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Poverty in Nebraska: Estimates for 1993 
Lisa Darlington 

. he U.S. Census Bureau recently released estimates 
of poverty rates by state and county for 1993. These 
estimates are the first comparable data available for 

substate areas since 1989. The data reveal poverty trends 
for total and school-age (age 5 to 17) populations. Estimates 
for school-age population are a factor in the allocation of 
federal funds to school districts. 

Although the Census Bureau utilizes carefully con­
structed statistical techniques to derive estimates of poverty, 
the 1993 estimates are subject to error. In addition, trends 
and conditions in the 1989 to 1993 period may not be 
descriptive of current trends and conditions. 

State poverty rates for total population and for school­
age children decreased over the 1989 to 1993 period. 
Poverty rates decreased in most of Nebraska's 93 counties. 
Rate decreases were particularly notable for school-age 
populations. 

The number of persons living in poverty decreased 
substantially relative to the changes in total population in 
many counties. A small number of counties experienced 

Figural 

disproportionately high growth in the number of impover­
ished persons compared to growth in total population. 
Statewide 

The total number of persons living below the poverty 
level in Nebraska was virtually unchanged from 1989 to 
1993. Total population increased an estimated 2.5 percent 
over the same period. Thus, the state's poverty rate de­
creased slightly-from 11.1 percent in 1989 to 10.7 percent 
in 1993 (Figure 1). The change, however, was not statisti­
cally significant. 

The number of school-age children (age 5 to 17) living 
in poverty decreased nearly 14 percent from 1989 to 1993. 
In comparison, the total number of school-age children in 
the state increased 5 percent over roughly the same time 
period. Thus, the poverty rate forthis age group fell from 14 
percent to 11 percent from 1989 to 1993. 

Since poverty is determined for persons in households, 
the changes noted may infer that the incidence of poverty 
among all individuals in households with school-age chil­
dren (roughly ages 25 to 50) decreased while poverty 
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among individuals over age 50 increased. However, poverty 
estimates for demographic subgroups other than school-age 
children, are not available to confirm the inference. 

County Trends 
Poverty rates for 1993 (Figure 2) were lower than 1989 

rates in 75 counties. Among the remaining 18 counties, none 
experienced an increase of greater than 2 percentage points 
in the poverty rate (Table 1). The 1993 poverty rates among 
school-age children (Figure 3) decreased in 86 counties. 
Rate increases in the remaining seven counties also were 
relatively small in percentage point terms (Table 2). 

Thurston County had the highest 1993 poverty rates for 
both the total and school-age populations, at 24 and 28 
percent respectively (Table 3). These rates, however, are 
substantially lower than comparable 1989 figures. Sarpy 
County experienced the lowest rates in both demographic 
categories at roughly 5 percent each. 

As noted, poverty rates dropped in most of Nebraska's 
counties. In eight counties, poverty rates for the total popula­
tion decreased roughly 5 or more percentage points from 
1989 to 1993 (Table 4). Seven counties experienced drops in 
the school-age poverty rate of 10 or more percentage points 
over the period (not shown). Sioux and Thurston counties 

Table 1 
Comparison of Total Population Poverty 
Rates in Counties Showing Rate Increases 

Box Butte 
Banner 
Garden 
Thomas 
Hall 
Red Willow 
Arthur 
Grant 
Madison 
Douglas 
Platte 
Lincoln 
Cass 
Dakota 
Dawson 
Phelps 
Thayer 
Sarpy 

"In percentage points 

February 1998 

Total Population 

1989 Rate 1993 Rate Difference' 

1.8 
1.7 
1.2 
1.2 
1.1 
1.0 
0.9 
0.9 
0.8 
0.6 
0.6 
0.6 
0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.3 
0.2 
0.1 

experienced the largest rate decreases in both demographic 
categories. The total poverty rate in Sioux County, which 
ranked 6th highest in 1989, fell to 57th in 1993. In contrast, 
despite a substantial drop in the rate in Thurston County, it 
remained the highest in the state. The school-age poverty 
rate in Sioux County dropped from 1 st in 1989 to 19th in 1993 
(not shown). Despite an 18 percentage point decrease in the 
school-age poverty rate in Thurston County, it moved from 2nd 

to 1st over the period. 
While the incidence of poverty was down forthe most part 

across the state, a small number of counties experienced 
disproportionately high growth in the number of impoverished 
persons compared to changes in the total population (Table 
5.) Box Butte County, for example, experienced an 18 percent 
increase in the number of impoverished persons and a 3 
percent decrease in the total number of persons from 1989 to 
1993. 
Calculating Changes in Poverty Rates 

There are two key components in the calculation of the 
poverty rate-the total population (or that of the group in 
question) and the number of people in that population deter­
mined to be poor, based on their family size and income. 
Changes in these two measures drive changes in the poverty 
rate (Table 6). In Sioux County, for example, the poverty rate 
among school-age children dropped more than 36 percent­
age pOints from 1989 to 1993. One component of that change 

(continued, p. 4) 

Table 2 
Comparison of School-Age Poverty Rates 
in Counties Showing Rate Increases 

School-Age Population 

1989 Rate 1993 Rate Difference' 

Grant 
Thomas 
Garden 
Madison 
Hall 
Sheridan 
Box Butte 

"In percentage points 

2.1 
2.1 
1.4 
1.1 
0.7 
0.5 
0.5 
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Rgure 2 
Tolal Population PovellJ Riles. 1993 

