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‘Robert A fGre'enkam and

rctlng pressures on our state's natural re-
8 urces—our air, water land; energy and min-

‘citizens ask that congerns over‘thequality of .
our.environment be:considered-as we expandthe use
“of‘gur state’sinatural resources. This conflict; preser
atthe:national levet as well. centersion theincreased
- use of these resources associated with-population
growth:and economic development colliding with -

- stricter protection.atforded:them’ hy recent and Irkely
. future environmental legislation:

One need not:gototheirain forests of Brazil-or

. the forest home of the spotted owl in the Pacific

‘Northwest to observe-this collision. The nation’s »

. interest in protecting:North-American air, water, and

land-resources from the damage caused:by mining

: Jangsburning coal:makes it harder for'our state’s high-

sulfur coal-mined inFopen pits to compéte in national

.. andworld energysmarkets. A similar interest in pro-
. tectingthie land and water resources from the effect
.- ofintensive farming:practices makes it-imperative thal

‘we develop new and-less damaging ways of growrng
crops. Qur state’s electric utilities-are.asked by en
ronmentalists to discourage electricity use while at
the same time being-asked by those with interests ir
tate industrial economrc dedelopment to encourage

: ‘such use.

s clear *hat for .ndlanas economy to grow

“Kmust continueto make intelligent use of the natura!

resources. we havein our state..and capitalize on the.

advantages these resources give us relativetothe
other states and regions in the United States. How are
" our.natural resources. currently berng utmzed relativ

t¢'their total- availability? : :
. The state's. 18 billion tons of economrcally FECOV-

* erable:coal Teserves represent an-amouni of energ

that exoeeds that ot the entire nation’s oif and gas
vreserves Indiana mines abotit 33 million tons of co
peryear, placing it ninth-in U.S. coal production by
‘state. That extraction rate can contintie for 500 more.
years before ourresouice is exhausted.:

; in 1985 indiana’s water consumptron repr

- ‘sented less than 1'percent of the:amount of water the
iuoStaterreceives in rainfall, andless than 2 percent of

the surface water-outfigws. During that year, 9.360
Mgal/ day were withdrawn, placing-indiana 14th in« .
‘withdrawal by state; but firstin industrial use. (Power

. -generation arcounts for two thrrds of total wrthdraw—
Coals)

Almost six mlltron of our state S 14 mrllron acres
of cropland weére identified by the-Governor's Soil
“Resources Stlidy-Commission (1985) as being in an
unsystainable-situation because of topsoil losses

- greater than the five tans per.acre/per year average -

rate of topsori formatron Indrana' “T by 2000“ pro‘ .

_grami is a critical effort to reduce the loss on those six
- million-acres to the tolerance limit for those soils over

the coming decade. dn effort that will'requirg chang-
ing pragtices: and rmplementrrg new techne!ogy for :
the state s agriculture.. W
. Our state’s: hardwood forest rebources once the
mamstay of our industrial ecanomy, still contribute
mare than$2 billion a-year to-the state’s economy and‘
afford a livelihood for more than 50,000 Hoosiers by
provrdmg high=quality, highvalue wood products to
the nation’s furnitiire and:limberindustries. The
industry is-.underi rncreasmg pressure by preserva—

. tronrsts/envrronmentahsts tolimit timbér harvest

pamculady on public:lands: Competrtron ina world

_economy is requiring the industry to-dramatically -

increase:its eﬁrcrencres of procurement, harvesting:
and wood-utilization.. Currently, 10gging leaves unused

251050 percent of the wood volume utilized and

only 4010 60 percent of a sawlog is recovered as

-~ Arecentinventory of our state’s forest resources

. revealed: that timberland increased from 3:9 million::

acres reported i in'd 1967 survey to 4.3 million acres,
or19 percent of the state’s totalfand:area: The vol-
umeof growmg;tock and:saw timber-were both up

