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ews that won't shake the earth, but may have a
devastating effect on economic and demo-
graphic statistics, reached us via a Town Hall
meeting held in Chicago in late August with Dr.
Everett Ehrlich, Undersecretary for Economic
Affairs at the U.S. Department of Commerce, and Dr.
Martha Farnsworth Riche, director of the Bureau of
the Census. They were in Chicago to discuss the 2000
Census and other statistical events with people from
Indiana, lllinois, and Wisconsin.

The major item discussed by the audience was
the proposal in Congress to dismantle the U.S. De-
partment of Commerce, called the “Department of
Commerce Dismantling Act.” Under this bill, the Bu-
reau of Economic Analysis would be part of the Fed-
eral Reserve, and the Bureau of the Census would end
up in Treasury—an ominous choice, in light of the
census’s need for a strong perception to back up the
reality of confidentiality. These two bureaus,
along with the Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics, are responsible for the lion's
share of statistical data
emanating from
Washington.

At the same time, severe
budget cuts are being proposed that the
Census Bureau and the Bureau of Economic
Analysis have told Congress would result in the
following:

Potential Impact of Cuis on
Census Bureau Programs

« Drastically reduced 2000 decennial census. FY95
was a “trough” year for the Census budget, since
the decennial is the big ticket item and most of the
work for that was completed by 1993. Mid-decade
is the time the Bureau typically “ramps” up, plan-
ning and testing for the upcoming decennial. To
cut a “trough” year budget and then expect a cen-
sus is cutting into the bone rather than eliminating
the fat. It also makes it nearly impossible to move
forward with the “continuous measurement” plan.

e Eliminate the economic, governmental, and agri-
cultural 5-year censuses.

« Kill the Economic Information Infrastructure Initia-
tive (so-called EI3), the modernization of federal
statistics programs. According to Dr. Ehrlich, “A

cut of this magnitude will result in a reduction to
the core of the U.S. statistical base—a reduction
equivalent to about 40% of current economic
statistics programs or about 66% of current de-
mographic programs.”

Potential Impacts of the Cuts on Bureau
of Economic Analysis Programs

= The regional economic statistics program would
be eliminated. This is the program that provides
us with county and metro area data on personal
income, per capita income, earnings and employ-
ment by industry estimates and projections, and
gross state product. Gone, too, would be quarterly
state data.

* We would also lose Foreign Direct Investment
Data, which provides establishment-level informa-
tion by state and industry on foreign direct invest-
ment in the United States.

What would Indiana lose if these cuts go
through? We would lose the ability to track the
progress of our people and our businesses. These
data are the foundation of much of the decision mak-
ing that goes on in determining capital investments,
creating new businesses, finding new markets, and
making policy decisions about the quality of life in our
state, Businesses would be much more uncertain
about local market conditions.

Would Indiana survive? Certainly these are not
life or death matters. But it seems ill-advised to cut
$25-50 million from these combined budgets, when
the result would be costs several times that large
when state and local governments are forced to de-
velop local measures. It is also ironic that slashing
such important information as that produced by the
Census Bureau and the Bureau of Economic Analysis
is being proposed at a time when technology is allow-
ing millions of peaple access to that information,
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Table 1

Projected Household Trends for Counties, 1995 to 2030

ast month's Indiana Business Review reported a
projected increase of nearly one-quarter of a
million households for Indiana between 1990
and 2010. Where in the state is this change in
the number of households projected to take
place? This month's issue is devoted solely to county-
level results of the household projections for Indi-
ana—the first set of IBRC projections produced for
type of household and householder characteristics.
The set of projections presented here, however, does
not imply certainty about the future course of events,
Those concerns will be discussed in a future issue of
the /BR.

