufacturing 17 181,063 | 30,825 620 N N
44-45 | Retail trade 14 26,819 2,493 86 N N
441 Motor vehicle and
2 D D a
parts dealers
442 Furniture and
home furnishings 1 D D a N N
stores
444 Building  material
il G 5 12,906 | 1,285 36 N N
equipment and
supplies dealers
447 Gasoline stations 2 D D b N N
451 Sporting goods,
hobby, book, and 3 D D a N N
music stores
454 Nonstore retailers 1 D D a N N
May 2013 Socio-Economic Profile Page 5-19




Adams Jownship Comprehensive Development Plan

51 Information 1 N D a N N

53 Real estate _and 2 D D a N N
rental and leasing

531 Real estate 2 D D a N N

54 Professional,
scientific, and 25 15,496 4,636 86 N N
technical services

541 Professional,
scientific, and 25 15,496 4,636 86 N N
technical services

56 Administrative and
Support and
Waste Mang and 13 20,668 7,665 187 N N
Remediation Srvs

561 Admlnlstratl\{e and 12 D D b N N
support services

562 Waste
management and 1 D D c N N
remediation
services

61 Educ_:atlonal 1 D D a N N
services

62 Hlealth care and 13 25054 | 8,665 352 N N
social assistance

621 Ambulato.ry health 7 16,515 4.150 131 N N
care services

623 Nursing and
residential care 2 D D (o] N N
facilities

71 Arts,
entertainment, and 2 D D a N N
recreation

iz e e S 11 7.641 | 2,889 207 N N
and food services

722 | Food services and 11 7.641 | 2,889 207 N N
drinking places

81 Other services
(except public 16 7,498 2,232 99 N N
administration)

ST el el 11 5599 | 1,553 56 N N
maintenance

812 Personal . and 3 D D b N N
laundry services

813 Religious,
Grantmaking,
Civic, Professional, 2 D D b N N
and Similar Orgs

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 2007 Economic Census

D: Withheld to avoid disclosing data for individual companies; data are included in higher level totals.
N: Not available or not comparable.

Q: Revenue not collected at this level.

r: Revised.

S: Withheld because estimate did not meet publication standards.

s: Sampling error exceeds 40 percent.

X: Not applicable.

Z: Less than half the unit shown.

Page 5-20 Socio-Economic Profile May 2013




Adamis Jownship Comprechensive Development Plan

Table 5-12
Butler County, PA

2008 County Business Patterns

NAICS " o Establishments Paid erpplqyees f_or First quarter Annual
code ndustry description (number) pay period including payroll payroll
May 12 (number) ($1,000) ($1,000)
00 Total for all sectors 4,686 73,877 637,290 2,685,683
1 Agrlculture, forestry, fishing 7 a s 269
and hunting
21 Mining, quarrying, and oil 20 257 3111 18,223
and gas extraction
22 Utilities 15 392 7,397 37,752
23 Construction 533 4,063 37,962 190,675
31-33 Manufacturing 291 13,741 194,729 770,446
42 Wholesale trade 276 5,088 52,053 223,707
44-45 Retail trade 706 11,094 56,061 237,962
4849 | Transportation and 138 2874 23,883 101,420
warehousing
51 Information 73 2,137 23,694 89,408
52 Finance and insurance 276 2,276 31,513 116,315
53 Rea! estate and rental and 131 562 4,053 16,511
leasing
54 Profe§5|onal, .SC|ent|f|c, and 407 2286 29174 137,774
technical services
55 Managemerjt of companies 8 1,460 22.710 96,989
and enterprises
56 Administrative and Support
and Waste Mang and 210 3,264 19,654 88,609
Remediation Srvs
61 Educational services 38 591 2,513 10,567
£2 Health care and social 575 12,576 92,410 392,064
assistance
71 Arts, _entertalnment, and 69 742 2153 12,258
recreation
72 Accqmmodatlon and food 355 6.721 18,024 76,554
services
81 Othgr services (except public 536 3743 16,131 68.168
administration)
99 Industries not classified 2 a D D
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 2008 County Business Patterns
D: Withheld to avoid disclosing data for individual companies; data are included in higher level totals.
N: Not available or not comparable.
X: Not applicable
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Table 5-13

2008 County Business Patterns: ZIP Code Business Statistics

Total for Zip Code: 2008

ALy Meaning of 2007 Number of Number of EGED Y AT
G NAICS code establishments | employees Il ESiick
code ($1,000) ($1,000)
00 Total for all sectors 391 6,163 52,971 220,907
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INCOME
Table 5-14
Household Income
1990-2010
# $10,000 $15,000 $25,000 $35,000 $50,000 $75,000 $100,000
Households <$10,000 to to to to to to to $150,000 >
$14,999 $24,999 $34,999 $49,999 $74,000 $99,999 $149,999
# 7:544 5520 | 10,461 | 9,301 | 11,454 | 7,827 1,947 743 418
1990 0 55,215
Butl % 13.7 10.0 18.9 16.8 20.7 14.2 3.5 1.3 0.8
utier
# 5393 4,158 9,010 8,207 11,459 | 13,799 7,973 4,790 2,130
2 6
el 000 % e 8.2 6.3 13.7 12.4 17.4 20.8 10.7 7.3 3.3
# 3,684 3,540 7,208 7,299 9,888 | 14,577 | 9,501 10,526 5,688
2010 71,911
% 5.1 4.9 10.0 10.2 13.8 20.3 13.2 14.6 7-9
# 105 96 303 176 292 238 96 29 34
1990 % 1,369
Adams 0 7.7 7.0 22.1 12.9 21.3 17.4 7.0 2.1 2.5
: # 6 8
Township Y 2,382 4 55 177 203 339 434 341 39 371
% 2.7 2.3 7-4 8.5 14.2 18.2 14.3 16.7 15.9
# 128 1 162 00 618 1 852 1032
) 3,962 75 54 4 54 5 3
% 3.2 1.9 3.9 4.1 10.1 15.6 13.7 21.5 26.1
# 178 269 656 888 1,460 1,249 296 134 42
1990 5172
% 3.4 5.2 12.7 17.2 28.2 24.1 5.7 2.6 0.8
Cranberry 000 # 8 261 197 525 578 1,207 2,018 1,542 1,451 620
Township % 1393 3.1 2.3 6.3 6.9 14.4 24 18.4 17.3 7.4
# 148 231 448 689 1,020 1,712 1,483 2,603 1,763
2010 10,097
% 1.5 2.3 4.4 6.8 10.1 17 14.7 25.8 17.5
# 101 82 143 144 196 108 27 19 6
826
TFOC\)Nan;l:fr]? 1990 % 2 12.2 9.9 17.3 17.4 23.7 13.1 3.3 2.3 0.7
P 2000 # 974 61 33 117 162 164 282 93 58 4
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% 6.3 3.4 12 16.6 16.8 29 9.5 6 0.4
# 2 21 8 o) 6 2 2 66 68
) 943 4 7 7 11 39 15 1
% 2.5 2.2 9.2 7.4 12.3 25.3 16.1 17.6 73
# 120 167 333 433 468 283 94 39 18
1990 0 1,955
. % 6.1 8.5 17.0 22.1 23.9 14.5 4.8 2.0 0.9
Middlesex # 111 76 281 222 349 463 233 244 85
Townshi ,06
P 2000 % PO 5.4 3.7 13.6 10.8 16.9 22.4 11.3 11.8 4.1
# o 101 180 140 265 450 381 327 143
2010 1,987
% 0.0 5.1 9.1 7.0 13.3 22.6 19.2 16.5 7.2
# 67 46 173 139 350 341 155 48 77
1990 B 1,396
% 4.8 3.3 12.4 10.0 25.1 24.4 11.1 3.4 5.5
i # 6 8 6 8
Pine : 000 2,408 7 72 111 14 223 405 331 469 582
Township % 2.8 3 4.6 6.1 9.3 16.8 13.7 19.5 24.1
# 2 202 1 216 266 o 631 1,
5010 - 3,411 9 45 59 305 3 495
% 2.7 1.3 5.9 4.7 6.3 7.8 8.9 18.5 43.8
# 243 139 451 479 674 696 256 95 8o
1990 0 3,113
% 7.8 4.5 14.5 15.4 21.7 22.4 8.2 3.1 2.6
i # 2 2 6 8 8 6 22
Rlchlanq 5000 5 191 15 357 44 463 19 54 35 7
Township % 5.7 4.5 10.6 7.3 13.8 24.4 16.3 10.6 6.8
# 1 2 6 6 8o 2 612
o) - 3,847 53 34 43 365 343 565 5 95
% 1.4 3.5 6.3 9.5 8.9 14.7 15.1 24.7 15.9
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010, American Community Survey, 2010.
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Adams Township
Household Income, 1990-2010

H 1990 L12000 M2010
<$10,000

$10,000 t0 14,999
$15,000 t0 $24,999

$25,000 10 $34,999

$35,000 t0 $49,999

$50,000 t0 $74,000

$75,000 10 $99,999

$100,000 t0 $149,999

$150,000 >

I o
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Table 5-15

Family Income

1990-2010
$10,000 | $15,000 | $25000 | $35000 | $50,000 | $75,000 | $100,000
F #'I' <$10,000 to to to to to to to 515(1'000
amuies $14,999 | $24,999 | $34,999 | $49,999 | $74,000 | $99,999 | $149,999
# 2,816 | 3,023 | 7,523 | 7,504 | 10,289 | 7,172 | 1,850 694 382
1990 B 41,253
% 6.8 7.3 18.2 18.2 24.9 17.4 4.5 1.7 0.9
Butler # 1/887 1/436 4,790 5/638 8/936 111780 6/292 4,394 1/880
2010 47,032
County % 4.0 3.1 10.2 12 19 25 13.4 9.3 4
# 1,181 970 3,137 | 4148 | 6,746 | 11,356 | 8,086 | 9,297 | 5,058
2000 49,979
% 2.4 1.9 6.3 8.3 13.5 22.7 16.2 18.6 10.2
# 8 86
1990 1,132 51 51 237 132 207 225 29 34
% 4.5 4.5 20.9 11.7 25.4 19.9 7.6 2.6 3
# 8 o 228 6
Adams _ 000 1,892 3 33 99 103 359 31 371 345
Township % 2 1.7 5.2 5.4 12.1 19 16.7 19.6 18.2
# 2 8 86 88
2010 3,043 5 39 74 74 29 453 4 705 9
% 0.8 1.3 2.4 2.4 9.8 14.9 16.0 23.2 29.3
# 8 68 6
1990 4,168 7 179 4 59 1,231 1,111 271 129 42
% 1.9 4.3 11.2 15.8 29.5 26.7 6.5 3.1 1
Cranberry # 94 63 348 361 767 1,698 | 1,341 | 1,311 591
. 2010 6,574
Township % 1.4 1 5.3 5.5 11.7 25.8 20.4 19.9 9
# 59 42 181 288 594 1,198 1,256 2,309 1,545
2000 7,472
% 0.8 0.6 24 3.9 7.9 16 16.8 30.9 20.7
# 37 56 102 140 169 98 27 19 6
FEITELL o % 654 8.6 15.6 21 25.8 1 1 2 o}
Township 5.7 . 5. 4 5. 5 4. -9 -9
2000 # 765 19 17 81 121 135 254 79 55 4
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% 2.5 2.2 10.6 15.8 17.6 33.2 10.3 7.2 0.5
# 68 8
5010 714 5 10 35 53 213 13 145 47
% 0.7 1.4 4.9 74 9.5 29.8 19.3 20.3 6.6
# 53 89 290 341 435 274 94 39 18
1990 [—— 1,633
0 3.2 5.5 17.8 20.9 26.6 16.8 5.8 2.4 1.1
i # 6 8 8 8
MlddIeSt_ex 5000 1,633 4 0 15 157 30 425 217 244 7
Township % 2.8 o) 9.7 9.6 18.9 26 13.3 14.9 4.8
# 8 8
2010 - 1,505 17 49 11 90 205 350 339 204 143
% 1.1 3.1 7-4 5.6 12.9 21.9 21.3 17.8 8.9
s # 1184 6 19 111 133 336 309 155 A 71
% 0.5 1.6 9.4 11.2 28.4 26.1 13.1 3.7 6
i #
Pine _ 000 2,124 41 43 59 103 179 395 311 448 545
Township % 1.9 2 2.8 4.8 8.4 18.6 14.6 a3 25.7
#
So10 2717 32 33 28 90 182 120 276 568 1,388
% 1.2 1.2 1.0 3.3 6.7 JAWA 10.2 20.9 51.1
# 8 66 8
1990 - 2,421 2 57 290 379 559 o 230 4 80
% 3.4 2.4 12 15.7 23.1 27.3 9.5 3.5 3.3
i # 6 6 8 696 8
Rlchlan(_i 5000 2,510 0 4 159 144 33 9 517 332 21
Township % 2.4 1.8 6.3 5.7 13.5 27.7 20.6 13.2 8.7
# 6
5010 2,891 4 10 26 161 215 398 579 874 582
% 1.6 0.4 0.9 5.6 7-4 13.8 20.0 30.2 20.1
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010, American Community Survey, 2010.
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<$10,000

