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tics, arc responsibe forthe liof's
share of staiistical dala
emaratifg from
WashinOton.

ewslhatwonl shakethe earth, bul may have a
devastal ng etfecl on economic and demo-
qraphic statislics, reached usva aTown Hall
meelinq held in Chicago in ateAuglstwilh Dr
Everett Ehrlich, Undersecretary lor Economic

Altairs allhe U.S. Depanmentof Commerce, and DI
[,laftha Fafirsworth Rhhe, direclor olthe B!reau of
the Census. They were in Chicago to discussthe 2000
Census and other statisticalevents with peop e from
Indiana, l l inoh, and wisconsin.

The major item d scussed bythe aud ence was
the prcposalin Congressto disrnante the LJ.S. De-
partment ol Commerce, calledihe "Departmenl of
Commerce Dismant ing Act." Underthis bi l , lhe Bu_
reau ol Economic Anaysls wo!ld be part olthe Fed-
eralReseru€, and the Bureau oflhe Censuswould end
up jn Trcasury-an ominous choice, if ighl0tlhe
censls's need for a strong perceplion to back !p tho

cutofthis mao nitude will resuli in a redLrctionto
the core ofthe lJ.S. statistical base-a reduction
equivahntlo aboul40% otcutfenl econom c
slatislics programs orabout 66% ofcurrcnl de-
moqraphic pro0rams."

Polenlial lmpacls ol lhe Culs on Bureau
ol Economic Analysis Programs

. The reqional economic slatistics prcqram would
be elirninaled. This is the program lhal provides
us with couffyand metroarea dala 0n pe60na
income, pet capita ncome, Sarnings and employ-
rnent by industfy sslimates and projections, and
gross state prcducl. Gone, too, wou d be quarterly
slate data.

. We woLrld also lose Fofeigf Direct Inveslment
Data, which prov des establishment-l€vel inJoma-
Uon by slate and irdustry on foreion direct invssl-
m€nl rnlhe lJnited States.

Whatwould Indiana lose itthese clts go
ihrough? Ws would iosethe abilitytolrack lhe
progress ol our p€ople and o!r businesses. These
data are theloundalion of much ofthe decision mak-
ng thatgoes oi in detem nino capitalifvestments,
croating new businesses, findino n€w mafkats, aid
making policy decisions aboulth€ qlality 0f lito h 0uf
staie. Business€swould bs much rnote uncerialn
about local markoi condiiions.

reality of corfidentiality. These two burea!s,
along with the Burea! of Labor Statis'

Al ths samo time, severe
budgel cuts arc bolng pfoposed lhatthe

Census BuTeau and tho Bureau ol Economic
Analysls have tod Congresswould result in the

lollowingl

Potonllal lmpaol ol Culs on
Consus Botoau Ptograms

Drasticallyroduced2000 decennial census. FY95
wasa "trouoh" yeariorthe Census budgel, since
th€ doc€nnialisthe big licket lem and most oflhe
wo*Jorthat \^,as cornpleled by 1993. [4id-decade
is the time the Bureau typically "ramps" up, p an-
fino and testino forthe upcom ng deceinia. To
cut a "trouoh" year bldgetand then expecta cen-
sus is cLrttifg into ihe bone ratherihan elim naling
the fal. lt also makes ll neary impossib eto move
lorward withlhe "coniinuous measurement" plan,

Elirninale the econom c,0overnrnenlal, and agri-
cultural s-year censuses.

Killihe Economic nf0rmatlon lntrastructure Iniua-
live (so-called El3), the modemizalion oftederal
statistics proorams. According to Dr. Ehrlich, "A

Would Indlana survive? cerlain ylhese are not
liie ordealh matters. Bui it seems ill'advls€d to cul
$25-50 milion irorn these combined budoets, when
the fesultwould be cosis severa tlmesthat atge
when slate and localgovernments are forced to de-
velop localmeasures. lt is also ironiclhal slashing
such imporlanl informalion as thal produced bythe
Census Bureau and the Bureau of Economic Analysis
h being prcposed at a time when technolooy isallow-
ing millons of people access to that inionnation.



