YORKCOUNTS FUNDING
PARTNERS 2008-2009
Better York, whose board members represent dozens of local businesses and nonprofits, is
a civic organization dedicated to providing leadership on issues of importance to the economic prosperity and social well being of the City of York. Better York plays a nonpartisan
role in public policy debates, fosters public/private partnerships for community initiatives
and works wherever possible through existing organizations.
The United Way of York County seeks to create positive impact on human service conditions within York County. This is accomplished through conducting an annual campaign
and allocating resources to support needed services; providing information and referral
services; serving as a central source for volunteer recruitment, deployment and training;
enhancing quality early childhood education; and convening individuals and groups
around issues of critical importance to York Countians.
WellSpan Health is an integrated health system serving more than 450,000 residents in
York and Adams counties and northern Maryland. It includes such highly respected notfor-profit health care organizations as York Hospital, Gettysburg Hospital, VNA Home
Health, and some of the area’s leading physician practices. As a community-based, nonprofit organization, WellSpan Health is dedicated to improving the health and well-being
of the people it serves.
York College is among Pennsylvania’s largest comprehensive colleges, offering over 70
majors to its 4,700 undergraduate students. With a 15:1 student to faculty ratio and distinctive mentoring programs, YCP provides an environment that emphasizes close personal
attention to students from 30 states and 38 countries.
The Chamber of Commerce is York County’s largest and most experienced business and
community development organization, with more than 2300 members employing 75,000
people. Since 1898, the Chamber has been leading the way for business in York County.
Established in 1749, York County is a community nationally admired for its agricultural
richness, industrial vigor and cultural enterprise.
The York County Community Foundation’s mission is to enhance the quality of life for all
of York County’s citizens, now and for generations to come. Life in York County is enriched by the York County Community Foundation’s services as a responsible steward, a
valued resource, a trusted partner and a tireless champion.
The York County Economic Development Corporation is a non-profit organization established to serve as York County’s leading resource for facilitating economic development
and to work with public and private sectors to enhance the overall quality of life.
We gratefully acknowledge the financial support and ongoing interest of the Powder Mill
Foundation and the Wolf Foundation. We extend a special thanks to York College of
Pennsylvania for generosity in providing staff support, facilities and services in 2008.
YorkCounts Collaborators Through Compacts and Engagements: Healthy York
County Coalition, Leadership York, Penn State York, United Way of York County,
York County Community Against Racism, York Jewish Community Center,
York County Economic Development Corporation

WHAT IS YORKCOUNTS?
YorkCounts is a community-based, nonpartisan
coalition working to assess, sustain and enhance
the quality of life in York County. We foster
partnerships among existing public and private
organizations, implement uniquely regional
solutions and spotlight challenges and successes
in education, economic development, health
and safety, diversity, culture and more.
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FOREWORD
Time flies when you're working to build a better and stronger York County!

called for. This was
especially evident over
the past year as we
sought participants in a
regional public safety
study and supported
committees spun out of
our Metro-York initiative.

We're pleased to share this document with the
community. Its primary purpose is to serve as
the third YorkCounts Indicators report and it
includes our annual summary of activities, and
I'll say more about all of that. But I would be
remiss not to recognize at the outset what is
effectively the tenth anniversary of YorkCounts. Nonetheless, assessment remains at the heart
of what we do. That's reflected through the
York County's quality-of-life coalition has no
2009 YorkCounts Indicators report. A 2006
official founding date, and we didn't issue our
update had refreshed the statistics at the core
first report until 2001. Without a doubt,
of the 2001 book, but this time, under the leadthough, the seeds of community change had
ership of Indicators Committee Chairman Bob
been planted a couple of years earlier. Urban
Woods, we re-examined the original list of
revitalization expert David Rusk - the former
measurements - adding some to reflect changmayor of Albuquerque, New Mexico - had
ing realities and deleting many in an effort to
penned his provocative Rusk Report in the
make this report more streamlined and useful.
waning days of 1996. It examined the state of
York County and its struggling urban core.
This booklet will also serve as our annual reAnd it warned that we needed to embrace new port to the citizens of York County and thereapproaches in order to secure a promising future. fore represents my yearly chance to say thanks
to all of the volunteer participants of YorkAfter two years of debate within existing foCounts; to our funding partners, including the
rums, from the Healthy York County Coalition York County Commissioners, who once again
to the business roundtable Better York, dozens voted to provide financial support; and to eveof the county's deeply committed civic leaders ryone who is working to make York County a
were ready to take next steps. Starting in 1999, great place to live.
they met to plan a first-of-its-kind assessment
of our quality of life. Convening hundreds of
Congratulations and thank you to everyone
citizens to provide input on what to measure - who has been a part of YorkCounts over its first
in board rooms and classrooms and fire halls
ten years. Even in these turbulent times, it is
throughout York County - took some time in
with optimism and confidence that we look
itself. The ultimate product of those labors
forward to the future of YorkCounts and York
was the 2001 YorkCounts Indicators report.
County. It's our hope and expectation that
this report can keep us focused as the next ten
YorkCounts has
years begin to unfold.
evolved from an organization that simply R. Eric Menzer, Chairman
"tees up" the issues to YorkCounts Board of Directors
one that also takes on
challenges itself, especially when uniquely
regional solutions are
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ABOUT THE INDICATORS
The following pages constitute the 2009 YorkCounts Indicators report. The Indicators Committee and the YorkCounts Board of Directors are
excited to contribute this collection of quality-oflife measurements to be used by anyone and
everyone in our community as a tool for planning
and assessment.
It is important to understand the history behind
this document. Concerned citizens across the
country - many of them trying to assess decaying
urban centers, increasing poverty, struggling
schools and other issues - hit upon this type of
community assessment process as a way to gather
evidence for action plans. York Countians took
note, and hundreds of citizens have contributed
to the process of assembling the original slate
of 57 Indicators. The first report was published
in 2001.
A second report was published in 2006, updating
most of the statistics. However, by 2008, it had
become apparent that YorkCounts' Indicators
were only going to be useful if the shape they
took and the issues they covered kept up with the
times. It turned out that other communities were
realizing the same thing. Like some of them, we
decided to build from the original measurements
because they reflected the input of so many. The
goals were to remove what was no longer relevant, to add Indicators to fill perceived gaps and,
generally speaking, to streamline the report by
eliminating redundancy.
Aeman Bashir, Felicia Dell, Thomas Hensley, Beth
Gill-MacDonald, Vicki Klinedinst, Ellie Lamison,
JoAnne Riley, Robin Rohrbaugh and I comprised
a reconstituted Indicators Committee. With assistance from YorkCounts staffer Beau
Boughamer, we spent
several months reviewing potential indicators.
We did so using the
International Institute
for Sustainable Development criteria, which
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was also adapted by the
United Way of America
for its State of Caring
Index. These included
policy relevance,
simplicity, validity,
time-series data, availability of data free or at
low cost, ability to
aggregate information, sensitivity and reliability.
The Committee came up with a draft list and
asked staff to weed out any Indicators for which
data could not be found. The end result, approved by the YorkCounts Board of Directors,
was a set of 38 measurements of the quality of life
in York County. You will see that these Indicators are sorted into several categories from the
2001 report and a couple of new ones. We did our
best to render this report more accessible to the
reader than ever before with clear visual aids and
concise narrative summaries. I want to thank all
of the people who were involved in what was a
largely volunteer process.
In our first edition, we said, "We hope the YorkCounts report will draw attention to the most
complex issues in our region and stimulate conversation, debate and action in our communities.
It is our hope that this report will encourage the
people of York County to get involved in the
challenge of making our region better than ever
before." Those sentiments hold true today.
We are committed to the community assessment
process and are planning the next updates for
2012 and 2015. Between now and then - let's get
to work! These numbers show us where we are.
It's up to us to decide where York County is going.
Robert Woods, Chairman
YorkCounts Indicators Committee

THE 2009 YORKCOUNTS INDICATORS
COMMUNITY
Co 1.1
Co 1.2
Co 1.3

Voting
Contested elections
Charitable giving

Co 2.1
Co 2.2

Arts-related employment
Attendance

Co 3.1
Co 3.2

Relative diversity
Bias-related incidents

Co 4.1
Co 4.2
Co 4.3

Concentration of poverty
Child poverty
Teen motherhood

CIVIC ENGAGEMENT
(A) Percentage of voters casting ballots; (B) Percentage registered to vote
Number of House seats contested by both major parties
Total and per capita contributions to United Way and Cultural Alliance
ARTS & RECREATION
Total and per capita arts-related businesses and people employed by them—NEW
Annual combined attendance at five arts and three recreational attractions—NEW
DIVERSITY
Percentage of minority students by school district
Average number of bias incidents reported
FAMILY STABILITY
(A) Pct. of people in poverty (B) Pct. of children in families in poverty by district
Percentage of students eligible for free school lunches by school district
Number of children born to unmarried mothers under age 20

ECONOMY
Ec 1.1
Ec 1.2
Ec 1.3
Ec 1.4

Employment
Unemployment
Real income
Travel time to work

Ec 2.1
Ec 2.2

Industry mix
Minority-owned businesses

WORK & EARNINGS
Employment by industry
Unemployment (York-Hanover MSA)—NEW
Percentage change in average annual wage vs. change in U.S. inflation
Average travel time to work in minutes
BUSINESS
Number of businesses by industry
Percentage of businesses that are minority-owned

EDUCATION
Ed 1.1
Ed 1.2
Ed 2.1
Ed 2.2
Ed 2.3
Ed 3.1
Ed 3.2

ACHIEVEMENT
Achievement levels (reading) (A) Pct. 11th grade adv/proficient; (B) Pct. 3rd grade advanced/proficient by dist.
Achievement levels (math)
(A) Pct. 11th grade adv/proficient; (B) Pct. 3rd grade advanced/proficient by dist.
ATTAINMENT
High school graduation
Graduation rate by school district
Plans to further education
Pct. of students planning to attend post-secondary institutions by district
Educational attainment
(A) Pct. of people who are high school graduates; (B) Pct. who have bachelor’s
BEYOND K-12
Child care facilities
(A) Number per capita of regulated facilities; (B) Percentage that are accredited
Idle youth
(A) Pct. of youth ages 16-19 who are idle; (B) Pct. ages 19-21 who are idle—NEW

HEALTH
He 1.1
He 1.2
He 2.1
He 2.2
He 2.3
He 2.4

HEALTH CARE
Percentage of adults ages 18 to 64 without health insurance
Percentage of pregnant women receiving prenatal care in first trimester
RISK FACTORS
Tobacco usage
Percentage of current smokers
Sexually transmitted diseases Cases per capita of gonorrhea and Chlamydia
Obesity
Percentage of people who are obese
Leading causes of death
(A) Death rates from major causes; (B) Up to five leading causes by age range—NEW
Health insurance
Prenatal care

SAFETY
Sa 1.1
Sa 1.2
Sa 1.3
Sa 1.4

Violent crime
Non-violent crime
Child abuse
Driving under the influence

CRIME
Violent crimes per capita
Non-violent crimes per capita
Substantiated cases per capita of child abuse
Cases per capita of driving under the influence

SURROUNDINGS
Su 1.1
Su 1.2

Homeownership
Cost of housing

Su 2.1
Su 2.2
Su 2.3

Farmland preservation
Air quality
Recycling

HOUSING
Homeownership rate—NEW
(A) Chg. selling price vs. chg. real income; (B) Median selling price, 3BR home
ENVIRONMENT
Number of acres per capita of farmland preserved
Number of days during which air was unhealthy/unhealthy for sensitive groups
Tons per capita of waste recycled
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COMMUNITY
CIVIC ENGAGEMENT
Co 1.1A

Percent

Percentage of
registered
voters casting
ballots for
governor in the
general election. Sources
(see notes):
Pennsylvania
Manual; U.S.
Census Bureau

60.0
50.0
40.0
30.0
20.0
10.0
0.0
York Co.
Penn.

Percentage of
total population registered
to vote.
Sources (see
notes): Pennsylvania Manual; U.S. Census Bureau

Percent

Co 1.1B

80.0
60.0
40.0
20.0
0.0
York Co.
Penn.

CIVIC ENGAGEMENT  Co 1.1

Voting
A Percentage of registered voters casting ballots for
governor in the general election, York County vs.
Pennsylvania.

1998

2002

2006

42.0
41.7

43.9
45.7

45.7
50.3

1998

2002

2006

53.5
59.6

58.4
63.7

66.4
66.0

B Percentage of total population registered to vote,
York County vs. Pennsylvania.
This Indicator counts because… Voting is the
cornerstone of individual expression in a democracy.
It is the means by which citizens communicate needs,
wants, hopes and expectations and it is the evaluation
to which elected officials are subjected. Registration
figures reflect general interest in government.
Turnout can be a barometer for excitement about a
given election.  York Countians are registering and
voting more, leaving little difference between local
and state participation figures.

CIVIC ENGAGEMENT  Co 1.2

Co 1.2

Number of state House seats

Contested elections
7

Number of state House seats contested by candidates
named on the ballot from both major parties, York
County.

6
5
4
3
2
1
0

York Co.

2002

2004

2006

2008

4

2

5

4

Number of state House seats contested by candidates named on
the ballot from both major parties. Sources (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of State
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This Indicator counts because… The positive effects of
competitive elections are numerous. They encourage
citizen participation in activities that range from
discussing the issues to volunteering for a candidate.
They also drive new and lapsed voters to the polls.
Democracy works best when the electorate is
presented with options and can actively choose
officials rather than passively consenting to their
election.  There is no clear trend relating to this
topic in York County. A recent “bottoming out” came
in 2004 – when the races in only two of the county’s
seven state House districts featured two major-party
candidates. Just a couple of years later, however,
candidate numbers peaked. This Indicator will bear
watching in 2012, by which time York County’s growth
will have earned it at least one new House seat.

COMMUNITY

CIVIC ENGAGEMENT  ARTS & RECREATION
CIVIC ENGAGEMENT  Co 1.3

Co 1.3

2001: $7,061,002 2005: $7,885,678
2002: $7,441,874 2006: $8,152,191
2003: $7,570,916 2007: $8,357,165
2004: $7,659,026

Charitable giving
Combined total and per capita contributions to the
United Way of York County and the Cultural Alliance of
York County.

ARTS & RECREATION  Co 2.1

Dollars per capita

This Indicator counts because… Generosity is one
measurement of how much “community” there is
within in a community. Specifically in regard to the
United Way, many of the programs it supports would
disappear without robust philanthropic backing, and
others would scale back operations drastically. Giving
to the Cultural Alliance was added because it
highlights interest in an important sector of the
community, namely the arts.  There is no ideal way
to compare York County, with its unique charitable
agencies, to any other given geography. However, it’s
indisputable that York County is a giving community,
having improved against its own performance year
after year.

$20.00
$19.50
$19.00
$18.50
$18.00
$17.50

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

(top) Total contributions, (bottom) per capita contributions to the
United Way of York County and the Cultural Alliance of York
County. Sources (see notes): Cultural Alliance of York County; U.S.
Census Bureau; United Way of York County

Co 2.1

Businesses
York Co.
Penn.

1/2005:
1/2006:
1/2007:
1/2008:

Businesses per 1000 people

This Indicator counts because… Arts-related jobs
(defined in the notes) don’t just tell a story about the
economy.
They serve as a way to size up a
community’s creativity. A creative undercurrent can
be reflected not only in the way a place looks or
sounds, but also in how it approaches common
challenges and solves problems. Moreover, a strong
community is both nurturing its own creative class
and finding ways to attract new arts professionals. No
successful twenty-first century city or county lacks a
vibrant arts and cultural scene.  The good news for
York County is that local arts employment saw gains
between 2006 and 2008; however, the bad news is that
there’s still a gap between York County’s numbers and
the Commonwealth’s.

2002

York Co. $18.32 $19.13 $19.24 $19.17 $19.40 $19.67 $19.85

Arts-related employment
Total and per-1000-people arts-related businesses and
total people employed by those businesses, York
County vs. Pennsylvania.

2001

1.80
1.60
1.40
1.20
1.00
0.80
0.60
0.40
0.20
0.00

York Co.
Penn.

553
529
535
574

20,101
19,066
18,941
20,921

Employees
York Co.
Penn.

