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The Economic Perlormance 01 Nebraska's 
Remote Rural Counties 
W'i llilllJl Sd"idrlrr 

Rural economies in the Midwesl have slruggled 

while the national economy continues to sel 

records. The most remote rural counties in Ne­

braska and its neighboring states have fallen further behind 

the region's urban counties. For example. per capita 

personal income levels in remote rural counties have lagged 

behind the region's urban counties. Job growth in remote 

rural counties has been very sluggish compared to 

Nebraska 's Remote Rural Counties 
Compared to the Rest of the State 

Half of Nebraska's land area is classified as remote 

rural and 48 of Nebraska's 93 counties are in this class 

(Figure 1). The definition of remote rural counties. based on 

the number of urban residents excludes some counties with 

low population densities (e.g., Cherry County). The economic 

the restoflhe region. The economic performance of 

Nebraska's remote rural counties has been similar to Halrel 
other sparsely populated states dependent on agri­

culture. 

This article focuses on Nebraska 's remote 

rural counties and examines their economic perfor­

mance from 1985 to 1997. Detailed employmentdala 

by industry from 1988 to 1996 were used. Compari­

sons were made with the remainderof Nebraska and 

remote rural counties in Kansas, Iowa. and Missouri. 

Remote rural counties are defined as nonrecreational 

counties 1 that are not adjacent to a metro county and 

have fewer than 2,500 urban residents. 

Remlle Rlral Clullies, Nebraska and lIS Nelgbblrs 

DRemote Rural Counties 

'This analysis excludes several counties where the U.S. Department 01 Agoculture determined that the economy is strongly influenced by 
recreational activities. In Nebraska. only Kerth County is excluded. 



Figure 2 

performance of Nebraska's remote rural counties is a study in 

contrasts when compared to the rest of the state. Nebraska's 

remote rural population dropped just over 1 0 percent from 1985 

to 19972
, while the rest of the state grew nearly 7 percent (Table 

1 ). 

Employmentgrowth in the state's remote rural coun­

ties increased nearly 5 percent over the period, while the rest 

of the state added jobs at 6 times that rate. The disparity in 

nonfarm employment was less stark-remote rural Nebraska 

employment increased at half the state rate (16 percent). 

Nebraska's Remole Rural County and Siale Average 
Per Capila Personal Income. 1985 and 1991 
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The measures of income growth followed the same 

patterns noted for employment. Nebraska's remote rural 

counties reported personal income growth of nearly 42 percent 

from 1985 to 1997, somewhat less than halfthe rate in the rest 

of the state. Per capita personal income growth of 58 percent 

in the state's remote rural counties was not as far behind the 

rate of79 percent in the rest of the state. Population losses in 

remote rural counties and growth elsewhere in the state 

account for the difference. But, the 20 percent disparity in 

growth rates had its impact. Per capita personal income was 

about 9 percent ($12,199) lower than the state average of 

$13,387 in 1985. However, by 1997 the state's remote rural 

counties reported an average of $19,228, about 19 percent 

below the state average of$23,647 (Figure 2). 

Remote rural counties in Nebraska added nearly 5,000 

jobs3 from 1988 to 1996, a 19 percent increase. The rest ofthe 

state added nearly 150,000 jobs, a 29 percent increase overthe 

period. 

Table 1 
Percent Change in Nebraska's Remote Rural1 County 
Economic Performance, 1985 to 1997 

Measure 

Population -10.2% 6.7% 
Total Personal Income 41.5% 90.4% 
Nonfarm Personal Income 54.2% 93.7% 
Private Earnings 50.2% 105.3% 
Per Capita Personal Income 57.6% 78.4% 
Total Employment 4.6% 29.9% 
Nonfarm Employment 15.5% 33.0% 
Private Nonfarm Employment 18.9% 39.3% 

tate Average 

4.6% 
84.8% 
89.9% 

102.3% 
76.7% 
27.2% 
31.6% 
37.8% 

'Nonrecreational counties that are not adjacent to a metro county and have fewer than 2,500 urban residents. 
Source: u. S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of EconomicAnalysis 

2Data from the U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of Economic Analysis were used to evaluate economic performance. Employment data for the 1985 
to 1997 period were based on a broader definition of employment than that used for the County Business Patterns employment series, and include self­
employed and agricultural workers. 
3Data for the March pay periods in 1988 and 1996 from the County Business Patterns were used to examine employment by industry. Note: These data 
exclude self-employed individuals, domestic service workers, railroad employees, government employees, and agricultural production workers. 
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The services industry accounted for 78 percent (3,016) 

of new jobs in Nebraska's most rural counties. Health services 

alone was responsible for 61 percent of all new jobs. Nearly 

20, 000 health services jobs were created in the rest of the state 

over the same period, although these jobs represent only 13 

percent of all new jobs. Health 

services represents about 21 

percent of jobs in remote rural 

counties compared to 10 per­

cent in the rest of the state. 