Projected Household Trends for Gounties, 1995 to 2030
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ast month's /ndhra Erslress Eeview rcpod.ed a
projecled increase of feary one-quarter0la
mi ioi  householdsfor Ind ana bdween 1990
and 2010. Where in the slate s lhis change in
the fumbef ol households proiected to take

p ace? Th s month's ssue s devoted solelyto counly_
levelresu ts oithe household proiections lor Indl-
ana-the lirsl set of BRC projections produced lor
type ol household aid houselrolder characterstics.
The setof proiect ons presefled here, however, does
not imply certa nty about thelulure co!rse ol evenls.
Those concerns w I be d sclssed n a tulure hsue ol
the lBB.

Household Growlh
M& on is projected to be llre county with the most
households overlhe next35 years (see lable' l ) .
Lake, A en, and St. Joseph counties should rema n n
second, th rd, and fourth places respeclivey. Pos-
t on ng ir tlre nextsix ranks should clranoe. By 2000
lhe lisl oftheten most pop! ous counties wil prob-
ably nclude Hamllof,  as Delaware County lal ls out of
the lop tef. Belween 2000 and 2010, Elkhart Countys
pace of household grcMh is expected lo land it n
lifth place, puslr ng vanderbuqh inlo the sixth rank.

Projected to head the st ol countes containifg
the lewest households are 0hi0, lJnioi, Switzerland

Adth@d on p, 5)

Table 1
lndiana Count ies nanked bv Numbet 0l  Households:1990,2000, 2010, and 2030

1
2
3

5
6

8
I

1 0
1 l
1 2
1 3

1 5
t 6
1 7
l 8
1 9
2A
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37

16 300
15,500
15,400
15,100
14,800
14,700
14,600
14,000

County lolal
[,lar on 319,471
Lake 170,748
Al l6n 113,333
St. Joseplr 92,365
Vanderburgh 66,780
Elkhair 56 713
lv ladson 49804
T pFcanoe 45 618
0s a\rarc 45177
Poi€r  45159
V g o  3 9 8 0 4
Monroe 39351
l lam lon 38834
La PoiL. 38,488
c ark 33,292
Noward 31,523
Johnson 31,354
Gmnl 27,701
Wayne 27,587
Henddcks 26,109
Barlholomew 24,192
Floyd 24,085
Kosciusko ?3,449
Maroan 19.600
H".nry 18,642
Lawrence 16,235
Hancock 15,959
Waftick 15,817
lvlarsha 15,14€
Knox 15,145
Shelby 14,761
Cass 14,659
Jackson 14,032
Boone 13.922
Daarborn 13,642
lvliami 13 484
Noble 13,418

Ma on 338300
Lak6 171600
A en 121 100
sr Joseph 97,100
Vanderburoh 67,300
Elklrari 63,900
Nladison 50,400
Tippecanoe 50,000
Porler 49,800
Hamilton 47,400
Delaware 46,300

ViSo

ch

44.300
40,200
39.800
35.300
34.200

foward 32.2A0
Nendrcks 29.240
Wayno 2/ 540
Grant 27 440
Koscusko 25740
F oyd 25500
Barthoornew 25400
Morgan A 700
Nenry 18 500
Hancock 17 500

Lawrence 16 800

Shelby

Cass

362 400
179400
1 3 1 6 0 0

St Josoplr 103 000
Ekhan 70700
Vandorhurqlr 68700
T pp"�cano8 54900
llam ton 54,400
Porter 54,200
Madison 51,800
Monros 48,600
Dolaware 48,600

vlg0

Clark

42,204
40,800
38,000
35,i00
33,900

Hendricks 32,100
KosciLrsko 28.200
Wayno 28.240
Granl 21.444
Floyd 21.204
Barlholornau, 26,900
lvlorgan 23,704
Hancock 19,200
Warrick 19,100
l'lenry 18,800
Marshal 17,800

oearborn 16 700
Shelby 16 500
NobLo 16 000
Boone 15 900
Kno( 15 700
Jackson 15 700
Dubois 15 300
Cass 15100

l4aron 401,700
Lake 193,000
Alsn 146,600
Sl .  Joseph 111,000
Elkhad 79400
Vanderburqh 70200
Tpp€canoe 60400
Nam l lon 59400
Por isr  50100
Deaware 52 800
l,4adison 52240
lllonroe 51 000
La Porte 44900
V S o  4 1 7 0 0
Johmon 40,€00
cark 35,800
Noward 35,200
Hendricks 33,400
Kosciusko 32,100
Wayne 28,704
Floyd 28,704
Bar'lholom".w 28,000
Granl 25,900
Morgan 25,300
Hancock 20,000
Warrick 20,000
Marshal 19,600
Honry 18,400
Nobe 18,100
D-'adorn 17,900
Lawrence 17,400
Boone 17,2AA
She by 17,2AA
De Kalb 1€,900
Dubois 10,900
Jackson 16,500
Lasnoge 16 500

(cMthued)
Dubos 14,100



Iahle 1 (cont d.)

