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FREFACE

The point of departure for a discussion of Indiana's future library
needs and resources is an inventory of the present library facilities in
the state and a description of the state's general economic and demographic
profile. Before future library needs can be estimated, economic and demo-
graphic variables that influence the demand for library services must be’
‘projected and estimating equations relating library needs to economic and
demographic parameters developed.

The present study considers the size, location and age-sex character-
istics of Indiara's current population apd projects these population
characteristics through 1990. A bartial profile of the Indiana economy,
inciuding educational attainment and employment data, is also preseuted.

The importance of this. study for future planning can hardly be over-
estimated, for projections of the demand for future library resources are
essential to efficient, intelligent planning for library facilities.
Additionally, a glance at Indiana's present library =situation reveals a
laék of arny uniform system of libraries across the state--some areas have
local or township libraries, others county libraries, oﬁhers no library
services at all. If the state of Indiana is to supply all its future
citizens with adequate library services, both careful planning and improved
organizétion will be required.

Before the reader considers the content of this report, he should be
forewarned of two serious limitations of the study. First, all projections
of population are exactly that--projections. They are not estimates but rather

are projections based on a set, or sets, of sssumptions. Only insofar as

Q i




the assumptions are valid can the projections be expected to materialize.
Second, the use of the fourteen state planning regions to facilite presentation
and analysis of the data in this report should not be interpreted as

endorsing a system of state libraries divided into fourteen regiohal

groupings.
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GENERAL ECONOMIC ANL DEMOGRAPHIC BACKGROUND
AND PROJECTIONS FOR INDIANA LIBRARY SERVICES

The demand for library services, like the demand for most other govern-
ment services, is closely related to the size and age-sex characteristics
of the population to be served. Therefore, any estimate of the future library
needs of the state must take into account future population, the age-sex
characteristics of this population, and its geographic distribution across
the state. Additionally, to adequately plan services in advance of actual

needs some impressions of the rates of change of these population parameters are

required.

Indiana Population Projections
Idezally, one would start with the present (1969) state population to
construct future population projections. Current population data themselves
are estimates, however, :so our point of departure will instead be Indiana
population projections made by the Indiana University Bureau of Business
Research in 1966.1 These projections have been adjusted where necessary and
combined into fourteen regional groups corresponding to the fourteen state

Planning and Development Regions established by Executive Order Number 18-68.2

llndiana Population Projections, 1965-1985. Indiana University Bureau
of Business Research, 1966,

2Establishment of these fourteen planning regions was approved by Governor
Roger D. Branigan on December 4, 1968, An Indiana map showing the region
boundaries is included as Figure 1. . '




Methodologically, our 1970-1985 regional population projections were
constructed by summing the individual county population projections of the
1966 study. Because three estimatees for each county were presented in the
1966 study, it was necessary to select the best county projection to compute
the regional estimate. 1In all cases the projection described as the most
likely was selected. Once the 1970-1985 regional projections were computed,
they were used to extrapolate the 1990 regional projections. Details of the
regional population projections are provided in Appendices 4 and B,

It is important to remember that population projections are only as
accurate as their underlying assumptions. The 1966 projections upon which the
present projections are based were largely the result of an analysis of the
past population patterns for each county. Because population changes are
influenced by a complex set of economic and social factors, past population
patterns ﬁay fail to continue. In fact projections themselves may influence
population patterns as communities react to an "unfavorable' projection by
instituting programs that attract new families or improve the economic po-

sition of their present citizenry.

Total Indiana Population 1970-1990

Baged on the above-mentioned projections Indiana's total population
would approximate 5.3 million people in 1970. By 1990 the population would
total approximately 7% million pefsons, a 36% increase. This projected per-
centage increase 1is almosf identical to that of the 1950-1970 period. The age-
sex characteristics of the future growth, however, would be considerably
different from that of the previous twenty years. Indiana's 20-year population
growth is expected to e#ceed that of the country as a whole with the latter

increasing by only 25 percent over this period 1970-1990.3

3Population Estimates., (Series P-25, No. 388; Washington: U.S. Government
Printing Office, March 14, 1968). Series "D" projection.
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FIGURE 1

Planning and Development Regions

State of Indianae

-
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Eetablished by Executive Order No. 18=68 and
Approved by Governor Roger D.'Br-nlslu on Dec. 4,1968.
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Population Projection by Age and Sex

Women make greater use of library services than do men, and youths
are more frequent library users than are adults. Between 1970 and 1990
the percentage of females in the total population is projected to remain
about the same (51%) although the rate of increase of females will be
slightly higher than that of males. (See Table 1l). This slightly fastexr
gain in projected female population is mainly in the 60 and over age-group
and reflects slightly lower rates of female mortality. Because the male/
female ratio should remain practically stable over the next twenty years
the demand for library services and facilities will not be affected by
changes in the male-~female dis;ribution of the population.

In contrast to the relatively stable male/female ratio, the age
distribution of Indiana's future population is expected to change consider-
ably from the present distribution. As shown in Table 2, the 10~19 and
20-29 age brackets are expected to exhibit growth rates considerably differ-
ent from that of the population as a whole. Between 1970 and 1980 the 10-19
age group should increase by slightly over fifty thousand persons or only
five thousand or so per year. Because persons in the 10-1% age group are
heavy users of library services, the slow growth of population in this
age bracket will mean that the demand for library services likely will not
keep pace with the growth of total population. (Although this slow rate
of growth is an estimate of future population, this prcjection'is virtually
assured of materializing, as most of the individuals who will be 10-19 years
of age in 1980 already have been born.)

The teenage population in the 1980-1990 period should increase more

rapidly than in the previous decade though still at a slower rate than the



T ®Iqei @9S :3FDUNOS

L°SE 1°L1 8°sT 0°00T ¢92°SSZ°L 0°00T %#52°961°9 0°00T HOT‘8%E‘S Te3oL
£°0€ ° 81 6°61 %'€1  6GL°TL6  T'ET 5$9°0%8 TET 868°L0L da 3 09
£°6¢ L2 C°€ET L°7€  Tes°SLE'r  €1¢  696°SER'T  6°TE  TSISOLT 65 - OF
Ly 0°6 0°S€ €°9T  SLI'%BT‘T G°LT  042°980°T T1°ST  %E6°v08 62 - 0¢
L°8T 0°¢T 1°s LT O0ES‘HMZT  8°LT  €89°TOT°T  9°61  080°8%0°T 61 - OT
%L°9€ %C°81 %L°ST  %h°0T  0SZ°6L%‘T %z 0z LL9°1SZ°T %z'0z  O0%0°780°‘T 6 -0
0661-0/6T  0661-0861  0861-0L61 0661 owaﬁ 0L61
aseaaouy

98y fq uorzeindsg pejoeloag

¢ aTdvlL

*wlEp G8-GYET WoaJ pajoafoad aaem saanSTY 0661 SUL

*(9961 ‘yoaeasoy ssoufsng JO nesing LITSILATUN eUETPUL) CBEI-G961  suoIjoololg uorjeIndod BUBTPUL  :FDUNOS
L°SE 1°L1 8° 61 00T 292°S52°L 00T %ST°961°9 00T %0T‘8¥E‘S Te3o],
9°G¢ VAFA A 6%  L8%°€9S‘€ 6%  #88°8€0°E 6%  T02°CE9°C aTeH

%" S€E %° 91 %291 %IS  SLLET69°E 4TS OLETLST'E  %IS  €06°STL°z - °Teweg
0661-0L6T _ 0661-086T  0861-0L6T 0661 0861 0L6T
9seaa T - SR

x9g £q uorjeyndog pajoofoag

1 419Vl

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E\.



