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Introduction
On July 12, 1996, the County Commissioners adopted Landscapes, Managing Change in Chester County 
1996–2020, Comprehensive Plan Policy Element. The plan is guided by the vision statement, “Preserve 
and enhance the unique character of Chester County landscapes by concentrating growth in the most 
appropriate areas.” Landscapes sets goals and recommends actions that will preserve open areas while 
providing desirable places to live and work. 

Landscapes calls for the county to measure progress toward achieving the goals of the plan. Regu-
lar monitoring is important because Landscapes is a long-range plan that can only be achieved over 
the long-term. The county has published the Landscapes Index annually since 1998. 

The Board of County Commissioners adopted Landscapes2 on November 9, 2009. The updated 
plan renews the vision for our future while responding to changes that have occurred since Land-
scapes was first adopted. The county will champion three major initiatives for change: build working 
partnerships, create sustainable communities, and keep Chester County green, to achieve the vision. 

The Landscapes2 Index is being developed to correlate to changes in the updated plan. It will 
include some entirely new indicators measuring new subjects, as well as changes to existing indicators 
to provide more useful findings. 

This report presents the results of the 2010 Landscapes Index. It is the final report for the Land-
scapes Index as it currently exists. In 2011, the Planning Commission will publish the first Land-
scapes2 Progress Report. That report will identify the indicators, provide initial data, and define the 
structure of the new index.

Measuring Progress with Indicators
In order to monitor progress toward the goals of Landscapes, the county developed the Landscapes 
Index based on a series of eighteen indicators. An indicator is a way to measure progress toward a 
goal. Indicators reflect the status of a larger system by looking at small pieces of it. Good indicators 
show trends to help determine how well a system is working. Positive trends of indicators are a mea-
sure of success for Landscapes. Negative trends point out deficiencies in meeting the goals and show 
where additional work is needed.

The set of indicators selected is not intended to be a comprehensive and complete measurement of 
all dimensions of Landscapes. It is not possible to develop such a scientifically tested and refined set 
of measured values. Indicators do not necessarily need to be precise; they just need to give a reliable 
picture of the system they are measuring. All of the selected indicators are measurable on an annual 
basis and all serve essentially to note trends.

The Landscapes Index serves as a general barometer of many diverse trends. The index provides 
a simple snapshot of how current conditions compare to conditions existing around the time Land-
scapes was adopted. Over time, the trend line created by the annual index shows the degree of prog-
ress toward achieving the goals of Landscapes.

While the Landscapes Index gives a generalized picture of overall conditions, the indicators can 
be used to examine specific subjects. The indicators help to determine the reasons for changes in the 
Landscapes Index.



Chester County Planning Commission
3

Indicators Process
The Chester County Planning Commission initially considered approximately 120 possible indicators 
for use in monitoring Landscapes. This list was reduced by using the four basic tests of a good indica-
tor identified by Maureen Hart in Guide to Sustainable Community Indicators, QLA/Atlantic Center for 
the Environment, 1995:

Relevant: An indicator must relate to the goals of Landscapes and indicate whether or not we are 
moving in the right direction with regard to a specific aspect of the Plan.

Understandable: An indicator must be meaningful to anyone reviewing the measure and we must 
know what the indicator is telling us.

Reliable: An indicator must be based on accurate data that is collected and reported in the same 
manner every year.

Timely: An indicator must be available on an annual basis and it must provide information when 
there is still time to correct the problem.

Using these tests, the county selected eighteen indicators in seven categories related to the goals of 
Landscapes. This is a diverse set of indicators monitoring conditions for a wide range of subjects. The 
Planning Commission has used these indicators to create the Landscapes Index. An index is a means 
to condense the ups and downs of many different factors into a single measure. An index is also useful 
because it allows comparison among different types of measures. 

Calculation of the index
Each of the eighteen indicators has base year data to serve as a starting point for measuring a trend 
and developing the Landscapes Index. The base year is intended to be 1996, the year Landscapes was 
adopted. Eleven of the indicators have 1996 as the base year. The remaining seven indicators have 
a different base year, 1995, 1997, or 1998, because 1996 data were not available when the index was 
created.

