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An 0verview ol Population Estimates

he [J.S. Bureau oflhe Census producesannual
population eslimates Jor stales and counties.
New state estimates arc rc eased or December
31 ofthe sameyeaf, wh ch meaisthe esti-
rnates tor Ju y l, 1997 were rgleased lasl De-

cember3l. Counlyestimalesthatareconsistentwilh
the previously released slate estimates are usually
reeased in thespring oflhelollowing year. Along
wlth each new rclease, the Bureau aso revises est -
mates of previous years. In l\larch 1998, it released
new 1997 county estimales, as wellas revisionslor
1991-1996.

Slate and County Eslimalion Melhodology
Stah estimates ar€ derived by summinq county esti_
mahs to lhe slate level. The Cgnsus Bureau dev€lops
county estimates wilh a componontchange procedurc
caled ihe Tax Return melhod. T0 b!ild the model, the
Burcau estimales €ach componentof popu ation
change separalely. Fof peopl€ residirg in households,
the componenls ofchange ars births, deaths, and net
mi0ralion, includlng net lmmigration from abrcad. For
th6 non-housohold pop!lauon, change is rcprcsented
by netchange n lhe population in gfoup quarlers
facilities.

Indiana births and deaths are estimatsd usino
dala provlded bythe Nalional Cefter ior Health Slatis-
tics and the Indlana State Dspartmant of Health. Th€
miOralion component is ostimatod lorthe under-65
population usino fodenliicome tax retun dala;Jor
thoso 65 and over, ii uses lvl€dicare coveao€ data.
Group quarters pop!lation data are collectod annLrally
bytho Indiana Bus ness Research Cenle( ifcluding
the iurnbef ot pooplo roslding in colleoe and !niver-
sity housin0, coiioctionallacllit es, menta healih
facilities, and juv€n l€ facllltios. These dalaare us€d to
esiimate the chanOo in non'household popu ation in
each county.

ln an eftort to meet us€rs'demands for cuftent
dala, the Census Bufeau's produclion schedule was
accelerated n the rnid'1990s so that counly estimales
forJuly 1 0l each yearwould be availabl€ thelollow'
ing spring. Because data arc usually notalailable for
the cuffeni€slimate year, the Bureau often estirnaies
thes€c0mponents usin0 simplilyingassumpiions,
inc uding the assumptionlhatthere has been no
change inlhe data between the pevious year and ilre
currenl year-or, ii more recent data arc available ai
the slate level, thatlhe djstributon oi data by county
did notchangefrorn ihe prioryear. Ayear lale( the
iniUal component esi malesare rcplaced by revised
estimates based on the actual data lor the cornp0'
nents o1popu ation change.

The annua revision process can rcsult in conf!-
sion. ll users would add onlylhe newly rel€ased esti-
males forlhe most recenl yearlo an existing database

1

orspreadsheel, the changes and perc€ntchanges
fromthe prevousyearthey calc!lated would be dif-
ferentfrom those obta ned by using the r€vised tig-
ures tor the previous year

Coun9 Estlmale Revisions, 1996
In fi,4arch 1998,the Census Bureau released revisions
of 1996 county populalion estimates that had been
orig naly released in the sprlng of199z Hiqhliqhts 0f
these rev sions include:

Estimated population forthe stale as ofJuly 1,
1996 was cutfrom 5,840,528 to 5,828,090 fora
decfease of 12,438 peop e-a0.21% reduclion.
Eleven countes saw upward revsions for a totalof
255 more people. Eighty-one counties saw down-
ward revisions for a lotalol12,693 fewer people.

The laDsst numerc dillerenceswerc in Madon
Couity (down 2,671 people) and Lake Couity
(down 924 people). The lafossl fumeric increase
was in Dearborn County (up 62 p€ople).

The largest percentags ditfsfonces were in Franklin
and Erown countios, oach down byaboul1%.
For6TcoLrnties,thercvislonswero between-0.3%
and 0.390. For 16 couities, the rcv sions wers
behreen -0.4% and -0.3%. Foriine counties, the
revislons w€fe b€tweef -1% and -0.4%.

Sub-Counly Esllmal6s
The Consus Bureau aso prcducos ostimates forall
ctl€s, towns, ard townships ln lho nation, although
thetrsquoncyand timing 0fthes€ rsloasos vafy. Tho
most recent sub"county populalion estirnates for
1991-1996 werc rsleased in November 1997.