Household Growth
Marion is projected to be the county with the most
households over the next 35 years (see Table 1).
Lake, Allen, and St. Joseph counties should remain in
second, third, and fourth places, respectively. Posi-
tioning in the next six ranks should change. By 2000,
the list of the ten most populous counties will prob-
ably include Hamilton, as Delaware County falls out of
the top ten. Between 2000 and 2010, Elkhart County’s
pace of household growth is expected to land it in
fifth place, pushing Vanderburgh into the sixth rank.
Projected to head the list of counties containing
the fewest households are Ohio, Union, Switzerland,

Indiana Counties Ranked by Number of Households: 1990, 2000, 2010, and 2030

(continued on p. 5)

Rank
1

1990 Census 2000 Projection
County Total County Total
Marion 319,471 Marion 338,300
Lake 170,748 Lake 171,600
Allen 113,333 Allen 121,100
St. Joseph 92,365 St. Joseph 97,100
Vanderburgh 66,780 Vanderburgh 67,300
Elkhart 56,713 Elkhart 63,900
Madison 49,804 Madison 50,400
Tippecanoe 45618 Tippecanoe 50,000
Delaware 45177 Porter 49,800
Porter 45,159 Hamilton 47,400
Vigo 39,804 Delaware 46,300
Monroe 39,351 Monroe 44,300
Hamilton 38,834 La Porte 40,200
La Porte 38,488 Vigo 39,800
Clark 33,292 Johnson 35,300
Howard 31,523 Glark 34,200
Johnson 31,354 Howard 32,200
Grant 27,701 Hendricks 29,200
Wayne 27,587 Wayne 27,500
Hendricks 26,109 Grant 27,400
Bartholomew 24,192 Kosciusko 25,700
Floyd 24,085 Floyd 25,500
Koseiusko 23,449 Bartholomew 25,400
Margan 19,600 Morgan 21,700
Henry 18,642 Henry 18,500
Lawrence 16,235 Hancock 17,500
Hancock 15,959 Warrick 17,400
Warrick 15,817 Lawrence 16,800
Marshall 15,146 Marshall 16,300
Knox 15,145 Shelby 15,500
Shelby 14,761 Knox 15,400
Cass 14,659 Dearborn 15,100
Jackson 14,032 Jackson 14,800
Boone 13,922 Cass 14,700
Dearborn 13,642 Boaone 14,600
Miami 13,484 Nohle 14,600
Noble 13,418 Dubois 14,100

2010 Projection 2030 Projection
County Total County Total
Marion 362,400 Marion 401,700
Lake 179,400 Lake 193,000
Allen 131,600 Allen 146,600
St Joseph 103,000 St. Joseph 111,000
Elkhart 70,700 Elkhart 79,400
Vanderburgh 68,700 Vanderburgh 70,200
Tippecanoe 54,900 Tippecanoe 60,400
Hamiltan 54,400 Hamilton 59,400
Parter 54,200 Porter 56,100
Madison 51,800 Delaware 52,800
Monroe 48,600 Madison 52,200
Delaware 48,600 Monroe 51,000
La Porte 42,200 La Porte 44,900
Vigo 40,800 Vigo 41,700
Johnson 38,600 Johnson 40,600
Clark 35,700 Clark 35,800
Haward 33,900 Howard 35,200
Hendricks 32,100 Hendricks 33,400
Kosciusko 28,200 Kosciusko 32,100
Wayne 28,200 Wayne 28,700
Grant 27,400 Floyd 28,700
Floyd 27,200 Bartholomew 28,000
Bartholomew 26,900 Grant 25,900
Margan 23,700 Morgan 25,300
Hancock 19,200 Hancock 20,000
Warrick 19,100 Warrick 20,000
Henry 18,800 Marshall 19,600
Marshall 17,800 Henry 18,400
Lawrence 17,400 Noble 18,100
Dearbarn 16,700 Dearborn 17,800
Shelby 16,500 Lawrence 17,400
Noble 16,000 Boone 17,200
Boone 15,900 Shelby 17,200
Knox 15,700 De Kalb 16,900
Jackson 15,700 Dubois 16,900
Dubois 15,300 Jackson 16,500
Cass 15,100 Lagrange 16,500

{continued)




Table 1 (cont'd.)

