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 Low Per Capita Personal Income in Nebraska and

the Great Plains

Jobhn Austin
Overview
{) ver the past 30 years, there has been a major shift
= in the location of low per capita personal income

el SR

counties within the U. 8. Thirty years ago, poverty was
primarily associated with the southeast states. In the
period from 1969 to 1973, 76 percent of the nation's low
per capita personal income counties were in the Bureau
of Economic Analysis (BEA) Southeast region'.

From the initial period until the most recent five-
year period, 1994-1998, there was a major shift in U.S.
counties in the lowest quintile of per capita personal
income (Figure 1). The net movement was 164 counties

Flgure 1
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and the lion's share (95) went from the Southeastto the Great
Plains. The Great Plains now has 184 ofthe 622 U.S. counties
In the lowest quintile.

In the 1994-1998 period, there were 17 Nebraska
counties in the lowest quintile of per capita personal income.
Most were ranching counties in the Sandhills. Since cattle
prices have improved from the 1994-1998 period, it is likely
that these ranching counties will work their way off the list of
lowest per capita personal income counties. However, there
Is concern that some other Nebraska counties may replace

Net Movement of Low Per Capita Personal Income Counties from 1969-1973 to 1994-1998
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'\ "The Southeast region includes Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi. North Carolina.

| Virginia, and West Virginia.

Midwest & Eastern
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South Carolina, Tennessee,
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The picture is less clear for the Great Plains as a3 The principle data source for this study is the per-
whole. Many Great Plains counties were impacted by low sonal income data from the BEA. Annual county data were
cattle prices, but a majority of the Great Plains low per capita available for total personal income and major components

personal income counties had relatively high minority popula- from 1969 to 1998. The availability of population data? for all
tions. These populations typically receive lowerincomes than the counties allows the calculation of per capita personal
nonminority populations. A major reversal of these income income figures for all the major components of personal
differentials is unlikely in the near future. Income and enables the comparison of counties. In order to

eliminate some of the random disturbances in the data, the

datawere grouped into five-year periods and averaged, then

: divided into quintiles.
55_:- ﬂther 1ahmr ﬂ"iGEIFHE :

-*:i wages and satariﬁs

= dividends, mterasi; and rent The Nebraska Experience
= transfer payments :'-'f' - In the 1969 to 1973 period Nebraska had no coun-
= nonfarm prﬂpnetar s' '“c“"‘ﬂ G ties in the bottom quintile of per capita personalincome. Over

. _:;;:::_: Gl ;
- __farrﬁ pr ﬁprtet{;rs ‘?‘f’_"{me . the past three decades, Nebraska has shared in the Great

Plains acquisition of low per capita personal income coun-
L S ties. Yet, the local response in those counties to this news
F’E{’j Gﬂl}f’fﬁ Pf-‘fsﬂﬁﬁ* income *5 tﬁﬂ tﬁtﬁ' | was disbelief.? In the 1994-1998 period, Nebraska had 17 of
the lowest quintile counties in the U.S. (Figure 2).
The primary force behind the descent in per capita
- personal income was a major drop in farm income in the 17
- n— S e counties; specifically, livestock operations.
Qumt:iea ﬂf cuunt}/ per ﬂa;aita persaﬂal iﬁE«Dﬂ"ﬁE
_ resuft frﬂm first sorting the cnunty per ﬂap:ta
| pers::ana! income from highest to lowest, then
dwldmg the sorted data into five gmupa Each
- group contains 20 pement of ail cauntfés;;'Thare
_are 3,109 cauntres in the U S and aac;h qu:nﬁiﬁ -------
fcuntams abuut 622 eﬂunhes | -

| ._-d*‘“'*ﬁm b?f tctat ;}ﬂpuiatmn ;nciudmg aii
ﬂ:iaﬁfults ancf chiidren o
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Figure 2
Nehraska Counties in the lewest Per Capita
rersonal Income Quintile, 1984-19498
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“An issue in per capita analysis is data accuracy. Use of five-year averages mitigates the problem somewhat. County population data are based on
Intercensal estimates. Some intercensal estimates differ substantially with the 2000 census. Errors exceed 5 percent for 6 of the 17 Nebraska counties
gxamined.

*'Sand Hills Poverty Not Visible," Omaha Worid Herald. December 31, 2000, Page 1
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There are some characteristics in common among
the 17 counties. All but one—Dawes—are classified in the
lowest quintile of average population in the U.S_ It is ranked
630", just eight from the bottom ofthe second lowest quintile
All the counties are classified as nonmetro. Nine of 10 of the
state's smallest population counties are on the list of lowest
per capita personal income counties. Ten of the 17 are in the
Sandhills.

All' but two low per capita personal income counties
are classified as farm dependent by the U.S. Department of
Agriculture. Fifteen are cattle counties where farm Income is
alarge percentage oftotal income and above average shares
of farm receipts are from livestock. Table 1 displays the
percentage of farm cash receipts from livestock and prod-
ucts, the percent of pastureland. and the average farmsizein

Table 2 shows per capita farm income during the
1994-1998 period to be inthe lowest U S quintile for 11 ofthe
17. In fact, all had negative farm incomes in that period.
However, the farm income story is not uniform across the 17
counties. Of the remaining six counties. four had per capita
farmincome rankings in the top quintile, and none were in the
fourth quintile.