3497
3299
2884
3581

128,376
121,843
95,640
124,574

2005

2006

2007

2008

1.38
1.63

1.30
1.54

1.29
1.53

1.36
1.68

(top) Total arts-related businesses and people employed by those
businesses and (bottom) arts-related businesses per 1000 people.
Sources (see notes): Americans for the Arts; Cultural Alliance of
York County; U.S. Census Bureau
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COMMUNITY

ARTS & RECREATION  DIVERSITY
ARTS & RECREATION  Co 2.2

150,000

Annual combined attendance
(Eichelberger,
Pullo, StrandCapitol, YCP,
York Little
Theatre).
Sources (see
notes): the
five entities

Attendance

Co 2.2A

Attendance

100,000
A Annual combined attendance, five York County arts
and cultural attractions.

50,000
0

2006

York Co. 90,357
Co 2.2B

B Annual combined attendance, three York County
recreational attractions.

2007

2008

101,419

114,426

Attendance

2,500,000

Annual combined attendance (York
Co. Parks, York
Fair, York
Revolution).
Sources (see
notes): the
three entities

2,000,000
1,500,000
1,000,000
500,000
0

2006

2007

2008

York Co. 1,635,207 2,022,665 2,121,662

This Indicator counts because… Attendance at events
and attractions is a measurement at the convergence
of important community traits. These include raw
interest in forms of entertainment and enrichment
(the theater, professional sports, rural traditions, etc.);
the community’s ability to support venues and stage
interesting happenings year after year; the number of
opportunities to “come together” and share
experiences; and the economic impact of all of this
activity.  A substantial attendance jump is due
largely to successful beginnings for York Revolution
baseball, but numbers would have been up anyway,
and another venue is poised to open soon.

Co 3.1
Central DallasYork
town

Dover
Area

Eastern
York

Hanover

North- No. Yk.
eastern County

Red
Lion

South
South
Eastern West’n

So. Yk.
County

Spring
Grove

West
Shore

West
York

York
City

Yk. Sub
-urban

20022003

14.2%

5.9

4.0

4.5

9.2

3.1

3.4

2.5

3.4

3.7

2.4

3.0

6.4

8.8

73.0

12.3

20042005

16.0%

8.0

5.3

5.0

10.7

6.5

3.1

3.7

3.1

5.4

3.1

3.5

7.8

12.2

80.0

14.6

20062007

16.8%

11.7

7.6

5.2

16.2

10.8

5.4

5.4

3.8

6.8

4.0

5.2

10.0

16.1

81.8

15.4

Percentage of minority students. Source (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Education

DIVERSITY  Co 3.1

Relative diversity

Percentage of minority students, York County public school districts.

This Indicator counts because… While there is no “right” proportion of one group to another in a community, it is
generally recognized that the strongest communities are those that are welcoming of different populations.
Conversely, discrimination and racism can only be harmful. It is indisputably important to be aware of the degree
to which any given place is changing over time in terms of diversity. School district figures are used because
breakdowns of the full population by race and by political subdivision (smaller units than the county) are currently
available only every ten years.  Again, since there’s no “right” mix of people, there is no specific conclusion
drawn here, but the data make it clear that York’s suburban and rural school districts are becoming much more
diverse.
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COMMUNITY

DIVERSITY  FAMILY STABILITY
DIVERSITY  Co 3.2

Co 3.2

Bias-related incidents

This Indicator counts because… A prevalence of biasrelated incidents points to intolerance in a
community.
The Pennsylvania Human Relations
Commission defines a “bias-related incident” as one in
which “an action taken by a person or group is
perceived to be malicious or discriminatory toward
another person or group based on bias or prejudice
relating to such characteristics as race, color, religion,
national origin, ancestry, age, mental or physical
disability, sexual orientation, gender or gender
identity – or any situation in which intergroup
tensions exist based on such circumstances.” Some
bias-related incidents amount to violations of criminal
or civil law.  Bias-related incidents in York County
are down, but the local three-year average is still more
than twice the state average. Bias-related incidents
are a concern in York County.

Co 4.1A

2001 in poverty: York Co. 6.8%, Penn. 10.0%

Co 4.1B

Central
York

Dallastown

Dover
Area

2001

5.2%

4.8

5.9

7.1

2003

5.6%

5.2

6.3

2005

6.1%

5.4

(301)

(315)

(students)

Eastern
York

Hanover

8.0
7.0
6.0
5.0
4.0
3.0
2.0
1.0
0.0

Incidents per 100,000 people

Average number of bias-related incidents reported per
100,000 residents, York County vs. Pennsylvania.

York Co.
Penn.

1998-2000

2001-2003

2004-2006

6.8
3.0

7.2
2.7

5.5
2.6

Average number of bias incidents reported per 100,000 residents.
Sources (see notes): Pennsylvania Human Relations commission;
U.S. Census Bureau

2003 in poverty: York Co. 7.4%, Penn. 10.6%
Red
Lion

South
Eastern

South
West’n

So. Yk.
County

7.8

3.2

3.6

8.4

3.4

3.8

2005 in poverty: York Co. 7.8%, Penn. 11.9%

Northeastern

No. Yk.
County

Spring
Grove

West
Shore

West
York

York
City

Yk. Sub
-urban

8.2

3.7

6.9

5.9

3.4

4.8

5.7

32.7

2.9

12.4

7.6

8.8

3.9

7.4

6.3

3.7

5.1

6.2

34.8

3.1

13.2

6.1

7.5

11.3

8.7

6.4

7.9

5.5

4.9

5.4

4.2

6.3

7.5

29.9

5.0

15.2

(249)

(249)

(233)

(293)

(229)

(490)

(210)

(222)

(196)

(197)

(572)

(251)

(2470)

(149)

(305,450)

Penn.

(top) Pct. of people of all ages in poverty, (bottom) Pct. of children ages 5-17 in families in poverty. (Total students shown for reference.) Source (see notes): U.S. Census Bureau

FAMILY STABILITY  Co 4.1

Concentration of poverty

A Percentage of people of all ages in poverty, York Co. vs. Pennsylvania.
B Percentage of children 5-17 in families in poverty, York Co. vs. Penn.

This Indicator counts because… The fundamental arguments made by YorkCounts are that concentrated poverty
destroys positive social dynamics, from meeting rooms to classrooms, and that we must find ways to dilute poverty
and mitigate its effects.  Concentration of poverty in York County is not as bad as it is statewide. It is a major,
chronic problem nonetheless. The proportion of poor of all ages rose countywide and poverty increased in 13 of 16
public school districts, but one district still appeared to hold nearly 40 percent of the county’s total povertystricken population.
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COMMUNITY

FAMILY STABILITY
Co 4.2
Central
York

Dallastown

Dover
Area

Eastern
York

’01-02

9.4%

6.1

9.7

10.6

’03-04

10.7%

6.9

9.7

’05-06

12.7%

8.5

’07-08

14.6% 10.5

Hanover

Northeastern

No. Yk.
County

17.7

16.6

5.5

11.4

15.4

19.2

12.8

14.3

20.4

16.0

15.2

27.6

Red
Lion

South
Eastern

South
West’n

So. Yk.
County

9.7

6.9

7.2

5.0

8.6

8.1

21.3

7.1

10.1

23.4

9.7

10.2

West
York

York
City

Yk. Sub
-urban

Penn.

Spring
Grove

West
Shore

5.5

8.7

7.5

10.9

67.1

6.9

25.4

7.5

6.1

9.4

9.4

14.7

67.4

8.5

26.2

8.5

7.3

6.5

12.0

11.6

14.6

70.3

9.9

27.8

9.7

9.2

8.4

14.3

12.7

17.1

77.9

9.5

28.4

Percentage of students who are eligible for free school lunches. Source (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Education

FAMILY STABILITY  Co 4.2

Child poverty

Number of children born to mothers who were not married and were
under age 20 per 100,000 residents, York County vs. Pennsylvania.
This Indicator counts because… Poverty’s effects are cruelest to the youngest. Studies show that children who are
growing up in poor households often come to school less ready to learn. (Free lunches are one, but only one,
means of addressing this problem, and not every child who is eligible for meals is actually enrolled in the
program.)  Lunch eligibility rose in all 16 public school districts and is in double-digits in 11, up from 5 districts
in 2001-2002. The number is worse than the state average in one district and very close to it in two others.
Startling in depth and breadth, this is one of the more troubling 2009 Indicators.

FAMILY STABILITY  Co 4.3

Co 4.3

Number of children per 1000 people

Teen motherhood
1.40
1.20
1.00
0.80
0.60
0.40
0.20
0.00

York Co.
Penn.

Number of children born to mothers who were not
married and were under age 20 per 1000 residents,
York County vs. Pennsylvania.

2001

2003

2005

1.20
1.00

1.02
0.96

0.97
0.97

Number of children born to mothers who were married and were
under age 20 per 1000 residents. Sources (see notes): Pennsylvania Partnerships for Children/Annie E. Casey Foundation; U.S.
Census Bureau
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This Indicator counts because… Teen mothers are less
likely to complete high school or pursue higher
education. In addition, they struggle to raise their
children, who are more likely to be of low birth weight
and are more likely to be abused or neglected.
Ultimately, the children of teen mothers are at greater
risk for encountering difficulty in the classrooms
themselves.  This is a bright spot in the 2009
YorkCounts Indicators report.
In 2001, teen
motherhood was more common in York County than
in Pennsylvania as a whole. Since then, the rate has
stagnated across the state, but it has fallen
consistently in York County. The raw number of
births to teen mothers has fallen in spite of the rapid
increase in total population here.

ECONOMY
WORK & EARNINGS
Ec 1.1

Forestry,
fishing, hunting, agriculture support

Mining, utilities, construction

Manufacturing

Wholesale &
retail trade,
transport,
warehousing

Information,
finance, real
estate, prof.
service, admin

Edu. services,
health care,
social assistance

Arts, entertainment and
recreation

Other services
(except public
administration)

Unclassified
establishments

TOTAL

2002

40
(<0.1%)

11,884
(7.5%)

42,507
(27.0%)

34,895
(22.1%)

24,588
(15.6%)

20,695
(13.1%)

13,369
(8.5%)

8165
(5.1%)

1557
(1.0%)

157,700

2004

83
(<0.1%)

12,758
(8.1%)

40,606
(25.7%)

35,923
(22.7%)

24,401
(15.5%)

21,830
(13.8%)

13,922
(8.8%)

8320
(5.3%)

63
(<0.1%)

157,906

2006

20 to 99
(<0.1%)

13,642
(8.4%)

38,678
(23.9%)

37,117
(22.8%)

26,626
(16.4%)

23,150
(14.2%)

15,027
(9.2%)

8212
(5.1%)

0 to 19
(<0.1%)

162,542

Employment by industry (employees and percentage of private workforce). Source (see notes): U.S. Census Bureau

WORK & EARNINGS  Ec 1.1

Employment

Employment by industry, York County.

This Indicator counts because… The foundation of any local economy is the employment base. Good jobs will
attract new talent and keep long-time York Countians from seeking opportunities elsewhere. Jobs have been
especially important as York County has changed through the rapid growth of “bedroom communities” in
northern York County (Harrisburg commuters) and southern York County (Baltimore commuters). It’s also
important to be generally aware of trends within sectors – not only in taking note of losses but also in assessing
gains to see whether an economy is developing specific strengths.  York County is adding jobs steadily. All of
the largest industrial classifications saw growth between 2002 and 2006 except manufacturing (it should be noted
that these figures do not include public sector jobs).

WORK & EARNINGS  Ec 1.2

Ec 1.2

Unemployment, York-Hanover MSA vs. Pennsylvania.
This Indicator counts because… Low unemployment
contributes to a healthy economy and a strong
community. There is dignity in earning an honest
day’s pay for an honest day’s work. Moreover, when
people are able to find employment, they are
empowered to take care of themselves and their
families, to provision for the future, to spend money in
the York County economy and to contribute to local
charities and civic endeavors.  Between 2001 and
2007, unemployment in the York-Hanover area was
low overall and was consistently better than the
Pennsylvania average. The economic turmoil that
accompanied the end of 2008 and the beginning of
2009 is likely to be reflected in the next YorkCounts
Indicators report, but it appeared that York County
was at least as well positioned to weather the
difficulties as could be hoped.

Percent unemployed

Unemployment
6.0
5.0
4.0
3.0
2.0
1.0
0.0
York-Hvr. MSA
Penn.

2001

2003

2005

2007

4.3
4.8

4.9
5.7

4.2
5.0

3.8
4.4

Unemployment. Source (see notes): U.S. Department of Labor
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ECONOMY

WORK & EARNINGS
Ec 1.3
2001:
2002:
2003:
2004:

Rate of increase

6.0
5.0
4.0
3.0
2.0
1.0
0.0
York-Hvr. MSA
Penn.
Inflation

Average yearly wage
York Co.
Penn.
$31,928 $34,996
32,604
35,828
33,644
36,972
34,944
38,532

2005:
2006:
2007:

Average yearly wage cont’d.
York Co.
Penn.
$36,816 $39,676
37,232
41,430
38,480
43,264

3.2
3.2
2.3

Real income
Percentage change in annual wage compared to
change in U.S. rate of inflation, York County vs.
Pennsylvania.

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
2.1
2.4
1.6

WORK & EARNINGS  Ec 1.3

3.9
4.2
2.7

5.4
3.0
3.4

1.1
4.2
3.2

3.4
4.6
2.8

Percentage change in average annual wage compared to the
change in U.S. rate of inflation. (Average yearly wages shown
above for reference.) Sources (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Labor and Industry; U.S. Department of Labor

This Indicator counts because… Jobs themselves are
important, but salary also matters. Someone who is
forced to work two or more jobs because pay is low
faces additional challenges in an effort to better
himself or herself, stabilize a family or plan
responsibly for the future. Wages-versus-inflation
statistics are particularly important in York County
because growth from the Baltimore area is pushing
housing and some service prices higher.

Encouragingly, York County wages have outpaced
inflation on a fairly consistent basis. But York
Countians still are not paid as much as the state
average, and because the rates of growth have been
different, the gap between York County wages and
Pennsylvania wages is actually wider than it was at the
beginning of the decade.

WORK & EARNINGS  Ec 1.4

Ec 1.4

Minutes

Travel time to work
27.0
25.0
23.0
21.0
19.0
17.0
15.0
York Co.
Penn.

Average travel time to work in minutes (workers 16
years and over), York County vs. Pennsylvania.

2000

2006

23.9
25.1

25.2
25.0

Average travel time to work in minutes (workers 16 years and
over). Source (see notes): U.S. Census Bureau
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This Indicator counts because… In York County, time
commuting generally equates to gas bought for and
time spent in an automobile.
The economic
significance is obvious. During gas price spikes in the
first half of 2008, many people said they were having
to cut back on other kinds of spending – from
entertainment to groceries – destabilizing both
individual households and the local economy as a
whole.  The differences are too small to be
statistically significant yet, but 2006 may eventually
loom large as the year in which commutes in York
County began to take more time than the state
average. Fluctuating energy prices make future trends
for this Indicator hard to predict.

ECONOMY

BUSINESS
Ec 2.1

Forestry,
fishing, hunting, agriculture support

Mining, utilities, construction

Manufacturing

Wholesale &
retail trade,
transport,
warehousing

Information,
finance, real
estate, prof.
service, admin

Edu. services,
health care,
social assistance

Arts, entertainment and
recreation

Other services
(except public
administration)

Unclassified
establishments

TOTAL

2002

11
(0.1%)

954
(11.4%)

655
(7.8%)

2081
(24.8%)

1886
(15.6%)

846
(10.1)

788
(9.4)

1131
(13.5%)

50
(0.6%)

8402

2004

11
(0.1%)

994
(11.6%)

639
(7.1%)

2016
(23.6%)

1994
(23.3%)

866
(10.1%)

832
(9.7%)

1145
(13.4%)

50
(0.6%)

8547

2006

10
(0.1%)

1022
(11.7%)

623
(7.1%)

2024
(23.2%)

2097
(24.0%)

964
(11.0%)

844
(9.7%)

1132
(13.0%)

19
(0.2%)

8735

Number of businesses by industry. Source (see notes): U.S. Census Bureau

BUSINESS  Ec 2.1

Industry mix

Number of businesses by industry, York County.

This Indicator counts because… Diversity of industry is critical to the strength of a local economy. In particular, it
can improve a community’s chances of weathering national or global downturns. York County carries some of the
legacies of Northeastern economies that have struggled in recent decades but benefits from proximity to the
Baltimore and Washington metropolitan areas, where growth has been seen in sectors from hospitality to health
care.  There is no “perfect” mix of industries, so rather than calling trends good or bad, it suffices to identify
them. Information and professional services now accounts for more businesses than wholesale and retail trade;
manufacturing firms are only seven percent of the total but have a much larger impact in terms of employment;
education and health care are growing sectors.