The data for each indicator have been converted to a base year value of 100. This permits the 
calculation of a single index from different types of data, such as numbers, percentages, and ratios. It 
also provides a common initial value for each indicator. For each year after the base year, the indica-
tor value is calculated by comparing the most recent data, called the comparison year, to the base 
year. A value above 100 represents an improvement from the base year. A value below 100 represents 
a decline from the base year. For all indicators, an increasing value from the previous year represents 
a positive trend supporting Landscapes. A decreasing value represents a negative trend away from 
Landscapes. 

The overall Landscapes Index is calculated by combining all of the indicators into an average 
value. The most recent comparison year is used for each indicator. Due to data availability, this is not 
the same year for all indicators. The index value has the same meaning as the indicators. The base 
year index is 100, and increasing values represent a positive trend and decreasing values represent a 
negative trend related to Landscapes.

An index is useful for measuring the relative improvement or decline of an indicator from its 
base year, but the absolute value of one indicator is not strictly comparable to another indicator. For 
example, an indicator with a value of 110 may not be better than an indicator with a value of 105. It 
just means that the indicator with the value of 110 has improved more from its base year value than 
the indicator with the value of 105. Each indicator value measures its own relative change.
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Highlights of the 2010 index 
The 2010 Landscapes Index achieved a record high value of 130, an increase of six points from the 
2009 Index. This significant positive increase came after the index remained nearly constant over the 
previous four years. The index has shown a generally steady positive trend over time with only two 
declines (see index chart on page 7). The most recent data are used for each indicator to calculate 
the index. The 2010 index includes indicators with data from 2008 or 2009.

For 2010, fourteen indicators have values over 100, indicating improvement since the base year, 
while the other four are below 100. Looking at the changes in the past year, eleven indicators went 
up, two remained the same, and five indicators went down from the previous year. 

Positive indicators – Several indicators showed noteworthy progress from the previous year:

•  Proposed housing units consistent with Landscapes: 88% of proposed housing units were located 
within growth areas, the highest percentage ever. This indicator has been above the base year for 
five consecutive years showing an increased percentage of future growth is planned in appropriate 
areas.

•  Proposed non-residential development consistent with Landscapes: 91% of proposed non-residential 
development was located within growth areas. This was a remarkable recovery from its worst year, 
69%, to surpass the base year for the first time since 2000.

•  Traffic safety: This was the safest year as the number of fatal crashes decreased to 37, the lowest 
number since 1996. The number of crashes with injuries also decreased.

•  Protected farmland: There was another large increase in the number of acres of farmland protected 
by easements. This indicator has increased steadily because farmers have remained committed to 
saving their land and funding has been available.

•  Public transportation use: The number of riders using public transportation increased substantially 
to achieve the highest value for this indicator. Daily ridership has increased steadily since 2004.

Negative Indicators – Several indicators raised concerns:

•  Residential loans in urban areas: The proportion of residential loans in urban areas declined for the 
second consecutive year. However, the measure remained above the base year and higher than all 
years prior to 2004.

•  Travel time: The travel time indicator decreased again after improving the previous year. There has 
been a general downward trend since 2001, meaning it is taking longer to drive on the highways in 
Chester County.

•  Job growth: The average sector employment growth rate declined to less than 1% reflecting the 
national recession. 
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Overall Summary of Findings from the Landscapes Index
Because this is the last year the Landscapes Index is being used, this report includes a brief summary 
of long-term trends reflected by the index. The overall Landscapes Index has shown a steady positive 
trend since it was created in 1998. The indicators show more specifically what has improved and what 
subjects lagged behind.

Legend

(+) Positive indicator
(o) Neutral indicator
(–)  Negative indicator

Preserved Land Sub-Index

(+)  Protected farmland had a continuous positive trend. The amount of farmland protected by ease-
ments has nearly quadrupled.

 (+)  Eased land had a continuous positive trend with additional acres protected by conservation ease-
ments each year.

 (+)  Park land had a continuous positive trend with the total acres of public park land increasing in 
all except one year.