State 
10.7010 

Table 3 
Counties with Highest and Lowest 
Poverty Rates, 1993 

15% and over 

10 to 14% 

Table 4 
Counties with Largest Percentage Point Decreases 
in Poverty Rate, Tota l Population, 1993 vs 1989 

Total Population Schoo/·Age Population Poverty Rate Poverty Rate Rank 

Businm in NtbraskP (BIN) 

Table 5 

Sioux 
Thurston 

Logan 
elaine 

Greeley 
Frontier 

Wayne 

Boyd 18.5 

°In percentage points 

Comparison of Change in Poverty 
Population and Total Population, 
Selected Counties, 1989 to 1993 

Box Butte 
Garden 
Grant 
Hall 

Madison 
Banner 
Red Willow 

Platte 
°In percentage points 

Difference' 

-7.9 
-6.7 
-5.6 
-5.5 
-5.2 
-5. 1 
-5. 1 

13.7 -4.B 

1989 1993 

" " 8 57 
1 1 

44 89 
9 33 
8 19 

20 83 
18 82 
5 11 
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IIgure3 
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Table 6 
Components of Poverty Rate Change Illustrated 

School-Age Poverty Rate Change In School-Age Population 

1989 1993 Difference' 
In poverty 
1989-1993 

% 

Total 
1990-1995 

% 
Sioux 
BlaIne 
Dakota 
MadisOf"l 

' In percentage poWits 

was an estimated 71 percent' decrease in the number of 
impoverished school-age children from 1989 to 1993. The 
other component of change was an estimated 5 percent 
increase in the lotal numberot school-age children from 1990 
to 1995. The time periods are adequately comparable for the 
purpose of this analysis. In Blaine County, both components 
showed percent decreases, but the decrease in impover­
ished children far outpaced the decrease in all children. Thus, 
the poverty rate in Blaine County also dropped. Madison 
experienced an increase in the school-age poverty rate due 
to a disproportionate increase in the numberof impoverished 
children relative to the increase in total children. 
Why the Changes? 

The 1989 to 1993 period was not characterized by 
significant changes in social welfare policies or programs 
statewide that may account for significant movements of 
persons, particularly children, out of poverty. However, the 

Ftbruary 1998 

-36.6 
-8.6 
-1.0 
1.1 

-344 ,;,,~, 
2.0 

17.0 

period was characterized by increases in employment, aver­
age wages perjob, and per capita income as well as decreases 
in unemployment rates. Taken together, these factors signal 
a healthy economy-one that appears to have had generally 
positive impacts on poor families. 

In light of these positive signals, the rise in poverty, 
particularly in the three larger counties (Hall, Madison, and 
Plane) is somewhat puzzling. Trends within the three counties 
in the factors discussed above do not provide any clear 
answers. High job turnover rates within major industries, 
however, may have played a role . 
Current Conditions 

Since 1993 the state's economy has continued to expe­
rience growth in employment and income and decreases in 
the unemployment rate. Therefore, it is likely thai poverty 
rales have continued to decrease. A more reliable assess­
ment of current trends and conditions can be made when the 
Census Bureau releases poverty estimates for states, coun­
ties, and school districts for 1995 later this year. BS 

Bllnnm in NtbraJka (B IN) 



Averaue Waues bv OccupaUon: 
A Comparison of Nebraska with Selected States 
Anntllt Miller 

Wage competitiveness currently is a key issue for policy 
makers. The discussion surrounding wages in Nebraska 
causes concem in terms of whether wages in Nebraska differ 
significantly from other states. After accounting for cost of 
living differences, indications are that Nebraska wages are 
comparable and similar to those in other states, suggesting 
that living in states other than Nebraska would not substan­
tially increase or decrease a household's real disposable 
income. 

Figures 1,2, and 3 show average wages from the 1996 
Occupational Employment Statistics Survey (OES). Using 
the OES survey, the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) 
produces comparable employment and wage estimates for 
every state. These wages were collected in 1996 from a 
random third of the sample meant to represent each state. 
Therefore , these estimates need to be viewed with caution. 

BIiJinm in Nlbrasks (BIN) 

Average wage estimates from entire-state samples will be 
available after data collection in 1998. Additional informa­
tion regarding the OES survey is available at the web site 
http://stats.bls.gov/oeshome.htm. 

Many states chosen for comparison neighbor Ne­
braska or employ a number of Nebraska graduates. The 
selected occupations and three major occupational d ivi­
sions: Managerial and Administrative (Figure 1); 
Professional, Paraprofessional , and Technical (Figure 2); 
and Production, Construction, Operating, Maintenance, 
and Material Handling (Figure 3) are all classified by OES. 
The wage for each division is the overall average wage of 
occupations included in that division, and is weighted by 
state employment estimates. 

Accurately comparing wage rates involves adjusting 
for differences in cost of living. The ACCRA cost of living 
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index for 2"'1 quarter 1997 was used in this analysis to adjust 
for these differences. The ACCRA index was developed by 
the American Chamber of Commerce Researchers Associa­
tion and is composed of expenses such as housing costs, 
grocery items, and utilities. ACCRA publishes estimates for 
selected cities and metropolitan areas. The index is copy­
righted so Table 1 is based on ACCRA but adjusted to avoid 
disclosing real estimates. The table shows relative cost of 
living estimates for cities in Nebraska. It indicates that the 
Scottsbluff/Gering area has a somewhat higher cost of living 
than Omaha or Hastings. 

