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APRIL 1, 2000: CENSUS DAY in UTAH
The U.S. Constitution stipulates in Article 1, Section 2, that a census of the
population be conducted every ten years for the purposes of apportionment in
the U.S. House of Representatives.  No other source provides as much
comprehensive information about who we are or has such important
consequences for the way we govern
ourselves. The decennial census is the
only data-gathering effort that collects
the same information from enough
people to get comparable data from
the national level to the neighborhood
level. 

Census 2000 will be conducted to
determine how many people reside in
the United States, precisely where
they reside, and their demographic
characteristics. It will be the largest
and most complex mobilization in the
nation, and will include critical phases,
such as preparing address lists,
mailing questionnaires, performing
quality checks and tabulating census
results. The Census Bureau estimates that 2.2 million people will be counted
here in Utah.

In order to carry out Census 2000 activities here in Utah, which include
updating address lists, delivering census questionnaires, and contacting non-
responding households, the U.S. Census Bureau will hire an estimated 3,000
local temporary employees. These local employees will be hired and trained
through one of three local census offices located in Salt Lake City, Ogden, and
American Fork.

The Questionnaire
The primary means of census-taking in
2000 will be the long and short form
questionnaires. These questionnaires will
be used to collect the data the nation
needs to meet statutory data
requirements of federal agencies and to
administer state, local, and tribal
government programs. All of the
questions included on the 2000
questionnaire are either “mandated” or
“required” by federal law or imposed by
court decisions requiring the use of
census data.

The Census Bureau has taken several steps to ensure that the questionnaires
are easier to complete by designing forms that are simple to read and
understand, making the forms easy to fill out and mail back, and helping
people understand the importance of answering the census. Some of the user-

friendly features are: a larger type
face, navigational aids to guide the
respondent through the questionnaire,
instructions written directly on the form
instead of a separate guide, and
graphics illustrating benefits of the
census.

Five out of six housing units in the
country will receive the short form
questionnaire.  It includes questions
on six population subjects and one
housing subject, and will take about 10
minutes to complete.

The short form is the shortest in the
history of decennial census taking.
Five subjects that were on the 1990

Census short form have moved to the Census 2000 long form. These include:
marital status, units in structure, number of rooms, value of home, and monthly
rent. For Census 2000, the Census Bureau has proposed subjects on the
short form only when the data are needed in response to legislative
requirements and required at the block level - - the smallest level of geography
for which information is reported.

The Census 2000 long form provides the socio-economic detail needed for a
wide range of government programs and federal requirements. This form goes

to one in six housing units and will take
about 38 minutes to complete. 

Only one new subject was added to the
long form: grandparents as care givers.
This addition complies with legislation
passed by the 104th Congress requiring
that the decennial census obtain
information about grandparents who have
primary responsibility for care of
grandchildren. However, five subjects that
appeared on the 1990 long form were
dropped, including: children ever born,
year last worked, source of water, sewage
disposal and condominium status. 
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Subjects on the Short Form
Population
Name
Sex
Age
Relationship
Hispanic Origin
Race

Housing
Tenure
(whether
the home is
owned or
rented)

Subjects on the Long Form
Population
Name
Sex
Age
Relationship
Hispanic Origin
Race
Marital status
Place of birth, citizenship and year of entry
School enrollment and educational attainment
Ancestry
Residence five years ago (migration)
Language spoken at home
Veteran status
Disability 
Grandparents as care givers
Labor force status (current)
Place of work and journey to work
Work status last year
Industry, occupation and class of worker
Income (previous year)

Housing
Tenure
Units in structure
Number of rooms
Number of bedrooms
Plumbing and kitchen

facilities
Year structure built
Year moved into unit
House heating fuel
Telephone
Vehicles available
Farm residence
Value of home
Monthly rent (including

congregate housing)
Shelter costs (selected

monthly owner costs)

Deciding which subjects to include is an
interactive process involving the Census
Bureau, the Office of Management and
Budget, and the U.S. Congress. To balance
the intrusiveness of the decennial census,
many requirements placed on federal
agencies, and the needs of states, only
those subjects that had specific Federal
legislative justification were recommended
for Census 2000.

Congressional Reapportionment
The results of Census 2000 will be used to determine the number of seats
each state will have in the U.S. House of Representatives. The Constitution
provides that each state will have at least one member in the House. The
apportionment process will allocate the remaining seats to the states based on
the population counts from the census.

Congressional apportionment requires calculations involving three factors: the
apportionment population of each state, the number of Representatives to be
allocated among the states, and a method to use for the calculation.

Several entities have analyzed which states may gain and which may lose
seats after Census 2000. These analyses apply the method of equal
proportions, a mathematical formula that has been used in the previous five
censuses to calculate House seat assignment. Based on these analyses, Utah
may or may not gain a fourth seat after the 2000 census. Utah is one of the
states “On the Bubble”–in some of the analyses Utah gains a fourth seat, but
in others Utah holds steady with three seats. It is not possible to know for sure
if Utah will gain an additional House seat, since these analyses are based on
projections of the population, instead of the actual census results.

Redistricting
The Utah Constitution requires the Utah Legislature to redraw all
congressional, state legislative, and state school board districts based on the
new population totals from the Census Bureau. County clerks work closely
with the Census Bureau and provide data on geography and boundaries for
voting precincts that form a building block for new districts that will last until the
2010 Census. When the legislature completes the redistricting, county clerks
receive a copy of the new boundaries to ensure that ballots and voting
precincts match the new boundaries. The new districts will be enacted in the
fall of 2001.

Distribution of Government Funds
While the benefits of accurate political representation and informed decision
making are obvious, census data are also crucial for the distribution of federal
and state funds. Research on the dollar value of the Census to Utah has
identified 94 federal programs and 5 major state programs that distribute funds
based on population statistics. This amounted to $1.5 billion in federal funds
that came into Utah in fiscal year 1998. Compounded over the decade,
decennial census data helped distribute $15 billion in federal funds to Utah, or
$697 per person and $2,163 per household. In addition to the distribution of
federal funds, the state distributed $180.8 million in 1998 to local governments
through 5 major funds that based part of the fund allocation on population
statistics. 

Federal Government Expenditures. Every year the federal
government distributes billions of dollars to states through
federal programs. The economy of Utah and all other states
depend significantly on these federal monies. In fiscal year

1998, Utah received $8.7 billion from the federal government, which amounted
to 20% of Utah’s total personal income.

Federal money is distributed to states through five major categories:
1. Grants to state and local governments–Major grants in Utah include:

Medicaid, Temporary Assistance for Needy Families, and Highway
Planning and Construction.

2. Salaries and wages for federal employees–This category includes wages
paid to a federal employee by a federal employer.

3. Retirement and disability programs–Major programs include: Social
Security, Medicare, Food Stamps, and federal employee retirement.

4. Procurement contracts–The major contracts are defense, aerospace,
and the Post Office.

5. Other direct payments–This category includes all other grants not
included in the other four categories.

While all of these categories of federal expenditures are important, the first is
most dependent on results of the census.  The majority of money that Utah
receives based on population statistics is part of the grants to state and local
government category of federal spending. During fiscal year 1998, 11 federal
agencies distributed $1.5 billion to Utah through federal programs that are
based all or in part on population statistics. Compounded over the decade, the
decennial census and population estimates based on the census count helped
to distribute an estimated $15 billion to Utah during the 1990s.

Federal Grant Programs that Allocate Funds Based on Population.  In
fiscal year 1998, 94 federal grant programs were identified that relied all or in
part on population or population characteristics for the distribution of federal
money to Utah. Of the $1.5 billion that came into Utah, $113 million came from
programs that were 100% population driven. The remaining monies came
from programs that were based in part on population. Thus, population
statistics from the Census Bureau, based on the population component of the
grant formula, brought in $697 for every person in Utah or $2,163 per
household in 1998. In fiscal year 1998 the five largest grant programs
distributed $1.05 billion or 72% of the federal money that was distributed in
Utah based on population. These programs are:
1. Medicaid ($509.2 million or 35% of total federal money distributed in Utah

in fiscal year1998);
2. Flood Insurance ($276.9 million, 19%);
3. Highway Planning and Construction ($144.8 million, 10%);
4. Temporary Assistance to Needy Families–TANF ($78.9 million, 5%); and
5. Very Low to Moderate Income Housing Loans ($42.1 million, 3%).

The distribution of federal funds to Utah’s counties is equally important. In
fiscal year 1998 there were $8.7 billion in federal funds distributed to Utah’s 29
counties. These monies range from 7 percent of the total personal income in
Summit County in 1998 to 71 percent of Daggett County’s total personal
income. Because these important sources of funds are distributed based on
population, it is clear that Utah’s cities and counties will benefit from a
complete and accurate census count in 2000. 
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State Government Expenditures.  Federal funding
formulas are only one aspect of the impact of
population on the distribution of government funds. 
In Utah, population statistics are used to distribute
state funds to local communities from state
revenues, in addition to being used for the purposes
of apportionment and redistricting, state planning,
funding, and cost apportionment.

In fiscal year 1998, the State of Utah managed a
$5.7 billion budget. This amount includes revenues from the state’s general,
school and transportation funds, as well as federal funds, dedicated credits,
mineral lease, property taxes, and other revenues. While the allocation of
these monies can be a complex process that considers competing needs,
federal requirements, and changing state priorities, population is an important
factor in the allocation of specific funds.

In total, the five largest state funds distributed based on population statistics
accounted for $180.8 million of the funds distributed to municipalities and
counties during fiscal year 1998.  These largest funds include:
1. Local Option Sales Taxes, 
2. Class B and C Road Monies, 
3. Community Development Block Grants, 
4. Liquor Control Fund, and 
5. Criminal Fines and Forfeitures.      

The Local Option Sales Tax is sales tax is collected by retailers and paid to the
State Tax Commission. In fiscal year 1998, the State Tax Commission
distributed $263.5 million of local option sales taxes among Utah’s cities and
counties. Of this, 50% was distributed based on the local government’s share
of the state’s population. Therefore, $131.8 million of sales taxes were divided
among Utah’s cities and counties during fiscal year 1998 based on population
statistics.
 
The second largest state program that distributes money based on population
statistics is money for the improvement and maintenance of class B and C
roads in the state. Class B roads are county roads and class C roads are city
streets. During fiscal year 1998, the state distributed $82.9 million to cities and
counties,  50% of which was allocated based on a municipality or county
population. Thus, $41.4 million in road monies were tied directly to population. 

Other monies in Utah distributed based on population include the Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG), the Liquor Control Fund, and Criminal
Fines and Forfeitures. Combined, these programs distributed $11.5 million to
the state in fiscal year 1998, of which $7.6 million was distributed based on
population.

Other Uses of Census Data
The answers that Utahns provide on the questionnaire will provide the
baseline demographic statistics for planning, implementing and evaluating
government services and private business decisions through the next decade.
State and local governments will use 2000 decennial census data for urban
planning, rural development, land use planning, as well as planning for public
transportation systems, hospitals, and schools. Business leaders will use the
data for delivering goods and services to local markets, locating factory sites,
understanding consumer needs, and analyzing local trends. The data will also
be used by individuals for proof of age, relationship or residence, as well as for
genealogical research.

Census 2000– Important to Utah
On April 1, 2000, Utahns will be asked to fill out and return a census form. The
answers provided on this form will not only determine the number of seats
Utah will have in the U.S. House of Representatives, but will be used for such
things as planning new school construction and public transportation systems
and managing health care services. Equally important, is the use of decennial

census data in the distribution of federal and
state funds. The answers provided on this
form set the stage for an entire decade of
fund distribution. This means millions of
dollars to Utah and it’s municipalities and
counties every year.

For more information on Census 2000
promotional activities in Utah, or if you would

like the Governor’s Office of Planning and Budget to give a presentation to
your organization on Census 2000, contact Lisa Hilman at (801) 537-9013.
You can also read more about state activities at
www.governor.state.ut.us/dea.  �

Earn Extra Money
Help Your Community
Get Money For a Special Purpose
Participate in an Important National Event

For information on employment, contact the U.S.
Census Bureau at 1-888-325-7733, or contact the
appropriate local census office.

Utah Local Census Offices
Utah South Office
796 East Utah Valley Dr., Suite 110
American Fork, UT 84003
Phone: 801-492-7820 Fax: 801-492-7827

The Utah South Office services
Utah, Wasatch, Daggett,
Duchesne, Uintah, Juab, Millard,
Sanpete, Sevier, Piute, Wayne,
Carbon, Emery, Grand, San Juan,
Beaver, Garfield, Iron, Washington
and Kane Counties.

Ogden Office
720 Washington Blvd., Suite 200
Ogden, Ut 84404
Phone: 801-394-8873 Fax: 801-394-8873
The Ogden Office services Tooele, Davis,
Morgan, Weber, Summit, Rich, Cache and Box
Elder Counties.

Salt Lake Office 
257 East 200 South, Suite 300
Salt Lake City, UT 84111
Phone: 801-524-5200 Fax: 801-524-5257
The Salt Lake Office services Salt Lake County.
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1999 POPULATION ESTIMATES by COUNTY

Utah’s population reached just over 2,121,000 persons in 1999, according to
the Utah Population Estimates Committee. This is an increase of
approximately 38,500 persons (slightly smaller than the population of
Bountiful, Utah) or 1.9% over the 1998 estimate of approximately 2,082,500.
With the national population increasing by an estimated 0.9% during 1999, the
pace of population growth in Utah continues to be roughly twice that of the
nation. The U.S. Census Bureau once again estimates Utah as one of the
fastest growing states in the nation. From July 1998 to July 1999 Utah had the
eighth largest growth rate.

The state’s growth during 1999 is composed of the highest number of births
(45,434), second highest number of deaths (11,636), and resultant largest
natural increase of 33,798 (the number of births minus the number of deaths)
ever recorded in state history. Net migration during 1999 of 4,753 was higher
than expected and is more than three times the level estimated during 1998 of
1,271. While many economic indicators show the economy has moderated
slightly since last year, demographic indicators such as public and private
school enrollment, Mormon church membership, tax exemptions, building
permits, and utility connections suggest the population increased at a
somewhat higher rate because of higher natural increase and net migration.

Among Utah’s 29 counties, the most rapid growth occurred in counties within
or adjacent to the northern metropolitan region, counties in the southwest
portion of the state, and the very small counties of Piute and Daggett. The
highest rates of population growth during 1999, ranked in descending order,
are as follows:

Tooele (8.0%) Iron (3.4%)
Piute (4.0%) Beaver (3.3%)
Utah (3.8%) Wayne (3.2%)
Washington (3.6%) Summit (3.1%)
Daggett (3.4%) Wasatch (3.0%)

Expanding Urban Area
Interestingly, the populations in Tooele, Utah, Wasatch, Summit, Morgan, and
Davis continue to expand quite rapidly. This growth illuminates the degree to
which the Wasatch Front and Back are becoming increasingly more
urbanized. People in these counties are in close proximity to urban services,
but are still able to enjoy many of the desirable characteristics found in a rural
setting. The growth in these outlying areas is often referred to as a "donut
effect" and it is illustrated in the map of Utah counties' growth rates.

County Highlights
Tooele County
Tooele County was the fastest growing county in the state with a sizzling 8.0%
rate of growth. At this rate, Tooele County grew four times as fast as the state
average of 1.9% and twice as fast as the second fastest growing county
(Piute). Estimated net in-migration to the county of approximately 2,000 people
was the highest recorded in the county in over 50 years.

Utah County
The population in Utah County, estimated at approximately 353,100, increased
at nearly twice the rate of the state. It is the state’s second largest county and
the third fastest growing county during 1999. This is an unusual ranking for
such a large county. For the fourth year in a row, Utah County experienced
more net in-migration than any county in the state. An estimated 4,800 more
people migrated into the county than moved away.

Salt Lake County
Approximately 40% of the state resides in Salt Lake County with a 1999
population of roughly 843,300. While a significant amount of residential
building permits were authorized in the county during 1998 (the relevant year
for 1999 population estimates because of the time it takes to build a home),
the growth in permits was the fewest since 1993. An estimated 5,400 more
people reside in the county in 1999 than 1998, but all of this is attributable to
births since an estimated 7,000 more people migrated out of the county during

1999 than moved in.