1990 Census

38 Nlontqomery
39 Dubos
40 Huntinglon
41 De Kalb

43 Gibson

45 Cln lon
46 Jetferson

49 Randohh
50 Sleuben
51 Davess
52 Whi ley
53 Putnam
54 Faydle
55 Possy
5€ Wells
57 Clay
58 Lagmnge
59 While
60 Bhhy
61 Wash nglon
62 JNper
63 Decalur
64 Jennings
65 Jay
66 Slarka
67 Scort
68 Sullivan
69 Fuion
70 Carro l
71 Spencer
72 Onnge

76 ftankin

78 owen
79 Tplon

81 BacKord
82 Brown
83 Pke

85 Puask
86 l,lad n
87 Cra$iord
88 Benlon

91 Union
92 0hio

lvlonlqomery 13,600
l'lunlnglon 13,400

G bson

Cinton

Sleuben

Lagrange

Daviess

cav

R p s v
Jsnn ngs

D6calur
Slarke
Jav
Scotl
Fullon
Carroil
Franklln
Spencsr
0nnge

Su ivan

Tipton

Blackiord

[4arrin

B".nton
S\rtzerand

0 h o

9400
s200
9200
9000
8900
8800
8600
I 100
I 100
7 400
7 200
7 240
7 1 ! 0
7 1 0 0
7 1 0 0
7000
6,S00
6,800
6,600
6,300
6,100
6,000
5,800
5,300
4,900
4,900
4,704
3,900
3,800
3,400
3000
3000
2700
2 1 0 0

Huntinqton 14,400
l4ontgomery 14,200

Lagnnge
Gibs0n
Greene
Clinlon

St-crben

Davioss

Blplay
cav
Jonn n0s
Dscatur

Shrke
scolt

Frankln
Futon
Cafrol
sp0nc0r

0ranqo
Su I van

Thion

Backlord

Benlon

10,000
9,900
9,700
9,700
9,600
9,300
9,000
8 600
8,400
7,900
7,60!
7,60!
7.500
7,400
7,400
7,300
7,000
6,900
6,800
6,400
6,400
6,300
5,900
5,400
5200
4900
4 9 0 0
4 200
4000
3,600

0hro

3,100
2,900
2,300

funtington 15,900
13,235
13,023
12,U4
12,n5
12,630
12,299
1 1 , 9 1 0
11,450'10,897
10,618
10,470
10,451
10,194
10,0r2
10,010
9,996
9,945
9,508
9,438
9,382
9,209
8,926
8,718
8,664
8.521
8,427
8,351
8,161
8,141
7.593
7,364
1,345
7,061
6,962
6,950
6,858
6,845
6,638
6,636
6,504
6,394
6 0 2 6
5845
5 4 3 6
5370
4 925
4839

3,836
3,660
3,524
3,015
2,839

1,980

De Kalb 13,800
County
De Kalb 15,100

Caunty
r6,000

15,800
15,800
15,100

Waslrlnqlon 9500 Washinglon 10 300

12,600
12240
12.240
12 000
11,600
11 600
11 4!0
1 1 1 ! 0
11 000
t0 800
10 800
10 700
10 300
10 200
10 100
10 000
9900

13,200
13,100
12,900
12,704
12,704
12,700
12,500
12,300
11,700
r1,600
11,500
11,500
1!,900
10,700
1!,700
10,600
1!,600

13,500
13,300
13,300
13,100
12,900
12,600
12,204
12,000
12,000
11,900
11,400
11,400
r1,100
10,900
10,800
10,800