Proposed Development Sub-Index

 (+)  Proposed housing units consistent with Landscapes has alternated between a positive and nega-
tive change almost every year. In the early years the indicator was usually below 100, but in later 
years it was above 100. This means the percentage of proposed housing units located in the 
growth areas increased over time. 

 (o)  Proposed non-residential development consistent with Landscapes started with a positive trend, but 
then generally had a negative trend and stayed below 100 until 2009. The percentage of non-residen-
tial development proposed outside the growth areas increased over time. While the general trend was 
less consistency with Landscapes, the percentage did not change much from the base year.

 (+)  Community water and sewer started with a negative trend, but then generally stayed around 
100. The percentage of proposed housing units with water and sewer service consistent with 
Landscapes was usually very high.

Housing Sub-Index

 (–)   Housing affordability had a generally negative trend and remained below 100. Housing is less 
affordable than when Landscapes was adopted.

 (+)  Residential loans in urban areas started with a negative value, but then had a positive trend. 
This indicates that an increasing proportion of housing loans are for housing units in urban areas. 
This is consistent with the goal of preserving and enhancing urban areas.

 (+)  Residential lot size/residential unit density started with a negative value, but then had a positive 
trend. Lot size decreased slightly over time, which is consistent with Landscapes. 

Transportation Sub-Index

 (+)  Traffic safety started with a negative trend, but then exhibited a positive trend above 100. This 
indicates that there have been fewer crashes and injuries relative to the increasing number of 
registered vehicles.

 (+)  Public transportation use had a generally positive trend continuously above 100. Public transpor-
tation ridership has increased.

 (–)   Travel time had a generally negative trend and remained below 100. It is taking longer to drive 
on the highways in Chester County.



Chester County Planning Commission
6

Economy Sub-Index

 (+)  Farm production started with a negative trend, but then became positive and remained above 
100. Chester County is a major producer of agricultural goods and the county’s share of the total 
state output has increased.

 (o)  Job growth has experienced the greatest annual variation of all indicators. This is because the 
measure is the change in the growth rate from the previous year, which can change greatly. The 
growth rate trend shows the interrelationship of the county economy to the state and national 
economies. The overall number of jobs in the county has grown.

Resources Sub-Index

 (+)  Historic resources and plans had a slow positive trend. There has been an increase in the number 
of registered historic resources in Chester County.

 (o)  Stream quality has alternated between a positive and negative change almost every year and 
remains slightly below 100. Stream quality remains generally good, but it has not improved since 
Landscapes was adopted.

Municipal Initiatives Sub-Index

 (+)  Municipal ordinance amendments consistent with Landscapes had a positive trend that im-
proved early and maintained a high level of consistency. Municipalities have taken actions to 
make their land use ordinances consistent with Landscapes.

 (+)  Municipal volunteerism had a positive trend continuously at or above 100. The number of vol-
unteers serving their municipalities has remained at a high level. This indicates a strong commit-
ment to civic involvement.

Significant Accomplishments Since 1996
• There has been an increase of 19,868 acres of farmland protected by easements.
•  The five organizations sampled for the eased land indicator have preserved 12,961 acres of open 

space with conservation easements.
• The state, county, and municipalities have added 7,450 acres of public park land in Chester County.
•  17% of the total number of proposed housing units on subdivision and land development plans was 

in the urban landscape. The percentages of units in the urban landscape were generally higher in 
more recent years, signifying increased housing development in the urban centers.

•  The number of annual automobile crashes with injuries has gone down fairly steadily from 2,837 
crashes to 1,870 crashes, despite a large increase in the number of vehicles.

•  Average ridership on the carriers sampled for the public transportation use indicator has increased 
from approximately 2,400 riders to 3,100 riders a day, a 29% increase. 

•  The total market value of agricultural products from Chester County has increased from 8% to 9% 
of the total value in the state, despite the growth and development in the county.

•  There have been 25 historic districts and places added to the National Register of Historic Places 
or certified by the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission.
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2010
LANDSCAPES 

INDEX

130

Landscapes Index 2010

Note: The trend line shows two values for 2002 reflecting a change in the water resources indicator. The index was 109 using the 
original stream protection indicator and 105 using the replacement stream quality indicator. 
The annual index includes the most recent data for each indicator.
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• Protected farmland 365 390
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 Sub-Index: Preserved Land
 INDICATOR: Protected Farmland
 Index Value: 390

 Description: Cumulative acres of farmland saved by easement purchases.

