
I’m Planner Paul...
follow me as I explain how 
our modern day housing 

conditions here in Crawford 
County came to be and where 

we are headed.

Like many other states, 
Pennsylvania is still tackling 
the challenges of economic 

transitions in major 
employment industries.

In many cases, communities 
built around industrial 

employment have seen a 
considerable decline from 

their peak population.

Economic transitions have 
been accompanied by 

practices that have consumed 
more lands for urban uses.

Statewide economic 
transitions also impacted 

agriculture with many former 
farmlands reverting to forest 

lands or being developed.

Many communities facing 
economic changes have seen 
a rise in blighted buildings.  

With concentrated blight 
having a tendency to spread.

Concentrated blight impacts 
home owners by indirectly 
reducing the value of their 

investment.

500,000

1,000,000

1,500,000

2,000,000

2,500,000

20
18

20
15

20
10

20
05

20
00

19
95

19
90

19
85

19
80

19
75

19
70

SER
VICE

 IN
DUSTR

IES
 

TREN
D LIN

E 

MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES 

FROM U.S. STEEL

HOMESTEAD STEEL WORKS

BETHLEHEM STEEL WORKS

TO UPMC

ARAMARK

EMPLOYMENT SHIFTS IN PENNSYLVANIA 

ACTIVE FARM LOSS OUTSIDE MEADVILLE 
BETWEEN 1939 AND 2018

MERCER PIKE & U.S. HIGHWAY 322

ACTIVE FARM LOSS OUTSIDE TITUSVILLE 
BETWEEN 1939 AND 2018

PA ROUTE 27

THE COMBINED AREA OF FOREST AND 
FARMLAND CONVERTED TO DEVELOPED 

LAND IN PENNSYLVANIA BETWEEN 1992 
AND 2005 AMOUNTED TO ROUGHLY

2.7 TIMES THE SIZE OF 
CRAWFORD COUNTY

MUCH OF THIS 1,785,851 ACRES OF NEW URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT SPRAWLS OUTSIDE OF EXISTING CITIES 

AND BOROUGHS

ERIE

JOHNSTOWN
DUQUESNE

ALTOONA

PITTSBURGH

SCRANTON

REMAINING PORTION OF 1950 TOTAL POPULATION (GREEN) IN SELECT PENNSYLVANIA INDUSTRIAL CITIES 

THAT IS ABOUT A $43,900 BITE OUT 
OF THE TOTAL EQUITY FOR A PAID 

OFF MEDIAN PRICED 
PENNSYLVANIA HOME

A 2012 TRI-COG (PITTSBURGH AREA) STUDY 
REPORTED ABOUT A 24% DECREASE IN VALUE 

FOR PROPERTIES LOCATED WITHIN 150 FEET OF A 
BLIGHTED PROPERTY.  ATTAINABLE HOUSING IN CRAWFORD COUNTY

A TWO-PERSON 
HOUSEHOLD IN CRAWFORD 

COUNTY MAKING $33,500 ANNUALLY

WITH A MORTGAGE/RENT PAYMENT OF 
$840/MO. DEDICATES 30% OF ITS 
GROSS INCOME TO PAY HOUSING 

EXPENSES.

THIS SAME 
HOUSEHOLD WOULD HAVE 
TO PAY APPROXIMATELY 

$1,020/MO. TO PURCHASE THE 
COUNTY’S MEDIAN PRICE HOME 

($120,000) AND WOULD BE 
CONSIDERED COST-BURDENED PAYING 
AROUND 37% OF THEIR INCOME TO 
COVER HOUSING RELATED EXPENSES. 

“COST-BURDENED” MEANS SPENDING MORE THAN 30% OF GROSS 
HOUSEHOLD INCOME ON HOUSING RELATED EXPENSES

CITY

SECOND CLASS 
TOWNSHIP

SECOND CLASS 
TOWNSHIP

SECOND CLASS 
TOWNSHIP

FIRST CLASS 
TOWNSHIP

BOROUGH

The PA 
Economy League 

has reported on the 
financial well-being of 

municipalities statewide 
since 1970.

Finding: 
Overall, the financial 
position of second class 

townships was improved by 2014 
due to gains in wealth.  However, their 

tax burdens have increased overall since 
1970 with population growth.  