Matching the poor performance in farm income
rankings during the period, 11 counties had per capita wages
and salaries rankings in the lowest quintile. The six remaining
counties were evenly split between the third and fourth
quintiles. There are few nonfarm employment opportunities
available in these counties. Farm dependency for these
counties and others like them implies that they are especially
vulnerable to agricultural cycles.

the 17 low per capita personal income counties. This rein-
forces the idea that most are ranching counties. All but
Thurston County have percents of pastureland above the
state average. All butthree—Thurston, Sh erman, and Boyd—
have average farm sizes above the state average.

'ﬂfFarm dependent cﬂunhaﬁ are*-'f
;;f::ief’ ned as nﬂnmetm fmuniies?;}i
 with 20 percent or more iabur}_-;
andy pruprtﬂturﬁ lﬁ{:ﬁrﬂi& frc:m .
_.farmmg -

Table 1

Livestock Receipts, Pastureland, and Farm Size,
Selected Nebraska Counties and the State, 1994-1998

Fercent of

Cash Receipls Percent Average

] relan Famm Size {acres
County from Livestock Pastureland Size ( ) Table 2
Arthur 85.6 88.3 5,606 Average Per Capita Farm Income,
Banner 66.3 gg-z iggﬁ Selected Nebraska Counties
Blaine 91.1 6 ;
Boyd 68.4 64.5 822* 1994-1998 ($)
Cherry 93.6 89.1 5777
Dawes 2.7 76.9 1,745 Arthur
Grant 95.5 89.6 5,419 Loup
Hooker 98.8 68.6 4,221 Hooker
Keya Paha 84.3 78.8 222 McPherson
Logan 66.4 83.0 2,605 Grant
Loup 84.2 88.2 2,372 Thomas
McPherson 93.1 91.9 3,958 Blaine
Sheridan 70.2 77.2 2,267 Dawes
Sherman 46.0* 59.2 671* Sheridan
Sioux 86.0 91.2 3,250 Sioux
Thomas 92.8 96.1 4,236 Cherry
Thurston 49 .2* 10.1* 499* Keya Paha

Boyd
Sherman
Thurston
Logan
Banner

e e B S T

'Nehraska o %% . 538 - BHS

i

Note: * Indicates that the county average is below the state average.
source: Bureau of Economic Analysis, U.S. Department of Commerce and .S Department of Agricullure
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These counties were exceptional in their per capita
dividends, interest, and rent (DIR) rankings. Only Thurston
County ranked in the lowest quintile, while six counties were
inthe top quintile. One theory thatexplains the DIR positioning
is that these counties have populations that generally are
olderthan average. Older persons tend to have relatively high
levels of wealth.

As is often the case for agricultural dependent coun-
ties, the average ages in the counties are high. That implies
that a relatively small percentage of the population is in the
prime working-age group—ages 18 to 65. It also implies
diminished small future population growth and reliance upon
transfer incomes, principally Social Security. All but two
counties had a median age above the state's average. Fur-
ther, the counties have aged rapidly in the last 30 years.

The demographics of these counties indicate that the
per capita fransfer payments should be relatively high. How-
ever, sevenofthe 17 have percapita transfer paymentsinthe
lowest U. S. quintile.* These relatively low Social Security
payments are tied to the relative importance of wages and
salaries. Low wage and salary employment opportunities
mean low contributions to the Social Security System: hence,
low Social Security payments.

Since cattle prices have already recovered from the
depths experienced in the 1994-1998 period itis likely that the
15 cattle counties will have moved out of the lowest quintile
when the data for 1999 and 2003 are released. Of the
remaining two counties, itis not clear thateither willmove from
the list. Sherman County is a farm dependent grain county.
The near future of grain farming income is not promising.
Farm income from farm dependent grain counties is likely to
be low when the data for 1999 to 2003 are released. Diversi-
fication for such counties is imperative if they are to avoid low
Incomes in the future.

Thurston County may remain on the list of low per
capita personalincome counties. Native Americans comprise
22 percent of the Thurston County population. Low incomes
often are associated with minority populations. Like similar
counties in other states, the prospects for higher incomes are
small unless employment can be increased. Some progress
has been made in this area, based on funds received from an
lowa casino owned by a tribe in Thurston County, Nebraska.

The Great Plains Experience

In the 1994-1998 period, 184 Great Plains counties
were in the lowest quintile of per capita personal income
(Figure 3). Some of the counties noted in Figure 3 are not in
an area strictly defined as the Great Plains. Counties in
western Montana, Colorado, and New Mexico are not consid-
ered part of the Great Plains. However, for purposes of this
article, these counties are enumerated as part of the Great
Plains. Groups of low per capita personal income counties are
found along the Texas border, southern Oklahoma, western
Nebraska, the western Dakotas, western and eastern Mon-
tana. There were no low per capita personal income counties
in Wyoming during the period.