$10,000 to $14,999

$15,000 t0 $24,999

$25,000 t0 $34,999

$35,000 10 $49,999

$50,000 t0 $74,000

$75,000 t0 $99,999

$100,000 t0 $149,999

$150,000 >

o 100 200
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Median Household Income

1990 2000 2010
Butler County $29,358 | $42,308 | $56,878
Adams Twp 35,417 65,357 | 96,667
Cranberry Twp 41,006 66,588 | 88,791
Forward Twp 30,556 43,542 | 63,563
Middlesex Twp 32,318 49,743 | 68,734
Pine Twp 46,810 85,817 | 130,194
Richland Twp 38,968 57,672 | 84,135

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990-2000; U.S. Census
Bureau, 2006-2010, American Community Survey, 2010.

Median Household Income
Region, 1990-2010

140,000
120,000 /.
/ =&=Butler County
100,000 / /. —8- Adams Twp
80,000 == Cranberry Twp
60,000 / - === Forward Twp
== Middlesex Twp
40,000 -
== Pine Twp
20,000 Richland Twp
0 T T 1
1990 2000 2010
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Median Family Income
1990 2000 2010

Butler County $34,647 $51,215 $69,464
Adams Township 39,673 81,340 104,028
Cranberry Township 43,308 74,113 102,670
Forward Township 34,091 50,552 70,833
Middlesex Township 36,145 56,199 72,106
Pine Township 49,350 93,201 152,950
Richland Township 45,380 67,471 100,392
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010, American
Community Survey, 2010.

Median Family Income
Region, 1990-2010

200,000 =& Butler County
150,000 == Adams Township
=== Cranberry Township
100,000  ==Forward Township
50,000 - == Middlesex Township
=@= Pine Township
° 1990 | 2000 | 2010 | Richland Township
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Per Capita Income
1990 2000 2010

Butler County $12,747 $20,794 $28,446
Adams Township 15,568 39,204 43,690
Cranberry Township 16,494 27,349 37,726
Forward Township 12,378 17,175 27,866
Middlesex Township 13,812 23,508 27,568
Pine Township 20,064 35,202 56,705
Richland Township 18,078 25,085 35,782
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010,
American Community Survey, 2010.

«=@®=Butler County

== Adams Township
«=fe= Cranberry Township
e)é=Forward Township
=== Middlesex Township
=@=Pine Township

Richland Township

Per Capita Income
Region, 1990-2010
$60,000
$50,000
$40,000 .
$30,000 /
$20,000 .
$10,000
SO Y T 1
1990 2000 2010
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Median Earnings

2000 2010

Male | Female | Male | Female
Butler County $39,922 | $25,347 | $52,254 | $35,274
Adams Township 58,906 | 38,796 | 80,066 | 46,531
Cranberry Township 52,675 | 33,155 | 72,259 | 45,097
Forward Township 35,288 | 25,573 | 48,182 | 29,946
Middlesex Township 40,827 | 28,342 | 50,793 | 36,863
Pine Township 75,418 | 35,909 | 112,328 | 66,304
Richland Township 50,699 | 33,304 | 70,844 | 47,650

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010,
American Community Survey, 2010.

Median Earnings
Male/Female

Region, 1990-2010

$150,000 M Butler County
$100,000 B Adams Township
$50,000 M Cranberry Township
$0 B Forward Township
B Middlesex Township
H Pine Township
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Table 5-16

Type of Income

1990-2010
L3 % | 22|88 =2 | EE| 22| 2
S5 s | 82 |858| 85| a3 | 88 2
* g =6 52 £E23| €8 | 22| &2 5
= = E |E6= 2= < <
1000 # 5 42,016 | 6,774 | 26,133 [ 15959 | n/a | 3,133 | 10,414
,21
93 % I 76.1 12.3 47.3 28.9 0.0 5.7 18.9
Butler # 51,885 | 6,288 | 28,039 | 28,226 | 2,268 | 1,161 | 13,148
2000 65,929
County % 78.7 9.5 42.5 27.6 3.4 1.8 19.9
# 6,32 f 23,628 | 21,852 | 2,416 , 142
2010 71,911 56,321 | 7,453 3 1,05 1,739 | 1514
% 78.3 10.4 32.9 30.4 3.4 2.4 21.1
# 1,097 241 681 326 n/a 62 257
1990 1,369
% 80.1 17.6 49.7 23.8 0.0 4.5 18.8
Adams 2000 # . 2,119 371 1,253 411 11 16 341
Township % e 89.0 15.6 52.6 17.3 0.5 0.7 14.3
# .48 06 ,878 8 41 8 6
2010 3,962 3,403 5 1,07 7°9 1 19
% 87.9 12.8 47.4 19.9 1. 2. 15.6
5ee # 5 172 4,533 731 | 2,688 | 913 n/a 95 637
% ' 87.6 141 | 52.0 17.7 0.0 1.8 12.3
Cranberry # 7,367 814 4,671 | 1,483 147 62 1,226
. 2010 8,399
Township % 87.7 9.7 55.6 17.7 1.8 0.7 14.6
# 8,848 1,113 | 4,016 | 1,927 93 113 1,598
2000 10,0
% e 87.6 11. 39.8 19.1 0.9 1.1 15.8
# 667 159 38 324 n/a 43 130
1990 826
% 87.6 14.1 52.0 17.7 0.0 1.8 12.3
Forward 2000 # 825 124 379 235 36 5 191
Township % L 87.7 9.7 55.6 17.7 3.7 0.7 14.6
# 793 148 333 265 14 21 188
2010 943
% 84.1 15.7 35.3 28.1 1.5 2.2 19.9
# 1,608 320 952 437 n/a 63 346
1990 1,955
. % 87.6 14.1 52.0 17.7 0.0 1.8 12.3
Middlesex
. # 1,639 328 1,020 598 41 36 481
Township | 2000 2,064
% 87.7 9.7 55.6 17.7 2.0 0.7 14.6
2010 # 1,987 1,660 184 72 477 12 47 377
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% 83.5 9.3 3.6 24. 0.6 2.4 19.
# 6 1,111 269 876 425 n/a 38 310
1990 1,
99 % = 87.7 9.7 55.6 17.7 0.0 0.7 14.6
Pine # 2,128 350 1,418 Lt 22 7 348
. 2000 2,408
Township % 87.7 9.7 55.6 17.7 0.9 0.7 14.6
# ,060 8o ,6 676 02 88
2010 3411 —3 2 2 / & = &
% 89.7 17. 48.6 19.8 0.5 3. 14.3
1000 # 11 2,323 473 | 1,932 | 911 n/a 115 592
93 % = 74.6 15.2 62.1 29.3 0.0 3.7 19.0
Richland 2000 # 2,596 429 1,717 | 1,007 54 19 690
Township % = 87.7 9.7 55.6 17.7 1.6 0.7 14.6
# 3,004 485 1,618 | 1,269 68 46 900
2010 3,847
% 78.1 12.6 42.1 33. 1.8 1.2 23.4

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3; Table P-58; Table P-60; Table P-61; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010, American Community

Survey.
These statistics will not add up to 100% as many could be answered in more than one category.
*Statistics combined in 1990 Census
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Table 5-17
Mean Income, 2000-2010
In dollars
> 8
= © = -
% = S @ 5
b £ T ES ] £
2 S el 2 3 2 g
> & = S @ < =
5 g £ £ g
& iz S
oo
2000 | $ 55394 $ 11,700 6,352 2,460 14,830
Butler County
2010 73,783 21,852 16,655 15,142 18,524
. 2000 100,410 13,194 8,936 3 bbb 19,563
Adams Township
2010 116,595 18,555 12,168 6,240 29,221
. 2000 76,630 12,752 5,470 1,078 18,818
Cranberry Township
2010 102,981 17,721 15,009 5,682 20,833
. 2000 47,779 12,884 9,113 1,080 12,114
Forward Township
2010 75,147 15,750 10,736 2,271 20,322
Middlesex Township 2000 67,125 3,235 10,644 539 13,939
2010 70,576 17,908 7,833 1,432 20,912
. : 2000 108,829 13,151 15,373 7,000 30,405
Pine Township
2010 179,182 17,951 8,429 1,549 21,363
Richland Township 2000 70,583 12,431 9,922 2,379 14,833
2010 101,806 16,681 9,015 5,848 23,218

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Table DP-3, 1990-2000; U.S. Census Bureau, 2006-2010, American Community Survey, 2010.
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SELECTED REVENUES, FIVE-YEAR TRENDS, 1999-2009

In 1999, Adams Township’s total revenue from all sources, as reported by the
Pennsylvania Department of Community and Economic Development, Bureau of Municipal
Statistics, was $1,760,660. Five (5) years later in 2004, total revenues were reported at
$3,785,264, an increase of 132%. Total revenues reported for fiscal year 2009, at the outset of
the recent recession, was $7,950,152 or an increase of 110% from total revenue reported in
2004. Adams Township revenues between 2007 and 2009 increased by about 55%, while
comparable communities in the region, including Cranberry, Pine and Richland Townships saw
total revenues fall by as much as 28%. Only Middlesex Township, on Adams Township’s
eastern border, reported an increase in total revenues between 2007 and 2009, an increase of
14%.

Between 2008 and 2009, Cranberry Township’s total revenues decreased by 30%, while
Adams Township’s total revenues increased by more than 26%, the only community in the
region to report an increase in total revenues during the beginning years of the recent
recession. These data indicate a sustainable local economy generating continued demand for
the development of a variety of land uses, predominantly residential.

While Adams Township’s revenue streams are generated primarily from Earned Income
Taxes, which includes Net Profits Tax, no other community has a consistently higher ratio of
Earned Income Tax to Total Tax Revenues in the immediate region. Between 1998 and 2009,
tax revenues from realty transfers in Adams Township alone exceeded revenues from Real
Estate Taxes ten (10) of the twelve (12) years analyzed, indicating significant speculation
relating to potential development. In comparison, the same tax profile does not exist in any
other Township in the region. In addition, while Real Estate taxes accounted for 12% of total
revenue in 1998, and 9.5% in 2004, that percentage actually decreased to only 7.5% of total
Township revenues in 2009. Revenues from property taxes, based on consistently low millage
rates, have made investment in real estate in Adams Township an attractive alternative within
the region studied.