Despite this, their position is 
relative strong.  

Finding: 
Despite gaining 

wealth overall, more first 
class townships are likely
experiencing distress in 2014 

compared to 1990 and 
1970. 

Finding:  
Despite gaining 

wealth overall, more 
boroughs are likely 

experiencing distress due 
to increased tax 

burdens.
  

Finding: The 
fiscal situation in cities 

on average has 
deteriorated and many are likely 

experiencing distress regardless of 
whether they are in the state’s Act 47 

program.  Distress has increased 
due to disinvestment and 
growing services burdens. 

 

Many, but 
not all, municipalities 
benefit from State Police 

coverage which has helped 
lower fiscal burdens. 

Economic transitions over 
the last few decades have left 

many main streets and 
downtowns disinvested. 

Disinvestment can 
lead to many forms of blight 

this 1971 map of the county shows 
abandoned wheeled vehicles with the 

following symbols: 

1 Vehicle 5 Vehicles

Junk Yard

Many community 
plans drafted over the past 

thirty years across the county have 
shown areas of concentrated blight.  As 

shown here:   

Good-Excellent Fair

Poor

Consistent with 
agricultural declines seen 

elsewhere, Crawford County has 
lost a lot of farms and 

cultivated lands. 

Blight has managed 
to concentrated in just about 

every corner of the county.  

But Crawford County 
has experienced land use 

trends similar to those seen 
across the state such as 

suburbanization. 

Despite a strong manufacturing 
base, many county residents 
struggle to afford housing. 

Affordability 
contributes to bigger problems 
such as tax foreclosure.  Learn 

more about Housing Plan findings 
in the following animation.  

Despite experiencing 
economic trends similar to those 

seen across Pennsylvania, the 
county has mainted a strong 

manufacturing base. 

OF ALL PROPERTIES IN 
CRAWFORD COUNTY

THIS AMOUNTS TO A 
TOTAL REVENUE LOSS OF

99%
NON-DELINQUENT

PERCENT OF TAX CLAIM
 PROPERTIES

(404 TOTAL PROPERTIES)

AMOUNTING TO $968,854 OVER SEVEN YEARS (2010 - 2017)

for
for for

$394,117 $505,916
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Services Industry in Crawford County

Manufacturing Industry in Crawford County

ALTHOUGH CRAWFORD COUNTY HAS 
SEEN A SHIFT AWAY FROM 

MANUFACTURING TOWARDS SERVICES 
INDUSTRY EMPLOYMENT, THIS TREND 

HAS NOT BEEN AS SIGNIFICANT AS 
SEEN ACROSS PENNSYLVANIA.  

MANUFACTURING EMPLOYMENT STILL 
ACCOUNTS FOR THE LARGEST SHARE OF 

THE TOTAL ANNUAL PAYROLL OF 
COUNTY WORKS AND IS VITAL FOR 

PUTTING FAMILIES IN QUALITY HOMES. 

IN 1940, CRAWFORD COUNTY 
REPORTED 5,600 FARMS WORKING 

MORE THAN 485,000 ACRES

BY 2017, THE COUNTY REPORTED 
1,091 FARMS WORKING JUST 

UNDER 195,000 ACRES

A 60% DROP 
IN 

CULTIVATED 
ACRES 



Data Sources
•	 American Community Survey
•	 ATTOM Data Solutions
•	 Center for Economic Studies
•	 Consumer Financial Protection Bureau
•	 County Business Patterns
•	 Crawford County Assessment Office
•	 Department of Housing and Urban 

Development, Open Data Source
•	 Department of Housing and Urban 

Development, USPS Source
•	 Environmental Systems Research Institute 

(ESRI)
•	 Financial Impact of Blight on the Tri-COG 

Communities by Delta Development Group 
2013

•	 Massachusetts Institute of Technology Living 
Wage Calculator

•	 Ohio State University, Journal of Amish and 
Plain Anabaptist Studies

•	 Pennsylvania Center for Workforce 
Information & Analysis

•	 Pennsylvania Department of Community 
and Economic Development 2010 PA State 
Growth Management Report

•	 Pennsylvania Economy League  - 
Communities in Crisis 2017

•	 Pennsylvania Housing Finance Agency
•	 Penn State University
•	 Sparta Township Comprehensive Plan 1997
•	 United States Bureau of Labor Statistics
•	 United States Census Bureau
•	 U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic 

Studies - Local Employment Dynamics 
Partnership (OnTheMap)

•	 US Census, Building Permits Survey 2000-
2017

•	 United States Department of Agriculture
•	 Woodcock Township Comprehensive Plan 

2007
•	 Zillow

Adopt Uniform County-wide Policies
Establish a system for tracking blighted properties that can provide communities with the information they need to address blight.  