State cost of living estimates were calculated from the 
various city estimates. For example. California has compos­
ite indexes for eleven of its cities. The indexes were weighted 
by employment forthe cities and averaged to produce a state 
estimate. Employment data were not available for some 

Ftbruary 1998 

Tabla 1 
Relative Cost of living Estimates, 
Selected Cities 

Omaha 
Hastin9s 
Scottsbluff/Gering 

Cost of Living 
100.0 
100.6 
106.3 

BlisintJJ in Nebraska (BIN) 



states, so population estimates were used. In addition. 
111inois, Pennsylvania, and New York did not have ACCRA 
estimates for heavily populated places within the states, so 
were adjusted using cost of living information from the 
Center for Mobility Resources. For example. 111inois did not 
have an estimate for Chicago or its surrounding suburbs, so 
the average was increased to more accurately represent the 
state. ACCRA does not incorporate taxes or other non­
consumer expenditures in its estimates. Multiple types of 
taxes and varying tax structures within states make a tax 
adjustment difficult. therefore, it was not incorporated into 
this analysis. 

Dividing the cost of living estimates into the reported 
wages yields real wages, adjusted for cost of living. Ne­
braska wages resemble wages in most other states. None of 
the other states is extremely low or high in comparison. In 
Nebraska, certain occupations such as electrical engineers. 
computer systems analysts, and education administrators 
are highly paid compared to other states. Other occupations 
such as public relations managers, architects. and carpen­
ters in Nebraska receive relatively low pay. Overall. wage 
comparisons show Nebraska wages to be comparable to 
most other states. Thus. it appears that working and living in 
states other than Nebraska would not provide a significant 
increase or decrease in real disposable income. aa 
Businw in NrbrasM (BIN) Frbntary , 
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1991 Consumer Price 
See page 16 for inI/nutionJ on how 10 t'itUl monthlY posting,! of the Conlu/Htr 

Pdce Index rep!) on BBR's JJ.'ebJile, llIJJIW.bbr.unl tdu. 

Bureau of Business Research 
College 01 Business Administration 
University of Nebraska Lincoln 

JAN 
% Chooge' 1.4 
1987(u) 111.2 
% Change' 4.1 
1988(u) 115.7 
% Change' 4.7 
1989(u) 121.1 
% Chooge' 5.2 
199O(u) 127.4 
% Chooge' 5.7 
1991(u) 134.6 
% Chooge' 2.6 
1992(u) 138.1 
% Change' 3.3 
1993(u) 142.6 
% Change' 2.5 
1994{u) 146.2 

% Chonge' 2.' 
1995(u) 150.3 
%Chonge 2.7 
1996(u) 154.4 
% Chonge 3.0 

FEB 
2.1 
111 .6 
3.9 
116.0 
4.8 
121.6 
5.3 
128.0 
5.3 
134.8 
2.' 
138.6 
3.2 
143.1 
2.5 
146.7 
2.9 
150.9 
2.7 
154.9 
3.0 

MARCH APRIL MAY 
3.0 3.8 3.8 
112.1 112.7 113.1 
3.9 3.9 3.9 
116.5 117.1 117.5 
5.0 5.1 5.4 
122.3 123.1 123.8 
5.2 4.7 4.4 
128.7 128.9 129.2 
4.9 4.9 5.0 
135.0 135.2 135.6 
3.2 3.2 3.0 
139.3 139.5 139.7 
3.1 3.2 3.2 
143.6 144.0 144.2 
2.5 2.4 2.3 
147.2 147.4 147.5 
2.9 3.1 3.2 
151.4 151 .9 152.2 
2,8 2.9 2.9 
155.7 156.3 156.4 
2.8 2.5 2.2 

Consumer Price Index 
Seasonally Unadjusted, 1982·84 :=; 100 

JUNE JULY 
3.7 3.9 
113.5 113.8 
3.9 4.1 
118.0 118.5 
5.2 5.0 
124.1 124.4 
4.7 4.8 
129.9 130.4 
4.7 4.4 
136.0 136.2 
3.1 3.2 
140.2 14{).5 
3.0 2.8 
144.4 144.4 
2.5 2.8 
148.0 148.4 
3.0 2.8 
152.5 152.5 
2.8 3.0 
156.7 157.0 
2.3 2.2 

AUG 
4.3 
114.4 
4.0 
119.0 
4.2 
124.6 
5.6 
131.6 
3.' 
136.6 
3.1 
14{).9 

2.' 
144.8 
2.9 
149.0 
2.6 
152.9 
2.9 
157.3 
2.2 

SEPT OCT 
4.3 4.5 
115.0 115.3 
4.2 4.3 
119.8 120.2 
4.3 4.5 
125.0 125.6 
6.2 6.3 
132.7 133.5 
3.4 2.9 
137.2 137.4 
3.0 3.2 
141.3 141 .8 
2.7 2.8 
145.1 145.7 
3.0 2.6 
149.4 149.5 
2.5 2.8 
153.2 153.7 
3.0 3.0 
157.8 158.3 
2.2 2.1 

NOV 
4.5 
115.4 
4.2 
120.3 
4.7 
125.9 
6.3 
133.8 
3.0 
137.8 
3.0 
142.0 
2.7 
145.8 
2.7 
149.7 
2.6 
153.6 
3.3 
158.6 

I.' 

