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Migrationin Nebraska Counties, 1980 to 2000

Jobhn Austin

This article, excerpted from a forthcoming report on population projec- ticularly those defined as rural, that have not reversed the

tions, examines migration trends in Nebraska at the county level. outmigration of the 1980s. Outmigration continues to result
opulation changes are watched closely by business  in major losses of young, working-age populations for these
people, educators, and policymakers. Issues such  counties. Smaller and older populations will characterize
as workforce availability, school enroliment, and these counties into the foreseeable future.

{| taxation all are affected by population trends. A key variable While the state as a whole experienced substantial
driving population change is migration—the movement of  outmigration throughout the 1960s and 1970s, the 1980s
people into and out of a geographic area. was a period notable for the depth and breadth of the

In the first half of the 1990s, a substantial number  outmigration activity. Ninety of the state’s 93 counties expe-
of counties in Nebraska reversed the losses of population rienced net outmigration during the decade. The three
due to outmigration that had characterized the 1980s.  counties that experienced net inmigration—Lancaster,
These positive trends will continue over the next 15 years. Sarpy, and Washington—were in metropolitan areas. Rural
There remain, however, a large number of counties, par-  counties bore the brunt of outmigration. By the end of the

decade, 40 of the state's 52 rural counties experienced
double digit rates of net outmigration. Figure 1 shows the
Figure 1 migration patterns of the 1980s by county type. In contrast,
Average Migration Rate by County Type—1980 to 1990 48 counties in Nebraska experienced net inmigration
\ 139 from 1990 to 1995. The patterns of migration from

250 L e T e 1990 to 1995 are displayed in Figure 2.
191 139 174|166 4 dm While the majority of non-rural counties
RCl P o —1'5 (metro, large trade center, and small trade cen-
. ter) experienced net inmigration from 1990 to
. 200 | 196 | -196| -258|-250| -75|-228 8 1995, the majority of rural counties continued to
169 106 [ 434 | 130 [-165 97| 1a1[4OEY: : experience net outmigration. Table 1 summa-
-104 rizes average net migration rates for the
89 116] 1341100 : 1980s, 1990 to 1995, and shows projected
05 51 | : rates for the 1995 to 2000 period by county
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type. Across county types the average
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Average Intercensal Migration Rate by County Type—1900 to 1995
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Outmigration becomes less prevalent as county
size increases. While seventeen of the 52 rural counties
(Types I-V) showed net inmigration in the 1990 to 1995
period, only four of the seventeen were counties with fewer
than 2,500 residents. At the top end of the rural county
structure, three out of five counties with populations above
7,500 showed net inmigration.

The largest changes were in the small and large
trade center county groups. Eighteen out of 23 small trade
center counties and eight out of the twelve large trade center
counties showed positive net migration in the 1990 to 1995
period.

The severity of the outmigration for those counties
that continue to experience outmigration lessened in the first
half ofthe 1990s in contrast to the 1980s. However, this could
be attributable more to decreases in the pool of potential
outmigrants (young, working-age populations) than to a

reversal of the fundamental cause of outmigration—the lack
of employment opportunities.

Keep in mind that net outmigration does not neces-
sarily mean that a county will experience a population
decrease. Births are still the largest single element in
population change for the vast majority of counties. A county
that displays more deaths than births is a rarity, and is a
county with little prospect for recovery from population loss.
In those rare cases, outmigration will accelerate the decline
of county population.

Nebraska's migration experience is not unique.
According to U.S. Department of Agriculture's 1995 Agricul-
tural Yearbook, over half of the nation's nonmetropolitan
counties lost population during the 1980s. From 1990 to
1994 these counties experienced a population growth more
than double that of the 1980s. Far fewer counties lost
population in the first half of the 1990s.

County Types

is at least 7,500 persons.

October 1996

Metro—County within a metropolitan statistical area (MSA).
Large Trade Center—County outside an MSA—population of largest town

Small Trade Center—County outside an MSA— population of largest town
ranges from 2,500 to 7,499 persons.