TOWNSHIP REVENUE TRENDS

Revenue from Earned Income Tax represents the highest percentage of total revenues
in Adams Township. In 1998, revenues from Earned Income Tax represented 36% of total
Township revenues, while in 2004, the ratio was 37%, and in 2009 it was 29% of all revenues. In
the same three (3) years analyzed, 1998, 2004, and 2009, the percentage of Real Estate Tax
revenues as a portion of total revenues, declined, as indicated previously from 12% to 6.5%.
Another characteristic of Adams Townhip’s revenue profile involves the amount of revenue
generated from Realty Transfer Tax Taxes. As a portion of total Act 511 tax revenues, Realty
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Transfer Tax generated 24.5% of all revenues from taxes in 1998, 27% in 2004, and 15% in
2009. The most recent year reflects the impact of the early recession on properties being
acquired, as this revenue source declined by 12% between 2004 and 2009. It should be noted
that statistical data for fiscal year 1999 was not utilized in this analysis due to unexplained data
totals for Earned Income Tax revenue and Realty Transfer Tax revenue. The 1998 statistical
data was consistent with trends identified, therefore it was used as the starting date of the
period analyzed.

A comparison to two other Township’s revenue profile is provided in order to gain a
perspective as to Adams Township’s role within the Southern Butler County/Northern
Allegheny County region. Cranberry Township was not included for comparison as their
development pattern is markedly different from both Middlesex Township in Butler County
and Pine Township in Allegheny County. For this comparison analysis, the fiscal year 1999
statistics were utilized as reported data was consistent with recognized trends.

In Middlesex Township, revenues from Earned Income Tax represented 30% of total
revenues in 1999, 17% in 2004 and 28.5% in 2009. During the same three (3) years analyzed,
Real Estate Tax revenue was 14.5% in 1999, 23% in 2004 and about 28.5% in 2009. Realty
Transfer Tax revenues were only 3.5% in 1999, 3.5% in 2004, and 2.5% in 2009. This ratio is an
indication that revenue’s from property acquisition is significantly less of a socio-economic
dynamic in Middlesex Township compared to Adams Township. Further, when property tax
revenues and property transfer revenues are combined, property related taxes only made up
about 25% of 1999’s total revenues, 27% in 2004, and 31% in 2009. In two of the three years
analyzed, Adams Township’s Realty Transfer Tax revenues alone accounted for similar
percentages of total revenue as Middlesex Township’s combined Real Estate and Property
Transfer Tax revenues.

Pine Township’s Earned Income Tax revenues were 24% of total revenues in 1999, 20%
in 2004 and 17% in 2009, significantly less than the ratio identified in Adams Township. Pine
Township’s total revenues consistently ranked second only to Cranberry Township’s revenue
streams in the comparison region, while earned income tax revenues represented the most
significant source of tax revenue, similar to Adams Township’s profile. Realty Transfer Tax
revenues represented only 13% of total revenue in 2009, 7% in 2004 and only 3.5% in 2009,
similar to trends identified in Middlesex Township during the period analyzed. Combined
revenues from both Real Estate Tax and Property Transfer taxes represented 27% of total
revenues in 1999, 19.5% in 2004 and 20% in 2009 in Pine Township. In comparison, revenues
from Realty Transfer Taxes alone in Adams Township represented similar proportions of all
revenues during the period analyzed. External development pressure, a result of land
acquisition in Adams Township is a predominant dynamic and as quality development
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continues, revenues from Real Estate taxes should continue to increase, providing Adams
Township with a solid revenue stream for future service delivery.

OTHER REVENUE SOURCES

Revenues from licenses and permits and “Other Charges” also represents a source of
revenue to all three (3) Township’s being compared, and offsets to a degree, the cost to
administer growth management programs in place in each community. Adams does not
report license and permit revenues but includes related revenue in the “Other Charges”
category, while both Middlesex and Pine Townships log revenues separately. In 1998, Adams
Township’s “Other Charges” revenue was 13% of total revenues, in 2004 it was about 7% and in
2009 it was 4% of the total. In comparison, Middlesex Township’s reported revenue from
licenses and permits and “Other Charges” totaled 5% in 1999, about 4.5% in 2004 and only 2%
in 2009, less than in Adams Township in all three (3) years. Pine Township’s combined revenue
from “Licenses and Permits” and “Other Charges: represented about 13% in 1999, 8.5% in 2004
and 4% in 2009, similar to Adams Township’s revenue profile for the related category.

Another source of reported income is recorded as “Other Financing Sources” which
includes bonds and low interest loan or grant programs primarily for infrastructure
improvements. The three (3) target years analyzed, 1998, 2004, and 2009, average 33% of
total Township revenues for those years, however, 85% of the total revenues reported from
“Other Financing Sources” occurred in 2009 in Adams Township, indicating a major capital
improvements initiative. In Middlesex Township, the three (3) year average represented about
26% of the total reported revenues for 1999, 2004, and 2009. Pine Township’s three (3) year
average was about 28%, 53% of which was accounted for in 2004. In raw numbers, both
Adams and Pine Townships invested significant revenues in probable infrastructure
improvements projects to meet the demand of increased development pressure as reported
revenues in the “Other Financing Sources” category totaled 4.4 million and 7.9 million dollars
respectively, with major funding reported in a single year. Middlesex Township’s 1.6 million
dollar, three (3) year total does not reflect a major capital improvements initiative.

All three (3) Townships also relied on “Intergovernmental Revenue — State” as a
revenue stream during the period analyzed. This category could include Commonwealth
originated grants for a variety of municipal service costs. The three (3) year average in Adams
Township was slightly more than 4% of all revenues in 1998, 2004 and 2009 combined. In
Middlesex Township, the three (3) year average was about 8.5% and in Pine Township, it was a
little more than 2%. No single year revenues received from the state was significant in any of
the Townships.

SUMMARY
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Traditional revenue sources such as Real Estate Tax revenue and Earned Income Tax
revenue still account for the bulk of municipal revenues in the comparable communities. In
Adams Township tax revenues represented 66% of all revenues in 1998, 65% in 2004 and about
42% in 2009. The Township’s Earned Income Tax revenue, however, is the primary tax revenue
generator, similar to the revenue profile in Pine Township. Add to that revenue stream the
Property Transfer Tax Revenue in Adams Township and the trend for continued development
has been sustained, more so than in either Pine or Middlesex Townships.

Tax revenues represented 55% of all revenues in Middlesex Township in 1999,
44% in 2004, and 63.5% in 2009. Almost all tax revenues are derived from Real Estate and
Earned Income at 93.5% in 1999, 91% in 2004 and about 9o% in 2009, with all other revenues
sources combined at less than 10%. In Pine Township tax revenues represented 61% of
recorded revenues in 1997, 47% in 2004, and 61% in 2009, but the combined revenues from
Real Estate and Earned Income represent only 63% of all recorded revenues in 1999, 64.5% in
2004 and about 67% in 2009. Whereas Middlesex Township relies almost exclusively on Real
Estate and Earned Income Tax Revenues combined, both Adams and Pine Township’s revenue
profiles indicate a broader range of revenue sources relating to property transfers and growth
management activities. The socio-economic forecast is positive as transferred properties are
developed generating additional revenues from up-scale residential housing occupied by high-
end wage earners.

SELECTED EXPENDITURES, FIVE-YEAR TRENDS, 1999 TO 2009

Between 1998 and 2009, Adams Township’s total expenditures increased about 70%
from $1.57 million to $5.19 million. As with most Townships of the Second Class, municipal
expenditures fall into three (3) primary categories, Streets and Roads, Police and Fire
(combined), and General Administration. In 1998, the percentages of total expenditures were
44.5% for Streets and Roads, about 17% for combined Police and Fire protection, and about
14% for General Administration. Five (5) years later in 2003, those percentages were 56.5% on
administration, 7.5% on Police and Fire protection, and about 5.5% on road maintenance.
Expenditures on the new municipal building accounted for the significant increase in
administration costs that year. In 2008, the percentage of total expenditures were reported to
the Pennsylvania Department of Community and Economic Department (PaDCED) as follows:
about 26% for Streets and Roads, 14.5% for Police and Fire protection combined (10% on
police alone), and almost 9% for general administration. In the years 2007 and 2008 combined,
Adams Township spend $2.7 million on Streets and Roads, which accounted for 25% of the
combined years' total expenditures.

While statistics for Cranberry Township have been provided as a reference,
comparisons to communities with similar rural-residential characteristics and socio-economic

May 2013 Socio-Economic Profile Page 5-39



Adams Jownship Comprehensive Development Plan

metrics are used in order to define Adams Township’s role within the region (Table 5-19).
Between 1998 and 2008, Middlesex Township’s expenditures increased by about 48% from
$1.09 million to $2.10 million. Similar expenditure patterns were reported in 1998, with 34%
for Police and Fire (30% on police alone), 28.5% on Streets and Roads, and 22.5% on General
Administration. In 2003, five (5) years later, expenditures were consistent with 29% for road
maintenance, 26% on Police and Fire and about 13.5% on general administration. At the most
recent end of the period analyzed, in the year 2008, Middlesex Township reported
expenditures on Streets and Roads at 36% of the total, while 19% was committed for Police
and Fire Protection and about 13.5% for general administration. Total expenditures peaked
during the period analyzed at $3.36 million in 2006, while Adams Township peak expenditures
occurred in 21007 with a total of $5.44 million.

Pine Township’s expenditures profile between 1998 and 2008 reflected commitments
to the same core activities, and their total expenditures grew from $4.83 million to $13.70
million, or about 65%. Expenditures on Streets and Roads dominated total expenditures in
each of the interval years analyzed, 1998, 2003 and 2008. Streets and Roads maintenance
comprised 33.5% of the total in 1998, 27% in 2003, and 18% in 2008. General Administration
revenues ranked second in all three (3) years analyzed, with about 18.5% in 1998, slightly more
than 16% in 2003, and 13% in the year 2008. Police and Fire combined, occupied the third tier
of expenditures during the interval years analyzed, with 14.5% of the total in 1998, 12% in
2003, and about 12.5% in 2008. Pine Township’s peak year for expenditures during the period
analyzed was in 2007 at $15.06 million.

DISCRETIONARY EXPENDITURES

In addition to the three (3) primary categories, municipalities in the southwestern
Butler/northern Allegheny County region have all invested money in Parks and Recreation,
Libraries, Planning and Development and reported expenditures under the "“Other
Expenditures” category. Between 1998 and 2003, Adams Township spent $670,158 on Parks
and Recreation, and between 2004 and 2009 that commitment increased by 12.5% to
$766,380, for a total during the twelve-year period analyzed of $1,436,538 or about $120,000
annually on average. Pine Township’s expenditures on parks related activities totaled
$12,869,289, over a million dollars annually, on average. Richland Township’s Parks and
Recreation expenditures totaled $2,162,710 or about $180,000 annually for the twelve-year
period analyzed (Table 5-19). As a point of discussion, Cranberry Township’s aggressive Parks
and Recreation program cost $42,524,333 between 1998 and 2009, an average of $3.5 million
dollars annually. These expenditures include the acquisition of hundreds of acres of land and
the development of a golf course and swimming pool complex.
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In terms of public library expenditures, Adams Township committed $102,000 between
1998 and 2003, and as revenues increased, committed $207,000 to libraries between 2004 and
2009, an increase of 50% during the most recent six-year period. The twelve-year total of
$307,000 averaged about $26,000 annually. Pine Township’s expenditures on libraries totaled
$1,600,051 between 1998 and 2009, about $133,000 annually, and Richland Township
committed $1,763,802 to public libraries during the period analyzed, about $147,000 annually
on average. In the year 2010, according to u.S. Census
Bureau figures, Adams Township, with a 75% increase in population between 2000 and 2010
surpassed both Pine and Richland Townships in total population for the first time since 1960.
Expenditures on public services such as Parks and Recreation and libraries will probably trend
higher as Adams Township continues to attract homebuyers and small businesses.

