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PREFACE 

One thing that citizens need if they are to take part in planning for their neighborhoods is 

up-te-date information about their neighborhoods. This booklet is an attempt by the Pittsburgh 

Department of City Planning to present information, primari ly from the United States Census 

of Population and Housing, for use by citizens and community groups. Unfortunately, census 

material is not perfect; it may not have all the information that you need and it may not be in 

the most usefu l form for your purposes. It is, however, the best that is available. 

Where possible, comparisons have been made between 1960 and 1970 characteristics. and 

between neighborhood and city-wide values, in order to better understand present neighborhood 

conditions. 

The material has been divided into four sections, Populat ion, Housing, Socia-Economic 

characteristics and Community Facilities_ Although most of the information comes from the 

1970 Census of Population and Housing, the statistics on building permi ts (new, and alterations) 

come from the city's Bureau of Bui lding Inspection; the cri me data was compiled by the Bureau 

of Police; and the we lfare data was provided by the A l legheny County Board of Public Assistance. 

The summary tapes from which much of the census information was extracted were provided by 

the Southwestern Pennsylvania Regional Planning Commission. 



LOWER OAKLAND 

Census Tracts 405 and 406, known as Lower Oakland, are generally bounded 

by Fifth Avenue, Boulevard of the A llies, and Halket and Boundary Streets. 

Lower Oakland, formerly a predominantly single famil y district, has seen 

profound changes in residential use in the last ten years to low rise apartment 

uses and conversions. This, of course. reflects its proximity to large Univer­

sity and Hospital complexes. 
This transition has affected the social envi ronment of the area. Concomitant 

with apartment growth has been a shift in the Forbes business district from 

residential service operations to fast-food and media-related stores. 

In fact. the attraction of the neighborhood for students, and institutional 

personnel and their dollars has been so great that the remaining residents 

feel threatened and alienated in their own neighborhood. 

The frict ion generated in the community has been compounded by the 

recent location of numerous social agencies in Lower Oakland. These 

agencies serve a variety of .....nat were previously institutional populations 

on both a live·in and walk-in basis. 

However, major efforts have been launched by all parties to formally oon· 

sider the problems and recommend ways to maintain the strength and 

vital ity of Lower Oakland. 
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AGE-SEX COMPOSITION, 1970 

According to the 1970 Censu5. the greatest portion of lOll\oe Oakland s 

population falls in the 8g<> 20 '}4 category, the smalle,t being the 15 

CI age group. Citywide, more people are found in the age 45·54 group than 

In any other; the age 75 and older category is the smallest. 

POPULATION CHANGE, 1960- -::-. 970 

The population of LowE' Oak1anrl A C!ilS en anged from 6 701 in 1960 to 

6,136 in 1970, representing a 85% chi .enge. This compares to an 

average citywide change of -13.9%, w~ ere population declined from 

604,332 in 1960 to 520,117 in 1970. 
( 

FAMILIES BY TYPE AND PRES; ENCE OF CHILDREN LESS 

THAN 18 YEARS OLD 

The predominant family -type in this nE3' ighl::u:nhood is the husband Wife lam oi y . 

no children less than 18 catego ... ~. Th e highest portion of families , 
with incomes below poverty level is th~ ....,ale head childten less than 

18 group. 

MEDIAN AGE, 1970 

The median age for the neighborhood i 5 2B 9 years; for the city it is 33.6 

years. 

AGE-GROUP CHANGE, 1960-1 ~70 

T",: PI age brackets increased in popul .EII'tion between 1960 and 1970 in the 

neighborhood. For the city, populatio ...-- in the 15·19,20-24, and the 75 

years and older age groups increased. 



RACE 

Black population in l owe r Oak1arod constituted 4" of its 1960 popu­

IstiM, and 1 1%of its 1970 population. For Pittsburgh, the Black popula· 

tion increased from 16.7% in 1 9sa. to 20.2% in 1970. 

AGE GROUPS 
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OCCUPANCY STATUS 

In 1960, total housing units numbered 2685; in 1970,2,733. representing 

a ·1 Q% change. A total of 11 6% were owner-occupied in 1970. compared 

to 47.2% citywide. In 1960, 147 units were vacant, as compared to 22 

vacancies in 1970. This represents 8 B 3% vacancy rate for 1970 as com­

pared to the city's 6.2%0. Overcrowded units comprised 77% of the 1960, 

and 6 6% of the 1970 neighborhood housing stock. 