BUSINESS  Ec 2.2

Ec 2.2

Minority-owned businesses
2002:
Percentage of businesses that are minority-owned,
York County vs. Pennsylvania.

25.0
20.0

Percent

This Indicator counts because… Chances for business
ownership historically have been limited for
minorities – and not just in York County. This
measurement is important in determining whether
not just basic opportunities, but all opportunities are
open to anyone who is willing to work hard and
assume the responsible risk that comes with business
ownership.  It appears that there has been
remarkable progress of late in this area, although it
will be a while before we know for sure. Data on
minority-owned businesses is fairly difficult to come
by and is reported by the Census bureau on a serious
delay (the 2002 numbers were not released until June
2008). Still, the jump between 1997 and 2002 appears
to have been substantial, both in York County and
across Pennsylvania.

Minority-owned businesses
York County
Pennsylvania
981
59,064

15.0
10.0
5.0
0.0

York Co.
Penn.

1992

1997

2002

1.8
4.5

3.4
5.9

11.7
19.4

Percentage of businesses that are minority-owned. (Number of
businesses shown for reference.) Source (see notes): U.S. Census
Bureau
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EDUCATION
ACHIEVEMENT
Ed 1.1AB
Dover
Area

Eastern
York

Hanover

Northeastern

No. Yk.
County

Red
Lion

South
Eastern

South
West’n

So. Yk.
County

Spring
Grove

West
Shore

West
York

York
City

Yk. Sub
-urban

Penn.

11TH GRADE

Dallastown

’02-’03 ’04-’05

73.8% 77.9

62.7

57.8

60.3

63.4

69.0

59.5

65.6

69.7

78.4

64.9

59.6

71.4

31.4

78.9

61.7

’05-’06 ‘07-’08

74.6% 75.9

70.9

62.5

59.0

66.9

63.9

62.4

54.1

71.9

76.2

64.8

63.6

67.5

29.1

78.8

65.8

3RD

Central
York

’05-’06 ‘07-’08

85.2% 83.8

80.1

71.4

67.6

78.3

82.6

72.4

79.3

73.4

81.1

79.8

77.0

73.9

52.2

88.2

72.9

Percentages of (top and middle rows) eleventh grade and (bottom row) third grade students scoring advanced or proficient on statewide standardized reading tests. Source (see notes):
Pennsylvania Department of Education

ACHIEVEMENT  Ed 1.1

Achievement levels (reading) A Percentage of eleventh grade students scoring advanced or
proficient on statewide standardized reading tests in each public school district, York County districts vs. Penn.
B Percentage of third grade students scoring advanced or proficient on statewide standardized reading tests in
each public school district, York Co. districts vs. Pennsylvania.
This Indicator counts because… Standardized test results are only one way to assess student achievement in
reading, but they are especially useful because they enable cross-district comparisons and because they show
progress against federal No Child Left Behind Act benchmarks.  It is impossible to characterize broadly the
results of 16 very different public school districts. State averages are included for comparison, and there are York
County districts on either side of those scores.

Ed 1.2AB
Dover
Area

Eastern
York

Hanover

Northeastern

No. Yk.
County

Red
Lion

South
Eastern

South
West’n

So. Yk.
County

Spring
Grove

West
Shore

West
York

York
City

Yk. Sub
-urban

Penn.

11TH GRADE

Dallastown

’02-’03 ’04-’05

62.8% 62.1

54.3

46.7

54.5

49.5

53.9

53.1

49.0

52.5

58.5

55.0

50.1

59.4

23.3

68.8

49.7

’05-’06 ‘07-’08

60.9% 57.1

61.9

50.6

50.5

56.8

51.1

57.5

52.3

55.4

66.4

55.6

52.4

50.1

25.4

70.5

53.9

3RD

Central
York

’05-’06 ‘07-’08

89.3% 89.7

90.5

79.3

76.7

88.8

92.5

84.7

83.1

84.7

87.8

88.6

79.3

84.5

59.7

90.1

80.7

Percentages of (top and middle rows) eleventh grade and (bottom row) third grade students scoring advanced or proficient on statewide standardized math tests. Source (see notes):
Pennsylvania Department of Education

ACHIEVEMENT  Ed 1.2

Achievement levels (math)

A Percentage of eleventh grade students scoring advanced
or proficient on statewide standardized reading tests in each public school district, York County districts vs. Penn.
B Percentage of third grade students scoring advanced or proficient on statewide standardized reading tests in
each public school district, York County districts vs. Pennsylvania.
This Indicator counts because… Standardized test results are only one way to assess student achievement in
mathematics, but they are especially useful because they enable cross-district comparisons and because they show
progress against federal No Child Left Behind Act benchmarks.  It is impossible to characterize broadly the
results of 16 very different public school districts. State averages are included for comparison, and there are York
County districts on either side of those scores.
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EDUCATION

ATTAINMENT
Ed 2.1
Central DallasYork
town

Dover
Area

Eastern
York

Hanover

North- No. Yk.
eastern County

Red
Lion

South
South
Eastern West’n

So. Yk.
County

Spring
Grove

West
Shore

West
York

York
City

Yk. Sub
-urban

20022003

97.1%

94.6

87.0

88.9

81.4

86.6

91.6

90.8

88.9

89.6

89.4

90.1

90.4

90.3

62.8

98.8

20042005

98.0%

94.7

89.2

92.7

84.7

86.9

89.8

89.1

92.4

87.7

86.8

86.7

87.1

94.5

62.5

96.3

20062007

98.4%

94.2

87.5

93.1

84.9

94.5

94.2

94.2

95.9

85.9

93.0

93.3

90.7

95.0

64.0

97.5

Graduation rate. Source (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Education

ATTAINMENT  Ed 2.1

High school graduation

Graduation rate, York County public school districts.

This Indicator counts because… Beyond test scores, the fundamental test of an accredited public school district –
and of each of the children attending the district – is graduation. From the district perspective, if too few students
are graduating, questions arise about the viability of the district. From the student point of view, graduation from
high school is the cornerstone academic achievement, noted forever as one pursues employment, military service,
higher education or any other opportunity. Conversely, failure to graduate proves a sometimes insurmountable
obstacle to success.  The results tell 16 different stories, one for each York County public school district. Most
districts have shown gradual improvement by this measurement.

Ed 2.2
Central
York

Dallastown

Dover
Area

Eastern
York

Hanover

Northeastern

No. Yk.
County

Red
Lion

South
Eastern

South
West’n

So. Yk.
County

Spring
Grove

West
Shore

West
York

York
City

Yk. Sub
-urban

Penn.

2001-2
thru
2003-4

85.7% 76.6

63.4

66.5

78.4

68.1

75.1

60.0

75.3

75.3

72.9

72.0

78.6

74.8

57.4

78.1

74.5

2004-5
thru
2006-7

88.6% 77.8

67.5

70.0

67.5

63.5

76.0

69.1

76.5

76.5

75.0

71.3

81.2

72.3

56.8

85.9

75.5

Percentage of high school students planning to attend post-secondary institutions. Source (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Education

ATTAINMENT  Ed 2.2

Plans to further education

Percentage of high school students planning to attend postsecondary institutions, York County districts vs. Pennsylvania.

This Indicator counts because… As important as high school graduation is, a substantial portion of the jobs and
other opportunities that are available to young people require more than a diploma. Education administrators
have not yet devised a way to track all high school graduates as they work toward bachelor’s degrees and other
achievements; the surveys school districts conduct before students graduate are therefore the best tool available.
The local taxpayer’s direct obligation to each student ends with twelfth grade, but our communities should
consider these figures in assessing whether we have done right by our failed our children.  Although each York
County public school district should be considered separately, it can be seen as encouraging that graduation rates
rose in 13 of the 16 districts between 2002 and 2007.
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EDUCATION

ACHIEVEMENT  BEYOND K-12
Percent

Percentage of people age 25 and over
who are high school graduates or
higher. Source (see notes): U.S.
Census Bureau

ATTAINMENT  Ed 2.3

88.0
86.0
84.0
82.0
80.0
78.0
76.0

Ed 2.3A

Educational attainment

York Co.
Penn.
30.0
25.0
20.0
15.0
10.0
5.0
0.0

Percentage of people age 25 and over
who have a bachelor’s degree or
higher. Source (see notes): U.S.
Census Bureau

Percent

Ed 2.3B

2001: 238 facilities
2005: 302
2008: 284

Number of regulated child care facilities per 10,000 people. (Number of
facilities shown above for reference.)
Sources (see notes): U.S. Census Bureau; United Way of York County

Ed 3.1B

2001: 10 facilities
2005: 19
2008: 24

Percentage of regulated child care
facilities that are accredited. (Number
of accredited facilities shown above for
reference.) Source (see notes): U.S.
Census Bureau; United Way of York
County

Percent

16

21.4
25.4

This Indicator counts because… The proportion of the
population that is educated – that has a high school diploma or
a bachelor’s degree – reflects the degree to which a community
values education. Places that have well educated adults also
tend to enjoy higher standards of living, bolstered by economies
that retain their own best and brightest and that attract other
creative professionals.  Educational attainment is up in York
County both at the high school and college levels. However,
both local figures lag behind the state averages, with the gap
slightly narrower for high school graduates.

Child care facilities
A Number of regulated child care facilities per 10,000 people,
York County.

2.0
2001

2005

2008

6.2

7.4

6.7

2001

2005

2008

4.2

6.3

8.5

10.0
8.0
6.0
4.0
2.0
0.0
York-Hvr. MSA
Penn.

A Percentage of youth ages 16 to 19 who are idle, YorkHanover MSA vs. Pennsylvania.
2004
8.7
9.2

10.0
5.0

York-Hvr. MSA
Penn.

This Indicator counts because… Children who have access to
early childhood education arrive at kindergarten more prepared
to learn academically and socially. Studies show that they are
retained at a given grade less often and are more likely to
graduate. Separately, for some families, the availability and
accessibility of quality child care is itself the difference between
a manageable life balance and chaos. Quality is demonstrated
clearly through the accreditation process.  The number of
facilities per capita has been up and down, but the percentage
accredited has risen steadily.

Idle youth

15.0

0.0

B Percentage of regulated child care facilities that are
accredited, York County.

BEYOND K-12  Ed 3.2

20.0

Percent
Percentage of youth ages 19 to 21 who
are idle. Source (see notes): U.S.
Census Bureau

2006

18.4
22.4

4.0

York Co.

Ed 3.2B

2000

B Percentage of people age 25 and over who have a
bachelor’s degree or higher, York County vs. Pennsylvania.

6.0

10.0
8.0
6.0
4.0
2.0
0.0

Percentage of youth ages 16 to 19 who
are idle. Source (see notes): U.S.
Census Bureau

85.0
86.2

BEYOND K-12  Ed 3.1

York Co.

Ed 3.2A

2006

80.7
81.9

8.0

0.0

Percent

Ed 3.1A

Number of facilities
per 10,000 people

York Co.
Penn.

2000

A Percentage of people age 25 and over who are high school
graduates or higher, York County vs. Pennsylvania.

2004
13.3
14.3

B Percentage of youth ages 19 to 21 who are idle, YorkHanover MSA vs. Pennsylvania.
This Indicator counts because… The education system and the
workforce often function separately – and that leaves some
young York Countians behind. Those who do not graduate
from high school, or who graduate but cannot find a next
opportunity, comprise a population termed “idle youth.” Large
numbers of idle youth highlight a failure in the local schoolemployment dynamic and often end up being a negative
societal influence.  With the first report of this data in 2004,
we can establish no trend – only a baseline – but on the positive
side, York County’s percentages are lower than the state’s.

HEALTH
HEALTH CARE
HEALTH CARE  He 1.1

He 1.1

Health insurance

This Indicator counts because… Health insurance is
still recognized in U.S. policy as a privilege rather than
a right. People who don’t have coverage don’t seek
care – meaning that they live less healthy lives and
that when they do reach the point of medical
emergency, they arrive at a hospital sicker than they
would have been and in need of treatment that costs
them and the system more. Everyone is hurt when
even some of us don’t have health care.  This
Indicator shows a serious, persistent problem. York
County had a slightly higher percentage of uninsured
than Pennsylvania overall in each three-year average
between 2003 and 2007.
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Percent

Percentage of adults age 18 to 64 without health
insurance, York County vs. Pennsylvania.
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York Co.
Penn.
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Percentage of adults ages 18 to 64 without health insurance.
Source (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Health

HEALTH CARE  He 1.2

He 1.2

Prenatal care
88.0
Percentage of pregnant women receiving prenatal care
in the first trimester, York County vs. Pennsylvania.

Percent

This Indicator counts because… The evidence
overwhelmingly shows that prenatal care contributes
to smoother pregnancies, less complicated births and
healthier infants.
In particular, accessibility to
prenatal care during the first trimester demonstrates a
proactive approach. A community that is making
prenatal care accessible is a place that recognizes the
importance of a healthy start in life.  Despite a
slight uptick in the last year, fewer mothers were
receiving prenatal care in 2006 than in 2002. This was
also true statewide. Inverting the figures, one out of
every eight mothers is not seeing a doctor during the
crucial first months of a pregnancy. York County’s
numbers were consistently better than Pennsylvania’s
each year, however, so this Indicator offers a mixed
assessment.

86.0
84.0
82.0
80.0
78.0
76.0

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

York Co. 83.8
Penn.
80.9

86.7
84.6

84.7
81.9

84.0
81.3

82.9
81.1

83.3
80.1

Percentage of pregnant women receiving prenatal care in the first
trimester. Source (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Health
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RISK FACTORS
RISK FACTORS  He 2.1

He 2.1

Tobacco usage
Percent
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Percentage of current tobacco users, York County vs.
Pennsylvania.
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He 2.2

Cases of gonorrhea per 100,000

Percentage of current tobacco users. Source (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Health
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people.
Source (see
notes):
Pennsylvania
Department
of Health
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Cases of Chlamydia per 100,000
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Penn.
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This Indicator counts because… Smoking is the single
most preventable cause of death. Smokers die earlier
and often experience a less pleasant quality of life for
years before dying. Also, the financial impact of
smokers on the health care system cannot be
overstated. As a national wave of restaurant smoking
bans suggests, public bias has turned from tolerant of
smoking to intolerant of it.  York County is neither
gaining nor surrendering ground in the battle to curb
smoking. The rate remained the same across three
consecutive three-year averages (through 2007) and in
the final year was exactly the same as the state
average.
Pennsylvania’s restaurant smoking ban,
enacted in 2008, is one of the few major public policy
changes of recent years that is directly related to an
Indicator, so future developments bear watching.

RISK FACTORS  He 2.2

Sexually transmitted diseases
Cases of gonorrhea and Chlamydia per 100,000 people,
York County vs. Pennsylvania.

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

108.7
112.6

67.1
108.7

99.1
96.3

118.9
91.0

94.7
90.7

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

233.0
224.5

200.1
259.7

215.5
302.5

268.6
307.9

247.5
301.2

This Indicator counts because… The prevalence of
sexually transmitted diseases in a community can
suggest a breakdown on several fronts, ranging from a
place’s sex education strategy and public health care
infrastructure to its very social fabric. STDs vary
widely, but many can lead to serious medical
problems, including infertility, complications during
pregnancy or upon birth for the infant, immune
system complications and death. Syphilis rates, noted
in previous YorkCounts reports, are so low per capita
that they were eliminated from this report.  Trends
from this Indicator are not entirely clear. Generally
speaking, rates of gonorrhea and Chlamydia were
lower in York County than they were in Pennsylvania
overall. They spiked in both geographies but have
fallen.

HEALTH

RISK FACTORS
RISK FACTORS  He 2.3

He 2.3

Obesity

This Indicator counts because… Obesity is moving up
the charts quickly among America’s health concerns.
For years, obesity has contributed to a range of serious
conditions, from diabetes to hypertension and from
heart disease to stroke. The problem now is that
obesity is more prevalent than ever in the United
States – complicating lives for more adults,
introducing chronic conditions earlier in life for more
children and raising care costs for both groups. 
The rate of obesity among York County adults has
remained steady throughout the decade, while the
state average has crept slightly upward and now
equals York County’s. While the local trend is not
inherently worrisome, the rate itself is startling, with
fully one-quarter of York Countians qualifying as
obese.

RISK FACTORS  He 2.4

Leading causes of death
A Death rates from major causes, York County vs.
Pennsylvania.
B Up to five leading causes of death by age range, York
County.