OEC 
4.4 
11 5.4 
4.4 
120.5 
4.6 
126.1 
6.1 
133.8 
3.1 
137.9 
2.9 
141 .9 
2.7 
145.8 
2.7 
149.7 
2.5 
153.5 
3.3 
158.6 
1.7 

ANNUAL ANNUAl 
AVERAGE % CHANGE 

113.6 3.7% 

118.3 4.1% 

124.0 4.8% 

130.7 5.4% 

136.1 4.2% 

140.3 3.1% 

144.4 2.9% 

148.2 2.6% 

152.3 2.7% 

156.8 3.0% 

1997(u) 159.1 159.6 160.0 160.2 160.1 160.3 160.5 160.8 161 .2 161 .6 161 .5 161.3 160.5 2.3% 

1987(w) 
1988(w) 
1989(w) 
199O(w) 
1991(w) 
1992(w) 
1993(w) 
199~w) 
1995(w) 
1996(w) 
1997(w) 

JAN 
110.0 
114.5 
119.7 
125.9 
132.8 
136.0 
140.3 
143.6 
147.8 
151.7 
156.3 

FEB 
110.5 
114.7 
120.2 
126.4 
132.8 
136.4 
140.7 
144.0 
148.3 
152.2 
156.8 

(u) For All Urban Consumers 

MARCH APRIL 
111 .0 111 .6 
115.2 115.7 
120.8 121 .8 
127.1 127.3 
133.0 133.3 
137.0 137.3 
141.1 141 .6 
144.4 144.7 
148.7 149.3 
152.9 153.6 
157.0 157.2 

(w) For Urban Wage and Clerical Wori<ers 

MAY 
111.9 
116.2 
122.5 
127.5 
133.8 
137.6 
141.9 
144.9 
149.6 
154.0 
157.2 

• The percent change Irom same moolh one-year earlier . 

•• Arvlual percent change is same as rate ollnnatlon. 

r-dmwry 1998 

JUNE 
112.4 
116.7 
122.8 
128.3 
134.1 
138.1 
142.0 
145.4 
149.9 
154.1 
157.4 

JULY 
112.7 
117.2 
1232 
128.7 
134~ 

138.4 
142.1 
145.8 
149.9 
154.3 
157.5 

AUG 
113.3 
117.7 
1232 
129.9 
134.6 
138.8 
142.4 
146.5 
150.2 
154.5 
157.8 

SEPT 
113.8 
118.5 
123.6 
131.1 
1352 
139.1 
142.6 
146.9 
150.6 
155.1 
158.3 

OCT 
114.1 
118.9 
124.2 
131 .9 
135.4 
139.6 
143.3 
147.0 
151 .0 
155.5 
158.5 

NOV 
114.3 
119.0 
124.4 
132.2 
135.8 
139.8 
143.4 
147.3 
150.9 
155.9 
158.5 

OEC 
114.2 
119.2 
124.6 
132.2 
135.9 
139.8 
143.3 
147.2 
150.9 
155.9 
158.2 

ANNUAL 
AVERAGE 

112.5 
117.0 
122.6 
129.0 
134.3 
1382 
142.1 
145.6 
149.8 
154.1 
157.6 

ANNUAL % 
CHANGe" 

3.6% 
4.0% 
4.8% 
5.2% 
4.1% 
2.9% 
2.8% 
2.5% 
2.8% 
2.9% 
2.2% 
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Briefs 
The following lable expands on the ) rJ quorttr Nebraska Quarter!! Blln"nm Condih'onI S IIn'9 (NQBCf) report 
(BIiJinw in Ntbraska, January 1998) by fomJing on ot-'tragt Joladu and IInjilkd ProftSSiMOljobs for J" qllort" 
1991. 

Average Annual Salary 
New Job Hires Replacement Hires 

Percent of Unfilled Jobs 
that W8rfJ 

All Industries 
Manufacturing 
TCU' 
Wholesale Trade 
Retail Trade 
FIRE·· 
Services 

$36,800 
$37 ,294 
$48,422 
$37,794 
$23,712 
$41,434 
$37,814 

$26,478 
$32,094 
$29,058 
$30,992 
$18,845 
$27,456 
$28.038 

Professional' 
25% 
18% 
8% 

29% 
29% 
55% 
44% 

'Prolesslooallndudes executives/administrators, managers, professional specialists, and mal1tetinglsales. 
"Transportation, Communication, and Utilities 
"FInance. Insurance, and Real Estate 

880,000 
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Nebraska Stats 
o 1995 D ".. • 1997 

Total luDlam Emplovmem Unemplovmem Rite 

F M A M J J A S 0 N 

0 ,99, 
Casb lecelPIS-CrollS 

3.' 

3.0 

~ 2.' 

