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e:of the more poputar statrst:cs that appears

fter each census is the Iocatlon oithe center of:

gpopulatron haq marched steadrly NE; xtward tcr ‘
rs: For srx oecades f1890 1041 i

fllhnoss in 1950 Thc 1990 cém
ected:to be somewherein Southeast: Mrcsourr when
'the final census: numbers-are released. :
self a smgular center af; pcputatron IS no*

may be defined-as the center of pcpulatron grav:
-ty forthe area.” In-other words. itis the pointin.
which an area would balance.if it werea rigid plane.

without weight-and*the population were distributed. on

it, each:individualibeing assumed fo have an'equa
wight-and exert-anequalinfiuence on the center
point propartional.to-his distance: from the point: The:

'plvotal point. therefore. would be the center:of gravity -

" ~-(Shryock and-Siegel 1976). The greater the'distance

. :betweenthe plotted poinis; the greater thethangain
- pcpulatron istribution over-that period ¢f time. The
- direction o te channe m distribution can atsn be

© measured by exar  ,thea

*sequent census:itmoved wesf—raprdly i

1800s and’ againafterthe Civil War due'to

leveis of: fnrergn |mmrgranon Afterthe im;

How was cut off by 191 0 an

This snows that while the g

ywestward noth the northern

as; welf as contmued growth in‘the west By 1980.
enter had crossed the Mississippi River. and it rs

‘/ estimated that' the 1990 center will “for the first trme
rshow mare mavement southward than westward:

- The'same. concent of comparison of population .

‘drstnbatron can. He applied to the:state: levs|. Indianas
 settlement h ‘
itsce rot population: Ualike the:U.S. “which was .

seth ted east to.west. Indrana was settled sotithto

tory. olayed a‘partinthe:movement:

north. 1n-1820. the siate center of population wauld
have tzen somewhere in Washrngton County
/ 190“ however




“Morgan:

: 'of the capnta! so the state centerof populatlon was in:
northern Marion County {see Figure'2) Given: the blZE

- .ot Varion Countys population-and-its-location i in-the
center of the; tate: it-has exercised a.strang mﬂuence

on the-location of the center ofpoputation:. t
w10 move the center overtime. there must be

: rdinagy’ change in the distnbutlon of the state’s -+
‘,populatlon and'the-change must take placein arnas
«-located as far away as possible from.the center of =

: tndlana This is exactly what has happened overthe

last.90 vears. The largest changein Indiana popula

- tion distribution has occurred.j in the northern tier of
: courtles and in the: OhIO Rrver‘ cou nthe south.

rdohason

BEtween ‘900 and 1910, the popuhtxon of Lake

. County more than deubled: This:was the-pri
rxbutmn chanqe ofthe decad :

mdustry injust one county over tO /ears was enough

0-move:the center about 10 miles: This-isipar

‘ the best example of-how populanon changes:i in ‘ust

onearea can change the d|str|but10n pat erns nt tne

‘entire state.

- However itis lmportant toinote that the: centero ¢
pogulation: moved onty: e|ght miles in the decade
ihus:in.indiana: uniike in the .S, smail changé

- the. populatlon center can-reflect relatively:arg

changes in:the state: S population distribution:: =
By 1920 the autemohile revolition was well un-‘
dprway and Indiana was a.leader in‘the manufactir

.ing: of automobnes and-autamabile parts. ‘This mdus‘
Ly was centered in the northernithird of the: state.

pamculartynn St Joseph Elkhart .and Allen: count|e },
Therend was a correspondmg flow ofin-migration tg: the
rea. causi ing many of the: forthern counties to:¢

faster than:the state average. This caused the 1920
~,cente' of state prLHaUOﬂ to.move alrest stra|ght

north into southeastern Boone County: These trends

. continued thfsughout the 1920s. and by 1930 the

Lcenter.had moved north once aga
ttme to the area around:-Nomthfield in Boone County

¢ Thisisa rather unmuc SIthatlon gsven that lh *geo-
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'coupled wrth the contrnued slow po'pu!atro growth rn
the’southers haif of fhe gtateC moved the 4950 centevr"o
ofstate: populatron almost strarghton%rth to,i ru tout 9

Lo T‘tr%trend:. ofthe™ 9405 eontrnued n tohe 81’95'10‘;4“
d:the pﬁpetatronst» cerftesblsy
cadditional t@@toroat?ectrn’g th
thie' post»war ba?tt,,%taoorrrS 7
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his, n addmo‘n tota L
‘stowdown in the rural depopufation:inthe southern
half of the state: caused the. population centerto.
"o,we south for the:first time in‘the state’s history. The