Rural—Population of largesttown is 2,499 persons or less. (Note
that the total populations of some rural counties exceed 2,499.)
Rural Classifications
Rural I: total population less than 1,000
Rural II: total population ranges from 1,000 to 2,499
Rural lII: total population ranges from 2,500 to 4,999
Rural IV: total population 5,000 to 7,499
Rural V: total population 7,500 or above

Business in Nebraska (BIN,



Table 1
Summary of Migration Rates
by County Size

1980 1990 1995 Positive net

to fo to migration rate

County Type/Concept 1990 1995 2000

means
Rural | —
Number of counties 10 10 10 net
Number w/positive net migration 0 2 2
Highest net migration rate -13.0 2.7 0.1 lllmllll'atllln
Lowest net migration rate -25.8 -8.2 -6.1
Average -19.3 -2.3 -1.9
Rural Il
Number of counties 8 8 8
Number w/positive net migration 0 2 2
Highest net migration rate -7.5 11.8 45 "Bﬂﬂ“‘ﬂ net
Lowest net migration rate -25.0 -9.8 74
Average -14.7 =40 -1.6 mmﬂnﬂn rate
means
Roalill==C S =
Number of counties 15 15 15 net
Number w/positive net migration 0 4 4
Highest net migration rate 72 24 07 outmigration
Lowest net migration rate -19.1 -8.6 6.5
Average -11.8 -13 -1.0
Rural IV
Number of counties 14 14 14
Number w/positive net migration 0 6 5
Highest net migration rate -8.9 6.0 36
Lowest net migration rate -16.5 -3.9 -2.9
Average -12.8 0.1 -0.2
Rural V e 1
Number of counties 5 5 5
Number w/positive net migration 0 3 - Those reversals may be due principally to
Highest net migration rate '&1 g; j-‘ large gains in nonmetropolitan service jobs. Total
hg:;s;enel IRgration st -go :0'3 0:3 employmentin nonmetropolitan counties from 1988
to 1992 grew 1.5 percent annually, while employ-
Small trade center counties ment in metropolitan counties grew by only 0.5
mumggf 07!00“%“95  iaation 23 ?g %g percent annually. Three-fourths of U.S. counties
u r w/positive net mi 3 .
Highest net migration rate 36 8.5 4.2 dependent on farm:ng, howe\{er. still are charac-
Lowest net migration rate 212027 <15 terized by decreasing populations.
faee R T Future Migration Patterns
Large trade center counties A panel of experts convened to review
Number of counties T 12 12 12 county migration patterns and forecast population
:_Uﬂl;lbﬂtr WftDOS_lW?_ net ﬂ;llgfﬂlm“ 3 g " g 113 change reached general agreement on the future
ighest net migration rate -0. : L A .
Lowest net migration rate AT T 33 29 pf mlgratlon in the state. The results are displayed
Average 87 0.1 0.6 in Figure 3 and Table 1.
: : The trend away from outmigration that
MeNQO;;e}an_fcounugs T AT R = characterized Nebraska's counties during the 1990
umber of counties : : .
Number w/positive net migration 3 5 6 to 1995 period will comlnug througlh 2000 and
Highest net migration rate 24 53 40 beyond. The short-term projections indicate that
Lowest net migration rate -9.2 -0.2 0.0 five additional counties will experience net
Average -2.1 27 22 inmigration. In general, the projected rates of net

Source: Historical data from U.S. Bureau of the Census
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inmigration will be somewhat less than those expe-
rienced from 1990 to 1995. (continued, p. 4)
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Net migration is defined as the total change in population less the natural change
in population (births minus deaths). Net migration can be either positive, indicating
net inmigration, or negative, denoting net outmigration. The term net outmigration
indicates that more people moved out of a county than entered it.