The Great Plains low per capita personal income
counties are not similar to their corresponding Nebraska
counties in their dependence on farm income. The majority of
low per capita personal income Great Plains counties are
nonfarm dependent counties. Table 3 displays the farm
dependency status of the 184 Great Plains counties in the
lowest quintile of the per capita personal income distribution.

Fioure 3
Great Plains Counties in the Lowest Quintile of Per
GCapita Persenal income, 1994-1998

“Transfer payments in personal income accounts are dominated by Social Security and Aid to Families with Dependent Children payments. Farm transfer

payments are accounted for in the farm income data.
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Table 3

Farm Dependence and Farm Receipts Type,
Selected Great Plains Counties

Nonfarm

State Dependent  Grain

Colorado

Kansas

Montana

Nebraska

New Mexico

North Dakota

Oklahoma

South Dakota

Texas 50
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Only two of Nebraska's counties are classed as nonfarm
dependent. In the Great Plains, 108 of the 184 counties are

classed as nonfarm dependent. Fourteen of Nebraska
farm dependent counties receive over 50 percent of

's 15
their

marketing dollars from livestock. In the Great Plains, 57 ofthe

76 farm dependent counties receive over 50 percent of

their

marketing dollars from livestock. Thus, only 31 percent (57
outof 184) ofthe Great Plains counties share the cattle county

syndrome with Nebraska. Prospects for these cattle cou
are that the low per capita personal income status wi
persist as long as the cattle markets remain healthy.

Table 4
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In order to establish common characteristics of the
low per capita personal income Great Plains counties, their
distribution by major per capita personal income categoriesis

presented in Table 4.

Per capita wages and salaries are near the bottom of
the income distribution, with 83.1 percent of the per capita
wages and salaries in the bottom two quintiles. Such a
representation indicates that the problem of low per capita
personal income in the Great Plains may not be a temporary
one, since itcould take years for this positioning at the low end

of the wages and salaries spectrum to be reversed.

Rankings For 184 Great Plains Counties With Lowest Per Capita Total Personal Income,

by Major Personal Income Categories

Dividends,
Wages & nterest,
Quintile Salaries & Rent

First (highest) 0.5 7.6
Second 20 14.7
Third 13.6 20.1
Fourth 28.8 20.1
Fifth (lowest) 54.3 37.5
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Nonfarm

Transfer Proprietors’
Payments Income

21.2
19.6
20.7
18.5
20.1

7.6
19.0
15.8
22.8
34.8

Farm
Proprietors’
Income

14.1
15.2
10.3
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In contrast to corresponding low per capita personal
iIncome Nebraska counties, low per capita personal income
Great Plains counties are somewhat weighted toward the
bottom of the per capita DIR category. This distribution
indicates thatthere is a tendency toward low per capita wealth.
Low wealth, in turn, indicates that improvement of low in-
comes will be difficult.

The distribution of per capita transfer payment in-
come s nearly uniform inthe Great Plains. Transfer payments
help to mitigate the impact of low income levels.

Nonfarm proprietors' income is the income of small
businesses and some professionals who have formed unin-
corporated businesses. The per capita distribution is similar
to the distribution of DIR.

Per capita farm proprietors’income is biased toward
the low end of the distribution. Fifty-four percent of the
counties are in the lowest quintile of farm proprietors’ income.
In fact, farm proprietors’ income was negative for 101 of the
184 low per capita personal income counties in the Great
Plains.

Table b
Minority Status, Selected Great Plains Counties

Number of Counties
with Over 20 Percent
State _ Native Amencan  Hispanic

Southern Great Plains

Colorado

Kansas

New Mexico

Oklahoma

Texas

Northern Great Plains
Montana

Nebraska

North Dakota

South Dakota

i RS e i o

: e e LR
L o e R L e e e e e x:
il 4 L oD L el e
el B Sv.«--@-.-\. e ol e e M R
e et e .--\.v-:a..--\.:.-.-:-':-c'\-::.hh-ﬂ-.-t
e o R R

uC R R Lo Sk e

Ti!.llrl.lllll .l""j‘.i-.i.ﬁ-.llri-:r ?ﬂ”f

The results for per capita farm income are similar to
that in farm proprietors’ income. The difference between the
two is farm wages. Since farm wages are positive, there are
fewer counties with negative farm income (72) than with
negative farm proprietors’ income,

In summary, the low per capita personal income
Great Plains counties are diverse, but there is a tendency
toward low wages and salaries, lower wealth, and lower farm
income. Not all low per capita personal income counties
share these problems.

Since minority status often is associated with low per
capitaincomes, an enumeration of minority status among the
low per capita personal income Great Plains counties was
undertaken (Table 5). The table has been arranged into
southern and northern Great Plains states. The dominant
minority is Native American in the northern Great Plains and
Hispanic in the southern Great Plains, except in Oklahoma.