-6 -

total Indiana population, Again, this group will not require an increase
in library services proportionate to that of the other age groups, For
the entire twenty-year period the projected growth rate of 10-19 age group
is only half that of Indiana's total population,
The modest rate of increase projected for the teenage populatioq in
the 1970's should be accompanied by a very rapid rise in the number of
individuals in their twenties. This group should increase by thirty-five
percent in ten years or aﬁoﬁt 23,000 individuals each year. 1In the eighties,
the growth of this group is expected to slow markedly as the children born
during the falling birth rate period of the 1960's enter the 20-39 age group.
In sum, the 1970-90 period.should see a slowly increasing teenage
population and a rapidly increasing 20-29 age group. The numbers of pefsons

in all other age groups are expected to increase ai: a rate approximately that

of the total Indiana population.

Projected Geographic Distribution

The anticipated 36 percent increase in Indiana'‘s population will not
be shared equally by each of the fourteen regions os is evident from Table
3 and Figures 2 - . The two major industrial regions concantrated
. around Indianapolis and Gary are expected to grow faster than the state
as a whole, while the more rural and less developed regions should grow
more slowly. Only the Terre Haute region is expected to show an absolute
decline in population, and even this decline should be only one percent or
so. The population increases.of the Richmond, Lawrenceburg-Madison, Bloom-
ington and Evansville regions are estimated to be less than 25,000 each and

should require only wodest chaanges ir library services or facilities to
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Figure'h
Population Increase
(age 10-19) 1970-1990 by Region
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accomodate the 1970-1990 population growth, The Indianapolis and Gary
regions, on the other hand, will need to be able to serve a 50 percent
larger population merely to keep pace with the projected population increase
of over 1,000,000 people. The Fort Wayne and South Bend regions will be
forced to cope with population increases of 41 percent over the twenty

year period. In both of these latter regions service for an additional

200,000 persons will be required.

Table 3

Regional Distribution of Population, 1970 and 1990
State of Indiana

1970 1990
Percent Percent . Percent
Region Population of Total Po, i1lation of Total Increase- Increase
1. Gary 874,380 16.4% 1,278,936 17.6% 404,556 467
2, South Bend | 483,436 9.0 681,061 9.4 197,625 41
3, Fort Wayne 489,652 9,2 688,900 9.5 199,248 41
4. Lafayette 250,758 4,7 307,868 4.2 57,110 23
5. Kokomo 242,141 4.5‘ 321,710 4.4 79,569 33
6. Muncie 481,59 9.0 607,309 8.4 125,715 26
7. Terre Raute 209,663 3.9 206,857 2.8 -2,806 -1
. 8. Indianapolis . 1,174,727 22,0 1,825,750 25,2 651,023 55
9. Richmond 146,607 2,7 158,450 T 2,2 11,843 8
10. Bloomington 143,296 2,7 164,582 2,2 21,286 15
11, Columbus 143,873 2,7 204,632 2.8 60,759 42
12, Lavwrenceburg- 91,420 1.7 108,565 » 1.5 - 17,145 19
Madison : -
13. Evansv:lllc; 401,261 7.5 425,912 5.9 24,652 - 6
14, RNew Albany 215,296 4,0 274,730 3.8 59,434 28
Total State 5,348,104 100.07% 7,255,262 100.0% 1,907,158 36%

SOURCE: See Tsble 1
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Educational Attainment

Although data relating library usage to years of schooling are lack-
ing, at least two postulates scem reasonable on a priori grounds,a First,
students do use library resources to prepare a variety of school assign~
ments. They also use the local library as a meeting place or hang=-out
likely to be acceptable to their parents. Therefore, it seems safe to
speculate that a greaterqnumﬁerof students implies a greater demand for
library facilities. Second, higher levels of educational attainment are
generally considered to result in higher rates of literacy and a greater
awareness of and interest in literary materials. Therefore, ome would
anticipate that a community wifh a high average level of educational
attainment would also be a community with a relatively high demand for
library services.

At preseni: we do not have data regarding educational attainment by
region so the following paragraphs will be concerned with the state as a
whole, Regional data could be secured (from school system data, by question-
;aires, etc,) if the need for them appeared great, but such a task is beyond
fhe scope of this study., Presumably, regional data would further refine
the projections of future libra;y needs, but it is doubtful that the
incremental benefit would be worth the effort involved.

The figures in Table 4 are evidence that the educational attainment

averages of Indiana closely parallel those of the United States. If we can

4A priori postulates admittedly leave a great deal to be desired. Un-
fortunately, other techniques for estimating the determinants of library
usage also have serious shortcomings. A recent Indiana University, Bureau
of Business Research attempt to gather information regarding Indiana library -
usage by persons in various income groups and with varying educational
levels ran aground when it became apparent that people overstute their
library borrowings. Presumably this overstatement reflects a desire to
pPlease the questioner or make the respondent's family appear more learned.



- 11 -

TABLE b

Educational Attainment--Indiana and U.S.

Median School Pub. High School Fall, 1967 School Age
Years Completed By Grads 1966-67 as Enrollment as Pop. (5-17) as
Persons 25 Years % of 9th Graders, % of Pop. 5 = % of Total
and Above, 1960 Fall 1963 17 Years 0ld Pop. 1967
Indiana 10.8 77.2 87.8 26.9
U.S. Average 10.6 77.8 84.9 . 26.1

-SOURCE: G.L., Solomon, "Public School Systems in Indiana and Its Bordering
States," Indiana Business Review, Vol. 44, (January-February, 1969),
page 34.

assume that future statistics will reflect a continuation of this trend,
then we can draw some conclusions on the future educational levels in

Indiana by using the projected U.S. figures. Writing in Population Estimates,

D.S. Akers suggests that

t] ising rates of enrollment in the past have been accompanied
by a lengthening of the number of years spent in school.
Increased schooling will lead in turn to a rising level of
educational attainment for the American people as older gen-
erations are replaced by younger ones with more education.

One measure of irising attainment is the proportion of the
population completing high school. It is expected that in
1985, 68 percent of the population 25 years old and over will
have completed high school, as compared with 49 percent in
1965. The proportion completing high school is expected to
be higher for each age group in 1985 than it was in 1965. The
projections are that between 1965 and 1985 the number of high
school graduates is expected to rise from about 51 million

to 91 or 95 million among persons 25 years old and over.

5D.S.. Akers, "Projections of Educational Attainment 1970- 1985,"
Population Estimates Series, P. 25, No. 390 (March 29, 1968).
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Projecting Indiana educational attainment frcm aggregate U.S. c-ucational
data is valid only if there is a relatively stable relationship between the
population parameters of Indiana and the entire nation. Indiana's births
as a percent of the United States total has been steadily averaging 2.6
for the past 35 years.6 Since we expect this trend to continue, it can be
assumed that population change resulting from differences in the U.S. and Indiana
birth rates will not have much effect on the percentages we want to use in our
projections. Other demographic zad education statistics that yield the same

2.6% ratio between Indiana and the national totals are summarized below:

Table 5
Fopulation Comparison--Indiana and U.S.

Indiana as

1960 Indiana u.s. Percent of U.S.
Persons 5 to 34 years 2,163,286 82,387,816 2.6
Persons 5 to 34 '
Enrolled in school 1,083,093 41,583,381 2.6
Total Population 4,662,451 179,325,675 2.6

Using this 2.6 percent figure to project enrollment in Indiana schools

based upon the latest enrollment projections for the United States, we obtain:

TABLE 6

Enrollment Projections - Indiana and U.S.

Year U.S. Indiana 5-Year Change 5-Year % Change
1970 51,476,000 1,338,376

1975 49,969,000 1,299,19 (39,182) 2.9)

1980 47,974,000 1,247,324 (51,870) (4.0)

1985 49,910,000 1,297,660 50,336 ‘ 4.0

SOURCE: Population Estimates, (Series P-25, No. 388, Washington: U.S. Government
Printing Cffice, March 14, 1968). Series "D," projections, page 49.

6Highet Education in Indiana - Current Status Report 2, page 9.