MOBILITY 

For the neighborhood. 2,655 people ovef five years of age have changed 

their place of residence between 1965 and 1970. This represents 46% of its 

population. For the city, 159,774 changed their place of residency during 

those years, which is 33% of the total population. 

OCCUPANCY STATUS 1960 -1970 
PERCENT 

19.0 1.'0 CHANGE 

TOTAL HOUSIHG UNITS 268, 2733 + 1 8 

TOTAL OCCUPIED UNITS 2'31l. 2506 - 1 3 

OWHI!R OCCUPIED 679 ,92 - 12 . 8 

PERCENT OWNII!:R OCCUPIEO 15 2 216 

RENTER OCCUPIEO 18,9 1914 + 3 0 

PERCENT RENTER OCCUPIED 69 . ~ 70 0 

VACANT UNITS 14r 227 + ,4 . 4 

PfRCENT VACANT 5 •• 8 . 3 

MfOIAN MARKET VALUE ~ 11 •• 55 $ 14,28 + 24 .7 

MfOIAN GROSS RENT $ 75 $ 109 + 45 . 3 

PERCENT OVERCROWDfD UNITS 7 ~ 6 . , 

SO-"RCE : u.s . CENSUS 1 •• 0 -1.70 



BUILDING ACTIV ITY, 1972 

tn 1972. there were 66 building permit applications in this neighborhood. 

at an estimated construction cost of $3. 189 700. For the entire city, 4,002 

permits were issued, accounting for construction in excess of $53 mi llion. 

Also in 1972, there were 840 new housing uniu constructed per 1.000 ex­

isting units, and 1863 al terations per 1,000 uni ts in the neighborhood. City­

wide 3.6 new housing un its and 16.2 alterations were undertaken per every 

1,000 existing units. 

BUILDING PERMITS ISSUED IN 1972 

NUMBER OF ESTIMATED 
PERMITS COST 

NEW HOUSING UNITS 1 $ 150,000 

OTHER NEW STRUC TURES 1 2,500,000 

EXTENSIONS a ADDITIONS 3 16,850 

ALTERATIONS 51 522, 850 

TOTAL 56 $ 3,189 ,700 

SOU RCE : BUREAU OF BUILDING INSPECTION 
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BUILDING ACTIVITY. 1972 

In 1972, there were 56 building permit applications in this neighborhood, 

at an estimated construction cost Of$'3189 700. For the entire city, 4,002 

permits were issued, accounting for construction in excess of $53 million. 

Also in 1972, there were 840 new housing unit. comtrueted per 1,000 ex­

isti ng units. and 1863 alterations per 1,000 units in the nuighborhood. City­

wide 3.6 new housing units and 16.2 alterations were undertaken per every 

1,000 existing units. 

• 

BUILDING PERMITS ISSUED IN 1972 

NUMBER OF ESTIMATED 
PERMITS COST 

NEW HOU SING UNITS 1 $ 150,000 

OTHER NEW STRUCTURES 1 2,500,000 

EXTENSIONS 6 ADDITIONS 3 16,850 

ALTERATIONS 51 522,850 

TOTAL 56 $ 3,189,700 
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EDUCATION: YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETEO BY PERSONS 

25 YEARS AND DVER, 1960·1970 

The 1970 Census indicates that, of those local re$idents, aged 25 and over, 

the largest percentage have attained a e1efT'el"lla'V education. In 1960. 

the largest percentage had attained a t>lerr-pntarv education. 

SCHOOL YEARS 
COMPLETED BY PERSONS 

25 YEARS 8 OVER 
1960-1970 

PE ACENT 
1960 Of" TOTAL 1910 

NO SCHOOLING 183 4 . 2 103 

ELEMENTARY (1- 8 VAS . ) 1691 39 0 991 

HIGH SCHOOL (1- 3YAS I 930 21 5 568 

HIGH SCHOOL (4 VRS.J 884 20.4 899 

COLLEGE (1- 3YRS I 345 8 . 0 224 

COLLEGE (4 YRS I 301 7 0 494 

TOTAL 4334 100 . 0 3279 

PERC[HT 
OF TOTAL 

3,1 

30 . 2 

17 . 3 

27 . 4 

6 . 8 

18 3 

100 0 

SOURCE: U.s . CENSUS 1980 -1970 

MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME, 1960 - 1970 
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INCOME, MEDIAN FAMilY INCOME, 1960-1970 

The median income for l.ower Oakial'd families was $5.386 in 1960. In 

1970. the median family income was $7,929 • representing a ten year change 

of 47 '1% Citywide, the median family Income rose from $5,605 in 1960. 

to $8,800 in 1970. a 57% change. 