Example

1980 population 1,000
1990 population 900
Total change, 1980 to 1990 -100
Births 1980 to 1990 225
Deaths, 1980 to 1990 200
Natural change +25
Total change less natural change = net migration  -125
Net migration rate (net migration/1980 pop.) -12.5%

Attractive Nonmetropolitan Counties
Three types of nonmetropolitan counties across
the nation have been successful in attracting migrants:

m Bedroom counties—those counties located near met-
ropolitan areas, or near counties containing smaller
cities that are experiencing job growth. In Nebraska,
theseinclude counties along Interstate 80, Platte County
(Columbus), and Madison County (Norfolk).
Recreational counties—include those located along
the Niobrara and Missouri rivers, counties with con-
structed lakes, such as Harlan and Gosper counties,
and counties in close proximity to other scenic attrac-
tions, such as Dawes and Sioux counties.

* Developing counties—those counties that have in-
creased job opportunities.

Projected Average Migration Rate by County Type—1885 1o 2000

classified in five-year age groups.

= net outmigration

In addition, some analysts argue that a well developed
retirement center can serve as an attraction, particularly to
former residents of the area who prefer a rural setting for their
retirement years. Rural areas also may be attractive to self-
employed persons in high-tech fields. These persons
theoretically can locate anywhere. However, access to good
transportation, especially air transportation, may be a require-
ment. Further, itis argued that ready access to colleagues may
be important. If such people were to migrate to rural counties;
they would likely pick recreation counties or counties where
they have strong family ties.

The full implications of the migration forecast outlined in this)
article will be published by the end of the year. The monograph|
will contain population projections to the year 2010, by county, |

We are grateful to the following participants in our population
forecast panel. John Allen and Bruce Johnson, Depart-
ment of Agricultural Economics, UN-L; Tom Doering

[ ,,.,q:t-..w and Roberta Pinkerton, Nebraska Department of
‘will 12 los Economic Development; Emie Goss, Department
2.2 e 0.0 ' of Economics, Creighton University; Gene Koepke,
4.7 -4.2|10.5 -1.5 Department of Management and Marketing, UN-
15 |19 |-12] 39| 01|08l -1.8 15| K; Michael Nolan, City of Norfolk; Donis Petersan,
22| 06 Pr -2.1 [P Nebraska Public Power District, Columbus;
i " |-61]101 |-1.0 -3.0{-0.3 Y X Garth Taylor, Panhandle Research and Exten-
21|36 10 25 sion Center, Scottsbluff; and Charles
18 v . Lamphear, Bureau of Business Research,
1 . 19 UN-L. []
19 |-74( 05 g, Wl 0.5 |-0.3 05
County Type 27 |65 1.1 [-1.4-07] 0.3|-1.1]|-0.7 all 0.7
|:|Rurai

[ Small Trade Center

- Large Trade Center
Metropolitan
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Per Capita Total and Nonfarm Personal Income—Nebraska, Neighboring States®, and U.S., Selected Years

1970 1980 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995

Eesr Capita Total Personal Income

‘Amount (%) 4,050 9,940 18,670 19,200 20,150 21,220 22,050 24,130
. Percent of U.S. average 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

ebraska

Amount ($) 3,750 8,990 17,370 18,05 19,190 19,720 20,560 21,480

Percent of U.S. average 926 90.4 93.1 94.0 95.2 929 93.2 89.0
Neighboring States

Amount ($) 3,800 9,640 17,600 18,240 19,200 20,000 20,980 22,030

Percent of U.S. average 93.9 97.0 943 95.0 953 94.3 95.1 91.3
Per Capita Nonfarm Personal Income
uU.s.

Amount ($) 3,960 9,850 18,470 19,020 19,940 21,050 21,880 23,990

Percent of U.S. average 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Nebraska

Amount ($) 3,390 8.940 15,900 16,590 17,710 18,640 19,460 20,710

Percent of U.S. average 85.7 90.7 86.1 87.2 88.8 B8.6 88.9 86.3
Neighboring States

Amount ($) 3,560 9,550 17,140 17,860 18,720 19,720 20,570 21,850

Percent of U.S. average 90.0 96.9 92.8 93.9 939 937 94.0 91.1

aNeighboring states include Colorado, lowa, Kansas, Missouri, South Dakota, and Wyoming
Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis, U.S. Department of Commerce