Beaver, Washington, and Iron Counties
Southwest Utah continues to generate very rapid rates of population growth.
Three of the seven fastest growing counties in the state – Beaver,
Washington, and Iron – are located in Southwest Utah. Of these, Washington
regained its claim as the fastest growing county in the region after
surrendering that distinction temporarily to Iron last year. With a 1999 rate of
growth of 3.6%, however, growth in Washington County has slowed
significantly from the 8.0% rates recorded in 1994 and 1995.

Carbon, Emery, Millard, and San Juan Counties
The population in Carbon, Emery, Millard, and San Juan County declined
slightly in 1999. The economies in these counties are energy-dependent and
population change reflects the relative performance of the coal, oil, and natural
gas industries. Extremely low oil prices, which lasted through mid-1999,
coupled with increasing productivity in Utah’s coal mining industry, explain the
lack of population growth in these counties and the suppressed growth in the
energy-dependent counties of Uintah and Duchesne.

Utah Population Estimates Committee
The Utah Population Estimates Committee is a statutory committee charged
with preparing the official population estimates for the State of Utah. The
Committee’s primary data sources are vital statistics (from birth and death
certificates), school enrollment, Mormon membership, and income tax returns.
When preparing the estimates the Committee also considers job growth,
Bureau of the Census population estimates, utility connections, and building
permits. Committee membership includes representatives from key data
providers and others knowledgeable in the methods used to prepare
population estimates. The Utah Governor’s Office of Planning and Budget
staffs the Committee.
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Utah Population Estimates

July 1 Population
County 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998(r) 1999(p)
Beaver 4,800 4,850 4,900 5,000 5,150 5,350 5,607 5,742 5,693 5,881
Box Elder 36,500 37,100 37,500 38,100 38,500 38,910 39,484 40,235 40,927 41,732
Cache 70,500 71,900 74,000 76,100 78,300 80,259 82,098 84,186 86,067 87,440
Carbon 20,200 20,600 20,600 20,700 21,100 21,054 21,420 21,643 21,649 21,422
Daggett 700 700 700 700 750 768 803 753 713 737
Davis 188,000 195,000 201,000 206,000 212,000 216,020 219,644 224,307 229,393 235,438
Duchesne 12,600 12,800 12,900 13,200 13,500 13,549 14,032 14,402 14,256 14,381
Emery 10,300 10,200 10,200 10,400 10,600 10,735 10,811 10,929 10,918 10,862
Garfield 3,950 4,100 4,100 4,200 4,200 4,308 4,386 4,525 4,482 4,550
Grand 6,600 6,800 7,150 7,500 7,950 8,352 8,801 8,830 8,895 9,060
Iron 20,900 21,500 22,400 23,800 25,200 26,866 28,032 29,338 30,495 31,518
Juab 5,800 6,000 6,150 6,200 6,800 7,149 7,444 7,702 7,973 8,120
Kane 5,150 5,250 5,350 5,450 5,700 5,884 5,957 6,039 6,078 6,144
Millard 11,300 11,600 11,700 11,700 11,900 11,931 11,958 12,068 12,029 11,959
Morgan 5,550 5,650 5,850 6,150 6,350 6,497 6,693 6,875 7,101 7,262
Piute 1,250 1,350 1,350 1,350 1,450 1,424 1,508 1,534 1,581 1,644
Rich 1,750 1,700 1,750 1,800 1,850 1,806 1,821 1,788 1,793 1,835
Salt Lake 728,000 747,000 765,000 777,000 792,000 806,280 818,860 830,627 837,860 843,271
San Juan 12,600 12,700 13,100 13,100 13,400 13,494 13,215 13,541 13,569 13,561
Sanpete 16,300 16,900 17,500 18,100 18,800 19,240 19,999 20,581 21,268 21,408
Sevier 15,400 15,700 16,000 16,400 16,900 17,257 17,682 18,238 18,612 18,884
Summit 15,700 17,000 18,400 19,700 21,100 22,367 23,562 24,675 25,669 26,459
Tooele 26,700 27,200 27,800 28,100 29,300 29,547 30,493 31,997 33,202 35,847
Uintah 22,200 23,100 23,600 23,600 24,700 24,335 24,276 24,637 24,770 25,029
Utah 266,000 272,000 279,000 291,000 299,000 307,741 317,881 330,803 340,303 353,136
Wasatch 10,100 10,700 10,800 11,200 11,800 12,179 12,585 12,925 13,317 13,711
Washington 49,100 51,900 55,000 58,700 63,400 68,475 72,892 76,348 78,415 81,204
Wayne 2,150 2,200 2,150 2,200 2,300 2,298 2,390 2,440 2,460 2,538
Weber 159,000 162,000 166,000 169,000 172,000 175,276 178,066 181,045 183,014 186,020
State 1,729,000 1,775,000 1,822,000 1,866,000 1,916,000 1,959,351 2,002,400 2,048,753 2,082,502 2,121,053

Percent Change Over Prior Year
County 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999
Beaver 0.0% 1.0% 1.0% 2.0% 3.0% 3.9% 4.8% 2.4% -0.9% 3.3%
Box Elder 0.0% 1.6% 1.1% 1.6% 1.0% 1.1% 1.5% 1.9% 1.7% 2.0%
Cache 1.9% 2.0% 2.9% 2.8% 2.9% 2.5% 2.3% 2.5% 2.2% 1.6%
Carbon -1.0% 2.0% 0.0% 0.5% 1.9% -0.2% 1.7% 1.0% 0.0% -1.0%
Daggett 7.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.1% 2.4% 4.6% -6.2% -5.3% 3.4%
Davis 1.1% 3.7% 3.1% 2.5% 2.9% 1.9% 1.7% 2.1% 2.3% 2.6%
Duchesne -1.6% 1.6% 0.8% 2.3% 2.3% 0.4% 3.6% 2.6% -1.0% 0.9%
Emery -1.0% -1.0% 0.0% 2.0% 1.9% 1.3% 0.7% 1.1% -0.1% -0.5%
Garfield -1.3% 3.8% 0.0% 2.4% 0.0% 2.6% 1.8% 3.2% -1.0% 1.5%
Grand -1.5% 3.0% 5.1% 4.9% 6.0% 5.1% 5.4% 0.3% 0.7% 1.9%
Iron 2.5% 2.9% 4.2% 6.3% 5.9% 6.6% 4.3% 4.7% 3.9% 3.4%
Juab -1.7% 3.4% 2.5% 0.8% 9.7% 5.1% 4.1% 3.5% 3.5% 1.8%
Kane -1.9% 1.9% 1.9% 1.9% 4.6% 3.2% 1.2% 1.4% 0.6% 1.1%
Millard 0.0% 2.7% 0.9% 0.0% 1.7% 0.3% 0.2% 0.9% -0.3% -0.6%
Morgan 1.8% 1.8% 3.5% 5.1% 3.3% 2.3% 3.0% 2.7% 3.3% 2.3%
Piute -3.8% 8.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.4% -1.8% 5.9% 1.7% 3.1% 4.0%
Rich 0.0% -2.9% 2.9% 2.9% 2.8% -2.4% 0.8% -1.8% 0.3% 2.3%
Salt Lake 1.1% 2.6% 2.4% 1.6% 1.9% 1.8% 1.6% 1.4% 0.9% 0.6%
San Juan 0.0% 0.8% 3.1% 0.0% 2.3% 0.7% -2.1% 2.5% 0.2% -0.1%
Sanpete 1.9% 3.7% 3.6% 3.4% 3.9% 2.3% 3.9% 2.9% 3.3% 0.7%
Sevier 0.0% 1.9% 1.9% 2.5% 3.0% 2.1% 2.5% 3.1% 2.1% 1.5%
Summit 4.0% 8.3% 8.2% 7.1% 7.1% 6.0% 5.3% 4.7% 4.0% 3.1%
Tooele 0.8% 1.9% 2.2% 1.1% 4.3% 0.8% 3.2% 4.9% 3.8% 8.0%
Uintah 0.0% 4.1% 2.2% 0.0% 4.7% -1.5% -0.2% 1.5% 0.5% 1.0%
Utah 3.1% 2.3% 2.6% 4.3% 2.7% 2.9% 3.3% 4.1% 2.9% 3.8%
Wasatch 1.0% 5.9% 0.9% 3.7% 5.4% 3.2% 3.3% 2.7% 3.0% 3.0%
Washington 4.0% 5.7% 6.0% 6.7% 8.0% 8.0% 6.5% 4.7% 2.7% 3.6%
Wayne -2.3% 2.3% -2.3% 2.3% 4.5% -0.1% 4.0% 2.1% 0.8% 3.2%
Weber 0.6% 1.9% 2.5% 1.8% 1.8% 1.9% 1.6% 1.7% 1.1% 1.6%
State 1.3% 2.7% 2.6% 2.4% 2.7% 2.3% 2.2% 2.3% 1.6% 1.9%
(r) Revised               (p) Preliminary               Note: The Utah Population Estimates Committee stopped rounding estimates in 1995.               Source: Utah Population Estimates Committee



6
2000 ECONOMIC REPORT to the GOVERNOR

and
CURRENT ECONOMIC CONDITIONS and OUTLOOK

The 2000 Economic Report to the
Governor is now available. The report
is the 15th annual publication of its kind
in Utah. The Economic Report is the
principal source for data, research, and
analysis about the Utah economy. It
includes a national and state economic
outlook, a summary of state
government economic development
activities, an analysis of economic
activity based on the standard
indicators, and a more detailed review
of industries and issues of particular
interest.

The content of the 2000 Economic Report to the Governor is similar to
prior years with several updates and new data series or research efforts
that are worthy of highlighting. These include special chapters on: the
value of Census 2000; quality growth; transportation funding; water pricing
and economic development incentives. The following article is based on
the Utah Outlook chapter of the report. 

Utah Outlook
Growth in Utah’s economy has slowed over the past 5 years (1995 to
1999). This slower growth is largely due to no growth in exports, rapid
escalation in housing prices (less affordable housing), and economic
improvements in other state economies (especially California). In 1994
California began its sustained economic recovery after three years of
negative job growth (1991 to 1993). In 1995 median, existing-housing
prices in Utah became more expensive than the national average; and, in
1996 exports out of Utah stopped growing.

Economic Conditions
Construction. Construction continues to be the fastest growing industry
in the Utah economy (at 7.0% job growth in 1999). Construction
employment growth averaged a phenomenal 10.9% per year over the past
ten years (1989 to 1999). Construction employment in 1999 was nearly 3
times as large as it was in 1989 (73,000 versus 25,900 jobs). Permitted
construction values also reached new historic highs of around $3.8 billion
in 1998 and 1999. 

Approximately 1 out of 6 housing units were added to the total stock of
housing in Utah between 1990 and 1998, according to a just released
Census report. This ranked Utah 2nd in the nation in housing units growth
(behind Nevada which added 1 in 3 units to its housing stock). By
comparison, only 1 out of 11 units were added to the total stock of housing
in the U.S. over the same time period.

Construction values and job growth will weaken in 2000 due to higher
office and apartment vacancy rates, lower hotel occupancy rates, fewer
new business and government projects, higher interest rates, and
continued low net in-migration. Four large projects just completed or about
to be completed are the $108 million Jordan Commons project, the
$135 million Salt Lake County Adult Detention Center Complex, the
$240 million LDS Conference Center, and the $312 million North-South
TRAX (Light Rail).

Exports. From 1995 through 1998, Utah's exports remained constant around
$3.6 billion, and should remain in that range in 1999. If the Asian economies
were as strong today as they were in the early 1990s, Utah's exports would
likely be over $4.0 billion in 1999. Since 1995, the share of Utah's exports to
Asia (mostly coal, copper, equipment, and chemicals) has fallen from about
40% to about 25%. Over the long term, economic globalization will spur both
trade and growth; but, Utah's exports will not show significant growth in 1999.

Average Pay and Net Migration. Despite slower job growth, average annual
pay in Utah, when adjusted for inflation, has been stronger over the past 5 year
period than at anytime since 1977. This strong growth in inflation-adjusted pay
is expected to continue through 2000 due to a tight labor market and low
unemployment rates. Utah also continues to experience positive net in-
migration, but at much lower levels than in the last several years. Utah’s net in-
migration increased from 1,300 in 1998 to 4,800 in 1999, and is forecast to be
around 2,300 in 2000. 

Outlook for 2000. Slower construction activity will dampen overall economic
job growth in 2000. Construction is the least stable (sustainable) industry and
the most volatile (with large job growth cycles). Job growth will also slow due to
low net in-migration; a tight labor market; expensive housing compared to the
national average; building moratoriums and restrictions; and, continued
improvement in the business climates and economies of other states
(especially California).

Still, Utah’s economy should continue to do well into 2000 for many of the
same reasons it did well in 1999. Utah has a low cost of doing business (93.3%
of the national average); a pro-business regulatory environment; low business
taxes (the 5th lowest workers’ compensation costs in the nation); and, a solid
utility, communications, education and transportation infrastructure. Utah also
has numerous recreational opportunities; a youthful and educated labor force;
good universities; healthy lifestyles; and, a strong work ethic that should
continue to favorably influence business location and expansion decisions.

The 2000 Economic Report to the Governor is available on the Governor’s
Office of Planning and Budget’s website: www.governor.state.ut.us/dea.
Printed copies of the report are available for $15 by calling 801-538-1036.  �
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Utah & U.S. Actual and Estimated Economic Indicators: January 1999