This Indicator counts because… Leading causes of
death are likely to reflect the major health problems
that a community is facing. There is, of course, no
way to “reduce” the death rate! It holds steady at 100
percent. However, we can identify and work to curb
the impact of chronic disease in older populations –
and perhaps social or environmental factors that
relate to deaths among younger populations.  In
York County, accidents are consistently the fourth
leading cause of death, while they rank fifth statewide.
Cancer strikes the elderly at a steady rate but is on the
rise among middle-aged adults.

25
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21
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Percent

Percentage of people who are obese, York County vs.
Pennsylvania.

2001- 2002- 2003- 2004- 20052003 2004 2005 2006 2007

York Co.
Penn.
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24
24

25
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25
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Percentage of people who are obese. Source (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Health

He 2.4A York Co.

Pennsylvania

2001:

1. Diseases of heart , 243.0
1. Diseases of heart, 263.8
2. Cancer, 193.5
2. Cancer, 205.6
3. Stroke, 53.2
3. Stroke, 55.7
4. Accidents, 37.5
4. Chronic lung/resp. disorders, 39.4
5. Chronic lung/resp. disorders, 37.3
5. Accidents, 34.4
2003:
1. Diseases of heart , 226.7
1. Diseases of heart, 254.1
2. Cancer, 187.3
2. Cancer, 200.9
3. Stroke, 50.6
3. Stroke, 54.9
4. Accidents, 38.6
4. Chronic lung/resp. disorders, 39.0
5. Chronic lung/resp. disorders, 36.5
5. Accidents, 35.6
2005:
1. Diseases of heart , 216.0
1. Diseases of heart, 237.6
2. Cancer, 186.6
2. Cancer, 196.9
3. Stroke, 46.2
3. Stroke, 50.2
4. Accidents, 39.9
4. Chronic lung/resp. disorders, 39.2
5. Chronic lung/resp. disorders, 36.5
5. Accidents, 38.6
Death rates from major causes. Source (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Health

He 2.4B

2001: Under 5: Perinatal conditions (14), Accidents (4)
5-24 years: Accidents (20), Suicide (7), Cancer (4), Heart disease (3)
25-44 years: Accidents (36), Cancer (24), Heart disease (18), Suicide (13), HIV (7)
45-64 years: Cancer (193), Heart disease (122), Diabetes (27), Accidents (19)
Over 64: Heart disease (804), Cancer (568), Stroke (197), CLRD (140), Alzheimer’s (124)
2003: Under 5: Perinatal conditions (16), Birth defects (7)
5-24 years: Accidents (30), Suicide (7), Homicide (3)
25-44 years: Accidents (40), Cancer (33), Heart disease (23), Suicide (13), HIV (9)
45-64 years: Cancer (198), Heart disease (139), Accidents (30), Stroke (21), CLRD (18)
Over 64: Heart disease (755), Cancer (550), Stroke (188), CLRD (116), Alzheimer’s (115)
2005: Under 5: Perinatal conditions (23), Birth defects (12), Accidents (4)
5-24 years: Accidents (25), Suicide (4), Homicide (2), Cancer (2)
25-44 years: Accidents (38), Cancer (25), Heart disease (15), Suicide (13), Homicide (8)
45-64 years: Cancer (230), Heart disease (153), Accidents (32), CLRD (24), Diabetes (19)
Over 64: Heart disease (742), Cancer (568), Stroke (171), CLRD (136), Alzheimer’s (119)
Up to five leading causes of death by age range. Source (see notes): Penn. Department of Health
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SAFETY
CRIME
CRIME  Sa 1.1

Sa 1.1

Violent crime
A Violent crimes per 100,000 people, York County vs.
Pennsylvania.

Crimes per 100,000 people

500.0
400.0
300.0
200.0
100.0
0.0

York Co.
Penn.

2005

2006

2007

271.1
410.4

319.4
429.2

282.2
409.2

Violent crimes per 100,000 people. Source (see notes): Pennsylvania State Police

This Indicator counts because… Violent crime is rare,
almost everywhere in the United States – especially
compared to some other parts of the world. But it is
dangerous and frightening and constitutes a direct
attack on the quality of life of a place. No community
with a violent crime problem can expect to retain an
existing population or attract newcomers. The city’s
crime rate was not separated from the county’s; crime
knows no borders, and the county’s reputation
depends in part on a safe city.  The very good news
is that the violent crime rate is much lower in York
County than it is in Pennsylvania. Also, crime in 2007
was down from 2006. On the other hand, 2006
represented a recent peak, so the trend is not clear.

CRIME  Sa 1.2

Sa 1.2

Crimes per 100,000 people

Non-violent crime
8500.0
8000.0
7500.0
7000.0
6500.0
6000.0
5500.0
5000.0

York Co.
Penn.

A Non-violent crimes per 100,000 people, York County
vs. Pennsylvania.

2005

2006

2007

8085.6
7413.7

8383.0
7660.5

7965.3
7630.0

Non-violent crimes per 100,000 people. Source (see notes): Pennsylvania State Police
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This Indicator counts because… Non-violent crime is
relatively rare. However, it can be deeply unsettling to
a community and can raise questions about whether
local governments are devoting sufficient resources to
public safety. Like violent crime, so-called property
crimes are deterring to potential newcomers and
discouraging to current neighbors. The city’s crime
rate was not separated from the county’s, given that
crime knows no borders, and the county’s reputation
depends in part on a safe city.  Non-violent crime is
seen at a slightly higher rate in York County than it is
statewide. The gap was smaller in 2007 than it was in
2005. Also, the crime rate was lower in 2007 than it
was in 2006. There is no clear trend.

SAFETY

CRIME
CRIME  Sa 1.3

Sa 1.3

Child abuse

2003:
2004:
2005:
2006:
2007:

Substantiated cases of child abuse per 100,000 people,
York County vs. Pennsylvania.

CRIME  Sa 1.4

40.0
35.0
30.0
25.0
20.0
15.0
10.0
5.0
0.0

Cases per 100,000 people

This Indicator counts because… YorkCounts’
Indicators reports could contain data on any number
of specific crimes based on police and court records.
Child abuse has been identified as particularly heinous
because it affects the most vulnerable in our society.
When children are abused, they become victims in the
short and long term. Some become abusive parents
themselves.  After the annual number and rate of
substantiated child abuse cases fell between 2003 and
2004, these figures began to rise again; the trend
continued through 2007. This is the opposite of what
has happened statewide. Pennsylvania cases jumped
in 2004 but fell in 2005 and 2006 and held steady in
2007. The measurements for this Indicator are among
the most troubling in the entire report.

York Co.
Penn.

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

33.3
36.7

25.8
37.5

31.0
35.5

35.0
33.5

37.1
33.5

Substantiated cases of child abuse per 100,000 people. (Number
of cases shown for reference above.) Source (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Public Welfare

Sa 1.4

Driving under the influence

2005:
2006:
2007:

Cases per 100,000 people

Cases of driving under the influence (DUI) per 100,000
people, York County vs. Pennsylvania.
This Indicator counts because… Driving under the
influence (DUI) is a crime of particular concern and is
therefore one of the two specific crimes examined in
this Indicators report. Drunk driving accidents often
harm more than the driver and his or her family.
Victims – from passengers to other motorists to
pedestrians – may suffer serious injuries, and some
crashes result in death. High numbers of DUI
incidents point to a fraying of the social fabric in a
community.  Cases of driving under the influence
in York County fell in 2007.
Meanwhile,
Pennsylvania’s rate rose from 2005 to 2006 and again
from 2006 to 2007. Unfortunately, York County’s rate
was so much higher than Pennsylvania’s that the state
rate couldn’t catch the local rate. This measurement
is a cause for discomfort in York County.

Substantiated child abuse cases
York County
Pennsylvania
131
4523
103
4628
126
4390
145
4152
156
4162

Cases of driving under the influence
York County
Pennsylvania
2033
46,714
2238
51,541
2245
54,442

600.0
500.0
400.0
300.0
200.0
100.0
0.0

York Co.
Penn.

2005

2006

2007

500.1
377.7

539.9
415.6

533.2
437.9

Cases of driving under the influence (DUI) per 100,000 people.
(Number of cases shown for reference above.) Source (see notes):
Pennsylvania State Police
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SURROUNDINGS
HOUSING
HOUSING  Su 1.1

Su 1.1

Percent

Homeownership
Homeownership rate, York County vs. Pennsylvania.
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64.1
60.5

76.6
71.7

This Indicator counts because… Homeownership is a
building block of the American economy and our
society.
At least under ordinary economic
circumstances, a home provides the owner with a
tangible asset and some ability to borrow. Separately,
communities with high homeownership rates enjoy
greater stability as well as increased civic engagement
and financial investment on the part of residents. 
Homeownership increased quite dramatically on the
local and state levels between 2000 and 2006. We
know now that forces in the American economy may
have contributed to this happening in an unnatural
and unsustainable way, although other statistics show
that York County has been less affected than other
parts of the country by the foreclosure crisis. A trend
here is impossible to predict.

Homeownership rate. Source (see notes): Pennsylvania State
Police

Su 1.2A

York Co. median selling price: 2004, $139,000 (up 26.4% from 2001 vs. 9.4% wage inflation); 2007, $174,900 (up 25.8% from 2004 vs. 10.1% wage inflation).

Su 1.2B

Central
York

2001

$

2004
2007

Dallastown

Dover
Area

Eastern
York

120k 129k 100k 104k

Hanover

95k

Northeastern

No. Yk.
County

Red
Lion

South
Eastern

South
West’n

So. Yk.
County

Spring
Grove

107k 125k 110k 141k 115k 145k 119k

West
Shore

80k

West
York

York
City

Yk. Sub
-urban

104k

49k

105k

$

153k 163k 129k 119k 135k 141k 133k 159k 172k 149k 182k 160k 145k 125k

52k

130k

$

70k

170k

185k 200k 177k 155k 160k 184k 240k 193k 225k 199k 245k 193k 185k 150k

(top) Change in median selling price, three-bedroom home vs. change in real income, (bottom) Median selling price, three-bedroom home. Sources (see notes): REALTORS® Association
of York and Adams Counties; U.S. Census Bureau

HOUSING  Su 1.2

Cost of housing

A Change in median selling price, three-bedroom home, York County vs.
change in real income, York County.
B Median selling price, three-bedroom home, York Co. school districts.

This Indicator counts because… Especially given market pressure from Baltimore and local effects on property tax
rates, it is important to be aware of whether homes are affordable based on the incomes that are earned in this
area. Local experts traditionally examine trends at the school district level.  Whether homes could be
considered affordable by 2007 depends on whether one considered them a bargain in 2001, but it’s clear that home
prices have risen dramatically compared to wages (even though pay increases have been competitive). Before the
economic downturn, home prices were on pace to double in a decade.
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ENVIRONMENT
Su 2.1
Acres per 1000 people

ENVIRONMENT  Su 2.1

Farmland preservation
Number of acres of farmland preserved (by the end of the
calendar year) per 1000 people, York County.
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This Indicator counts because… York Countians value open
space as a matter of principle and honor farmland in concert
with our heritage. Preserving farmland means protecting not
only the agricultural sector of the economy, which is still
vibrant in York County, but also the very look and feel of the
place where we live. The land that surrounds our commercial
centers – York and Hanover – is part and parcel of the quality of
life in York County.  Since there is no universally accepted
standard for exactly how or how much open space should be
preserved, there is no perfect way to assess this measurement.
For now, it can be noted that farmland is being protected even
more quickly than the population is growing.

Number of acres of farmland preserved per 1000 people. Sources
(see notes): U.S. Census Bureau; York County Agricultural Preserve
Board

ENVIRONMENT  Su 2.2

Su 2.2

York Co.

2002

2003

2005

55.2

64.8

70.1

York County

Highest for general pop.

Air quality

2001

27 unhealthy for sensitive groups
0 for the general population

9 (Alleg., Bucks, Chester)

Number of days during which the air was unhealthy or
unhealthy for sensitive groups, York County vs.
Pennsylvania.

2002

30 unhealthy for sensitive groups
8 for the general population

19 (Philadelphia)

2003

12 unhealthy for sensitive groups
2 for the general population

9 (Allegheny)

2004

7 unhealthy for sensitive groups
0 for the general population

7 (Allegheny)

2005

17 unhealthy for sensitive groups
1 for the general population

12 (Allegheny)

2006

7 unhealthy for sensitive groups
1 for the general population

4 (Allegheny)

2007

18 unhealthy for sensitive groups
0 for the general population

8 (Allegheny)

ENVIRONMENT  Su 2.3

Recycling
Tons of recycled waste per capita, York County vs.
Pennsylvania.
This Indicator counts because… An improved quality of life now
is worthless if it comes at the expense of the experiences our
children and grandchildren will have. The degree to which we
are recycling waste is one measurement of our commitment to
preserving York County not only for ourselves, but also for
future generations.  It’s certainly a positive sign that each
year from 2001 through 2005, York County recycled more tons
of waste per capita than the state as a whole. However, in 2001
and 2003, York County’s recycling rates were much higher, and
the reason isn’t clear. More data will be needed before a trend
can be determined and before York County’s true interest in
and capacity for recycling can be assessed fairly.

Number of days during which the air was unhealthy or unhealthy for sensitive groups, York
County vs. certain areas in Pennsylvania. Source (see notes): U.S. Environ. Protection Agency

Su 2.3
Tons per capita

This Indicator counts because… Nothing could be more
fundamental to our quality of life than the quality of the air we
breathe. York County’s population growth is largely tied to
more cars on the road and more miles per commute to
Baltimore or Harrisburg, although auto emissions are but one
contributing factor to air pollution.  Wild variation was seen
in York County between 2001 and 2007 in the numbers of
unhealthy air days. There is no statewide measurement, but the
Pennsylvania places with the most “bad days” each year are
shown for comparison, and York County’s numbers were never
close to those figures.
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York Co. 0.84
Penn.
0.35

0.45
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0.48
0.38

0.49
0.38

Tons of waste recycled per capita. Sources (see notes): Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection; U.S. Census
Bureau
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2009 INDICATORS STATUS AND TRENDS
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Su 1.1
Su 1.2
Su 2.1
Su 2.2
Su 2.3

+

↔
↔

KEY
+ York Co. doing better than PA
— York Co. doing worse than PA
= York Co. conditions mirror PA’s
↑ Getting better in York Co.
↓ Getting worse in York Co.
↔ Staying the same/
mixed outcomes in York Co.
No mark means there was insufficient or incomparable data to show
a status or trend; there was too
much data to show a trend (e.g.
different school districts with test
scores variously above, at or below
the average, or trending up, steady
or down); or there was no clear
“positive” or “negative” outcome
(e.g. there is no one ideal industry
mix).