The number of business ser­

vices jobs doubled from 1988 

to 1996, although 99 percent 

of these jobs were created 

outside remote rural coun­

ties. 

Nebraska's remote 

rural counties lost one in four 

manufacturing jobs from 1988 

to 1996. Just over half of the 

job losses in remote rural manufacturing were in the food and 

kindred products industry. But, food and kindred products 

expanded employment 41 percent across the rest of the state, 

adding over 1 0,000 new jobs. 

Table 2 

Nebraska's Remote Rural Counties 
Compared to Neighboring States 

Overall, Nebraska's remote rural counties performed 

slightly better than their peers in Kansas, while Missouri 

consistently outperformed the other three states. Iowa sur-

passed Nebraska by a 

significant margin and gener­

ally came in second to 

Missouri (Table 2). 

Remote rural counties in 

Iowa, Kansas, and Nebraska 

experienced sizeable popula­

tion losses-from about 9 to 

just over 10 percent . 

Missouri's remote rural coun­

ties experienced about a 3 

percent population growth from 

1985 to 1997. Kansas and 

Nebraska both have popula-

tion densities averaging nearly 

5 persons per square mile. Like Nebraska, a large share of 

Kansas' land area (42 percent) is remote rural. Only28 percent 

of Missouri's and 13 percent of Iowa's land areas are remote 

rural. Remote rural counties in Iowa and Missouri are more 

Percent Change in Remote Rural1 Economic Performance by State, 
1985 to 1997 

Measure I Iowa IT<"ansas J I Missouri I I Nebraska I 
Population -9.3 -10.2 3.3 -10.2 
Total Personal Income 53.4 42.3 71.5 41.5 
Nonfarm Personal Income 49.7 43.9 75.3 54.2 
Private Earnings 60.5 34.7 69.9 50.2 
Per Capita Personal Income 69.1 58 .5 66.0 57.6 
Total Employment 6.1 -1.2 13.0 4.6 
Nonfarm Employment 15.6 5.0 22.9 15.5 
Private Employment 17.8 0.5 23.5 18.9 

'Nonrecreational counties that are not adjacent to a metro county and have fewer than 2,500 urban residents. 
Source: u.s. DepartmentofCommerce, Bureau of EconomicAnalysis 
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densely populated-about 17 and 15 persons per square mile, 

respectively-than those in Nebraska and Kansas. 

Nebraska's nearly 19 percent nonfarm private employ­

ment growth rate was second only to Missouri 's 24 percent, 

and far outdistanced the half-percent growth in Kansas. How­

ever, Nebraska's nearly 5 percent increase in total employment 

from 1985 to 1997 lagged well behind Missouri 's 13 percent, 

showing the influence offarm employment. 

Nebraska's nearly 42 percent increase in total per­

sonal income was the smallest among the four states and 30 

percentage pOints behind Missouri. Nebraska reported stron­

ger job growth than did Kansas, but lagged in personal income 

growth, implying that a significant number of its new jobs paid 

relatively low wages compared to Kansas. The difference in 

growth rates between Nebraska and Missouri narrowed to 

about 20 percentage points for the two income measures, 

excluding farm-generated income. Per capita personal in­

come, the measure that reflects population and income trends, 

increased nearly 58 percent in Nebraska's remote rural coun­

ties, 1 percent slower than Kansas and about 12 percent 

behind Iowa. It is important to note that per capita personal 

income levels in 1997 remained 19 percent higher in the remote 

Table 3 

rural counties of Nebraska than in similar counties in Missouri . 

In addition , per capita personal income reported by remote rural 

counties throughout the four-state area dropped from 91 

percent of the average in 1985 to 85 percent in 1997. 

Low population densities-less than 5 persons per 

square mile-and agriculture-dependent4 economies charac­

terize remote rural counties (Table 3). Farm employment often 

exceeds 50 percent and population densities often are low in 

western Nebraska's remote rural counties. Nebraska and 

Kansas comprise all 47 low-density, agriculture-dependent 

counties in the four-state area. Iowa's remote rural counties are 

agriculture-dependent, but none fits the criterion for low popu­

lation density. Half of Missouri's 30 remote rural counties were 

in persistent poverty; 11 were agriculture-dependent; six were 

commuting counties5; and two were manufacturing counties6 . 