I —t f i N
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Net Taxable Retail Sales’ for Nebraska Gities soon

Ainsworth, Brown
Albion, Boone
Alliance, Box Butte
Alma, Harlan
Arapahoe, Furnas
Arlington, Washington
Amold, Custer
Ashland, Saunders
Atkinson, Holt
Auburn, Nemaha
Aurora, Hamilton
Axtell, Kearney
Bassett, Rock
Battle Creek, Madison
Bayard, Morrill
Beatrice, Gage
Beaver Cigv. urnas
Bellevue, Sarpy
Benkelman, Dund
Bennington, Douglas
Blair, Washington
Bloomfield, Knox
Blue Hill, Webster
Bridgeport, Morrill
Broken Bow, Custer
Burwell, Garfield
Cairo, Hall
Cambridge, Fumnas
Central lstsy Merrick
Ceresco, Saunders
Chadron, Dawes
Chappell, Deuel
Clarkson, Colfax
Clay Center, Clay
Columbus, Platte
Cozad, Dawson
Crawford, Dawes
Creighton, Knox
Crete, Saline
Crofton, Knox
Curtis, Frontier
Dakota City, Dakota
David City, Butler
Deshler, Thayer
Dodge, Dodge
Doniphan, Hall
Eagle, Cass

Elgin, Antelope
Elkhorn, Douglas
Elm Creek, Buffalo
Elwood, Gosper
Fairbury, Jefierson
Fairmont, Fillmore
Falls City, Richardson
Franklin, Franklin
Fremont, Dodge
Friend, Saline
Fullerton, Nance
Geneva, Fillmore
Genoa, Nance
Gering, Scotts Bluff
Gibbon, Buffalo
Gordon, Sheridan
Gothenburg, Dawson
Grand Island, Hall
Grant, Perkins
Gretna, Sarpy
Hartington, Cedar
Hastings, Adams
Hay Springs, Sheridan
Hebron, Thayer
Henderson, York
Hickman, Lancaster
Holdrege, Phelps
Hooper, Dodge
Humboldt, Richardson
Humphrey, Platte
Imperial, Chase
Juniata, Adams

 June 1996
$
1,968

2,089
6,140

1,739
227

YTD
$

9,353
11,335
32,485

3,895

3,720

YID %
Change

el
DW=~

l‘u—i [« O .{_.)_L_n_'n L
LoonoNDmNbhodoahERNRNONNNNSOSONR S

._LI-LN.

o = [
PVANOD B2 LWWND=2 N

N
ab~aobwow

A

RodSn

1l
—
~Ohowi : osNdhbhniood NOREOE2RNORNRARNNNO=OONR SN W
OONBEWM==0NUOO0OoOO=O0ONOWNWNIOOMOUNAENNOO2WOENNOWNNNAN=_OOUONNOOONOCLAUINE2MORO~NOM=_DL~ODODM—=

(%]

—h
SN =0

- =k

Kearney, Buffalo
Kenesaw, Adams
Kimball, Kimball
La Vista, Sarpy
Laurel, ar
Lexington, Dawson
Lincoln, Lancaster
Louisville, Cass
Loup City, Sherman
Lyons, Burt

adison, Madison
McCook, Red Willow
Milford, Seward
Minatare, Scotts Bluff
Minden, Kearne!
Mitchell, Scotts Bluff
Morrill, Scotts Bluff
Nebraska City, Otoe
Neligh, Antelope
Newman Grove, Madison
Norfolk, Madison
North Bend, Dodge
North Platte, Lincoln
O'Neill, Holt
Qakland, Burt
Ogallala, Keith
Omaha, Douglas
Ord, Valle
Osceola, Polk
Oshkosh, Garden
Osmond, Pierce
Oxford, Furnas
Papillion, Sarp
Pawnee City, Pawnee
Pender, Thurston
Pierce, Pierce
Plainview, Pierce
Plymouth, Jefferson
Ponca, Dixon
Ralston, Douglas
Randolph, Cedar
Ravenna, Buffalo
Red Cloud, Webster
Rushville, Sheridan
Sargent, Custer
Schuyler, Colfax
Scottsbluff, Scotts Bluff
Scribner, Dodge
Seward, Seward
Shelby, Polk
Shelton, Buffalo
Sidney, Cheyenne
goqﬂa?i?émscw. Dakota