ECONOMIC INDICATORS Units
1997

Actual
1998

Actual
1999

Estimate
2000

Forecast
% chg

1997-98
% chg
98-99

% chg
99-00

PRODUCTION AND SPENDING
U.S. Real Gross Domestic Product Billion Chained $96 8,165.1 8,516.3 8,839.9 9,105.1 4.3 3.8 3.0
U.S. Real Personal Consumption Billion Chained $96 5,433.8 5,698.6 5,989.2 6,174.9 4.9 5.1 3.1
U.S. Real Fixed Investment Billion Chained $96 1,316.0 1,471.9 1,594.1 1,689.7 11.8 8.3 6.0
U.S. Real Defense Spending Billion Chained $96 299.4 291.4 289.9 290.2 -2.7 -0.5 0.1
U.S. Real Exports Billion Chained $96 985.4 1,007.1 1,043.4 1,118.5 2.2 3.6 7.2
Utah Coal Production Million Tons 26.4 26.6 26.3 27.1 0.7 -1.1 3.0
Utah Oil Production Sales Million Barrels 19.6 19.2 16.5 15.7 -2.0 -13.9 -5.0
Utah Natural Gas Production Sales Billion Cubic Feet 183.4 201.4 211.0 221.5 9.8 4.8 5.0
Utah Copper Mined Production Million Pounds 672.6 657.4 700.2 705.5 -2.3 6.5 0.8
SALES AND CONSTRUCTION
U.S. New Auto and Truck Sales Millions 15.0 15.6 16.7 15.4 3.9 7.2 -7.6
U.S. Housing Starts Millions 1.48 1.62 1.65 1.45 9.5 1.9 -12.1
U.S. Residential Construction Billion Dollars 329.2 368.7 409.3 421.1 12.0 11.0 2.9
U.S. Nonresidential Structures Billion Dollars 254.1 272.8 272.5 274.4 7.4 -0.1 0.7
U.S. Repeat-Sales House Price Index 1980Q1=100 205.1 216.4 228.4 236.0 5.5 5.6 3.3
U.S. Existing S.F. Home Prices (NAR) Thousand Dollars 121.4 128.0 133.3 137.7 5.4 4.1 3.3
U.S. Retail Sales Billion Dollars 2,617.9 2,746.1 2,965.8 3,069.6 4.9 8.0 3.5
Utah New Auto and Truck Sales Thousands 82.4 84.1 87.4 84.8 2.1 4.0 -3.0
Utah Dwelling Unit Permits Thousands 20.7 21.7 20.0 18.0 4.8 -7.8 -10.0
Utah Residential Permit Value Million Dollars 1,943.5 2,188.7 2,200.0 2,100.0 12.6 0.5 -4.5
Utah Nonresidential Permit Value Million Dollars 1,370.9 1,148.4 1,100.0 900.0 -16.2 -4.2 -18.2
Utah Addition, Alterations and Repairs Million Dollars 407.1 461.3 550.0 600.0 13.3 19.2 9.1
Utah Repeat-Sales House Price Index 1980Q1=100 225.2 237.3 244.3 249.2 5.4 3.0 2.0
Utah Existing S.F. Home Prices (NAR) Thousand Dollars 128.6 133.5 138.7 142.0 3.8 3.9 2.4
Utah Taxable Retail Sales Million Dollars 14,873 15,657 16,705 17,888 5.3 6.7 7.1
DEMOGRAPHICS AND SENTIMENT
U.S. Fiscal Year Population (CENSUS) Millions 268.0 270.6 273.0 275.2 1.0 0.9 0.8
U.S. Consumer Sentiment of U.S. 1966=100 103.2 104.6 105.4 102.6 1.4 0.8 -2.7
Utah F.Y. Population (UPEC) Thousands 2,048.8 2,082.5 2,121.1 2,157.7 1.6 1.9 1.7
Utah F.Y. Net Migration (UPEC) Thousands 15.1 1.3 4.8 2.3 na na na
Utah Consumer Sentiment of Utah 1966=100 106.6 107.0 106.1 101.6 0.4 -0.9 -4.3
PROFITS AND RESOURCE PRICES
U.S. Corporate Profits Before Tax Billion Dollars 803.2 802.8 803.6 816.5 -0.0 0.1 1.6
U.S. Domestic Profits Less Fed. Reserve Billion Dollars 779.8 778.2 777.5 781.8 -0.2 -0.1 0.5
U.S. Oil Refinery Acquisition Cost $ Per Barrel 19.1 12.6 16.9 18.7 -34.2 34.3 10.7
U.S. Coal Price Index 1982=100 96.3 93.6 90.5 87.9 -2.8 -3.3 -2.9
Utah Coal Prices $ Per Short Ton 18.3 17.8 17.5 17.8 -2.8 -1.8 1.6
Utah Oil Prices $ Per Barrel 18.6 12.5 17.0 17.9 -32.5 36.0 5.0
Utah Natural Gas Prices $ Per MCF 1.85 1.73 1.83 2.02 -6.5 5.8 10.4
Utah Copper Prices $ Per Pound 0.78 0.67 0.72 0.81 -14.1 6.9 13.1
INFLATION AND INTEREST RATES
U.S. CPI Urban Consumers (BLS, NSA) 1982-84=100 160.5 163.0 166.6 170.6 1.6 2.2 2.4
U.S. GDP Chained Price Indexes 1996=100 101.7 102.9 104.2 105.6 1.2 1.3 1.3
U.S. Federal Funds Rate Percent 5.46 5.35 5.02 5.50 na na na
U.S. 3-Month Treasury Bills Percent 5.06 4.78 4.66 5.04 na na na
U.S. T-Bond Rate, 30-Year Percent 6.61 5.58 5.79 6.10 na na na
U.S. Mortgage Rates, Fixed FHLMC Percent 7.6 6.9 7.4 7.6 na na na
EMPLOYMENT AND WAGES
U.S. Establishment Employment (BLS) Millions 122.7 125.8 128.4 130.0 2.6 2.1 1.2
U.S. Average Annual Pay (BLS) Dollars 33,353 31,908 33,252 34,500 5.1 4.2 3.8
U.S. Total Wages & Salaries (BLS) Billion Dollars 3,723 4,014 4,271 4,484 6.7 6.4 5.0
Utah Nonagricultural Employment (WS) Thousands 994.0 1,023.5 1,050.0 1,075.0 3.0 2.6 2.4
Utah Average Annual Pay (WS) Dollars 25,367 26,484 27,429 28,400 4.4 3.6 3.7
Utah Total Nonagriculture Wages (WS) Million Dollars 22,215 27,105 28,800 30,600 7.6 6.3 6.2
INCOME AND UNEMPLOYMENT
U.S. Personal Income (BEA) Billion Dollars 6,951 7,359 7,778 8,152 5.9 5.7 4.8
U.S. Unemployment Rate (BLS) Percent 4.9 4.5 4.3 4.4 na na na
Utah Personal Income (BEA) Million Dollars 41,681 44,297 46,645 49,304 6.3 5.3 5.7
Utah Adjusted Gross Income (UTC) Million Dollars 32,136 34,341 36,292 38,359 6.9 5.7 5.7
Utah Unemployment Rate (WS) Percent 3.1 3.8 3.8 3.9 na na na
Source: Council of Economic Advisors' Revenue Assumptions Committee (12/99)
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LONG-TERM ECONOMIC AND DEMOGRAPHIC PROJECTIONS

A new set of long term demographic and economic projections for the
state and counties of Utah has been produced by the Demographic and
Economic Analysis Section of the Governor’s Office of Planning and
Budget (GOPB). These provisional projections represent the State’s
official view of Utah’s future and inform a multitude of planning efforts. The
projections can be accessed on the web at www.governor.state.ut.us/dea,
or by calling the State Data Center at 801-538-1036.

Projections
Population. Utah’s population surpassed 2.12 million in 1999 and is
expected to reach 3.68 million by the year 2030–this is about 1.6 million
more people or a 74% increase. This rate of population growth, which
exceeds that expected for the nation, will be sustained by: 1) a rapid rate
of natural increase (i.e., births exceeding deaths); and 2) a strong and
diversified economy. The state's employment growth rate is also expected
to be more rapid than that of the nation. If these rates of economic growth
are obtained, Utah will experience sustained net in-migration over nearly
the entire projection period. This net-in-migration will occur because, even
though the state's population is quite young and fertility rates are relatively
high, there will not be adequate internal growth of the labor force to match
the demand for labor. 

In absolute numbers, the majority of the 1.6 million new Utahns will reside
on the Wasatch Front. The most rapid rates of population growth are
expected in southwestern Utah (Washington, Iron, and Kane Counties),
the Wasatch Back (Summit and Wasatch Counties), and Tooele and Utah
Counties.

Employment. Utah’s non-agricultural payroll employment is projected to
increase by about 71% from around 1.05 million in 1999 to 1.8 million in
the year 2030. Total employment is projected to increase from 1.3 million
in 1999 to 2.3 million in 2030; an increase of 74%.

Employment increases are projected for all major sectors of Utah's
economy except agriculture and mining. Services and non-farm
proprietors are projected to have the most rapid rates of increase (i.e.,
average annual rates of growth in excess of 2.0% in the years 1998
through 2030). About 33% of the 1 million new jobs created will be in
services while nearly 25% will be non-farm proprietors.

Employment growth is projected to be most rapid from 1998 to 2030 for
Washington, Kane, Wasatch, Tooele, and Summit counties, while the
largest number of jobs created in the 1998 to 2030 period are projected
for Salt Lake, Utah, Weber, Davis, and Washington counties.

Production Process
Models. The long-term baseline projections were produced using the
UPED Model System. The UPED Model is a combination of a three
component cohort population model and an economic base employment
model. It produces projections for the state and multi-county regions of:

• population, 
• components of population change (births, deaths and migration),
• households,
• labor force, and 
• employment.
 
Two other models, UCAPE and CASA, allocate population, components
of population change, and employment to counties.

Trend Assumptions. Assumptions about long-term trends for the
following major demographic and economic parameters and exogenous
variables were developed for the baseline projection:

• growth of basic employment (jobs used to produce goods and
services for export), 

• labor force participation,
• fertility rates, and
• life expectancy.

Over the 1999 to 2004 interval, employment growth is constrained to the
short-term major industry employment projections produced by the
Governor’s Office of Planning and Budged (GOPB).

Other Assumptions. The projections also incorporate assumptions from
special studies, and industry and event assumptions.  For example,
impacts from a special study of the Salt Lake 2002 Winter Olympics, the
post Olympics adjustment, as well as over 50 specific economic events
relating to individual employers or specific industries were incoporated.
Also, with the assistance of economists and analysts from various
departments of state government and from the local associations of
government (AOGs) an additional 33 special study, industry and event
assumptions were included in the projections. Examples of these include
impacts related to:

• oil and gas extraction, 
• coal production,
• electric power generation,
• location and relocation plans of various firms, 
• employment in construction and federal government.  �
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State of Utah Economic and Demographic Summary:  1990-2030

Population
Non-Ag Payroll

Employment Households

Year Total
Percent

Change* Total
Percent 
Change* Total 

Percent
Change*

Average
 Size**

1990 1,729,100 724,013 538,348 3.16 
1995 1,959,344 2.5% 908,371 4.6% 630,664 3.2% 3.05 
1998 2,082,471 2.1% 1,024,070 4.1% 681,936 2.6% 3.00 
1999 2,121,033 1.9% 1,050,227 2.6% 697,800 2.3% 2.98 
2000 2,150,205 1.4% 1,074,995 2.4% 710,387 1.8% 2.97 
2001 2,187,276 1.7% 1,102,607 2.6% 725,500 2.1% 2.96 
2002 2,216,175 1.3% 1,115,090 1.1% 737,907 1.7% 2.95 
2003 2,254,500 1.7% 1,134,573 1.7% 753,285 2.1% 2.94 
2004 2,301,301 2.1% 1,157,343 2.0% 771,497 2.4% 2.93 
2005 2,355,120 2.3% 1,185,255 2.4% 792,017 2.7% 2.92 
2006 2,409,802 2.3% 1,213,844 2.4% 812,600 2.6% 2.91 
2007 2,470,278 2.5% 1,244,175 2.5% 835,046 2.8% 2.91 
2008 2,532,770 2.5% 1,275,200 2.5% 858,097 2.8% 2.90 
2009 2,598,568 2.6% 1,307,078 2.5% 882,208 2.8% 2.90 
2010 2,661,902 2.4% 1,337,090 2.3% 905,258 2.6% 2.89 
2011 2,723,333 2.3% 1,366,159 2.2% 927,645 2.5% 2.89 
2012 2,784,211 2.2% 1,394,582 2.1% 949,930 2.4% 2.88 
2013 2,843,786 2.1% 1,422,118 2.0% 971,926 2.3% 2.88 
2014 2,899,066 1.9% 1,448,034 1.8% 992,624 2.1% 2.87 
2015 2,951,006 1.8% 1,472,429 1.7% 1,012,556 2.0% 2.86 
2016 2,999,680 1.6% 1,495,298 1.6% 1,031,698 1.9% 2.86 
2017 3,046,746 1.6% 1,517,238 1.5% 1,050,563 1.8% 2.85 
2018 3,093,597 1.5% 1,538,751 1.4% 1,069,609 1.8% 2.84 
2019 3,138,573 1.5% 1,559,452 1.3% 1,088,203 1.7% 2.83 
2020 3,183,388 1.4% 1,579,919 1.3% 1,106,905 1.7% 2.83 
2021 3,232,739 1.6% 1,601,359 1.4% 1,127,319 1.8% 2.82 
2022 3,280,563 1.5% 1,622,375 1.3% 1,147,374 1.8% 2.81 
2023 3,329,881 1.5% 1,643,713 1.3% 1,168,067 1.8% 2.80 
2024 3,377,841 1.4% 1,664,775 1.3% 1,188,368 1.7% 2.79 
2025 3,428,230 1.5% 1,686,612 1.3% 1,209,420 1.8% 2.78 
2030 3,683,687 1.4% 1,796,816 1.3% 1,313,991 1.7% 2.75 

*Some percent changes are annual and others are average annuals.
**Totals differ in this table from other tables in this newsletter due to different release dates or data sources.
All Populations are dated July 1.
Total population is the population in households plus the population in group quarters.
Persons per household is population in households divided by the number of households.
Source: 2000 Baseline Projections, Governor's Office of Planning and Budget, UPED Model System.
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MEASURES of CHILD WELL-BEING in UTAH: 2000

How are the Children?
Utah Children has released its annual report on the status of children in
Utah.  This report, Measures of Child Well-Being in Utah, 2000, contains
information on Utah’s children from birth through adolescence.  The book
also contains demographic data on children and their families including
information on: domestic violence cases, juvenile offenses, and more. 
Much of the data is available at the county level and some is provided by
ZIP code.  

The theme of this year’s report is “How are children?” and the report
seeks to answers questions such as: 

• How many kids are dropping out of school? 

• How many children die from violent
causes?

• How many infants don’t get properly
immunized?

• How many teens are having babies
before they themselves have a chance
to grow up?

The report presents data and analysis for the
collection of indicators of child well-being that
was assembled for the Utah Kids Count
Project.  The indicators examined in this
project cover four major areas of children’s
lives:  health, education, safety and
economic security. 

Statistics in Measures of Child Well-Being in
Utah, 2000 indicate that on average every
month in Utah in 1998:

• 21 infants died before their first birthday.

• 254 babies were born with low birth
weight, or below 5 lbs. 8 oz.

• 22 youth between the ages of 1 and 19
died (from all causes).

• 16 children died from violent causes (homicides, suicides and other
accidents).

• 129 teens between the ages of 15 and 17 gave birth, of those 105
births were births to single teens.

• Juveniles were involved in 131 cases of life-endangering felonies
which were adjudicated to court.

• 737 children were abused or neglected.

Utah is improving in several areas of child well-being:

• The death rate for children ages 1 to 19 dropped slighly from 1997 to
1998

• Infant mortality continued a downward trend.

• The overall teen birth rate has declined over the last few years.  It
decreased slightly from 1997 to 1998.  After 10 years of rising and
then falling rates, the current rate now stands at the 1989 rate.

• The rate of substance abuse adjudications for juveniles is down, as
well as the rate of drug-related offenses and property crime offenses.

Several of the critical indicators worsened:
• the percentage of births receiving

prenatal care in the first trimest
continues to fall. This indicator has
worsened every year since 1994.

• The number of babies born at low birth
weight and very low birth weight
continues to rise.

• The number of children abused or
neglected rose for the second year in a
row.

• The rate of domestic violence cases that
went to court rose.

• The rate of adjucated juvenile cases
involving alcohol increased.

Copies of Measures of Child Well-Being in
Utah, 2000 can be obtained from Utah
Children by calling (801) 364-1182, or
sending a fax to (801) 364-1886.  The report
costs $10 each, there are discounts when
multiple copies are ordered.  Utah Children
has a website at www.utahchildren.net
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How Are the Children? – Utah at a Glance

% Receiving
Early Prenatal

Care
% Low Birth

Weight Babies
Teen

Birth Rate
Infant 

Mortality Rate
Injury 

Death Rate
School 

Enrollment
Population 
Ages 0-17

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
Beaver            73.2                  4.6               27.0                  9.2               51.8             1,487             2,013 
Box Elder            84.5                  6.2               22.1                  6.7               35.3          11,252          15,579 
Cache            90.0                  5.3               18.7                  5.4               21.6          19,181          28,904 
Carbon            80.6                  8.5               29.5                  5.1               27.7             4,771             6,670 
Daggett            82.5                  7.5                  7.6                    -                      -                  187                224 
Davis            86.2                  6.7               17.1                  4.8               25.5          58,813          84,844 
Duchesne            82.7                  7.3               24.9                  8.8               55.3             4,467             5,708 
Emery            81.1                  5.6               22.6                  3.5               61.5             3,228             4,265 
Garfield            80.0                  5.6               18.0                  5.9               41.1             1,179             1,356 
Grand            81.3                  6.4               29.1               10.3               45.0             1,620             2,353 
Iron            86.9                  5.3               26.5                  4.7               40.3             6,870             9,153 
Juab            77.8                  8.5               28.4                  3.9               77.5             2,123             2,811 
Kane            73.1                  6.1               14.1                  4.7               29.0             1,495             2,028 
Millard            89.9                  5.7               19.0                  6.2               20.9             3,742             4,873 
Morgan            65.4                  5.7               12.3                  5.9                    -               2,059             2,632 
Piute            69.2                  8.5               20.1               10.6               45.8                380                412 
Rich            86.1                  3.1                  8.1                  7.8               57.3                508                748 
Salt Lake            80.9                  6.8               26.8                  6.0               27.7        180,127        272,595 
San Juan            63.5                  6.2               26.6                  3.6               65.9             3,459             5,370 
Sanpete            80.7                  7.7               24.4                  4.6               36.9             5,519             7,516 
Sevier            75.9                  8.4               31.8               11.6               41.0             4,799             6,677 
Summit            83.6                  7.6               14.5                  8.0               55.7             5,834             8,260 
Tooele            80.4                  8.3               37.8                  3.9               36.5             8,019          11,138 
Uintah            79.2                  7.1               25.9                  8.2               56.6             6,445             9,603 
Utah            86.3                  5.5               21.3                  5.1               24.3          77,928        115,519 
Wasatch            84.3                  6.9               19.6                  9.3               40.1             3,492             4,831 
Washington            78.6                  4.9               24.4                  6.1               32.5          18,408          27,282 
Wayne            78.2                  6.4               19.4                    -                 24.8                561                832 
Weber            81.1                  7.3               39.3                  6.4               25.8          41,198          57,104 

(1) Percent of women receiving prenatal care in first trimester of pregnancy, 1994 to 1998 average
(2) Percent of babies born at low birth weight, or below 5 lbs. 8 oz., 1994 to 1998 average
(3) Teen births per 1,000 teens, 1994 to 1998 average
(4) Infant mortality–rates of deaths to less than 1 year-olds per 1,000 live births, 1994 to 1998 average
(5) Injury deaths to children ages 1-19 per 100,000 children of that age, 1994 to 1998 average
(6) Fall enrollment at Utah schools in 1997
(7) Population ages 0-17, July 1, 1998
Source: Measures of Child Well-Being in Utah, 2000



Bulk Rate
U.S. Post

PAID
S.L.C., Utah
Permit 4621

 Demographic and Economic Analysis Section
 Governor's Office of Planning and Budget
 116 State Capitol
 Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Utah State, Business & Industry Data Center Network

Coordinating Agencies
Bureau of Economic & Business Research . . . . . . . . . . . . . Frank Hachman (581-3353)
Dept. of Community & Economic Development . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Doug Jex (538-8897)
Dept. of Workforce Services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Ken Jensen (526-9488)

State Affiliates
Population Research Laboratory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Michael Toney (797-1231)*
Center for Health Data . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Bob Rolfs, M.D. (538-6035)
Utah State Office of Education . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Patricia Bowles (538-7577)
Utah Foundation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Jim Robson (364-1837)
Utah League of Cities & Towns . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Scott Brian (328-1601)
Utah Issues . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Patrick Poulin (521-2035)
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CENSUS 2000 IS HERE!!!