Health services provided the single biggest source of 

job growth for remote rural counties in the region-over 60 

percent of new jobs in Kansas and Nebraska. Health services 

jobs in Iowa and Nebraska expanded rapidly since 1988. By 

1996 both states reported 21 percent of total nonfarm employ­

ment in health services 

Number and Type of Remote Rural 1 Counties by State 

County Type : I Iowa I I Kansas I I MiSSOuri IINebraska I 
Remote Rural Counties, Total Number 13 41 30 48 
Persistent Poverty 0 0 15 1 
Agriculture Dependent 12 33 11 47 
Low Population Density 0 23 0 24 
Manufacturing Dependent 0 0 2 1 
Commuting 1 1 6 2 

'Nonrecreational counties that are not adjacent to a metro county and have fewer than 2,500 urban residents. 
Source: u. S. Department 01 Agriculture. Economic Research Service, 1989 Revised County Typologies and Bureau 01 BUSiness Research (BBR) 

4The U.S. Department of Agriculture defines agriculture-dependent counties as those where farm activities generated an average of at least 20 percent 
of total labor and proprietors' income from 1987 to 1989. 
5Forty percent of the county's workers age 16 and over commuted to jobs outside their county of residence in 1990. 
6Manufacturing contributed a weighted annual average of 30 percent or more of total labor and proprietors' income from 1987 to 1989. 

Marcb2000 BusillCSS in Nebraska (BIN) 



Manufacturing employment in Nebraska's remote 

rural counties represented only about 7 percent of employ­

ment in 199B-the lowest share in the four-state region . 

Furthermore, Nebraska's remote rural coun ties lost one in 

four manufacturing jobs from 1988 to 1996. Over the same 

period, employment in Iowa's manufacturing sector increased 

nearly 35 percent and grew about 8 percent in Kansas and 

Missouri. 

The share of employment in food and kindred prod­

ucts manufacturing ranged from 1 percent in Nebraska to 

almost 7 percent in Missouri . Remote rural counties in 

Missouri also reported 6 percent of jobs in lumber and wood 

products and another 7 percent in apparel and other textiles, 

far higher levels than any of the other three states. Industrial 

machinery and equipment also grew rapidly (93 percent) 

adding 2,151 new jobs in the four-slate area, primarily in Iowa 

and Nebraska. 

0 '997 
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A larger share of employment was evident in wholesale 

and retail trade, as well as finance, insurance, and real estate 

(FIRE) in Kansas and Nebraska remote rural counties. Lower 

population densities have affected the ability of these busi­

nesses to achieve economies of scale. 

Conclusion 
What are the prospects for continued job growth in 

Nebraska's remote rural counties? Consider that over 60 per­

cent of new jobs in the remote rural counties were in the health 

services industry from 1998 to 1996. Most oflhatjobgrowth was 

related 10 elder care jobs associated with nursing homes and 

assisted living centers. Population projections for Nebraska's 

remote rural counties indicate that the elderly populations are 

expected to decline. Therefore, health services jobs also may 

decline, reducing the demand for elder care workers. 
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Note: All 1999 monthly employment data are considered estimates until benchmarked in March of 2000. Data shown for 1999 are the most current 
revised estimates available. Final benchmarked monthly data for 1999 are expected to be released by the Nebraska Department of labor in mid-2000. 
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Net Taxable Retail Sales· for Nebraska Cities 1$000) 