213 -

If we look at the median school years completed in Indiana as com-

pared with the United States we find Indiana historically higher. If we
10.6

project in the same ratio as existed in 1960, 10.8, Indiana's would in-

crease from 12,0 years in the 1964-66 period to 12,7 years in 1985, (See

Table 7)
Table 7
Projected Median School Years Completed
25 Years & Older
1960 64-66 1970 1975 1980 1985
U.S. Averagecs 10,6 11,8 12,1 12,2 12,4 12,5
Indiana Averages 10,8 12,0 12,3 12,4 12,6 12,7

SOURCE: U.S. projections from D,S. Akers, op.cit.

The above projections likely understate the educatioral growth that
will take place in Indiana in the futura., Generally, if a state already
has high relative educational attaimment it increases this level faster
than the national average because of a better base, higher norms, and be-

cause it usually places more importance on education,
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Personal Income and Employment in Indiana7

Accelerated by the lengthy post World War II boom, personal income
in the United States has moved to continually higher levels over the past
two decades. Between 1950 and 1966, U,S. personal income increased from
$226 billion to $580 billion, a 154 percent increase or an annual rate

of about 6 percent,

Indiana Personal Income

Indiana shared in this prosperity posting a 151 percent gain in per= -
sonal income in the 1950-66 period, During that span, Indiana personal
income rose from $6 billion to $15.2 billion. Comparison with surrounding
states reveals that Indiana's growth rate exceeded those of Ohic, Illinois,
and Kentuckye. Only Michigan, whose 6.44 percent annual growth rate was
well above the national average, had a growth rate higher than Indiana's
6.06 percent.

The major sources of personal income in Indiana and the nation are
wage and salary payments. These payments, which account for almost seventy
percent of Indiana personal income, caﬁ be divided into four major sectors:
cémmodity-production, distribution, services and government. The commodity-
production sector (includiug mining, manufacturing, contract construction,
and other product-producing industries) provided 38.3 percent of statewide
personal incomes in 1966, well above the 27.1 percent it contributed to
personal incomes natitnwide. The government and services sectors, though

accounting for much smaller shares of total wage and salary payments,

7Most of the data in this section are taken from "Personal Income Trends
in the Great Lakes Region, 1950-1966," Indiana Business Review Vol. 43
(March-April, 1968) pp. 10=-14,
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incrreased their shares in statewide personal income by 2.9 and 1.0 percent
of points respectively between 1950 and 1966, The distribution sector, on
the other hand, declined in importance during this period.

Other sources of personal income in addition to wage and salary pay-
ments include proprietors' income, property income, transfer payments,
and labor income other than wages and salaries. This latter category in-
cludes employer contributions to private pension funds, health and welfare
programs, and group insurance programs and has increased in importance both
in Indiana and nationally. Proprietors' incomes, especially in Indiana,
have declined in importance and now contribute only 10 percent of statewide
personal income as compared with about 16 percent sixteen years ago. Prop-
erty income and transfer payments have increased their respective shares

only slightly,

Per Capita Personal Incomes

A brief look at per capita personal income for the United States shows
that from 1950 to 1966 personal income per person rose from about $1,500
to $2,963, an increase of almost 97 percent. Over the same period, the
per capita income for Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Illinois, and Kentucky
increased 94 percent to $3,143 while the per capita income for Imndiana
alone increased by 103% from $1,512 in 1950 to $3,076 in 1966.

Standard metropolitan statistical areas (SMSA's) provide a convenient
vehicle for examining the statewide distribution of personal income.
SMSA's are integrated economic and social units having a recognized large
populatior. center as their core. By definition, they must contain a minimum

of one city of at least 50,000 inhabitants, the county containing one such

1city, and any adjacent counties that are found to be metropolitan in character
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and economically and socially integrated with the county containing the
core city.

Indiana contains nine SMSA's--Anderson, Evansville, Fort Wayne, Gary-
Hammond-East Chicago, Indianapolis, Lafayette-West Lafayette, Muncie,

South Bend, and Terre Haute. In addition, the Cincinnati and Louisville
SMSA's include some counties situated in Indiana.

For Indiana SMSA's the average annual rates of change in personal
income from 1959 to 1966 ranged from a low of 2,7 percent in the South Bend
SMSA to 7.7 percent in Fort Wayne. The annual rate of change for South
Bend was one of the two lowest among all SMSA's in the nation. Five of the
nine Indiana SMSA's had annual growth rates from 1959 to 1966 that exceeded
the total U.S. average rate of -6.1 percent, and six of the nine reported
rates of change that equaled or surpassed’ the average for the surrour_lding
states in the Great Lakes region,

The large increase in personal income in the Fort Wayne SMSA (from
$569 million in 1959 to $956 million in 1966) can be attributed primarily
to manufacturing earnings which rose at an annual rate of 7.2 peréent during
t;he period. The personal income pattern of the Lafayette-West Lafayette
SMSA where manufacturing earnings rose 6.9 percent annually was similar
to that of Fort Wayne. 1In addition, government earnings in the Lafayette-
West Lafayette SMSA grow at a rate of 8.9 percent and in 1966 represented
21 percent of the SMSA's total personal income.

Total personal income for Indianapolis reached a high of $3,589 million
in 1966, tie twenty-fiftfh highest of all SMSA's in the mation. The capital
city's overall average growth rate for the 1959-66 period was 6.6 percent,
Personal income in the Indianapolis SMSA came from more dj.\ieréified sources

than the other Indiana SMSA's., Although manufacturing was the largest
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sector (contributing 30 percent), government, wholesale and retail
trade, and service earnings provided 11, 15, and 9 percent of total per-
sonal income respectively,

As of 1966, all Indiana SMSA's with the exception of Terre Haute,
had per capita incomes above the nmational average of $2963. However,
when compared to an average of all SMSA's in the Great Lzkes Region,
Indiana fared poorly, with no metropolitan area recording a per capita in-
come above the $3,502 average for the Grezt Lakes Region. However, during
the seven-year period from 1959 to 1966, seven of the nine Indiana SMSA's
had percentage increases in per capita income that equaled or exceeded
the U.S. and Great Lakes growth rates. On a percentage basis, Evansville
and Lafayette recorded the largest gains with 57 and 50 percent increases
respectively.

Table 8 below presents total personal income and per capita per-
sonal income for Indiana SM3A's in 1959 and 1966.

Table 8

Personal Income and Per Capita Personal Income
for Indiana 1959 and 1966 by SMSA

Personal Income $000,000 Per Capita Income
SMSA 1959 1966 % 1959 1966 %
Anderson $ 308 $ 457 5.3% $2,337 $3,211 37%
Evansville 439 691 6.7 1,916 3,003 57
Fort Wayne 569 956 7.7 2,337 3,47 49
Gary 1383 1960 5.1 2,374 3,182 34
Indianapolis 2299 3589 6.6 2,456 3,487 42
Lafayette 198 328 7.5 2,133 3,201 50
Muncie 234 371 6.8 2,112 3,110 47
South Bend 685 827 2.7 2,510 2,980 19
Terre Haute 307 452 5.7 1,801 2,677 49
Total U.S. 382,840 580,483 6.1 2,161 2,963 37
Great Lake SMSA's :

64,980 96,606 5.8 2,558 3,502 37

O SOURCE: Indiana Business Review, Vol. &4 (March=April, 1969) p. 44.
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Employment

The process of economic development may generally be characterized by a
decline in the importance of the agricultural sector and an increase in the
share of output produced in the manufacturing and service sectors. Thus,
as an economy develops, an increasing proportion of its workers find their
livelihood in manufacturing or service jobs while agricultural employment
stagnates,

Settled largely in response to the demands of easterners and southerners
for foodstuffs, Indiana began as a relatively undcrdeveloped region with
practically its total labor force engaged in scratching the soil for a living.
As late as 1850 over eighty percent of Indiana's work force was still involved
in ag:ieulture, far exceeding the nation's average of under fifty percent,
reflecting the fact that natural gifts of fertile soil and favorable climate
made specialization in agriculture appealing.