10,400
10,200
9,900
9,800
9,700
9,100
9,000
8,800
8,000
8,000
7,900
7,800
7,600
7,500
7,400
7,100
6,900
6,600
6,200
6 100
5 8 0 0
5 6 0 0
5 5 0 0
5 400
4900
4,400
4,400
4,100
3,200
3,100
3,000
2,40Q

Sw lzerland 3,200

Montqornery 15,000
C nton

0 0s0n

Slouben
Davess

Bhkv

Randohh
Washnglon 10,700
Decaiur
Clay
Jennrngs

Shrka
Scolt
Jay
Frankin
Fullon
ca.ro I
0\i/en
Spencer
0fange

Sul van

Brown

Blackiord

Benlon

0hio

Note: Rahks based M untuunded nunhe6.



Change in thc Numbel ol Households Early 0r Late in lhe Peri0d 199010 2030

[,lost ol the Increase to
ocour between 1990 and
2010 (63 counties)

l\,4osl oflhB increase to
occur b€twson 2010 and
2030 (20 coufties)

Loss or no gain in
hoLlsoholds (9 countles)



Fiq rc ' l
Household Change lron 19g0lo 2030: Counlies With lhe Hiqhesl Net Change

vrg0
Davess

Washinglon
Clnion

Dearborn

Ripley
JaspeT

l,4adison
She by

Clark
narls0n

Huntington
Boone

Vanderburgh

Bartholomew
Dubois

Nancock

Decalur
0 o K a b

l!4arsha I

I\4organ

Lacranqe
Hendrcks
DeawaTe

Kosciusko

Tippecanoe
St. Joseph
Ham lton

LAKE
Elkhad

lr,,larion

Floyd
N o b e

Wafren and Benlon. 0h o County will still have the
fewest househo ds in tlre state forthe next 35 years.
Beiween 2010 and 2030, Warren C0!nty will likely
ose some of its househods, becom ng the county
with the second owest number ol households.

Household Chanqe
lf the nextfive years,84 c0untles are expected lo
experence increases in the numberof househods. An
additiona seven co!nties-Bentof, B ackfofd, Ganl,
Jay, Parke, Vermillon, and Warrcn-shou d remain
virtualy unchanged.0nly Sull ivan Counly h expecled
lo lose houselrolds between 1995 and 2000.

Belween 1990 and 2010 lhe incrcases n l\4ari0n
County aone are expecled to make up 17% olthe
slates change. Add tlre ncreases in sever other
counlies-Allen, E khart, Harnilton, St. Joseph,
Tippecanoe, fulonrce, and Porlor-and morc than
one-half o1the stale's change is accounted for durifg
th s 2O-year perod.

During the t rst 2o-year periOd of lhe prolerUon
cycle (1990 to 2010), live counlies are expecled to
lose hoirseholds, and fourare erpected to experence
no change, as shown in the map or page 4. Chafgo
will be sleady but not as strong if the second 2o-year
period (2010t0 2030)tmost counties wil  expe ence
0rowlh bul iess oJ i l  (see aso Flguro 1). Some coun-
tes'forluies w ll ikey rovorse. Brcwn County, for
oxamplo-a sleadlasl Sro!\,of up l0 201O-is ex-
pected lo lose households alterlhai yeaf. N,liami
Couniy, alter sufferin0 the eitects of lhe loss ol
Grssom Alr Force gasethrough the f irsl decade ol
the next century, could become a vOOrous gainer
aiter 2010.

Belween 1990 and 2030, household change in
lhe ndianapolis llletropo itan Slai sticalAfea is pro"
]ected lo acco!ntforone-lhird of lhe slate's chanoe,
0verthe 40-year perod, Grant, Vernrillion, Su iv ,
and Henry counties are projected to ose households,
and Pike, Fountain, Warren, Parke, and Blacklord
countes w l lrernain vir iual ly !nchanged.

Growlh Rat,s
Between 1990 and 2010, two very ditferenl coun-
lies-Harnilton and Lagran0e-are expected 10 grow
tasterthan any othercouniy, and rnore lhan lhree
iimes as iastas the state. Elkhari Couniy wil aho be a
last gainer growifg aia pace twice ihat olthe stale.
Behl/een 2010 and 2030, rnany counlies'groMh rates

1990'2010

2010-2030

Household Change in Indiana

1990-2010 = 248,900

2010-2030 = 165,000



wi lallas average coonty rales are cutalmost ir half,
f rom 11% to 6%. However,  afew count ies wi l lp ck up
rnomentum. [4ost nolab y, l\]liarniCounty is expected
to growlwlce asiastastlre state, Adams three times
laster, and Lagranle fourtimes faster in the secono
20-year perlod (see Fiouros 2 and 3).