-+ over 50 percent from 1967 figures: Timber ramovais

from both categories represented about 2 percent of

. the rnventor/ and roughly two-thirds of natura‘
: growth However thefigures don‘ttelithe whole

story. The quality of Indiana’s much:sought-afterfine

5 hardwoods {baks, walnut, cherry, ash) conrrnues (

decline as the:world demarid for the higher gra

these hardwoods. exceeds: growth The MrdWest may
be the final frontrer for some hardwood species:

. indiana’s électricity resources, fistoricallya
ma;oradvantage relative to other regions,‘has en red'
a decade in whichihe state’s collective/pedk an

_ baseload: capacity wilkno: longer be suffici et
Y its electricity. needs New peaking capacrty isneeded’
- by'1997: and new basetoad capacity by1999: Will

indiana coal confrnue o be the orimary fuei ror elect i

frical generatron’? e

Although the envrronmental quam/ of vrrtualiy
every state in-the unjon needs seriousiattention.
ndiana's candition is particulary troublesom
. Arecent environmental index bya noted envi -
ronmental rmeres* group ranked Indrana 431 out of.

‘ nature many are based an quantltatwe inf matron :

ublicly availabie
The quality of Indiana’s air is rated ast

‘natr'onslowect In 1990, Heosrerrndustrre re ased .




5 e

‘some 110 million pounds of chemicals into the ai
his translates to nearly 3, 000 pounds of chemlca S
pe ‘square:mile. L
Due to-the'intensity of our corm and soybean
; productron miethods, our topsailis vulnerable to,
- -ergsion-as-wellas the effects of pesticide residues
. and'soil compaction; all icontributing to- pousrble
declmes in‘theirproductivity..
o Surface'water:and: groundwater are often con-
tamlnated with'soil; rertrlrzers pesticides; and indu
. trial waste. There'is:growing concern over longer-
term:pollution‘of deepergrotndwaterin-the:coming -
decages associated with past énvironmental practices
- (orthedatk thereof) attributable tolandfills. dump
and-wasie deposits.overtheyears. - /

Weather extremes, siichias the recent droughts :

of 1983, 1988;.and 1991 may be linked to giobal ;

‘scale-évents:such-assea cu’r’f'ace‘ter‘npera‘ture anema’

' lies in the:Pacific'Ocean and' olcanic activity. Recent

- economic lossesito Hoosier farmers and related.

“businessesiare’ vrrtually unprecedented srnce the Dus’(
Bowl era 0fthe 1930s. .

21 Allof these Concernis are mcreasmgly becomrng .
. matters of government policy. Itis critical that appro-.

--priate options be developed-and assessments made:

- of the consequences of alternative options. Such:
“assessments mustinclude recognition of the -

..+ tradeotfs &mong-governmentregiiation. market

. forces; and the: ‘economic needs of: ind!anas farms ‘
. and factories. :
. The‘environmental |mpact is'not hmlred to th
: confrnes ofndiana: Ourstate’s: power is'aimost
\,;torally dependent:uponthe burning of fossil fueis
(principally-coal), which addsto the growing orrsrs of.
“increased global-amounts of GO, the suspected
culpritof:globaliwarming. Furthermore. the combu
- tion of Indiana’s coal with-high-sulfur content pr
- duces airborne SO,,; the-principaliagentin‘the produ
. tion of acid rain: indiana-and-adjoining states are
. recognized-as the principal contributorsio the ac
- rain problems of the northeast quadrant of the .S

-and‘neighboring:Canada, and national envrronmental .

regu!atrons target these sources:

‘ The 1970s was the decade of consewatron and

‘ envrronment In the 1980s. emiphasis was placed on

imprevingproductivity and competitiveness. How:-

. > ever, the investments in infrastructure, new technol-

~-0QV. and:-human‘capital-needed to accompiish thi
were-not made: The 19905 have brought a reniewed

: _focus on:managing and planning for the'long-term .

= sustainability-of the:l).S. environment; much of this:

through regulatron Some tediscovery-ofthe * envrron-'

: mental gthic™is ‘taking. place, -along with a'slow...