A kickoff event for Census 2000 was held. On Friday, March 17 at
the downtown Salt Lake City post office, Governor Leavitt officially
kicked off Census 2000 in Utah by mailing back his completed
questionnaire to the U.S. Census Bureau. The post office was lined
with United States Census 2000 banners in six different languages,
each containing the U.S. logo and theme, “This is your future. Don’t
leave it blank.” Accompanying the Governor at the kick-off were local
Census Bureau
representatives, directors of
Utah ethnic offices, State Data
Center staff, and members of
the local media. 

The response rate to the
short form is being tracked.
The Governor also unveiled a
large thermometer that will be
used to track Utah’s
participation in Census 2000.
The thermometer, which is
located in the State Capitol
rotunda, will be updated to
reflect our increasing
participation as a state. The
U.S. Census Bureau estimated
that the initial response rate
was 50% statewide in Utah
before the end of March.

Assistance obtaining and filling out forms is available. The
Census 2000 questionnaires were mailed out nationwide the week of
March 13. Households were mailed questionnaires in one of six
languages, in response to the advance letter that was sent out a week
before the questionnaires. There are several ways to get help from the
Census Bureau if a household did not receive a census questionnaire
in the mail, or requires assistance in filling out the form. 

Questionnaire Assistance Centers are now open. Households that
did not receive a form in the mail, or did not receive a visit by a local
enumerator (rural areas of the state), can pick up a blank copy of the
questionnaire at any one of Utah’s 224 Questionnaire Assistance
Centers (QACs). Volunteers will be on hand at these sites to assist
those with any questions about the form. A complete list of statewide
QACs can be accessed on the Census Bureau’s web site.

Telephone Questionnaire Assistance is another service provided
by the Census Bureau. People can call the toll-free number listed on
the questionnaire to obtain assistance with filling out the
questionnaire, obtain language assistance guides, or provide their
census questionnaire information. Assistance will be provided in six
languages, including: English, Spanish, Chinese, Korean, Vietnamese,
and Tagalog. 

The Be Counted Program
provides another opportunity
for people to participate in
the Census. People who did
not receive a census
questionnaire or who believe
they were excluded from the
questionnaire returned by their
household can participate in
the Census by obtaining a Be
Counted form. The Be Counted
program also allows people
without conventional housing to
complete a questionnaire, if
they believe they were not
enumerated through other
methods. Unaddressed
questionnaires (Be Counted
forms) are available in
containers at Be Counted sites

which include convenience stores, post offices and community
centers. The forms are available in multiple languages and contain the
same short-form questions as the mailout questionnaire along with
several additional questions needed to process the forms.

The Internet may be used for submitting a form. The Census
Bureau has also made it possible to fill out the 2000 questionnaire on
their web site. In order to respond to the questionnaire this way, you
must have received a form in the mail. Visit the Census Bureau’s web
site to see if you are eligible to fill your form out on-line.

For more information on Census 2000 activities visit the Census
Bureau’s web site at www.census.gov. If you would like the
Governor’s Office of Planning and Budget to give a presentation to
your organization on Census 2000, contact Lisa Hillman at (801) 537-
9013. You can also read more about state activities at
www.governor.state.ut.us/dea.  �
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Including People Without Conventional
Housing in Census 2000
Everyone has a place in Census 2000. The goal for Census 2000 is
to include everyone. As part of achieving this goal, the Census Bureau
will make special efforts to include people without conventional
housing in the census. People who are mobile, who may live in
irregular housing arrangements, or who make use of emergency
lodging are at risk of being missed with traditional Census procedures. 

Why it's important. Census data help your community get funds for
educational, health, and other special programs and services. Census
counts also determine the number of representatives each state will
send to the House of Representatives. 

How it’s done. In order to ensure that people without conventional
housing have the opportunity to be included in Census 2000, the
Census Bureau will enumerate clients at service locations such as
shelters, soup kitchens, regularly scheduled mobile food vans, hotels
and motels used by people who are temporarily without housing, and
will mount outreach efforts to contact people in non-traditional
dwellings.  �

Why Does the Census Miss Children?
The goal of the decennial census is 100 percent participation by every
man, woman and child living in the United States. However, results
from past censuses show that people will be missed, and a
surprisingly large share of those missed are children. In 1990, over
30,000 Utahns were missed in the census, and 15,900 of those were
children!

In an effort to improve Census 2000, the Census Bureau reviewed
1990 numbers in order to find out who was included in the previous
census and who was not. While the results are not conclusive, they do
provide us with some insights into why children are not always
included on the census form.

Children could be missed because
the person filling out the form did not
understand that children should be
listed. Some people think that
government forms are only for adults
and do not realize that the census
needs information about everyone.
Results from the census determine
where federal monies go for schools
and programs, such as WIC and Head
Start. Local health agencies also use
census data to plan and administer
programs that promote the well-being of
families and children. 

Children could be missed because their houses are overlooked.
The census misses some people because it cannot locate their place
of residence. This may be due to unconventional housing situations,
such as multiple families living in one house, or irregular housing units,
such as hard to identify conversions. 

Children could be missed because no
one is sure where they belong.
According to the Census Bureau,
newborns or any child in the hospital for
short-term care should be listed on the
household’s questionnaire. A child
should be counted at the residence
where he or she sleeps most of the time
even if that address is not where the
parent lives. Everyone living at the
address should be included on the form,
even if they are not related to the
householder.

Children could be missed because
there wasn’t any room on the census
form. The Census 2000 questionnaire
provides space to include complete information on six members of a
household. Households with more than six members can list by name,
at the end of the form, the remaining members. The Census Bureau
can then contact the householder for any additional information.

Children could be missed because
adults don’t want to participate in the
census. Taking part in the census is in
everyone’s best interest. People who
answer the census help their
communities obtain federal funding and
valuable information for planning
hospitals, libraries, schools, roads, and
much more.

For more information on why children are
missed in the census visit the Census
Bureau’s web site at www.census.gov ,
or contact the State Data Center at
801 538-1036.  �

Utah Census 2000 Time Line

March 13-March 31 - Census forms are mailed.

March 3-May 30 - Enumeration in rural Utah (door to door).

March 27-29 - Enumeration of the homeless population.
Census takers visit shelters, soup kitchens and non-sheltered
locations. 

April 1 - Officially recognized nationwide as Census Day.

April 1-May 13 - Enumeration of nursing homes, college
dormitories, prisons and other group settings. 

May 1 - July 31- Follow up for non-respondents. Any housing
unit that did not return a form will be contacted via phone or
personal visit. 

December 31, 2000 - Apportionment counts delivered to the
President and Congress. 

March 31, 2001 - Counts delivered to state legislatures to
begin the redistricting process.
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CHARACTERISTICS of RECENT MIGRANTS and LONG-TIME RESIDENTS

The Utah Consumer Survey, a quarterly survey conducted by Valley
Research, Inc., provides valuable information about consumer
sentiment and Utah demographic characteristics. Based on responses
from 8,542 people, from January 1996 through January 2000, a
comparison of the characteristics of recent residents has been made.
For the purposes of this comparison, a recent resident is defined as
someone living in Utah three or fewer years. A long-term resident is
considered someone who has lived in Utah for more than three years.
The following text and table highlight these characteristics.

Issues of Importance to Utah
Both recent migrants and long-term residents agree that growth is the
most important issue facing Utah today. According to the Utah
Consumer Surveys, except for one quarter in 1999, growth has been
the most important issue in Utah for over four years. Utahns are
concerned about the rising population, transportation, and the pace of
growth. Other important issues in the state include education and
crime.

Age and Education Level
Fifty-three percent of recent migrants to Utah are individuals between
the ages of 18 and 29. While this is the age that people are the most
mobile, some conclude that Utah’s fairly rapid job growth, including the
recent construction boom, has been at least a modest magnet for
young migrants. Others believe that Utah has a lot to offer (recreation,
good place to rear a family, reasonable cost of living, etc.) and may be
enticing mobile young families. Migrants coming to Utah to pursue an
education may also be a contributing factor.  While one-third of recent
migrants to Utah have only some college or vocational school
background, many may still be attending school. 

Marital Status and Household Size and Income
The majority (56%) of recent migrants to Utah are married. Possibly
due to the young age of migrants, 30% have never been married. The
age of this group may also account for migrants having fewer children,
smaller household sizes, and lower household incomes. Forty-six
percent of the migrant population has a household income of less than
$30,000. 

Race
According to the survey, a higher percentage of recent migrants are 
non-white than the percentage who have lived here for more than
three years. Utah’s population continues to diversify. Race estimates
for Utah, prepared by the United States Census Bureau, support this
data. These estimates show that the non-white population in Utah has
increased from 8.8% in 1990 to 11.1% in 1998. 

Access to the Internet
Forty-eight percent of recent migrants have access to the Internet in
their homes, while only 41% of long-term Utah residents have access
to the Internet in their homes. Over 30% of all people surveyed do not
have a computer. 

Additional Information
Additional information about the Utah Consumer Survey and
characteristics of migrants are available. In addition to the
characteristics in the table, cross-tabulations are available by sex,
area of the state, county, employment status, number of children,
political affiliation, and religious affiliation. To obtain this information,
contact the Governor’s Office of Planning and Budget (538-1036).  �

Characteristic

Rencent Migrants
(lived in Utah

3 years or less)

Long-Time Resident
(lived in Utah

for more than 3 years
AGE
18-29 53% 29%
30-39 24% 24%
40-49 12% 17%
50-59 5% 11%
60+ 6% 19%
MARITAL STATUS
Married 56% 65%
Never Married 30% 13%
RACE
White Non-Hispanic 87% 93%
Other 13% 7%
LEVEL OF EDUCATION
Less than H.S. 8% 9%
H.S. Grad or G.E.D. 18% 25%
Some College or Voc. School 33% 29%
Voc/Tech Graduate 6% 7%
College Graduate 22% 19%
Some Graduate Classes 3% 3%
Graduate/Professional Degree 11% 8%
HOUSEHOLD SIZE
1 17% 13%
2 34% 29%
3 22% 17%
4 to 5 19% 28%
6+ 7% 12%
HOUSEHOLD INCOME
Less than $30,000 46% 39%
Between $30,000 and $60,000 35% 40%
More than $60,000 19% 21%
MOST IMPORTANT ISSUE FACING UTAH
Crime/Legal 10% 15%
Education 12% 14%
Growth 22% 27%
ACCESS TO THE INTERNET AT HOME
Yes 48% 41%
No 20% 26%
No Computer 32% 33%
*Total Respondents: 8,542, Utah Residents Age 18 and Above
Source: Utah Consumer Study (1996-2000); Valley Research Inc.
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www.governor.state.ut.us/dea/Profiles/profiles.html

STATE and COUNTY DATA PROFILES

Economic and demographic profiles are available on the
Demographic and Economic Analysis’s website for each county
and the state. The profiles offer commonly requested data items in
several formats. Two tables are available for each county and the
state. A table for 1980 to 1989 and another for the 1990s provide
population estimates, labor force, employment, income, tax
collections and building permits. Written profiles provide a brief
description of the basic demographic and economic characteristics
of each of Utah's counties. There is a map of each county. County
Economic and Demographic Data Sets provide more detailed data,
giving user’s access to a multitude of web-enabled databases
containing a variety of economic, demographic, and financial data
for Utah's counties.

Written Profile
for the State of Utah
Population
Utah’s population was estimated at 2,121,053 as of July 1, 1999
and has an average density of 25.8 persons per square mile. The
state grew at an average annual rate of 2.3% during the 1990s.
The projected average household size in 2000 is 2.97. The
projected median age for the state is 27.6 (2000). Utah is projected
to have nearly 3.7 million people by 2030.

Personal Income and Wages
Total personal income for the state is $41.7 billion in 1997, per
capita income was $20,185. Total nonagricultural payroll wages
were $27.1 billion in 1998.

Labor Market Indicators
The civilian labor force in the state increased by 2.2% from 1997 to
1,062,747 in 1998. There are 38,847 unemployed people which
creates an unemployment rate of 3.8%, slightly higher than the U.S.
rate of 4.5%.

Employment
Nonagricultural employment reached 1,024,070 in 1998 in the state.
Services is the largest industry accounting for 27% of employment,
trade accounts for 24%. Government is also a major industry with 17%
of employment and manufacturing accounts for 13%. Utah’s total
employment (which includes agriculture, private household, and non-
farm proprietors) is projected to grow at an average annual rate of
2.4% from 902,717 in 1990 to 2,290,819 in 2030.

Largest Employers
With about 21,000 employees, the State of Utah ranks as the largest
employer. Six of the next eight top employers provide educational
services. The University of Utah (including the University Hospital) and
Brigham Young University each have roughly 17,000 employees.
Granite, Jordan, and Davis school districts and Utah State University
each have between 6,500 and 8,000 workers. Hill Air Force Base, with
9,000 jobs, occupies the number four rank. Convergys, a multi-county
telemarketing company, and Smith’s Food King round out Utah’s top
ten largest employers. The U.S. Postal Service and the Internal
Revenue Service, with 6,000 and 4,000 jobs, respectively, are
prominent employers. Salt Lake County government, other major retail
chains, IHC (a health-care organization), additional school districts
and hospitals, Delta Airlines, Cordant Technologies (Thiokol Corp.),
United Parcel Service, U.S. West Communications, and Icon Health
and Fitness each occupy a strong presence in Utah’s economy.

Miscellaneous
Agriculture – The state of Utah has 12,024,661 acres of land in
14,181 farms, 5,987 were full time farms in 1997. The average size of
all farms was 848 acres. The market value of agricultural products
sold was $877.3 million in 1997, crop sales accounted for 28% of this
and livestock sales for 72%. 

Construction – The total number of residential building permits
issued in Utah in 1998 was 21,743. 

Retail Sales – Gross taxable retail sales, services and business
equipment purchases amounted to $28.7 billion in 1998.

Total Assessed Property Value  – The total assessed property value
in the state in 1998 was $89.4 billion.

Land Ownership – There are 54,132,902 acres in the State of Utah,
63.9% of the land is owned by the federal government. Private/local
government land accounts 21.6% of the area, and the state owns
10.1%, American Indian reservations cover 4.4%.