1990 Census
Rank  County Total
38 Montgomery 13,235
39 Dubois 13,023
40 Huntington 12,830
4 De Kalb 12,725
42 Wabash 12,630
43 Gibson 12,299
44 Greene 11,910
45 Clinton 11,450
46 Jefferson 10,897
47 Harrison 10,618
48 Adams 10,470
49 Randolph 10,451
50 Steuben 10,194
51 Daviess 10,012
52 Whitley 10,010
53 Putnam 9,996
54 Fayette 9,945
55 Posay 9,508
56 Wells 9,438
57 Clay 9,382
58 Lagrange 9,209
59 White 8,926
60 Ripley 8,778
61 Washington 8,664
62 Jasper 8,627
63 Decatur 8,427
64 Jennings 8,351
65 Jay 8,161
66 Starke 8,141
67 Scoft 7,693
68 Sullivan 7,364
69 Fulton 7,345
70 Carroll 7,067
71 Spencer 6,962
72 Orange 6,950
73 Fountain 6,858
74 Perry 6,845
75 Vermillion 6,638
76 Franklin 6,636
77 Rush 6,504
78 Owen 6,394
79 Tipton 6,026
80 Parke 5,845
81 Blackford 5436
82 Brown 5,370
83 Pike 4,925
84 Newton 4,839
85 Pulaski 4,722
86 Martin 3,836
87 Grawford 3,660
88 Benton 3,524
89 Warren 3,015
a0 Switzerland 2,839
9 Union 2,576
92 Ohio 1,980

Nats: Ranks based on unrounded numbers.

2000 Profection
County Total
De Kalb 13,800
Maontgomery 13,600
Huntingion 13,400
Wabash 12,600
Gibson 12,200
Greene 12,200
Miami 12,000
Harrison 11,600
Clinton 11,600
Adams 11,400
Jefferson 11,100
Steuben 11,000
Putnam 10,800
Lagrange 10,800
Whitley 10,700
Randolph 10,300
Fayette 10,200
Daviess 10,100
Wells 10,000
Posey 9,900
Washington 9,500
Clay 9,400
Jasper 9,200
Ripley 9,200
Jennings 9,000
White 8,900
Decatur 8,800
Starke 8,600
Jay 8,100
Scott 8,100
Fulton 7,400
Carrall 7,200
Franklin 7,200
Spencer 7,100
Orange 7,100
Perry 7,100
Sullivan 7,000
Owen 6,900
Fountain 6,800
Rush 6,600
Vermillion 6,300
Tipton 6,100
Brown 6,000
Parke 5,800
Blackiord 5,300
Newton 4,900
Pike 4,900
Pulaski 4,700
Martin 3,800
Crawford 3,800
Benton 3,400
Switzerland 3,000
Warren 3,000
Union 2,700
Ohio 2,100

2010 Projection
County Total
De Kalb 15,100
Huntingtan 14,400
Montgomery 14,200
Miami 13,200
Wabash 13,100
Adams 12,900
Harrison 12,700
Lagrange 12,700
Gibson 12,700
Greene 12,500
Glinton 12,300
Whitley 11,700
Steuben 11,600
Putnam 11,500
Jefferson 11,500
Wells 10,900
Posey 10,700
Daviess 10,700
Fayette 10,600
Randolph 10,600
Washington 10,300
Jasper 10,000
Ripley 9,900
Clay 9,700
Jennings 9,700
Decatur 9,600
White 9,300
Starke 9,000
Scott 8,600
Jay 8,400
Franklin 7,900
Fulton 7,600
Garroll 7,600
Spencer 7,500
Owen 7,400
Perry 7,400
Orange 7,300
Sullivan 7,000
Rush 6,900
Fountain 6,800
Tipton 6,400
Brown 6,400
Yermillion 6,300
Parke 5,900
Blackford 5400
Newton 5,200
Pike 4,900
Pulaski 4,900
Martin 4,200
Grawford 4,000
Benton 3,600
Switzerland 3,200
Warren 3,100
Union 2,900
Ohio 2,300