YTD % 
I 

YTD" 
Octooor 1999 YTO Change vs October 1999 YTO Change vs 

(saOO) ($000) Yr. Ago ($000) ($000) Yr, Ago 

Ainswonh. Brown 1.510 11,505 -4.9 Kenesaw. Adams 176 2.200 -5.3 
Albion, Boone 1.759 17,574 ·2.6 Kimban. Kimball 1,629 17,305 8.9 
Aliance. Bo~ Butte 5.597 58,14) -2.6 La Vista, Sarpy 10.178 91.816 9.3 
Ama, Harlan 451 6,671 -2.9 Laurel, Ce(jar 416 3,675 8.1 
Arapahoe. Furnas 738 7,392 ·3.5 L=ton. Dawson 6,942 70,182 ·0.7 
Mi:;tton. Washing1Of1 255 2.072 10.2 li . Lancaster 203,106 2,061.456 5.7 
Amo . Cusler 304 2.725 3.9 Looisville. Cass 582 5.127 -26.9 
Ashland, Saunders 1,204 12.441 ·0.3 Loop C~. Shennan 428 6.220 ·2.0 
Atkilsoo, Holt 875 9.121 -3.1 ~s, un 524 4,752 -5.5 
Auburn. Nemaha 2.361 23.298 .1.6 ison. Madison 737 7,623 ·0.5 
AlI"O/'a, Hamilloo 2.312 25.646 -1 .9 McCook, Red Willow 12.240 114.620 2.9 
Axlell, Kearney 50 599 -12.7 M~'ord , Seward 1,128 9,344 1.2 
Bassen. Rock 349 4,815 1.5 Minatare, SallIS Bufl 168 1.502 ·2.0 
Battle Creek. Madison 612 6.503 45 Minden. KeameJ 1.826 18.472 6.7 
Bayard. Morrill 349 4.246 .4.1 Mitchell . Scotts luff 623 7,015 ·0.6 
Beatrice. Gage 10.318 106.218 13 Morrill. Sc:ons Bluff 517 4.886 3.3 
Beaver C~. Fumas 145 1.293 ·6.3 Nebraska Cily, Otoe 6,833 64,899 0.2 
Bellevue, arpy 20,248 196.491 6.6 Neli;lh. Antelope 1,354 13.608 ·2.5 
Benkelman, Dundy 521 5.594 ·2.3 Newman Grove, Madison 234 2,797 ·4.1 
Benn~ton, Douglas 677 5.498 23.1 Norfolk, Madison 30,987 292,449 3.0 
Blair. ash~ton 6,756 67,616 4.7 NOI1h Bend, Dodge 430 4,914 ·0.6 
Bbomfield, nox 529 6.144 ·7.0 NorIh Plane. Lncotn 21.724 228,331 5.3 
Blue HiI, Webster 438 4,472 .4.9 O'Neill, HoI! 4,694 42.460 24 
Bridgeport. Momll 1,191 11 ,440 5.1 oakland. Burt 521) 7,001 0.0 
Broken Bow. Cusler 3.742 36,496 ·3.1 Ogallala, Keith 5,693 58.380 2.8 
Burwell , Garl;eld 701 7,655 .1.3 OInaIla, Douglas 476,999 4.807,921 4A 
Care, HaU 211 2.562 ·13.0 Ord. valle~ 1,805 18.925 ·2.1 
Cef1lral C~, Merrick 1,946 17,858 2.' Osceola, oIk 556 7,020 ·11.7 
Chadron. awes 4,552 46,842 5.9 Oshkosh. Garden 392 4,477 ·6.1 

C=" "'"" 491 4.859 11.0 Osmond. P;erce 471 4,835 3.0 
Cia on. Coffax 434 4.227 2.6 Oxford, Furnas 429 4,531 8.1 
Clay Cenler. Clay 219 3.705 04 Papillion. Sarp~ 6,762 72.585 12.0 
Columbus, Plane 20.379 203,650 0.3 Pawnee City, awnee 279 3,164 50 
Cozad, Dawson 3,063 30,520 2.3 Pendee-. Thu/Stoo 815 7,549 3.6 
Crawford, Dawes 492 5.672 37 Pierce. Pierce 621) 6,458 ·2.1 
Crei;lhlon, Knox 976 11 ,841 10.0 Plainview, Pierce 634 6.249 ·2.5 
Crete. Salile 3,007 34,092 7.8 Plattsmouth, Cass 3,344 34,638 3.6 
Crol1on. Knox 447 4.131 30 Ponca, Dixon 337 4,990 ·4.5 
Curtis, Frontier 314 3,496 · 1.6 Ralston, Do!JgIas 3,395 32.578 ·1 .6 
Dal«lta Cily, Dal«lta 357 4,149 10.3 Randolph, Cedar 334 3,967 ·9.2 
David C" Buller 1,539 14.877 5.8 Ravenna, Buffalo 463 6,810 ·11.3 
Deshler. hayer 236 2,793 ·12.9 Red Cloud, Webslee- 622 6,672 ·4.3 

!'OO!l'. ~' 181 2.425 ·0.6 Rushville. Sheridan 374 4,991 ·3.2 
Domphan. all 635 8.933 ·24.3 Sargent Custee- 192 2,020 5.1 
EiI9le, Cass 347 4.279 2.3 Schuyler. Colfax 1.758 17,897 ·6.2 