Despite natural aﬁvantages favoring growth of the agricultural sector,
Indiana during the past céntury has followed the route of developing regions
by devoting an ever larger share of her work force to manufacturing and service
occupations while agricultural employment was declining to less than ten
percent of the total wofk force. Changes in the composition of emplcyment for
Indiana and the nation are presented in Figure 5. In that figure the
agriculture employment category embraces those workers engaged in farming,
forestry and fishing; production employment consists of manufacturing,
construction and mining employees; and the service sector includes workers
in government, transportation, distribution, communications, finance and
2ducational activities,

Agricultural employment as a percentage of total Indiana employment

has declined steadily since 1850, Between 1850 and 1370 much of this
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Figure S

COMPOSITION OF EMPLOYED WORK FORCE, 1880-1960
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decline reflected a shift in importance from the agricultural sector to the
service sector, After 1870 the percentage of the labor force engaged in manu-~
facturing, mining and construction increased absorbing most of the continuing
decline in agriculturefs share. Indiana's service sector increzsed its share
of employment except for the 1900-1920 period. During the 1900-1920 period
the sharp gains of the manufacturing, mining and construction industries
came at the expense of both agriculture and the service industries. The upshot
of these changes is that by 1960 over ninety percent of Indiana workers were
employed in the production of non-agricultural goods or services, approximately
tﬁe national averége. In service employment, however, Indiana lagged behind
the rest of thelnation with only slightly more than fifty percent of the labor
force in the service industries compared to the national average of almost
sixty percent.

Because the goods'produ;ing sectors employ a larger share of workers in
Indiana than they do in the nation as a whole, a more detailed look at
this sector may be in order. Three industries-~primarily metals, electrical
machinery, and transportation equipment--account for about forty-five
percent of Indiana's total manufacturing employment. The addition of the
fabricated metals and non-electrical machinery industries pushes this total
to approximately sixty percent.

The lesser importance of the service sector and the concentration of
manufacturing employment in basic industries has special implications for
the Indiana economy. Because the more basic manufacturing industries afe
subject to wider fluctuations in production and employment than, for instance,
the soft goods and service industries, Indiana's economy can be expectgd
to out perform the rest of the nation during periods of economic Boom and lag

behind the national average during recessions. This more volatile
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performance is reflected in the comparison of unemployment in Indiana and the
nation in Figure 6. Employment in the basic industries is so sensitive to
economic fluctuation that even the moderate slowdown in the U.S. economy in
1967 was associated with a sharp rise in the Indiana unemployment rate while
the U.,S. rate rose only moderately.

There is some evidence that the long-run employment trend in Indiana
is away from heavy reliance on manufacturing., This pattern is to be expected
given the expanding consumer demand for recreation, education, government
programs and other services, However, as Figure 7 indicates, ]_'.ndiana
workers in the late sixties still relied heavily on manufacturing industries
for jobs, It seems likely that in the decades immediately ahead this -
dependence on manufacturing will decline in Indiana as in the nation but that
manufacturing will continue to be relatively more important to Indiana
workers than to workers in the rest of the country.

The Indiana employment picture can be considered in greater detail by
a close look at the data in Table 9. The most rapidly growing employment-
categories in the 1959-1967 period were contract construction and service
which both increased by almost 50%., Manufacturing growth on the other
hand was slightly less than the Indiana average of 27.3% suggesting that
manufacturing employment was declining relative to Indiana total employment.
(Of course, this does not mean that employment in manufacturing declined
absolutely.)

A regional breakdown of non-agricultural employment in Indiana (Table 10)
reveals a marked difference in the employment patterns of the northern and
southern parts of the state., Regions one through six (Gary, South Bend,

Ft. Wayne, Lafayette, Kokomo and Munéie), located north of Indianapolis,
contained over 53% 6f the total non-agricultural employment in 1967 and over

Q 8% of manufacturing employment, Region seven combined with regions nine
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FIGURE 7

Non-Agricultural Employment Distribution 1967
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TABLE 9

Non=Agricultural Employment by Categories,
1959 and 1967

. Percent
sIC Category 1959 1967 Change
07-09 Agricultural 1,801 0.16 2,425 0.17 34,6
Services, For=-
estry, Fisheries
10-14 Mining 7,115 0.63 4,497 0.31 - (36,.8)
15-17 Contract
Construction 47,718 4,22 70,764 4,91 48,3
19-39 Manufacturing 574,988 50.80 719,988 49,95 25,2
40-49 Transportation
Communications :
Public Utilities 61,819 5.46 73,453 5.10 18.8
50 Wholesale Trade 62,911 £.56 77,160 5.35 22,6
52«55 Retail Trade 203,986 18.02 257,083 17.84 26.0
60=67 Finance
Insurance
Real Estate 53,441 4,72 68,304 4.74 27.8
76-94 Services 114,174 10,09 165,790 11,50 45,2
99 ~ Unclassified or
Nonclagsifiable
Establishments 3,978 0.34 1,986 0.13 (50.1)
Totals 1,131,931 100,00 1,441,450 100.00 27.3

SOURCE: County Business Patterns, 1959 and 1967 (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of
Commerce) o
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Codes

Regions

Region

Region

Region

Region

Region

Region

Region

Region

Region

1

4

1959
1967

1959
1967

1959
1967

1959
1967

1959
1967

1959
1967

1959
1967

1959
1967

1959
1967

Region 10 1959

1967

Region 11 1959

1967

Region 12 1959

1967

Region 13 1959

1967

Regionlé4 1959

1967

STATE TOTALS
1959 1,801 7,115
1967 2,425 4,497

SIC CODES:

07-09
10-14
15-17
19-39
40-49
50

52-59
60-67
70-94
99
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TABLE 10

Non-agricultural Employment 1959 & 1967
By Region and Industrial Classification

07-09 10-14 15-17

158
206

151
221

203
397

54
122

23
93

230
91

20
24

392
552

117
157

37
103

55
80

31
48

171
210

159
121

Agricultural Services, Forestry, Fisheries

49
19

62
33

184
249

125

31
127

279
1,925
785

484
449

190
69

Mining
Contract Construction
Manufacturing

Transportation, Commun

9,189
17,128

4,081
5,483

4,146

5,978

1,805
2,281

1,536
2,569

2,587
4,19

1,990
1,793

13,083
18,487

1,063
1,262

1,104
1,973

957
1,531

595
475

4,385
5,966

1,197
1,284

47,718
70,764

Wholesale Trade
Retail Trade

Finance, Insurance, Real Estate
Services
Non Classifiable Establishments

19-39

119,271
124,461

67,472
76,479

52,746
70,188

17,236
24,948

25,493

38,836

67,150
80,598

13,683
17,999

110,628
138,634

18,035
24,084

9,692
16,819

15,087
23,186

6,183
8,785

38,952
50,835

13,360
24,136

574,988
719,988

40-49

9,296
10,724

6,487
6,432

6,306
8,029

2,085
2,400

1,951
2,915

4,234
4,340

2,976
3,541

17,976
21,652

1,002
1,132

1,130
1,529

1,243
1,634

1,332
1,351

4,707
5,577

1,094
2,197

61,819
73,453

50

6,110
7,664

7,456
9,101

6,435
10,301

2,161
2,539

2,082
1,986

3,212
3,790

3,620
2,858

21,933
27,017

1,282
1,572

821
1,132

1,057
1,081

556
681

5,358
6,328

828
1,110

62,911
77,160

52=59

27,716
36,113

17,641
23,156

20,135
27,775

10,003
12,795

8,19
11,104

17,933
22,776

9,115
10,571

53,442
61,917

5,668
7,101

4,575
6,871

4,659
5,925

2,559
3,208

16,473
20,586

5,873
7,185

203,986
257,083

ications, Public Utilities.