More Information
Visit DEA’s website to obtain state and county data profiles at
www.governor.state.ut.us/dea or call the State Data Center at
801 538-1036 for assistance.
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State of Utah Economic and Demographic Data Profile Table for 1990 - 1998

1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998

Population 1,729,100 1,775,500 1,821,950 1,866,450 1,916,000 1,959,351 2,002,400 2,048,753 2,083,238
 Percent Change from Previous Year 1.4% 2.7% 2.6% 2.4% 2.7% 2.3% 2.2% 2.3% 1.7%
Fiscal Year Births 35,830 36,194 36,796 36,738 37,623 39,064 40,495 42,512 44,126
Fiscal Year Deaths 9,123 9,429 9,559 10,055 10,411 10,581 11,001 11,249 11,648
Net In-Migration -3,607 19,635 19,213 17,817 22,338 14,868 13,555 15,090 2,007

Civilian Labor Force 816,258 842,786 864,805 915,896 974,513 974,352 1,011,971 1,040,006 1,062,747
 Percent Change from Previous Year 3.5% 3.3% 2.6% 5.9% 6.4% 0.0% 3.9% 2.8% 2.2%
Employed Labor Force 781,021 800,864 821,434 879,787 938,050 939,604 976,816 1,007,691 1,022,800
Unemployed Labor Force 35,237 41,922 43,371 36,109 36,463 34,748 35,154 32,315 39,947
Unemployment Rate 4.3% 5.0% 5.0% 3.9% 3.7% 3.6% 3.5% 3.1% 3.8%

Total Non-Ag Payroll Employment 724,013 745,517 769,012 810,020 859,926 908,371 954,817 994,519 1,024,070
 Percent Change from Previous Year 4.7% 3.0% 3.2% 5.3% 6.2% 5.6% 5.1% 4.2% 3.0%

Manufacturing 107,102 105,797 106,326 110,464 116,636 123,865 129,190 132,863 133,508
 Share of Area Total Employment 14.8% 14.2% 13.8% 13.6% 13.6% 13.6% 13.5% 13.4% 13.0%

Mining 8,604 8,596 8,490 8,324 8,311 8,114 7,930 8,299 8,045
 Share of Area Total Employment 1.2% 1.2% 1.1% 1.0% 1.0% 0.9% 0.8% 0.8% 0.8%

Construction 27,927 31,531 34,904 39,715 48,188 54,793 60,295 64,484 68,261
 Share of Area Total Employment 3.9% 4.2% 4.5% 4.9% 5.6% 6.0% 6.3% 6.5% 6.7%

TCU 42,286 42,427 43,872 47,075 49,354 51,496 54,056 55,994 58,453
 Share of Area Total Employment 5.8% 5.7% 5.7% 5.8% 5.7% 5.7% 5.7% 5.6% 5.7%

Trade 172,394 178,763 184,452 191,477 205,441 220,026 230,247 238,346 244,117
 Share of Area Total Employment 23.8% 24.0% 24.0% 23.6% 23.9% 24.2% 24.1% 24.0% 23.8%

FIRE 34,133 35,852 37,311 41,448 45,918 47,678 50,539 52,581 55,257
 Share of Area Total Employment 4.7% 4.8% 4.9% 5.1% 5.3% 5.3% 5.3% 5.3% 5.4%

Government 150,557 153,967 156,946 159,445 161,442 163,669 166,509 171,844 175,640
 Share of Area Total Employment 20.8% 20.7% 20.4% 19.7% 18.8% 18.0% 17.4% 17.3% 17.2%

Services 181,010 188,584 196,711 212,072 224,636 238,730 256,051 270,108 280,789
 Share of Area Total Employment 25.0% 25.3% 25.6% 26.2% 26.1% 26.3% 26.8% 27.2% 27.4%

Total Wages and Salaries ($000) 14,279,234 15,297,516 16,615,554 17,713,860 19,264,280 21,102,844 23,099,380 25,175,960 27,118,572

Personal Income ($000) 24,585,979 26,302,079 28,303,299 30,623,560 33,020,713 35,953,580 38,855,546 41,681,308 N/A
Per Capita Personal Income ($) 14,214 14,855 15,561 16,359 17,004 18,054 19,214 20,185 N/A

Residential Building Permits 7,009 9,441 13,001 17,805 19,747 21,558 23,737 20,687 21,743

Population- Source: Utah Population Estimates Committee, Governor's Office of Planning and Budget
Labor Force- Source: Utah Department of Workforce Services
Employment- TCU (Transportation/Communications/Utilities), F.I.R.E. (Finance, Insurance and Real Estate). Source: Utah Department of Workforce Services
Total Wages- Source: Utah Department of Workforce Services
Personal Income- Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis of the U.S. Department of Commerce
Residential Building Permits- Source: Bureau of Business and Economic Research Data, University of Utah
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 Utah’s International Merchandise Exports: 1999

66

80

80

80

86

128

412

428

603

802

$0 $200 $400 $600 $800 $1,000

Ireland

Germany

Philippines

South K orea

M ex ico

N etherlands

S w itzerland

Japan

C anada

U nited K ingdom

Millions  o f dollars
Source: U.S. Census Bureau and M assachusetts  Ins titute for 

Social and Econom ic Research

 Utah’s Merchandise Exports
 Top Ten Countries: 1999

78

84

118

161

163

255

301

378

534

1,163

$0 $250 $500 $750 $1,000 $1,250

M iscellaneous Manufac tures

Special C lass ifications

Coal

Processed Food

Chemicals

Ins truments

Industrial Machinery

Electrical Machinery

T ransportation Equipment

Primary  M etal Products

M illions of dollars

S o u rce: U.S. Census  B ureau and 
M assachuset ts  Ins t itute fo r So c ial and Ec o n o m ic Research

 Utah’s Merchandise Exports
 Top Ten Industries: 1999

UTAH’S MERCHANDISE EXPORTS

Utah’s international merchandise exports were $3.5 billion during
1998, down $100 million from the preliminary estimate presented in
the 2000 Economic Report to the Governor. At the time the Economic
Report to the Governor goes to press, GOPB has only the first three of
a given year’s four quarters of export data. A given year’s fourth
quarter data is typically available in the spring of the following year.
Based on the first three quarters of data for 1999, GOPB estimated
Utah’s 1999 merchandise exports were $3.6 billion. Unfortunately,
because the fourth quarter was not as strong as expected, the GOPB
estimate was $100 million above the $3.5 billion actually recorded.

Utah’s international merchandise exports from 1988 to 1999 have
virtually quadrupled over the past decade, growing from $943 million
to $3.5 billion. Some of this growth is due to better reporting,
especially since 1990, but much of the growth reflects the globalization
of Utah’s economy. Table 2 presents exports by industry from 1990 to
1999. During this period, Utah’s exports doubled from $1.8 billion to
$3.5 billion. Most of this growth comes from primary metal
products—steel and copper. Other strong sources of growth are
transportation equipment (airbags), instruments, processed food,
industrial machinery and chemicals.

Mostly due to the Asian economic slowdown, Utah’s exports have
been flat in the $3.6 billion range since 1995. The good news is that
the Asian slowdown hasn’t caused Utah’s exports to fall. In other
words, despite wholesale economic contractions in a number of Asian
countries, Utah’s exports have remained steady near $3.6 billion.
Table 2 presents exports by industry to the top ten purchasing
countries. Though the United Kingdom and Canada purchase the
most exports, Japan is the number three buyer of Utah’s goods.
Further, South Korea and the Philippines are both in the top 10. Table
2 suggests the worst of the Asian crisis may have passed and Utah
firms can look forward to selling more goods to Asian partners.

GOPB obtains Utah’s quarterly export data from the Massachusetts
Institute for Social and Economic Research (MISER). MISER’s export
data originate with the U.S. Customs Service, which regulates trade in
goods and services between America and the rest of the world.
Though the data originate with the Customs Service, the Census
Bureau processes the raw customs data before disseminating export
information to MISER and others. More information about MISER’s
export data program can be obtained on the Internet at: 
www.umass.edu/miser/axes/index.html.
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Utah Merchandise Exports to Top Ten Purchasing Countries by Industry: 1999
(Thousands of Dollars)
Industry Canada Germany Ireland Japan Mexico Netherlands Philippines

South
Korea Switzerland

United
Kingdom Total

Agricultural Products 485 0 0 131 0 0 0 681 0 0 1,297
Livestock and Livestock Products 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Forestry Products 424 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 424
Fishing, Hunting, and Trapping 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Metallic Ores and Concentrates 2,639 0 0 0 0 8,340 0 0 0 0 10,979
Bituminous Coal and Lignite 0 0 0 103,833 0 0 0 0 0 0 103,833
Crude Petroleum and Natural Gas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nonmetallic Minerals, Except Fuels 1,515 242 0 2,692 133 128 0 472 0 675 5,856
Food and Kindred Products 29,296 955 0 51,629 6,558 3,868 1,560 6,825 0 620 101,311
Textile Mill Products 843 0 0 0 609 0 0 0 0 0 1,452
Apparel and Related Products 1,419 806 0 1,318 152 0 0 0 288 910 4,893
Lumber and Wood Products, Except Furniture 1,012 0 0 212 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,224
Furniture and Fixtures 4,154 0 0 321 347 0 0 0 0 226 5,047
Paper and Allied Products 37,009 0 0 560 657 55 0 0 0 170 38,450
Printing, Publishing, and Allied Products 6,637 664 71 1,061 4,824 234 1,493 0 129 1,718 16,832
Chemicals and Allied Products 46,902 4,423 635 46,655 2,936 4,514 80 3,406 792 5,515 115,858
Petroleum Refining and Related Products 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 41 41
Rubber and Misc. Plastic Products 10,301 153 0 6,438 4,074 499 0 504 68 2,263 24,298
Leather and Leather Products 1,879 0 3,008 6,258 629 3,285 0 0 0 220 15,279
Stone, Clay, Glass, and Concrete Products 1,711 757 0 1,387 692 0 0 209 0 1,682 6,438
Primary Metal Products 46,705 338 985 1,332 4,938 6,231 0 5,067 398,163 681,139 1,144,898
Fabricated Metal Products, Except Mach./Tran. 12,907 1,032 0 1,641 1,831 573 0 192 0 3,569 21,744
Industrial Machinery, Except Electrical 62,262 8,513 34,526 26,361 13,202 7,332 802 6,660 600 12,545 172,802
Electrical/Electronic Machinery, Equip., and Supplies 64,317 20,553 17,772 17,071 11,033 8,291 74,597 7,598 1,797 24,514 247,542
Transportation Equipment 184,714 24,783 1,442 82,743 23,255 64,495 0 42,836 1,207 33,819 459,294
Instruments and Related Products 39,285 9,168 6,989 62,863 3,135 16,587 681 3,643 5,818 15,115 163,282
Misc. Manufactured Commodities 19,755 3,842 404 8,566 1,086 1,192 127 1,439 2,438 11,654 50,502
Scrap and Waste 0 0 0 0 2,626 0 0 0 0 0 2,626
Used or Second-Hand Merchandise 814 0 0 1,309 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,123
Special Classification Provisions 25,864 3,707 336 3,962 3,234 2,609 622 473 490 5,261 46,559
Total 602,848 79,934 66,169 428,342 85,950 128,232 79,961 80,005 411,790 801,654 2,764,886

Source: Massachusetts Institute for Social and Economic Research processing of U.S. Census Bureau data.

LAND OWNERSHIP and FEDERAL LAND PAYMENTS

Approximately one-third of the land in the United States is federally
owned. In Utah, the federal government owns 63% of the land base
and only Nevada has a higher percentage of federal ownership. The
magnitude of federal land ownership alters local governments’ tax and
revenue structures. Federal lands are exempt from property taxes. In
Utah, property taxes are local governments’ largest source of revenue
and help pay for services provided by counties, cities, school districts,
and special-service districts. In a county such as Garfield County,
where an estimated 90% of the land is publicly owned, a large part of
the land base is not part of the tax base. This places a fiscal burden
on local government. As a result, the federal government has
established land payment programs to compensate local governments
for tax-exempt federal land within their jurisdiction. These programs
can be categorized into two types: receipt-sharing and per acre federal
land payments.

Receipt-sharing programs have been established by Congress for
minerals extracted from federal lands, revenue generated from
National Forests, revenue from fish and wildlife refuges, and revenue
from grazing. Per-acre payments, also known as Payments in Lieu of
Taxes (PILT) have been established for specific federal lands. In
1999, Utah received over $42 million from federal land payments. 

The authorization of PILT payments is based on a complex calculation
formula established by law. This formula includes five variables: 

1. number of entitlement acres within a local unit of government
(usually counties),
2. a population determined ceiling,
3. other federal land payments received during the prior year,
4. the existence of state pass-through laws, and
5. the Consumer Price Index (after FY 1999)

PILT payment authorization levels continue to rise. However, Congress has
not increased the appropriations commensurate with the increase in
authorization levels. As a result, Congress has had to face serious conflict
between the competing pressures of counties claiming mistreatment and
the efforts to reduce federal spending.

Federal Land Payments in Utah is the third update to earlier reports on this
issue. The report is available at www.governor.state.ut.us/dea by calling
the State Data Center at 801-538-1036.  �
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1999 Estimated Land Ownership in Utah by County

 County BLM
Forest

Service
Natl. Rec.

Area
Natl. Wildlife

Refuge
USFS & BLM
Wilderness Military

National
Parks

Bankhead
Jones

Total Fed.
Acres

Fed. % of
Total

Beaver 1,150,460 138,937 1,289,398 78.0%
Box Elder 1,070,623 90,615 38,139 11,545 215,411 2,264 1,428,597 39.6%
Cache 52 223,674 54,582 278,308 37.2%
Carbon 419,835 30,327 450,162 47.5%
Daggett 115,743 167,480 77,677 360,900 80.6%
Davis 372 37,196 6,598 44,166 22.9%
Duchesne 206,552 453,680 263,882 924,115 44.7%
Emery 2,062,072 210,652 2,085 2,274,808 79.8%
Garfield 1,489,829 1,011,544 305,563 25,100 142,199 8,094 2,982,329 90.0%
Grand 1,559,814 57,321 1,631 75,362 1,694,128 71.7%
Iron 957,731 236,507 7,083 8,859 1,210,180 57.3%
Juab 1,424,627 100,292 14,916 18,886 225 16,475 1,575,422 72.6%
Kane 1,633,909 125,342 381,627 21,426 18,265 2,180,569 85.4%
Millard 2,882,743 368,870 3,251,613 76.5%
Morgan 741 17,010 17,751 4.6%
Piute 163,947 196,026 359,973 74.3%
Rich 169,658 50,194 219,853 33.4%
Salt Lake 2,905 48,523 40,449 13,699 105,577 21.4%
San Juan 2,076,670 403,623 262,260 46,146 265,427 3,054,127 61.0%
Sanpete 136,952 390,869 769 528,591 51.7%
Sevier 207,482 716,521 4,420 928,423 76.0%
Summit 1,482 350,638 164,267 516,388 43.1%
Tooele 1,899,843 135,960 1 21,718 1,574,781 5,205 3,637,508 81.3%
Uintah 1,411,944 269,380 8,975 50,682 1,740,981 60.5%
Utah 99,577 440,729 37,764 17,442 235 595,747 46.7%
Wasatch 3,271 370,393 373,665 49.3%
Washington 629,170 345,188 52,101 132,018 1,158,477 74.5%
Wayne 893,447 159,976 98,370 198,973 1,350,765 85.6%
Weber 41 63,150 3,787 66,978 18.2%
State Total 22,671,492 7,210,617 1,125,497 62,032 764,951 1,834,346 900,788 29,773 34,599,495 63.9%

 County
American

Indian

American
Indian as

% of Total *Private

Private
as % of

Total

Utah State
Parks & Rec.