NOTES

Co 1.1, Voting :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator was F.1,
“County voting,” under Family and Community. The 2001 measurement
was percentage of registered voters casting ballots for governor in the
general election (1994 and 1998; source: Pennsylvania Manual). The
2006 measurement was the same (1994, 1998 and 2002; source:
Pennsylvania Manual). The first component measurement of the 2009
Indicator is the same (1998, 2002 and 2006; source: Pennsylvania
Manual, http://www.portal.state.pa.us/portal/server.pt?
open=512&objID=1294&mode=2&in_hi_userid=2&cached=true, pages 715 and 7-18 of Volume 118). The second component measurement of
the 2009 Indicator is a new measurement (sources: U.S. Census Bureau,
County Population Estimates, http://www.census.gov/popest/
archives/1990s/co-99-01/99C1_42.txt for 7/1/1998 total county and
state population, http://www.census.gov/popest/counties/files/COEST2007-POPCHG2000_2007-42.csv for 7/1/2002 and 7/1/2006 total
county and state populations; Pennsylvania Manual, http://
www.portal.state.pa.us/portal/server.pt?
open=512&objID=1294&mode=2&in_hi_userid=2&cached=true, page 715 of Volume 118 for 2006, page 7-15 of Volume 116 for 2002; Bureau of
Elections, Pennsylvania Department of State via Pennsylvania State Data
Center, http://pasdc.hbg.psu.edu/pasdc/data_and_information/
Data/240a.html for 1998.).
(A) 1998: York County, 42.0%
Pennsylvania, 41.7%
From our 2006 report
From our 2006 report
2002: York County, 43.9%
Pennsylvania, 45.7%
From our 2006 report
From our 2006 report
2006: York County, 45.7%
Pennsylvania, 50.3%
Registered voters: 275,258
Registered voters: 8,181,947
Casting ballots: 125,868
Casting ballots: 4,111,451
(B) 1998: York County, 53.5%
Pennsylvania, 59.6%
Population: 373,688
Population: 12,002,329
Registered voters: 200,094
Registered voters: 7,156,092
2002: York County, 58.4%
Pennsylvania, 63.7%
Population: 388,875
Population: 12,305,751
Registered voters: 227,131
Registered voters: 7,835,775
2006: York County, 66.4%
Pennsylvania, 66.0%
Population: 414,505
Population: 12,402,817
Registered voters: 275,258
Registered voters: 8,181,947
Co 1.2, Contested elections :: In the 2001 report, this Indicator was F.3,
“Candidates running unopposed,” under Family and Community. The
2001 measurement was candidates for local elected office running
unopposed as a percentage of all candidates (1991, 1993, 1995, 1997;
source undocumented). The 2006 report did not include this Indicator.
The 2009 Indicator is number of state House seats contested by candidates named on the ballot from both major parties (2002, 2004, 2006;
sources: Pennsylvania Department of State, Elections Information, http://
www.electionreturns.state.pa.us/ElectionsInformation.aspx?
FunctionID=0 for 2002, 2004 and 2006 and http://www.dos.state.pa.us/
bcel/lib/bcel/elections/petition_filers.pdf for 2008). York County districts
are defined as those covering at least a portion of York County; specifically (from the elections of 2002 through the elections of 2012), Districts
47, 92, 93, 94, 95, 193 and 196.
2002: York County, 4 out of 7
Contested: 47, 92, 193, 196; uncontested: 93, 94, 95
2004: York County, 2 out of 7
Contested: 92, 93; contested by third parties: 193, 196; uncontested: 47,
94, 95
2006: York County, 5 out of 7
Contested: 92, 94, 95, 193, 196; uncontested: 47, 93
2008: York County, 4 out of 7
Contested: 93, 94, 95, 193; uncontested: 47, 92, 196
Co 1.3, Charitable giving :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator
was F.5, “Charitable giving,” under Family and Community. The 2001
measurements were total contributions and per capita contributions to
the United Way of York County (1994 through 1999, yearly, source:
primary data supplied by United Way of York County). The 2006
measurements were the same (1994 through 2004, biennially, source:
primary data supplied by United Way of York County). The 2009
measurements are combined total contributions and per capita contributsion to the United Way of York County and the Cultural Alliance of
York County (2001 through 2007, yearly, sources: primary data supplied
by United Way of York County and primary data supplied by the Cultural
Alliance of York County for contributions; U.S. Census Bureau, County
Population Estimates, http://www.census.gov/popest/counties/files/COEST2007-POPCHG2000_2007-42.csv for county populations).
2001 York County, $7,061,002 total
York County, $18.32 per capita
Population: 385,362
2002 York County, $7,441,874 total
York County, $19.13 per capita
Population: 388,875
2003 York County, $7,570,916 total
York County, $19.24 per capita
Population: 393,584
2004 York County, $7,659,026 total
York County, $19.17 per capita
Population: 399,466
2005 York County, $7,885,678 total
York County, $19.40 per capita
Population: 406,515
2006 York County, $8,152,191 total
York County, $19.67 per capita
Population: 414,505
2007 York County, $8,357,165 total
York County, $19.85 per capita
Population: 421,049
Co 2.1, Arts-related employment :: This is a new Indicator. The 2009
measurements are number of arts-related businesses registered with
Dun and Bradstreet and number of people employed by those businesses
(2005 through 2008, yearly, source: Americans for the Arts Creative
Industries report obtained by Cultural Alliance of York County for York
County figures; Americans for the Arts, http://www.artsusa.org/pdf/
information_services/creative_industries/senate/PA_Casey_Jr.pdf for
2007 Pennsylvania figures). The employment sectors identified in the
report are Museums and Collections (museums, historical society),

Performing Arts (music, theater, services and facilities, performers),
Visual Arts/Photography (crafts, visual arts, photography, services), Film,
Radio and TV (motion pictures, television, radio), Design and Publishing
(architecture, design, publishing, advertising) and Art Schools and
Services (arts councils, arts schools and instruction).
Jan. 2005: York County, 553 bus. Pennsylvania, 20,101 businesses
York County, 1.38 bus. per 1000 Pennsylvania, 1.63 bus. per 1000
Population (7/1/04): 399,466
Population (7/1/04): 12,348,618
York County, 3497 employees
Pennsylvania, 128,376 employees
Jan. 2006: York County, 529 bus. Pennsylvania, 19,066 businesses
York County, 1.30 bus. per 1000 Pennsylvania, 1.54 bus. per 1000
Population (7/1/05): 406,515
Population (7/1/05): 12,367,276
York County, 3299 employees
Pennsylvania, 121,843 employees
Jan. 2007: York County, 535 bus. Pennsylvania, 18,941 businesses
York County, 1.29 bus. per 1000 Pennsylvania, 1.53 bus. per 1000
Population (7/1/06): 414,505
Population (7/1/06): 12,402,817
York County, 2884 employees
Pennsylvania, 95,640 employees
Jan. 2008: York County, 574 bus. Pennsylvania, 20,921 businesses
York County, 1.36 bus. per 1000 Pennsylvania, 1.68 bus. per 1000
Population (7/1/07): 421,049
Population (7/1/07): 12,432,792
York County, 3581 employees
Pennsylvania, 124,574 employees

Population, data mapped by York County Planning Commission). The first
component measurement of the 2009 Indicator is percentage of people
of all ages in poverty (2001, 2003 and 2005, sources: U.S. Census Bureau,
Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates, State and County Estimates,
http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/saipe/county.html). The second
component measurement of the 2009 Indicator is percentage of children
ages 5-17 in families in poverty in each York County public school district
(2001, 2003 and 2005, source: U.S. Census Bureau, Small Area Income
and Poverty Estimates, http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/saipe/
district.html). These data were not available before and are now
determined largely in order to administer federal No Child Left Behind
legislation. “The U.S. Census Bureau… created the Small Area Income and
Poverty Estimates (SAIPE) program to provide more current estimates of
selected income and poverty statistics than those from the most recent
decennial census,” according to the SAIPE website. ‘Relevant’ age 5 to 17
divided into ‘Relevant’ age 5 to 17 in families in poverty’ to calculate
percentages. Future Indicators reports may revert to reporting percentage of households with annual income below the poverty level, as the
original intent of this Indicator was to measure poverty affecting all
populations, not just families with children.
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)

Co 2.2, Attendance :: This is a new Indicator. The first component
measurement of the 2009 Indicator is percentage change in combined
attendance/usage for five prominent York County arts and cultural
attractions: the Eichelberger Performing Arts Center, the Pullo Family
Performing Arts Center, the Strand-Capitol Performing Arts Center, the
York College of Pennsylvania Performing Arts Center and York Little
Theater (2006, 2007 and 2008, sources: primary data supplied by each
entity). The YCP Performing Arts Center opened in 2008; attendance
figures will be shown in future Indicators reports. The second component measurement of the 2009 Indicator is percentage change in
combined attendance/usage for three prominent York County recreational attractions: York County Parks, the York Fair and home games for
the York Revolution baseball team (2006, 2007 and 2008, sources:
primary data supplied by each entity). The York Revolution’s inaugural
season was 2007; the team’s first year with a full schedule of home
games was 2008.
(A) 2006 York County arts and cultural attractions: Eichelberger (20052006): 23,071, Pullo (2005-2006): 6,000, Strand-Capitol (2005-2006):
53,674, YCP Performing Arts Center: n/a, York Little Theatre: 7612,
Combined attendance: 90,357
2007 York County arts and cultural attractions: Eichelberger (2006-2007):
24,691, Pullo (2006-2007): 11,000, Strand-Capitol (2006-2007): 55,855,
YCP Performing Arts Center: n/a, York Little Theatre: 9873, Combined
attendance: 101,419
2008 York County arts and cultural attractions: Eichelberger (20072008):23,920, Pullo (2007-2008): 20,300, Strand-Capitol (2007-2008):
59,573, YCP Performing Arts Center: n/a, York Little Theatre: 10,633,
Combined attendance: 114,426
(B) 2006 York County recreational attractions: York County Parks:
1,090,273, York Fair: 544,934, York Revolution: n/a, Combined attendance: 1,635,207
2007 York County recreational attractions: York County Parks: 1,187,982,
York Fair: 615,857, York Revolution: 218,826, Combined attendance:
2,022,665
2008 York County recreational attractions: York County Parks: 1,312,249,
York Fair: 508,887, York Revolution: 300,526, Combined attendance:
2,121,662

Co 4.2, Child poverty :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator was
Eco.7, “Free school lunches,” under Economics. The 2001 measurement
was percentage of students who receive free school lunches (year
undocumented, source undocumented but probably Pennsylvania
Department of Education, Division of Food and Nutrition Programs). The
2006 measurement was the same (1999 and 2004, source: Pennsylvania
Department of Education, Division of Food and Nutrition Programs). The
2009 measurement is the percentage of students who are eligible for
free school lunches in each York County public school district (2001-2002,
2003-2004, 2005-2006 and 2007-2008, source: Pennsylvania Department
of Education, Division of Food and Nutrition Programs, National School
Lunch Program, http://www.pde.state.pa.us/food_nutrition/cwp/
view.asp?
a=5&Q=45622&food_nutritionNav=|3296|&food_nutritionNav=|4098|3
285|). State figure includes public, private/parochial and charter-schools
and home-schooled students.
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)

Co 3.1, Relative diversity :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator
was F.6, “Minority students,” under Family and Community. The 2001
measurement was percentage of minority students in each York County
public school district (1999-2000; source: Pennsylvania Department of
Education). The 2006 measurement was the same (1999-2000 and 20032004; source: Pennsylvania Department of Education, Public School
Summary of Enrollments by School District). The 2009 measurement is
the same (2002-2003, 2004-2005, 2006-2007, source: Pennsylvania
Department of Education, Public Enrollment by County, LEA, Race, and
Grade, http://www.pde.state.pa.us/k12statistics/cwp/view.asp?
a=3&Q=125758&k12statisticsNav=|5367|&k12statisticsNav=| for each
enrollment year).
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Co 3.2, In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator was F.7, “Bias-related
incidents,” under Family and Community. The 2001 measurements were
numbers of hate crimes reported total and per 100,000 residents (19931994 through 1997-1998, total; source undocumented). The 2006
measurement was number of bias-related incidents reported (1994-1999
total and 2000-2005 total, source: Pennsylvania Human Relations
Commission, Tension Statistics). The change from “hate crimes” to “biasrelated incidents” was apparently due to a shift in emphasis at the state
level; “bias-related incidents” encompass a wider range of problematic
activity. The 2009 measurement is average number of bias-related
incidents reported per 100,000 people (1998-1999 through 2000-2001,
2001-2002 through 2003-2004, 2004-2005 through 2006-2007, source:
Pennsylvania Human Relations Commission, Annual Report, 1998-1999
through 2006-2007 for each year’s figures; U.S. Census Bureau, County
Population Estimates, http://www.census.gov/popest/archives/1990s/co
-99-01/99C1_42.txt for 1998 and 1999 total county and state populations, http://www.census.gov/popest/counties/files/CO-EST2007POPCHG2000_2007-42.csv for 2000 through 2006 total county and state
populations). Population figures were averaged across each three-year
span (1998-2000, 2001-2003, 2004-2006).
1998-2000 York County, 6.8
Pennsylvania, 3.0
Incidents: 30, 27, 20 (avg. 25.7)
Incidents: 340, 351, 382 (avg. 357.7)
Population: (average: 378,545.3) Population: (average: 12,093,969.7)
2001-2003 York County, 7.2
Pennsylvania, 2.7
Incidents: 42, 18, 25 (avg. 28.3)
Incidents: 347, 306, 328 (avg.: 327)
Population: (average: 393,975)
Population: (average: 12,306,849.3)
2004-2006 York County, 5.5
Pennsylvania, 2.6
Incidents: 18, 15, 35 (avg. 22.7)
Incidents: 340, 351, 382 (avg.: 357.7)
Population: (avg.: 414,023)
Population: (avg.: 12,372,903.7)
Co 4.1, Concentration of poverty :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this
Indicator was Eco.6, “Concentration of poverty,” under Economics. The
2001 measurement was percentage of households with annual income
below the poverty level in each planning region (1990, source: U.S.
Census Bureau, specific source undocumented). The 2006 measurement
was the same (1990 and 2000, source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census