: greenrng *of many industries. Inmeasmglymere are.
. global concerns'that will forceUS ac’uons ) be :
e consistent with a world view. ,

Everyone isa poiIuter All'ofiouractions are .-

. directly: assocrated with:some type of environmental

reflection of the.

amount of carbon digkide ¢ onoX|de sulfur-

;droxrde and varlous oxrdes

at3.9 pounds per person. It is-estimated that some
+ 268:6:milliontons of s‘oli‘d‘municipa! wast ’thats
2370 pounds per.person-—isigenerated each year.
. Hence, contammatron of our gnviranment re‘ﬂects our

ha!lenged by these and many other forms of poliu-
|on Such: pres»ure along withii |ncreasmg popula~

state problems we must begm {0 understand the

“magnitude and significance of this ehang
‘values and I60k for ways to mmlmrze the o

Whati rs be g done 10 Iessen the rmpact?
ol S Glohal Change Research Program

~The:goal ofthe U.S. Giobal Change Researc' Pro-
.gram; created in 1989 by'thie federalgove

an mteragency resedrch program, is‘to! establrs‘ he.
scientific basis for national and'internationa :
making re[ated to natural and‘hiiman-indu

changes in the global garth systém. The obj ectives; of

the U:S! G!obal Research Program:dreto:
e Establrsh an rntegrated oomprehen' Ve pro

cal, chemrcal bro!ogrcal ‘and'social processes and
'trade on global and regional soales

‘e Deveiop integrated conceptual and:

earth system models.

The basrc renets of the program are to

nwronmenta! pohcy formul tim requi
scientific understanding of how the e3
‘system1,hydroEogrcaI cycle, carbonicycle




. nd biological resources vary naturally how f
. human activities change them. andhow !
they might respond'to future changes in.

nvrronmental condltlons i

Although a national research agenda can herp
_our state, Indiana needs its own initiative, dictated by‘
. the state’s own special circumstances..Our agenda
should:be focused-on finding waysto protectand

| extendthe use of our state’s natural resourees, while-

- at'the same time living within the ever stricter envi
ronmental rules and regulations ngcessary to main-
}' tain the.quality of our state S, our natlon s, and our
: planets environment, .
. The research challenge tacmg those Who man
Jage our coal-resources is'to develop new pre-com-
- bustion, combustion; and-post- combtistion terhnolo—
* gies for this.enormously valiaberesource that can -
reduce the impactof new acid rain legisiation. and . *
i possrble future limits on:CQ, emissions. In. additi
:: ‘weneed:to investigate new non straditional appl [
tiens, such-as the use of {ndiana coals in biast fur
naces, which could-add up to seven million tons per’
year to oot demand, .if the technical problems rn-v,
volved could berovercoms.
.. The research:challenge for those who ma'lage
our water resources is torextend the use.of thls plent
* tulresource without'endangering-its quality: We must
- also continue basin and-aquifer characterization
studres which'specify more precisely the true con
tlon ofthis critical resource. :
The-tesearch challenge for tHose who manage
ourelectncny resources is'to developiieast-cost

ans ot meeting the growing statewide:demand for ‘

electricity. Policies-designed to-encourage utility-
financed electricity consérvation shouid be investi-
- ‘gated'in those circumstances when it is advantageous
for our state’s ratepayers - .
" Theresedrch challenge for land managers is to
. devise less poliuting methods of maintaining the
enormously high productivity of eur croplands and
- forests. Quragricultural researchiefforis are now
- aimed at preserving and:maintaining the guality of
+:lands andsoifs. Pestmanagement practices that. ©
~ minimize the number of chemical applications while
- maximizing theirsffectiveness are being developed
Fertilizer application-practices:that-provide plant
*nutrients only:when'the:-plant wiil-fully:utilize the-
applied materials-are presently being tested. Clearly,
- the'long=term-strategy shalld be'to View Soil-as a key
part-ofithe state’s-economy——a part-that must be
protected and enhanced it we-are'to maintain-ou
competmve agficdlturaledge..
.- The research chalienge for-our mdustrlal and
service sectors is'to find and adopt technologies that
place less strain-on-ur environment during'the ‘