The Bureau calculated sub-county estimates
us ng ihe Distributivo Housing lllethod. Starting with
the rumberof housing uniis in each geographic area
from the 1990 census, and uslng b!i ldlng perm tand
demolition data l0r l990-1996, an esiimate 0lthe
n!mber ol hous ng units Jor July 1, 1996loreach
geograph c area was calculated. Then applying the
persons per household rates ircm the 1990 census,
eslimates ofihe househod Do0ulatiof were calcu-'
laled. Esilmales 011996 qroup quarters population
were added to the household eslimatesio yieldioia
population esiimales foreach area. The Census Bu-
reau has announced lhat ii expech to re{elease the
1996 sub-couniy eslimates during the summer of
1998.

0rmographic Eslimates
The Census Bureau also periodica ly releases popula-
tion eslimales with demographic detailfor slates and
counties. We currently have estimates byage, gender,
race, and origin lor Ju y 1, 1996.

Joan Rainey
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Growth and Decline: Indiana and the U.S.

oos er population continues to qrow, according
10 populatior estirnates released bythe U.S.
Bureau olthe Census on December Sl , 1997.
Butthe rate ls sl0werthan itwas earl ier in the
decade. The state's population s esiimaled to

have incrcased from 5.83 mi ion in 1996 to 5 86
m l ion n l997,1oran increase of36 000 people and
an annualgroMlr rate ol0.6%.

The estirnates suggeslihat popu ation groMh n
the state s slowino down and s consistenl with the
slowing in the state! economic growth. Both the
popu ation and the economy conunueto grow, btlt
more sowy lhan ln lhe early 1990s. Growtlr in the
most tecerl year accounls forthe smallestamounl of
annualgrowlh s nce 1990, both in iumbers of people
added and yearly rates (see Figure 1).

ovemll, the slate has grown by320,000 people
slncethe most rccent census in 1990-sixtirnes tlre
gfowlh olthe 1980s (54,000). The rale 015.8% be'
tween Apf 1,1990 and JLrly 1, 1997 is much h gher
than the 1980s raie ol l%. The state expefi€nced nel
out"migfation n the 1980s, with more people movlng
out ol ndiana lhan movino n. The s ght growlh in
the '80s wasthe result ot naturalincrease (m0Te
b rths thaf deaths).

The migration pathrns in the state have changed
if the'90s. We are experhncing a foversa of previous
migfation lrerds with ar0er numbels ot people mov-
iig into lhe state. Th s n'migration and naiural if-
crease are combining to accountfot afoeramounls
of0rowth as wollas morc rap d popu ation orowtlr
than we saw n lhe '80s.

Tax return-based migration data lrom lho RS
prcv de evidence that more peop e ate now movinO
into hdianathan are mov ng oul.0fthe net popula-
t on iicrease ol36,000 people belween 1996 and
1997, aboll30 000 were lhe resu I of more birlhs
thaf deaths with the rema ning 6,000 due to fet in_
mtgral0n

Anfua populauon qrowlh forlie slate appears
to have peaked bet'i/een 1992 and 1993, when Ure
Hoosier slate's population qrew by 52,000 people,
with 33,000 more births than dealhs and a net in_
migration of 19,000 peop e.

Indianab growth late 0f5.8% between 1990 and
1997 s owerthan the 7.6% rale forthe nal iof .  The
Hoosier state has been the 28th lastest grow ng state
n the nation between 1990 and 1997, retain ng its
posilion as lhe nation's 14th most populous stale.
Howevsr,lndiaia's share ol the nation's popu ation
cont nues to decline, lrcm 2.56% n 1974,la 2.42'k
n 1980, t0 2.23% in 19s0, and l0 2.1990 in 1992

Tlre state's growlh rate of 5.8% cornpares favot-
ably wlth that ot neiglrborinq slates. The l\llidwest
region grew by 4.7% during lhe same seven"year
pe od. Ind ana has grown laslerthan i ,4lchigan, l l l i '
nois, aid 0h o, with a slighlly lo\!eT rate ol !r0wlh
lhalr Kentucky (see Table 1).

The West conlinues to be lhe fastestgrowino
reg on in the nat on, w lh its growlh rate 0f 12.5%
between 1990 and 1997. Nevadas growth 0f a mosl
40% between 1990 and 1997 makes it ilre fasl9st
growinO state n lhe nation (see Figuro 2). ll has
added 475,000 peopk slnce 1990, rnoving it past
Nebaska to become the naton's 37tlr most populous
state. In the rnost recenl year, between J! y l, 1996
and July 1,19gZ Nevada added 76,000 psople l0ran

Figurc 2
Top Ten Slatos in Bale 0l Growlh,1gg0-1997
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Figufe 1
Twonty Yeats 0l Po0ulalion Growlh in Indiana
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annualqroMh rale 014.7%. This rnade itlhe fastest
growing state in the nation forlhe 12th consecutive
ytat.

other states wilh high groMh rates betwe€n
1990and 1997 IncludeArizona, ldaho, Ulah,C0l0-
rado, Georgia, Washington, and Texas (see Fig0re 2
foractualates). Calitornlaand ToMs added the larg-
est nlmbers.of people since 1990, with population
incrcases olalmost2.5 million p€opl€ in each slate.
other states adding laroe numbers ol peopl€ include
Florlda, Georoia, A 2ona, and Norlh Carolina.