Co 4.3, Teen motherhood :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator
was F.11, “Teen mothers,” under Family and Community. The 2001
measurements were per capita pregnancy rates and per capita birth rates
for teenagers 15-19 (1994 through 1998, yearly, source undocumented).
The 2006 measurements were the same (1995, 1997, 1999, 2001 and
2003, source: Pennsylvania Department of Health, Pennsylvania Vital
Statistics). The 2009 measurement is number of children born to
mothers who were not married and were under age 20 per 1000 York
County residents (2001, 2003 and 2005, sources: Pennsylvania Partnerships for Children via Annie E. Casey Foundation Kids Count: CLIKS,
Community Level Information on KidS, http://www.kidscount.org/cgibin/cliks.cgi?action=rawdata_results&subset=PA, for mothers; U.S.
Census Bureau, County Population Estimates, http://www.census.gov/
popest/counties/files/CO-EST2007-POPCHG2000_2007-42.csv for total
county populations).
2001: York County, 1.20
Pennsylvania, 1.00
Population: 385,362
Population: 12,287,542
Births: 464
Births: 12,389
2003: York County, 1.02
Pennsylvania, 0.96
Population: 393,584
Population: 12,327,250
Births: 401
Births: 11,833
2005: York County, 0.97
Pennsylvania, 0.97
Population: 406,515
Population: 12,367,276
Births: 393
Births: 12,036
Ec 1.1, Employment growth :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator
was Eco.2, “Employment growth,” under Economics. The 2001 measurement was employment in selected industries (manufacturing, retail
trade, services) (1993 through 1997, yearly, source undocumented). The
2001 measurement appeared to lean on Standard Industrial Classification
(SIC). The 2006 measurement was functionally the same (1995, 1997,
1999, 2001 and 2003, source: U.S. Census Bureau, County Business
Patterns). However, the U.S. Census Bureau replaced SIC with the North
American Industry Classification System (NAICS) in 1997. The YorkCounts
Indicator continued to use the pre-1997 classifications and it is unclear
how data from 1999, 2001 and 2003 were interpreted to fit those
classifications. The 2009 measurement is employment by industry (2002,
2004, 2006, source: U.S. Census Bureau, County Business Patterns,
http://censtats.census.gov/cbpnaic/cbpnaic.shtml). Only NAICS classifications are used; the 20 individual sectors are grouped by the first digit of
their NAICS Industry Code, reflecting the broadest classifications of
industries.
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Ec 1.2, Unemployment :: This is a new Indicator. The 2009 measurement
is unemployment rate (not seasonally adjusted) for the York-Hanover
Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) (2001, 2003, 2005 and 2007, source:
U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Local Area Unemployment Statistics, http://data.bls.gov/cgi-bin/surveymost?la+42). The
York-Hanover MSA consists of York and Adams counties.
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Ec 1.3, Real income :: In the 2001 report, this Indicator was Eco.2,
“Wages outpace inflation,” under Economics. In the 2006 report, this
Indicator was Eco.2, “Annual wage compared to inflation,” under
Economics. The 2001 measurement was percentage change in average
annual wage compared to change in U.S. rate of inflation (reflected in
Consumer Price Index (CPI-U)) (1995-1996, 1996-1997 and 1997-1998,
source undocumented). The 2006 measurement was the same (1996,
1998, 2000, 2002 and 2004, sources: Pennsylvania Department of Labor
and Industry, Bureau of Research and Statistics,
Pennsylvania Unemployment Compensation Statistics, Employment and
Wages, by County and Industry for wages and Federal Reserve Bank of
Minneapolis, http://www.minneapolisfed.org/, for inflation rate). The
2009 measurement is the same (2002 through 2007, yearly, sources:
Pennsylvania Department of Labor and Industry, Center for Workforce
Information and Analysis, Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages
(annual, supersector data for York County and Pennsylvania), http://
www.paworkstats.state.pa.us/analyzer/searchAnalyzer.asp?
cat=INC&session=IND202&subsession=99&time=&geo=&currsubsessavail
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=&incsource=&blnStart=True for wages and U.S. Department of Labor,
(CPI‐U), ftp://ftp.bls.gov/pub/special.requests/cpi/cpiai.txt, for inflation
rate.
Average yearly wage: $31,928
Average yearly wage: $34,996
2002: York County wages, +2.1% Pa. wages, +2.4 percent
(2002 U.S. inflation, +1.6 percent)
Average weekly wage: $627
Average weekly wage: $689
Average yearly wage: $32,604
Average yearly wage: $35,828
2003: York County wages, +3.2% Pa. wages, +3.2 percent
(2003 U.S. inflation, +2.3 percent)
Average weekly wage: $647
Average weekly wage: $711
Average yearly wage: $33,644
Average yearly wage: $36,972
2004: York County wages, +3.9% Pa. wages, +4.2 percent
(2004 U.S. inflation, +2.7 percent)
Average weekly wage: $672
Average weekly wage: $741
Average yearly wage: $34,944
Average yearly wage: $38,532
2005: York County wages, +5.4 % Pa. wages, +3.0 percent
(U.S. inflation, +3.4 percent)
Average weekly wage: $708
Average weekly wage: $763
Average yearly wage: $36,816
Average yearly wage: $39,676
2006: York County wages, +1.1% Pa. wages, +4.2 percent
(U.S. inflation, +3.2 percent)
Average weekly wage: $716
Average weekly wage: $795
Average yearly wage: $37,232
Average yearly wage: $41,340
2007: York County wages, +3.4% Pa. wages, +4.6 percent
(U.S. inflation, +2.8 percent)
Average weekly wage: $740
Average weekly wage: $832
Average yearly wage: $38,480
Average yearly wage: $43,264
Ec 1.4, Travel time to work :: This is a single successor to two Indicators.
The 2001 and 2006 reports included F.13, “Working outside York
County,” and F.14, “Travel time,” both under Family and Community.
The 2001 measurement for “Working outside York County” was percent‐
age of workers who work outside of the county in each planning region
(1990, source: U.S. Census Bureau, 1990 Census Population, data
mapped by York County Planning Commission). The 2001 measurement
for “Travel time” was percentage of workers travelling 0 to 9 minutes, 10
to 19 minutes, 20 to 29 minutes, 30 to 44 minutes and 45 or more
minutes (1990, source: U.S. Census Bureau, 1990 Census Population).
The 2006 measurements for each Indicator were the same (1990 and
2000, sources for each: U.S. Census Bureau, 2000 Census Population,
data mapped by York County Planning Commission). The 2009 measure‐
ment is travel time to work in minutes (workers 16 years and over) (2000
and 2006, source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Fact Finder, http://
factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en). The next
YorkCounts Indicators report may include municipal‐level information
from Census 2010 that would enable mapping by planning region.
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Ec 2.1, Industry mix :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator was
Eco.1, “Economic base,” under Economics. The 2001 measurement was
number of businesses in selected industries (manufacturing, retail trade,
services) (1993 through 1997, yearly, source undocumented). The 2001
measurement appeared to lean on Standard Industrial Classification
(SIC). The 2006 measurement was functionally the same (1995, 1997,
1999, 2001 and 2003, source: U.S. Census Bureau, County Business
Patterns). However, the U.S. Census Bureau replaced SIC with the North
American Industry Classification System (NAICS) in 1997. The YorkCounts
Indicator continued to use the pre‐1997 classifications and it is unclear
how data from 1999, 2001 and 2003 were interpreted to fit those
classifications. The 2009 measurement is number of businesses by
industry (2002, 2004, 2006, source: U.S. Census Bureau, County Business
Patterns, http://censtats.census.gov/cbpnaic/cbpnaic.shtml). Only NAICS
classifications are used; the 20 individual sectors are grouped by the first
digit of their NAICS Industry Code, reflecting the broadest classifications
of industries.
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Ec 2.2, Minority‐owned businesses :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this
Indicator was Eco.5, “Minority‐owned businesses,” under Economics.
The 2001 measurement was percentage of businesses that are minority‐
owned (1992, with change from 1987 calculated, source: U.S. Census
Bureau, Survey of Minority‐Owned Business Enterprises, 1992). The 2006
measurement was the same (1992 and 1997, source: U.S. Census Bureau,
Survey of Minority‐Owned Business Enterprises, 1997). The 2009
measurement is the same (1992, 1997 and 2002, sources: U.S. Census
Bureau, Survey of Minority‐Owned Business Enterprises, 1997, http://
www.census.gov/csd/sbo/minority2002.htm and e‐mail correspondence
with Anthony Caruso of the U.S. Census Bureau, an‐
thony.m.caruso@census.gov, 301/763‐3319 for minority‐owned
businesses; U.S. Census Bureau, County Business Patterns, http://
censtats.census.gov/cbpnaic/cbpnaic.shtml for total businesses).
“Minority” means ethnic or racial minority. Data from 2002 are the most
recent figures available on minority‐owned businesses. This report is
produced with heavy lag; the 2002 numbers were released in June 2008.
1992: York County, 1.8 percent
Pennsylvania, 4.5 percent
1997: York County, 3.4 percent
Pennsylvania, 5.9 percent
2002: York County, 11.7 percent Pennsylvania, 19.4 percent
Minority‐owned businesses: 981 Minority‐owned businesses: 59,064
Total businesses: 8402
Total businesses: 304,058
Ed 1.1, Achievement levels (reading) :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this
Indicator was part of Edu.1, “Achievement levels,” under Education. The
2001 measurement was percentage of 11th graders scoring in the 75th
percentile on statewide standardized reading tests in each public school
district (1995‐1996 through 1998‐1999, averaged, source: Pennsylvania
Department of Education). The 2006 measurement was percentage of
eleventh graders scoring advanced or proficient in (on) statewide
standardized reading tests in each public school district (2001‐2002, 2002
‐2003, 2003‐2004 and 2004‐2005 averaged, source: Pennsylvania
Department of Education). Older data was not shown in the 2006 report
because beginning in 2001, benchmarks were aligned with federal No
Child Left Behind legislation, rendering earlier years’ figures incompara‐
ble. The first component measurement of the 2009 Indicator is percent‐
age of eleventh graders scoring advanced or proficient on statewide
standardized reading tests in each public school district (2002‐2003, 2003
‐2004 and 2004‐2005, averaged and 2005‐2006, 2006‐2007, 2007‐2008,
averaged, source: Pennsylvania Department of Education, http://
www.pde.state.pa.us/a_and_t/cwp/browse.asp). The second compo‐
nent measurement of the 2009 Indicator is percentage of third graders
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scoring advanced or proficient on statewide standardized reading tests in
each public school district (2005‐2006, 2006‐2007, 2007‐2008, averaged,
source: Pennsylvania Department of Education, http://
www.pde.state.pa.us/a_and_t/cwp/browse.asp).
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Ed 1.2, Achievement levels (math) :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this
Indicator was part of Edu.1, “Achievement levels,” under Education. The
2001 measurement was percentage of 11th graders scoring in the 75th
percentile on statewide standardized math tests in each public school
district (1995‐1996 through 1998‐1999, averaged, source: Pennsylvania
Department of Education). The 2006 measurement was percentage of
eleventh graders scoring advanced or proficient in (on) statewide
standardized math tests in each public school district (2001‐2002, 2002‐
2003, 2003‐2004 and 2004‐2005 averaged, source: Pennsylvania
Department of Education). Older data was not shown in the 2006 report
because beginning in 2001, benchmarks were aligned with federal No
Child Left Behind legislation, rendering earlier years’ figures incompara‐
ble. The first component measurement of the 2009 Indicator is percent‐
age of eleventh graders scoring advanced or proficient on statewide
standardized math tests in each public school district (2002‐2003, 2003‐
2004 and 2004‐2005, averaged and 2005‐2006, 2006‐2007, 2007‐2008,
averaged, source: Pennsylvania Department of Education, http://
www.pde.state.pa.us/a_and_t/cwp/browse.asp). The second compo‐
nent measurement of the 2009 Indicator is percentage of third graders
scoring advanced or proficient on statewide standardized math tests in
each public school district (2005‐2006, 2006‐2007, 2007‐2008, averaged,
source: Pennsylvania Department of Education, http://
www.pde.state.pa.us/a_and_t/cwp/browse.asp).
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Ed 2.1, High school graduation :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this
Indicator was Edu.3, “High school dropout rate,” under Education. The
2001 measurement was high school dropout rate per 100 students (1998
‐1999, source: Pennsylvania Department of Education). The 2006
measurement was the same (1998‐1999 and 2003‐2004, source:
Pennsylvania Department of Education, Bureau of Education Technology,
Division of Data Services, Public Secondary School Dropouts in Pennsyl‐
vania by School, 2003‐2004, http://www.pde.state.pa.us/). The 2009
measurement is graduation rate (2002‐2003, 2004‐2005 and 2006‐2007,
source: Pennsylvania Department of Education, Academic Achievement
Report, http://www.paayp.com/state_report.html).
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Ed 2.2, Plans to further education :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this
Indicator was Edu.5, “Plans to further education,” under Education. It
was also replicated (mistakenly) as Edu.6. The 2001 measurement was
percentage of high school students planning to attend post‐secondary
institutions (1994‐1995 through 1997‐1998, averaged, source:
Pennsylvania Department of Education). The 2006 measurement was the
same (1994‐1995 through 1997‐1998, averaged and 2001‐2002 through
2003‐2004, averaged, source: Pennsylvania Department of Education,
Bureau of Education Technology, Division of Data Services, Public High
School Graduates and Postsecondary Education Rates, http://
www.pde.state.pa.us/). The 2009 measurement is the same (2001‐2002
through 2003‐2004, averaged and 2004‐2005 through 2006‐2007,
averaged, source: Pennsylvania Department of Education, Bureau of
Education Technology, Division of Data Services, Public High School
Graduates and Postsecondary Education Rates, http://
www.pde.state.pa.us/k12statistics/cwp/view.asp?
a=3&Q=125758&k12Nav=|1146|).
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Ed 2.3, Educational attainment :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this
Indicator was Edu.4, “Population with high school diplomas,” under
Education. The 2001 measurement was percentage of people age 18 and
over with a high school diploma (1990, source: U.S. Census Bureau, data
mapped by York County Planning Commission). The data were presented
by YCPC planning region. The 2006 measurement was the same (1990
and 2000, source: U.S. Census Bureau, data mapped by York County
Planning Commission). The data were again presented by YCPC planning
region. The first component measurement of the 2009 Indicator is
percentage of people age 25 and over who are high school graduates or
higher (2000 and 2006, source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Fact
Finder, http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en).
The second component measurement of the 2009 Indicator is percentage
of people age 25 and over who are have a bachelor’s degree or higher
(2000 and 2006, source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Fact Finder,
http://factfinder.census.gov/home/saff/main.html?_lang=en). The next
YorkCounts Indicators report may include municipal‐level information
from Census 2010 that would enable mapping by planning region.
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Ed 3.1, Child care facilities :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator
was Edu.7, “Child care facilities,” under Education. The 2001 measure‐
ments were number of regulated child care facilities and number of
accredited child care facilities (2001, source: primary data supplied by
United
Way of York County). The 2006 measurements were the same (2001 and
2005, source: primary data supplied by United Way of York County). The
first component measurement of the 2009 Indicator is number of
regulated child care facilities per 10,000 people (2001, 2005 and 2008,
source: primary data supplied by United Way of York County for facilities;
U.S. Census Bureau, County Population Estimates, http://
www.census.gov/popest/counties/files/CO‐EST2007‐
POPCHG2000_2007‐42.csv for county populations). The second compo‐
nent measurement of the 2009 Indicator is percentage of accredited
child care facilities that are accredited (2001, 2005 and 2008, source:
primary data supplied by United Way of York County).
(A) 2001: York County, 6.2
Regulated facilities: 238 (70 centers, 20 mid‐size facilities, 148 home‐
based providers)
Population: 385,362
2005: York County, 7.4
Regulated facilities: 302 (108 centers, 34 mid‐size facilities, 160 home‐
based providers)
Population: 406,515
2008: York County, 6.7
Regulated facilities: 284 (116 centers, 24 mid‐size facilities, 144 home‐
based providers)

Population (2007): 421,049
(B) 2001: York County, 4.2 percent
Regulated facilities: 238
Accredited facilities: 10
2005: York County, 6.3 percent
Regulated facilities: 302
Accredited facilities: 19
2008: York County, 8.5 percent
Regulated facilities: 284
Accredited facilities: 24
Ed 3.2, Idle youth :: This is a new Indicator. The first component meas‐
urement of the 2009 Indicator is percentage of youth ages 16 to 19 who
are idle in the York‐Hanover Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) (2004,
source: Pennsylvania Partnerships for Children, The State of Youth
Employment Special Report, http://www.papartnerships.org/
youthunemployment/metro.asp ). “Idle” is defined as not working and
not enrolled in school. The York‐Hanover MSA consists of York and
Adams counties. The second component measurement of the 2009
Indicator is percentage of youth ages 19 to 21 who are idle in the York‐
Hanover MSA (2004, source: Pennsylvania Partnerships for Children, The
State of Youth Employment Special Report, http://
www.papartnerships.org/youthunemployment/metro.asp).
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
He 1.1, Health insurance :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator
was H.1, “Health insurance,” under Health and Safety. The 2001
measurement was percentage of residents without health insurance
(1994, 1997 and 2000, source: Pennsylvania Department of Health,
Bureau of Health
Statistics and Research, Behavioral Health Risk of Pennsylvania Adults).
The 2006 measurement was the same (1994, 1997, 2000 and 2003,
source: Pennsylvania Department of Health, Bureau of Health Statistics
and Research, Behavioral
Health Risk of Pennsylvania Adults). The 2009 measurement is percent‐
age of adults ages 18 to 64 without health insurance (2001 through 2007,
averaged in three‐year sets, source: Pennsylvania Department of Health,
Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System, http://
app2.health.state.pa.us/epiqms/Asp/ChooseDataset.asp). These data
were provided by the Bureau of Health Statistics and Research, Pennsyl‐
vania Department of Health. The Department specifically disclaims
responsibility for any analyses, interpretations or
conclusions.
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
He 1.2, Prenatal care :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator was
H.2, “Prenatal care,” under Health and Safety.
The 2001 measurement was percentage of pregnant women receiving
prenatal care in the first trimester (1994 through 1997, yearly, source:
Pennsylvania Department of Health, Pennsylvania Vital Statistics). The
2006 measurement was the same (1995, 1997, 1999, 2001 and 2003,
source: Pennsylvania Department of Health, Pennsylvania Vital Statistics,
http://www.health.state.pa.us/). The 2009 measurement is the same
(2001 through 2006, source: Pennsylvania Department of Health,
Pennsylvania Vital Statistics, http://www.dsf.health.state.pa.us/health/
cwp/view.asp?a=175&q=201638).
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
He 2.1, Tobacco usage :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator was
H.5, “Tobacco usage,” under Health and Safety.
The 2001 measurement was percentage of residents who use tobacco
(2000 (1997 referenced in narrative), source: Pennsylvania Department
of Health, Bureau of Health Statistics and Research, Behavioral Health
Risk of Pennsylvania Adults). The 2006 measurement was the same
(2000 and 2003, source: Pennsylvania Department of Health, Bureau of
Health Statistics and Research, Behavioral Health Risk of Pennsylvania
Adults). The 2009 measurement is percentage of current smokers (2001
through 2007, averaged in three‐year sets, source: Pennsylvania Depart‐
ment of Health, Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System, http://
app2.health.state.pa.us/epiqms/Asp/ChooseDataset.asp). These data
were provided by the Bureau of Health Statistics and Research, Pennsyl‐
vania Department of Health. The Department specifically disclaims
responsibility for any analyses, interpretations or conclusions.
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
He 2.2, Sexually transmitted diseases :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this
Indicator was H.5, “Sexually transmitted disease,” under Health and
Safety. The 2001 measurements were cases of syphilis, gonorrhea and
Chlamydia (1994 through 1998, yearly, source: Pennsylvania Department
of Health, Sexually Transmitted Diseases in Pennsylvania). The 2006
measurement was the same (1994, 1996, 1998, 2000, 2002 and 2004,
source: Pennsylvania Department of Health, Sexually Transmitted
Diseases in Pennsylvania). The 2009 measurement is cases of gonorrhea
and Chlamydia per 100,000 people (2001 through 2005, yearly, source:
Pennsylvania Department of Health, STD Statistics, http://
www.dsf.health.state.pa.us/health/cwp/view.asp?A=178&Q=238136;
U.S. Census Bureau, County Population Estimates, http://
www.census.gov/popest/counties/files/CO‐EST2007‐POPCHG2000_2007‐
42.csv for county populations). The STD Statistics rates, which rely solely
on 2000 population, differ slightly from these rates, which are based on
yearly population estimates.
York County
Pennsylvania
2001: Gonorrhea, 108.7
Gonorrhea, 112.6
Cases: 419
Cases: 13,830
Chlamydia, 233.0
Chlamydia, 224.5
Cases: 898
Cases: 27,581
Population: 385,362
Population: 12,287,542
2002: Gonorrhea, 67.1
Gonorrhea, 108.7
Cases: 261
Cases: 13,378
Chlamydia, 200.1
Chlamydia, 259.7
Cases: 778
Cases: 31,952
Population: 388,875
Population: 12,305,751
2003: Gonorrhea, 99.1
Gonorrhea, 96.3
Cases: 390
Cases: 11,866
Chlamydia, 215.5
Chlamydia, 302.5
Cases: 848
Cases: 37,291
Population: 393,584
Population: 12,327,250
2004: Gonorrhea, 118.9
Gonorrhea, 91.0
Cases: 475
Cases: 11,236
Chlamydia, 268.6
Chlamydia, 307.9