~ 2.0 

! 1.' 
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A.' 
0.0 

0 J F M A M J J A S 

D '996 . ,997 
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Net Taxable Retail Sales* for Nebraska Cities 1$0001 

YTO" YTO" 
October 1997 YTO Change '" October 1997 YTO CI>ang,,,, 

($000) ($000) Yr. Ago ($000) (SCOO) Yr.Ago -""'" '.'" 17,n" ••• Kenesaw, AdMIs 105 1,151 12.0 
AIlion, Boone 1,781 17,774 -7.0 KinbaI, Kinbal ."" 16,12" 12.1 
AJianot, eox Buns 6,120 60,1« 5.' Lo Y""c!l:l" 7.998 74,310 ' .7 -. """" '" '.'" " " ..... .57 3.850 5.5 
AIapahoe, Fumas ". 7,146 11.9 = . ." .... ...,. 69,062 ••• =w_ 190 '.'" • .1 . lancasl&r 11W,829 1,822,156 5.5 .eo.", 212 2,5<1 ~.5 LouisvIe, tass 520 5,808 3 ... 
AshIarJ:j, SalSldets '" 11 ,926 27.6 "'" C::., """"'" 514 5.736 ·12 _HoI 815 '.209 14.6 

~M"""" 
516 ',900 ••• AIDJrn, Nemaha 2,4!}4 24,278 1.8 829 7 .... ~ .• 

AuroB, Karr*on 2 .... 26,001 " McCook, Red Wlow IO,n, 106,523 ... 
Axle" Kearney 72 775 ~ .• Milord, Seward 1,110 ' .054 ,., ............ ... ' .532 " Mi'lalare~ BkIII ". 1,974 ' .0 
Bailie Creek, Ma<ison ." 6,357 82 =~",!." '.799 17,680 13.5 
Bayard, Mom. 378 4,120 I., 632 8,217 19' 

:::-~ 
10,932 103,928 11 .3 t.b-rt, BkJII '" ..... 12.9 

' 28 1,247 ' .7 Nebraska City. 0I0e '.563 SO.'" 12.7 

"""". 17,958 173,678 1., NeIrJl. An\elope 1,479 14,704 " .7 ""' ...... 530 5.402 5.' N&wm8I'I Grow, Madison 286 3,339 3.7 

-'i!l:"" , .SO 3,894 3. Norfok, Madison 29,184 281,865 5.' 
BIaW, ashi'lglon '.096 62,314 7.3 North Beod, Dodge '25 4,856 ' .5 
Bloomfield, Knox 732 '.'" '.7 North Piatle,lb::i:H'1 20,343 207,091 2.' 
Blue HiI, Webster '57 '.460 " O'Neil, Hoft 4,275 41 ,776 ~ .• 
Bridgepori, MorriI 1,101 10,910 15.7 Oakland, Burl 606 6,407 '.0 
Broken Bow, Custer "57 37,826 -9.6 Qgalala, Keith 4,995 53,707 0.3 
Burwei, Gasfield m 7.538 10.0 0ffiaIIa, DoogIas 435,"30 4,311 ,046 ' .2 
Cairo, Hal 241 2.304 25.5 Ord, vale~ ..... 18,548 , .. a Furnas 65' 7,8n ·28.1 """'" o. 792 7.606 ••• Central . , Merrick '.'" 16,770 3.' """ ........ 406 4,175 0.2 
Chadron, a'N8S 3,342 35.004 10.0 Osmond Pia«:e ". 4,189 ·1 .6 =.""" '" 4,121 10.5 OxIord, Furnas '51 5,197 70.7 

. ""'" 576 .~ ••• P"",,,. ~ 5.536 58.779 19.8 
gayCMIef~Y 2B5 3,162 16.0 Pawnee City, awnee 285 2.985 ••• Cokrrtus, lie 19,702 196,515 3.' Pender, ThinIon 779 7.455 12.0 
Cozad, Dawson 3,116 29,591 13.0 Pierce Piefce 674 6,714 10.0 
Crawford, Dawes '53 5,490 132 fIIai!o.iaw, Pi!wce ." '.000 ." 
"'""'~ .... ' '.043 ',867 " Plattsmouf"l, CW 3..- 32 .... '2 "' .... 3,175 31 ,614 ·5.5 Ponca, Dixon 43. 5.053 " ~ .... , 398 3.999 .1.4 Raislon, 000JgIas 3,147 31 ,341 , .• 
OMtis, Frontier 323 3,241 12.5 -""" 387 3,824 5.' 
Dakota C~ Dekota 389 4,105 ·24.1 Ra'oW'lla, Bibb 784 7,741 25.' 
.,,'" ;:'I;.1Mii' '.4J6 13,627 • .7 RedCloud~ ... 7,518 18.6 

""""'. yo< 
172 2m ~ .• RushYle, . 478 5~ ·1.1 

-.~ 
257 2,431 ,., _C""" ." 1,911 0.1 

".....,. 790 7,069 24.1 ~~BIutt 1,947 18,693 2.0 

Fo ... 255 3,845 " .8 20,297 206,551 ' .0 
'25 4,215 ' .7 """"'. o;;;g; '90 ' .962 ' .0 