The numberol househo ds in the stale is ex-
pected lo grow by 20% between 1990 and 2030 |n
addit on 10 Adams Elkhad, Hamilloi, and Lagran0e
counths, De Kalb, Decatur, E khart, Franklin, Nobk,
Kosciusko, and T ppecanoe countes are prolected t0
round oLrt lheten laslest 0row ng ovefthose40yeals

H0usehold and Household Pop0lalion Grcwlh
Dug tothe age compositional factors discussed in the
prev ous /ER arlicle, lrouseho d groMh s proiected to

befasterlhan household pop! ation groMh. ln other
words, the numberof househo ds wj l  key increase
lastef ihan the number of peope iv ing in lhem. Be'
tween 1990 and 2010, ten countes may see hollse-
hold 0rowth lourtimesthat ol household popu alion
groMlr. Despte projecled decreases in household
popu at ion in 25 couf l ies durlng thls pefod,17 coun-
ues afe lkely lo experience an increase in the numDer
of households (see Figure 2).

Beiween 2010 and 2030, l7 couniies arc ex_
pocted to see tlreir househods grow al leaslthree
timesfasterthaf the population. And desplle pro-
jected decreases in househod population n slightly
mofe than half ol ndianas counties duI ng th s per od
(see Fgure 3) 85 count esw l lwi tness ncTeases in
the number0lhouseholds.Thechangelnlhe reman_

Countv Housshold Grotuth nates and Population Decline:1990 t0 2010
Fiourc 3
County Household Growlh Rat€s and Populal ion Deoline:201010 2030

Household Gtoulh Bales
bycounry, l990lo 2010

E Lessrhan 0% (6)

E otoa.a% 0e)
E 4.5 ro 10.9% (22)

I  1i  io r4.9% (15)

N 15to2o.e% (22)

l 2 r % a n d o v e r ( 8 )

Housshold Grcwlh Rales
by Counly,2010lo2030

n Less than 0% (7)
n oro s.ev" (ss)
E s.stoe.sr os)
I rbro.sv" (zt)
N rr to rs.sv" (10)
I 14% and over (3)



lng seven coufi es is so minuscule thattheyare best
characterized as rema nin! stab e in tlrelotalnurnber
of households dur ng lh s period, despite much
heavier losses prolected in the household pop! ation
(seet lre maps and Table 2)

Ialle 2
Growth Rates in Households and Household Population by counly: 1990 to 2030

Averaqe Honsehold Size
In nearly every county, the average number ol peop e
per househod h expecled 10 declne overthe course
olthe prolection period (see Table 3). As a res! I oJ
its Amish populat on, Lagrange Couniy is projecled to

1990tu2414 2410tu 2ffi4

Papulauon Hausehold

Bate(%) Fate (%)
5,5 7.1

1 8 5  2 4 7
9 0  1 1 5
2 9  4 A
3 1  1 2 0

- 5 1  1 . €
7 9  8 . 7
61 -4.3
2 2  5 . 9
-07 4.0
-t 4 0.4
0 3  5 . 1
3 2  9 . 7
6 5  9 . 1
5 2 12.3