60-67

6,510
7,152

4,869
6,605

5,475
6,942

2,022
3,287

1,420
2,047

3,596
4,377

1,677
1,969

20,243
25,464

1,375
1,738

731
1,109

684
1,125

454
493

3,570
4,622

1,015
1,374

53,441
68,304

Q _SOURCE OF DATA: County Business Patterns, First Quarter 195% & 1967
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70-%4

14,677
20,332

13,419
19,891

11,359
17,539

4,892
7,054

3,548
5,283

8,384
12,529

6,049
6,752

31,775
47,161

2,925
3,902

2,310
3,430

1,457
2,470

1,263
1,789

9,925
13,989

2,371
3,173

99

723
284

284
198

296
234

486
15

193
103

418
67

167
47

989
619

91
65

15
75

92
80

50

103
193

71
6

TOTALS

193,499
224,583

121,922
147,959

107,285
147,628

40,869
55,441

44,471
65,063

108,023
132,832

41,222
46,339

270,945
341,952

31,584
41,055

21,386
33,840

25,414
37,112

13,023
16,830

86,130
110,161

26,158
40,655

114,174 3,978 1131,931
165,790 1,986 1441,450
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through fourteén (Terre Haute, Richmond, Evansville and New Albany) ,
located south of Indianapolis, accounted for only 227 of ;otal’non-agricultural
employment and 237 ofrmanufacturing emhlojment; Indianapolis (region eight),
the largest region in the state, accounted for 24% of totel non-agricultural
employment but only 19% of the state's manufacturing employment., Thus,
non-agricultural employment in the northerh pé;t of the sfete is more
heavily involved in manufacturing than in either the southern part of the
state or in the Indianapolis region. The reléfively énall_pefoentage of
manufacturing empioyment in the Indianapoiis region lafgely reflects this
region's importance as a governmentzal and financial center.,

The growth of non—agricul;ura} employment by region, summarized in
Table 11, reflects the interesting factvfhatVbetﬁeen'195§ and 1967 non~
agricultural employment tended to grow more rapldly in the southern pawvt of
the state than either in the northern part or in the Indlanapolls region.
In part, this high growth rate reflects the fact that non-agricultural
employment in southern Indiana has been re1at1ve1y small and esonsequently,
a rather small amount of absolute increase yields a relatlvely more substantial
growth rate. If the 1959-1967 period is any indication, one would anticipate
that the Bloomington, Qolunhus and New{Albany negions ﬁillibecome much less
dependent on agriculture for employment invthe coming decade. Of course,
the Gary and Indianapolis regions will continue to dominate non-agricultural

employment because;of their imﬁensefhead start;
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APPENDIX A.l

Summary Table
Projected Regional Population by Age and by Sex, 1970-1990

REGION 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990
1. Gary
Female 436,979 479,793 530,434 588,805 642,775
Male 437,401 477,489 526,243 583,315 636,161
Total 874,380 957,282 1,056,677 1,172,120 1,278,936
2, South Bend
Female 246,264 268,307 293,614 320,955 348,718
Male 237,172 256,848 279,950 305,268 332,343
Total 483,436 525,155 573,564 626,223 681,061
3. Fort Wayne
Female 250,155 270,951 295,375 322,352 350,225
Male 239,497 259,624 284,005 311,246 338,675
Total 489,652 530,575 579,380 633,598 688,900
4, Lafayette
Female 124,809 130,744 137,225 144,038 153,047
Male 125,949 132,295 139,263 146,195 154,824
Total 250,758 263,039 276,488 290,233 307,868
5« Kokomo
Female 122,693 130,812 140,123 150,409 162,075
Male 119,448 127,546 136,996 147,529 159,635
Total 242,142 258,358 277,119 297,938 321,710
6. Muncie
Female 244,227 259,161 275,389 292,300 307,918
Male 237,367 251,539 267,287 283,931 299,393
Total 481,59 510,700 542,676 576,231 607,311
7. Terre Haute
Female 107,971 107,363 1C6,891 106,342 107,050
Male 101,692 100,775 100,090 99,482 99,807
Total 209,663 208,138 206,981 205,824 206,857
8, Indianapolis
Female 598,254 664,482 744,839 838,431 934,550
Male 576,473 627,318 704,652 794,742 891,200
Total 1,184,727 1,291,800 1,449,491 1,633,173 1,825,750
9., Richmond
Female 75,225 77,019 78,612 80,103 81,990
Male 71,382 72,475 73,776 75,057 76,460
Total 146,607/ 149,494 152,388 155,160 158,450
10. Bloomington
Female 72,458 75,265 77,991 80,347 83,187
Male 70,838 73,303 76,393 78,696 81,395
Total 263,296 148,568 154,384 159,043 164,582
11, Columbus
Female 73,255 79,938 87,884 96,824 105,850
Male 70,618 76,292 83,544 90,435 98,782
Total 143,873 156,230 171,428 187,259 204,632
12, Lawrenceburg/
Madison
Female 46,422 48,449 50,659 52,914 55,265
Male 44,998 46,816 48,901 51,098 53,300
Total 91,420 92,265 99,560 104,012 108,565
13, Evansville :
Female 207,264 209,929 213,161 216,196 218,625
Male 193,997 ' 195,909 198,829 202,164 207,287
Total 401,261 405,838 411,990 418,360 425,912
14, New Albany
Female 109,927 117,195 125,173 133,512 140,500
Male 105,369 111,709 118,955 126,657 134,230
Total 215,296 228,904 244,128 260,169 274,730
STATE TOTALS:
O Female - 2,715,903 2,919,408 3,157,370 3,423,528 3,691,775
ERIC Male 2,632,201 2,809,938 3,038,884 3,295,815 3,563,492

Total 5,348,104 5,729,346 6,196,254 6,719,343 7,255,267
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APPENDIX B.1
State Of Indiana

Projected Population and Percentage
Increases By Age and By Sex, 1970-1990

(:m" “”m'l """" R Percentage Increase in Population
. o ot | orene by Age & Sex
[ i 70-80 80-90 70-90
. o o d i TR Men 15.4 17.3 35.4
0- 9 15.7 18.2 36.8
Sl T 10 - 19 5.2 13.2 19,0
20 - 29 33.4 9.0 45.4
._"_"”“ . 30 - 59 13,7 23.8 40,8
) . 60 & up 13,7 17.2 33.3
By e Women 16.2  16.9  35.9
o 0- 9 15,6 18.1 36.6
s 10-19 5.1 12,7 18.4
i 20 - 29 3€.5 9.0 48,9
P R ) 30 - 59 13,4 21,7 37.9
- fvnoin 60 & up 17.8 16, 40,5
Population I Total 15.8  17.1  35.7
in 1,000'8pf =] | ™ oo Lo
4,000, 2 s S Gy T Age
Projected Population by Age Group
(Numbers in bar charts are percentages of total male
or femaie population in each age group.)
14,9 60 &
i 11.8| over
3,200 . . 14.8 A
11.7
14,6 11,8
14.5
12,0 . 30-
2 . 14.4| 12,0 32,8} 32.7 59
/400 32,1} 31.9
31,5} 31.0
30.6
32,3} 31." 31.4
1,600 16.1} 16.6] 20.
16.8| 17.4 29
17.3] 17.8
14,7 15.4 16.5] 17.1
17.8 16.6(17.7 | 10-
800 17.2 ]| 18.4 16.7 19
19,1} 20,2 18,6 19.8
19.5| 21.0 19.0f 20.5 19.4] 21,0 19.6] 21,2 19.6{ 21,2 | 0-9
F M F M F M F M F M

1970 1975 1980 1985 1990
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APPENDIX

B.2

Gary Region
Projected Population and Percentage
Increases By Age and By Sex, 1970-1990