't" ""-
389 4.035 ~. 7 Sronst::tJff. Scons Bluff 22.874 214,263 7.1 

EI om. Douglas 2,262 25.535 7.5 Saibnef, lJodge 541 4,470 ·5.8 
Elm Creel!.. Buffalo 375 3.985 10.7 Seward, Seward 4,707 47.037 0.9 
Elwood, Gore;r 276 4,530 2.6 Shelby, Polk 399 3,575 12.7 
Fairbury, Je elSOn 3,126 32,861 3.3 SheI1on, Buffalo 413 5,957 ·9.9 
Fainnont Fillmore 136 1.547 ·7.9 Sidney. Cheyenne 11 ,071 87.970 18,4 
Falls City. Richardson 2,539 25,410 lA South Sioux Cily, Dal«lta 8,202 79,995 2.1 
Franklin, Franklin 544 5.518 ·2.9 Springfield, SarrJ 606 5,484 16.8 
Fremont Dodge 23,378 226.077 91 SL Paul. Howa 1.206 12.262 OA 
Friend, Saline 438 4,799 7.6 Stanton, Slanbn 611 6,102 0.2 
Fullenon, Nance 458 5,126 0.9 Stromsbu~ Polk 1,021 8,994 ·10.4 
Geneva, Fillmore 1.364 16.209 ·6.6 Superior, lICkolls 1,474 15.666 1.1 
Genoa, Nance 264 2.834 .4.2 Sulher1and. Lincoln 386 3,721 13.1 
Gering, Scotts Bluff 4,045 39,026 II} Sutton. CiaO "" 8,301 .4.0 
Gibbon, Buffalo 902 8.213 ·2.5 Syracuse. toe 1.197 11,403 15 
Gordon. Sheridan 1.544 16.999 1.0 Tecumseh. Johnson 875 8.882 4A 
Gothenburg. Dawson 2,309 23.738 7.2 Tekamah, Burt 1,028 11 ,432 3.2 
Grand Island, Hall 51.111 501.117 1.4 TIlden, Madison 249 4,254 .2.7 
Gran~ Pe!tins 876 10,245 2.5 Ulica. Seward 279 2,994 5.2 
Gretrla. Sar~ 3,398 31 .032 ·4.0 Valentine, Cherry 4,116 41.855 2.9 
Hartington, edar 1.570 15,949 ·2.0 Valley, D:ooglas 1,835 12,927 43 
Hastings. Adams 20,074 205.923 16 Wahoo. Saunders 2,374 22}85 ·3.0 
H:t Sp~ Sheridan 342 3.502 94 Wakefield, Dixon 284 3,222 ~6 
H ron, yer 1,492 18,248 ·3.0 Wauneta, Chase 268 3,002 0.3 
Henderson, Yor1c. 616 6.020 ·7.9 Waverly, Lancaster 701 6,945 ·14.8 
Hickman, Lancaster 247 2.470 ·3.1 Wayne, Wayne 3.537 36,865 12.7 
Hokfrege. Phelps 4,348 43,249 0.1 Weeping Wa1ef. Cass 591 6,745 ·0.5 
Hooper, Do£ge 437 3,612 4.1 Wesl Poinl Cumilg 3.596 35,859 ·3.7 
Humboldt Richardson 301 4,954 03 Wiber, Sa~ne 456 4.785 7A 
Humphrey. Plane 778 7,399 ~ .9 Wisner, Currung 706 6.208 4.0 
Imperial, Cllase 1.882 19.963 ·2.1 Wood Rivef, Hall 321) 4.041 ·2.0 
Juniata. Adams 208 2,144 10.2 Wymore, Gage 424 4,233 6.2 
Kearney, Buffalo 34,637 329,254 67 York, York 10.576 101,460 ~.5 

"Does not include motor vehicle sales. Motor vehicle net taxable retail sales are reported by county only. 
$(uce Net:>tallka Oepa/I"""" of R ........... 
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Net Taxable Retail Sales for Nebraska Counties [SOOO) 

Motor Vehicle Sa~1 Other Sales Motor Vehicle Sales other Sales 
October YTD Oc/ober YTO October YTO October YTO 

1999 YTD " Chg. 'IS 1999 YTO " Chg. 'IS 1999 YTO " Chg. 'IS 1999 YTO "Chg. 'IS 
(SOOO) (Sooo) Yr. Ago (SOOO) (SOOO) Yr. Ago ($000) ($000) Yr, Ago (SOOO) (SOOO) Yr. Ago 

Nebraska 204,334 2,135,461 ' .2 1,385,919 13,892,838 3.9 Howard 815 8,048 2.2 1,523 15,859 1.4 
Adams 2,696 36.213 5.7 20.669 213.325 1.8 JeHerson 830 10.562 ·3.9 4,278 42,924 3.3 
Antelope 856 9,489 -3.4 2.1 41 21.863 -2.4 Johnson "9 5.623 ·3.6 1,234 12.175 27 
Arthur .. 740 5.0 (0) (0) (0) Kearney 640 9,077 -5.5 1.971 20.367 5.0 