2030 Projection
County Total
Adams 16,000
Huntington 15,900
Knox 15,800
Cass 15,800
Miami 15,100
Montgomery 15,000
Clinton 13,500
Wabash 13,300
Harrison 13,300
Gibson 13,100
Whitley 12,900
Greene 12,600
Wells 12,200
Steuben 12,000
Daviess 12,000
Putnam 11,900
Jefferson 11,400
Posay 11,400
Ripley 11,100
Fayette 10,900
Jasper 10,800
Randolph 10,800
Washington 10,700
Decatur 10,400
Clay 10,200
Jennings 9,900
White 9,800
Starke 9,700
Scott 9,100
Jay 9,000
Franklin 8,800
Fulton 8,000
Carroll 8,000
Owen 7,900
Spencer 7,800
Orange 7,600
Perry 7,500
Rush 7,400
Sullivan 7,100
Fountain 6,900
Tipton 6,600
Vermillion 6,200
Brown 6,100
Parke 5,800
Newton 5,600
Blackford 5,500
Pulaski 5,400
Pike 4,900
Martin 4,400
Crawford 4,400
Benton 4,100
Switzerland 3,200
Union 3,100
Warren 3,000
Ohio 2,400




Change in the Number of Households Early or Late in the Period 1990 to 2030

Most of the increase to
occur between 1990 and
2010 (63 counties)

Most of the increase to
occur between 2010 and
2030 (20 counties)

Loss or no gain in
households (9 counties)

Vermillion

Warren




Figure 1

Household Change from 1990 to 2030: Counties With the Highest Net Change
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Warren, and Benton. Ohio County will still have the
fewest households in the state for the next 35 years.
Between 2010 and 2030, Warren County will likely
lose some of its households, becoming the county
with the second lowest number of households.

Household Change

In the next five years, 84 counties are expected to
experience increases in the number of households. An
additional seven counties—Benton, Blackford, Grant,
Jay, Parke, Vermillion, and Warren—should remain
virtually unchanged. Only Sullivan County is expected
to lose households between 1995 and 2000,

Between 1990 and 2010, the increases in Marion
County alone are expected to make up 17% of the
state’s change. Add the increases in seven other
counties—Allen, Elkhart, Hamilton, St. Joseph,
Tippecanoe, Monroe, and Porter—and more than
one-half of the state’s change is accounted for during
this 20-year period.

During the first 20-year period of the projection
cycle (1990 to 2010), five counties are expected to
lose households, and four are expected to experience
no change, as shown in the map on page 4. Change
will be steady but not as strong in the second 20-year
period (2010 to 2030); most counties will experience
growth, but less of it (see also Figure 1). Some coun-
ties’ fortunes will likely reverse. Brown County, for
example—a steadfast grower up to 2010—is ex-
pected to lose households after that year. Miami
County, after suffering the effects of the loss of
Grissom Air Force Base through the first decade of
the next century, could become a vigorous gainer
after 2010.

Between 1990 and 2030, household change in
the Indianapolis Metropolitan Statistical Area is pro-
jected to account for one-third of the state’s change.
Over the 40-year period, Grant, Vermillion, Sullivan,
and Henry counties are projected to lose households,
and Pike, Fountain, Warren, Parke, and Blackford
counties will remain virtually unchanged.

Growth Rates

Between 1990 and 2010, two very different coun-
tiess—Hamilton and Lagrange—are expected to grow
faster than any other county, and more than three
times as fast as the state. Elkhart County will also be a
fast gainer, growing at a pace twice that of the state.
Between 2010 and 2030, many counties’ growth rates

Ve e

40,000
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I I } |
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County Household Growth Rates and Population Decline: 1990 to 2010

will fall as average county rates are cut almost in half,
from 11% to 6%. However, a few counties will pick up
momentum. Most notably, Miami County is expected
to grow twice as fast as the state, Adams three times
faster, and Lagrange four times faster in the second
20-year period (see Figures 2 and 3).