 Purpose Statement:  Preservation of farmland is a primary objective and key action of Landscapes. 
The amount of farmland under easements is an indication of the commitment 
of property owners and the public to preserve land for agricultural production.

 Data Source:  Chester County Agricultural Land Preservation Board, record of all conserva-
tion easement purchases and the acres protected.

 Indicator Data:  Acres of farmland saved by easement purchases

 Indicator Value:

 Interpretation:  There were 1,752 acres added to the easement program in 2009. There were 
19,868 more acres under easement in 2009 than in 1996, an average of 1,528 
acres preserved each year. There has been continuous interest among farmers 
to preserve their farmland and dependable funding to purchase the easements.

Year Acres Year Acres
1996 (base) 6,844 2003 18,058

1997 7,879 2004 18,670

1998 8,778 2005 19,783

1999 9,945 2006 21,887

2000 11,720 2007 23,576

2001 14,144 2008 24,960

2002 16,271 2009 26,712
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 Sub-Index: Preserved Land
 INDICATOR: Eased Land
 Index Value: 150

 Description:  Cumulative acreage of land protected by conservation easements held by five 
selected organizations

 Purpose Statement:  Preserving open space is a primary objective of Landscapes. Open space is one 
of the most important characteristics that define Chester County. Sprawl has 
reduced open space land dramatically. The amount of land under conserva-
tion easement is an indication of the commitment to preserve valuable open 
space.

 Data Source:  Brandywine Conservancy, Brandywine Valley Association, Natural Lands 
Trust, The Nature Conservancy, and Open Land Conservancy. These repre-
sentative conservancies have available data for their conservation easements 
on an annual basis. 

 Indicator Data: Acres of land under conservation easement

 Indicator Value: 

 Interpretation:  These conservancies protected an additional 1,080 acres in 2009. There has 
been an increase of 12,961 acres protected by conservation easements over 
thirteen years since 1996, an increase of 50%. The amount of land eased each 
year has remained relatively consistent over this time.

Year Acres Year Acres
1996 (base) 25,671 2003 31,757

1997 26,329 2004 33,113

1998 26,587 2005 33,918

1999 28,009 2006 35,359

2000 28,707 2007 36,519

2001 30,666 2008 37,552

2002 31,046 2009 38,632
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 Sub Index: Preserved Land
 INDICATOR: Park Land
 Index Value: 150

 Description: Total state, county and municipal park land in Chester County.

 Purpose Statement:  The provision of park land is a primary objective of Landscapes. The purpose 
is to monitor change in land preserved for public use. The amount of park 
land is an indication of the land preserved for public use.

 Data Source: Chester County Planning Commission 

 Indicator Data: Total park land in acres

 Indicator Value: 

 Interpretation:  There were 1,280 acres of park land added in 2009. The largest increase was 
in State Parks with the acquisition of the Strawbridge property in Elk and 
Franklin Townships, which will be administered as part of the White Clay 
Creek Bi-state Preserve. There has been a total increase of 7,450 acres of 
public park land since 1996.

Year Acres Year Acres
1996 (base) 14,866 2003 19,394

1997 15,617 2004 19,771

1998 16,723 2005 20,234

1999 17,318 2006 20,900

2000 17,592 2007 20,410

2001 17,724 2008 21,040

2002 18,711 2009 22,320
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 Sub-Index: Proposed Development
 INDICATOR: Proposed Housing Units Consistent with Landscapes
 Index Value: 140

 Description:  Percent of total proposed housing units located within the urban and subur-
ban landscapes, and the suburban and rural centers.

 Purpose Statement:  The major purpose of Landscapes is to change the development pattern away 
from sprawl. The urban and suburban landscapes and suburban and rural 
centers can best accommodate future growth and the rural landscape is least 
appropriate for development. Proposed housing development, based on sub-
division reviews, is an indication of whether new residential development is 
being located in the appropriate areas.

 Data Source: Chester County Planning Commission reviews of development plans.