AT Rthiaad A T

: ‘rmanufactu e: use and ,sposal of rndlana made
' products. while maintdining-our ability to compete
- with other states and nations; Finally. we.negd to: «
- develop an overall State strategy for dealing with the
- problems caused by the collision between environ-

mental protectron and-economic growth
an.we design suategles that mlght allo

_continue to use our natural resources as a corner-. ‘
“stone of future ecoriomic growth, yet at'the! same tlmex
;achieve the worthwhlle goal of protectlng the:environ:

ment? We'can, if we recognize that the true colhsron
S ln the bottom line of the profit-and:loss state ents

of the private sector. We can, if we focus on ways of

i rmarntamlng the protrtablhty of our natural resaurce:-
' based industries in the face ofincreased expendltures :

to satrsfy the growmg lrs* of envrronmental regula- :

lncrease the revenues arlsmg from utlllzahon
sources by i lncreasmg the value.of those
esouroes before they enter the market; for example

‘export tofu and electricity, not'soybeans andicoal. -
(The agrlcultural sector has empha ized thlsstr‘ategy; ‘

2 Decrease the costs of such regulatron oy

_developmg cheaper compliance technologie
' \swrtchrng to less polluting state-supplied raw maten-,
~als: for'example; userecyclediand renewableraw.

materials in-place of more: pollutmg ones. . e
Enhanced competitive'position, increased pr
ductrvrty, {ower food costs, improved:quality, nut

tional content, and convenienceicdn all atise from =
such successful research. To their list we can add one

more—the hlgher profitfmargins: assocrated :
ncreasmg the value addedto our state's resources

Thiswilf enable the compames to ab orb the hrghe

:~‘ooerat10n We need:to: start now
*value: added feedstock uses to

. for steam productlon in electnc
One thing is certain: thelast

coal mined inIndiana wifl-be fartoo valuableasa -




feedstock for the chemrca mdustry to be used Sa
source of BTUs. \ ‘
When consrdermg methods of reducrng the cost

. of compliance with ‘environmental-régulations=—in

-~ addition to the obvicus: .objective of-developing

‘cleaner, cheaper more efficient ways of producing

.+ .and'using the resolirces—we should lock for other
less polluting'natiiral resouices that might:be substi-

‘tuted forthose: currently inuse: One gbvious-arget.is .-
increased use of recycled materialsias a:source-of raw. -

~ matérials for our state'sindustries: Recyclmg state:
waste. rather than-disposing ‘of it, can-be a “win-win
'ffstra‘regy for the'state, if cheaper nisthods of recycling
can.be found. Substituting thesrecycled renewable
‘resources for new non-renewables makes sense in |
many ways. It-offers us the apportunity of maintain-:
ing the market for our state's resources (waste |

~afterall, ~a‘s:much a “natura!resoUrce" as ¢oa

The cornerstones ofithe strategy hould be::

« Inicrease the value addedito: Indiana’s rpsources

,before they enter the market:

lncrease the Use'of state: génerated rec jclpd

: products asa substrtute forour natural resolirces:

= Develop less expensive ways of complymg wr’rh :

. ,envrronmentai qurslatron for our key natural resource

e Carry out studies to rdentn‘y changes in:
indranas regulatory chmate that foster the three

. strategres above




- gconomy: occurred in July i
propitiousito delermme the geo- . 3rd,0uaner 1‘978—3rd Quarter 1990

Indlana Emp!oyment

","; m= US Employment

0

“appropriate to'retarnto Janua‘ y
‘befora duly 1981
. Indiana'sieconom i
. didimiot réach new:cyclical peaks in the short:national
E busmess cyole ‘between:January 980 and .July 1881