"M~ 142 1,136 -1.5 (0) (0) (0) "iI" 1.247 13.322 19.6 6,141 64,319 30 
Blaine 92 813 ·23.3 (0) (0) (0) Keya Palla "" 1,185 11 .5 75 1,011 10.5 

"""" 1.113 8.089 .1.2 2.21 4 22.346 ·2.8 Kimball '" 5,135 4.- 1,662 11.653 8.3 

'" """ 1.716 15,292 ~.5 5,832 61,009 -2.5 Knox 883 10,263 3.3 2.519 28 .4~ 3.' 
Boyd In 2.400 0.3 562 5,596 5.8 Lancaster 26.302 280.521 5.2 210,321 2.085.180 5.6 
Brown 526 4.636 12.1 1.599 18.594 -3.6 """" 4.010 44,101 8.3 22.634 237.998 5.3 

""'" 4.997 50.546 ... 37.178 358.262 5.9 """ 147 1.351 -3.6 (0) (0) (0) 

'"" 944 10.022 -3.6 2.305 25.170 1.1 Loop " 752 -16.2 (0) (0) (0) 

,,'" 1.078 11.600 15.8 1.949 19.263 1.9 McPherson .. 664 0.9 (0) (0) (0) 

Cass 3.675 38.380 9.6 6.401 66.858 2.2 Madison 4.266 42.025 2.0 32.869 314.150 2.8 
Cedar 1.467 12.222 5.9 2.643 26.589 ·3.3 Merrick 1.055 10.490 5.7 2,504 24.125 2.4 
Chase 724 6,769 8.8 2.178 23.344 ·1 .9 Morrill 580 7.538 23.7 1.554 15.926 2.7 
Cherry 896 8.460 ·7.7 4.315 44.001 2.8 Nance 384 4,111 -3.1 742 8.229 ·2.1 
Cheyenne 1.535 14.880 25.8 11 .300 9O}87 17.9 Nemaha 1.002 9.710 ~. I 2.611 25.825 ·2.1 
Clay 847 9.705 4.0 1.782 21.637 1.2 NUCkOlls 506 6.357 12.9 1.987 21.482 1.2 
Colfax 952 12.016 3.0 2.558 25.912 -5.0 "'" 1.608 19.795 ~.8 8,485 80,710 0.9 
Cuming 976 12.104 -3.7 4.857 47.662 -2.8 Pawnee 401 3.683 ·5.7 49' 5.193 ' .3 
Custer 1.395 14.459 2.0 4.772 46.813 ·1.5 Peoons 645 6.011 16.5 1,066 12.436 ' .1 

"""'" 2.578 24.600 12.4 9.058 90.316 22 Phelps 1.073 13.580 0.' 4.552 45.855 ~.5 

Dawes 1.087 9.326 6.6 5.043 52.548 5.7 Pierce 807 9.595 5.6 1.797 18.381 ~.6 

Dawson 2.782 27.939 .4.8 12.724 128.679 1.3 "" .. 3.890 42.525 16.5 21.679 216.861 0.0 

""'" 255 2.616 4 .' 1.102 10}15 8.2 PO' 795 8.108 ~.4 2.100 21 .126 ·6.0 
Dixon 76. 8.013 .2.7 730 9.292 ~.O Red Wilow 1.331 14.675 10.7 12.517 117.912 2.8 

""". 4.161 43.686 4.5 25.318 244.592 8.4 Richardson 950 10.249 ·2.3 3.026 32.407 0.1 """., 53.631 559.276 3.1 486.976 4.902.028 4.4 Rock 379 2.531 6.7 360 5.022 2.8 
Dundy 256 3.345 ·1.8 527 5,734 -3. 1 Sa~ne 1.603 15.641 1.8 (228 47.603 7.3 
Fillmore 558 7.913 -15.3 1.963 24.101 -5.6 Sarpy 16.569 166.206 7.8 43.777 416.572 8.7 
Franklin 395 4.352 1.2 769 8.010 .\.8 Saunders 2.770 28.056 1.1 6.477 59.367 2.6 
Fmnlier 331 4.245 4 .9 "" 6,638 ~. I ""'" "'" 4,"" 47.214 17.3 28.294 267.489 1.4 
Furnas 641 6.874 -3.1 2.078 21,173 -2.2 Seward 2.152 21.581 2.5 6,319 61 .822 1.1 - 2.453 26.179 ·1.2 11 .697 117.929 1.3 Sheridan 565 7.278 -9.3 2.552 28.262 0.8 
Goro", 249 2.769 -17.5 ,.. 6.324 -2.1 S"'""'" 423 4.034 1.4 549 1.482 - \.1 