Areas

Utah State
Wildlife

Reserves
State Trust

Lands
Sovereign

Lands

Total
State
Acres

State as %
of Total

Total
Acres

Beaver 0.0% 205,316 12.4% 110 11,980 146,213 N/A 158,303 9.6% 1,653,016
Box Elder 0.0% 1,961,498 54.4% 24,858 192,003 N/A 216,861 6.0% 3,607,049
Cache 0.0% 434,350 58.1% 315 16,885 17,876 N/A 35,077 4.7% 747,735
Carbon 73 0.0% 373,511 39.4% 13,857 110,029 N/A 123,887 13.1% 947,632
Daggett 0.0% 47,499 10.6% 8,719 30,776 N/A 39,495 8.8% 447,894
Davis 0.0% 115,705 59.9% 27,498 5,786 31 N/A 33,315 17.2% 193,186
Duchesne 395,848 19.1% 614,070 29.7% 3,723 76,206 54,357 N/A 134,287 6.5% 2,068,318
Emery 37 0.0% 240,425 8.4% 394 2,837 331,854 N/A 335,085 11.8% 2,850,356
Garfield 0.0% 168,334 5.1% 1,520 684 159,544 N/A 161,747 4.9% 3,312,409
Grand 198,090 8.4% 100,763 4.3% 3,226 7,529 354,501 N/A 365,255 15.5% 2,363,594
Iron 2,507 0.1% 757,556 35.9% 5,804 136,558 N/A 142,362 6.7% 2,112,606
Juab 45,188 2.1% 367,106 16.9% 14,183 169,490 N/A 183,673 8.5% 2,171,389
Kane 0.0% 263,594 10.3% 1,746 107,466 N/A 109,212 4.3% 2,553,375
Millard 1,157 0.0% 577,777 13.6% 24,261 396,238 N/A 420,500 9.9% 4,251,047
Morgan 0.0% 359,534 92.3% 841 6,824 4,739 N/A 12,403 3.2% 389,688
Piute 0.0% 61,745 12.7% 4,340 58,594 N/A 62,934 13.0% 484,652
Rich 0.0% 385,789 58.6% 49 2,642 49,679 N/A 52,371 8.0% 658,012
Salt Lake 0.0% 377,812 76.8% 1,168 7,379 277 N/A 8,824 1.8% 492,213
San Juan 1,275,007 25.5% 412,778 8.2% 1,067 262,582 N/A 263,650 5.3% 5,005,561
Sanpete 0.0% 434,105 42.5% 48 27,560 32,305 N/A 59,914 5.9% 1,022,609
Sevier 1,213 0.1% 233,175 19.1% 3,375 55,922 N/A 59,297 4.9% 1,222,107
Summit 0.0% 653,432 54.5% 768 15,849 11,521 N/A 28,139 2.3% 1,197,959
Tooele 15,643 0.3% 573,999 12.8% 565 1,640 244,759 N/A 246,963 5.5% 4,474,113
Uintah 423,353 14.7% 461,646 16.0% 956 9,707 240,602 N/A 251,264 8.7% 2,877,244
Utah 0.0% 594,218 46.6% 106 37,083 48,876 N/A 86,066 6.7% 1,276,030
Wasatch 3,021 0.4% 311,896 41.1% 22,974 28,094 18,750 N/A 69,818 9.2% 758,401
Washington 27,590 1.8% 264,140 17.0% 6,297 97,628 N/A 103,925 6.7% 1,554,131
Wayne 0.0% 55,595 3.5% 753 170,151 N/A 170,904 10.8% 1,577,264
Weber 0.0% 271,247 73.6% 29,170 1,367 N/A 30,537 8.3% 368,762
State Total 2,388,725 0.0% 11,678,616 21.6% 73,371 388,003 3,504,691 1,500,000 5,466,066 10.1% 54,132,902

These numbers are an approximation that include State Sovereign Lands, but not all water area. 
*Private may include some local government. 
Source: Trust Lands GIS database.
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P rice  indices  show cum u lative inflatio n  (price appreciat io n)  ef fects o v er time (no t the 
c o s t  o f  liv ing). A  larger price  index fo r Utah than in the natio n  s ignifies greater price  
appreciatio n (no t that ho m es necessar i ly c o s t  m o re in Utah). The Nat ional  
A s s o c iatio n o f  Real to rs pro v ides cost  o f  homes data  for  Utah and the nat io n.  OFHEO 
price indices start  at 100 in the f i rst  quarter o f  1980. Thus , a ho m e wo rth $ 100,000 in the 
f irst quarter o f 1980 is wo rth $ 250,000 years later if i t has an index o f  250. In o ther 
wo rds, it  increased 2.5 tim es  o r 150 percent! H o us ing price indices are based o n repeat-
sa les o f  the sam e s ingle-fam ily ho m es with Fannie M ae o r Freddie M a c  m o rtgages.
S o u rce: Office o f Federal H o using Enterprise Oversight.

 Housing Price Indices for Repeat-Sales
 of Existing Homes

-5.0

0.0

5.0

10.0

15.0

20.0

1981 1984 1987 1990 1993 1996 1999

P
er

ce
nt

 C
ha

ng
e

U.S. U tah

Price mov ements are based on repeat-sales of the same single-fam ily  homes w ith 

Fannie Mae or Freddie M ac mortgages. Utah had the 5th largest rate of  increase in 

ex isting housing price appreciation in the nation ov er the last 5 y ears at 35.2 percent,  

compared to 26.1 percent for the nation (for the period ending December 31, 1999). 

U tah’s y ear-ov er grow th rank ing in housing price appreciation has, how ev er, 

declined from 2nd in the nation as  recently  as Septem ber 30, 1997, to 49th in nation 

for the period ending December 31, 1999.

Source: Office of Federal Housing Enterprise Ov ers ight

 Percent Change in Median-Housing Prices for
 Repeat-Sales of Existing Homes

CURRENT ECONOMIC CONDITIONS and OUTLOOK

Economic Activity in Utah
Job Growth and Net Migration: Economic activity in the Utah
economy has slowed for the past 5 years, after accelerating during the
prior 7 year period (1988 to 1994). The Utah economy started to
recover from its 1986/87 recession in 1988. The growth in
employment, net in-migration, and housing price appreciation all
peaked in 1994.

Beginning in 1989 job growth in Utah exceeded that in California and
the nation. California job growth rates began to deteriorate in 1989
and did not begin to recover until 1993. California actually experienced
negative job growth rates for three years (1991 to 1993). Net migration
began to improve in Utah in 1989, after reaching a low of 14,600 net
out-migrants in 1988. Net migration improved steadily until 1994 when
it reached a peak of 22,800 net in-migrants. During that year 17,223
Californians moved to Utah, and 5,098 Utahns moved to California
(Internal Revenue Service data). California has been the largest,
single-state contributor to net in-migration into Utah from 1990 to 1997
(latest data available). 

Job growth in Utah peaked at 6.2 percent in 1994 (California’s job
growth that year was only 0.9 percent). By 1998, however, California’s
job growth of 3.4 percent exceeded Utah’s growth of 3.0 percent. In
1999 California’s job growth of 2.8 percent exceeded Utah’s growth of
2.6 percent. California’s job growth of 2.5 percent is expected to
continue to exceed Utah’s growth of 2.4 percent in 2000. This relative
slippage in Utah’s job growth compared to California’s has slowed
both net migration and housing price appreciation in Utah. 

Housing Prices and Home Ownership in Utah
National Association of Realtors: In the early 1990’s out-of-state
employers and workers were attracted to Utah by employment growth
opportunities and inexpensive housing. Employers were also attracted
by inexpensive labor. Although average pay in Utah has remained at
85 percent of the national average in recent years, housing prices and
job opportunities have changed. Median, existing-housing prices in
Utah began to exceed the national average as of 1995, and job
opportunities became more abundant in California than in Utah as of
1998. By the 4th quarter of 1999 the national median, existing-home
price for all U.S. metropolitan areas was $133,300 compared to the
Salt Lake/Ogden metropolitan area’s median price of $138,700
(National Association of Realtors).

Office of Federal Housing Enterprise Oversight: The growth rate in
housing prices (as measured by the Office of Federal Housing
Enterprise Oversight’s repeat-sales, house-price index) has softened
steadily in Utah over the last 5 years. The OFHEO median, house-
price index measures the average price in repeat-sales of the same
single-family homes with Fannie Mae or Freddie Mac mortgages. The
median price is the average price above and below which half of all
(old) existing homes sold.

Housing prices in Utah increased an astonishing 18.9 percent in the
2nd quarter of 1994 compared to 2nd quarter 1993, and have since
declined to 2.0 percent growth in the 4th quarter of 1999 compared to
the same quarter in 1998. For comparison, the national average
housing price appreciation for 4th quarter 1999 was 6.4 percent. This
2.0 percent growth for the period ended December 31, 1999 ranked
Utah as the 3rd worst state in the nation (behind Nevada and Idaho) for
repeat-sales, existing house price appreciation. Utah had the 2nd best
(as opposed to the 3rd worst) housing price appreciation in the nation
as recently as the 3rd quarter of 1997.

Softening Housing Prices: The softening of housing prices is largely
due to the high home-ownership rate in Utah (73.7 percent versus
66.3 percent nationwide in 1998, 10th highest in the nation), the 35.2
percent run up in housing prices in Utah over the last 5 years, higher
mortgage rates, and lower net in-migration into Utah. Housing price
growth in Utah has lagged behind growth in housing prices in the U.S.
for the last 6 quarters for which data is available. This slower growth is
expected to continue through 2000.



11

Utah & U.S. Actual and Estimated Economic Indicators: April 2000
ECONOMIC INDICATORS Units

1997
Actual

1998
Actual

1999
Estimate

2000
Forecast

2001
Forecast

% chg
97-98

% chg
98-99

% chg
99-00

% chg
00-01

PRODUCTION AND SPENDING
U.S. Real Gross Domestic Product Billion Chained $96 8,165.1 8,516.3 8,857.0 9,175.8 9,515.3 4.3 4.0 3.6 3.7
U.S. Real Personal Consumption Billion Chained $96 5,433.8 5,698.6 6,000.6 6,246.7 6,440.3 4.9 5.3 4.1 3.1
U.S. Real Fixed Investment Billion Chained $96 1,316.0 1,471.9 1,594.1 1,705.7 1,806.3 11.8 8.3 7.0 5.9
U.S. Real Defense Spending Billion Chained $96 348.3 341.7 344.4 349.9 356.6 -1.9 0.8 1.6 1.9
U.S. Real Exports Billion Chained $96 985.4 1,007.1 1,042.3 1,126.8 1,215.8 2.2 3.5 8.1 7.9
Utah Coal Production Million Tons 26.4 26.6 26.3 27.2 27.1 0.7 -1.1 3.4 -0.4
Utah Oil Production Sales Million Barrels 19.6 19.2 16.3 15.5 14.7 -2.0 -15.1 -5.0 -5.0
Utah Natural Gas Production Sales Billion Cubic Feet 183.4 201.4 202.7 210.8 219.3 9.8 0.6 4.0 4.0
Utah Copper Mined Production Million Pounds 672.6 657.4 700.2 705.5 710.0 -2.3 6.5 0.8 0.6
SALES AND CONSTRUCTION
U.S. New Auto and Truck Sales Millions 15.0 15.6 16.8 16.0 15.9 3.9 7.6 -4.8 -0.1
U.S. Housing Starts Millions 1.48 1.62 1.67 1.54 1.44 9.5 3.1 -7.8 -6.5
U.S. Residential Investment Billion Dollars 329.2 368.7 411.1 424.3 442.9 12.0 11.5 3.2 4.4
U.S. Nonresidential Structures Billion Dollars 254.1 272.8 272.3 272.8 280.4 7.4 -0.2 0.2 2.8
U.S. Repeat-Sales House Price Index 1980Q1=100 204.9 216.2 228.9 236.0 242.1 5.5 5.9 3.1 2.6
U.S. Existing S.F. Home Prices (NAR) Thousand Dollars 121.8 128.4 133.3 136.8 139.5 5.4 3.8 2.6 2.0
U.S. Retail Sales Billion Dollars 2,617.9 2,746.5 2,988.2 3,140.6 3,250.5 4.9 8.8 5.1 3.5
Utah New Auto and Truck Sales Thousands 82.4 84.1 84.1 81.5 82.3 2.1 0.0 -3.0 1.0
Utah Dwelling Unit Permits Thousands 20.7 21.7 20.1 18.0 17.0 4.8 -7.4 -10.4 -5.6
Utah Residential Permit Value Million Dollars 1,943.5 2,188.7 2,225.0 2,050.0 2,000.0 12.6 1.7 -7.9 -2.4
Utah Nonresidential Permit Value Million Dollars 1,370.9 1,148.4 1,175.0 1,000.0 800.0 -16.2 2.3 -14.9 -20.0
Utah Additions, Alterations and Repairs Million Dollars 407.1 461.3 550.0 550.0 550.0 13.3 19.2 0.0 0.0
Utah Repeat-Sales House Price Index 1980Q1=100 225.1 237.2 243.5 248.4 253.4 5.4 2.7 2.0 2.0
Utah Existing S.F. Home Prices (NAR) Thousand Dollars 128.6 133.5 137.9 140.7 143.5 3.8 3.3 2.0 2.0
Utah Taxable Retail Sales Million Dollars 14,873 15,657 16,502 17,328 18,270 5.3 5.4 5.0 5.4
DEMOGRAPHICS AND SENTIMENT
U.S. July 1st Population (Census) Millions 268.0 270.6 273.0 275.2 277.4 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.8
U.S. Consumer Sentiment of U.S. 1966=100 103.2 104.6 105.1 101.1 100.5 1.4 0.5 -3.8 -0.6
Utah July 1st Population (UPEC) Thousands 2,048.8 2,082.5 2,121.1 2,157.7 2,197.6 1.6 1.9 1.7 1.9
Utah July 1st Net Migration (UPEC) Thousands 15.1 1.3 4.8 2.3 5.2 na na na na
Utah July 1st Population (Census) Thousands 2,065.4 2,100.6 2,129.8 2,165.9 2,204.9 1.7 1.4 1.7 1.8
Utah Consumer Sentiment of Utah 1966=100 106.6 107.0 106.1 106.5 105.9 0.4 -0.9 0.4 -0.6
PROFITS AND RESOURCE PRICES
U.S. Corporate Before Tax Profits Billion Dollars 795.9 781.9 851.5 896.6 893.0 -1.8 8.9 5.3 -0.4
U.S. Before Tax Profits Less Fed. Res. Billion Dollars 772.5 757.3 825.6 860.4 853.4 -2.0 9.0 4.2 -0.8
U.S. Oil Refinery Acquisition Cost $ Per Barrel 19.1 12.6 17.4 19.7 20.1 -34.2 38.2 13.5 1.7
U.S. Coal Price Index 1982=100 96.3 93.6 91.1 90.6 91.4 -2.8 -2.7 -0.5 0.9
Utah Coal Prices $ Per Short Ton 18.3 17.8 17.5 17.8 18.0 -2.8 -1.8 1.6 1.0
Utah Oil Prices $ Per Barrel 18.6 12.5 17.4 22.0 22.4 -32.5 38.6 26.7 2.0
Utah Natural Gas Prices $ Per MCF 1.85 1.73 1.83 2.02 2.12 -6.5 5.8 10.4 5.0
Utah Copper Prices $ Per Pound 0.78 0.67 0.72 0.81 0.83 -14.1 6.9 13.1 2.5
INFLATION AND INTEREST RATES
U.S. CPI Urban Consumers (BLS) 1982-84=100 160.5 163.0 166.6 170.9 175.0 1.6 2.2 2.6 2.4
U.S. GDP Chained Price Indexes 1996=100 101.7 102.9 104.3 106.1 107.7 1.2 1.4 1.7 1.5
U.S. Federal Funds Rate Percent 5.46 5.35 5.00 5.90 6.00 na na na na
U.S. 3-Month Treasury Bills Percent 5.06 4.78 4.60 5.50 5.60 na na na na
U.S. T-Bond Rate, 10-Year Percent 6.35 5.26 5.63 6.48 6.50 na na na na
U.S. Mortgage Rates, Fixed FHLMC Percent 7.6 6.9 7.5 8.0 8.0 na na na na
EMPLOYMENT AND WAGES
U.S. Establishment Employment (BLS) Millions 122.7 125.8 128.6 130.8 132.3 2.6 2.2 1.7 1.2
U.S. Average Annual Pay (BLS) Dollars 30,353 31,818 33,156 34,526 35,993 4.8 4.2 4.1 4.2
U.S. Total Wages & Salaries (BLS) Billion Dollars 3,723 4,003 4,263 4,514 4,763 7.5 6.5 5.9 5.5
Utah Nonagricultural Employment (WS) Thousands 994.0 1,023.5 1,050.1 1,075.3 1,103.3 3.0 2.6 2.4 2.6
Utah Average Annual Pay (WS) Dollars 25,367 26,483 27,515 28,616 29,789 4.4 3.9 4.0 4.1
Utah Total Nonagriculture Wages (WS) Million Dollars 25,215 27,105 28,894 30,771 32,866 7.5 6.6 6.5 6.8
INCOME AND UNEMPLOYMENT
U.S. Personal Income (BEA) Billion Dollars 6,951 7,359 7,778 8,152 8,600 5.9 5.7 4.8 5.5
U.S. Unemployment Rate (BLS) Percent 4.9 4.5 4.2 4.2 4.2 na na na na
Utah Personal Income (BEA) Million Dollars 41,681 44,297 46,955 50,007 53,208 6.3 6.0 6.5 6.4
Utah Adjusted Gross Income (UTC) Million Dollars 32,136 34,341 36,292 38,359 40,663 6.9 5.7 5.7 6.0
Utah Unemployment Rate (WS) Percent 3.1 3.8 3.8 3.9 3.8 na na na na
Source: Council of Economic Advisors' Revenue Assumptions Committee (2/00)