 Indicator Data: Percent of total proposed housing units consistent with Landscapes  

 Indicator Value: 

 Interpretation:  The percentage of proposed housing units in areas consistent with Landscapes 
reached its highest level in 2009 with 88% of proposed housing units in the 
suburban and urban landscapes. Although this was the first increase since 
2005, the indicator has been above the base year for five consecutive years. 
The percentage was below the base year in most years before 2005.

Year   Percent Year   Percent
1997 (base) 63 2004 50

1998 56 2005 84

1999 66 2006 71

2000 51 2007 71

2001 58 2008 65

2002 53 2009 88

2003 76
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 Sub-Index: Proposed Development
 INDICATOR:  Proposed Non-residential Development 

Consistent with Landscapes
 Index Value: 101

 Description:  Percent of total proposed square feet of non-residential buildings located 
within the urban and suburban landscapes, and suburban and rural centers.

 Purpose Statement:  The major purpose of Landscapes is to change the development pattern away 
from sprawl. The urban and suburban landscapes and suburban and rural 
centers can best accommodate future growth and the rural landscape is least 
appropriate for development. The amount of proposed building space based 
on land development plans is an indication of whether non-residential build-
ings are being located in the most appropriate areas.

 Data Source:  Chester County Planning Commission reviews of land development plans.

 Indicator Data:  Percent of total proposed non-residential square footage consistent with
Landscapes.

 Indicator Value:  

 Interpretation:  The percentage of non-residential development in locations consistent with 
Landscapes experienced its greatest increase in 2009 to recover from its worst 
year. This indicator was above the base year for the first time since 2000. The 
base year value for this indicator is high (90%) so anything above the base 
year signifies a successful year.

Year Percent Year Percent
1997 (base) 90 2004 84
1998 92 2005 88
1999 92 2006 88
2000 94 2007 85
2001 84 2008 69
2002 87 2009 91
2003 81
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 Sub-Index: Proposed Development
 INDICATOR: Community Water and Sewer
 Index Value: 108

 Description:  Percent of proposed housing units in urban and suburban landscapes, and 
suburban and rural centers with both community (offsite) water and sewer.

 Purpose Statement:  The major purpose of Landscapes is to change the development pattern away 
from sprawl. The urban and suburban landscapes and suburban and rural 
centers can best accommodate future growth. Community water supply and 
sewer service helps to encourage development at appropriate densities in the 
landscapes where growth is desired.

 Data Source: Chester County Planning Commission reviews of development plans.

 Indicator Data: Percent of proposed units with both community water and sewer

 Indicator Value: 

 Interpretation:  The percentage of proposed housing units served with both community water 
and sewer in the designated landscapes returned to a very high level (96%) in 
2009. This is consistent with appropriate growth in these areas. The indicator 
has been at or above the base year in six of the past eight years. 

Year   Percent Year   Percent
1997 (base) 89 2004 89

1998 86 2005 87

1999 79 2006 97

2000 77 2007 98

2001 64 2008 79

2002 92 2009 96

2003 90
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 Sub-Index Housing
 INDICATOR: Housing Affordability
 Index Value: 88

 Description:  Ratio of median household income to median monthly housing costs, which 
include principal, interest, taxes and insurance. The higher the ratio, the 
more affordable the housing.

 Purpose Statement:  Affordable housing is a key component of the housing goal in Landscapes. 
Comparing income to housing costs gives an indication of whether housing is 
affordable to residents of the county.

 Data Source:  Housing affordability study using data from Chester County Department of 
Assessment, CCPC, Census Bureau, HSH Associates Financial Publishers, 
and local insurance companies.

 Indicator Data: Ratio of median income to median housing costs

 Indicator Value:

 Interpretation:  Housing costs decreased in 2008 because the median sales price for a house 
declined due to the national mortgage crisis. Median income continued to 
increase, but at a slower rate. This resulted in an improvement in the balance 
between housing costs and median income. However, the affordability ratio 
remains below the base year indicating housing costs are still a concern.