The number of households in the state is ex-
pected to grow by 20% between 1990 and 2030. In
addition to Adams, Elkhart, Hamilton, and Lagrange
counties, De Kalb, Decatur, Elkhart, Franklin, Noble,
Kosciusko, and Tippecanoe counties are projected to
round out the ten fastest growing over those 40 years.

Household and Household Population Growth

Due to the age compositional factors discussed in the
previous /BR article, household growth is projected to

Figure 3

he faster than household population growth. [n other
words, the number of households will likely increase
faster than the number of people living in them. Be-
tween 1990 and 2010, ten counties may see house-
hold growth four times that of household population
growth. Despite projected decreases in household
population in 25 counties during this period, 17 coun-
ties are likely to experience an increase in the number
of households (see Figure 2).

Between 2010 and 2030, 17 counties are ex-
pected to see their households grow at least three
times faster than the population. And despite pro-
jected decreases in household population in slightly
more than half of Indiana’s counties during this period
(see Figure 3), 85 counties will witness increases in
the number of households. The change in the remain-

County Household Growth Rates and Population Decline: 2010 to 2030

Household Growth Rates
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ing seven counties is so minuscule that they are best
characterized as remaining stable in the total number
of households during this period, despite much
heavier losses projected in the household population
(see the maps and Tahle 2).

Average Household Size

In nearly every county, the average number of people
per household is expected to decline over the course
of the projection period (see Tahle 3). As a result of
its Amish population, Lagrange County is projected to

Table 2
Growth Rates in Households and Household Population by County: 1990 to 2030
1990 to 2010 2010 to 2030
Household Household
Household Population Household Population
Growth Growth Growth Growth
Rate (%) Rate (%) Rate (%) Rate (%)
INDIANA 12.0 55 75| 0.7 Lawrence
Adams 22.8 18.5 24.7 19.4 Madison
Allen 16.1 9.0 11.5 4.1 Marian
Bartholomew 11.1 29 4.0 -2.6 Marshall
Benton 3.2 31 12.0 7.8 Martin
Blackford -1.2 -5.1 1.6 -3.0 Miami
Boone 14.0 7.9 8.7 2.2 Monroe
Brown 18.9 6.1 -4.3 -9.4 Montgomery
Carroll 6.9 22 5.9 0.9 Morgan
Cass 3.3 -0.7 4.0 -0.5 Newton
Clark 7.2 -1.4 04 6.7 Noble
Clay 3.3 0.3 5.1 1.6 Ohio
Clinton 7.2 3.2 9.7 31 ‘ Orange
Crawford 9.3 6.5 9.1 44 Owen
Daviess 6.7 5 12.3 7.8 ' Parke
De Kalb 22.1 12.4 7.5 2.1 | Perry
Dearborn 13.3 4.9 9.4 2.7 Pike
Decatur 19.0 10.5 11.8 52 , Porter
Delaware 7.8 4.8 8.7 5.8 Posey
Dubois 17.4 8.8 10.5 34 Pulaski
Elkhart 24.7 14,5 12.2 4.7 Putnam
Fayette 6.4 -1.8 27 -241 Randolph
Floyd 12.9 58 5.6 2.0 Ripley
Fountain -0.4 -4.8 0.3 -3.8 Rush
Franklin 19.1 8.8 11.5 4.3 St. Joseph
Fulton 3.5 2.8 56 2.7 Scott
Gibson 2.9 -1.5 3.3 -1.6 Shelby
Grant -1.2 -6.5 -5.3 -9.9 Spencer
Greene 4.9 0.1 0.9 -2.9 Starke
Hamilton 401 25.9 9.3 14 Steuben
Hancock 20.2 T8 4.2 -2.6 Sullivan
Harrison 19.3 8.8 4.8 -0.8 Switzerland
Hendricks 231 9.5 4.0 -2.4 Tippecanog
Henry 0.6 -5.6 1.7 -7 Tipton
Howard 7.5 0.4 4.0 -1.8 Union
Huntington 12.2 5.7 10.7 4.6 Yanderburgh
Jackson 12.2 4.2 5.0 -1.3 Vermillion
Jasper 17.0 6.8 8.6 2.7 Vigo
Jay 2.3 0.6 1.2 35 Wabash
Jefferson ol -2.8 -0.8 -8.5 Warren
Jennings 15.6 4.4 2.8 -4.3 Warrick
Johnson 23.2 10.1 51 -3.3 Washington
Knox 4.0 -3.8 0.6 -6.3 Wayne
Kosciusko 20.3 14.5 13.8 8.6 Wells
Lagrange 374 30.6 30.4 26.9 White
Lake 5. 0.6 7.6 2.6 Whitlay
La Porte 9.7 2.5 6.3 0.8