Percentage Increase in Population
: by Age & Sex
70-80 80-90 70-90
€
LA poRT Men 20,3 20,9 45.4
0- 9 20,7 23.4 49,0
10 - 19 8.0 17.7 27.2
PORTER 20 - 29 51.2 12,3 69.8
30 - 59 12,2 25,2 40,5
S TARKE 60 & up 26,8 23,4 56 .4
Women 21,4 21.2 47.1
c- 9 20,4 234 48,6
10 - 19 7.3 17.0 25,6
JASPER PULASKY 20 - 29 48,6 12,7 67..
30 - 59 13,2 23,1 39.4
60 & up 38,0 30.1 79.5
Total 20,8 21,0 46,3
Projected Population by Age Group
(Numbers in bar charts are percentages of total male Age
Population or female population in each age group)
in 1,000's
640 7
14,0 11,5(60 &
13.5 | 11.3 over
12.3 [11.1 . 31,1 30.8( 39
11.5 10.7 30.7 | 30,2
30.6| 29.7 20
31.9 31.3 | 30.0 -
320 4 32.8 16,2 | 16.7| 29
17.6
18,0 17.0
6.9 17.4
. 18.4 17.5 | 18.6
160 - 19
18,1 | 19,1 17.5
20,5 | 21,2 19.9 | 20.8
0-9
21,0 | 21,9 20,2 | 21.?2 20.8 | 21.9 21,2 | 22,5 21,21 22,4
F M F M F M F M F M
1970 1975 1980 1985 1990

ERIC
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APPENDIX B.3

South Bend Region
Projected Population and Percentage
Increases By Age and By Sex, 1970-1990
Percentage Increase in Population
By Age & Sex

70-80 80-90 70-90
$T. JOSEPH Men 18.0 18.7 40,1
ELRMART 0-9 28.1 17.0  49.9
10-19 5.9 27.0 34,6
20-29 32,48 5.2 39.7
» 30-59 13.5 23,2 39.9
60 & over 13.4 17.5 33.2
MARSHALL
Women 19.2 18.8 41.6
rosciusro ~0-9 27.9 17.3  50.0
10-19 6.2 26.6 34,5
20-29 34,1, 5.6 41.6
30-59 14.4 22,2 39.8
60 & over 19.8 19.9 43,6
Total 18.90 18,7 40,9
Population Projected Population by Age Group
in 1L000's (Numbers in bar charts are percentages of total male
400 or female population in each age group.)
Age
14,1
11.1 | 60 &
N 14,1 over
300 11.1
14.0
11.2 32.0
14,0 31.6 30,8 | 30-
13.9 11.5 ’ 30.3 . 59
11,7
2
00 31.1| 29.6
32.4 31.1
29,6 15.1
30.8 15.8 | 15.5 | 20-
17.0 16.3 | ) 29
17.1| 17.6 18.0 | -
100 15.1115.5 7 | N 17.3 19.9 | 10~
1 16.9 19.1 B 19
19.0 17.6 18.6 :
19,4 - -1 ;
20.7 p— 21,2 | . 20.8 |
20,1 21.1 23.2 22,7 | 0-9
19. L) L)
6 21.2 21,9 23,0

M M
1970 Flors ™ F 1980™ Floss ™ Fiogo ™
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APPENDIX B.4
LAGRANGE STEVUBEN
- Fort Wayne Region
Projected Population and Percentage
Increases by Age and By Sex, 1970-1990
NOBLE | DE KaLB Percentage Increase in Population
by Age & Sex
J 70-8C  80-90 70-90
WHITLEY Men 18.6 14,2 41.4
ALLEN 20,5 19.3 43.8
5.8 20.1 27.1
41.6 8.6 53.9
17.4 27.5 49.8
HUNTIN 5= 60 & over 10.1 12,2 23.5
TON
. 18.1 18.6 40.0
WELLS | Abaus 20.4 18,1  42.2
6.5 18.2 26.0
L 40.2 9.5 53.5
Population 15.3 24,8 43.9
in 1,000's 60 & over 13,2 17.6 33.1
400 18.3  18.9  40.7
Projected Population by Age Group A
(Numbers in bar charts are percentages of total male 13.6 ge
or female population in each age group) 10.0 | 60 &
over
300 o 13.9
13.7 10.4
10.7
14.0
il.1 31.9 30-
14,3 32.4 59
11.5 30.3 31.1
29,9 39.3 31.6
200 - 31.0 29.6
30.6
} 17.8 17.2 16.4 20-
o 18.3 17.5 16.7 | 29
17.1 | 17.7
15.0 | 15.3 E—
100 J 17.5 17.2 17.4 10-
18.8 18.3 17.9 18.5 19
19.3 19.8
20.5 =
21.0 20,7 0-9
20.4 20,2 20.8 22.6 22.4
22,1 22.4 22.4
F M F M F M F F
1970 1975 1980 1985 1990

ERIC
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APPENDIX B.5

Lafayette Region

Projectad Population and Percentage
iacreases By Age and By Sex, 1970-1990

Percentage Increase in Population

by Age & Sex

WHIS E 70-80 80-90 70-90
Men 1v.6 11.% 22.9
' 0-9 3.8 11. 15.9
BENTON cARROLL 10-19 4.3 .8 5.2
20-29 24.8 8.3 35.1
l 30-59 12.6 18.4 33.2
i 60 & over 6.6 12.5 19.9
TIPPECANOE
WARREN: CLINTON Women 9.9 11.5 22.6
0-9 3.7 11.8 16.0
10-19 3.6 .1 3.7
20-29 26.6 9.6 38.8
30-59 10.4 17.5 29.6
FOUITAIN| MONTGOMERY 60 & over 8.3 4.2 23.8
| Total 10.3  11.3 22,8
Populatic:n Projected Population by Age Group
in 1,000's (Numbers in bar charts are percentages of total male Age
160 ] or female population in each age group.)
140 11.7 {60 &
— 11.4 15.4 | 11.6 15.5 over
11 | 15.1
%]
120 4 15.4 | 12.0 15.2
100 +
31.7 | 31.6 32,3 |32.3 33.4 {33.7 |30-
31.4 59
80 4 31.1 31.4 | 31.5
19.4 19.6 18.9 | 20-
60 4 15.4 17.1 16.2 | 17.8 17.3 17.4 17.0 29
40 4
18.7 20.1 18.9 | 20.3 17.7 | 19-0 16.7 [18.0 15.9 | 17.2 |4o.
- 19
20 4
19.# 19.7 18.3 ] 18.6 18.2 118.4 18.3 }j 18.5 18.2 | 18.5 0_9
F M F M F M F M F M
1970 1975 1980 1973 1990
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APPENDIX B

.6

Kokomo Region

pulation and Percentage
ge and By Sex, 1970-1990

Percentage Increase in Population

FULTON by .Age & Sex
70-80 80-90 70-90
Men 14.7 16.5 33.6
: WABASH 0-9 10.4 16.6 28.8
CASS MIAMI 10-19 8.0 13.0 22.0
20-29 29.2 11.4 44,0
30-59 16.0 20.7 40.2
60 & over 11.3 17.0 30.2
Women 14.2 15.7 32.1
HOWARD c.9 10.5 17.5 29.8
10-19 8.4 10.4 19.8
20~29 27.2 11.0 41.2
TIPTON 30-59 4.6 19.1 36.6
6L « over 12.3 17.1 31.5
Total 14 .4 16.1 32.9
Population Projected Population by Age Group Age
ir 1,000's (Numbers in bar charts are percentag 28 of total male
160 of feuale population in each z ¢ group.)
60 &
1o - 14.5 L1110 o
1440 11.1
—
120 { 4 2L 18,1
14.3] 11.1
4.6} 11.4
100 - 10-
33.5 23] S9
i 33.0,33.8
8o 32.0f 32.5 32,64 33,1 20-
32,4} 32,7 16.1] 29
60 : 16.7._’-'-_0J 15.9
14.9] 14,9 6.1] 16.1 1¢.51 16.8
. 16~
40 A
16.5 17.7 19
18.2] 19.4 18.4) 19.5 17.31.18,2 16.61.17.4
20 4
. 0~
19.9) 21.¢ 19.2] 20.8 19.3| 20.8 19.31 20.7 19.6} 20.38} 9
F M F M F M F M ¥ M
1970 1975 1980 1985 1290

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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APPENDIX B.7

Muncie Region
Projected Population and Percentage
Increases by Age and By Sex, 1970-1990