The category “Other Expenditures” were consistently higher for all communities in the
region during the late 1990’s and early 2000’s, and usually related to capital improvements
projects, land acquisition, or public service related activities. However, beginning in the mid-
2000's smaller percentages of expenditures on the “Other” line item were recorded. In 1999,
Adams Township’s “"Other Expenditures” were reported at 25% of the total and in 2002, the
percentage was nearly 49% of all expenditures. Beginning in 2006, “Other Expenditures” fell
to less than 10% of the total. That trend was repeated in every community in the region and
reflected a more conservative fiscal approach as growth rates declined. Adams Township’s
continued residential growth is the anomaly in the region.

Expenditures on Planning and Development were reported throughout the period
analyzed as most of the comparable communities in the region experience periods of
significant growth. Adams Township reported expenditures of $1,114,594 through 2005 when
the PaDCED reporting format was revised. This equates to an annual average of about
$140,000, however, Adams Township has chosen to maintain a smaller Township personnel
presence and relies on its Planning Commission, Board of Supervisors, and consulting
professionals for much of the review and approval input. Both Pine Township and Richland
Township have more professional staff to provide planning and development services, but Pine
Township still recorded higher total expenditures during the period analyzed. Between 1998
and 2005, Pine Township’s planning and development expenditures totaled $2,364,670, more
than $295,000 annually, while Richland Township totaled $993,061, about $124,000 annually,
in line with Adams Township’s expenditures (Table 5-19).

VALUATION

Another piece of information included in the PaDCED, Bureau of Municipal Statistics
database related to the value of land and millage rate. In 2003, the Commonwealth provided a
reporting method for both assessed value of real estate and market value of real estate in
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addition to listing the current millage rate and common level ratio. The assessed value of a
property is the County’s valuation for tax purposes while the market value is based on the
highest price a buyer would pay and a seller would accept. A common level ratio is a
comparison of a previous year’s actual sales prices to the assessed value of properties set by
the County. One (1) mil equals $1.00 for every $1,000 of taxable property value. Recent
reassessments usually provide a more accurate reflection of current property values.

In 2003 Adams Township ranked fourth of the comparison communities with a millage
rate of five (5). This rate remained unchanged until 2009 with when it decreased to 3.75 mils
and still ranked fourth overall. Pine Township at 1 mil through 2008 and 1.2 mils in 2009,
ranked first. Richland Township at three (3) mils through 2008 and 2.75 mils in 2009 ranked
second, Forward Township at four (4) mils through 2008 and 2.78 mils in 2009, ranked third. It
should be noted that a mil in Butler County does not generate any equal amount of revenue in
Allegheny County (Table 5-20).

Adams Township’s assessed value of real estate ranked second of the comparison
communities in Butler County at $66,642,273 in 2003, with Cranberry Township first at
$221,724,276. Pine Township ranked first in Allegheny County in the region in 2003 at
$843,653,688. With the reassessment of Allegheny County in 2003, both Pine and Richland
Townships’ common level ration fell and the market value of real estate caught up with the
assessed value. In 2007 Adams Township’s market value of real estate surpassed one billion
dollars for the first time and the assessed valuation has increased every year since 2003
beginning at $66,6423,273 through 2008 at $100,000,204, an increase of about 33.5% in five (5)
years. The year 2009 formulas for both market value and assessed value of real estate were
revised and several data sets need to be compared for consistent evaluation. Based on
comparisons to Forward and Middlesex Townships in Butler County, Adams Township’s
assessed value is growing faster because of new development being added and is in fact
increasing at a rate similar to Cranberry Township’s.

SUMMARY

Adams Township’s fiscally conservative approach to governing has provided a socio-
economic profile for continued increases in property values, while maintaining Township
assets. Manageable debt burdens and a “pay as you go” policy has resulted in reasonable
household tax rates while property values continue to rise. Projected increases in both
residential and moderately scaled commercial development have continued to make Adams
Township attractive for private sector investment. As the population grows and increases in
service delivery costs are weighed, these conservative fiscal policies will dictate the provision
of amenities sought by new residents in the near future.
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Table 5-18

Revenues, 1998-2009
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1998
ADAMS 1,672,270 1,097,997 205,724 598,525 269,167 8,671 257,404 0 214,505 0 32,542 21,197
CRANBERRY | 24,275,649 5,958,260 | 1,946,781 | 2,426,333 172,226 0| 613,161 592,777 715,450 | 125,858 93,125 | 15,732,554
FORWARD 422,630 269,252 56,975 181,052 16,258 0| 107,515 0 13,512 1,605 7,504 7,853
MIDDLESEX 1,165,279 794,939 313,865 432,459 48,569 0| 225329 1,826 55,941 22413 | 27,392 14,414
PINE 5,178,063 | 3,179,538 852,979 | 1,185,401 709,239 0| 191,183 93,031 481,472 | 24,404 | 47,507 982,537
RICHLAND 9,058,343 | 2,281,696 | 1,250,520 843,208 143,417 0| 278575 28,849 55,376 | 85,395 | 79,393 | 5,032,656
1999
ADAMS 1,760,660 | 1,264,450 273,828 10,386 0 | 685,645 | 165,809 0 214,960 0| 29,714 14,858
CRANBERRY | 13,167,281 6,515,205 | 2,079,718 | 2,673,249 833,384 0| 792632 654,128 711,276 | 134,938 96,563 | 3,190,627
FORWARD 421,767 275,622 57,139 192,110 11,018 7,397 | 109,844 0 13,287 1,030 4,935 1,575
MIDDLESEX 1,518,388 836,484 326,618 455,506 54,360 0| 235984 2,098 50,409 22,839 25,207 314,253
PINE 5,817,842 | 3,555,034 849,042 | 1,400,818 747,172 0| 233598 15,600 721,361 | 25637 | 48,859 | 1,068,745
RICHLAND 4,831,513 2,343,494 | 1,268,730 889,189 137,766 0| 363212 31,293 86,260 82,004 71,175 474,513
2000
ADAMS 2,532,691 1,576,313 252,848 938,035 355,588 | 11,691 | 185,734 3,000 183,150 0| 27,250 452,699
CRANBERRY | 12443290 | 7,148,082 | 2,301,052 | 2,945,176 786,552 0| 608,072 677,879 624,276 | 323,809 | 118,168 | 2,362,507
FORWARD 449,417 302,485 59,325 203,505 23,964 0| 108542 0 4,864 1,790 9,585 31
MIDDLESEX 1,243,195 855,707 328,964 473,166 53,577 0| 213836 1,682 41,578 | 25436 | 28,831 39,217
PINE 6,659,477 4,221,578 | 1,086,127 | 1,780,660 834,522 0| 259,699 32,592 614,132 1,055 55,651 | 1,196,753
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Table 5-18

Revenues, 1998-2009
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RICHLAND 5,702,952 2,623,959 | 1,426,830 | 1,003,227 137,848 0 422,190 29,871 83,363 87,344 59,924 697,142
2001
ADAMS 2,536,532 1,683,570 281,133 | 1,046,276 327,750 9,758 237,267 9,200 200,510 0 28,078 259,483
CRANBERRY | 30,760,075 7,942,038 | 2,448,904 | 3,320,980 940,311 01| 1,321,236 322,398 | 1,219,361 | 361,544 | 105,621 | 10,279,347
FORWARD 459,321 310,545 60,025 215,498 19,754 0 109,652 0 6,196 1,160 7,896 6,390
MIDDLESEX 1,425,060 876,707 332,714 485,304 58,689 0 220,463 1,543 45,401 30,431 30,142 201,727
PINE 6,806,443 4,201,523 972,619 | 1,791,001 794,710 0 236,216 103,976 846,307 630 64,796 | 1,097,795
RICHLAND 5,234,021 2,638,863 | 1,416,455 | 1,000,411 142,666 0 484,655 55,595 88,383 60,723 55,275 461,118
2002
ADAMS 4,355,039 1,874,833 302,765 | 1,188,807 353,443 8,995 235,755 28,300 207,802 0 39,177 | 1,890,383
CRANBERRY | 22,672,123 8,113,467 | 2,676,923 | 3,205,499 | 1,003,484 0| 1,412,689 392,118 | 1,879,023 | 269,301 | 105,612 | 1,895,860
FORWARD 449,506 309,229 60,281 217,828 14,377 0 114,490 0 9,731 1,220 5,890 1,341
MIDDLESEX 2,230,726 865,689 333,362 493,656 38,671 0 275,925 1,334 65,576 32,558 38,294 928,122
PINE 7,311,148 4,780,692 | 1,068,079 | 1,839,265 | 1,139,152 0 302,001 63,382 760,120 4,053 72,355 | 1,011,876
RICHLAND 5,536,176 2,866,367 | 1,550,837 | 1,033,780 233,357 0 451,663 74,611 110,349 | 176,876 49,864 257,408
2003
ADAMS 4,180,381 2,138,280 327,588 | 1,257,972 520,496 9,987 269,540 31,000 284,916 0 34,068 | 1,393,019
CRANBERRY | 39,893,019 8,691,764 | 2,770,845 | 3,428,205 | 1,166,505 0 983,635 | 2,626,802 | 1,386,733 | 316,749 | 154,575 | 16,512,891
FORWARD 568,600 415,392 62,221 217,948 116,503 0 119,263 0 20,183 1,195 5,054 3,072
MIDDLESEX 2,028,572 1,063,543 507,121 483,178 68,398 0 280,287 1,483 58,618 32,629 45,332 528,389
PINE 9,232,873 4895309 | 1,091,893 | 1,942,515 | 1,123,728 0 359,545 49,582 696,164 462 76,843 | 3,009,862
RICHLAND 6,495,188 3,028,081 | 1,620,957 | 1,062,071 293,575 0 460,758 65,605 105,720 | 109,628 60,060 | 1,274,519
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Table 5-18