* 2nd Quarter 1979

natlonal er‘ono‘ y; between 1980 and 1982 : ;
+ o Theexact cycllcal peakin employment in Ind:ana'
, lpreceded the.corresponding Jahuary19807 cyclical
- peakiin'the national'economy. Employment in Indiana L o Caed
- peaked'in'second'quarter 1979; the:beginning (or : e R Y R T
base) penod usedin-this analysis. ) : e L 80 81 82 83 8485 86 87 88 89. 90.
- The mostrecentcyclical pedk {the: ending.pe e
od) invthe Indisna economy-occurred during third
‘quarter 1890. This corresponded: roughly with:the '
: nahonal economy s July 1990 cychcal peak ’

ANALYS!S OF. COMPOSITE

' Between:second quarter 1979 and Rea! Payroli lnmces for lnd!ana and the U S
third ‘quarter1990; employment in. 3rd Quarler 1978—3rd 1990
indiana grew:14:1%, while real — e e
“rpayroll grew:only:3:8% during the -
comparable period (sea Figure 1) o : i
- Because of the severeseconomic - - {ndiana paym”
+ downturn between 1979 and 1982 o
employment.and real'payroll-fell
10:1% and 14:3%, respectively,
between secondiquarter 1979 and ;
. fourth quarter 1982, .+
- During the 1979:1990 period,
U.S. employment grew:22.7% . All.of -
the approximately 9% deterioration
“inIndiana employment growth -
- relative to: U:S! employmentgrowth
. occurrediduring the-difficult 197
1982 period(see Figurei2). -
o As.confrasted:with: employmam
- “Indidna’s real:payroll continued to
 deteriorate refative to the U.S. afte
11982 (see'Figure 3): As of third > . . TApR
quarier 1990, the state's-real payr0H~ 79‘80 81,82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90
was 20.6% oeiow that of the Umted :
;States :

U S Payro.l

2nd Quarter 1979 = 100
'2nd Ouaner 1979 =100 '

O U S LR

QUarter/Year
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.7 INDIVIDUAL COUNTY WINNERS AND'LOSERS
- Hiddenin the aggregate performance of Indiana’s
:. - economy-during the- 19791990 period-are dramatic
- differences in-performance of individial counties:
Employment ciange ranged from=14.7% in Randolph

County to 101.7% in Hamiiton County. Real payroll.

Empluyment

“Real Payrol/ o

) Montgomery ! :
Morgan...
Newton

Switzerland
Tippecanoe.
 Tipton. -
Union:.
Vanderburgh,

Warren '
S i Warrick
Washingten
o Wayne s
Wells
. White
< Whitley
4 INDIANA: =

~ Steuben
-+ Owen

BI’OWhZV .

Hendricks”

hnson-.
Ripley. |

- Daviess:
; Koscmsko

. . change ranged from 30% in Lakef"unt o 12? 4%

_ment growth exceedmg the U.S. growthi rate dunng
- the comparab -period (see Table 1 and Figure a).
U S employment grew 22 7 Yo dunng the 1979 1990 g

Decatur -

. Dekalby

Harrison

. Pulaski-
-Dubois

Spencer

' Floyd

Vermillion :

.-Boone . b
. Lagrange:

ifteen’ counnes had' decrease in real payron -
exceedlng 10% forthe 11979 1990 penod

Lake

e Randolph_
'Su!hvan &

, - Bartholonew -
< Madison
Pike -

Blackford

- Warren -

Tipten

Cass

o change relative to employment chan

a2 countees No counttes fall in th'