Establish either a county-wide uniform construction code enforcement option for municipalities or encourage cooperation between municipalities to provide for more reliable 
enforcement of construction code and property maintenance regulations. 

Reach out to local municipalities to determine which housing issues are most common among communities and then develop county-wide resources to assist with tackling these 
problems.

Retool Zoning Regulations
Provide clear opportunities in local zoning and subdivision and land development ordinances to accommodate multi-family housing.  

Work with local communities to ensure that current zoning ordinances provide opportunities for commercial district and downtown redevelopment. 

Meet with Public Sector Professionals
Generate and maintain a solutions-oriented discussion on how to address common blight and code enforcement issues within Crawford County.

Leverage Federal + State Resources
Encourage communities to either individually or cooperatively implement property maintenance ordinances.  Such ordinances can be used to pro-actively tackle blight in accordance 
with each community’s desired strategies. 

Develop direct support and financial assistance programs to aid struggling property owners with rehabilitation work in communities that have developed blight management strategies. 

Public-private partnerships can be formed between large employers, banks, legal interests, local governments, and others to make the process of buying and investing in property more 
attainable and secure.  Such programs could result in reduced closing costs and fees for interested homebuyers or revolving loans or even grants to support home rehabilitation or 
renovation activities. 

Prioritize County Resources
Establish a system for evaluating how County staff time and financial resources are allocated to communities to ensure a strong return on investment. 

Encourage the formation of a land bank(s) to make it faster, easier, and cheaper for interested and responsible new owners - whether they are developers, community groups, neighbors, 
farmers, or gardeners - to purchase blighted, abandoned properties and return them to productive uses that generate taxes for the municipality, county, state, and school district.  Land 
banks can clear up title issues with troubled properties and hold them in a responsible manner until they are conveyed to new owners.  

Research and support grant programs targeting those experiencing homelessness, housing emergencies, and other domestic circumstances that require special housing needs. 

Address Property Tax Inequity
Examine methods in which real property tax disparities between the county’s urban and non-urban areas can be rectified.

Explore tax incentive programs and urban development funding mechanisms which can be used to encourage real-estate investment in communities.  

Crawford County should work with local communities and the private sector to develop policies and programs that break the cycle of vacancy and support redevelopment.

Proposed Housing Plan Strategies
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Crawford County 
Housing Submarkets

Crawford County is not one singular economic and 
housing market, but rather a series of submarkets.  A 
community in northwest Crawford County has different 
housing problems than communities in the central or 
eastern portions of the county.  Thus, the County’s Housing 
Plan has identified and provides a analysis of housing 
conditions observed in 14 unique submarkets.  

Our analysis of each submarket is based on the 
premise that a healthy housing marketplace consists of an 
environment where households have access to adequate 
housing and maintain the ability to willingly transition 
between housing segments in order to meet their needs.  
The terms “new household market,” “starter home market,” 
“move-up home market,” “downsizing market,” and “senior 
housing market” are used to define the stages of housing 
consumption that exist within a healthy housing market 
ecosystem.  