Revenues, 1998-2009

= = 58 28 | o Be| Be | 82|, 5. |582| . g2 | Zus|Bus| 2as
o < = Lol n S P T — =2 = o © > o - ® S © QO Cc w=c | <FTc|a8T o c
5 | 5% | 3% | 42 | EE3|3u3| & 283 53| 5F3|253|s53sE:s
2 -2 Ly &E Mo g 8,‘3 =& SEX o éﬂ-n: el 4 N A
2004
ADAMS 3,785,264 2,449,081 357,939 | 1,390,790 651,852 | 25,077 | 282523 38,700 271,384 0] 26921 663,737
CRANBERRY | 29,773,972 | 10,236,035 | 3,209,499 | 3,784,062 | 1,418,947 0|1,039,127 | 2,637,827 | 1,205,684 | 315565 | 145475 | 4,421,083
FORWARD 539,968 333,017 63,069 225,510 35,259 0| 120,495 0 26,772 1,350 6,401 46,239
MIDDLESEX 2,681,779 1,182,632 618,318 458,498 98,830 0| 306,809 200 82,175 35429 | 47,158 995,653
PINE 10,982,480 5,142,136 | 1,121,312 | 2,199,722 | 1,038,239 0| 378545 45,017 939,354 501 68,947 | 4,227,445
RICHLAND 7,086,882 3,187,077 | 1,707,696 | 1,167,629 235,111 0| 390,555 28,025 111,113 | 190,984 79,809 | 1,446,743
2005
ADAMS 4,658,958 2,768,700 391,819 | 1,653,494 687,119 | 35,734 | 297,095 48,700 357,201 0 37,608 | 1,050,658
CRANBERRY | 32,056,271 | 10,152,666 | 3,290,389 | 4,089,404 | 1,131,643 01,377,478 | 2,829,863 | 2,212,887 | 156,224 | 174,331 | 3,932,238
FORWARD 586,652 345,999 63,399 236,387 37,904 0| 161,600 0 22,800 1,220 5,619 21,471
MIDDLESEX 2,056,014 1,268,585 632,425 520,702 63,049 0| 440,638 1,118 55,099 36,265 | 48,112 179,688
PINE 11,670,994 5,452,857 | 1,252,610 | 2,312,947 | 1,041,696 0| 411,153 67,605 830,532 697 | 20,659 | 4,190,881
RICHLAND 6,614,001 3,472,019 | 1,752,667 | 1,211,703 229,093 0| 456,170 30,674 96,364 | 199,246 67,165 377,153
2006
ADAMS 3,774,154 2,827,133 420,746 | 1,738,266 630,852 | 37,269 | 338,011 11,440 342,629 34,116 31,431
CRANBERRY | 33403,69 | 11,207,198 | 3,412,561 | 4,289,550 | 1,353,334 1,897,736 | 2,841,747 | 1,702,603 4,855 | 180,679 | 1,883,255
FORWARD 674,506 374,696 64,383 263,203 38,720 132,038 19,789 1,655 6,651 111,740
MIDDLESEX 3,775,350 1,344,236 633,261 590,976 46,245 295,559 4,363 86,195 1,080 31,609 | 1,925,869
PINE 21,231,052 6,346,958 | 1,291,309 | 2,635,139 | 1,455,654 438,058 63,952 697,938 | 249,941 26,768 | 12,462,054
RICHLAND 8,500,182 3,751,203 | 1,835,880 | 1,278,016 262,446 487,354 33,851 40,807 | 193,635 78,908 671,334
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Table 5-18

Revenues, 1998-2009
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2007
ADAMS 5,131,122 3,294,325 459,859 | 2,124,083 657,647 | 52,736 | 354,786 4,425 423,990 50,922 763,452
CRANBERRY | 35486,448 | 12,156,076 | 3,488,449 | 4,762,022 | 1,401,032 1,399,718 | 3,064,077 | 1,399,915 4,290 | 128,772 | 2,286,083
FORWARD 608,715 385,501 63,347 278,512 35,507 142,602 35,113 2,050 5,650 2,027
MIDDLESEX 1,820,256 1,293,041 618,423 537,196 63,077 300,182 5,217 48,759 635 | 37,310 38,786
PINE 13,417,707 6,809,590 | 1,296,420 | 3,113,560 | 1,431,026 662,393 67,177 652,111 2575 | 25837 | 3,897,139
RICHLAND 12,399,058 3,960,415 | 1,925,836 | 1,364,171 245,397 511,826 41,508 39,386 | 177,098 | 63,863 | 4,492,380
2008
ADAMS 6,280,876 | 3,469,745 | 491,735 | 2275962 | 657,399 | 44,649 | 420,419 53,986 | 273,738 33,555 | 1,863,404
CRANBERRY | 48,333,642 | 11,861,165 | 3,566,750 | 4,649,969 | 1,123,455 1,549,426 | 3,097,834 | 2,638,202 6,130 | 128,919 | 13,149,807
FORWARD 605,998 388,961 64,139 286,654 28,438 153,290 20,291 1,670 4,885 7,989
MIDDLESEX 2,332,052 1,362,289 601,011 646,304 68,596 281,788 15,113 103,159 325 | 38,279 438,314
PINE 12,106,502 6,618,811 | 1,379,586 | 3,103,970 | 1,050,087 604,286 66,940 609,486 2,855 | 25970 | 3,085,333
RICHLAND 9,759,680 4,073,530 | 1,979,150 | 1,472,514 299,877 548,061 43,262 48,333 | 150,545 | 65,182 | 2,384,556
2009
ADAMS 7,950,152 3,366,659 522,813 | 2,307,153 495,615 | 41,078 41,078 4,875 307,960 0| 31,192 | 3,757,548
CRANBERRY | 33,810,330 | 13,083,839 | 3,614,830 | 4,760,424 | 1,417,353 0 0| 2836,129 | 1,463,485 | 91,277 | 122,653 | 1,413,720
FORWARD 597,412 402,855 63,662 295,615 28,263 0 0 0 13,654 1,655 4,796 686
MIDDLESEX 2,076,150 1,318,412 594,420 595,322 50,467 0 0 9,718 39,166 380 | 38,765 345,728
PINE 11,236,694 | 6,867,391 | 1,439,096 | 3,178,136 | 803,994 0 0| 289858 | 459911 | 2,952 | 17,934 | 2,663,540
RICHLAND 8970922 | 4,374,437 | 2125960 | 1,554,135 | 317,584 0 0 42,190 42419 | 134,371 | 49525 | 1,669,749

Source: Pennsylvania Department of Community and Economic Development, Bureau of Municipal Statistics
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Table 5-19
Expenses, 1998-2009
z 8 S T - - s E 8
X 52 $E 8 . <3 i3 =2 £ | 2E | 32
gE £5 s 3 = = 28 B 29 S 35 £
5= T2 3 g = = 5 58 5 S2 °g
= S 3 & & a8 ]
1998
ADAMS 1,577,590 222,609 185,634 78,514 701,301 5,061 215,638 14,000 74,889 79,587
CRANBERRY 26,196,717 981,446 1,199,508 240,495 4,385,574 0 488,611 168,180 354,601 16,569,612
FORWARD 421,563 45,651 120 24,957 307,155 0 2,400 0 4,542 35,688
MIDDLESEX 1,099,464 247,835 337,456 35,497 313,092 0 2,103 0 90,732 38,833
PINE 4,833,681 889,516 475,105 229,365 1,617,600 0 208,430 76,882 147,642 862,702
RICHLAND 4,333,020 429,544 924,686 117,170 936,955 0 59,346 121,697 129,974 455,323
1999
ADAMS 1,459,293 275,209 181,569 85,259 383,046 39,466 1,247 14,000 108,075 371,022
CRANBERRY 10,957,887 1,023,523 1,242,199 647,271 2,877,447 0 458,937 179,548 452,854 2,684,174
FORWARD 403,710 44,674 200 26,213 283,581 0 0 2,500 7,399 38,501
MIDDLESEX 1,377,519 280,471 353,904 250,495 273,251 0 2,631 0 88,962 91,610
PINE 5,195,367 1,149,103 517,308 161,700 1,206,639 0 311,970 87,617 241,415 1,085,085
RICHLAND 6,449,401 355,681 899,476 113,402 1,452,606 0 63,676 134,708 121,534 487,387
2000
ADAMS 1,876,036 242,696 193,990 92,410 445,026 149,917 166,251 15,000 163,406 396,772
CRANBERRY 12,747,958 1,154,839 1,435,205 917,894 3,343,655 0 690,898 189,442 591,746 2,935,011
FORWARD 347,913 51,308 180 26,417 216,813 0 3,796 3,000 3,769 41,120
MIDDLESEX 1,278,796 236,894 407,243 14,433 385,016 0 1,824 5,500 52,832 111,875
PINE 6,105,468 1,218,261 582,694 177,819 2,288,707 0 67,876 94,308 269,477 1,240,534
RICHLAND 5,646,326 863,230 932,916 128,522 755,256 0 157,472 139,794 98,910 716,440
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Table 5-19
Expenses, 1998-2009
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2001
ADAMS 1,875,747 297,048 257,024 100,664 451,579 27,072 207,715 16,000 196,625 311,420
CRANBERRY 22,643,674 1,554,654 2,024,488 468,818 6,355,711 2,534,050 1,633,946 205,622 881,671 1,283,866
FORWARD 469,111 49,756 120 33,011 330,300 0 0 3,500 2,042 48,519
MIDDLESEX 1,483,090 210,590 402,164 16,539 423,278 0 1,461 5,500 63,915 201,381
PINE 6,113,927 1,137,100 631,094 186,655 1,972,231 78,163 389,537 97,560 307,777 1,138,601
RICHLAND 6,487,493 1,179,372 1,051,261 153,223 1,862,135 35,695 136,670 144,615 108,446 750,239
2002
ADAMS 4,114,902 701,078 308,933 118,223 716,368 52,645 38,609 21,000 140,427 2,004,904
CRANBERRY 23,527,372 2,073,889 2,163,082 493,238 5,538,875 3,058,307 2,696,568 222,994 445,080 727,034
FORWARD 424,679 49,670 0 33,316 270,012 0 0 4,000 1,379 64,025
MIDDLESEX 2,146,631 834,303 388,504 43,420 473,398 0 1,833 7,000 75,136 269,630
PINE 6,516,323 1,355,203 665,117 204,024 1,958,750 0 848,126 122,715 281,215 1,079,866
RICHLAND 5,006,584 554,174 1,068,837 163,065 1,066,386 37,070 218,047 140,310 108,754 631,149
2003
ADAMS 6,002,619 3,402,054 319,505 132,196 340,567 38,175 40,698 22,000 159,305 1,534,568
CRANBERRY 38,706,914 2,306,362 2,410,882 928,523 6,039,863 2,670,393 3,439,702 232,678 437,851 2,950,046
FORWARD 417,006 68,038 0 36,002 237,802 0 0 4,100 1,976 66,282
MIDDLESEX 2,065,661 282,819 452,559 84,919 604,900 0 1,477 7,000 116,338 320,373
PINE 9,002,294 1,468,745 773,503 317,777 2,429,863 0 308,241 131,775 332,238 3,237,659
RICHLAND 5,742,224 494,860 1,083,284 185,281 1,747,890 37,945 133,736 148,109 121,018 825,433
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Table 5-19
Expenses, 1998-2009
z 8 S T o o s E 8
g2 52 TE 8 e I3 i <2 £ | gE | 52
5§ 5% 22 S i £3 5 28 5 =S | £°B
5= - 3 = 8 5 58 = s2 °g
= S 3 & & a8 ]
2004
ADAMS 3,311,359 576,798 322,982 172,462 1,087,106 48,981 41,424 25,000 | 130,881 883,263
CRANBERRY 31,204,253 5,565,230 2,789,612 720,279 3,974,855 3,025,190 3,476,616 233,426 | 558,720 2,393,056
FORWARD 587,598 84,239 0 36,120 354,573 0 0 4,500 5,536 91,673
MIDDLESEX 2,489,046 618,962 467,938 94,625 689,565 0 5,493 5000 | 160,775 338,204
PINE 9,194,852 931,149 956,655 327,010 1,519,318 85,000 460,512 139,907 | 429,755 4,339,872
RICHLAND 7,720,096 456,861 1,091,645 184,634 2,071,195 38,820 201,043 158,500 | 160,191 1,276,127
2005
ADAMS 3,614,550 461,761 445,994 205,240 981,819 51,974 90,105 27,000 | 140,986 1,179,508
CRANBERRY 29,893,085 3,359,327 3,012,077 670,014 2,946,721 3,361,552 3,807,244 238,881 | 599,791 2,073,112
FORWARD 522,380 110,927 0 40,642 231,791 0 0 4,600 2,538 129,035
MIDDLESEX 2,087,977 296,950 451,728 100,163 711,289 0 636 2,500 97,189 291,152
PINE 10,452,889 914,141 907,839 369,563 2,395,976 57,591 436,298 147,600 | 355,151 4,319,865
RICHLAND 6,538,508 498,481 1,350,572 193,602 1,495,681 39,570 202,917 165,140 | 144,234 949,748
2006
ADAMS 2,462,931 443,561 479,061 236,274 758,301 57,215 55,626 30,000 0 252,315
CRANBERRY 31,394,054 2,982,812 2,992,071 921,986 3,300,037 3,871,727 4,109,248 243,411 0 802,534
FORWARD 519,727 122,192 40,866 165,467 1,430 4,700 0 70,746
MIDDLESEX 3,367,833 304,895 265,664 91,971 523,095 0 1,123 2,500 0 170,933
PINE 10,485,700 930,399 924,991 381,220 3,004,049 4,487 1,668,573 157,080 0 343,696
RICHLAND 6,704,250 493,024 1,280,250 205,744 2,064,689 40,695 189,472 173,960 0 156,572
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Table 5-19
Expenses, 1998-2009
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2007
ADAMS 5,446,512 1,832,137 530,344 117,526 1,326,554 0 241,459 32,000 500 260,479
CRANBERRY 31,798,760 3,539,410 3,606,740 615,324 2,437,391 4,051,009 3,763,898 242,768 0 239,540
FORWARD 618,305 127,114 0 41,620 358,536 364 1,956 4,800 0 66,699
MIDDLESEX 1,808,460 315,747 281,661 97,162 803,808 0 1,037 2,500 0 138,247
PINE 15,056,742 1,003,443 982,631 390,942 2,678,282 8 4,832,203 167,512 0 184,847
RICHLAND 11,827,131 2,691,696 1,330,785 208,660 1,965,951 44,460 164,377 185,040 0 10,226
2008
ADAMS 5,192,800 452,935 519,067 229,592 1,367,741 0 106,002 55,000 0 413,326
CRANBERRY 43,623,461 5,328,860 3,748,591 1,181,759 3,500,934 4,214,514 10,978,502 256,937 0 203,285
FORWARD 612,312 99,218 0 41,715 399,276 400 4,900 0 56,614
MIDDLESEX 2,109,350 283,396 312,437 91,913 760,681 0 2,720 2,500 0 91,824
PINE 13,707,036 1,803,889 1,001,885 718,081 2,459,850 0 3,143,481 183,053 0 205,336
RICHLAND 11,751,706 2,913,102 1,386,403 217,633 2,238,101 46,085 430,474 194,558 0 11,175
2009
ADAMS 6,737,622 562,962 611,920 223,263 765,903 0 231,764 38,000 0 288,337
CRANBERRY 36,267,564 3,156,516 4,059,812 646,001 3,572,097 4,343,506 6,980,163 267,677 0 206,176
FORWARD 692,157 91,187 0 39,178 313,246 401 0 4,900 0 61,105
MIDDLESEX 2,202,057 299,658 318,214 87,336 873,014 0 3,247 2,500 0 126,592
PINE 12,096,896 1,046,762 1,112,830 406,788 3,132,522 0 1,367,445 194,042 0 162,194
RICHLAND 7,997,767 628,615 1,385,891 210,029 1,771,815 78,330 205,480 203,389 0 12,183
Source: Pennsylvania Department of Community and Economic Development, Bureau of Municipal Statistics
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Table 5-20