' - {970 center of state populatron waSJust msrde Boone -

‘ therparts of
fern movement
the 1970s; By 1980 the ce
, Boane-Hamilton county fin
"gast of Big Springs. As Indiana began to experrence
et out mrgratron the northern countres became

) t
same tinie, there was a minor resurgence of growthir
the southern part of the state. Altheugh this “Rural
Renarssancn was very smaH compared to that i
hiohelp.:
r|ng the-population center a Irttte farther south: .
~@inn the early 19813?3the bottom dropped out ot

[

thestate expenencrng unprec-
" gedented !e\aels otcout Mgt 15
que ron ofcgarlrertxed(r :

o
o
5
e

cjeoctedm thr,r& ou
Dealama jnﬁot“la rd
toé‘?gregte@f effé
02307 9% 0

oifHowg:ver th Jg”en

any: her part of the state."
unty that was res mnsrble"

or the center S

%
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the state has always % acted a strong mfluence on:
the poputatron center's movement: Thisiis augmented
by the fact that the central region-has had'the highest

: growth~rate in‘the state So whrle the north wa

e trat part of the state vv
ence.: : ‘
Connectrng the dots representmg th : O centers
‘of-poptlation reveals roughlya figure-eight pa, ern;
k Whrle the basic moveme’tt is‘north and‘south
also movement eastand west-during alternate ‘per ds
in Indrana hrstor/ This provtdes a graphlc re

orrﬂng as welt as thetrmrng Oft] Mtanges
. The futiire mavenierit ofithél

the. span ot one century; i "t:t‘taneﬂ :
tronwrll have adergonea




) eek’tne Indiana Business Re-

garch:Genter (IBRf‘fre Ceives 3 call askmc;for h

infarmation about g naa:omcpames These 2
calls come: from( such;

tives d|fferent|y The p(glvateoge@torsays:“)/‘/eg
aingdmarketing straegys o ordWele C@c;ns

opemng a new b@n@h warehome/@iagﬁ

By
tlo'nswnd Hovﬂmr‘y quesh@naofhé‘ qﬂe“suons are
R@Ne
the same. mm a few ChdfaatGI’ISIICS r”h vary. These

‘ ’ ca@;t@f@ieﬁm ofauxo,
tadrers m(\l\@ﬁhwest h‘thana?

reas with \/Igm Street pxﬁ A
ghanged in tfe pas@@e@ears@
I

n ﬁ‘af“m lists f

{ 'brarles tn At

a e mg pwn
wc‘@some mfor-

broad the . A /man/ qu‘e%ons ¢an be ansve dbyﬂ

publlc infbernation released“ﬁ sth ,0r federal aaen‘
- cies. The {BRCamaintains a data bise that contain
%\mong oth@rJ )mﬂme series of annugl payrolf:
“mplovmenr’and num\aer of establishments at the“\
- state or county-level. Eacr of *rqfse&geogmfp)hlc re§§
can be further brokan dow f‘) wdustry divisio
vigyer, xf Ih‘fS vdr‘“mbke‘*;va‘re defined-more,ng
i mstance ifthe @ Graphm vanabie |5)a ci
; enteﬁfﬁmse 7oné:’or Lhe mdustr/ vanaole is a%cery

i3] \
’nfhan af qorsi DevelcprTen[
o ouncn asked ﬂ"w IBRC to vestigatg thees

fomy. Durmg ihe 19805 68
rams had’been formét

p opueas C(ﬂ'poratsp maro it
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The orgamzamon or ES”‘ZOé/fr!es fnakes na!jsrs over
thv.e \"ery drﬂ ofili®, Atis asouueach ;

eofmder forothe%qfualrter and-alkAil
ﬁuir’t”eraare stored i orwed‘lle cabig

2 emoffrgh hISlU"fy 1or many apphcatlons Five years of:

. dataare frequentiyirequested. [fihe dara were kept for.

flve years.. 20 flle Cabmets wou!d have to be search =

[hesedata are con3|dered confldentlal b/ state Iaw .