A second premise built into our analysis is that positive 
growth in terms of jobs, housing units, population, 
incomes and other characteristics is necessary to sustain 
a housing market.  Not all communities within submarkets 
may desire to take on significant development.  The 
assumptions inherent within our analysis should be taken 
into consideration by municipalities when setting their local 
objectives and strategies.
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48.7% of Titusville Submarket Renters

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

34.6% of Townville Submarket Renters

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

35.3% of Mead Submarket Renters

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

27% of Saegertown Submarket Renters

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACSSource: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

34.4% of Vernon Submarket Renters

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

43.5% of Linesville Submarket Renters

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

24% of Cochranton Submarket Renters

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

52.5% of Meadville Submarket Renters

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

32% of Shenango Submarket Renters

41.3% of Crawford County Renters

34.3% Submarket Average 

RENTERS PAYING MORE THAN 30% OF INCOME ON HOUSING

Source: U.S. Census 2011-2015 ACS

16.0% Vacancy Rate19.7% Vacancy Rate7.5% Vacancy Rate9.7% Vacancy Rate7.1% Vacancy Rate40.1% Vacancy Rate31.6% Vacancy Rate

33.4% Vacancy Rate14.9% Vacancy Rate18.8% Vacancy Rate20.1% Vacancy Rate10.0% Vacancy Rate18.1% Vacancy Rate42.2% Vacancy Rate

TITUSVILLE SUBMARKET SUBMARKET AVERAGE

Other Vacant
(46.9%)

For Seasonal, 
Recreational, or 
Occasional Use

(17.3%)

For Rent2

(8.4%)
For Sale Only1

(12.6%)

Sold, 
Unoccupied1

(14.8%)
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Unoccupied1

(1.7%)

Rented, Unoccupied2

(0.7%)

For Migrant 
Workers
(0.3%)

For Seasonal, 
Recreational, or 
Occasional Use

(63.4%)

For Sale 
Only1

(6.6%)

For Rent2

(6.7%)Other Vacant
(20.5%)

1 Ownership (Tenure) 
Vacancy

2 Rentership (Tenure) 
Vacancy

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

TOWNVILLE SUBMARKET SUBMARKET AVERAGE
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Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

MEAD SUBMARKET SUBMARKET AVERAGE
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VERNON SUBMARKET SUBMARKET AVERAGE
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Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018
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Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018
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Vacancy

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018
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CAMBRIDGE SPRINGS SUBMARKET SUBMARKET AVERAGE
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Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018
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EAST FALLOWFIELD-GREENWOOD 
SUBMARKET

SUBMARKET AVERAGE

Other Vacant
(36.6%)

For Seasonal, 
Recreational, or 
Occasional Use

(55.9%)

For 
Rent2

(4.1%)

For 
Sale 
Only1

(3.4%)

Sold, 
Unoccupied1

(1.7%)

Rented, Unoccupied2

(0.7%)

For Migrant 
Workers
(0.3%)

For Seasonal, 
Recreational, or 
Occasional Use

(63.4%)

For Sale 
Only1

(6.6%)

For Rent2

(6.7%)Other Vacant
(20.5%)

1 Ownership (Tenure) 
Vacancy

2 Rentership (Tenure) 
Vacancy

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

SPRINGBORO-CONNEAUTVILLE 
SUBMARKET

SUBMARKET AVERAGE

Other Vacant
(46.3%)

For Seasonal, 
Recreational, or 
Occasional Use

(43.6%)

For Rent2

(4.3%)

For Sale Only1

(2.4%)

Sold, 
Unoccupied1

(1.1%)

Rented, 
Unoccupied2

(2.4%)

Sold, 
Unoccupied1

(1.7%)

Rented, Unoccupied2

(0.7%)

For Migrant 
Workers
(0.3%)

For Seasonal, 
Recreational, or 
Occasional Use

(63.4%)

For Sale 
Only1

(6.6%)

For Rent2

(6.7%)Other Vacant
(20.5%)

1 Ownership (Tenure) 
Vacancy

2 Rentership (Tenure) 
Vacancy

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

SHENANGO SUBMARKET SUBMARKET AVERAGE

Other Vacant
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For Seasonal, 
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For Rent2
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For Sale Only1

(5.0%)
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Unoccupied1
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Sold, 
Unoccupied1

(1.7%)

Rented, Unoccupied2
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For Migrant 
Workers
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For Migrant 
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Only1
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Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

5+ Bedrooms
170 (4.6%)

4 Bedrooms
586 (15.7%)

3 Bedrooms
1,573 (42.1%)

2 Bedrooms
935 (25.0%)

1 Bedroom or Less
471 (12.6%)

5+ Person
219 (6.8%)