: Vermilliofi:
- Franklin




The remammg 68 counttes had an mcrease in . Who are:the winnersiand losers ¢t n3|denng nhanges i
‘employment and a decrease in relahve real payroll :
- (thesoutheastquadrant). == = = Lo he 1979-1990 period? Otiviousl
_ . Twenty*four counties experlenoed more than i upper right-quadrantin Figure”™d accountylies; the .
0% declines in‘real-payroll relahve to the:r respectlve ~morgofa winner. tt is But a- oomprehensnve rankmg is.
changes in employment G ‘ difficult. i ‘
; o G S Hamuton County is the mdlsputabte wii
Suthvan 4. lawrence : b emp!oyment ‘and relative realipayroli having
: Cass 0 101 7% and:10.3%. respectively. The'reasonis
Starke . . 136 00 ,because both its employment and its relative real
Beriton.- 35 ‘pavroll growth:exceeded thitof alk 91 othér countles
, : © Warren : . Thus, in Figure 4 lt hes tothesright of: and above every» ‘
Porter 8 iKnox 6 other county:
Banhotomewf 5.8 y . “Why lsntSteuben County torexampte an
: . S Indlsputable winner? 15t employment growth ot
5.7 % was second best but'its relative real
~decline 0f 2:4% placed Steuben: County 18th
-teen counties-had higher relative grawth (or less ofa
' dechne) in relative real: ipayrolk—the five counhes L
(excludmg Hamilton County) lying-in the northwest !
uadrant beingiobvious ones:
- Conseguently, one'is leftwith determmmg tho -
‘tradeoft between ]Ob growth andv|ob “qudlit

En'ployment VS. Relatlve Real Payroll Change tor indtana Countles
2nd‘Quarter 1978 3rd Quanertggﬂ , :

" Brown County had employm‘
payrotl growth 0f61.4% and O. Ys,!

ol
Steuben

3whtch county was worse. What

88 counties ranked ahove Lake: Countyin
emp!oyment and relative real:p :
Thatis,in Figure 4,88 countles lietothetig
above Lake County '

- {;eographea! Dtstnhutmn ot Emptoymen :
Wlnners and Losers

 '20‘% i 40“{ )22.7%,'or‘greate‘r—39‘f«co'unties
S ).0-22:6%—35courities ‘
) less than 0%=18 counties

2
3

Change |n Empioyment




Employment Winners a ’erUSEro

2nd‘Quarler 197’9 Quarter 1990

Empl‘oy‘ment:Growth
1979:210 1990:3
22:7% o greater k
0:0% t022:6%

itian 0:0% (lossjl -

kwe.‘s 22.7%)

Winner

from Tippecarios County due southf 0 the Bhio:
and from Tlppecanoe County toFranklin‘County.

- (south of Richmond). These 41 countles had ggre

gate employment andirealipayroll

~and 20:5%;, respectlveiy (see Tabie 2): Al colnties

had employment growth'exceptione: Perry: County
vith a:declinein employment 0f14%, .the second

- worstofthe 92 counties:

Second to'the group of 41" were 13 countles

' the northeast corrier of the: state i atilie of-or near a

Table2y: Erght ofthe 13 counue' hademployrient

growth exceedlng employment growthy nationally

_none experienced a decline!

losers: Sandwrched geographlcally between the

wo wrnnrng groups was a group of Iosers Seventee

port: Vluncre and Rlchmond hadaG.5% decr

i employrnent anda 9 1% decreas nreal

0f:31.7%: l-lowever to incliider Umo ang: Fayett

5 countigs; in the “group of 17
.- debatable- Assuming they have econarmic
- city-of Richmond (Wayne Sounty

ate'to'inclide them as-parcofi
‘Bemainder. The remainin

- or near the western border/of t

ling connectlng Gary ant

: : “and reai payroll declrne 0t 15% durmg th _979 1  o
“period -

Thls was not thie cas ‘wrth résnec 'the other
three: geographlcal groupmgs ldentr Hed e oV :
‘ thi ‘

enhance the trend inther ;orurba ared(
. resp ctlvegeographlcelareas.( ‘




',lndlana Counne Wmners Losers andthe Resib
‘2nd Quarler 1979 3rd Quaner 1990

: Count/es

Bartho!omew Boone Brown Dlark, Clay "hnton Craw‘ord Davsess

‘Changé o
* Real Payroil

o 'Chénge in
Employment

20 5%

Dearborn, Decatur, Bubois, Floyd, Franklin, Greene; Hamilion: Hancock

Harrison; Hendricks. Jackson. Jefferson; Jennings, Johnson, Lawrence

. Marion; Martin, Monroe, Montgomery, Morgan, Orange. Ohno Owen Perry !
- Putnan,: Rnpley Rush: Scoh Shelby Spencer Swnzerland Tippecanoe

