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Create a Key Indicator Table for Each Dashboard

Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency in collaboration with the Pennsylvania State Data Center

DATA TREND

Use the CJAB meeting to 
determine why data 
trends are emerging.

What is the why behind 
the trend? 



32

Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency in collaboration with the Pennsylvania State Data Center

MISSING DATA

Use the CJAB meeting to 
review data to determine 
why data are missing or 
problematic. 

Discuss why data entry or 
collection is problematic 
and how it can be 
improved. 

Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency in collaboration with the Pennsylvania State Data Center

Understanding Trend Characteristics

• Time
• Direction
• Rate
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TIME & DIRECTION

Organizations are 
dynamic and change over 
time; therefore, data 
needs to be considered 
across time from previous 
reporting periods.  
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RATE OF CHANGE – STEADY

A steady change in a 
trend usually indicates 
an emerging systemic 
change, such as a the 
impact of a population 
increase or legislative 
impact.

0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

3000

3500

4000

0 to 60 days

> 300 Days



34

Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency in collaboration with the Pennsylvania State Data Center

RATE OF CHANGE - RAPID

A rapid or sudden trend 
shift typically reflects a 
more temporal or recent 
change that directly 
impacts the indicator such 
as a policy or resource 
change.

Dashboards and 
Understanding Change

Section 6: 
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Understanding Change

• Population shifts
• Aging of Pennsylvania
• Increased Diversity

Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency in collaboration with the Pennsylvania State Data Center
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Population Shifts 1990 ‐2010
Population Percent Change Rank

County 2010 2000 1990
1990 to 
2010

2000 to 
2010

1990 to 
2010

2000 to 
2010

Pennsylvania 12,702,379 12,281,054 11,881,643 6.9% 3.4%
Pike 57,369 46,302 27,966 105.1% 23.9% 1 2
Monroe 169,842 138,687 95,709 77.5% 22.5% 2 3
Forest 7,716 4,946 4,802 60.7% 56.0% 3 1
Chester 498,886 433,501 376,396 32.5% 15.1% 4 5
Wayne 52,822 47,722 39,944 32.2% 10.7% 5 13

Beaver 170,539 181,412 186,093 ‐8.4% ‐6.0% 63 64

Elk 31,946 35,112 34,878 ‐8.4% ‐9.0% 64 66

Allegheny 1,223,348 1,281,666 1,336,449 ‐8.5% ‐4.6% 65 58

Cambria 143,679 152,598 163,029 ‐11.9% ‐5.8% 66 63

Cameron 5,085 5,974 5,913 ‐14.0% ‐14.9% 67 67

Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency in collaboration with the Pennsylvania State Data Center



37

Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency in collaboration with the Pennsylvania State Data Center

Aging of Pennsylvania 

Sullivan County

Centre County
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Race Ethnicity

County
Total 

Population White

Black or 
African‐
American

American 
Indian or 
Native 
Alaskan Asian

Native 
Hawaiian 
or Pacific 
Islander

Other 
Race

Two or 
more 
races Hispanic

Non 
Hispanic

Percent 
Hispanic

Lehigh 349,497 276,286 21,440 1,279 10,247 126 30,064 10,055 65,615 283,882 18.8%
Berks 411,442 342,148 20,143 1,285 5,385 128 32,101 10,252 67,355 344,087 16.4%
Monroe 169,842 131,162 22,348 572 3,484 79 7,295 4,902 22,288 147,554 13.1%
Philadelphia 1,526,006 626,221 661,839 6,996 96,405 744 90,731 43,070 187,611 1,338,395 12.3%
Northampton 297,735 256,895 14,986 609 7,203 98 11,289 6,655 31,179 266,556 10.5%

Clarion 39,988 38,873 484 58 191 8 59 315 245 39,743 0.6%
Jefferson 45,200 44,446 157 86 92 3 55 361 275 44,925 0.6%
Elk 31,946 31,469 89 34 96 6 42 210 183 31,763 0.6%
Armstrong 68,941 67,565 553 45 150 9 91 528 366 68,575 0.5%
Cameron 5,085 5,000 13 13 14 0 3 42 19 5,066 0.4%

Race and Ethnicity for Pennsylvania Counties 2010
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Socio‐Economic Characteristics

• Income
• Poverty
• Educational Attainment
• Earnings

Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency in collaboration with the Pennsylvania State Data Center
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County
Median 
Income

Chester 86,264
Montgomery 78,446
Bucks 76,019
Delaware 63,677
Cumberland 60,832

Counties with Largest 
Median Household Income 

2007-2011

Counties with Largest 
Percent of Families Below Poverty 

2007-2011

County

Percent 
Families 

Below Poverty
Philadelphia 20.5
Fayette 15.3
Crawford 12.6
Mifflin 11.3
Greene 11.1

Pennsylvania Commission on Crime and Delinquency in collaboration with the Pennsylvania State Data Center
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Percent Bachelors Degree or Higher

County Percent

Chester 48.1

Montgomery 44.4

Centre 39.8

Bucks 34.7

Allegheny 34.5
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Wrap up

•Questions & Answers