Percentage Increase in Population
by Age & Sex

70-80 80-90 70-90
CHANT BLACK- Men 12.6 12.0 26.1
FoRroD JAY 0-9 7.6 7.9 16.2
10-19 2.0 3.8 5.8
20-29 28,0 8.4 38.7
30-59 14.6 19.4 36.8
DELAWARE 60 & over 12.7 15.7 30.4%
MADISON : RANDOLPH Women 12.8 11.8 26.1
' 0-9 7.7 7.7 16.0
10-19 2.6 3.8 6.5
: ] 20-29 25.8 7.4 35.2
HENRY 30-59 13.1 17.9 33.4
[ 60 & over 17.8 17.5 58.4
l————' Total 12,7 11.9 26.1
Population - Age
in 1,000's
320« Frojected Population by Age Gromp
(Numbers in bar charts are percentages ¢ total male
or female population ir. 2ach ~ge jroup)
280 19.5 [ 12.2 kg o
r-'-] 15.1 111.9 bl
240 4 14.8) 11.
14,1 11.8 14.4 1 11.9 30-
200 - 34.9|35.5| 39
»3.7 |34.5
33.d 32.7 32.6 | 32.3 33.1] 33.3
160 -
. — 6.5 | 17.3 | 20-
1204 17.2 17.8' 16.9 | 17.5 29
15.%4 19.7 16.6 | 17.3
80 16.5| 10-
18.4 19.6 18.3 ] 19.2 17.0] 17.6 16.3 17.0 15.8 19
40 _ '
18.9 20.1 18.1 | 19.3 18.0] 19.2 17.3 19.1 17.4 |1 18.5 0-
9

F F M M
1370 1975 1980 1985 1990
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APPENDIX B.8
Terre Haute Region

Projected Population and Percentage
ncreases By Age and By Sex, 1970-1990

VERMILLION

PUTNAM
Percentage Increase in Population
J ' by Age & Sex
70-80 80-90 70-90
vico cLAY
Men (1.6) (¢ .3) (1.8)
0-9 (4 .4) ( .4) .7
10-19 (7.8) (7.2) ((4.4)
20-29 11.9 3.7 7.7
30-59 (1.1) 5.4 4.2
sSULLIvaN 60 & over (4.6) .1 %.5)
\ : Women (1.0) .1 ( .8)
0-9 4.3) .9) 5.2)
10-19 (6.6) (6.8) (12.9)
Population 20-29 11.1 3.1) 7.7
in 1,000's 30-59 (2.4) 4.0 1.5
120 7 Projected Topulation by Age Group 60 & over 5 3.3 3.9
(Mumbers in bar charts are percentages of total
male or female population in each age group.) Total (1.3) (.1 (1.3)
Age
100 -
19.4 16.4 19.5 16.1 19.7 |15.9 20.0] 15.8 20.4 ) 15.9] 60 &
over
80
31.8 31.2 31.4§ 30.9 31.3 |31.4 31.7 | 32.2 32.6 | 33.21 30-
! ’ 59
604
40 4.1 15.1 15,1 | 16.5 15,8 |1/.1 15.7 16.9 19.3 | 16,9} 20-
17.9] 19.1 17.8 18.9 16.8 17.9 16.3 | 17.3 " |l15.7 | 16.6| 10-
: 19
204
16.8{18.3 16.2 i7.6 16.2 17.7 16.3 | 17.8 16,1} 17.7§ O-
9
F M F M F M F M F M

1970 1975 1980 1985 1990




- 52 -
APPENDIX B.9
Indianapolis. Region

Projected Population and Percentage
Increases By Age and By Sex, 1970-1990

Percentage Increase in Population

By Age & Sex
BOONE MAMILTON 70=80 80-90 70-90
Men 22,2 26.5 54,6
0-9 23.4 29.2 59.5
H . 10-19 12,7 17.9 32.9
20-29 34.7 16.9 57.6
HENDRICKS | MARION *ANCOCK 30-59 21.4 34.2 62.9
60 & cver 20.7 29.2 55.9
Women 24.5 25.5 56.2
SHELBY 0-9 23.4 28.9 59.0
10-19 11.3 18.5 32.0
MORGA
N | younsoN 20-29 54.6 - 16.4 80.0
30-59 20.8 31.4 58.7
‘60 & over 21.6 27.2 54,7
Population Total 23.4 26.0 55.4
in 1,00's
Projected Population by Age Group Age
(Numbers in bar charts are percentages of total male
or female population in each age group.)
8C0 . 14.1
11.2| 60 &
over
13.9
13.9 11.0
11.0
33.# 33.1| 30-
600 7 4.1 59
14. 11.2
3 11.1 ;
31.6} 31.2 32.4
31.4| 30.8 32.3
400 4 32,6l 21.4 =
16.7 16.8{ 20-
18.0 | 18.2 17 6 17.8 28
14.5 | 16.5 16.9 | 17.1
: 16.1 16.4 10-
200 | : 16.3 | 17.3 19
19.7 18.7| 20.0 17.0] 18.2
19.0
19.7] 21.2 19.0 | 20.9 19.5] 21.4 19.7] 21.6 20.d 21.94 O-
9
F M F V. F M F M F M

1970 1975 1980 1985 1990
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APPENDIX B.1l0

Richmond Ragion
Projected population «nd Percentage
Increases By Age and By Sex, 1970-1990

Percentage Increase in Population
by Age & Sex
WAYNE
, 70-80 80-90 90-90
I — | Men 3.4 3.6 7.1
RUSH  IFAYETTE] UNtON 13:39 (3’3) :25'; g'g
20-29 13.9 (3.1) 10.4
30- 2 .2 8.1 8.4
FRANKLIN 60 & over 4.8 2.8 7.7
| Women 4,5 4.3 9.0
| 0-9 5.4 3.1 8.7
10-19 1.4) 3.4 1.9
20-29 il.3 (3.6) 7.2
. ee 30-59 2.2 7.0 2.4
igpi*ggs?: 60 & over 8.4 8.6 17.8
’ Projected Population by Age Group
90 (Numbers in bar charts are percentages of Total 3.9 4,0 8.1
total male or female population in
each age group) Age
80 ' -
| 17.8
70 16,9 -———-1 16.8 17.1 17.4 14,0} 60 &
13.9 14,2 14,1 4.1 over
60 ~ _
21.9 31.0 31,2 31.5 32,0 30-
50- 31.0 29,9 30.1 30.6 31.4 59
40~ .
14.4 15.5 15.3 14.8 1 14,2 | 14.5 | 20-
14.1 19.4 15.5 15,1 - 29
304 . )
18.0 17.6 17.0 17.0 ~ |.16.8 10-
20 4 19.6 19.1 18.4 18.4 18.5 19
10 ~ 19.2 19.1 19.4 ] 21.9 19.31 - [ 19.2 0-9
1214 21.4 | ]21.8 T | 21,8
F M F M F M F M F M

1970 1975 1980 1985 C T 1990
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APPENDIX B.Il

Bloomington Region
Projected Population and Percentage
Increases By Age and By Sex, 1970-1990

Percentage Increase in Population
By Age & Sex

70-80 80-90 70-90
OWEN
Men 7.8 6.5 14.9
0-9 .1 3.7 3.8
MONROE 10-19 (4.1) - (4.1)
20-29 30.0 (1.1) 28.6
30-59 §.7 13.8 23.7
GREENE 60 & over 4.0 15.1 19.8
Women 7.6 6.7 14.8
: . 0-9 .1 4.1 4.3
CAWRENCE 10-19 (5.4) (.5) (5.9)
20-29 27.5 4.2 22,2
} ‘ 30-59 8.3 14.0 23.5
60 & over 9.0 15.7 26.0
Population Total 7.7 6.6 14.8
in 1,000's :
100] Projected Population by Age Group
(Numbers in bar char%s are percentages of total male
90 J or female population in each age group.) A
ge
80 J
14.3§{60 &
70 4 16.7 |13.6 17.6 over
16.1] 13.5 16.3 13.2
16.0| 13.7
60
50 4 y
31.5] 30.2 31.5} 30.3 31.7| 30.4 32,71 31.3 33.91 32,5} 30-
' 59
- 40
30 16.8] 18.3 18.4 | 20.2 19.9| 22.0 19.3| 21.7 17.9} 20.5 2(23'-
. 9
20 19.8]| 20.5 19.0 |20.1 17.4] 18.3 16.5| 17.4 16.2 ] 17.1 lg;
10 |
15.9] 17.3 14.9] 15.8 14.8 | 16.0 14.7'] 16.0 14.4] 15.6 O;
"F M F M F M F M F M
1970 1975 1980 1985 1990
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APPENDIX B.12
Columbus Region
Projected Population and Percentage
Increases By Age and By Sex, 1970-1990