Bulk Rate
U.S. Post

PAID
S.L.C., Utah
Permit 4621

 Demographic and Economic Analysis Section
 Governor's Office of Planning and Budget
 116 State Capitol
 Salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Utah State, Business & Industry 
Data Center Network

Coordinating Agencies
Bureau of Economic & Business Research . . . . . . . . . . (581-3353)
Dept. of Community & Economic Dev. . . . . . . Doug Jex (538-8897)
Dept. of Workforce Services . . . . . . . . . . . . Ken Jensen (526-9488)

State Affiliates
Population Research Laboratory . . . . . Michael Toney (797-1231)*
Center for Health Data . . . . . . . . . . . . . Bob Rolfs, M.D. (538-6035)
Utah State Office of Education . . . . . . . Patricia Bowles (538-7577)
Utah Foundation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Jim Robson (364-1837)
Utah League of Cities & Towns . . . . . . . . . . Scott Brian (328-1601)
Utah Issues . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Bill Crim (521-2035)
Ute Tribe, Office of Vital Statistics . . Ronald Wopsock (722-5141)*
Harold B. Lee Library, BYU . . . . . . . . . . . Larry Bensen (378-3800)
Marriott Library, U of U . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Jill Moriearty (581-8394)
Merrill Library, USU . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . John Walters (797-2683)*
Stewart Library, WSU . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Lonna Rivera (626-6181)
Southern Utah University Library . . . . . Suzanne Julian (586-7946)*
State Library Div. of Utah . . . . . . . . . . Lennis Anderson (715-6751)
Salt Lake City Data Center . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Neil Olsen (535-6336)
Salt Lake County Library System . . . . . . . David Wilson (943-4636)
Salt Lake City Library . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Kathy Burns (524-8211)
Davis County Library System . . . . . . . . . . . Jerry Meyer (451-2322)

Business & Industry Affiliates
Bear River AOG . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Jeff Gilbert (752-7242)*
Five County AOG . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Ken Sizemore (673-3548)*
Mountainland AOG . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Shawn Eliot (229-3800)
Six County AOG . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Emery Polelonema (896-9222)*
Southeastern AOG . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Debbie Hatt (637-5444)*
Uintah Basin AOG . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Curtis Dastrup (722-4518)*
Wasatch Front Regional Council . . . . . . . . Scott Festin (299-5713)
Utah Navajo Trust Fund . . . . . . . . . . . . . Larry Rodgers (678-1460)*
Utah Small Business Dev. Center, SUU . . Derek Snow (586-5405)*
Utah Small Business Dev. Center, SLCC . Barry Bartlett (255-5991)
County-Wide Planning & Development Mark Teuscher (753-3631)*
Economic Development Corp. of Utah . . . Trina Klingler (328-8824)
Moab Area Economic Development . Dave Hutchinson (259-1346)*
Park City Chamber/Bureau . . . . . . . . . . . Mary Bradley (649-6100)*
Uintah County Economic Development . Greg Hawkins (789-1352)*
Utah Valley Econ. Dev. Assoc. . . . . . . Richard Bradford (370-8100)
Weber Economic Development Corp. . Fionna Weaver (621-8300)

Area codes are (801) unless denoted with a ‘*’.
Numbers with a ‘*’ are area code (435).

Governor's Office of Planning and Budget

Lynne N. Ward, CPA, Director
Brad Barber, Deputy Director and State Planning Coordinator

Demographic and Economic Analysis Section
Natalie Gochnour, Manager
State Data Center Contacts (801) 538-1036

Lisa Hillman
Jamie Hyde
Robert Spendlove

Peter Donner, Economist, Fiscal Impact Analysis
Scott Frisby, Research Assistant
Julie Johnsson, Research Analyst, Special Studies, Newsletter Editor
Pam Perlich, Economist, Economic and Demographic Research
Ross Reeve, Research Consultant
Lance Rovig, Senior Economist, Economic & Revenue Forecasts

The Demographic and Economic Analysis (DEA) section supports the mission of the
Governor's Office of Planning and Budget to improve decision-making by providing
economic and demographic data and analysis to the governor and to individuals from
state agencies, other government entities, businesses, academia, and the public. As part
of this mission, DEA functions as the lead agency in Utah for the Bureau of the Census'
State Data and Business and Industry Data Center (SDC/BIDC) programs. While the 36
SDC and BIDC affiliates listed in this newsletter have specific areas of expertise, they can
also provide assistance to data users in accessing Census and other data sources.

8 0 1 - 5 3 8 - 1 0 3 6
If you would like a free subscription to this quarterly newsletter, and for assistance
accessing other demographic and economic data, call the State Data Center. 
This newsletter and other data is available via the Internet at DEA’s website. 
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Purpose:
Utah's seven associations of government1 have produced these
city and unincorporated area population projections for each year
from 2000 through 2005 and for the years 2010, 2020, and 2030.
These are consistent with the county population projections
released by the Governor's Office of Planning and Budget in
January 2000.  GOPB has coordinated the effort by providing
data, technical assistance, and general guidelines for the work.
The current series is a revision of the subcounty population
projections that were produced in December 1998.

Background:
State law2 requires that municipalities and counties develop
plans for affordable housing.  The catalyst for these city
population projections is the implementation of the 1997 General
Legislative Session's House Bill 295, along with state agency,
MPO (Metropolitan Planning Organization), and local planning
efforts. The need for affordable housing is based in part on small
area (municipality and the unincorporated balance of the county)
population projections for the next five years.  

At the state government level, agencies (such as the Department
of Water Resources) use twenty-five year city projections to plan
for capital facilities. For example, the projected size, composition,
and location of the population and productive activity affects the
anticipated demand for publicly supplied goods and services,
such as transportation, education, health, and water.  It also has
implications for open space and for water and air quality.  The
MPOs use small area projections for long range transportation
planning and policy evaluation purposes.  In addition, the
Governor's Office of Planning and Budget (GOPB) receives many
requests for small area population projections. 

This is the third time that GOPB and the AOG's have collaborated
to produce subcounty population projections. In 1997, the first
time subcounty projections were produced, GOPB hosted a
workshop to help with the coordination of the AOG analysts in
preparing the projections. The production of city projections on a
regular basis has helped to greatly improve the quality of the
numbers. 

Methods:
Regional Projections: County level population and employment
projections are produced by the Governor's Office of Planning
and Budget.  Projections are generated with regional
economic/demographic models that account for economic
growth/decline, births, deaths, and migration.  While GOPB has
considerable investment and expertise in regional models, it does
not currently have small area allocation models.  

City Projections: In general, small area population projection
models operate with a different logic and require different data
than do regional models.  For example, even if there is a fairly
accurate indication of the demographic effect of the Olympics on
the greater metropolitan area, that does not necessarily address
how the resident population of West Valley City will be affected.
In order to answer this question, it is necessary to know about
current land uses and zoning policies.  It is also important to
evaluate the current and anticipated planning documents, the
relationship of the city to the larger metropolitan system, 
anticipated changes in the transportation system (and their
effects), and projected costs of living and doing business as
compared to other areas along the Wasatch Front and Back.
Once these types of "baseline" projection information are more

Population Projections for Utah’s Cities and Unincorporated Areas  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .1
Census 2000 Response Rates/Data Products . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .7
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Current Economic Indicators  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .14

Contents:

2000 Population Projections for Utah’s Cities and Unincorporated Areas

1The seven associations of government are Bear River AOG (Box Elder, Cache, and Rich counties), Five County AOG
(Beaver, Garfield, Iron, Kane, and Washington counties), Mountainland AOG (Utah, Summit, and Wasatch counties), Six County AOG
(Juab, Millard, Piute, Sanpete, Sevier, and Wayne counties), Southeastern AOG (Carbon, Emery, Grand, and San Juan counties),
Uintah Basin AOG (Daggett, Duchesne, and Uintah counties), and Wasatch Front Regional Council (Davis, Morgan, Salt Lake, Tooele,
and Weber counties).  Mountainland AOG and Wasatch Front Regional Council are also metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs). 

2See Utah Code Annotated 1953, Sections: 10-9-307, 17-27-307, 63-28-11.
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City/Town County AARC

Herriman Salt Lake County 9.1%

Bluffdale Salt Lake County 8.3%

Eagle Mountain Utah County 7.8%

Cedar Fort Utah County 6.7%

Saratoga Springs Utah County 6.7%

Cedar Hills Utah County 5.2%

Elk Ridge Utah County 5.1%

Charleston Wasatch County 4.9%

Santaquin Utah County 4.7%

Paradise Cache County 4.6%

AARC = Annual Average Rate of Change 2000-2030

Associations of Government
City Projections Key Contact Persons

Bear River Association of Governments
Contact: Jeff Gilbert

Voice: (435) 752-7242
Email: jeffg@brag.dst.ut.us

Five County Association of Governments
Contact: Curt Hutchings
Voice: (435) 673-3548

Email: chutchings@fcaog.state.ut.us

Mountainland Association of Governments
Contact: Shawn Eliot
Voice: (801) 229-3841

Email: seliot@mtnland.state.ut.us

Six County Association of Governments
Contact: Russell Martin
Voice: (435) 896-9222

Email: rmartin@sixaog.state.ut.us

Southeastern Association of Governments
Contact: Debbie Hatt
Voice: (435) 637-5444

Email: dhatt@seualg.dst.ut.us

Uintah Basin Association of Governments
Contact: Laurie Brummond

Voice: (435) 722-4518
Email: lbrummond@ubtanet.com

Wasatch Front Regional Council
Contact: Scott Festin
Voice: (801) 299-5713

Email: sfestin@wfrc.org

clear, it is possible to begin a detailed inquiry into the geographic
distribution of Olympic impacts.  Clearly, this is a data-intensive
endeavor.

GOPB provides preliminary spreadsheet models and extensive
technical consultation to analysts at each of the AOGs.  The
initial models are simple extrapolations maintaining constant
proportions of the county for each small area.  In other words, the
starting point of the analysis is to assume that all areas in a given
county will grow at the same rate.  

AOG analysts improve on this starting point by systematically
considering a whole range of locally specific information such as
current land use, the availability of developable land, planned
changes in major infrastructure, planning documents, anticipated
annexation, known future events affecting population, and so
forth.  In many cases, local experts review provisional projections.
The extent of this research depends upon the existence and
reasonable availability of necessary data and the resources that
each AOG brings to bear on the project.  For example, Wasatch
Front Regional Council and the Mountainland Association of
Governments already maintain data and analytical models to
generate small projections.  

In most cases the 1998 city and county population estimates
generated by the Census Bureau were used as the basis of the
forecasts.  In a few instances Census Bureau city population
estimates were not available, such as when a new incorporation
or annexation had taken place.  When this happened, a
population estimate produced by the Utah Population Estimates
Committee was used as the official base population.  Beyond the
base year, AOGs projected the distributions of the cities and
unincorporated areas while controlling to GOPB produced county
projections.

Further information:
General questions about the city projections effort or the
projections of county totals may be directed to GOPB at 
(801) 538-1036. Specific questions concerning sub-county areas
should be directed to the appropriate AOG contact noted on this
page.  This data is also available on the GOPB website at
www.governor.state.ut.us/dea. 

Fastest-Growing Cities: 2000-2030
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2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2010 2020 2030 AARC
BEAVER COUNTY 6,006 6,191 6,385 6,595 6,824 6,938 7,558 8,477 9,653 1.6%
Beaver city 2,493 2,569 2,650 2,737 2,832 2,879 3,137 3,518 4,006 1.6%
Milford city 1,329 1,370 1,413 1,460 1,510 1,536 1,673 1,876 2,137 1.6%
Minersville town 900 929 958 989 1,023 1,041 1,134 1,272 1,448 1.6%
Balance of Beaver County 1,284 1,322 1,364 1,409 1,458 1,482 1,614 1,811 2,062 1.6%
BOX ELDER COUNTY 43,083 43,964 44,857 45,819 46,829 47,896 53,855 63,209 70,755 1.7%
Bear River City town 832 838 844 850 871 879 971 1,068 1,165 1.1%
Brigham City city 17,215 17,439 17,666 17,893 18,140 18,387 19,987 22,387 24,509 1.2%
Corinne city 691 744 769 825 910 961 1,086 1,266 1,338 2.2%
Deweyville town 351 359 367 375 383 391 431 513 595 1.8%
Elwood town 684 684 688 700 704 708 728 768 808 0.6%
Fielding town 472 476 480 495 497 499 509 529 549 0.5%
Garland city 1,938 2,004 2,071 2,138 2,213 2,288 2,811 3,798 4,552 2.9%
Honeyville city 1,326 1,358 1,390 1,422 1,454 1,486 1,646 1,987 2,328 1.9%
Howell town 270 272 274 276 291 306 381 443 505 2.1%
Mantua town 724 740 758 776 798 820 930 1,150 1,370 2.1%
Perry city 2,239 2,391 2,513 2,635 2,732 2,863 3,665 5,085 6,006 3.3%
Plymouth town 291 291 291 299 301 303 313 333 353 0.6%
Portage town 218 221 224 227 236 245 290 330 370 1.8%
Snowville town 277 281 285 289 293 297 317 407 497 2.0%
Tremonton city 5,309 5,452 5,597 5,742 5,912 6,152 7,604 9,329 10,852 2.4%
Willard city 1,563 1,591 1,619 1,658 1,697 1,736 1,931 2,321 2,741 1.9%
Balance of Box Elder County 8,683 8,823 9,021 9,219 9,397 9,575 10,255 11,495 12,217 1.1%
CACHE COUNTY 88,320 89,535 90,993 92,913 95,006 96,904 108,150 127,896 143,040 1.6%
Amalga town 508 524 541 542 543 550 585 655 725 1.2%
Clarkston town 645 650 650 650 650 662 722 842 962 1.3%
Cornish town 199 206 208 208 208 222 292 432 572 3.6%
Hyde Park city 2,991 3,074 3,149 3,224 3,299 3,374 3,783 4,601 5,321 1.9%
Hyrum city 5,936 6,078 6,175 6,272 6,369 6,466 7,266 8,866 9,745 1.7%
Lewiston city 1,585 1,616 1,638 1,660 1,682 1,704 1,814 2,034 2,254 1.2%
Logan city 40,702 41,086 41,595 42,484 43,446 44,382 49,419 56,407 61,428 1.4%
Mendon city 829 841 850 859 868 877 922 1,012 1,114 1.0%
Millville city 1,345 1,385 1,395 1,405 1,415 1,425 1,626 2,028 2,430 2.0%
Newton town 703 708 711 714 717 721 741 781 821 0.5%
Nibley city 1,714 1,754 1,832 2,010 2,188 2,308 3,033 4,858 5,840 4.2%
North Logan city 6,089 6,204 6,321 6,438 6,555 6,672 7,357 8,727 9,452 1.5%
Paradise town 770 774 795 816 837 858 1,166 2,168 2,970 4.6%
Providence city 4,331 4,421 4,533 4,645 4,757 4,869 5,429 6,549 7,569 1.9%
Richmond city 1,938 2,052 2,212 2,372 2,532 2,692 3,492 4,227 5,024 3.2%
River Heights city 1,495 1,502 1,510 1,518 1,526 1,534 1,574 1,654 1,734 0.5%
Smithfield city 7,123 7,215 7,407 7,599 7,891 8,039 9,024 10,573 11,806 1.7%
Trenton town 454 454 454 454 454 454 465 487 509 0.4%
Wellsville city 2,979 2,995 3,012 3,029 3,046 3,063 3,363 4,828 5,572 2.1%
Balance of Cache County 5,984 5,996 6,005 6,014 6,023 6,032 6,077 6,167 7,192 0.6%
CARBON COUNTY 21,876 22,009 22,219 22,483 22,751 22,951 24,091 25,732 27,248 0.7%
East Carbon city 1,312 1,320 1,332 1,348 1,364 1,376 1,444 1,543 1,634 0.7%
Helper city 2,185 2,198 2,219 2,246 2,272 2,292 2,406 2,570 2,721 0.7%
Price city 9,217 9,273 9,362 9,473 9,586 9,670 10,151 10,842 11,481 0.7%
Scofield town 46 46 47 47 48 48 51 54 57 0.7%
Sunnyside city 368 371 374 379 383 386 406 433 459 0.7%
Wellington city 1,783 1,794 1,811 1,833 1,855 1,871 1,964 2,097 2,221 0.7%
Balance of Carbon County 6,965 7,007 7,074 7,158 7,243 7,307 7,670 8,192 8,675 0.7%
DAGGETT COUNTY 742 747 753 759 768 770 813 898 937 0.8%
Manila town 229 230 232 234 237 237 250 277 289 0.8%
Balance of Daggett County 513 517 521 525 531 533 563 621 648 0.8%
DAVIS COUNTY 240,460 244,366 247,457 251,713 256,082 261,297 292,173 346,203 392,003 1.6%
Bountiful city 41,471 41,986 42,534 43,076 43,323 43,449 43,769 44,481 45,227 0.3%
Centerville city 16,048 16,544 17,042 17,592 17,841 17,976 18,534 19,982 21,609 1.0%
Clearfield city 27,388 27,558 27,746 27,928 28,123 28,345 29,659 32,157 33,108 0.6%
Clinton city 15,332 15,881 16,460 17,055 17,679 18,343 20,013 22,170 23,429 1.4%
Farmington city 12,687 13,038 13,212 13,376 13,680 13,899 16,045 22,256 25,641 2.4%
Fruit Heights city 4,822 4,878 4,917 4,989 5,079 5,211 6,161 9,002 11,162 2.8%
Kaysville city 17,731 18,013 18,034 18,404 18,894 19,615 24,887 32,742 38,302 2.6%
Layton city 54,677 55,467 56,075 57,051 58,252 59,935 71,861 86,270 97,181 1.9%
North Salt Lake city 8,808 8,883 8,914 8,944 8,977 9,019 9,286 9,876 10,509 0.6%
South Weber city 4,134 4,277 4,396 4,557 4,737 4,951 6,293 10,566 13,768 4.1%
Sunset city 5,044 5,034 5,028 5,020 5,014 5,012 5,036 5,099 5,166 0.1%
Syracuse city 7,028 7,144 7,189 7,366 7,570 7,878 9,879 15,969 26,284 4.5%
West Bountiful city 4,822 4,798 4,758 4,747 4,754 4,798 5,221 6,465 8,122 1.8%
West Point city 6,563 6,880 7,188 7,557 7,973 8,477 9,795 11,353 13,349 2.4%
Woods Cross city 6,207 6,371 6,543 6,718 6,901 7,095 8,199 9,428 9,847 1.6%
Balance of Davis County 7,696 7,614 7,421 7,334 7,282 7,293 7,535 8,386 9,299 0.6%