: and Washmgton

Adams Allen Dekalb Elkhan Hunhngton Koscmsko Lag(ange Mdrshall -

Noble St. Joseph Steuben Wells and thtley :

“;'Biackford Carroll, Cass Delaware Fayeﬂe

on. Grant, } enry Howard
"Jay Madlson Mlaml Randoiph Tipton, Umon Wabash and Wayne

: Benton Fountam Glbson Jacoer Knox, Lake LaPorte Newton Pan( .
9 Porter Posey Pulaski:‘Starke: Sulhvan Vande(burgh Ve rmlhon Vig

k nd Whne

| SUMMARY

- Emplayment and rea! payroll growth in-Indiana were
G subsrantlally less than. comparable-growth at the
national level in‘the 1979:1990: period. The compara
“tive employment loss was concentrated in the 1979:
1982 period,,Realfpayroil experieniced 2 substantial -
compariitive loss in the 1979-1982 period, and the
“comparative loss contmued to W|den in the 1983;
+ 1990 period. '
+. - Individual county employment and real payro*l
~ growth in Indiana varied dramatically. With respect t
- employment, there were three geographlca! concen-
~ trations-of. ‘winning’ *and “Josing” cotinties A geo-

-graphical concentration of 41 counties had aggregate.
- ,employment growth of 27%; and.another concentra-
tion.of:13.counties grew 22%. Geographically sand-}; :

= wiched between these two groups was a concenira-
‘tion of 17 counties that declined 8.5%. .

; Forexample mp

1 Covered emp!oymem and payrol» data (commoniy

‘f"known as ES 202 data) collected and reported by the: state

were used. Employment and:payroll-are’reported monthly
and quanerl/, respechve!y To'makethe two-dataseries

‘comparable for purposes of anaiys:° employmentinthe
middie:month of each-quarter was used'tg-make a quar‘[env :
* data series. Covered employment and: payrolidata: beglnmng,

in 1978 represent about 96% of nonagricultural wage a'ld

salaried ‘employment and-89% of'all employment.: ;
The fixed- welghted price index for personal coosump-

ion expendxtures (PCEs) as:reported: by the::S! Depa |

_.of Gommierce, Bureau of Economic Analysrs was usedio -

deﬂate thenominal payroll-data:
To smooth und seasonally adjust the data serie

‘svmu!taneously certereo hve termimoving averages viere

calculated before determmwg theindices reportediherein.
125 X Emp. ot 250

4 250x Emp

cn 21878




ASS/stanr Uemographer !ndlana
s;ness Research Center -

The Age Distribution o

Jincrease-was only one-tenth'that of the .S, (9.8%)
forthe same period: Notonly wasithe increase’in
population'small: it was net'evenly distributed-across. =
o -the'state: OFIndiana’s 92 counties) 43 increased in.
- i population and 49 decreased. Unemployed warkers -

= Flgure1 e
1990 Imhana Pupulatmn Pyramsd s

m 1980 t0 1990, Indiana’s population grew by

wer than'54,000: peopie oronly:0.98%. This
ease’inipopulation wassignificantly less.
ar the state's neariy 300:000 person (5.71%)
increase*from 1970101980, and'the percentage

and their familiesleaving Indiana as a resuit of the.:

- recessian in‘theiearly part of the'dedade. and a lack of-
~foreignimmigration into the State. were the pnmary
. factors feading:to the-love-growth.

