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PREFACE 

IJNiVERSITY CENTER rOR lIRIIAN R£SfARaI 
UNIV£RSITY Of PIT1S8U~GH 
249 NORTH CRAIG STIi£fT 

PITTSiURGH, PEHNSYlV_152liO 

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

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

Department of City Planning to present information, pr imarily 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 al l the information that you need and it may not be in 

the most useful fo rm for your purposes. It is, however, the best that is ava ilab le. 

Where possib le, comparisons have been made between 1960 and 1970 characteri stics, and 

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

condit ions. 

T he mater ial has been div ided into four sections, Population, Housing, Socio-Economic 

characteristics and Community Faci lities. Although most of the information comes from the 

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

come from the city's Bureau of Building Inspect ion; the crime data was compi led by the Bureau 

of Police; and the welfare data was provided by the Allegheny County Board of Public Assistance. 

T he summary talEs from which much of the census informat ion was extracted were provided by 

the Southwestern Pennsy lvan ia Reg ional Planning Commission. 



THE STRIP 

The Strip community is generally considered to be the area between the 

railroad and the Allegheny River, from Eleventh Street to 33rd Street. For 

statistical purposes the Strip is composed of Census Tracts 202 and 601. 

This narrow rectangular area stretching from Downtown to Lower 

Lawrenceville houses mostly warehouses and who lesale businesses wh ich 

serve the region. These functions have been increasing while residential use 

of the Strip has declined sharply. Fam ilies whiCh once found it necessary to 

be close to employment have sought more suitable living environments as 

transportation has enabled them to do so, and as the character of local em­

ployment has changed . 

The remaining houses we re built in the latter decades of the 1800's. These 

are predominantly small brick row structures. Whi le a few convenience 

stores remain residents must go out of their neighborhood for most of their 

shopping needs. 
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AGE -SEX COMPOSITION, 1970 

According to the 1970 Census, the greatest portion of The Strip 's 

population falls in the aga 55-64 cat~gory, the smallest being the 75 & 

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

In any other; the 8ge 75 and older category is the smallest. 

POPULATION CHANGE, 1960-1970 

The population of The Strip has changed from 1,631 in 1960 to 

849 in 1970, representing a 482% change. This compares to an 

average ci tywide change of - 13.9%, where population declined from 

604,332 in 1960 to 520.117 in 1970. 

FAMILIES BY TYPE ANO PRESENCE OF CHI LOREN LESS 

THAN 18 YEARS OLO 

The predominant fami ly-type in this neighborhood is the IlUsband-wiftdam!lv 

no ch;11'Iren less tnan 18 category. The highest portion of families 

with incomes below poverty level is the female heaet cl'tlldren lE-s5 

than 18 group. 

MEDIAN AGE, 1970 

The median age for the neighborhood is 37.4 years; for the city it is 33.6 

years. 

AGE-GROUP CHANGE, 1960-1970 

One age brackets increased in population between 1960 and 1970 in the 

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

years and older age groups increased. 



RACE 

Black population in The St ri p constituted 52 5%of its 1960 popu-

lation, and 61 .1%of its 1970 population. For Pittsburgh, the Black popula­

tion increased from 16.7% in 1960, to 20.2% in 1970. 
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OCCUPANCY STATUS 

In 1960, total housing units numbered 518 ; in 1970 , 359. representing 

a -30.7% change. A total of 25.3%were owner-occupied in 1970, compared 

to 47.2% citywide. In 1960, 37 uniu were vacant, as compared to 43 

vacancies in 1970. Th is represents 8 12.0 vacancy rate for 1970 as com· 

pared to the city's 6.2% _ Overcrowded units compt"ised 13.9% of the 1960. 

and 11 .7%01 the 1970 neighborhood housing stock. 

MOBILITY 

For the neighborhood. 250 people oller fille years of age have changed 

their place of residence between 1965 and 1970. This represents 30% of its 

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

those years, which is 33% of the tota l population. 

OCCUPANCY STATUS 1960 -1970 
P[RC!!"" 

19 80 1970 CHANGE 

TOTAL HOUSING UNITS 
518 359 -30.7 

TOTAL OCCUPIED UNITS 
481 316 -34 . 3 

OWNER OCCUPIED 104 91 -12 . 5 

PERCENT OWNER OCCUP IED 20.1 25.3 

REHTIEIt OCC UPI ED 377 225 -40.3 

PEItCENT RENTER OCCU"II'O 
72.8 62.7 

YACANT UNITS 37 43 +16.2 

PI!:RCI!:NT VACANT 7 .1 12.0 

MEOIAN MAItKII!:T YALUI!: 
. $4,138 $8,125 +96.4 

MEDIAN GItOSS "ENT 
$53 $81 +52.8 

PII!:RCEHT OYERCROWOEO UNITS 13.9 11. 7 

SOURCE : U.s. CENSUS 1980 - 1970 



BUI LOI NG ACTIVITY , 1972 

In 1972. there were 10 building permit applications in this neighborhood, 

at an estimated construction cost of $449,341 . For the entire city, 4,002 

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

Also in 1972. there were 0.00 new housing units constructed per 1,000 ex­

isting units, and 25.068Iteration5 per 1.000 units in the neighborhood. 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 HOUSING UNITS 0 0 

OTHER NEW STRUCTURES 0 0 

EXTENSIONS 8 ADDITIONS 
1 $5,000 

ALTERATIONS 9 $444,341 

TOTAL 
10 $449,341 

SOURCE : BUREAU OF BUILOIf.{G INSPECTION 

H 
o 
U 
S 
I 
N 
G 

7 



s 
o 
C 
I 
o 

E 
C 
o 
N 
o 
M 
I 

C 

8 

EDUCATION: YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED BY PERSONS 

25 YEARS AND OVER, 1960-1970 

The 1970 Census indicates that, of those loca l residents, aged 25 and over, 

the largest percentage have attained a elementary education. In 1960, 

the largest percentage had attained a elementary education. 