The Dislricl ofCollmbia has expe enced ade-
cline of almost 78,000 pooplo since 19g01or a loss
rat8 0f12.8%. Connecticutand Rhode lsland hav€
also lost population b€twoon 1990 and 1992 Psnnsyl-
vania expefienced lhs laru8st numerlcal population
decline in the most rccenlyear botween July 1,1996
and July 1, i997, wilh its population loss 0f20,000
peopre In 0n€ y€ar

The Census Bueau estimated that the nalions
population increased lrom 248.8 million in 1gg0to
267.6 million in 1997.Thelen most populous states
are Califomia (32.3 million), Texas (19.4 million), New
York (18.1 miilion), Fl0rida (14.7 milli0n), Pennsylva'
nia (12.0 lni l l ion), l l l inois {11.9 mil l ion),0hl0 (11.2
million), Michigan (9.8 milli0n), NewJeGey {8.1
million), and Georgia (7.5 milli0n).

Indiana, ranked as the 14th mostpopulous state
with an estimatod 1997 population 0f 5.86 million, ls
closelyfollowed by the stale ol Washington, with a
1997 population estimate 015.61 milllon. ln the most
recenlyear behve€n 1996 and 1992 Indiana nnked
asthe 29h faslesl growing state, al an annualnte ol
0.6%. Compare thls to Wash ington, the 8th {astest
Orowino ltate wilh an annual nte of 1.6%, Assumifg
thatihese annual rates wlll continuB fesults in a pro-
Jecilon thatWashington willpass Indiana as iho14th
laroe$ slate inihs y6 2002.

U,S. National
Average

7.6%
nn

lndiana
Average

5.8%



The Suburbs: Fastest Growing Hoosier Counties

lnceihe 1990 census, the lastest grow ng coun
t es in ndiana have been pr mai ly suburban
co!nties, according lo populalion eslimates
rcleased lhis past l\Iarch 17 by tlre U.S. Bureau
olthe census (see Map 1).0l  Indiana's 92

olthe second lastest grow ng HooseI counly, Hen
drcks. r lad Hamilton County wasihe fastestgrow_
ing counly ln the flve-slate region c0nsistinO of Ind -

ana, lllinois. Kentucky, 0hio, and Miclrigan.
Other fasl-growing Hoosier couilies lnd!ded

Hendricks Johnson, Dearborn, owen, Hancock, IVlor-
qan, Jasper,  Jefninos and Washinqlon (seeTable 1).

Hamllon Counlyalso the led the state n popula-
liof Orowth in the mosi recentyear, witlr more than
7,000 people added-a rate 014.8% between July 1,
1996 and July 1,1997 othercounues experenc ng
growth over 2% in the most recent year ncluded
Hendr cks, Switzerland. Dearbom, Johnson, [,4orqan,
Harison. I l lam, Hancock, Jenni igs,and Carrol l

Recent popu aton grovr'th n Ii,4 am Counly is
fotable In lacl, N/liami County has been the state's

Joan Bainey
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counties.49 !rewiasterthan the state belween 1990
and 1992 wth growth rates exceeding 5.8% (see
Map 2).lwenty-seven coLinties expe enced popula-
t  on growth between 1% and 5.8%, 11 countes
showed l t l lg popu at ion change (Less thai  1%), and
Iive count es expeTienced popL ation decline of more
lhan 1% slnce the 1990 census.

Hamilon Counly hd the state in popu at0n in-
crease, bolh in numbers (almost46,000 mofe people)
and n gfoMh rate (42.1%)between 1990 and 1997.
ts growth rale since the 1990 census was tw ce tlrat

lvlap 1 Map 2

lndiana County Population Change
Compared to Stale Average, 1990 to 1997

Indiana County Population Change
Compared to National Average, 1990 to 1997

E Counli.r grealslhan sldle avqase T
E

U.S, = 7.6%
Co u niies 9r6aler ihan nalional average

counries less ihan national averageI counries less than statsavease
