4 Person
381 (11.8%)

3 Person
435 (13.5%)

2 Person
1,256 (39.0%)

1 Person
930 (28.9%)

Potential 
Vacant 

Housing Units

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Unit
Size

5+ Bedrooms
71 (5%)

4 Bedrooms
232 (16%)

3 Bedrooms
736 (49%)

2 Bedrooms
299 (20%)

1 Bedroom or Less 
154 (10%)

Household 
Size

5+ Person
124 (10%)

4 Person
126 (11%)

3 Person
179 (15%)

2 Person
486 (41%)

1 Person
283 (24%)

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

4 Bedrooms
723 (17%)

5+ Bedrooms
134 (3%)

3 Bedrooms
2,345 (56%)

2 Bedrooms
826 (20%)

1 Bedroom or Less
138 (3%)

4 Person
475 (12%)

5+ Person
335 (9%)

3 Person
724 (19%)

2 Person
1,559 (40%)

1 Person
760 (20%)

Potential 
Vacant 

Housing Units

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

4 Bedrooms
464 (15%)

5+ Bedrooms
90 (3%)

3 Bedrooms
1,602 (53%)

2 Bedrooms
782 (26%)

1 Bedroom or Less
110 (4%)

5+ Person
163 (6%)

4 Person
394 (14%)

3 Person
376 (14%)

2 Person
1,156 (42%)

1 Person
664 (24%)

Potential 
Vacant 

Housing Units

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

5+ Bedrooms
136 (5%)

4 Bedrooms
253 (9%)

3 Bedrooms
1,376 (51%)

2 Bedrooms
830 (31%)

1 Bedroom or Less
87 (3%)

5 Person
156 (6%)

4 Person
174 (7%)

3 Person
447 (18%)

2 Person
995 (40%)

1 Person
719 (29%)

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Potential 
Vacant 

Housing Units

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

4 Bedrooms
703 (16%)

5+ Bedrooms
133 (3%)

3 Bedrooms
1,952 (45%)

2 Bedrooms
1,250 (29%)

1 Bedroom or Less
294 (7%)

5 Person
92 (4%)

4 Person
312 (12%)

3 Person
474 (18%)

2 Person
911 (35%)

1 Person
806 (31%)

Potential Vacant 
Housing Units

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

5+ Bedrooms
101 (6%)

4 Bedrooms
274 (16%)

3 Bedrooms
698 (40%)

2 Bedrooms
546 (32%)

1 Bedroom or Less
105 (6%)

5+ Person
116 (10%)

4 Person
98 (8%)

3 Person
171 (14%)

2 Person
423 (36%)

1 Person
372 (32%)

Potential Vacant 
Housing Units

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

5+ Bedrooms
210 (7%)

4 Bedrooms
499 (16%)

3 Bedrooms
1,236 (40%)

2 Bedrooms
769 (25%)

1 Bedroom or Less
409 (13%)

5+ Person
338 (19%)

4 Person
229 (11%)

3 Person
292 (14%)

2 Person
752 (36%)

1 Person
420 (20%)

Potential Vacant 
Housing Units

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

5+ Bedrooms
186 (5.5%)

4 Bedrooms
526 (15.5%)

3 Bedrooms
1,461 (43%)

2 Bedrooms
886 (25.5%)

1 Bedroom or Less
358 (10.5%)

5 Person
228 (7.9%)

4 Person
364 (12.6%)

3 Person
430 (14.9%)

2 Person
1,139 (39.4%)

1 Person
730 (25.3%)

Potential Vacant 
Housing Units

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

5+ Bedrooms
177 (6%)

4 Bedrooms
347 (13%)

3 Bedrooms
1,381 (50%)

2 Bedrooms
687 (25%)

1 Bedroom or Less 
156 (6%)

5 Person
195 (9%)

4 Person
297 (13%)

3 Person
387 (17%)

2 Person
868 (39%)

1 Person
484 (22%)

Potential Vacant 
Housing Units

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

5+ Bedrooms
269 (4%)

4 Bedrooms
811 (13%)

3 Bedrooms
2,565 (40%)

2 Bedrooms
1,424 (22%)

1 Bedroom or Less
1,355 (21%)

5+ Person
316 (6%)