, DoUglaS .... 21 ,173 18.9 Seward, Sewatd 5,310 48,218 5.5 
en Cleek. Birflalo 345 3,091 13.1 §hally, Pelt 376 "'" 5.' 
Elwood. Go?:' 305 4,247 72 Shelton, Buffalo 554 5,591 ·5.9 
Fairbury, Je &rson 3,187 29, 159 ~.5 =YS~~Dako1a 8,651 n,875 7.5 
Falrmoitt, FJknofe ." . ..., 20.' 7,744 78,866 1.1 
Fals Cityl= Ridlardson 2,441 25,169 ' .0 ~ . .., 302 3,016 7.7 
F~, raridin '93 ' .558 ·1.0 . Pall, tiow-:J 1,345 12,543 10.8 
Fremonl 00dgEI 20.534 196,5n ·2.4 Stanton, S\.aI1Ion 597 5,764 ••• Fri&nd, Salile 371 . ,507 .1.7 S_~.P'" ". 10,757 ' .7 
Fulerlon, Nance ". 5.405 13 .1 ~uckols ..... 15,792 7.' 
Gen&va, FIImor& 1,670 17,438 '.4 . ""'" 282 2.940 0.8 
G_""" 21' 2.380 ~., """". "'&0. 792 9,788 ·18.6 
G&ri1g, Scotts BIuft 3,437 32.'" -2.3 -. 1,158 10,698 7.5 
Gbbon, Buftalo 806 '.009 16.4 T earnseh, Jotnson ". '2" ·7.0 
Gordon Sheridan 1,751 17,762 ••• Tabmah, Butt 1,153 10,997 7.2 

0=;. "''''''' 2,212 21 ,706 ' .8 TIId&n, Madison 38' '.386 0.8 
Grand Island, Hal 41,182 461,845 5.5 1Jtk:a, Seward 258 ", .. -11 .1 
Grant, Perms '" 10,006 12.1 Valenli'le , Cherry 3.835 38,331 5.' 
G .... ~ 3282 32.'" ." Valey, ~s 1,167 12,201 62 
~MaiTiSr 1,781 16,224 ' .3 WNtiYJ, Sal.ildars 2.552 25,965 10.9 

19,620 196,023 >7 Wakeliflld, Dixon 348 3.628 2. 

~- 370 3,218 5.' W811"18ta, O\ase 279 3,007 • . 7 
'.860 19,111 23.7 Waverlyi,ylMlcaster 7" 7,350 202 

""""""'''' 563 6,018 -10.6 W;,yna, ayne 3,271 30,704 3.' --""""" 
226 2,324 7.' w~walel, CW ... '.409 11.1 .....,..- '.300 44,111 .,. 

W ~"""" 3.792 38.106 ' .7 

~"'m.- 294 3.438 13.1 War, ". 4,616 8.5 ... 5.054 5.' WISMt CUnilg ... 6,574 22.7 

~' 880 1,318 2.' Wood RiVer, Hal 357 4,428 24 
Ifl1I8rial, 2,010 19,008 17.6 ~cfkGII98 380 4,139 3.3 
Jlriata, Adams ". 2,157 8.' ' .... ".'" •. , 
Keam&y, ButIaIo 29,539 287228 ' .0 

' Does notlnclode motor vehicle sales. Motor vehicle net taxable retail sales are reported by county only. 
Sour.:.: N ...... kr. o.p.rt,u nt aI A_III 
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Net Taxable Retail Sales for Nebraska Counties ISO 001 

Motor Vehicle Sal • • Other Bail • • Motor V.hlcle Sal • • Other S.I •• 
Octol,., YTO October YTO October YTO October YTO 

1997 YTD "Ch.., 1997 YTD " Chg. lIS 1997 YTD " Chg. lIS 1997 YTD " Chg. lIS 
($000) ($000) Yr. Ago ($000) ($000) Yr.Ago ($000) ($000) Yr.Ago ($000) ($000) Yr.Ago 

N_' 194,305 1,887,610 7.' 1,270,910 12,518,180 •. , ...... '" 8,359 22.7 I.'" 16,066 ' .S 

""'" 2,860 32,103 ' .2 20,115 202,180 2.' 
.. ,..., '34 10,115 10.9 ';l6S 3"56 2.0 

Anlelope 939 10,661 11.1 2,.. 22,765 13.4 """"'" ... ' ,684 2.7 1,1 45 12,442 ' .3 ""', 69 .97 10.9 (0) (0) (0) Kearney 1,083 10,158 16,4 2,006 19,900 10.2 
B ... , 151 ' ,<OJ • . 0 (0) (0) (0) , . ., 1,110 10,629 102 S,432 59,008 0.' 
B_ 93 '" 33.3 n 799 (0) KeyaPaha ". 1,195 13.1 .. as. S.6 .... '" ' ,923 B.' 2,368 23.334 • . 7 .- 50S S,327 10.6 1,'" 16,566 12.4 
BoKButie '.380 14,814 .,. 6,373 63,038 6.0 ,,, .. 

'" 10,098 >7 2,746 26,655 ••• .. " 300 2,413 15.0 S3S 5.753 1.7 """' .. 23,278 232,863 , .. 187,154 1,844,239 S.' 
B_ m 3,762 17.7 1,961 18,642 9.' ""'" 3,910 35,370 .. , 21,199 215,934 1., 
Buffalo 4,898 46,596 '.7 32,323 315,350 ' .6 l "", 12' 937 -5.3 (0) (0) (0) 

"'" '.083 10,257 S. 1 2,493 24,294 6.0 l oup 6S 900 45.4 (0) (0) (0) "'., '" '.583 .2 1,799 18,332 • . S """"""" 7S 639 .1.1 (0) (0) (0) 

Co" 3,695 31 ,483 S2 S,832 61,781 11.8 .... ,""" 4,413 39,160 9.' 31 ,373 304,748 S.S 
C.d .. 1.142 12,139 13.6 2,991 27,573 ••• ... "'" 691 'W -5.6 2.313 22,'" 3.3 