124 7.5
49 9,4

1 0 5  l t  8
4 8  8 . 7
8 8  1 0 b

1 4  5  1 2 2
- 1 8  2 7
58 5,6

, 4 8  0 3
8 8  1 1 5
2 8  5 6

- 1 5  3 3
- 6 5  - 5 3
0 1  0 9

2 5 9  9 3
7.5 42
8 . 8  4 8
9 . 5  4 0

0.4 4.0
5.7 14.7
4.2 5.0
€ . 8  8 6
4.6 1.2
-2.8 -0.8
4.4 2.4

t o ]  5 . 1
'3.8 0 6
14.5 13.8
30.6 30.4
0.€ 7.6
25 6.3

2A1Ab 2030
Househald

Household Population

Bate (%) Bate (%)
0.0 -6.1
0.9 -5.2

10.8 2.1
9.9 5.3
6.1 0.7

14.7 8.1
5.0 0.6
5.5 0.2
6.8 0.6
7.9 3.6

12.9 €.8
6.7 2.7
3.8 1.5
6.1 1.5
0.0 -4.9
1.5 -3.7

-0.6 -4.5
'1.7 -6.2
6.3 .0.9
9.9 9.9
3.2 -5.9
2.1 -3.1

11.8 6.4
7.6 0.7
7.8 -0.6
5.9 -0.3
4.1 -3.0
3.4 "0.4
7 5  3 . 3
3.2 '2.6
1.3 -2.2
02 -4.1

1 0 1  4 . 7
30 -2.8
6 2  ' 1 8
2 2  4 A
- 2 4  6 7
2 . 2  4 2
1 . 6  4 2
1.4 8.9
4.7 1.7
3.6 2.8
2.0 -3.2

12.0 4.5
5 6  2 . 2

10.1 4.1

1990ta2014

INDIANA

Benton
Backford

Carro I
Cass
Cark
c a v
c nton

Davess
0 e K a b
Dearborn
Decaluf
Dolaware
Dubos
E kllarl

G bson
Grant

flunlnglon

Laqmnqe

12. t
228

I l
3 2

l 2
t 4  0
1 8 9
6 9
3 3
7 2
3 3
7 2
9 3
6 7

2 2 1

1 9 0
7 5

241
6 4

1 2 9
- 0 4
1 9 1
3 5
2 9
- 1 2
4 9

4 0 1
24.2

23.1
0.6
1.5

12.2
12.2
17.0
2.3
5.7

23.2
4.0

20.3
37.4
5.1
9.7

0.7
1 9 4

2 6
7 8

'3.0
2 2
_9.4
0 9
-0.5
-6.7
1 6
3 1

7 8
2 1
2 7
5.2
5.8
3 4
4 7

-2.1
-2.4
3.8
4 3
2 7

- 1 6
'9.9
-29
1 1
-26
0 8
2 4
' 7 1
t 8
4.6
-1.3
2.7
3.5
-8.5
4.3
-3.3
-6.3
8.6

2 6 9
2.6
0.8

Martin

voroan

N o b e
0hio

ori/"on

nandolpll

5l Josoph
scon
Sheby

Siarke

Sul lvan

7.2
4.0

13.4

8.0
'2.5
23.5
7.5

24.7

19.4

5.7'15.7
0.1
7.6
0.3

20.1
12.5

1 . 0
12.8
6.4

I 1 . 5
t3. l
12.4
7 7

1 1 2
2 0 3
6 5

1 3 6
2.9
5 0
2.6

1 . 3
20.5
18.9
2.1

15.8
3.8

16.9

-0.8
-3.2
8.7

10.1
0.7
-6.3
19.1
1 . 9

10.5
2.6

r2.0
E.1
0.2

1 1 . 5
-3.2
-0.5

5.1
2.9
4.0
5.3

8,0
0.8
4.8
5.8
2.6
2.7
5.6
7.3

- 6 9
3.8

1 5 6
0 6
4 2

- t 6
- / I
-3.3
n.6
-6.6
8.6
5 8
-3.3
7.5
2.2
9.2

. ob pr..-ole. ^cd,dI t"db.ng Ftotd"alL."' )



haveihe hlghestaverage in the slate, wlth three
people per household in 2010 and 2.92 in 2030
Some fura counties, such as Benton, Fullon and
Pulaski may experience tempoary incrcases in the
average size oltheir househods, Suburban counlles
such as Hamllton, Hancock, Hefdricks, J0hns0n an0

Porlerwllexperiencethe greaiestdeclines in popula
tion per househo d.

C\unty household prciectians are available on EDIN'
the online Econ1nic Develapmenl lnlornation Net
wok.Write to the |BBCfor infornatian.