4 Person
598 (11%)

3 Person
784 (15%)

2 Person
1,621 (30%)

1 Person
2,029 (38%)

Potential Vacant 
Housing Units

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

4 Bedrooms
285 (20%)

5+ Bedrooms
64 (4%)

3 Bedrooms
685 (47%)

2 Bedrooms
351 (24%)

1 Bedroom or Less
62 (4%)

5+ Person
155 (12%)

4 Person
167 (13%)

3 Person
141 (11%)

2 Person
560 (43%)

1 Person
279 (21%)

Potential Vacant 
Housing Units

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

5+ Bedrooms
83 (4%)

4 Bedrooms
345 (17%)

3 Bedrooms
981 (47%)

2 Bedrooms
565 (27%)

1 Bedroom or Less
97 (5%)

4 Person
186 (11%)

5+ Person
172 (10%)

3 Person
270 (16%)

2 Person
706 (42%)

1 Person
363 (21%)

Potential Vacant 
Housing Units

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Household 
Size

Unit
Size

4 Bedrooms
408 (10%)

5+ Bedrooms
135 (3%)

3 Bedrooms
1,782 (45%)

2 Bedrooms
1,419 (36%)

1 Bedroom or Less
253 (6%)

5+ Person
76 (5%)

4 Person
163 (10%)

3 Person
230 (14%)

2 Person
711 (42%)

1 Person
505 (30%)

Pennsylvania proportional comparison of excess households or units of corresponding size
Excess number of households or units of corresponding size

Source:  U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Potential Vacant 
Housing Units

Source: U.S. Census
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LEGEND

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

TITUSVILLE SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

47.3% 52.7%

TOWNVILLE SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

27.7% 72.3%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

MEAD SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

25% 75%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

SAEGERTOWN SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

22.6% 77.4%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

VERNON SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

15.8% 84.2%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

CONNEAUT LAKE SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

20.9% 79.1%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

LINESVILLE SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

25.9% 74.1%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

SPARTANSBURG-BLOOMFIELD SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

26.4% 73.6%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

CAMBRIDGE SPRINGS SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

35.7% 64.3%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

COCHRANTON SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

23% 77%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

MEADVILLE SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

43.6% 56.4%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

EAST FALLOWFIELD-GREENWOOD SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

21% 79%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

SPRINGBORO-CONNEAUTVILLE SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

31.9% 68.1%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

SHENANGO SUBMARKET HOUSING UNITS BUILT PRE-1940

Homes Built Pre-1940 Homes Built Post 1940

13.9% 86.1%

Source: U.S. Census, Retrieved 2018

Source: Esri, Retrieved 2018
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MEADVILLE SUBMARKET POPULATION GROWTH

+1 Standard Deviation 

+2 Standard Deviations

Submarket Average

Meadville Submarket

-1 Standard Deviation 
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EAST FALLOWFIELD GREENWOOD SUBMARKET POPULATION GROWTH

+1 Standard Deviation 

Submarket Average

East Fallowfield-
Greenwood 
Submarket
-1 Standard Deviation 
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SPRINGBORO-CONNEAUTVILLE SUBMARKET POPULATION GROWTH

+1 Standard Deviation 

Submarket Average

Springboro-
Conneautville 
Submarket

-1 Standard Deviation 

5,163 4,920 4,784 4,678
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SHENANGO SUBMARKET POPULATION GROWTH

+1 Standard Deviation 

Submarket Average

Shenango Submarket

-1 Standard Deviation 

3,975 3,951 3,943 3,897
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TOWNVILLE SUBMARKET POPULATION GROWTH

+1 Standard Deviation 

Submarket Average

Townville Submarket 

-1 Standard Deviation 
3,328 3,098 3,071 3,021
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MEAD SUBMARKET POPULATION GROWTH

+1 Standard Deviation 

Submarket Average

Mead Submarket 

-1 Standard Deviation 

9,794 9,833 9,654 9,480
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SAEGERTOWN SUBMARKET POPULATION GROWTH

+1 Standard Deviation 

Submarket Average

Saegertown 
Submarket

-1 Standard Deviation 

7,286
6,950 6,942 6,860
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VERNON SUBMARKET POPULATION GROWTH