""'" '" 6,788 302 2,319 22,456 14.0 ..,.. B8I 6.'" 22.7 1,491 15,323 11 .0 

""'" 
.,. 8,007 ".6 ' ,039 .. ~" .. , N ... ... 5,121 ." 743 8,179 62 

""""" 1,170 11 ,705 ·S2 8,874 75,635 72 N",,'" '" 8,818 15.3 2,742 26,893 2.3 

""' B17 ',,", 6.7 1.893 21,396 ·7.9 N_ 694 6,'" 18.1 2,001 21 ,319 7.1 

""" ',046 10,999 11.0 2.914 27,318 1.7 OI~ 2,067 18,625 10.3 8,097 75,757 11.8 
C~ ... ..... 14,347 17.9 5,112 50,694 ' .0 P.- ". 3.'" ... 47S S,02O 1.1 

"""M ..... 14,296 21.9 4,709 47,004 . 7,4 P- 62' 4,941 ' .S 973 12,091 , .• 
Ook'" 2,214 20,493 " 8,941 91 ,141 1.1 .... \>0 1,124 14,602 • . 0 4,511 47,347 ·2.3 
Don. 863 7,519 ' .7 3,795 40,509 10.4 P"", 890 9,974 11.3 1,910 18,6n ' .7 
O.~ 2.sao 2M" 15.8 12,567 124,769 " PIo1I. 4.041 38,686 '.7 21,116 210,411 ' .1 ..... 248 2,829 1.7 893 B .... 12.4 Pol< 798 8,350 19.8 2,247 22,830 8.B 

"' .. ", no 7,354 21.8 '" ,,,S 3.3 RedWiIow '.W 12,685 •. , 10,968 109,741 ' .S 

""". 3,967 39,nl 72 22.296 215,377 -1.4 '''''''''''' 896 9,968 8.3 3,067 33,148 ' .0 
"",,0' 50,343 473,506 ••• 4«,«9 4.400,185 ' .3 "'" 196 2,335 21.7 ". 4,667 1.' 

""'" 347 3,353 ·7.7 S5I 5,693 ' .3 " .. '.463 13,990 -2.9 4,361 «,618 ·2.6 
FImo<. 920 , ... , .. 2,304 25,763 1.6 ..., 14,114 134,840 8.' 35,837 349,794 S.S , ...... .., ..... 252 7" 6.., ." ...- 2,52' 25.620 10.0 5,183 58,811 10.9 
FfOfItier ... 4,198 21.8 ... 6,496 7.9 """""" ,,296 39.389 ••• 24,965 254,570 7.6 ,- 718 6,976 8.3 2,173 22 .... 05 """" . .,. 18,586 11.6 ..... 62,134 ••• 
G". 2.'" 24,396 7.B 12,133 115,312 10.9 """"'" 836 7.603 13.1 2,868 28,979 S.7 
G_ m 2,991 3.6 S20 5,706 ·1.6 """"'" '20 4,138 16.5 608 ,.n .... 
G ..... 300 2,046 13.8 m 7,538 10.0 ',"" 266 2,302 11 .7 ." 1,517 ' .3 
Gosper 276 2,877 • . 7 313 4,823 7.0 SlaIll00 B8I 7,707 12.6 760 7.399 S.9 
G",,' 173 1,183 42.5 232 1,890 14.1 Tho", 661 '.266 15.7 2,578 27,477 16.4 
Greeley 34S 3,087 7.' 106 6,607 >6 """', 19. 1.318 41.4 ". .m 24.4 ... 6.226 58,034 ~.3 49,-435 .... 068 S.' """'00 S48 S.so' ' .S ." ' ,904 12.3 ........ 99S 12,373 62 3,109 30,155 1.1 V*, '" 5,1n 10.3 2,068 20,437 B.7 

"""" 32' ' ,546 .... 756 8,713 0.' WashngIoo 2,826 25,831 3.' 6,758 69,680 7.' 

""" ." 1,'" ' .0 (0) (1)) (0) W.,.. ' .266 10,617 20.' 3,424 32,m 3.' 

H"""" 34S 3,"" -7.5 528 6,139 3.' Webster 362 ..... 192 . ." 13, 167 14.8 

"'" 1,349 15,274 24.8 5,743 57.708 2.0 ..... , 95 1,590 20.2 73 ',032 72 
Hook .. 113 840 -10.4 279 3,188 ~.S Yo. 1,670 18,852 16.2 10,938 100,970 7.3 

"Totals may not add due to rounding 
(0) Denotes dlsclosure suppression 

SoIofc« NIb-..... ~ .. I 01 ~ 

Bunnm in Ntbrasu (BIN) Ftbruory 1998 



Regional Emplovmenl-199510 November 1991 

. l rIII .... hnblnllli 

J F M A M J J A SON D 

.lrIII CeDII'II 

31,000 

30,000 

29,000 

28,000 

27,000 

0 1995 • 1996 • 1997 

" llIlldll 

J F M A M J J A S O N 0 

L..._...::....:F;,..,,:: .. ..;A:....: .. ~J ..;J:....:::A~S ...!o~ __ ..., Wilt Clml 

Slllb.I.1 Clntrll 

12,000 

FtbnIary 1998 

'8,000 

17,000 

'0,000 

'5,000 
J F M A M J J A SON 

BJlsinm in NtbrmJw (BIN) 



Regional Emplovmenl-1995 10 November 1991 

SIDlblast elll1l'll 

120,000 

115,000 

110,000 

105,000 

100,000 

SIDlblast 

85,000 

80,000 

75,000 

L.._ ....... J...;.F...;.M_A~M;;...;J;....;J...;.A....;.S_O~N~D...;._..., SII .. env III 

0-
0,000 0-
0,000 

o 1995 • 1996 • 1997 

OmahaMSA J F M A M J J A SON 0 

300,000 

340,000 

330,000 

320,000 

310,000 

300,000 

L.._.....:J~F __ M_ A;;..;M;;...;J....;.J...;.;A_ S;....;O;...;;N....;.D __ .... I Ulelllill 

BIIJi"m;1I NtbraJu (B1N) 

, ...... 
130 .... 