NOTES

Cases: 1073
Population: 399,466
2005: Gonorrhea, 94.7
Cases: 385
Chlamydia, 247.5
Cases: 1006
Population: 406,515

Cases: 38,025
Population: 12,348,618
Gonorrhea, 90.7
Cases: 11,223
Chlamydia, 301.2
Cases: 37,253
Population: 12,367,276

He 2.3, Obesity :: In the 2001 report, this Indicator was H.7, “A heavy
issue,” under Health and Safety. In the 2006 report, this Indicator was
H.7, “Obesity,” under Health and Safety. The 2001 measurement was
percentage of people who are overweight (2000, source: “Year 2000
Health Assessment Survey for York and Adams Counties”). The 2006
measurement was the same (2000 and 2003, source: Pennsylvania
Department of Health, Bureau of Health Statistics and Research, Behavioral Health Risk of Pennsylvania Adults).
The 2009 measurement is percentage of people who are obese (2001
through 2007, averaged in three-year sets, source: Pennsylvania Department of Health, Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System, http://
app2.health.state.pa.us/epiqms/Asp/ChooseDataset.asp). These data
were provided by the Bureau of Health Statistics and Research, Pennsylvania Department of Health. The Department specifically disclaims
responsibility for any analyses, interpretations or conclusions.
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
He 2.4, Leading causes of death :: This is a new Indicator.
The first component measurement of the 2009 Indicator is death rates
from major causes (2001, 2003 and 2005, source: Pennsylvania Department of Health, York County Health Profile (2003, 2005 and 2007
editions) and Pennsylvania Health Profile (2003, 2005 and 2007 editions),
http://www.dsf.health.state.pa.us/health/lib/health/
countyprofiles/2007/york.pdf, http://www.dsf.health.state.pa.us/health/
lib/health/countyprofiles/2007/pennsylvania.pdf, etc.). Rate calculated
by Department of Health is age-adjusted and is per
100,000 2000 U.S. standard million population. The second component
measurement of the 2009 Indicator is leading causes of death by age
range (five, or all cited causes if there were fewer than five identified)
(2001, 2003 and 2005, source: Pennsylvania Department of Health, York
County Health Profile (2003, 2005 and 2007 editions) and Pennsylvania
Health Profile (2003, 2005 and 2007 editions), http://
www.dsf.health.state.pa.us/health/lib/health/countyprofiles/2007/
york.pdf, http://www.dsf.health.state.pa.us/health/lib/health/
countyprofiles/2007/pennsylvania.pdf, etc.).
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Sa 1.1, Violent crime :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator was
H.16, “Violent crime rates,” under Health and Safety. The 2001 measurements were violent crimes (murder, manslaughter, rape, robbery and
assault) per 100,000 people (1996, 1997 and 1998, source undocumented). The 2006 measurements were the same (1996, 1998, 2000,
2002, 2004, sources: Pennsylvania State Police, Bureau of Research and
Development, Annual Uniform
Crime Reports and City of York Police Department, Uniform Crime
Reports for crimes and U.S. Census Bureau for population). The 2009
measurements are the same (2005, 2006 and 2007, sources: U.S. Census
Bureau, County Population Estimates, http://www.census.gov/popest/
counties/files/CO-EST2007-POPCHG2000_2007-42.csv for county
populations; Pennsylvania State Police Uniform Crime Reporting
System for crimes. To run the report from the home page: Reports;
Query; All Other Summary Information; Offense (tab); select year and all
months; for Pennsylvania, select Statewide or for York County, select
York County but do not identify a specific jurisdiction, thus including all
jurisdictions; select UCR Offense Codes 01A through 04D for violent
crime; select actual offenses.). Violent crime for this Indicator includes
murder, manslaughter, rape and attempted rape, robbery and assault
except “other assaults” (not aggravated). Participation by local police
agencies in the UCR System became mandatory in 2005.
2005: York County, 271.1
Pennsylvania, 410.4
Violent crimes: 1102
Violent crimes: 50,761
Population: 406,515
Population: 12,367,276
2006: York County, 319.4
Pennsylvania, 429.2
Violent crimes: 1324
Violent crimes: 53,234
Population: 414,505
Population: 12,402,817
2007: York County, 282.2
Pennsylvania, 409.2
Violent crimes: 1188
Violent crimes: 50,876
Population: 421,049
Population: 12,432,792
Sa 1.2, Non-violent crime :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator
was H.16, “Non-violent crime rates,” under Health and Safety. The 2001
measurements were non-violent crimes (crimes other than murder,
manslaughter, rape, robbery and assault) per 100,000 people (1996,
1997 and 1998, source undocumented). The 2006 measurements were
the same (1996, 1998, 2000, 2002, 2004, sources: Pennsylvania State
Police, Bureau of Research and Development, Annual Uniform Crime
Reports and City of York Police Department, Uniform Crime Reports for
crimes and U.S. Census Bureau for population). The 2009 measurements
are the same (2005, 2006 and 2007, sources: U.S. Census Bureau, County
Population Estimates, http://www.census.gov/popest/counties/files/COEST2007-POPCHG2000_2007-42.csv for county populations; Pennsylvania
State Police Uniform Crime Reporting System for crimes. To run the

report from the home page: Reports; Query; All Other Summary Information; Offense (tab); select year and all months; for Pennsylvania, select
Statewide or for York County, select York County but do not identify a
specific jurisdiction, thus including all jurisdictions; select UCR Offense
Codes 04E through 260 for non-violent crime; select actual offenses).
Non-violent crime for this Indicator includes “other assaults” (not
aggravated), burglary, larceny, motor vehicle theft, arson, forgery, fraud,
stolen property offenses, vandalism, weapons violations, prostitution,
other sex offenses, drug sale, drug possession, gambling, offenses against
family and children, DUI, liquor law violations, drunkenness, disorderly
conduct, vagrancy and all other offenses (except traffic). Participation by
local police agencies in the UCR System became mandatory in 2005.
2005: York County, 8085.6
Pennsylvania, 7413.7
Non-violent crimes: 32,869
Non-violent crimes: 916,871
Population: 406,515
Population: 12,367,276
2006: York County, 8383.0
Pennsylvania, 7660.5
Non-violent crimes: 34,748
Non-violent crimes: 950,123
Population: 414,505
Population: 12,402,817
2007: York County, 7965.3
Pennsylvania, 7630.0
Non-violent crimes: 33,538
Non-violent crimes: 948,623
Population: 421,049
Population: 12,432,792
Sa 1.3, Child abuse :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator was
H.19, “Child abuse,” under Health and Safety.
The 2001 measurement was number of (substantiated) cases of child
abuse (1994 through 1999, yearly, source: Pennsylvania State Data
Center, Pennsylvania Abstract). The 2006 measurement was the same
(1994, 1996, 1998, 2000, 2002, 2004, sources: Pennsylvania State Data
Center, Pennsylvania Abstract and primary data supplied by York County
Department of Children and Youth Services). The 2009 measurement is
number of substantiated cases of child abuse per 1000 people (2003,
2004, 2005, 2006 and 2007, source: Pennsylvania Department of Public
Welfare, Annual Child Abuse Report (2003, 2004, etc.), http://
www.dpw.state.pa.us/ServicesPrograms/ChildWelfare/
ChildAbuseAnnualRpts/).
2003: York County, 33.3
Pennsylvania, 36.7
Substantiated cases: 131
Substantiated cases: 4523
Population: 393,584
Population: 12,327,250
2004: York County, 25.8
Pennsylvania, 37.5
Substantiated cases: 103
Substantiated cases: 4628
Population: 399,466
Population: 12,348,618
2005: York County, 31.0
Pennsylvania, 35.5
Substantiated cases: 126
Substantiated cases: 4390
Population: 406,515
Population: 12,367,276
2006: York County, 35.0
Pennsylvania, 33.5
Substantiated cases: 145
Substantiated cases: 4152
Population: 414,505
Population: 12,402,817
2007: York County, 37.1
Pennsylvania, 33.5
Substantiated cases: 156
Substantiated cases: 4162
Population: 421,049
Population: 12,432,792
Sa 1.4, Driving under the influence :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this
Indicator was H.20, “Driving under the influence,” under Health and
Safety. The 2001 measurement was number of arrests for (cases of)
driving under the influence (1996, 1997 and 1998, source undocumented). The 2006 measurement was the same (1996, 1998, 2000,
2002, 2004, sources: Pennsylvania State Police, Bureau of Research and
Development, Annual Uniform Crime Reports and City of York Police
Department, Uniform Crime Reports for crimes and U.S. Census Bureau
for population). The 2009 measurement is the same (2005, 2006 and
2007, sources: U.S. Census Bureau, County Population Estimates, http://
www.census.gov/popest/counties/files/CO-EST2007-POPCHG2000_200742.csv for county populations; Pennsylvania State Police Uniform Crime
Reporting System for DUI cases). Participation by local police agencies in
the UCR System became mandatory in 2005.
2005: York County, 500.1
Pennsylvania, 377.7
DUI cases: 2033
DUI cases: 46,714
Population: 406,515
Population: 12,367,276
2006: York County, 539.9
Pennsylvania, 415.6
DUI cases: 2238
DUI cases: 51,541
Population: 414,505
Population: 12,402,817
2007: York County, 533.2
Pennsylvania, 437.9
DUI cases: 2245
DUI cases: 54,442
Population: 421,049
Population: 12,432,792
Su 1.1, Homeownership :: This is a new Indicator.
The 2009 measurement is the percentage of occupied homes that are
owner-occupied (the homeownership rate) (2000 and 2006, source: U.S.
Census Bureau, American FactFinder, http://factfinder.census.gov/home/
saff/main.html?_lang=en).
2000: York County, 64.1
Pennsylvania, 60.5
Occupied units: 148,219
Occupied units: 4,777,003
Owner-occupied units: 95,054
Owner-occupied units: 2,889,484
2006: York County, 76.6
Pennsylvania, 71.7
Occupied units: 162,285
Occupied units: 4,845,603
Owner-occupied units: 124,348
Owner-occupied units: 3,475,105
Su 1.2, Cost of housing :: In the 2001 and 2006 reports, this Indicator was
Eco.10, “Housing prices,” under Economics.
The 2001 measurements were median selling prices of a single-family

three-bedroom home in each York County public school district (1999,
source: primary data supplied by REALTORS® Association of York and
Adams Counties (RAYAC)). The 2006 measurement was the same (1999
and 2004, source: primary data supplied by REALTORS® Association of
York and Adams Counties (RAYAC)). The first component measurement
of the 2009 Indicator is change in the median selling price of a threebedroom home versus change in real income (2004 and 2007, sources:
primary data supplied by REALTORS® Association of York and Adams
Counties (RAYAC) for housing price; see Ec 1.3 for real income). The
second component measurement of the 2009 Indicator is the same as
2001 and 2006 (1999, 2004 and 2008, source: primary data supplied by
REALTORS® Association of York and Adams Counties (RAYAC)).
(A) 2001: Median selling price: $109,900
York County average weekly wage: $614
2004: Median selling price: $139,000 (+26.4 percent)
York County average weekly wage: $672 (+9.4 percent)
2007: Median selling price: $174,900 (+25.8 percent)
York County average weekly wage: $740 (+10.1 percent)
(For (B), data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Su 2.1 Farmland preservation :: In the 2001 report, this Indicator was
(code unassigned) “Urban sprawl,” under Health and Safety. This
Indicator did not appear in the 2006 report. The 2001 measurement was
number of acres of farmland (1950 and 1998, source undocumented).
The 2009 measurement is the number per 1000 people of acres of
farmland preserved by York County via the York County Agricultural
Preserve Board (by the end of the calendar year) (2002, 2003 and 2005,
sources: primary data supplied by the York County Agricultural Preserve
Board for acreage, http://www.census.gov/popest/counties/files/COEST2007-POPCHG2000_2007-42.csv for county populations).
2002: York County, 55.2
Acres: 21,452.0
Population: 388,875
2003: York County, 64.8
Acres: 25,509.8
Population: 393,584
2005: York County, 70.1
Acres: 28,516.6
Population: 406,515
Su 2.2, Air quality :: In the 2001 report, this Indicator was H.13, “The air
we breathe”/”Toxic chemicals,” under Health and Safety. This Indicator
did not appear in the 2006 report.
The 2001 measurements were reported tons of toxic chemicals released
in York County air, water and land (1988 through 1996, source undocumented). The 2009 measurement is number of days per year during
which the air was unhealthy or unhealthy for sensitive groups (2001
through 2007, yearly, source: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
AirNow Historical Profiles, http://www.epa.gov/aircompare/
compare.htm, http://www.epa.gov/cgibin/
broker?
_service=aircomp&_debug=0&_program=dataprog.wcj_byyearhealth.sas
&geocode=42133&condition=lung&citycounty=county, http://
www.epa.gov/cgibin/
broker?
_service=aircomp&_debug=0&_program=dataprog.wcj_byyearhealth.sas
&geocode=42133&condition=none&citycounty=county). The EPA reflects
“unhealthy for sensitive groups” as orange and “unhealthy” as red in its
Air Quality Index. The AQI is a composite relating to five major pollutants
regulated by the Clean Air Act: ground-level ozone, particle pollution,
carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide and nitrogen dioxide.
(Data are shown in the graphic that accompanies the narrative.)
Su 2.3, Recycling :: In the 2001 report, this Indicator was reflected in H.14
and H.15, “Municipal waste” and “Recycling levels,” both under Health
and Safety. Neither Indicator appeared in the 2006 report. The 2001
measurements were tons of municipal waste generated (1993 through
1999, yearly, source undocumented) and percentage of municipal waste
recycled (1995 through 1998, yearly, source undocumented). The 2009
measurement is tons of waste recycled per capita (2001 through 2005,
yearly, sources: Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection,
Bureau of Waste Management, e-mail correspondence with Sally
Lohman, slohman@state.pa.us, 717/787-7382 for tons of waste recycled,
http://www.census.gov/popest/counties/files/CO-EST2007POPCHG2000_2007-42.csv for county populations).
2001: York County, .84 tons p cap Pennsylvania, .35 tons per capita
Tons: 323,932.0
Tons: 4,355,701.3
Population: 385,362
Population: 12,287,542
2002: York County, .45 tons p cap Pennsylvania, .33 tons per capita
Tons: 175,755.0
Tons: 4,092,524.8
Population: 388,875
Population: 12,305,751
2003: York County, .74 tons p cap Pennsylvania, .36 tons per capita
Tons: 291,406.0
Tons: 4,448,936.6
Population: 393,584
Population: 12,327,250
2004: York County, .48 tons p cap Pennsylvania, .38 tons per capita
Tons: 191,866.0
Tons: 4,752,348.4
Population: 399,466
Population: 12,348,618
2005: York County, .49 tons p cap Pennsylvania, .38 tons per capita
Tons: 199,098.2
Tons: 4,715,169.1
Population: 406,515
Population: 12,367,276
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YORKCOUNTS 2009 YEAR IN REVIEW
Public safety, education and workforce development were among the issues on which YorkCounts
focused in 2008. It was a busy year, and by early
2009, remarkable progress had been achieved on
several fronts. Meanwhile, YorkCounts worked to
strengthen itself as an organization, preparing for
an important transition. This is the YorkCounts
Year in Review.

for the study was expected to be sought from the state Department of Community and Economic Development, which
has been receptive to the idea of combining police departments in the past. The group comprised of representatives
from the participating municipalities was scheduled to meet
for the first time in late March 2009.