+1 Standard Deviation 

Submarket Average

Vernon Submarket

-1 Standard Deviation 

5,499 5,630 5,578 5,485
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CONNEAUT LAKE SUBMARKET POPULATION GROWTH

+1 Standard Deviation 

Submarket Average

Conneaut-Lake 
Submarket

-1 Standard Deviation 

8,631 8,004 7,888 7,741
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LINESVILLE SUBMARKET POPULATION GROWTH

+1 Standard Deviation 

Submarket Average

Linesville Submarket
-1 Standard Deviation 

3,236 2,978 2,821 2,777

of Titusville Submarket 
residents work at a 
loca�on inside the 
submarket.

of Titusville Submarket 
residents work inside 
Crawford County.

of Titusville Submarket 
residents work outside 
Crawford County.

of Mead Submarket 
residents work at a 
loca�on inside the 
submarket.

of Mead Submarket 
residents work inside 
Crawford County.

of Mead Submarket 
residents work outside 
Crawford County.

of Townville Submarket 
residents work at a 
loca�on inside the 
submarket.

of Townville Submarket 
residents work inside 
Crawford County.

of Townville Submarket 
residents work outside 
Crawford County.

of Saegertown Submarket 
residents work at a 
loca�on inside the 
submarket.

of Saegertown Submarket 
residents work inside 
Crawford County.

of Saegertown Submarket 
residents work outside 
Crawford County.

of Vernon Submarket 
residents work at a 
loca�on inside the 
submarket.

of Vernon Submarket 
residents work inside 
Crawford County.

of Vernon Submarket 
residents work outside 
Crawford County.

of Conneaut Lake 
Submarket residents 
work at a loca�on inside 
the submarket.

of Conneaut Lake Submarket 
residents work inside 
Crawford County.

of Conneaut Lake Submarket 
residents work outside 
Crawford County.

of Linesville Submarket 
residents work at a 
loca�on inside the 
submarket.

of Linesville Submarket 
residents work inside 
Crawford County.

of Linesville Submarket 
residents work outside 
Crawford County.

of Spartansburg-Bloomfield 
Submarket residents work 
at a loca�on inside the 
submarket.

of Spartansburg-Bloomfield 
Submarket residents work 
inside Crawford County.

of Spartansburg-Bloomfield 
Submarket residents work 
outside Crawford County.

of Cochranton Submarket 
residents work at a 
loca�on inside the 
submarket.

of Cochranton Submarket 
residents work inside 
Crawford County.

of Cochranton Submarket 
residents work outside 
Crawford County.

of Cambridge Springs 
Submarket residents work 
at a loca�on inside the 
submarket.

of Cambridge Springs 
Submarket residents work 
inside Crawford County.

of Cambridge Springs 
Submarket residents work 
outside Crawford County.

of Meadville Submarket 
residents work at a 
loca�on inside the 
submarket.

of Meadville Submarket 
residents work inside 
Crawford County.

of Meadville Submarket 
residents work outside 
Crawford County.

of East Fallowfield-Greenwood 
Submarket residents work at a 
loca�on inside the submarket.

of East Fallowfield-Greenwood  
Submarket residents work 
inside Crawford County.

of East Fallowfield-Greenwood 
Submarket residents work 
outside Crawford County.

of Springboro-Conneautville 
Submarket residents work at a 
loca�on inside the submarket.

of Springboro-Conneautville 
Submarket residents work 
inside Crawford County.

of Springboro-Conneautville 
Submarket residents work 
outside Crawford County.

of Shenango Submarket 
residents work at a 
loca�on inside the 
submarket.

of Shenango Submarket 
residents work inside 
Crawford County.

of Shenango Submarket 
residents work outside 
Crawford County.

WHERE TITUSVILLE SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE TOWNVILLE SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE MEAD SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE SAEGERTOWN SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE VERNON SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE CONNEAUT LAKE SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE LINESVILLE SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE SPARTANSBURG-BLOOMFIELD SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE CAMBRIDGE SPRINGS SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE COCHRANTON SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE MEADVILLE SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE EAST FALLOWFIELD-GREENWOOD SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE SPRINGBORO/CONNEAUTVILLE SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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WHERE SHENANGO SUBMARKET RESIDENTS WORK

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau Center for Economic Studies - Local Employment Dynamics Partnership
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