Unlike Nebraska where only one county ofthe 17 has
a significant minority population, 122 of the 184 Great Plains
counties contain a minority population that exceeds 10 per-

Number of Counties
~ with Over 10 Percent
Native American ~  Hispanic

Highest
Percent
Minority

Hispanic
Native American
Hispanic
Native American
Hispanic

Native American
Native American
Native American
Native American

FMFTIWTI



cent. Ninety counties have minority populations of 20 percent
ormore. To the extent that minority populations are paid less
than their nonminority counterparts, low per capita personal
incomes likely will persist in these counties.

Low per capita personal income Great Plains coun-
ties are sorted by farm dependence and minority status
(Table6). Infarm dependent counties, 36 of 76, or nearly half,
have significant minority populations. For nonfarm depen-
dentcounties, 86 of 108, or nearly 80 percent, have significant
minority populations.

The 22 counties that are neither farm dependent nor
have a relatively large minority group are geographically
dispersed and all are nonmetro. Livestock is the primary
source of farm marketing receipts. Low cattle prices explain
low per capita personal incomes, though these counties are
not fully farm dependent.

Lessons to Learn

A large number of low per capita personal income,
nonfarm dependent Great Plains counties are concentrated
in Texas and Oklahoma. To the extent that low per capita
personal incomes are associated with minority populations,
low per capita personal income status likely will persist. A
primary concern is whether that low per capita personal
income status will shift to Nebraska. Since the low per capita
personal income status of those Great Plains counties is

Table 6
Farm Dependence and Minority Status, Selected Great Plains States

Minority
Status

Farm Dependent
Livestock
High 24
Low 33 7
Total 57 19

associated with relatively high minority populations and since
Nebraska has few counties with high minority concentrations,
it is unlikely that Nebraska will experience an increase in the
number of low per capita personal income, nonfarm depen-
dent countijes.

Instead, Nebraska's low per capita personal income
situation largely concerned the cattle cycle. But, the low
income status of farm dependent counties could shift to small
rural grain farming counties. Grain markets are suffering from
high production and low demand. International demand is low
due to the weakened state of the world's economies. F urther,
International competition in the supply of grain is increasing.
The future of government supports for farming is unknown.
Without supports, last year's net farm income in Nebraska
would have been negative. If federal payments are reduced.
farm income from grain operations will be depressed. Low
population nonmetro counties that continue to be dependent
on grain farming run the risk of becoming low per capita
personal income counties.

Many farm dependent counties in Nebraska and the
Great Plains run the risk of falling into the lowest level of per
capita income distribution. Few of the Great Plains small
population nonmetro counties have sizeable income from
wages and salaries. Reliefis available ifthey diversify employ-
ment into private nonfarm activities that are compatible with
the available resources.

Nonfarm
Dependent Total

86 7,
22 62
108 184

Note: High minority status means that at least 10 percent of a single minority group lives in the county.




Gross State Product [GSP) Growth: 1992-1999!

The 11 states with the fastest growth in real gross
state product (GSP)were Arizona, Oregon, Colorado, Idaho,
New Hampshire, Utah, New Mexico, Nevada, Georgia,
Texas, and North Carolina. Together, these states accounted
for about 30 percent of the U.S. growth from 1992 to 1999
(Figure 1).

Inallthe fast growth states except Nevada and Utah,
growth was very strong in business services (includes soft-
ware development, data processing services, and computer
rental and leasing) and in two high-tech manufacturing
inuustries, electronics and electrical devices (includes semi-
conductormanufacturingand related products); and industrial
machinery and computer equipment (includes computerand
related hardware manufacturing). In addition:

@ In Colorado, Georgia, and Texas, communications
(Includestelephone, satellite, and multimedia services) con-
tributed significantly to the growth in real GSP.

0 In New Hampshire, Utah, and North Carolina, de-
pository institutions (includes banks and other financial
Institutions) contributed significantly.

_ In Nevada hotels and other lodging places contrib-
uted significantly, reflecting strength in tourism.

. In New Mexico oil and gas extraction contributed
significantly.

Noticeably absent from the group of western states with
rapid growth were California and Washington. In California
which accounts for the largest share (13 percent) of the
nation’s GSP and has a heavy concentration of high-tech
industries, yet real GSP grew only 3.9 percent. The slow
growth in California mainly reflected its longer-than-average
recovery from the 1990-91 recession and weakness in
federal government (both military and civilian): defense
related durables manufacturing, mainly other transportation
equipment; health services; andfinance, insurance, and real
estate, mainly insurance carriers and depository institutions.

'‘Copied from a recent U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis report.

Taclhod Aoiccice OOA

In Washington real GSP grew 4.7 percent: strength in busi-
ness services, trade, and real estate was partly offset by
declines in depository institutions, transportation equipment
excluding motor vehicles, lumber and wood products, and
printing and publishing.

The 12 states with the slowest growth in real GSP
were Hawaii, Alaska, West Virginia, Wyoming, North Dakota,
Maine, Montana, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Vermont, Mary-
land, and Rhode Island. Together, these states accounted for
less than 10 percent of the U.S. growth in the 1992-1999
period.

Of the 12 slowest growing states, seven were in the
eastern part of the nation: all 12 states had population growth
below or near the national average of 1 percent.