1990 to 2010 2010 to 2030
Household Household
Household Population Househald Population
Growth Growth Growth Growth
Rate (%) Rate (%) Rate (%) Rate (%)
7.2 -0.8 0.0 -6.1
4.0 -3.2 0.9 -5.2
13.4 8.7 10.8 241
17.5 10.1 99 5.3
8.6 0.7 6.1 0.7
2.5 6.3 14.7 8.1
23.5 19.1 5.0 0.6
7.5 1.9 55 0.2
20.7 10.5 6.8 0.6
il 2.6 7.9 3.6
19.4 12.0 12.9 6.8
15.6 8.1 6.7 2.7
5.7 0.2 3.8 -1.5
16.7 11.5 6.1 1.5
0.1 -3.2 0.0 -4.9
7.6 0.5 1.5 -3.7
0.3 -4.4 -0.6 4.5
20.1 5.1 1.7 -6.2
12.5 29 6.3 0.9
4.1 4.5 9.9 9.9
15.5 5.3 3.2 -5.9
1.0 -4.1 2.1 -3.1
12.8 8.0 11.8 6.4
6.4 0.8 76 0.7
1.5 4.8 78 -0.6
13.1 5.8 5.9 -0.3
12.0 2.6 4.1 -3.0
7.7 2.7 3.4 -0.4
10.4 5.6 7.5 3.3
14.1 7.3 3.2 2.6
-4.6 -6.9 1.3 2.2
11.2 3.8 0.2 4.1
20.3 15.6 10.1 47
6.5 -0.6 3.0 -2.8
13.6 4.2 6.2 -1.8
2.9 -1.6 2.2 -4.0
-5.0 -7.9 -2.0 6.7
2.6 -3.3 2.2 4.2
4.0 -3.6 1.6 -4.2
1.3 -6.6 -1.4 -8.9
20.5 8.6 4.7 -1.7
18.9 5.8 3.6 -2.8
2.1 3.3 2.0 -3.2
15.8 7.5 12.0 4.5
38 2.2 5.6 2.2
16.9 9.2 10.1 4.1

{Note: Percentages were calculated using unrounded figures.)




have the highest average in the state, with three Porter will experience the greatest declines in popula-

people per household in 2010 and 2.92 in 2030. tion per househald.

Some rural counties, such as Benton, Fulton, and

Pulaski, may experience temporary increases in the County household projections are available on EDIN,
average size of their households. Suburban counties the online Economic Development Information Net-
such as Hamilton, Hancock, Hendricks, Johnson, and work. Write to the IBRC for information.