ringfield, Sa
SE Paul, Hc.v\ﬂ.ral;p
Stanton, Stanton
Stromsburg, Polk
Superior, Nuckolls
Sutherland, Lincoln
Sutton, Cla
Syracuse,
Tecumseh, Johnson
Tekamah, Burt
Tilden, Madison
Utica, Seward
Valentine, Cherry
Valley, Douglas
Wahoo, Saunders
Wakefield, Dixon
Wauneta, Chase
Waverly, Lancaster
Wayne, Wayne
Weeping Water, Cass
West Point, Cuming
Wilber, Saline
Wisner, Cuming
Wood River, Hall
Wymore, Gage

*Does not include motor vehicle sales. Motor vehicle net taxable retail sales are reported by county only.
Source: Nebraska Department of Revenue
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% Chg

9.8
10.9
20.6
30.0
233

-12.0
-1.0
-3.0
4.9

-12.0
15.3

8.3
12.7
11.6
2.7

1.8
4.7
16.0
19.6
15.7
17.9

29
141
0.7

3.7
41.2

58

8.6
14.0
28.5

6.7

84

5.2

9.0

7.6
14.7
241
19.3

-233
-12.5
13.7
1.9
15.2

4.8

9.1
-5.1
84.0

Motor Vehicle Sales
June 1996 YTD YTD
$ $
Nebraska *175,513 1,012,744
Adams 3,175 18,021
Antelope 817 5,603
Arthur 64 290
Banner 159 758
Blaine 38 338
Boone 689 4,599
Box Butte 1,802 9,032
Boyd 146 1,121
Brown 411 1,687
Buffalo 4,623 25,173
Burt 695 5,175
Butler 1,002 5,866
Cass 2,560 16,642
Cedar 806 6,158
Chase 579 3,299
Cherry 584 3,525
Cheyenne 1,148 7,314
Clay 680 5,099
Colfax 1,047 5,925
Cuming 1,170 7,103
Custer 819 6,849
Dakota 2,229 11,620
Dawes 805 3,905
Dawson 2,355 14,819
Deuel 158 1,659
Dixon 529 3,555
Dodge 3,330 19,556
Douglas 45,112 258,771
Dundy 298 2,218
Fillmore 620 4918
Franklin 332 2,186
Frontier 379 2121
Furnas 710 3,762
Gage 2,481 12,913
Garden 305 1,790
Garfield 114 1,103
Gosper 193 1,716
Grant 112 447
Greeley 195 1,615
Hall 6,316 34,326
Hamilton 1,005 7,326
Harlan 442 2,808
Hayes 87 807
Hitchcock 310 2,115
Holt 1,133 6,863
Hooker 176 517
*Totals may not add due to rounding
(D) Denotes disclosure suppression
Source: Nebraska Depariment of Revenue

Other Sales
June 1996 YTD YTD
$ $ % Chg

1,283,697 6,954,064 6.7
20,751 117,737 34
2520 11,272 -2.0

55 (D) (D)

(D) (D) (D)

93 (D) (D)
2,702 14,229 141
6,452 34,019 29
757 3,410 7.7
2,117 9,702 -7.0
32,241 173,270 55
2474 12,766 1.2
2,045 11,122 1.2
6,485 30,360 2.5
2814 14016 -7.3
2,502 11,674 75
4,610 21,623 56
7,708 35,632 13
2530 13,799 175
3,099 15858 6.9
4775 26,513 8.9
5,347 31,968 75
9,531 54,053 73
4249 19974 64
13,426 70,832 0.7
858 4308 -2.0
1,061 5,594 51
23,394 129,093 39
445978 2,461,145 6.2
721 3,196 13.2
2824 15171 38
886 4,292 43
633 3,444 37
2,511 14032 240
11,364 60,516 56
715 3,280 -10.6
956 3,642 -2.2
623 2,429 7.3
243 944 1.0
817 3,693 9.1
47,938 267,572 -1.1
3368 17,674 26
1,196 5058 -0.8