Valuation, 1998-2009

Total Mills Common Level Ratio Market Val Real Estate BRI UEITD
Real Estate
1998
ADAMS 0 13 0 0
CRANBERRY 0 13 0 0
FORWARD 0 13 0 0
MIDDLESEX 0 13 0 0
PINE 0 20 0 0
RICHLAND 0 20 0 0
1999
ADAMS 0 12 0 0
CRANBERRY 0 12 0 0
FORWARD 0 12 0 0
MIDDLESEX 0 12 0 0
PINE 0 19 0 0
RICHLAND 0 19 0 0
2000
ADAMS 5 12 4,375,712 51,633,402
CRANBERRY 12 12 15,854,723 187,085,726
FORWARD 4 12 1,394,148 16,450,950
MIDDLESEX 10 12 2,809,466 33,151,702
PINE 8 19 6,201,797 116,593,790
RICHLAND 15 19 4,601,432 86,506,930
2001
ADAMS 5 11 5,132,263 56,968,117
CRANBERRY 12 11 18,282,115 202,931,482
FORWARD 4 11 1,482,068 16,450,950
MIDDLESEX 10 11 3,026,083 33,589,518
PINE 1 94 7,997,251 751,741,612
RICHLAND 3 94 5,297,540 497,968,761
2002
ADAMS 5 11 5,533,345 61,973,460
CRANBERRY 13 11 19,074,188 213,630,905
FORWARD 4 11 1,486,638 16,650,346
MIDDLESEX 10 11 3,047,815 34,135,524
PINE 1 98 8,488,914 827,669,083
RICHLAND 3 98 5,770,544 562,627,993
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Table 5-20
Valuation, 1998-2009
Total Mills Common Level Ratio Market Val Real Estate Assessed Value
Real Estate
2003
ADAMS 5 10 6,407,911 66,642,273
CRANBERRY 13 10 21,319,642 221,724,276
FORWARD 4 10 1,628,826 16,939,795
MIDDLESEX 15 10 3,322,767 34,556,776
PINE 1 94 8,984,597 843,653,688
RICHLAND 3 94 592,871 55,670,558
2004
ADAMS 5 10 7,186,336 72,581,996
CRANBERRY 14 10 22,823,809 230,520,469
FORWARD 4 10 1,690,729 17,076,359
MIDDLESEX 18 10 3,468,832 35,035,208
PINE 1 91 9,932,373 906,825,613
RICHLAND 3 91 6,447,389 588,646,647
2005
ADAMS 5 10 8,065,362 79,040,547
CRANBERRY 14 10 23,922,369 234,439,214
FORWARD 4 10 1,763,832 17,285,555
MIDDLESEX 18 10 3,614,938 35,426,389
PINE 1 91 10,198,742 939,105,368
RICHLAND 3 91 6,439,847 586,670,017
2006
ADAMS 5 10 894,189,646 85,842,206
CRANBERRY 14 10 2,516,205,917 241,555,768
FORWARD 4 10 182,816,479 17,550,382
MIDDLESEX 18 10 374,338,469 35,936,493
PINE 1 87 1,107,489,032 966,837,925
RICHLAND 3 87 694,413,277 606,222,791
2007
ADAMS 5 9 1,000,995,720 93,092,602
CRANBERRY 14 9 2,646,667,097 246,140,040
FORWARD 4 9 190,182,419 17,686,965
MIDDLESEX 17 9 392,902,366 36,539,920
PINE 1 87 1,152,260,479 996,705,314
RICHLAND 3 87 718,860,054 621,813,947
2008
ADAMS 5 12 833,335,033 100,000,204
CRANBERRY 14 12 2,112,992,267 253,559,072
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Table 5-20
Valuation, 1998-2009

Total Mills Common Level Ratio Market Val Real Estate HEERIEED TR
Real Estate
FORWARD 4 12 145,058,275 17,406,993
MIDDLESEX 17 12 307,216,300 36,865,956
PINE 1 88 1,180,308,979 1,032,770,357
RICHLAND 3 88 730,157,682 638,887,972
2009
ADAMS 3.75 13.70 1,032,397,124 141,438,406
CRANBERRY 10.65 13.70 2,507,539,431 343,532,902
FORWARD 2.78 13.70 171,260,182 23,462,645
MIDDLESEX 12 13.70 362,683,664 49,687,662
PINE 1.2 86.20 1,256,874,383 1,083,425,718
RICHLAND 2.75 86.20 803,052,346 692,231,122

Source: Pennsylvania Department of Community and Economic Development, Bureau of Municipal Statistics
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Table 5-21
Per Capita, 1998-2008
Taxes Rev Per | Exp Per Taxes Rev Per | Exp Per Taxes Rev Per | Exp Per Taxes Rev Per | Exp Per
Per Capita Capita Per Capita Capita Per Capita Capita Per Capita Capita
Capita Capita Capita Capita

1998 2001 2004 2007
ADAMS 281 428 403 249 374 277 362 559 489 486 757 804
CRANBERRY 402 1,638 1,768 336 1,302 958 433 1,260 1,321 515 1,502 1,346
FORWARD 115 181 180 116 171 175 124 201 219 143 227 230
MIDDLESEX 143 209 197 157 255 266 212 480 446 231 326 324
PINE 785 1,279 1,194 547 886 796 669 1,429 1,197 429 1,343 1,281
RICHLAND 265 1,053 504 286 567 703 345 768 836 886 1,746 1,960

1999 2002 2005 2008
ADAMS 323 450 373 277 643 607 409 688 534 512 927 767
CRANBERRY 440 889 740 343 960 996 430 1,357 1,265 502 2,046 1,846
FORWARD 118 180 173 115 167 158 129 218 194 145 226 228
MIDDLESEX 150 272 247 155 399 384 227 368 374 244 417 378
PINE 878 1,437 1,283 622 952 848 710 1,519 1,361 441 1,057 1,273
RICHLAND 273 562 750 311 600 542 376 717 708 861 1,576 1,784

2000 2003 2006
ADAMS 403 648 480 316 617 886 417 557 364
CRANBERRY 482 840 860 368 1,689 1,638 474 1,414 1,329
FORWARD 129 192 149 155 212 155 139 251 193
MIDDLESEX 153 223 229 190 363 370 241 676 603
PINE 1,043 1,645 1,508 637 1,202 1,172 406 921 726
RICHLAND 305 663 657 328 704 622 826 2,763 1,365
Source: Pennsylvania Department of Community and Economic Development, Bureau of Municipal Statistics
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PART 6

EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES

Colleges within 20 Miles of Adams Township

e Butler County Community College, Butler County, PA

e Carlow College, Allegheny County, PA

e Carnegie Mellon University, Allegheny County, PA

e Chatham College, Allegheny County, PA

e Community College of Allegheny County, Allegheny County, PA
e Community College of Beaver County, Beaver County, PA

e Duquesne University, Allegheny County, PA

e Geneva College, Beaver County, PA

e LaRoche College, Allegheny County, PA

e Penn State Beaver, Beaver County, PA

e Penn State New Kensington, Westmoreland County, PA

e Pittsburgh Institute of Mortuary Science, Allegheny County, PA
e Pittsburgh Theological Seminary, Allegheny County, PA

e Point Park University, Allegheny County, PA

e Robert Morris College, Allegheny County, Slippery Rock Honiteau 5.0 _
PA Area S.I0. Allegheny-Clarion
. . . Valley 8.0. (pt)
e Trinity Episcopal School for Ministry, Beaver
County, PA
e University of Pittsburgh, Allegheny County,
PA Kamns City
Area 8.D. (pt))
MARS AREA SCHOOL DISTRICT
Mars Area School District is a public school district Butler Area
in Pennsylvania serving the communities of Mars and 5.0
Valencia Boroughs as well as Adams Township and South Butler
Middlesex Township in Butler County. County S.0.
The earliest known school in the district was the ;f':!]ﬂlmft Area
Denny School, opened in 1796 in Middlesex gpneca Hars D64
. . . . Valley 8.0. Area 8.0 BUTLER COUNTY, PENNSYLUANIA
Township. The current configuration of the district ¥ 3.0 a 8.0 SCHOOL DISTRICTS HAP

was formed in 1960 when the Mars and Valencia
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Boroughs combined with Adams and Middlesex Townships to form the Mars Area School District.

The Mars Area School District consists of five schools. The Mars Area Primary Center for students
in Kindergarten through 1st grade, the Mars Area Elementary School for students in 2nd through
4th grade, the Mars Area Centennial School for students in 5th through 6th grade, the Mars Area
Middle School for students in 7th through 8th grade, and the Mars Area High School for students
in 9th through 12th grade.

Mars Area School District was ranked 111th out of the 498 ranked Pennsylvania School Districts in
2008 by the Pittsburgh Business Times. The ranking was based on student academic performance
as demonstrated in 3 years of PSSA results.”