Table 3
Average Number of People per Household by County: 1990, 2000, 2010, 2030

1990 2000 2010 2030 1900 2000, S EOI0S A

Census  Projection  Projection  Projection Census  Projection  Projection  Projection

INDIANA 2.61 2 55 2.45 2.9 Lawrence 2.60 2.51 2.40 2.26
Adams 299 290 282 270 Madison 2.52 2.44 2.35 2.20
Allen 261 2.56 2.45 2.29 | Maron 2 s 2,35 216
Bartholomew 2,60 252 2.1 2.26 Marshall 14 267 2.7 2.48
Benton 265 271 2.64 255 Martin 2.64 258 244 2.32
Blackford 2.56 2.53 2.46 2,35 bilaml 258 25/ &5 ad
Boone 269 267 2 55 239 Monroe 2.39 2.34 2.30 2.20
Brown 261 246 233 290 Montgomery 2.51 2.46 2.38 2.26
Carroll 263 259 2.52 2.40 Morgan 283 272 <8 i
Cass 2.5 250 2.45 235 Newton s 2.74 e 2.54
Clark 259 250 2.39 2.2 Nable 278 el &89 3
Clay 260 2.58 252 2.44 Ohio 2.68 e 248 £
Clinton 265 2,65 255 2.40 Orange 281 et 248 2.36
Crawford 2.69 268 2.62 251 Owen 2.68 2.66 2.68 247
Daviess 2.70 2.72 2.66 2.55 Parie £:43 2 248 2ok
De Kalb 2.81 273 2.59 2.46 Perry 2.68 2,56 246 233
Dearborn 2.77 2.68 2,56 2.40 Pike 2.52 2.48 240 2.31
Decatur 2.75 2.66 255 2.40 Porter el 2.60 2,43 224
Delaware 2.47 2.45 2.41 2.34 Posey el 2.63 248 2.31
Dubois 2.75 2.66 2 55 238 Pulaski 2.65 2.68 2.66 2.66
Elkhart 271 261 2.48 2.32 Putnam 2.62 29k S 218
Fayette 258 247 238 297 Randolph 2.57 2.52 2.44 2.32
Floyd 263 .58 247 999 Ripley 2.76 2.75 2.65 2.52
Fountain 2.57 252 2.46 2.35 Rush 271 261 ol 240
Franklin 290 278 265 248 St. Jaseph 254 e 2.39 e
Fulton 254 255 252 245 Scott &7d 2.66 2.66 241
Gibson 2.56 2.5 2.45 233 Shelby 270 2,69 247 2.50
Grant 256 2 50 249 2.30 Spancer 2,72 2.67 2.59 2.50
Greene 2,52 247 2.40 231 Starks £4d <l 29 255
Hamilton .78 268 2,50 231 SlBL.lTJEI'I 2.62 2.56 2.46 2.32
Hancock 282 2,69 259 2135 Sullivan 2.54 2,52 248 2.40
Harrison 279 268 2 54 2 41 Switzerland 2.69 2.62 2.51 2.40
Hendricks 2,81 2.66 250 2.35 Tippecanoe  2.50 248 el 229
Henry 255 2 48 219 296 Tipton 2.64 2.57 247 233
Howard 254 247 237 2.24 Unien 2.67 2.58 245 2.26
Huntington 2,68 262 252 238 Vanderburgh 2.40 2.37 2.30 2.16
Jackson 266 257 247 939 Vgrmilliﬂﬂ 2.49 2.48 2.41 2.30
Jasper 280 268 2 56 242 Vigo 245 2.39 2.31 2.16
Jay 261 261 256 247 Wabash 2.62 2.55 243 2.29
Jefferson 2.57 2.48 2.36 2.18 Warren 2.68 259 2A7 228
Jennings 2.75 261 248 2.31 Warrick 280 260 ga8 237
Johnson 9271 258 249 993 Washington 2.70 2.55 241 2.26
Knox 2.45 2.35 2.07 211 Wayne 2.52 246 238 2.26
Kosciusko 2.74 2.69 2.60 248 Wells 21 264 el 234
Lagrange 315 3.08 3.00 2.92 White 290 259 264 246
La Porte 263 2.54 2.45 233 ;
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