. Speolﬁcaliy the law states that thisinformation hall-

not.be publlshed nor be open to:public: |r‘spect|0n n
. any manner. revealrng the.individiai’s.or the employ

ng unue identity. ~In practice. this means.that

aggregate figures must be baséd on at least three .

establishiments in which ne individuat establmhm nt

'omprrses more than 80%-of the total. :

There | is.good cause for.the confidentiaiity™ :
clauses surroundin he public reteas‘e of such infor-

sed by other state agen-

However “the Iaw does not clearly-address uces
; ,uade once the data are accessed T%e

Percent,

|

; amc‘le weypresem examp!es Irrar conforr
- tiality-restrictions but are nonetheless ata

idetailthatis not currently availgnle: T

situations would-gain i value 1f ompared-totive qta
or other similar‘counties and:ifmore than eight
ter of actrvrt/ vere avarlable forawa’/s 5 :

Oneot.our ob;ecnves for the pilot pro;ect Was to |den-
iy, growth mdustries i Grant County. Qurfirst, job
,was 1o determme the growth parameier——empiw-
: ent “payrall or number of-establishments. We

hose e in.wages. adjusted for inflation

most relevam measure-of growth. The second ta ,
was to determine the -appropriate mdustry Ievel
ES202 records cortain four-digit SIC codes: however
we demded o begin with 2 broadsr look, usmg'the

. frrst two dlgxts ofThe S!C code; and then fecus o :

fled the 15 mdus’[rles in-Graat County den 0 stratmg' .
-greatest grawth from third qumer 1987 tathird tmar- :
ter 1988 (s h'\wn in Ta ‘

ection as at the two-digit {ével - Bu
a good case m pomt Overajl busine
] which:includes pest con-
ok andja rtorlal servmes showed the gréatest per—

Lcentage increase (78,29

Lo Change had the greatéit doliar inc
> 10 confidentia 1 : :
cated matal produ

se (891,299} in the cat-

edpr’oauczs e 26 z o ' ‘ N :
warehouses Gl i e L : ‘ ‘ e ,' " Code Real Wages: Change
achinery & equipment. S35 Cei227.259° 26 e Services - S078 8179543 gl
ellaneois prastlc pro e 1226, E | SRR Cred I 730 1386,
\ dranle g k 50 189, 14.6 ‘ ? L34 BT Is6
:Transr)o: al ﬁequrpme S ‘ CoeTEE g i : 735
: fe e ' ‘ ; ! 737
Misc: BJSIF"SS Ser\uces : 738
‘Non= Drsc'osed e




egory S|mu|taneousl :
reasmg ,showed a decrease

"10799 938 i ' WO

2893501 ' with gstablishmentispeeifis recor
12.063.960 ; Oy R X
10,968 971 abu ons of th d;r@mﬂo N of groith (d

01748 551 Dy employment rd q" We bédan
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605 2427 qgoszigp . the numberof repoding shits (Ast2b
Lm0 e g 1119, 91792090 ployees and:gua arly nomigal wags
5149965475 - 1363 30430 $16776351 .

EMPLOYMENT

. "grow’; orsshrin e ¢ ‘
scught to.determ . pon ts of the chang
These tabulations are presented |

H 473 070
18.198.046
another range
Shrlnklng to 50 99 from anotherrange -
‘Shrinking from 50:99t0 another range:

Exit (initst penod/not 2nd)

Note the totalc for the row dand 00lumn |
eaded not ex15f1ng These totals app:

rate, Becalse these entry/exlt movornents may on|
reflect a change in ow“ersh o Wlthout cle




-cessor/successor rdentrfrcatron the net change of:+19

exits, srnce an»accou@t change @@u!d appedr as one°° 2

entry dndoone(exn Thrrerefore net’ c]hang rrn num’uer:,

ongivhe frHs out thereport. not necessarrl/ th
location address; We were able to identify that 33% of
- the-Grant County records @ither Had no address. only:
aP.0. Box, ora mailind address that is ouof the -
county This figuie does notaccount for mai lling-ad-
. dresses that may be admrnlstratlve affices of multic
perating units in-the same county: THis finding se

verely limits-the-ability to-use the data-to facilitate:
plannrng or.programevaluation ir sub- cgunty areas

: Each of these hmltatrens is surm untable ln :

: defrcrencres several years ago The BLS latnched an
. rnr*ratrve to rdentn‘y the def ‘encies and oppor‘unrtre

: prdvrded seed mone/ to
sfate employment agencres to-begin implementation.’

derway to correctt sin the upcomrng legrsratrve :