Staff 2008-2009 School Year

Average Total Teachers (FTE) Other Staff (FTE)
apn 1+ 190.0 o 184 .8 Total: 126.0
130 Instructional Aides: 19.0
100 Instruc. Coordinators & Supervisors: 1.0
52 _ _ Total Guidance Counselors: 5.0
District  State  National Elementary Guidance Counselors: 0.0
Teachers e Secondary Guidance Counselors: 5.0
Total: 190.0 Librarians/Media Specialists: 3.0
Prekindergarten: 0.0 Library/Media Support: 4.0
Kindergarten: 5.0 District Administrators: 3.0
Elementary: 77.5 District Administrative Support: 0.0
Secondary: 95.5 School Administrators: 7.0
Ungraded: 12.0 School Administrative Support: 13.0
Student Support Services: 1.0
Total Staff re): 316.0 Other Support Services: 70.0

Source: National Center for Education Statistics, U.S. Department of Education

B http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mars_Area_School_District
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ENROLLMENT AND PROJECTIONS

Table 6-1
Enrollment, 2009-2010
K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 | 112 | 12 | Total
Mars Area Elementary 219 | 219 | 261 699
Mars Area Primary 99 | 243 342
Mars Area SHS 263 | 222 | 270 | 210 965
Mars Area MS 237 | 223 460
Mars Area Centennial 244 | 238 482
District 99 | 243 | 219 | 219 | 261 | 244 | 238 | 237 | 223 | 263 | 222 | 270 | 210 2,948
Source: Pennsylvania Department of Education, School Profiles
Table 6-1 (continued)
Enrollment, 2005-2006
K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 | 12 | 12 | Total
Mars Area Elementary 205 | 220 | 227 652
Mars Area Primary 230 | 237 | 205 672
Mars Area SHS 236 | 265 [ 223 | 219 943
Mars Area MS 210 | 251 | 207 668
Mars Area Centennial n/a
District 230 | 237 | 205 | 205 | 220 | 227 | 210 | 251 | 207 | 236 | 265 | 223 | 219 | 2,935

Source: Pennsylvania Department of Education, School Profiles
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Table 6-1 (continued)

Enrollment, 2000-2001

K|lax1]2]|3 4 | 5| 67 |8 9 10 11 12 Total
Adams Elementary 123 | 116 | 161 400
Mars Area Primary 196 | 178 | 213 587
Mars Area SHS 228 | 191 | 212 | 186 817
Mars Area MS 207 [ 198 | 211 616
Middlesex Elementary 6o | 70 | 76 206
District 196 | 178 | 223 | 183 [ 186 | 237 | 207 [ 198 | 211 | 228 | 191 | 212 | 186 2,626
Source: Pennsylvania Department of Education, School Profiles
Table 6-1 (continued)
Enrollment, 1995-1996
K| 1| 2 3 4 | 5 6 | 7| 8| 9 10 11 12 Total
Adams Elementary 90 | 106 | 112 | 97 405
Mars Area Primary 173 | 173 346
Mars Area SHS 182 | 143 152 | 144 630°
Mars Area MS 184 | 191 | 181 5663
Middlesex Elementary 75 | 66 | 84 | 70 295
District 173 | 173 | 165 | 172 | 196 | 167 | 184 | 191 | 181 | 182 | 143 152 144 2,223

Source: Pennsylvania Department of Education, School Profiles

* Total includes g ungraded students
3 Total includes 10 ungraded students
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Table 6-2

Projected Enrollment

Mars Area School District, 2010 through 2020

Year K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Total
2010-2011 193 | 218 | 246 | 226 | 220 | 274 | 246 | 245 | 234 | 238 | 261 | 215 | 267 3,086
2011-2012 242 | 208 | 221 | 254 | 227 | 231 | 276 | 254 | 242 | 249 | 236 | 253 | 213 3,106
2012-2013 252 | 260 | 211 | 228 | 255 | 238 | 233 | 285 | 251 | 258 | 247 | 228 | 250 3,196
2013-2014 224 | 270 | 264 | 217 | 229 | 268 | 240 | 240 | 281 | 267 | 256 | 239 | 226 3,221
2014-2015 227 | 240 | 274 | 272 | 218 | 240 | 270 | 247 | 237 | 299 | 265 | 248 | 236 3,273
2015-2016 231 | 244 | 243 | 282 | 274 | 229 | 242 | 278 | 244 | 252 | 297 | 256 | 245 3,317
2016-2017 235 | 248 | 247 | 250 | 284 | 288 | 231 | 249 | 274 | 260 | 250 | 287 | 253 3,356
2017-2018 240 | 253 | 251 | 255 | 251 | 298 | 290 | 238 | 246 | 292 | 258 | 242 | 284 3,398
2018-2019 245 | 258 | 256 | 259 | 256 | 263 | 300 | 299 | 235 | 262 | 290 | 250 | 239 3,412
2019-2020 249 | 263 | 262 | 264 | 260 | 269 | 265 | 309 | 295 | 250 | 260 | 281 | 247 3,474
Source: Enrollment Projections prepared by the Pennsylvania Department of Education

Enrollment, Actual and Projected

4,000
3,000 /‘_;‘ o— 4?.'—*
2,000
1,000

(0]

O o o O N O o o © N O
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Table 6-3

Mars Area School District Revenues

Selected Years

Federal
Local % State % Total Other %
Year Total Revenue Local Taxes Local Other Trotal Local of Total otaliState of Total Total Federal b Other of Total
Revenue R Revenue Revenue of Total
evenue Revenue Revenue Revenue
Revenue
2010-11 | $36,664,307.04 | $24,983,683.76 | $734,799.42 | $25,718,483.18 70.15% $9,854,462.47 26.88% $1,091,361.39 2.98% 0 0.00%
2008-09 | $34,725,200.46 | $23,377,730.86 | $795,246.60 | $24,172,977.46 69.61% $10,552,223.00 30.39% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
2005-06 | $28,665,510.10 | $19,107,207.30 | $714,556.95 | $19,821,764.25 69.15% $8,843,745.85 30.85% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
2000-01 $20,240,532 $11,915,428 $664,164 $12,579,592 62.2 $7,462,086 36.9 $63,981 0.3 $134,873 0.7
1995-96 $14,889,778 $8,059,194 $195,491 $8,254,685 554 $6,266,851 42.1 $214,010 1.4 $154,232 1.0
Source: Pennsylvania Department of Education
Table 6-4
Mars Area School District Expenditures
Selected Years
2 = = IS — =B S S S
| s 58 | z&88 | =8 5§ | E§ | ;68| 2E | &. g 2 | ssz | 2§ | u&
< 8 = o2 = = [5) = = [=% b b7 = = by S
g | &3 =2 | 828 | 2§ 2S5 | 85 | 855| 28 | 23 z | §2= | 58 | 8%
L%‘ D @ 2 e i i ST 24a Q = E M g g o S 7}
< [=
2(1110' $36,443,032 | $11,559,538 | $25,510,664 | $15,426,780 | $2,916,307 | $190,633 | $392,198 | $806,159 | $1,469,818 | $2,110,259 | $376,988 | $4,116,865 | $2,286,012 $57,507
2%%8' $35,858,946 $10,313,241 $22,943,060 $14,241,126 $2,845,049 | $179,139 | $296,548 | $649,147 | $1,207,923 | $2,007,218 | $360,230 | $3,783,305 | $1,977,868 $50,477
2%%5' $27,923,847 $8,519,360 $19,517,674 | $12,449,053 | $2,180,647 | $130,836 | $266,507 | $482,470 $887,465 $1,902,480 | $293,334 | $2,754,644 | $1,955,684 $43,359
2%(10' $19,983,405 $6,151,074 $14,312,440 $8,678,450 $1,695,407 | $417,997 | $252,531 | $438,800 $656,571 $1,329,147 | $225,736 | $2,077,536 | $1,229,336 $38,059
1%%5' $14,920,449 $4,083,980 $10,746,035 $7,192,955 $1,191,829 | $385,060 | $223,638 | $371,496 $507,223 $898,525 $192,615 | $1,267,456 $698,942 $29,779

Source: Pennsylvania Department of Education

Page 6-6 Educational Opportunities May 2013




Adams Jownship Comprehensive Development Plan

PENNSYLVANIA SYSTEM OF STATE ASSESSMENTS

e In 2009-2010 Pennsylvania used the Pennsylvania System of State Assessments (PSSA)
to test students in grades 3 through 8 and 11 in math and reading, in grades 5, 8 and 11

in writing, and in grades 4, 8 and 11 in science.

e The scores reflect the performance of students enrolled for the full academic year.

The PSSA is a standards-based test, which means it measures how well students are
mastering specific skills defined for each grade by the state of Pennsylvania.

The goal is for all students to score at or above proficient on the test.

Source: GreatSchools.org

Grade 3
Reading

The state average for Reading was 75% in 2010.

Math

The state average for Math was 85% in 2010.

Grade 4

Reading

The state average for Reading was 73% in 2010.

Science

The state average for Science was 81% in 2010.

Math

The state average for Math was 85% in 2010.

Grade 5

Reading

94% (2010)
91% (2009)
90% (2008)
91% (2007)

989% (2010)
929% (2009)
90% (2008)
90% (2007)

89% (2010)
86% (2009)
87% (2008)
87% (2007)

96% (2010)
97% (2009)

95% (2010)
919% (2009)
96% (2008)
939% (2007)
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84% (2010)
83% (2009)
74% (2008)
76% (2007)
The state average for Reading was 64% in 2010.

Writing
80% (2010)
54% (2009)
38% (2008)
52% (2007)
The state average for Writing was 62% in 2010.

Math
89% (2010)
86% (2009)
84% (2008)
82% (2007)
The state average for Math was 74% in 2010.

Grade 6

Reading
86% (2010)
82% (2009)
90% (2008)
67% (2007)
The state average for Reading was 69% in 2010.

Math
90% (2010)
92% (2009)
88% (2008)
79% (2007)
The state average for Math was 78% in 2010.

Grade 7

Reading
88% (2010)
85% (2009)
78% (2008)
77% (2007)
The state average for Reading was 74% in 2010.

Math
91% (2010)
90% (2009)
83% (2008)
83% (2007)
The state average for Math was 78% in 2010.

Grade 8

Reading
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92% (2010)
90% (2009)
89% (2008)
84% (2007)
The state average for Reading was 82% in 2010.

Science
82% (2010)
73% (2009)
The state average for Science was 57% in 2010.

Writing
91% (2010)
80% (2009)
79% (2008)
81% (2007)
The state average for Writing was 75% in 2010.

Math
89% (2010)
79% (2009)
81% (2008)
80% (2007)
The state average for Math was 75% in 2010.

Grade 11

Reading
85% (2010)
82% (2009)
78% (2008)
69% (2007)
The state average for Reading was 67% in 2010.

Science
58% (2010)
65% (2009)
The state average for Science was 40% in 2010.

Writing
91% (2010)
97% (2009)
88% (2008)
92% (2007)
The state average for Writing was 81% in 2010.

Math
62% (2010)
62% (2009)
54% (2008)
57% (2007)
The state average for Math was 60% in 2010.
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PART 7

TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

OVERVIEW

Adams Township’s transportation network is characterized by a suburban arterial
roadway, SR 228, located in the southern half of the community, which functions as the
Township’s main street, oriented east to west, and a series of north-south oriented rural
collector roadways located at key intersecting points along the corridor.  Valencia/Three
Degree Road in the eastern portion of the Township, Mars-Evans City/Mars-Valencia Road in
the central portion of the Township and Myoma Road in the west, all distribute traffic to and
from the SR 228 corridor at points of intersection. Callery Road in the northwestern quadrant,
Union Church Road in the northcentral area and Warrendale Road in the southwestern
quadrant function as minor collector roadways and intersect with either Mars-Evans City Road
in the north, or SR 228 in the south. All of these transportation facilities, except for a half-mile
segment of Myoma Road at the intersection with SR 228, are owned and maintained by the
Commonwealth.