Perhaps the most ambitious Metro-York recommendation
urged the community to "attack the root problem" – namely
that a school district cannot succeed when poverty and its
attendant problems are concentrated the way they are in the
York City School District. A group known as the Educational
Opportunities Committee, co-chaired by Dennis Baughman
and Sue Krebs, began meeting in early 2008 and heard from
numerous experts on all aspects of the educational system.



“THE CENTER”

Metro-York participants recommended the establishment of
a schools consortium to research, develop and implement
new public school models. This idea got an early boost when
 METRO-YORK: ONE YEAR LATER
York College of Pennsylvania expressed interest in its development. A task force met through the winter, spring and
In late 2007, YorkCounts presented the Metro-York recommendations for improving education and the overall munici- summer of 2008, eventually producing a plan for a York
County Center for Education Research and Support - a
pal health of communities in the heart of York County. The
nearly two-year process of producing the recommendations "student-focused partnership" known in short form as "the
was focused entirely on the ideas themselves; it would be up Center." This body would be housed at YCP and would serve
to the community to decide just what to do with the sugges- all of the schools in the county, public and private. The task
force's co-chairs, Glenn Caufman and Michael McGough,
tions. In 2008, the community picked up and ran with several of the proposed solutions, with YorkCounts' role ranging delivered the plan to the YorkCounts Board of Directors. In
from brief incubation to ongoing support. A one-year anni- early 2009, the committee working on education consortium
versary forum in November proved to be a valuable opportu- project began exploring other possibilities for the future lonity for interested York Countians to provide input on com- cation and organization of the Center in an attempt to create
ment on the relative importance of those recommendations the best possible operation for all of the parties involved.
on which work is not underway.
 EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES
PUBLIC SAFETY

One of the most significant activities related to Metro-York
was related to the consideration of a regional police force
to cover the municipalities across the heart of York County
and beyond. Carl Anderson and Dave Meckley volunteered
to lead what became known as the Public Safety Committee.
During the winter and spring of 2008, they met with area
police chiefs, officials with the Pennsylvania Department of
Community and Economic Development and state Auditor
General Jack Wagner to gather information about current
conditions as well as funding and structural options for regional police departments.
A critical development in the process was a recognition,
based on feedback from the chiefs and others, that further
study would be required to convince some municipal leaders about the benefits of a Metro-York regional police force.
After identifying a national firm that could conduct such a
study, Meckley and Anderson, along with YorkCounts Director James DeBord, spent the summer and early fall traveling
from municipality to municipality – pitching the concept of a
study and asking for boards and councils to appoint someone
to a committee that would oversee the process. Dover, East
Manchester, Manchester, Spring Garden and Springettsbury
townships; Manchester, Mount Wolf and West York boroughs; and York City had signed on by early 2009. Funding

2
28

The concept that drew the most interest from members of
the Committee was that of an International Baccalaureate
(IB) school. Early in 2009, the co-chairs were meeting with
potential funders for the project and were beginning to review qualifications for consultants to help them move forward with the application process for a public charter school,
as well as the qualifying process for the International Baccalaureate status.


“STAY IN SCHOOL”

While YorkCounts remained the driving force behind some
of the post-Metro-York discussions, the United Way of York
County took a leadership role on one recommendation, signing a letter of Engagement with YorkCounts to follow up on
the issue of at-risk students. The suggestion from MetroYork was that the community should invest in "intensive
care" for such students, to keep them focused in the early

grades or to head off dropouts in the later grades.
Under the direction of the United Way, a Stay in School
Committee began to assess the scope of the dropout problem and national models for effective solutions. Bob Woods
(of the United Way) and Don Gogniat are co-chairing the
group, which extensively reviewed topical research. Among
other issues, this group is weighing whether the United
Way is truly the right organization to facilitate any broader,
multi-agency anti-dropout initiative in York County or
whether any other agencies might be candidates. The Committee expects to present recommendations by the end of
2009.


WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT

The final Metro-York recommendation, relating to workforce development, had the most going for it out of the
gate. The York County Economic Development Corporation
(YCEDC) was already set to establish an Office of Workforce Development (OWD) – and the idea was that the
OWD could be used as a catalyst to strengthen connections
between employers and the Metro-York workforce.
An advisory group to the OWD, co-chaired by Darrell
Auterson of YCEDC and Leo Cooper, has met frequently in
an effort to spur progress on this front. The group's Attracting the Future Workforce subcommittee was tasked with
developing a "common language" for educators and employers. Given the recent economic changes in the worldwide economy, the OWD is also working on how to help
recently dislocated workers – as well as the long-time unemployed – search for training and job opportunities that
can lead to long-term stability.

business and government leaders. A plan should come back
to the YorkCounts Board by the summer of 2009.


THE BUSINESS OF YORKCOUNTS

The 2008 YorkCounts Summit had a different and energizing atmosphere. Dozens of York County high schoolers –
recipients of the first YorkCounts Citizen-Student Awards –
were captivated by the moving story of Midshipman 1st
Class Zerbin Singleton, who overcame tremendous odds to
study aerospace engineering at the Naval Academy, and by
Terrence Roberts, one of the Little Rock Nine (one of the
first African-American students enrolled in previously allwhite Little Rock Central High School). The event also
marked the end of the term as Board chairman of Larry
Miller, who handed the gavel to Eric Menzer.
YorkCounts' most mission-oriented standing Committee,
the Community Solutions Committee – chaired by Loren
Kroh – continued to serve as a primary interface between
YorkCounts and citizens at large. The group spent much of
2008 engaged in a thorough review of the 30 Community
Solutions from 2004. New potential collaborators were
identified and relationships pursued.
Chaired by Maria Royce, the standing Communications
Committee in 2008 emphasized YorkCounts' core identity
through a refreshed branding document and adopted a
new, multifaceted communications plan.

The standing Administration and Finance Committee,
chaired by Dave Meckley, shepherded YorkCounts through
important organizational changes, including establishing
YorkCounts as a stand-alone organization. For the first
time, YorkCounts sought out – and received – personal financial contributions from many of its most dedicated
 HEALTH DEPARTMENT
champions. Bolstered by this broad-based local commitAs 2009 began, one of YorkCounts’ Community Solutions –
ment, YorkCounts is now likely to be viewed more favorably
the establishment of a countywide health department – was
by outside organizations that might provide grant support.
being advanced through a dynamic public engagement and
communications effort centered on a new website,
The most noticeable change, though, came at the end of the
www.wheresmycountyhealthdept.com. The Community
year. York College of Pennsylvania had been YorkCounts'
Solutions Committee (see below) and the YorkCounts
physical and fiscal home, but in January, YorkCounts reloBoard of Directors formally endorsed the concept again. It cated from YCP's offices at the Loretta Claiborne Building in
was expected that the idea would be brought before the
the City of York to the Codorus Valley Corporate Center in
York County commissioners in the spring of 2009 in order
York Township. This was an essential step in the process of
to discuss next possible best steps to improve the overall
establishing YorkCounts as an independent nonprofit orpublic health protections provided to the people of York
ganization – a process that was expected to be completed
County.
before June. It's a natural evolution within the context of
institutionalizing YorkCounts – a stated goal of the coali HUMAN RELATIONS COMMISSION
tion since 2004.
The establishment of a countywide human relations comYorkCounts, through the actions of its volunteers and
mission - a long-time YorkCounts goal that had been stalled
staff will continue to be a driving force for community diafor various reasons by 2007 – was once again on the agenda
logue and facilitating positive change within York County
by the end of 2008. The effort has been revived through a
and the region in the coming year and beyond. We hope
joint task force involving YorkCounts and York County
that you continue to be counted in.
Community Against Racism (YCCAR). This group is meeting to determine a strategy for re-introducing the idea to
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AFTERWORD
This report notes that it has been ten years
since citizens from all across York County initially came together to work on the first community Indicators report, then founded the
coalition that is now known as YorkCounts.
Indeed, the charts and graphs in this document
include statistics that cover the entire time period from the beginning of YorkCounts to the
present day. However, I have to say that I am
pleased that this report looks forward as much
as it looks back.

Counts' 30 Community
Solutions, as well as the
Metro-York initiative.
Our resolve is strong
and the work will
continue on the part
of many.
Let me take this opportunity to say thank you
to every volunteer; to every citizen who has
shared an idea; to our hard-working elected
officials; to our funding partners; to the
individuals who contributed financially to
YorkCounts this year; and to our Board of
Directors, chaired by one of York County's
great champions, the tireless Eric Menzer.

This is not to say that we shouldn't celebrate
the past ten years. There is much to celebrate.
A great many community-based quality-of-life
groups were founded in the late 1990s because
the idea was en vogue. But many of those
groups are not around any longer. In that same Finally, I must take a moment to thank York
College of Pennsylvania — as well as four peotime YorkCounts has endured and has grown
ple who were my colleagues at YCP. The colstronger, and a fair question is, "Why?"
lege was our physical home for the past several
First, I think that the need for YorkCounts was years and was a gracious host. During periods
of that time Jan Herrold, Suzanne McConkey,
and continues to be very real. Concentrated
Angela Decker and Beau Boughamer, as college
poverty within tightly defined communities
employees, spent time working on YorkCounts
persists. A lack of greater regional planning
activities. With YorkCounts' departure from
poises a threat to our surroundings. Schools
York College this year to our new home in the
are under more pressure than ever. YorkCodorus Valley Corporate Center, I want to say
Counts identifies trends and quite often the
thank you for all of their past efforts. Fortuproblems related to these circumstances, and
then works to bring the right people to the ta- nately, despite taking a new job, Beau has
stayed connected to help us assemble this
ble in order to create solutions.
report. His work has been greatly appreciated.
Second, YorkCounts has committed leaders
and a resilient volunteer base. Plenty of places Here's to ten years of YorkCounts. I hope you'll
have the need and know-how, but lack the will. continue to say "count me in" for the next ten
years, and beyond.
York County is different.
James DeBord
This is why YorkDirector, YorkCounts
Counts is strong
enough to be concentrating on what's next.
The agenda is robust.
Work continues on the
products of York-
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APPENDIX A: COMMUNITY SOLUTIONS
Adapted from the 2004 YorkCounts Action Plan. Associated Indicators in parentheses.

ACTION

19. Mixed-income housing

1.

20. Housing rehabilitation

CEDS
Design and implement a countywide economic development strategy for
York County. (Ec 1.1, Ec 1.2, Ec 1.4, Ec 2.1, Ec 2.2)

2.

Workforce development
Develop and implement a unified system of workforce development for
York County. (Ec 1.1, Ec 1.2, Ec 1.3, Ed 2.2, Ed 2.3, Ed 3.2)

3.

Downtown improvement
Establish redevelopment-friendly policies and procedures that will encourage private and public reinvestment in downtown York and distressed
communities throughout York County. (Co 4.1, Sa 1.1, Sa 1.2)

4.

Neighborhood cleanup
Clean up and dress up York County's urban centers and neighborhoods.
(Co 4.1, Sa 1.1, Sa 1.2)

5.

Housing availability/affordability
Improve housing stock and increase homeownership and affordable
housing opportunities. (Su 1.1, Su 1.2)

6.

Utility capacity

7.

Early childhood education

Assure adequate utility capacity exists for the 21st century.
Publicly fund early childhood education for needy children attending
accredited centers. (Ed 3.1)

8.

School funding
Ensure equitable and adequate per-student public funding for K-12 education. (Ed 1.1, Ed 1.2)

9.

Countywide school tax base

Encourage mixed-income housing and other desired development by
exploring the use of zoning, impact fees, tax incentives and other land use
tools. (Co 4.1, Co 4.2, Su 1.1, Su 1.2, Su 2.1)
Support community-based housing programs with a goal of 100 new or
rehabilitated homes over the next five years. (Co 4.1, Co 4.2, Su 1.1, Su
1.2, Su 2.1)

21. HUD/YHA plan
Support the Housing and Urban Development (HUD) and York Housing
Authority (YHA) five-year plans. (Co 4.1, Co 4.2, Su 1.1, Su 1.2, Su 2.1)

22. Council of Governments
Support the Council of Governments (COG) as a means to improve the
quality and diversity of York County.

23. Diverse schools
Create an environment in public schools that contributes to a diverse
experience. (Co 3.1, Co 3.2)

24. Resources for diverse schools
Create a "hub" resource - such as a "Center for Diversity Advocacy and
Education" - to build the case to school districts and administrators for
diversity education programs. (Co 3.1, Co 3.2)

25. Relationships within diverse schools
Engage community-based programs to create an initiative designed to
establish personal relationships between diverse groups of students.
Target K-12 teachers, existing youth programs and faith community
groups that can help initiate and foster these kinds of relationships.
(Co 3.1, Co 3.2)

26. Countywide human relations commission
Establish a York County Human Relations Commission. (Co 3.1, Co 3.2)

Establish a countywide commercial/industrial tax base to support York
County public schools.

10. Brain drain
Curb brain drain. (Co 2.1, Ed 2.3)

11. Joint land use planning
Develop and implement a model for municipalities to utilize as they
engage in joint land use planning activities. (Su 2.1)

12. Better land use planning
Develop and deliver tools and training to foster responsible, sustainable
natural resource and land use planning. (Su 2.1)

13. Regionalization support
Provide the appropriate technical assistance resources that can best
facilitate regional collaboration.

14. Education summit
Coordinate an all-county education summit. (Ed 1.1, Ed 1.2)

15. Municipal-school collaboration
Facilitate opportunities for municipalities and school districts to work
together on issues of shared interest.

16. Council of school districts
Create a York County Council of School Districts. (Ed 1.1, Ed 1.2)

17. Countywide health department

ADVOCACY
27. Dialogue with the faith community
Engage the faith community, including both cleric and lay people, in
meaningful dialogue about ways to break down barriers not only between
individuals, but also between the different religions and faiths represented in York County.

28. Dialogue with Commissioners
Encourage County Commissioners to expand their vision and exercise
leadership to advance the YorkCounts agenda.

29. Dialogue with public
Build and institutionalize a communication strategy to keep the YorkCounts agenda before the public, influence public opinion, shape policy
agendas and motivate voters.

30. Institutionalization of YorkCounts
Continue to strengthen infrastructure to support YorkCounts initiatives.

Create a County Public Health Department. (He 1.2, He 2.1, He 2.2, He
2.3, He 2.4)

18. Land preservation
Initiate the passage of a County bond issue for land preservation, and set
aside funds within the bond issue for a regional planning grant program.
(Su 2.1)
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APPENDIX B: METRO-YORK RECOMMENDATIONS
Originally presented in 2007. Associated Indicators in parentheses.

MUNICIPAL
1.

Regional police
Establish a Metro-York consolidated police department. (Sa 1.1, Sa 1.2)

2.

Regional planning
Engage in additional regional planning, ideally incorporating all of the municipalities in the heart of York
County. (Su 2.1)

3.

Tax study commission
Reform local taxation through a local tax study commission.

4.

Form of government
Study ideas for modernizing York County’s form of government.

EDUCATION
1.

Schools consortium
Establish a permanent and well-funded Metro-York Schools Consortium to research, develop and implement
new public school models and make all schools in York County truly world-class. (Ed 1.1, Ed 1.2)

2.

Concentrated poverty
Attack the root problem: a school district can’t succeed when poverty and its related problems are concentrated the way they are in the York City schools. (Co 4.1, Ed 1.1, Ed 1.2, Ed 2.1, Ed 2.2, Ed 3.2)

3.

At-risk programming
Invest $3 million per year in each of the next ten years on “intensive care” for at-risk students: intense, targeted programming to at-risk students, as they enter grade school to keep them focused and/or in middle or
high school to keep them from thinking that dropping out is an option. (Ed 2.1, Ed 2.2, Ed 3.2)

4.

OWD implementation
Use the soon-to-be-established Office of Workforce Development as the catalyst to strengthen relationships
between employers and the Metro-York workforce. (Ec 1.1, Ec 1.2, Ec 1.3, Ed 2.2, Ed 2.3, Ed 3.2)

INDICATORS ADDRESSED BY NEITHER COMMUNITY SOLUTIONS
NOR METRO-YORK RECOMMENDATIONS
Community
Co 1.1, Voting
Co 1.2, Contested elections
Co 1.3, Charitable giving
Co 2.2, Attendance
Co 4.3, Teen motherhood
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Economy — None
Education — None
Health
He 1.1, Health insurance

Safety
Sa 1.3, Child abuse
Sa 1.4, Driving under the influence
Surroundings
Su 3.1, Air quality
Su 3.2, Recycling