C;" ••• 172 2.351 ' .2 701 7.650 -1.3 Sioux ,., 2.555 4.7 147 1.249 -9.1 
Goo", 313 3.226 2.' 354 5.133 4.2 ""'" 841 8.'02 ' .9 777 7.964 5.2 

""'" 210 1.613 12.4 200 2.335 19 Thayer 679 7.503 -5.8 2.257 26.279 -3.8 
Greeley 218 3.136 ·9.8 '58 ' .600 ·5.5 Thomas '" 1.243 29.9 369 2.795 ~.O 

H,I 5.896 64.670 0.3 52.626 519.959 0.7 Thurston 328 4.644 ' .7 919 8.812 3.8 
Hamilton 1.199 13.410 17.2 2,751 29.293 ·2.9 Valley '" 5.330 2.6 2.078 21.261 -1.5 
Har1an ' 84 5.272 4 5 600 8.938 ·1 .2 WashJigIOtl 2.4&4 30.292 8.1 7.489 74.179 4.4 
Hayes 132 \.116 15.5 (0) (0) (0) Wayne 958 9.744 4 .8 3,700 38.499 12.5 
Hilchcocl1 . 60 4.117 5.2 556 6.112 , .• W""'" '" 4.625 8.' 1.184 12.278 4 .1 

"'" 1.443 14.746 -5.0 ' .206 59.061 0.' """'" 174 1.334 -13.0 " 919 ~., 

H.x." 97 1.099 .14.5 318 3.786 5.8 YO<k 1,570 18.1)46 4 .' 11 .677 111.860 -1.2 

'Totals may not add due to rounding 
(0 ) Denotes disclosure suppression 

Source NebraIU ~ 0( Reven..oe 

N ote 011 l\ Tel Taxable Relail 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 Nonlann Wage and Salary Emplovmenr 199110 November" 1999 
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Note to Readers 
The charts 011 pages 8 and 9 report nonfann employment b! 
place of work for each region 
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Regional Nontano Wage and Salary Emplovment' 199110 Novembef<1999 

Southeast Central 
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OmahaMSA 
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'By place of work 
"Current month data are prelmlnary and subject to revision 
Nole: All 1999 monthly employment data are considered estimates until 
benchmarked in March 01 2000 Data shown for 1999 are the most 
current revised estimates available. Anal bend'lmarked monthly data for 
1999 are e:cpected to be released by the Nebraska Department of labor 
in mid·2000. 
~ ~ ~cJ L.abcf laDar -.. 1nI<>rmIIIlaI . KlllnyC<>pas 1fICI""¥ SchoIieId 
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October 1999 Regional Retail Sales 1$000) 

YTD Change vs Yr. Ago 

..... HI .... ~I. 

17.232 
0.7 

s._.st 
,. .... ~I. 

I. 
•• l1li CHlnI 

16,800 
0.4 

hSlCIIInI I WHlClIIIrII I -;4._ 
L-___ -' I 375~9 I _ .. L-_·cco.::.B_---L,I. 

52.518 
10.5 

SI.ul City MSA 

"._I1'111 ........ HI ..... ....." <1 1 '-_'_~_.63_36_,.J 
131,371 

2.9 
DmahaMSA 

621 .003 
4 .7 

Unc.IIMSA 

S. .... HI ClIItrII 
236,623 

5.6 

II 
SlaleTala!" 

1.590,253 
4.0 

'Reglonal values may not 
SaoIce _ ...... o...nrr-t '" ReYen". 

State Nonfarm Wage & Salary 
Employment by Industry' 

Total 
Construction & Mining 
Manufacturing 
Durables 
Nondurables 
TCU 
Trade 
Retail 
Wholesale 
FIRE 
Services 
Government 

'By place of wor!( 
"Transportation, CommUnicatIOn. and Utilities 
·"Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate 

November 
1999 

887,570 
46.058 

117,125 
56 ,656 
60,469 
57 ,776 

219,274 
163.146 

56 ,128 
61,135 

246,885 

155,5 15 

Souce Netlr ..... ~ 01 L_ LIIoot Mat!.A1 Worn\IIlIOI'I 

Note: All 1999 monthly employment and labor force data are considered 
estimates unlil benchmalked in March 01 2000. Data shown for 1999 are 
the most CtJrrenl revISed estimates avaIlable. Final bendlmarll.ed monthly 
data fOf 1999 are expected 10 be released by the Nebraska Depanmenl 
of LabOf in mld·2000. 