Traffic volumes on these Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT)
roadways range from 7,001 to 26,634 annual average daily traffic (AADT) on segments of SR
228, to under 2,000 trips on segments of collector roadways in the northern and eastern
perimeters. The highest counts were logged on the westernmost segments of SR 228 and
decrease along the corridor toward eastern segments. Segments along the Mars-Evans
City/Mars-Valencia Road carry between 5,001 and 7,000 average daily trips with higher counts
on segments linked to the SR 228 intersection. Myoma Road carries between 2,001 and 5,000
average daily trips, with higher counts on segments approaching Crider Road and SR 228 and
the intersection with Mars-Evans City Road in the northwestern quadrant.

According to the PennDOT Bureau of Planning and Research (revised 12-2-11), Adams
Township owns and maintains 62.17 linear miles of roadway on which liquid fuels taxes per
gallon (.312) are applicable. This rate was effective on January 1, 2012. Commonwealth owned
and maintained roadways total 24.76 linear miles. Combined, the Township’s transportation
network consists of 86.93 linear miles which includes 1.93 miles of Act 32 Turnback Mileage.
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CHARACTERISTICS

The Township’s transportation network has evolved from an agrarian history and
displays characteristics common to rural municipalities throughout Western Pennsylvania.
Significant horizontal and vertical curvature, oblique angular intersections, deficient
stormwater drainage, inadequate site distances, unimproved berms, and narrow lane widths
can be encountered in every quadrant of Adams Township. Commonwealth owned and
maintained roadways carrying higher volumes of traffic have been improved with wider lane
widths, graded berms and stormwater culverts where rights-of-way permit, but significant
engineering and reconstruction projects are still warranted, especially in the arterial SR 228
corridor, to address capacity as well as safety issues. As discussed in Part 5, Socio-Economic
Profile, Adams Township’s commitment to maintaining its streets and roads has ranked first or
second in total expenditures annually over the last two decades.

Most of the more intense development in Adams Township over the same period has
occurred south of the SR 228 right-of-way, from the western perimeter moving eastward.
While predominantly residential, traffic collected from links to interconnected developments
in the southwest quadrant, still has few points of dispersal in the SR 228 corridor. Adams Ridge
Boulevard, Warrendale Road/Pittsburgh Street and Mars-Valencia/Mars-Evans City Road
provide east-west travel options at points of intersection with SR 228 and improvements to
increase capacity at these intersections are part of the Township’s long range transportation
improvement program. Undeveloped commercially zoned land abutting the SR 228 corridor
on both the north and south sides of the right-of-way will significantly impact the levels-of-
service at these intersections as development continues.

East of the Mars-Evans City/Mars-Valencia Road corridor, especially north of the SR 228
right-of-way, low density residential development is projected and the lack of public utilities
and a desire to preserve this area for home sites, has resulted in less of a demand for
transportation improvements in the Township’s northeastern quadrant. In the southeastern
quadrant however, development pressure along the Three Degree Road corridor, south of the
SR 228 right-of-way, has made improvements at the intersection with SR 228 a necessity.
Further, commercially zoned undeveloped land in close proximity to this intersection has
attracted development opportunities recently and this growth node will also require capacity
improvements if an adequate level-of-service is to be sustained.

MITIGATION OPTIONS

In 2005 the Township took a proactive approach to the continuing external
development pressure and appointed an Impact Fee Advisory Committee to provide
recommendations to the Board of Supervisors regarding transportation improvements
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necessitated by new development. Using parcel level geographic information system
databases, the Committee prepared a Land Use Assumption report consistent with the
provisions of Article V-A of the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code (PaMPC). This
exercise projects the type of development and development intensity, considering which
segments of the transportation network are being impacted over an extended period of time.
The assumptions are based on current zoning regulations including overlay district options for
land developments within the SR 228 corridor, and an analysis of previous development and
permitting trends for at least the prior five (5) year period. In addition, the location of the
subject parcels, topography and other environmental constraints, primary access and the
availability of public utilities were considered in determining future land use for parcels with
development potential.

These parcel-level land use assumptions precede the preparation of the Roadway
Sufficiency Analysis which is an in-depth field evaluation of roadways identified as being
impacted by future development. This analysis provides the following information as required
by Section 504-A of the PaMPC.

Existing volumes and levels-of-service;

Preferred levels-of-service as determined by the Board of Supervisors;
Existing deficiencies needing remedied to carry the preferred level-of-service;
Specified road improvements to achieve the preferred level-of-service;

s owoN R

Projection of anticipated traffic volumes for pass-through trips for a minimum five
(5) year horizon based on land-use assumptions; and
6. Forecasted deficiencies caused by pass-through trips.

The level of detail required for the preparation of these planning tools provides
municipalities with invaluable information regarding both past and future trends,
infrastructure and related capital improvement costs, neighborhood planning, and growth
management options. The link between land use and transportation is clearly defined through
the preparation of these studies and community goals regarding growth corridors, transitional
areas, and conservation efforts can be clearly articulated using the information collected.

The original transportation improvement program implemented in early 2007 was
premised on the PennDOT SR 228 corridor project which included a four (4) lane cross-section
with stacking lanes for turning movements at key intersections. This project would have
provided needed capacity improvements to move the high volume of pass-through traffic
along the corridor and provide a link between SR 08 to the east and SR 19 to the west. In
addition, with Commonwealth funding for the large scope improvements, right-of-way
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acquisition, intersection design and stormwater management components, the Township’s
transportation improvement program focused on “second tier” projects along segments and at
intersections which operate at lower levels-of-service due to continuing development, but are
outside the SR 228 corridor. The final transportation improvements plan included the
following projects:

1. Mars-Valencia Road and Camp Trees Road/Downieville Road:

— Construct northbound and southbound left turn lane on Mars-Valencia Road
and install traffic signal control

2. Myoma Road and Crider Road:
- Install traffic signal
3. Myoma Road and Peters Road:

- Construct eastbound left-turn lane on Peters Road, northbound left turn
lane on Myoma Road, and install traffic signal

4. Myoma Road and Callery Road:
- Construct eastbound left turn lane on Myoma Road and install traffic signal
5. Mars-Evans City Road and Union Church Road:

- Construct a westbound left turn lane on Union Church Road, a northbound
right-turn lane and a southbound left-turn lane on Mars-Evans City Road,
and install a traffic signal

6. Three Degree Road and Davidson Road:

- Construct a southbound left turn lane on Three Degree Road and install a
traffic signal

It should be noted that five (5) of the six (6) programmed projects provide
improvements to roadways on the western half of Adams Township to address continuing
development as it moves eastward from Cranberry Township. Further, with the recession
impacting Commonwealth revenues significantly, the SR 228 corridor project was defunded in
2009 with no indication on whether or when funding would be reinserted into the revolving
twelve-year PennDOT transportation funding program. The Commonwealth shifted its focus
to repairing bridges and maintaining existing transportation facilities which put several major
capacity improvement projects in the Western Pennsylvania region in limbo.

Adams Township’s Impact Fee Advisory Committee recommended that a reassessment
of the transportation improvement program and a review of options in light of the loss of state
funding be prepared. In December of 2010 that report was submitted and reviewed by the
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Advisory Committee. Three options were recommended for consideration and are
summarized as follows:

1. Supplement the Roadway Sufficiency Analysis Report to include projects originally
programmed by PennDOT in the SR 228 corridor and consider a single
Transportation Service Area (TSA);

2. Design and fund a single transportation improvement project in each of the existing
TSA's (Eastern, Western) in order to avoid reimbursement of fees collected, repeal
the adopting ordinance and revert to informal user fees utilized prior to impact fees;

3. Defer construction year start dates for imminent projects and continue to press for
refunding of the SR 228 corridor project.

Following discussions and a review of options presented, the Impact Fee Advisory
Committee recommended a hybrid of the first and third option to the Board of Supervisors.
The Board sought proposals to analyze the technical components of the current
Transportation Capital Improvements Plan and to remodel the Township’s transportation
network in light of the loss of PennDOT funding for improvements in the SR 228 corridor. That
work was begun in late 2011 and on December 12, 2011, the Board of Supervisors passed a
resolution (2011-16) deferring the construction start dates for three (3) programmed projects
for a five (5) year period.

CORRIDOR STUDY

In anticipation of the loss of funding for the SR 228 corridor improvements, the Board
of Supervisors requested its consultants to analyze the results of its zoning overlay option
exaction program. This planning initiative was designed to provide property owners with land
abutting the SR 228 right-of-way a menu of use options where the underlying zoning districts
called for low to medium density residential development and to provide parallel access roads
designed to circulate local traffic in areas of intense development off the SR 228 corridor. Six
(6) zoning overlay districts, four (4) transition and two (2) preservation overlays were
established in 2002 and are discussed in greater detail in Part g of this document. These
overlay use options were predicated on the participation in a growth management plan by the
property owners. Through the recording of a developer’s agreement, an owner/developer was
given a variety of land use options in exchange for dedication of right-of-way in the SR 228
corridor. Known as development exactions, this trade off also encouraged the selection of
mixed-use development models which provided for broader market appeal as regional
economic conditions deteriorated.
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An analysis of any property receiving development approval which proposed an overlay
use option, beginning in 2002 through March of 2009 was conducted. Utilizing the Township's
GIS mapping system and the Butler County GIS data files, the analysis identified all parcels
abutting the SR 228 right-of-way which offered land for access easements, dedicated right-of-
way or non-buildable easements for future roadway improvements at the time of approval.
This technical report was submitted in March of 2009 and included County parcel ID numbers,
aerial photos, recorded lot lines and rights-of-way offered for access, widening or public
dedication. Using PennDOT's assessed valuation of $560,964.00 per acre for land abutting the
SR 228 right-of-way, it was determined that approximately 8,060 linear feet (1.53 miles) of
variable width right-of-way or easements, totaling 7.55 acres with a value of approximately
$4,240,000.00 has been secured by the Adams Township Board of Supervisors through the
efforts of the Planning Commission and staff. This concerted effort by the Township has
provided needed right-of-way in the SR 228 corridor for such time as the Commonwealth
begins to fund capacity improvements in growth areas. How the elected officials leverage this
contribution of land with the state will involve further negotiations, but the ground work has
been laid for significant transportation improvements which will benefit Township residents,
property and business owners.
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TIP Projects
2011 through 2014
Project # Project SR Air Description Municipality- Adams Sponsor Map #
Name Quality PennDOT 20
78016 PA 228 Mars RR Bridge This project is the replacement of the existing structure carrying
PA 228 over the CSX/B&O Railroad. It also involves a culvert
extension over Breakneck Creek and the improvement of one leg
of the Mars Valencia Road intersection south of Mars Borough.
Let Date | PROJECT FUNDING 2011 2012 2013 2014 Total
F I B
Final Design edera 00 4,089,000 0 0 0 408,000
State 185 102,000 0 0 o} 102,000
510,000 510,000
N Federal BOO 380,000 o o ) 380,000
Utilities
State 185 95,000 0 0 o} 95,000
475,000 475,000
Right-of- Federal BOO 1,660,640 o o o| 1,660,640
Way State 185 415,160 0 0 0 415,160
2,075,8010 0 0 o] 2,075,800
4/12/2012 Construction Federal | sBOO o} 13,422,400 | 326,400 o | 13,748,800
State S185 0 3,355,600 81,600 0 3,437,200
o] 16,778,000 | 408,000 o | 17,186,000
17,186,000
Estimated Total Project Cost: 22,907,800
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