Percentage Increase in Population
by Age & Sex

70-80 80~90 70-90

Men 18.3 18.2 39.9
" DECATUR 0-9 16.8 22.4 43,0
' 10-19 10.6 9.2 20.8
BARTHOLOMEW| 20-29 37.8 13,1 55.8
30-59 17.0 24,0 45.1
: - 60 & over 13.7 16.7 32.6
i_____f ‘ :
. JENNINGS Women 20.0 20.4 44,5
Population 0-9 16.8 22,0 42.5
in 1,000's JACKSON 10-19 12.6 12.1 26.2
20-29 38.8 16.5 61.7
12% S 30-59 19.2 26.7 51.1
60 & over 16.5 19.6 39.3
Total 19.2 19.4 42,2
Projected Population by Age Group Age
(Numbers in bar charts are percentages of total male
1061 or female population in each age group.) 12.8
11.3 )
36
12.8 oge:
11.4
— 12,9
75 11.5
13.2 4.9
32.1) 31.9 32.9|32.5
13.2 12.0 30-
59
30.8| 30.6 31.3 31.0
50 4. 31.5| 31.3
’ 16.6( 16.2| 20-
29
17.21 16.9 17.2} 16.%
16.4 5.9 i
14.9 | 14.5 _ _ 16.8| 17.2} 10-
25 - 19
T 18.1] 18.6 17.3} 17.7
19.2 15.9 17.3 19.9 :
21.1] 22.3 20.3 21.7 - 20.5122.0 . 20.6 |22.5 © ‘1 20.81 22.8 0-

0

F M F F._ M - F. M
1970 1975M F1986M 1985 . 1990
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APPENDIX B.13
, Lawrenceburg/Madison Region
! Projected Population and Percentage
{ Increases By Age and 3y Sex, 1970-1990

Percentage Increase in Population
By Age & Sex

70-80 80-90 70-90

Men 8.7 9.0 18.4
0-9 7.9 7.2 15.7
10-19 (.5) 5.5 4.9
20-29 17.3 7 16.5
3C=-59 12,6 i9.9 35.1
60 & over 4.4 3.2 7.6
Women 9.1 9.1 19.0
0-9 7.9 6.8 15.3
16-19 (2.3) 5.2 2.8
POPU1ati?B 20-29 19.8 (1.7) 17.7
in 1,000's 30-59 11.8 16.9 30.7
60 . 60 & over 8.5 10.9 20.3
Projected Population by Age Group Total 8.9 9.0 }8'8 Age
(Numbers in bar charts are percentages of total male
or female population in each age group.) i
50 . [16.9( 13.00 &
| over
16.7 {13.4 !
.16.6| 13.8 l
16.7|14.3 16.8]| 14.2
40
31.4130.4 31.3{30.0 32,2 |31.8 33.2 | 33.0 34.5] 34.6] 30-
: 59
30 J
: : i4.9]15.8 16.1 | 17.2 16.4 L 1 29
17.5 15.9{17.3 | 10-
% 10 J 18.4] 19,5 17.7]19.0 16.5 {17.9 16.2 : 19
18.5| 19.9 18.1]| 19.6 | 18.3| 19.8 ] 18.1 | 19.6 _ 17.91 19.3 O;

F,. .M F,. ..M F M F. '
1970 1975 1980 F 1085 F 090"
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APFENDIX B.1l4
Evansville Region

Projected Population and Percentage
Increases By Age and By Sex, 1970-199C

Percentage Increase in Population
by age & sex
MARTIN
DAVIESS 70-80 80-90 70-90
Men 2,5 4.2 6.8
0-9 1.0 4.8 5.8
10-19 (8.1) 1.4 (6.8)
20-29 22.9 (5.2) 16.4
DUBOIS - 30-59 N 11.4 11.8
60 & over 4.5 3.1 7.7
Women 2.8 2.6 5.5
0-9 1.1 5.1 6.3
10-19 (7.5) (.5) (7.9)
20-29 16,9 (6.0) 9.9 -
30-59 4 7.0 7.4
60 & over 9.1 2.1 11.4
Total 2.7 3.4 . 6.1
Projected Population by Age Group
Population (Numbers in bar charts are pexcentages of total male
in 1,000 's or female population in each age group) Age
220
200, — 60 &
: over
180 17.6 — 18.2 19, 19.2 18.6
g . 15.1 15.1] . 15.2 15.0
1604
wop [z} 31.8] 31.9 32.3 | 33.3 30-59
1204 29,7 30.3 31.3 , . 32.4
100 .
. 13.4 13.7 14,9 15,2 14.8 15.0 | 20-29
i ¢ 15.9 16.5 15.9 14,0 %
80 ;
: 3
8.1
60 J 1 2.1 17.5 16.3 15.6 | - 15.8 10-19 |
: .1 19.5 18.1 17.5 17.6 E
- : - ' ;
40. : : j
ol |2 l0sl  [v7 18.0 - |18 18.4 | 0-9
- . 1 19.7 20.0 20.1 20.1 '

F ¥ F M . F M F M F M
1970 1975 1980 1985 ~ 1990
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APPENDIX B.1l5

New Albany Region
Projected Population and Percentage
Increases By Age and By Sex, 1970-1990

Percentage Increase in Population
by Age & Sex

70-80 80-90 70-90
sSCoTT Men 12.9 12.8 27.4
0-9 10.0 11.0 22.1
WASHINGTONR 10-19 4 7.1 7.5
ORANGE 20-29 25.0 2.0 27.5
CLARK 30-59 15.7 21.8 41.2
60 & over 1i5.4 14 .6 32.3
FLOYD Women 13.9 12.2 27.8
| SRawFoRro 0-9 10.1 11.3  22.5
l 10-19 1.1 5.4 6.5
HARRISON 20-29 24.3 2.4  27.3
‘ 30-59 17.0 18,2 38.2
60 & over 17.8 18.8 40.0
Total 13.4 12.5 27.6
Projected Population by Agze Group
Population (Numbers in bar charts are percancages of total male
in 1,000's or female population in each age group.) Age
140,
‘ 15.7 1 13.1] 60 &
1204 0 over
14.8]12.9 15f3 13.
14.5
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The Indiana Library Studies

The Indiana Library Studies represent the first statewide exploration of
Indiana fibraries of all types and of the library and information needs of
Indiana’s citizens. A federally funded research project of the Indiana
State Library, the Studies are directed by Dr. Peter Hiatt, Consultant to
the Indiana State Library and Associate Professor of Indiana University's
Graduate Library School. Guidance for the project and advice on the
reports have been provided by the Indiana Library Studies Advisory
Committee:

Harriet E. Bard and Ralph Van Handel
Indiana Library Association

Anthony Cefali and. Rav Fetterly
Indiana Library Trustees Association

Georgia Cole and Estelia Reed
Indiana School Librarians Association

John H. Moriarty and Donald E. Thompson
College and University Roundtable of the Indiana Library Association

William H. Richardson and Ralph Simon
Indiana Chapter of the Special Libraries Association

Marcelle Foote, Director
Indiana State Library

This report has been submitted to the following:

Indiana Library and Historical Board

Indiana Library Association

Indiana Library Trustees Association

Indiana School Librarians Association

College and University Rcundtable of the Indiana Library Association
Special Libraries Association, Indiana Chapter '
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