In these 12 states contributions from business ser-
vices and high-tech manufacturing were offset by weakness
In more traditional industries: agriculture, forestry, and fishing
(mainly farms); manufacturing (mainly food and related prod-
ucts, apparel and textile products, lumberand wood products,
printing and publishing, and instruments and scientific prod-
ucts): finance, insurance. and real estate (mainly depository
institutions andinsurance carriers): services (mainlylegaland
repair services); and government (mainly federal military and
civilian government). In addition:

. In Alaska, Vermont, and Maryland, declines in paper
products contributed significantly to the slow growth in real
GSP.

In Alaska, Wyoming, and Montana, declinesin oil and
gas extraction contributed significantly to the slow growth in
real GSP; the declines in oil and gas extraction mainly
reflected low crude oil prices in the late 1990s. In Wyoming
nonmetallic minerals also declined.

In Hawail weakness in all major industries contrib-
uted to the decline in real GSP. The decline reflected the
state’s slow recovery from the 1990-91 recession and im-
pacts from the 1998 Asian financial crisis, which affected
growth in tourism, in exportable agriculture-related products,
and in the construction industries.
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Figure 1

Averaoe Annual Percent Change in Real Brass Stae Product 1992-1889

States with fastest growth rates
__| States with slowest growth rates
All other states

i

Note: The 11 fastest growing states (and 12 - ‘ - ;
are more than one-haif of one atand Slow-growing states) were picked because the"a‘“ﬂﬁﬁje

Source: U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis
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£ Kenesaw, Adams gﬁiﬁﬁéﬁ_&ﬁ%?ﬁ;?ﬁﬁﬁ. 404 1258 475
Kimball, Kimball . 1732 3448 183 1915 5361 168

Ainsworth, Brown 1%23&%&;”5;3; 1547 4416
¢ Albion, Boone wi«;@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ* Bo3 o ~5?~;§i-=-§ 1,662 4,315
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- Alliance, Box Butte 5407 10855 6 a%%% 5525 16,380 . LaVista, Sampy 8486 18415 51 10944 29359
| /ma, Harlan a¢g§351@-=~ 1 20 512 1579 ' Laure, Cedar 3B 616 75 410 1,026
Arapahoe, Fumnas . 658 1403 49 7650 2163 LEIII‘!FK}F‘I Dawson 7042 14989 54 7716 21975

Arington, Washington :":ez-"i?'ﬁﬁz:;m&l’ﬁw%;.:‘f:gﬁééz%%‘f 295 806
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Beaver ’:Ig umas W0 257 48 140 379
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Blair, Washington ;g%ﬁ;ﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁ#ﬂ . 103 7910 22131
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Gentralﬂg', Merrick ;;521 587 3 ,,'ggazzasnﬁﬁ;;ﬂ 2,080 5278
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Charﬂ;en Deuel .gﬁzﬁaéﬂﬁgggﬁaﬂmﬁ 99 = 463 1427
Clarkson, Colfax %8 70 123 385 1105
Clay Center, Clay M3 4R ass. g 758
Columbus, Platte z&?ﬂ?ﬁi?ﬁ& 33?£’éis<~33@§§§; 21,137 57,433
. Cozad, Dawson 1958 4835 459 @ 3843 8678
. Crawford, Dawes o 45 912 905 484 1396
Creighton, Knox 985 2457 144 1249 3376
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Pawnee City, Pawnee e ;3@3%3»531;:,::.;5;@ 337 993
Pender, Thurston o897 82 o1 E” 672 2,184 1
Pierce, Pierce ,:f;zaﬁa?:h“ﬂ 304 BT 762 2066 1
Plainview, Pierce 619 1364 40 691 2055 0.
Plattsmouth, Cass ‘”‘3{*43_ ~ B515 119 3489 9984 7.
Ponca, Dixon -:.:,:_2,46,’{55””Eﬁﬁf””“’-'ﬂﬁ;iﬁ 307 813 15
Ralston, Douglas ' ,2,92& '”'54"31 118 3469 9,880
Randolph, Cedar 395 818 M:H}aflm 485 1,301
Ravenna, Buffalo ﬁ?&“?%il‘: ;293":5%%“? 1841 684 1977
Red Cloud, Webster 571 17233 . 37 7% 1969
Rushville, Sheridan ;W..Z&;r'ﬁ‘ . 186 589 478 1,264
Sargent, Custer j””’“Eﬁﬁm*“"Qﬁ - ""245»333 298 721 2
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Eagle, Cass :m.,“ﬁ?‘*:: 3 a&z:ij;?h}ﬁ«im 255 643
Elﬁm, Antelope . AEE "’:‘:;B?&w;; 140 493 1,366
Elkhorn, Douglas 1768 3705 310 2159 5864
Elm Creek, Buffalo uﬁﬂﬁﬁg;‘ &53—55;&25;5::4; . 3/5 1024
Elwood, Gosper ;saiizﬁﬁmwiﬁﬁ“ 51 244 599
Fairbury, Jefferson -2 H'i:mrsﬁ B‘i‘iéfﬁ,ﬁ”fhﬁ;;;g 3,216 9,027
Fairmont, Fillmore ?j‘;}ﬁ;ﬁﬁ%wﬁiﬁ;ﬁgggi 186 548
Falls City, Richardson 2262 4544 40 2946 7,490
¢ Franklin, Franklin 5 ﬁﬂ?ﬁwwﬁﬁﬂzifﬁd“ ”‘_ 613 1,724
¢ Fremont, Dodge 20 92‘3;1;:&2‘,69&3“3;;*@{& . 24087 66,782
Friend, Saline 668 1315 871 97 225
Fullerton, Nance . 517 1082 55 648 1730
Geneva, Fillmore 14 giﬁg{ﬁ?d?}*ﬂﬁiaiiﬁﬁiw 1507 3,984
Genoa, Nance 3 bl 0% 428 1400
Gering, Scotts Bluff 3488 7239 47 4343 11582
Gibbon, Buffalo . Bod 1 Eﬁﬁzzif‘;:*;ﬁ‘ﬁi: 914 2,522
¢ Gordon, Sheridan =«s1,33ﬁ"*~>3“ﬂ*?1& 3 ;’:’E 1,785 4,498
. Gothenburg, Dawson 2000 4 ﬁg;ﬁfﬁi‘i‘i . 2440 5636
. Grand Island, Hall 45?2&*1“ 008 45 56228 154236
Grant, Perkins 1923t 2495 “@5:;‘:%?2 1236 3,431
Gretna, Sarpy 2409 :i,ﬁﬂsjggzﬁ‘- 43 3303 7.81
Hartington, Cedar 1447 3085 186 1742 4877
Hastings, Adams 1‘9 Eﬂ?ﬁwﬁgﬁﬁﬁ ”;JZLEE:«; 21320 60,826
Hay Springs, Sheridan 33 ?’?5«”“1152}}‘ 417 1,192
Hebron, Thayer ifﬂﬂfi 2093 347 1161 3184
Henderson, York aﬁaﬁgi;:};ﬂ?ﬁg 112 662 1737
Hickman, Lancaster -2 Eﬂwy 45 47 758
Holdrege, Phelps j:ﬁ@Eﬁ’&““BEﬁﬁﬁummﬁ’ﬁa% 4526 12,676
Hooper, Dodge iigss g 44 241 386 1327
Humboldt, Richardson 261 580 66 @ 445 1025
. Humphrey, Platte -?‘;’;zzﬁﬂi@_@gg‘%ﬁ?E%Eﬁigé‘g;gg;gr%m; 770 2,012
¢ Imperial, Chase 1312 2986 @ 2 ;ﬁ;t 1,785 4,771
¢ Juniata, Adams 300 607 289 306 913
. Kearney, Buffalo 29443 61628 13 36521 98149