Year   Ratio Year   Ratio
1996 (base) 105.9 2003 97.9

1997 102.9 2004 95.1

1998 107.0 2005 84.8

1999 98.5 2006 84.5

2000 93.8 2007 87.9

2001 102.7 2008* 93.7

2002 98.4
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 Sub-Index: Housing
 INDICATOR: Residential Loans in Urban Areas
 Index Value: 126

 Description:  Ratio of residential loans in urban landscapes to non-urban areas, relative 
to the ratio of total housing units in urban landscapes to non-urban areas. A 
value less than 1 means the share of loans in urban areas is less than the share 
of housing units in urban areas.

 Purpose Statement:  One of Landscapes goals is to preserve and enhance urban areas in the county. 
Rehabilitating existing housing, attracting new housing and preserving historic 
homes is one way to accomplish that goal. This ratio indicates the proportion 
of residential loans that are consistent with the goals of urban revitalization. 
This is an indication of investment in urban areas.

 Data Source: Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (HMDA) data 

 Indicator Data: Proportion of urban loans to proportion of urban housing units

 Indicator Value:

 Interpretation:  The proportion of residential loans relative to the number of housing units 
in urban areas declined slightly in 2008. Although the proportion of loans in 
urban areas has declined in the past two years, this measure remained above 
the base year and higher than all years prior to 2004. This indicates that there 
is significant investment in the housing in the urban landscapes.

Year Proportion Year Proportion
1996 (base) 0.72 2003 0.85

1997 0.65 2004 1.00

1998 0.66 2005 1.05

1999 0.68 2006 1.06

2000 0.76 2007 0.93

2001 0.76 2008* 0.91

2002 0.82
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 Sub-Index: Housing
 INDICATOR: Residential Lot Size/Residential Unit Density
 Index Value: 107

 Description:  Total number of single-family residential (R10) parcels divided by total acre-
age in the single-family residential (R10) category. This indicator is expressed 
as the number of parcels per acre so that the value will go up as the average 
lot size decreases. 

 Purpose Statement:  The major goal of Landscapes is to change the development pattern away 
from sprawl. Sprawl development is characterized by large lot residential de-
velopment. The average lot size of new residential development is an indica-
tion of the continuation or reduction of sprawl.

 Data Source: Department of Assessment records provided by DCIS.

 Indicator Data: Number of parcels divided by total acreage

 Indicator Value:  

 Interpretation:  The number of housing units per acre remained the same in 2009. This indi-
cator is above the base year, meaning the average lot size has decreased since 
1996. The average lot size for all single-family detached houses remained 
slightly over 1 acre according to this measure. This indicator refers to all exist-
ing single-family residential lots, not just new lots in 2009.

Year Parcel/Acre Year Parcel/Acre
1996 (base) 0.88 2003 0.89

1997 0.81 2004 0.89

1998 0.81 2005 0.91

1999 0.82 2006 0.93

2000 0.87 2007 0.94

2001 0.88 2008 0.94

2002 0.88 2009 0.94
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 Sub-Index: Transportation
 INDICATOR: Traffic Safety
 Index Value: 156

 Description:  Weighted index of the number of traffic accidents with fatalities, accidents with 
injuries, and accidents with property damage only, compared to vehicle regis-
trations. The index is heavily weighted to reflect the number of fatal accidents.

 Purpose Statement:  Safety of the existing road network is one of the objectives under the Trans-
portation goal in Landscapes. The pattern of traffic accidents is an indication 
of the safety of roads in Chester County.

 Data Source:  Pennsylvania Department of Transportation, Pennsylvania Crash Facts and Sta-
tistics; the formula and weighted factors are from the Federal Highway Admin-
istration, found in the Institute of Transportation Engineers, Traffic Engineering 
Handbook, 4th Edition.

 Indicator Data: Vehicle registrations/weighted index of crashes

  Indicator Value:  

 Interpretation:  Traffic safety improved considerably to its highest level in 2008. The number 
of fatal crashes decreased to 37, the lowest number since 1996. The number of 
crashes with injuries also decreased. This resulted in the largest improvement 
in the traffic safety index, which has been improving steadily since 2000.