PERCENT DISTR I BUTION 
OF FAMILY INCOME 
BY INCOME RANGES 

(IN DOLLARS) 
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OCCUPATION: MAJOR OCCUPATION CLASSIFICATIONS 

OF PERSONS 14 YEARS AND OVER , 1970 

The largest percentage of people In this neighborhood work In p'o'l"§, O"~ 

positions. This group constitutes 70%01 the employed population. 

The largest percentage of people in the city work In ~"., & C'C"C,I posl­

tionl, which represents 28%of the total population. 

MAJOR OCCUPATION CLASSIFICATIONS 
OF PERSONS 14 YEARS AND OVER, 1970 
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488 368 1450 

51 239 1157 

539 607 2607 

20 . 66 23 26 100.00 

PERSONS RECEIVING 
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE IN 1972 

NUMBER OF PERCENT OF TOTAL 
ASSISTANCE TYPE REC IPIENTS POPULATION 

OLD AGE 29 . 47 

BLIND 3 08 

AID TO 
DEPENDENT 146 2.37 
CHILDREN 

GENERAL 164 2 67 

AID TO DISABLED 135 2. 20 

TOTAL 479 7.79 

SOURCE: OEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WEl.FARE 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 
MARCH 2, 1973 



PUBLIC ASSISTANCE CASES, 1972 

Of the neighborhood's total population, 8% received public assistanCii in 

1972. Citywide, 14% of the population received some kind of assistance in 

the 5ame year. 

ARRESTS FOR MAJOR CRIMES, 1972 

The crime rate listed here represents the number of arrests that were made 

for major crimes in 1972 as a ratio of the total population of the area. Major 

crimes are defined as murder, rape, robbery, assault, burglary, and larceny. 

In 1972, the crime rate for this neighborhood was 10 51; for Pittsburgh, the 

rate was 4.11. 

ARRESTS FOR MAJOR CRIMES 
IN 1972 

CRIME 

MURDER 

RAPE 

ROBBERY 

ASSAULT 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY 

TOTAL 

SOURCE 

NUMBER OF 
ARRESTS CRIME RATE 

o . .00 

6 ' .10 

48 . 78 

78 . 1.27 

249 4 .06 

264 4. 30 

645 10 . 51 

ANNUAL REPORT OF MAJOR CRIMES 
CITY OF PITTSBURGH 

POUCE DEPARTMENT, 1972 
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COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

Community facilities which serve L(Woe! Oak'arld art not limited to those 

located within the confine. of low"" Oakland- Although there .... many 

oommunity facilities in the general vicinity. th]s list Is limited to police and 

fire stations, public libraries, public school •• City of Pittsburgh recreational 

facilities (indoor and outdoorl. major hospital., and major colleges and uni· 

versities. 

Community facilities for this neighborhood include: 

Lower Oakland 

,Public Facilities 

Police District No. 4 

Fire Engine Company No. 24, Engine & Truck Company No. 14 

Carnegie library. Main Division 

Recreation 

Charles Anderson PlaygrOund 
Schenley Park 

Louisa Tot Lot (Proposed) - ~ 

Schools 

Holmes Elementary 

Schenley High School 

Colleges , 

University of Pittsburgh 

Zulema Park 
Boundary St. Park let 



• 

CITY OF PITTSBURGH 

Hon. Pete Flaherty , Mayor 

CITY COUNC IL 

HOIl . Lo ui s Mason , Jr., President 
Hon. Amy Ballinger 
Hon. Richard S. Caliguiri 
Han . Eugene P. DePasquale 
Hon. Wa lter Karnyk 
Hon. John P. Lynch 
Hon. Aobert R. Stone 
Hon. William J . Coyne 
Hon. Frank J. Lucch ino 

CITY PLANN ING COMM ISSION 

Miss Rosemary O'Ascenzo, Chairman 
Louis E. Young, Vice Chairman 
Paul G. Sullivan, Secretary 
John F. Bitzer , Jr. 
Mr s. Hibberd V . B. Kl ine, Jr. 
James Williams 
Robert I. Wh itehil l 
Wi ll ie McClung 

DEPARTMENT DF CITY PLANNING 

Robert J . Paternoster, Director 
Billie Bramhall , Deputy Director 
Stephen Reichstein , Deputy Director 
Nicho las A. Del Mon te, Cartographer 

This Document was prepared wi th the invaluable assistance 
of Planning Aides: 

Janice M. Coyne 
Elisa l. Ventura 