ﬂU"nb&r" otem dy‘ee ,
38 dOWoWaaes are contrnuous N

e POSitive wags 05°but n;n ety QD
o 9 :
rrc"usmstan@esha Wabe persers

5 =

& st generate Irsts“)of ;
I emp!-ovmem brgeographrc

mahe”tnese rdentrfrcat,,on,s we“could reduce costs
assocra*edwrth ec"@;vurrrn@ pronrretca,y rgarketr
Rdtition '/a ru\"s data cauld bﬁ used 15 g e'

used to give a clearer picture of Indiana busines ‘

Ctemns and support public policy: decrsron mak g‘

rdrtronaliy We nope tne examples have served 0.fri k

ns regardrng legal s Once
these: questrons ar enswered systems canbe de:

! fsrgned 1o prctect conndentralrty while allowing. ﬂexrble

data; access for legal uses bj authon?ed users
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on grewth ratesof just 1. O pereent from 1980

1051990 (see Figure: 1). The 50 states together
few by/9:8%, Nevada led the nation with a.

s '50:2%:increase, while fotr states declined dur-
ingithe'dscade Each of Indiana's four neighboring .

‘states grewr even i85 rapidly than dd Ehe Hoosrer
state:

54:000 personsi(seeE gire 2). Thisis the least
-amount ofigrowth the state has: experienced in this.
cemury Theall-off in growth ofthe Hoosier stateis

much mare severe than the detling of grovith natxon- alt

.ally (seé Figure:2): Forthe pastihree decades lhe
nation has added between 22 and 24 million w
PErSOns. fr‘liowmg the 28 mmlon ingrease in

Jthe 1950s. ; ;

© o Hamilton Cou'u/ led the state with a .

L 32.8% growth-of-popuiation from:1986 to

1990 {see-Figure:3). Seven other Hoosier
counties exceeded:thz national raté of popy-

S»ncé the addmon ofmorethan /2/ OOD persons /
in the 1950s! Indiana’s population growth has moder=:.
-ated:sharply: In'the 1980s:the: State'grew by less than

. ;"ban Cmcmnati led the way In aH 43 countles gre\

during the decade of the 1980s.
 The majority (49-0f §2) of Hdosier counnes lost

population from 1980 o 1990 (see Figure 4): Gener-

ally.-ali-counties on the.western border ard ina broad:

wosweep Trom Hammond to Richmond saw declines:
Sullivan County had the Sharpest fall at 10%_ with
‘,Blackford Randolph. Henry and Lakejust bhhmd
- {losses over 9%).

- Only 41:0f the state's 92 COLHUES grewin’ both
the 1970s and the 19805 { (see Fsgure Sy-Allbut: one
of these 41 counties hadless: absolute growth'in

~-.nurhbers during the. 1980s than they hadinthe .
-1970s. The two-decads growth-leader was Hamslton

County. which added nearly 27,500 in the 1970s and

‘;fanotner 26, QGO in the 19803 Por‘erCourt,/ after

UMITED STATES

- lation growith (9.8%) The northeastern L 9000
_ Counties. suburban Indianapolis. and Subur- - - 1010-20
- ‘ o gy
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pasting a state-eading 32.700 growth in the 1970s.
- fell-off to'an addition of just 9.100/n the 1980s. The

exceptional county was Elkhart. which alone among:
the counties growing in-both periods added more.to

its numbers in the 1980s (18.900) than rtd|d inthe L
. 19705(10 800). \

In 24 counties. the growth of the 19705 exe

“ceeded the decline of the 19805 sufﬂmentl; toleave.a
Cwnetdncrease for the two decades togsther. Forex.
~.ample: Jasper Coumy added 5.700 in the 19705 and:
‘lost nearly 1.200'4n the 1980s, ending with a net in=

Yo Crease 0f.4.500 for thp 20-year period .

United States = 9,
Indiana =1 :

Two' counties posted dramatic posmve tu

‘aromds Marion.and St: Josephhad hoth lost popun
: ton m:the 10/Os In the 1980s these two-counties
i emenenced grow ung populations that-offset the sar-:
- ligr declines. so in1990 themotals vere greater than
o ,H.ey had beerin 19/

ﬁeen Indiana couwnes postea declings:
19803 thaL wiped out thergains:in‘popitfation

those countles difring the 1970s. Howard Count' 't

Ten Hogsier Pcuntles continied to 1ose popu -

tionin thD 19803 jUSl as theydld m Lhe 19/0 "Of‘ :

" -Marion: and St Jeseph) saw:niore popu!amn growth

the: 19803 than they experienced inthe 1970 ‘For

the rest ofithe state. the 19805 were a period ofre

Growing Chunties
Growth'in tothinariods
Growt h in 70s > Dewne
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