Year    Rate Year    Rate
1996 (base) 8.47 2003 9.45

1997 7.11 2004 9.81

1998 7.39 2005 10.25

1999 7.13 2006 10.31

2000 6.69 2007 10.40

2001 9.10 2008* 13.22

2002 N/A
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 Sub-Index: Transportation
 INDICATOR: Public Transportation Use
 Index Value: 124

 Description: Average weekday boardings on public transportation in the county.

 Purpose Statement:  Landscapes encourages the use of alternative means of transportation, par-
ticularly public transportation. Measuring ridership is an indication of the 
public’s acceptance and the availability of public transportation.

 Data Source:  Krapf’s Transit, Pottstown Urban Transit, Chester County Paratransit System, 
and Amtrak

 Indicator Data: Average weekday boardings

 Indicator Value:  

 Interpretation:  Overall ridership increased from 2007 to 2008, to achieve the highest value 
for this indicator by a significant number. Daily ridership increased for all car-
riers with data available for this indicator. This indicator has improved steadily 
since 2004.

Year   AWB Year   AWB
1996 (base) 2,492 2003 2,638

1997 2,604 2004 2,638

1998 2,717 2005 2,703

1999 2,606 2006 2,803

2000 2,788 2007 2,830

2001 2,738 2008* 3,083

2002 2,628
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 Sub-Index: Transportation
 INDICATOR: Travel Time
 Index Value: 90

 Description:  The average distance traveled during weekday peak hours in 30 minutes on 
selected arterials.

 Purpose Statement:  Landscapes determined that traffic congestion is one of the three most critical 
concerns facing residents. Travel time is an indication of traffic congestion. 
Distance traveled in a fixed amount of time is a way of measuring travel time 
so that up (an increase) is good.

 Data Source:  CCPC driving a sample of seven arterial corridors twice a year during morning 
and evening peak travel times.

 Indicator Data: Average miles traveled in 30 minutes

 Indicator Value:  

 Interpretation:  Travel time distance decreased in 2009. After an improvement in 2008, the 
indicator declined to its second lowest level. There has been a general down-
ward trend since 2001, meaning it is taking longer to drive on the highways in 
Chester County. 

Year   Miles Year   Miles
1998 (base) 19.0 2004 18.0

1999 18.5 2005 18.0

2000 18.9 2006 17.7

2001 19.1 2007 16.8

2002 18.9 2008 17.6

2003 18.6 2009 17.2
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 Sub-Index: Economy
 INDICATOR: Farm Production
 Index Value: 109

 Description:  Market value of Chester County crop and livestock production as a percent of 
the State total.

 Purpose Statement:  A sound economy is a goal of Landscapes and is necessary to preserve the 
quality of life of Chester County. Agriculture is a major sector of the economy 
of Chester County. The value of agricultural production in the county com-
pared to the State is an indication of whether we are maintaining our position 
in agricultural production.

 Data Source:  U. S. Department of Agriculture, National Agricultural Statistics Service, 
Pennsylvania Statistical Office, Statistical Summary and Annual Report

 Indicator Data: Value of sales in Chester County as a percent of the state total

  Indicator Value:  

 Interpretation:  The Chester County share of agricultural production in Pennsylvania in-
creased in 2008. The county’s share of total agricultural production in the 
state has remained above the base year since 2000. The increase in 2008 was 
because of a large increase in the value of crops. The value of livestock pro-
duction in the county decreased slightly. Chester County remains a leader in 
Pennsylvania agriculture.

Year  Percent Year  Percent
1995 (base) 8.23 2002 9.70

1996 7.71 2003 9.53

1997 7.83 2004 9.02

1998 7.86 2005 9.55

1999 8.18 2006 9.62

2000 8.83 2007 8.37

2001 8.49 2008* 8.98
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 Sub-Index: Resources
 INDICATOR: Historic Resources and Plans
 Index Value: 108

 Description:  Total number of listings on National Register of Historic Places, Pennsylvania 
Act 167 Certified Districts, and municipal historic preservation plans.

 Purpose Statement:  Historic preservation is an important component of Landscapes. The formal 
recognition of historic and cultural resources is an indication of the commu-
nity’s commitment to preserving the history of Chester County.