Consumer Price Index 
Consumer Price Index· U· 

(1982-84 :: 100) 
(not seasonally adjusted) 

% Change 
YTD% 

Change 
vs Yr. Ago 

All Items 
Commodities 

Services 

December vs 
1999 Yr. Ago 

168.3 2.7 
146.1 2.7 
190.5 2.6 

'U :: All urban consumers 
s..",.,. u s s.s... 01 l.ooo" SIM'lIa 

(inflation rate) 

2.2 
1.B 
2.5 

State labor Force Summary' 

Labor Force 
Employment 
Unemployment Rate 

'By place of residence 

November 
1999 

934,251 
913,444 

2.2 

500.0'ce ~ ~ oI l _ l.ooo" __ ....."",..", 

fjUJ;nm;1I j\ 'tbrtlJIw (BIi\') 



COIlIlIy of tbe MOl/tb 

Sioux 
Harrison-CoonlY Seal 
license plate prefix number: 80 

Size of county: 2,069 square miles, ranks 

6th in the slate 

Popula tion: 1,466 in 1996. a change of -4.1 percent from 1990 

Per cap ita personal inc ome: S11 ,499 in 1997, ranks 86th in the state 

Net taxable retail sales ($000): $4,409 in 1998, a change of ·5.3 percent from 1997; 

$3 ,809 from January through Oclober of 1999, a change of-0.2 percent from the same period 

the previous year. 

Unemploym ent rate : 1.3 percent in Sioux County, 2.7 percent in Nebraska for 1998 

Agriculture: 

Nonfarm employment (1998) ': 

(wage & salary) 

Construction and Mining 

Manufacturing 

TOJ 
Wholesale Trade 

RetailTrade 

FIRE 

Services 

Government 

(0 ) :: disclosure suppressIOn 

51111 

875,352 

51 ••• 
C.II\J 

159 

(percent of total) 

4.8 (0 ) 

13.6 (0 ) 

6.4 (0) 

6.2 (0) 

18.0 

6.6 

27.2 
17.2 

(0 ) 

(0 ) 

11 .3 

62.3 

Number offarms: 343 in 1997, 327 in 1992, 353 in 1987 

Average farm size: 3,250 acres in 1997, 3,076 acres in 1992 

Market value offarm products sold: $70.7 million in 1997 ($205,982 average per farm) , 

$65.7 million in 1992 ($200,946 average perfarm) 

'By place of work 
SoIneI u S ~clln. c ......... U S 1Iu"-. cI Economoc~. Necnsb ~ clllbof NeDf ..... ~ cI R .......... 
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Consumer Price Index 
Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics. U.S. Department of Labor 
http://stats.bls.govlcpihome.hlm 

JAN FEB MI\R APRIL M'\y JUNE JULY 

4.1 3.9 3.9 3.9 3.9 3.9 4.1 
115.7 116.0 116.5 117.1 117.5 11 8 .0 118.5 

4.7 4.8 5.0 5.1 5A 5.2 5.0 
121. 1 121.6 122 .3 123.1 123.8 124 .1 124.4 

5.2 5 .3 5.2 4.7 4A 4.7 4.8 
127.4 128.0 128.7 128.9 129 .2 129.9 130.4 

148 .3 148 .7 149.3 149 .6 149.9 149 .9 
152 .2 152.9 153.6 154 .0 154.1 154 .3 
156.8 157.0 157.2 157.2 157.4 157.5 
158.5 158.7 159 .1 159.5 159.7 159 .8 
161.1 16 1.4 162 .7 162 .8 162.8 163 .3 

lU) For All Urban Consumers 
w) For Urban Wage and Clerical Wor1c.ers 
• The percent Chan~e from same month one year earlier . 
•• Annual percent c ange is same as ra te of mHation. 

Bureau of Business Research (BBR) 

Universilyof Nebraska. Li ncoln- Dr.James C. Moestr. Ch,mal/o, 
College of Business Ad minislTalion-Crmhb H. Milligan, D~.JlI 

Bureau of Business Research [BBRI 

'::~~ specializes in . 
~ economic impact assessment 
.... demographic and economic projections 
...... survey design 
.,.. compilation and analysis of data 

AUG 
4.0 
119.0 

4.2 

5.6 
131 .6 

150.2 
154.5 
157.8 
160.0 
163.8 

..,.. public access to information via BBR Online 

FOI" more infoonatiJn on heM BBR can assist you or 'fOUl organization. contact us 
(402) 472-2334; send e·mail to: flamplleal l @unf.edu; or use the 

World Wide We !): w_.!)!)r.unLedu 

Man:h2000 
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