*Does not include motor vehicle sales. Motor vehicle net taxable retail sales are reported by cﬂunty r:mly
Source: Nebraska Dapartment of REUE!‘JUE‘
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Seward, Seward ;1314541313;@-”3 818 -m:-ﬂ‘:¢%e 4626 13444
Shelby, Polk 38 T8 ot 430 1197 1
Shelt:;}n Buffalo -=sawaaaw:a 989 246 584 1573 2
Sidney, Cheyenne 1 Eﬂﬁam‘ééﬂﬁl;;“ 27{ 8541 24,065
South Sioux City, Dakota 7,243 M“Ifiﬂ :44‘3”’ 7,993 22,142
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Springfield, Sarpy e 93‘5;;;;‘1& . B06 1,542
St Paul, Howard - aE,E?tf‘**:ﬁf?ﬁiEmwQE 1424 4,039
Stanton, Stanton M0 18 B4 T4 208
Stromsburg, Polk . BB7 1-’-’&?5 - 159 966 2,444
Superior, Nuckolls <“*‘$ 319 ﬁ;;;z ?“iﬁ“fﬁm 1,534 4,244
Sutheriand, Lincoln i 373 71 80 437 1224 1
Sutton, Cla 3?{1__:33.163@ o 12*3 886 2,575

Syracuse, Otoe 983 198 1 2‘” 1,185 3,123

Tecumseh, Johnson 839 1800 124 970 2770 1
Tekamah, Burt *_':;;I‘ﬂﬁd“ 2@52;33:.{134; 1147 3199 1
Tilden, Madison ; ~~~~~ ﬁﬂﬁzgfgi 449 244 254 703 -1
Utica, Seward . 3 7o 4ld 399 1,195 2
Valentine, Cherry ﬁ 363 9 07 2 EZ‘L 5262 14360 2
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Wahoo, Saunders : '1‘33# ,“HZE _7bh 253 692 7
Wakefield, Dixon B 3"15““””-‘ 28 583 1,182 24,
Wauneta, Chase . 323wm ﬁ??“ D1 332 1009 -2
Waverly, Lancaster . 1 A71 29280 540 960 3,240
Wayne, Wayne 35{14 8001 "‘“235 3,959 11,960
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West Point, Cuming 'a“ﬂi 482 E@E?EEE;;\;?,E% 5,288 14,725
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Wood River, Hall 38 ?Séii?!‘ﬁ&'ﬂ 461 1,146
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Net Taxahle lietall Sales I(II' Nehraska l}lllllllles 0001