103 (D) (D)
729 3,435 1.3
6,187 33,249 8.5
313 1,402 8.5

Motor Vehicle Sales

June 1996 YTD  YTD | June 1996 YTD

3
Howard 656
Jefferson 891
Johnson 390
Kearney 706
Keith 700
Keya Paha 103
Kimball 388
Knox 997
Lancaster 23,549
Lincoln 3,602
Logan 116
Loup 106
McPherson 80
Madison 3,627
Merrick 949
Morrill 618
Nance 369
Nemaha 746
Nuckolls 514
Otoe 1,466
Pawnee 306
Perkins 457
Phelps 1,173
Pierce 851
Platte 3,850
Polk 563
Red Willow 1,312
Richardson 983
Rock 133
Saline 1,404
Sarpy 12,317
Saunders 2,382
Scotts Bluff 3,735
Seward 1,801
Sheridan 517
Sherman 299
Sioux 263
Stanton 630
Thayer 541
Thomas 93
Thurston 506
Valley 452
Washington 2,585
Wayne 732
Webster 322
Wheeler 91
York 1,588

$

1,235
3,922
3,946
679
3,095
2,633
13,930
5,099
2,359
805
9,645

% Chg

3.8
1.5
8.8
9.7
-0.8
26
10.5
23.5
12.2
-1.6
-17.6
-26.8

Net Taxable Retail Sales for Nebraska Gounties soon

$

1,767
3,928
1,503
2,180
7,024
103
1,684
3,053
180,349
23,511
108
(D)

(D)
30,527
2,567
1,688
889
2,895
2,094
7,658
519
1,355
5,452
1,991
21,376
2,443
11,162
3,521
633
4,670
36,054
5,935
25,368
5,981
3,056
1,011
158
992
2,612
355
856
2,337
7,007
3,292
1,423
388
10,034

Other Sales
YTD
$ % Chg

8,439 42
21,373 0.3
7,990 34
9,998 4.3
32,542 6.8
470 108
8241 -11.0
14,391 3.1
1,004,378 10.8
122,855 27

(D) (D)

(D) (D)

(D) (D)
166,223 71
12,306 9.8
7827 -105
4412 49
15,499 -0.9
11,135 05
38,118 105
2,893 0.1
6,576 16.2
27,988 1.8
9531 4.0
120,307 6.5
11,295 1.2
60,329 94
18,846 49
2,558 26
26,417 4.8
189,267 19.1
30,514 26
135,981 30
33,618 1.8
15,860 0.2
4247 0.8
749 1.1
4211 109
13,543 4.2
1,962 6.1
4,485 55
10,983 -5.3
37,278 -14
17,921 1.3
6,441 4.8
712 125
54,189 47
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Regional Employment—1994 ., August 1996
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Regional Employment—1994 .. August 1996
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June 1996 Regional Retail Sales (soo0)
Percent Change from Year Ago

Northwest Panhandie North Central Sioux City MSA
17,302 16,917 « 11.760
3.1 47 Northeast 17
126,460 Omaha MSA
Southwest 26 .
Panhandle East Central 558,098
44,373 West Central « 2.1
3.0 15,380 ' -
38,284 4.0 Southeast Lincoin MSA
1,459,210 18,815 162,681 85,096
3.3 46 1.2 23
*Regional values may not add to state total due to unallocated sales
L:I. -
/| Price Indices
Emmﬂ'menl Il' ||||||IS"' o -4 Consumer Price Index - U*
'E;% '[ (1982-84 = 100)
Revised Preliminary - % Change YTD %
July August % Change [ | August vs Change vs
1996 1996  vs YrAgo g (4 1996  YrAgo  YrAgo
Place of Work o= 1 | Allitems 1573 2.8 29
Nonfarm 822,937 827,460 0.6 ‘—U L l Commodities 139.5 23 23
Construction & Mining 39,364 39,499 1.4 "‘E Services 175.3 3.2 3.2
Manufacturing 112,044 114,033 1.7 — -
Durables 53,120 54,476 14 L SR (e comiman,
Nondurables 58,924 59,557 20
TCU* 50,091 50,257 0.7
Trade 206,566 207,534 -1.8
Wholesale 54,351 54,192 -5.8
Retail 152,215 153,342 -0.3
FIRE** 52,525 52,700 -1.1
Services 218,308 219,104 22
Government 144,039 144,333 14
Place of Residence
Civilian Labor Force 925,428 911,170 1.7
Unemployment Rate 3.1 24
* Transportation, Communication, and Ultilities
** Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate
Source: Nebraska Department of Labor
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County of the Month