125,000 

Ftbrnory 1998 



October 1991 Regional Retail Sales 1$0001 
Percent Change from Year Ago 

1,465,215 
5.8 

'Regional values may not add to slate total due to unallocated sales 

Emplovment bv Industrv 

Revised Preliminary 
October 

1997 

Nonlann Emp (W&S) 865,037 
Construction & Mining 40,969 
Manufacturing 115,164 

Durables 56, 103 
Nondurables 59,061 

l eU ' 53,219 
Trade 212,307 

Retail 155,371 
Wholesale 56,936 

FIRE" 55,791 
Services 233,843 
Government 153,744 

labor Force 928,967 
Unemployment Rate 2.2 

• Transportation. Communication, and Utilities 
•• Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate 
Source: -. .... ~ of LAbor 

Ftbmnty 1998 

November 
1997 

870,061 
40,242 

11 5,740 
56,537 
59,203 
53,524 

214,349 
157,909 

56,440 
56,136 

234,026 
156,044 

927, 11 4 
1.7 

% Change 
lIS Yr. 
Ago 

0.6 
-1.8 
0.5 
0.8 
0.2 
0.6 
1.0 
1.6 

-0.9 
0.6 
0.1 
1.5 

-0.2 

Q) ... 
III 
Q: 
c:: 
0 .-... 
III 
t;:: 
c:: -

SIDU CIIJ liSA 

11,155 
3.8 

GmahalISA 

I 563,854 
5.6 I 

UntDln liSA 

210,432 
4.1 

Price Indices 
Consumer Price Index - U· 

(1982-84 = 100) 

% YTD % 
Chg. Chg. 

December vs vs 
1997 Yr. ago Yr. ago 

All items 
Commodities 

Services 

161.3 
142.3 
181.0 

'U • All urban coosumers 
Sauror. u.s. BurMU cI Labor Sllli&ticl 

1.7 

0.2 
2.8 

2.3 
1.4 
3.0 



Thaver 
Hebron-County Seat 

License plate prefix number: 32 

Size of county: 575 square miles, ranks 55th in the state 

Population: 6.418 in 1996, a change of -3.3 percent from 

1990 

Per capita personal Income: $18.247 in 1994, ranks 48th in the state 

Net taxable retail sales ($000): $38,338 in 1996. a change of 5.0 percent from 1995; $35,743 from 

January through October of 1997, a change of 16.2 percent from the same period the previous year. 

Number of covered business and service worksites : 218 in 1996 

Unemployment rate : 2.1 percent in Thayer County, 2.4 percent in Nebraska for 1996 

Agriculture: 
Numberoffarms: 623 in 1992, 744 in 1987 

Average farm size: 558 acres in 1992 

Market value of farm products sold: $80.4 million in 1992 ($129,058 average per farm) 

. ea-. dill ....... 10. cI>Inge 111liii0 _ t:A ~ clJlla. s...- ~·.luwlot"""'" dIIdI. 
ScIun>M: U.s. lknIu t:A liiio c-..... U.s. ........ t:A &onomIo;: ...... ¥M. HebrNIta ~ CII Uobor ......... o.p.t\ITIInI t:A ~ 
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In response to numerous 
requests, BBR now publishes the 

Consumer Price Index (CPI) online. 

In a web browser go to the BSR homepage. www.bbr.unl.edu 
and select National Conditions, then Consumer Price Index. 

OR 
The direct address for the CPI is: 

www.bbr.unl.edu/CPI.html 

Bookmark this page (Netscape users) or 
add it to favorilesin Internet Explorer for 

convenience in monthly access to the CPI. 

Sn page 8 ojfbiJ UINt 

of BNJ1nns in 
Nrbnule4 for an 

txampk of the CPI III 
;1 aPfXan 1m lIN »'tb. 

University of Nebrouka-Lincoln- Dr. James c. Moeser, Chllnu llor 

College of Business Adminillr.nion-John W. Goebel, Dr/In 

Bureau 01 Business Research IBBRI 

i in ... 
• economic impact assessment 
• demographic and economic projections 
• survey design 
• compilation and analysis of data 
• information systems design 

fibnwry 1998 

Reminder! 
Visit BBR's home page for 

access to NUONRAMP 
and much more! 

www.bbr.unl.edu 

Nonprofit Org. 
U.S. Postage 

PAID 
Lincoln, Nebraska 

Permit No. 46 


	University of Nebraska - Lincoln
	DigitalCommons@University of Nebraska - Lincoln
	2-1998

	Poverty in Nebraska: Estimates for 1993
	Lisa Darlington

	tmp.1392664665.pdf.zov9H