Mutnr Uehlcle Sa!es Other Sales ;g; Mntnr ‘Vehmle Saies % Gther Sales |

. March % Chgi March % Chgi. & Marh %Chgl = March % Cha. |

;;?;z 2001 YTD ws¥r. . 2001 YID  vs¥r. §§ }WM 2001  YTD vs Yr. . 2001 YID  vsYr b

i e TR (00 (00 g (S0 (S000) Ago i”;llzzz%&':é%?; 8000) (8000) Ago |
Nebraska ‘d‘?ﬁ?ﬁ'i 223,490 585,107 %3%?431# 1521,385 4,183628 1.1 ' Howard ;45:};_ 982 2336 -120/ 1643 1898 5242 185
Adams 3153:_; 3283 9,637 13. E; '''' 233 104 22515 63735 24 3; Jefferson ‘?4#” 936 2,715 -220 33% 4972 12001 -1.0
Antelope ez aﬁ&s@ 1183 3177 74 1836 2395 6146 53 | Johnson 395 542 1498 -5.?§ . L1738 1428 3,944 101
Ahur . 136 75 248 16, (D) (D) (D) (D) §i Kearney 51?% 998 3064 125 1691 2001 5462 15
Banner ;**155 144 463 -?.agigiﬁgzg%z{ﬂj (D) (D) (D) i Keith mms: 1238 3752 143 . 4846 5983 15918 0.2
Blaine - 1684 91 %1 55 (D) (D) D) (D) . gmeya Paha 232 168 528 91, 100 144 318 17.3
Boone - 738 959 2474 109 1880 2413 5835 15 iKimbal S8 458 1712 24/ 1759 1993 5495 164
Box Butte “1#353 1673 4,24() 113ﬁ o 5?1@ 5,884 17377 4.1 fé Knox ’t;}ga; 1,240 3,363 -g,?g 2910 7 946 15.3
Boyd 164 306 637 213 41 632 1509 49 | Lancaster 21165 28500 73042 7.4/ 1 08 227,923 641967 33
Brown 55‘-3**5‘53"‘% 506 1461 -5~1§%§§§?g-§§ﬁﬂ 1639 4599 456 %g Lincoln 3793 5172 12935 67 22 25312 71032 58
Buffalo 4636 5279 14403 96 32015 39462 106248 23 || Logan 73 8 53 209 (B (D) (D) (D)
Burt %5555554 1011 2,950 14::?5~ 2149 2399 6840 84 ;ﬁ;’ Lowp =43 110 290 55 (B D) D) (O
Butler . 877 988 3197 1150 2051 2422 6619 143 | McPherson. 75 71 278 1200 (D) (D) (D) (D)
<as8 5;353; 4084 9801 56/ 5777 6867 18770 89 iahf]adfsﬂn 3255 3732 10204 138 29357 34720 95463 23
Cedor = 1237 1225 3665 7.5 2366 2964 7941 128 || Menick 19:@& 1258 3423 -ma_ . 2107 2767 7084 34
Chase 812 666 2,333 6.2; ”1;?34 2186 5911 46 || Momill 669 755 2,360 1220 1419 1840 4925 95
Chemy 886 1135 3144 1790 4568 5504 14,982 247 ?ENanﬂe 525_ 432 1840 111 85T 1425 2912 117
Cheyenne ,m:ft445-‘_:ﬂ“' 1440 4,116 1531;;;33;125 8884 25010 30 | Nemaha 817 1146 2822 -T. u= 2404 2885  B8O79 10
Cay 845 981 2883 -205. 1954 2287 6286 49 | Nuckols 513& 658 1,797 -218] 2412 2421 6773 14.8
Colfax “3393_ 1335 3681 26 2338 2901 8211 44 ' Otoe 1654 2209 5534 76 6504 8342 21514 0.1
Cuming 12&4; 1362 4,087 -10, ﬂﬁ‘iﬂ}d 6,698 18,119 36.8 fi Pawnee ~ 353 545 1225 06 474 575 1612 64
Custer 1336 1984 5180 60, 4333 5022 13856 5.2 %g Perkins - 821 496 1746 -222. 1425 1541 4,119 18.3
Dakota “*-Eaﬂa 2429 5768 169 B230 9221 25462 02 || Phelps 430 1538 4300 B0 4d54 4971 13635 43
Dawes 768 910 2,604 =Tﬂw”§“¥’!5 7694 22327 5756 5% Pierce 884 940 2586 -145 4744 1843 5266 0.0
Dawson z?zrw 3,550 9,282 -126: ﬁ 269 14490 38335 15 fgf Platte "335 4199 11220 -158; 18992 22676 61424 -24
Deuel 29 23 810 27.9, 949 1050 3104 19 || Pok 553 1056 2354 291, 1687 2066 5573 92
Dion 555 941 2180 78 670 1031 2382 190 | RedWilow 1438 150 4562 1261 8494 0045 27009-202
Dodge 34{-}& 4438 11469 -11.1§wgzﬁ¢4 26,028 72482 1.3 | Richardson 907 1100 3,003 -126;. 2805 3709 9465 6.2
Douglas ﬂz;ﬂz 55,828 140,942 45¢3¢1 517,587 1468443 0.3 ;% Rock . 306 329 866 24 360 460 1,199 6.3
Dundy 38 467 1,362 1311 - 562 647 1715 06 i Salne 1402 1711 4842 -84 .~ 4032 5098 13731 175
Fillmore ;“ &1 940 2895 -135»@ zﬁa 2,608 6954 7.6 | Samy 13Efﬁﬁ 18,199 44352 26/ 4 188 49644 132,233 10.1
Frankin 453 571 1768 33 728 340 2,503 10.1 @ Saunders 2,149 2879 7,715 -134i 5186 6594 18046 3.1
Frontier 5': 541 379 1558 -11{]522“2'“”1&3?3 781 2,147 152 | Scotts Bluff 3?3? 4691 12283 811 24129 27758 77976 13
Fumas 585 1039 2,560 858 2123 2,439 6,995 13.1 Egk Seward 1891 2,157 6,108 27, 5847 6784 19146 44
Gage 22&9 2851 7891 931 12543 14222 40245 97 | Sheridan 584 802 2282 96 2404 3024 70864 28
Garden z 3‘3»‘5 388 1111 408 5K 534 1316 6.8 ;:gz Sheman 373 721 1594 217 478 678 1,703 107
Gosper 344 ar - 11% 20 26 299 880 5.5 g?:” Stanton - 746 1062 2480 105/ 8 978 2,768 28.6
Grant . 88 77 355 -31.1?555?‘;; 292 879 258 | Thayer 418 853 2212 -305 1801 2191 5,839-19.4
Creeley = 208 198 1097 47, 528 760 1877 6.1 1 Thomas ~ 68 140 383 - 258 709 5.3
Hal 4873 6990 17231 117 Wﬂmm 58,566 160233 22 & Thuston 453 435 1355 541 804 1105 2,849 228
Hamilton 1&9{3 1465 3933 1621 246# 3,169 8214 95 '\ Valley ~ 557 693 1,868 -7.2 . 1899 2406 6,301 5.3
Harfdan = 5000 634 1,817 -3, [}’E ...... - B20 775 2,001 3.1 % Wa $hlngmn 23?33_% 3.195 8193 5?7;?g¢ 8.890 95997 13.2
Hayes = 102 246 649 n-ﬁgg;g;gggggga} (D) (0) (D) i} Wayne ?13;5; 1388 3294 86 3743 4165 12,448 167
H1t::hmck 408 507 162 44] 612 712 2,019 130 & Webster 38 M5 1444 288 1074 1317 3587 32
Holt 1553 1537 4358 87 4850 6190 16,695 0.6 ;g; Wheeler ~ 168 205 627 326 48 52 164 -21.2
Hooker ----- M4 12 387 720 2 247 773 239 1 York %azg 2194 6013 10; 9788 11092 31,177 03