Otoe
Nebraska City-County Seat

License plate prefix number: 11
Size of county: 615 square miles, ranks 43rd B Next County of Month
in the state

Population: 14,252 in 1990, a change of -6.13 percent from 1980

Per capita personal income: $18,739 in 1994, ranks 55th in the state

Net taxable retail sales ($000): $43,592 in 1995, a change of 11.7 percent from 1994; $47,914 during
January-June 1996, a change of 9.2 percent from the same period one year ago

Number of business and service establishments: 403in 1993, 58.1 percent had less than five employees
Unemployment rate: 3.1 percent in Otoe County, 2.4 percent in Nebraska for 1995

Nonfarm employment (1995):

Otoe
State County
" | Wage and Salary workers 815,089 5,432
z (percent of total)
| Construction and Mining 44 34
| Manufacturing 13.7 25.8
S| Tcu 6.1 27
| Wholesale Trade 6.5 4.7
Retail Trade 18.6 229
| FIRE 6.4 35
| Services 25.8 17.1
| Government 18.5 20.0

Agriculture:
Number of farms: 805 in 1992, 1,005 in 1987
Average farm size: 405 acres in 1992
Market value of farm products sold: $58,502 million in 1992 ($72,673 average per farm)

Sources: U.S. Bureau of the Census, U.S. B of Ec Analysis, Nebraska Depart of Labor, Department of Revenue
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Quarterly Business Conditions Survey

he Nebraska Department of Economic Development, the Nebraska De-

partment of Labor, and the University of Nebraska-Lincoln’s Bureau of

Business Research are launching a new Nebraska Quarterly Business
Conditions Survey to provide regularly updated data on employment, wages, and
business revenues in the state. Questionnaires will be mailed to 3,000 Nebraska
businesses on October 11.

The data are expected to provide insight into full-time versus part-time employ-
ment opportunities; wages offered for new hires in various occupational categories;
the degree of difficulty businesses have in finding qualified job applicants for
positions; current business sales trends and the reasons for revenue increases or
decreases; the short-term sales outlook for Nebraska businesses; and other informa-
tion.

Funded primarily through the federal School-to-Work Initiative, the survey is
expected to help the Initiative better integrate its programs with the needs and
concerns of Nebraska businesses, as well as add to databases feeding into the
Nebraska Career Information System.

B A n&_@um“nmw’&mamw - [ Nonprofit Org.
Uneversiy of Nabraski-Lingon el subecapion ala 1§ $10 fsp e . U.S. Postage
PAID

University of Nebraska-Lincoln—Dr. James C. Moeser, Chancellor Lincoln. Nebraska
College of Business Administration—John W, Gocebel, Dean ¥

l Permit No. 46
Bureau of Business Research (BBR) )
\‘\’ ... business is not our only business

[ ~ spemallzes in.
economic |mpact assessment
+ demographic and economic projections
« survey design
+ compilation and analysis of data
« information systems design

« public access to information via NU ONRAMP

For more information on how BBR can assist you or your organization, contact us
= {402} 472-2334; send e-mail to: clamphear@cbamail.unl.edu; or use the
WOrId Wide Web: wwwicba.unl.edu/bbr/bbr.html
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