 Data Source:  U. S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, National Register 
Properties in Chester County. Pennsylvania Historic and Museum Commis-
sion, Act 167 Certified Districts. Chester County Planning Commission list of 
municipal historic preservation plans.

 Indicator Data: Total number of historic listings

 Indicator Value:  

 Interpretation:  There were no new historic sites or districts added in 2009. This indicator has 
only changed slightly since 2003.

Year  Number Year  Number
1996 (base) 303 2003 323

1997 305 2004 325

1998 306 2005 327

1999 310 2006 327

2000 312 2007 328

2001 315 2008 328

2002 318 2009 328
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 Sub-Index: Resources
 INDICATOR: Stream Quality
 Index Value: 97

 Description:  Median Hilsonhoff Biotic Index (HBI) value for 18 stream sampling stations 
measured by the U.S. Geological Survey. The HBI measures biotic diversity on 
a scale of 0 to 10 with lower values indicating higher water quality. We subtract 
the median HBI from 10 so that an increasing value indicates a positive trend.

 Purpose Statement:  Sustaining high-quality natural resources is a primary objective of Landscapes. 
Biological diversity is an excellent measure of stream quality. Stream quality is 
an indication of the safety of our water supply, condition of aquatic habitats, 
and status of the environment.

 Data Source:  U. S. Geological Survey from the Chester County – USGS biological diversity 
monitoring program.

 Indicator Data: Median HBI subtracted from 10

 Indicator Value:  

 Interpretation:  This index of stream quality decreased in 2008. This indicator has alternated 
between going up or down almost every year, but has remained within a nar-
row range of values. The monitoring results rank the quality of the streams in 
generally good (slightly impaired) condition, suggesting that additional stream 
and watershed protection is warranted. 

Year Median HBI Year Median HBI
1998 (base) 5.52 2004 5.28

1999 5.27 2005 5.15

2000 5.58 2006 5.36

2001 5.38 2007 5.45

2002 5.46 2008* 5.37

2003 5.27
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 Sub-Index: Municipal Initiatives
 INDICATOR:  Municipal Ordinance Amendments 

Consistent with Landscapes
 Index Value: 145

 Description:  Percent of relevant comprehensive plans, zoning, and subdivision and land 
development ordinance amendments that are consistent with Landscapes.

 Purpose Statement:  Achieving the goals of Landscapes requires cooperation between the county and 
all 73 municipal governments. Landscapes serves as a framework for the county 
and municipalities to work together. The percentage of municipal ordinance 
amendments that are consistent with Landscapes is an indication of the willing-
ness of municipalities to use Landscapes as a guide for their local planning.

 Data Source: CCPC, 247 section review records

 Indicator Data: Percentage of reviewed amendments consistent with Landscapes

 Indicator Value:  

 Interpretation:  The percentage of proposed municipal ordinance amendments that was 
consistent with Landscapes decreased minimally in 2009. This indicator has 
remained relatively constant with a very high percentage of consistency since 
2001. This indicates that municipalities are taking actions to make their land 
use ordinances consistent with Landscapes.

Year  Percent Year  Percent
1998 (base) 66.7 2004 96.2

1999 88.9 2005 96.3

2000 85.2 2006 94.6

2001 95.1 2007 95.1

2002 96.2 2008 97.2

2003 96.7 2009 96.6
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 Sub-Index: Municipal Initiatives
 INDICATOR: Municipal Volunteerism
 Index Value: 120

 Description:  Average number of total volunteer members serving each municipality on 
boards, commissions, authorities, and councils.

 Purpose Statement:  Achieving the goals of Landscapes requires a serious commitment from every-
one. Membership on boards and commissions is an indication of the public’s 
commitment to serving their municipality.

 Data Source: CCPC survey of municipalities

 Indicator Data: Average number of volunteers for each responding municipality

Indicator Value:  

 Interpretation:  The average number of volunteers increased, reaching a new high in 2009. 
The number of volunteers has remained at a high level and well above the 
base year.

Year Average # Year Average #
1998 (base) 26.6 2004 31.3

1999 27.0 2005 31.3

2000 26.6 2006 30.7

2001 28.2 2007 30.8

2002 29.6 2008 30.9

2003 31.4 2009 31.8
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