R

. *Totals may not add due to rounding
{D} Denotes disclosure suppression

Source. Nebraska Department of Revenue

Note on Net Taxable Retail Sales

Users of this series should be aware that taxable retail sales are not generated exclusively by traditional outlets such as
clothing, discount, and hardware stores. While businesses classified as retail trade firms account for, on average, slightly
more than half of total taxable sales, sizable portions of taxable sales are generated by service establishments, electric and
gas utilities, wholesalers, telephone and cable companies, and manufacturers.
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Regional Nonfarm Wage and Salary
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Note to Readers
The charts onpages 8 and 9 report nonfarm employment by place
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Agriculture:

Number of farms: 490 in 1997; 479 in 1992: 591 in 1987

Average farm size: 1,128 acres in 1997; 1,113 acres in 1992

f; Market value of farm products sold: $64.9 million in 1997 ($132,353 average per farm
~ $50.0 million in 1992 ($104,572 average per farm)

1B}" place of work

E*x_,‘ Sources: U.S. Bureau of the Census, U.5. Bureau of Economic Analysis, Nebraska Department of Labor, Nebraska Depariment of Revenue.
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: | | : ; : See the :
. e .. Consumer Price
Index
(CPI)
at BBR Online!
ChartMaker is a new feature in NU ONRAMP e N
f that enables users to select a row of data and a i www.bhr.unl.ed.
| series of years, view the information in a chart,

| format a chart title, and save the chart to a hard
1 driveor printit directly from the website.

ChartMaker currently is applicable to
§ Nebraskaincome and employment data. Later,
|} other data sets will be added to the feature to give
i ChartMaker users a broader range of data.
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University of Nebraska-Lincoln—Harvey Perlman, Chancellor
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University of Nebraska-Lincoln
An equal oppoertunity employer . : .

Bureau of Business Research [BBR)

specializes in
*» economic impact assessment
“® demographic and economic projections
"2 survey design
™ compilation and analysis of data

“® public access to information via BBR Online
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