SCHOOL YEARS 
COMPLETED BY PERSONS 

25 YEARS a OVER 
1960-1970 

PER CEN T 
1960 OF TOTA L 19 70 

NO SCHOOL IN G 
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INCOME, MEDIAN FAMILY INCOME, 1960·1970 

The median income for The Strip familiesw8s$4,770 in 1960. In 

1970, the median family income was $6,956 , representing a ten year change 

of 45.8% Citywide, the median family Income rosa from $5,605 in 1960, 

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

PERCENT DISTRI BUTION 
OF FAMILY INCOME 
BY INCOME RANGES 
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OCCUPATION: MAJOR OCCUPATION CLASSIFICATIONS 

OF PERSONS 14 YEARS AND OVER, 1970 

The largest percentage of people in thi s neighborhood work In labor and 

serVice positions. This group con ltitutes 46% of the employed population. 

The largest percentage of people in the ci ty work In sales & clerical posi­

tions, which represents 28% of the total population. 

MAJOR OCCUPATION CLASSIFICATIONS 
OF PERSONS 14 YEARS AND OVER, 1970 
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PERSONS RECEIVING 
PUBLIC ASSISTANCE IN 1972 

NUMBER OF PERCENT OF TOTAL 
ASSISTANCE TYPE RECIPIENTS POPULATION 

OLO AGE 32 3 . 76 

BLIND 3 .35 

AID TO 
DEPENDENT 157 18 . 49 
CHILDREN 

GENERAL 71 8 . 36 

AIO TO DISABLED 26 3.06 

TOTAL 289 34 . 02 

SOURCE : DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WELFARE 
ALLEGHENY COUNTY 
BOARD OF ASSISTANCE 
MARCH 2, 1973 



PUBLIC ASSISTANCE CASES, 1972 

Of the neighborhood's total population. 34% received public assistance in 

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

the same 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. auault, burglary. and larceny. 

In 1972, the crime rate for this neighborhood was 3556; for Pittsburgh. the 

rate was 4.71. 

ARRESTS FOR MAJOR CRIMES 
IN 1972 

CRIME 

MURDER 

RAPE 

ROBBERY 

ASSAULT 

BURGLARY 

LARCENY 

TOTAL 

SOURCE 

NUMBER OF 
ARRESTS CRIME RATE 

0 ,00 

4 . 47 

23 2 . 70 

45 5 . 30 

107 12 . 60 

123 14 . 49 

302 35 . 56 

ANNUAL REPORT OF MAJOR CRIMES 

CITY OF PITTSBuRGH 
POLICE DEPARTMENT, 1972 
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COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

Community facilities which serve The Strip are not limited to those 

located within the confines of The Stri p . Although there are many 

community facilities in the general vicinity, this lin is limited to police and 

fire stations, public libraries. public schools, City of Pittsburgh recreational 

facilities (indoor and outdoor), major hospital. , and major colleges and uni­

versities. 

Community facilities for this neighborhood include: 

The Strip 

Public Faci lities 

No.3 Police Station 

No. 7 Fire Station 

Public Schools 

Wooisiayer Elementary 

Arsena l Middle 

Schenley High 

Recreation 

Denny Tot Lot 

West Penn Recreation Center 

Arsenal Playground 

Leslie Playground and Pool 

Sull ivan Playground 

Health 

St. Francis Hospital 

St. Margaret's Hospital 

West Penn Hospital 



CITY OF PITTSBURGH 

Hon. Pete Flahert y, Mayo r 

CITY COUNCI L 

Hon . Louis Mason, Jr., President 
Ha n. Amy Ba llinger 
Hon. Richard S. Ca liguiri 
Han. Eugene P. DePasquale 
Hon. Walter Karnyk 
Hon. John P. Lynch 
Hon. Rober t R. Stone 

Hon. William J . Coyne 
Hon. Frank J. Lucchino 

CITY PLANN ING COMM ISSION 

Miss Rosemary D'Asce nlO, Chairman 
Louis E. Young, Vice Chairman 
Paul G. Sullivan, Secretary 
John F. Bitzer, Jr. 
Mrs. Hibberd V. B. Kline, Jr. 
James Williams 
Robert L Whitehill 
Willie McClung 

OEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANN ING 

Robert J. Paternoster, Director 
Billie Bramhalt. Deputy Director 
Stephen Rei chstein , Deputy Di rector 
Nicho las A. Del Monte, Cartographer 

This Document was prepared wi th the inva luab le assistance 
o f Planning Aides : 

Janice M. Coyne 
Elisa L. Ventura 
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