As i the1970s, the youngestage groups de-

- clined ip numbers while the older groups-increased: .
Children aged:14-and younger declined by more than
-~ 81000 persons{6:97%}. However. thedecline inthe.
. numbes of peaple in this category in the 19803 was
...+ significantly-Jess‘than the niearly 224.000 decﬁne‘ -
7 {14.6%) of the 1970s. Young adults-aged 15 to 24
. years.old declined by more than 203,000 (19.37

200000 100,000 . 0 100,000 200, ooo

= Males . Females

Indiana’s Populatio

. shawing the effects
o7 growsincreasing by
.- Finally, the 65-and-ove age g
- 111,000 (18 93%) Asares

" goingfroma medlan 4ge of
© 292 years in 1980, 10 32:8 yea
+population pyramidis shown

tionalinformation on:the changes in cohort i
be found in Figure 2. :
Children (the cohon under the age

_ up 29 5% of the state’'s: populauon in1970.
,‘ then share! had d'opped to 23 8 and"

15‘toj‘24) increésedffrom 17:66% of the'to
. ton in 1970 t0'19,09% in. 1980 ‘hut fe

¢ 1990 The P5-5-44 age ‘coho

oo from 23_5% of the 1970 total ta
31.28%in 1990, ‘Much of the ¢

“all coumps in the

0 in 1980, mo’re{
{ndiana was undertheldge’of

had ‘dmppedm 26:3

Lunder: Down from 37.2
i resudems of Lagrang
age. in'1990. 1198

one-third of thezr p

- increase?of,1)5°/of 0

close second with:




Flgure 2
: Popu!ahun Change by Cuhur‘i 1980 1990
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 Table 1
: lndlana Populatmn by Sex and Age 1990

L - Change
. 1990‘P0PULAT/0N . ~ . From 1980
CMale. - Female Lo Total o Male ! bt Total

co Ch//dren s e
014 623,619 11 592,013
Unders; 1203984 194672
‘ 36447 34536
167,537 . 160,136
419635 1397341 816
210824 199639 410463 84 7
208,811 . 197, 406,513 . B9 L (48.315)

(203.075)
o (102.049)
L (48:297)

e . 4984 5027 237011
878473 1734 Ly 3076 4 3128 . ou6279
4635541 9157100 80 16, 1B5T. 400t
0226787 448076 ) 8. L (14775
- 230, 238767 467033 0 @57 o Bu2 . 5huTe
404,242 414,919° . 81916 15040 0 14780 205578
| 507,963 544:884 : 90 1190 ; L 9i068)
©280,1100 0 290,681 1042, 1030 00 20679
114,684 - 125.008 239,692 . : 320 (38329)
113169 129195 242 364 21 9200 4377 . 8Eg)

‘Agmg . ey e o . L .
65and Older 274201 421,995 696196 10 g 1256 110,812
6574 174219 0 1227.822° . 402041 . 71648 9 725 0 51582
75.and Bver 90,982 . 194173 294155 qe o531 59230
[9:84 e BTA30 0 141274 0 202 404 302 L A0 41889
85andOver 18,852 [ 52.809 1 71751 L g00 e qgs . iog b 17.341
TOTALALLAGES 2,688,281 . 2,855,878 5,544,150 = 100.00 mn 00 19000 " .- 53,935




- tio"—that

: VHis'vtorically', demographers have referred to th

 ratio of those in‘the so-called “deperidency” ages to ,

those in*theworkingage‘sasthe‘”d,ependéncy fa= .
(the'sumiofth
lations divided: by the 18:4 64 population. The de-

- pendency ratio has:been:use as-anindication of how -

_a population’s age'structur likely to affectits ability

120 to supportitsalf, Lagrange County leads the state wit
2 dependenfcy ratio of 82.8%; with Adams County .

Characteristics, by County

nder18:and-65+ popu- W

close behind at 82 n
primarny‘due;toihe ig

18:For the state! th

‘Median;‘ki‘ge -

’

‘Rank:.

% Over 73

i
26.3

3.7

Bank

%65 and Over Dependency Ratio
Rank.

27.8.

259
Liogpl
254
sy
046

265

26

257
2B
276"

Shelby
Spencer,

Warrick -
‘Washingten

\Vayne
Wells

¢ White .

U Whitley

%65 and OVerL"kepe/idency‘ Rati
. A Ran
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