Table 3
A,olage N0mbet ol People per Household by County:1990, 2000' 2010' 2030

INDIAIIA

Benton
Blacklord

Brown
carroll
cass
Clark
Clay
clinlon
crawlord
Davless
D€ Kalb
Dearbom
Decatur

Dubos
flklran

Glbson
Gnni
Green".
flamilton

Flunlnglon

Jav

Jennrngs

Lagmn9e

1990

2.61
2.92
2.61
2.64
2 6 5
2.56
2.69
2.61
2.63
2.55
2.59
2.60
2.65
2.69
2.70
2.81
2.77
2.75
2.47
2 1 5
2.71
2.58
2.63
2.57
2 9 0
254
2.56
2.56
2.52
2.78
2 8 2
2.79
2.81
2.55
2.54
2.68

2.E0
2.61
2.57
2.75
2.71
2.45
2.74
3.15
2.76
2.63

20u

2.55
2.90
2.56
2.52
2.71
2.53
2.67
246
2.59
2.52
2.50
2.58
2 6 5
2.€8
2.72
2.73
2.68
266
2.45
2.66
2.61
2.47
2.58
2 5 2
2.18
2.55
2.52
2.50
2 4 1
2.68
2.69
2.68
2.66
2.48
247
2.62
2.57
2.68
2.61
2.48
2.61
2.58
2.35
2.69
3.08
2.71
2.54

2010 2430

2.45 2.31
282 2.70
2.45 2.29
2.41 2.26
2.64 2 55
246 2.35
2.55 2.39
2.33 2.24
2.52 244
2.45 2.36
239 2.22
2.52 2.44
2.55 2.40
2.62 251
2.66 2.55
2 59 2.46
2.56 2.40
2.55 2.40
2.41 2.34
2.55 238
248 2.32
2.38 2.27
2.47 2.29
2.46 2.35
2.65 248
252 2.45
245 2.33
2.42 2.30
2.40 2.31
2.50 2.31
2.52 235
2.54 2.41
250 2.35
2.39 2.26
2.37 2.24
2.52 2.38
2.47 232
2.56 2.42
2.56 2.47
2.36 2.18
2.48 2.31
2.42 2.23
2.27 211
2.60 2.48
3 00 2.92
2.64 2.52
2.45 2.33

1990

Lawrence 2.60
Madison 2.52
I\4ar on 2.45
lvla6|shaL 2.74
lvarl n 2.64
Miami 268
Monroe 2.39
Montoonrory 2.51
lvlorgan 2.83

Nobh 218
ohio 2.66
orangs 2.61
Ol^,en 2.68
Parke 2.55
Peq 2 66
Pike 2.52
Ponor 2.77
Posay 2.71
Puask 2.65
Putnarn 262
nandolplr 2.57
Bhley 2.76
nush 2.71
st. Jossph 2.54
Scoi 2.73
shelby 270
Sponcer 2.12
Srarke 2.75
Si".uben 2.62
Sul ivan 2.54
swtse and 269
Tppecano". 2.50
Tipron 2.64
union 2.67
Vanderburqh 2.40

V So 2.45
Wabash 262
Warr".n 2.68
Waffick 2.80
Wash ngtan 2.70
Wayn". 2.52

whte 258
whthy 2.12

2A00 2010 2430
Prciectian Prciection Pnlection

2.51 2.40 2.26
2.44 2.35 2.20
2.44 235 2.16
2.61 2.57 2.46
2.55 2.44 2.32
2.67 2.57 2.42
2.34 2.30 2.20
2.46 2 38 2.26
272 2.59 2.44
2.14 2.65 2.54
2.71 2.60 246
2.6A 2.48 2.39
2.55 248 2.35
266 2.58 2.47
2.53 2.46 2.34
2.56 2.46 2.33
2.48 2.40 2.31
2.60 243 2.24
263 2.48 2.31
268 2.66 2.66
2.52 2.39 2.18
2.52 2.44 ?.32
2.75 265 2.52
2.61 2.57 2.40
250 2.39 2.24
2.66 2.55 2.41
2.59 2.41 230
2.67 2.59 2.50
2.7A 263 2.53
2 56 2.46 2.32
252 2.48 2.44
2.62 2.51 2 40
2.48 2.44 229
2.57 2.41 2.33
2.58 245 2.26
2.31 2.30 2.16
248 2.41 2.34
2.39 2.31 2.16
2.55 2.43 229
2.59 2.47 2.28
2.68 253 2.37
2.55 241 2.26
246 2.38 2.26
2.64 2.51 2.34
2.59 2.54 2.46
2.66 2.54 2.40
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