Population Projections for Utah’s Cities and Unincorporated Areas

AARC = Annual Average Rate of Change 2000-2030
Sources: Associations of Government; Governor's Office of Planning and Budget  
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2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2010 2020 2030 AARC
DUCHESNE COUNTY 14,518 14,662 14,799 14,970 15,166 15,253 16,247 18,216 19,212 0.9%
Altamont town 197 198 200 203 205 206 220 247 260 0.9%
Duchesne city 1,497 1,512 1,526 1,543 1,564 1,573 1,675 1,878 1,981 0.9%
Myton city 525 531 536 542 549 552 588 659 695 0.9%
Roosevelt city 4,325 4,368 4,409 4,460 4,518 4,544 4,840 5,427 5,723 0.9%
Tabiona town 138 140 141 143 145 145 155 174 183 0.9%
Balance of Duchesne County 7,836 7,914 7,988 8,080 8,186 8,233 8,769 9,832 10,370 0.9%
EMERY COUNTY 10,395 10,428 10,499 10,598 10,699 10,772 11,243 12,322 12,984 0.7%
Castle Dale city 1,691 1,697 1,708 1,724 1,741 1,753 1,829 2,005 2,113 0.7%
Clawson town 158 158 160 161 163 164 171 187 197 0.7%
Cleveland town 502 504 507 512 517 521 543 595 627 0.7%
Elmo town 318 319 321 324 327 329 344 377 397 0.7%
Emery town 289 289 291 294 297 299 312 342 360 0.7%
Ferron city 1,611 1,616 1,627 1,642 1,658 1,669 1,742 1,910 2,012 0.7%
Green River city (pt.) 724 726 731 738 745 750 783 858 904 0.7%
Huntington city 1,944 1,950 1,963 1,982 2,001 2,014 2,102 2,304 2,428 0.7%
Orangeville city 1,431 1,436 1,446 1,459 1,473 1,483 1,548 1,697 1,788 0.7%
Balance of Emery County 1,727 1,733 1,745 1,761 1,778 1,790 1,868 2,047 2,158 0.7%
GARFIELD COUNTY 4,609 4,686 4,756 4,835 4,926 5,030 5,602 6,563 7,764 1.8%
Antimony town 168 172 176 180 184 188 208 248 288 1.8%
Boulder town 183 188 190 193 197 201 224 262 311 1.8%
Cannonville town 171 175 186 189 196 204 224 268 322 2.1%
Escalante town 968 984 999 1,015 1,034 1,056 1,176 1,378 1,630 1.8%
Hatch town 109 111 112 114 116 119 132 155 184 1.8%
Henrieville town 177 180 183 186 189 193 215 252 298 1.8%
Panguitch city 1,528 1,553 1,576 1,603 1,633 1,667 1,857 2,175 2,573 1.8%
Tropic town 464 472 479 487 496 506 564 661 781 1.8%
Balance of Garfield County 841 851 855 869 881 895 1,002 1,164 1,376 1.7%
GRAND COUNTY 9,106 9,119 9,165 9,235 9,305 9,349 9,665 9,989 10,288 0.4%
Castle Valley town 308 309 310 312 315 316 327 338 348 0.4%
Green River city (pt.) 165 165 166 167 168 169 175 181 186 0.4%
Moab city 5,062 5,069 5,095 5,134 5,173 5,197 5,373 5,553 5,719 0.4%
Balance of Grand County 3,571 3,576 3,594 3,622 3,649 3,666 3,790 3,917 4,035 0.4%
IRON COUNTY 32,564 33,394 34,217 35,084 36,046 36,911 41,656 49,892 60,191 2.1%
Brian Head town 185 195 205 215 225 235 285 385 485 3.3%
Cedar City city 21,535 22,084 22,629 23,202 23,838 24,410 27,548 32,995 39,806 2.1%
Enoch city 3,704 3,799 3,892 3,991 4,100 4,199 4,738 5,675 6,847 2.1%
Kanarraville town 286 294 301 308 317 325 366 439 529 2.1%
Paragonah town 531 544 558 572 587 601 679 813 981 2.1%
Parowan city 2,333 2,392 2,451 2,513 2,582 2,644 2,984 3,574 4,312 2.1%
Balance of Iron County 3,990 4,086 4,182 4,283 4,396 4,497 5,055 6,011 7,231 2.0%
JUAB COUNTY 8,332 8,564 8,794 9,019 9,250 9,435 10,572 12,589 14,338 1.8%
Eureka city 691 700 709 717 726 734 768 828 881 0.8%
Levan town 592 603 613 624 635 644 681 748 805 1.0%
Mona town 1,004 1,037 1,069 1,101 1,133 1,159 1,386 1,790 2,139 2.6%
Nephi city 5,016 5,168 5,318 5,465 5,616 5,737 6,506 7,870 9,052 2.0%
Rocky Ridge town 354 372 391 409 427 442 465 505 540 1.4%
Balance of Juab County 675 685 694 703 712 720 766 849 921 1.0%
KANE COUNTY 6,338 6,559 5,989 6,213 6,459 6,730 8,238 11,243 14,924 2.9%
Alton town 117 121 110 114 119 124 151 207 274 2.9%
Big Water town 415 430 392 407 423 441 539 736 977 2.9%
Glendale town 368 381 348 361 375 391 478 653 867 2.9%
Kanab city 4,543 4,682 4,323 4,464 4,619 4,789 5,849 7,983 10,596 2.9%
Orderville town 595 615 562 583 606 631 773 1,055 1,400 2.9%
Balance of Kane County 300 331 254 284 317 355 447 609 810 3.4%
MILLARD COUNTY 12,047 12,165 12,275 12,381 12,491 12,539 13,057 13,747 14,167 0.5%
Delta city 3,194 3,222 3,249 3,275 3,302 3,313 3,439 3,607 3,709 0.5%
Fillmore city 2,055 2,089 2,121 2,152 2,183 2,197 2,348 2,548 2,670 0.9%
Hinckley town 677 684 691 697 704 707 738 779 804 0.6%
Holden town 440 444 448 451 455 457 475 499 514 0.5%
Kanosh town 421 429 436 443 450 453 487 532 559 0.9%
Leamington town 249 252 254 256 258 259 269 283 292 0.5%
Lynndyl town 114 115 116 118 119 120 126 134 139 0.7%
Meadow town 268 271 273 276 279 280 293 310 321 0.6%
Oak City town 609 615 620 625 631 633 659 694 715 0.5%
Scipio town 299 305 311 316 321 324 350 384 405 1.0%
Balance of Millard County 3,722 3,740 3,756 3,772 3,789 3,796 3,874 3,977 4,040 0.3%
MORGAN COUNTY 7,292 7,349 7,437 7,564 7,696 7,856 8,829 10,659 12,435 1.8%
Morgan city 2,500 2,522 2,543 2,591 2,637 2,692 3,025 3,653 4,261 1.8%
Balance of Morgan County 4,792 4,827 4,894 4,973 5,059 5,164 5,804 7,006 8,174 1.8%
PIUTE COUNTY 1,669 1,700 1,724 1,748 1,774 1,789 1,889 2,009 2,062 0.0%
Circleville town 484 491 495 500 505 508 528 552 563 0.0%
Junction town 181 186 190 193 198 200 216 235 244 0.0%
Kingston town 210 216 220 224 228 231 248 268 277 0.0%
Marysvale town 471 481 489 498 506 512 546 586 604 0.0%
Balance of Piute County 323 327 330 333 336 338 351 367 374 0.0%

Population Projections for Utah’s Cities and Unincorporated Areas

AARC = Annual Average Rate of Change 2000-2030
Sources: Associations of Government; Governor's Office of Planning and Budget    
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2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2010 2020 2030 AARC
RICH COUNTY 1,843 1,851 1,858 1,869 1,880 1,892 1,979 2,084 2,131 0.5%
Garden City town 250 258 263 269 273 279 327 348 368 1.3%
Laketown town 263 263 263 263 263 263 268 298 309 0.5%
Randolph city 508 508 508 508 510 510 525 538 538 0.2%
Woodruff town 143 143 143 143 143 143 147 158 158 0.3%
Balance of Rich County 679 679 681 686 691 697 712 742 758 0.4%
SALT LAKE COUNTY 848,083 859,931 867,700 879,294 894,896 914,190 1,028,508 1,223,218 1,383,907 1.6%
Alta town 410 415 419 425 432 442 497 591 669 1.6%
Bluffdale city 4,455 4,844 5,246 5,690 6,204 6,795 10,825 28,782 48,326 8.3%
Draper city (pt.) 19,862 20,671 21,427 22,244 23,211 24,334 31,133 35,957 40,123 2.4%
Herriman City 1,060 1,145 1,231 1,325 1,435 1,560 2,397 5,929 14,519 9.1%
Holladay City 14,256 14,239 14,165 14,112 14,133 14,220 14,812 16,842 18,956 1.0%
Midvale city 26,688 26,675 26,555 26,475 26,532 26,713 27,924 31,972 36,238 1.0%
Murray city 34,151 34,654 35,267 35,761 36,263 36,752 39,483 41,015 41,778 0.7%
Riverton city 26,849 29,253 31,966 34,804 37,894 41,237 63,226 70,981 75,057 3.5%
Salt Lake City city 172,930 173,414 174,409 174,776 175,147 175,421 177,641 182,599 187,783 0.3%
Sandy city 101,531 103,518 105,854 107,851 109,888 111,901 118,161 121,032 124,030 0.7%
South Jordan city 32,320 33,694 35,228 36,700 38,234 39,198 49,956 70,433 81,729 3.1%
South Salt Lake city 18,084 18,127 18,097 18,095 18,186 18,363 19,473 21,621 22,991 0.8%
Taylorsville city 53,974 54,264 54,338 54,492 54,930 55,632 59,883 67,367 71,907 1.0%
West Jordan city 63,893 66,871 69,327 72,458 76,143 80,493 106,513 133,872 145,614 2.8%
West Valley City city 103,753 105,427 107,442 109,100 110,785 112,434 121,631 142,683 148,834 1.2%
Balance of Salt Lake County 173,868 172,719 166,729 164,985 165,480 168,695 184,954 251,542 325,353 2.1%
SAN JUAN COUNTY 13,728 13,846 14,011 14,211 14,412 14,573 15,513 16,847 18,063 0.9%
Blanding city 3,520 3,551 3,593 3,644 3,696 3,737 3,978 4,320 4,632 0.9%
Monticello city 1,906 1,923 1,946 1,973 2,001 2,024 2,154 2,339 2,508 0.9%
Balance of San Juan County 8,301 8,373 8,472 8,593 8,715 8,812 9,381 10,187 10,923 0.9%
SANPETE COUNTY 22,296 22,661 23,011 23,349 23,694 23,920 25,571 28,177 30,242 1.0%
Centerfield town 913 924 935 945 955 962 1,012 1,090 1,152 0.8%
Ephraim city 4,663 4,740 4,813 4,884 4,957 5,004 5,351 5,899 6,332 1.0%
Fairview city 1,162 1,204 1,244 1,283 1,323 1,349 1,539 1,839 2,076 2.0%
Fayette town 304 308 311 314 318 320 336 361 380 0.7%
Fountain Green city 952 968 983 998 1,013 1,023 1,094 1,207 1,296 1.0%
Gunnison city 2,173 2,204 2,234 2,262 2,292 2,311 2,451 2,673 2,848 0.9%
Manti city 2,727 2,764 2,799 2,833 2,867 2,890 3,055 3,316 3,522 0.9%
Mayfield town 501 509 517 525 532 537 574 633 679 1.0%
Moroni city 1,887 1,919 1,950 1,980 2,010 2,030 2,176 2,405 2,587 1.1%
Mount Pleasant city 2,526 2,580 2,632 2,682 2,733 2,766 3,011 3,396 3,702 1.3%
Spring City city 843 859 875 889 905 915 987 1,102 1,193 1.2%
Sterling town 322 326 330 333 336 339 355 381 402 0.7%
Wales town 312 316 319 322 326 328 344 369 388 0.7%
Balance of Sanpete County 3,009 3,040 3,070 3,098 3,128 3,147 3,287 3,509 3,684 0.7%
SEVIER COUNTY 19,160 19,485 19,800 20,106 20,421 20,635 22,155 24,598 26,498 1.1%
Annabella town 554 565 576 586 597 604 656 739 804 1.2%
Aurora city 1,023 1,035 1,047 1,058 1,069 1,077 1,131 1,219 1,288 0.8%
Elsinore town 696 711 725 739 754 763 833 946 1,033 1.3%
Glenwood town 482 488 493 497 503 506 530 569 600 0.7%
Joseph town 238 242 247 252 257 260 283 319 348 1.3%
Koosharem town 446 452 457 463 468 472 500 544 578 0.9%
Monroe city 1,754 1,792 1,829 1,865 1,902 1,928 2,107 2,395 2,619 1.3%
Redmond town 729 741 753 764 775 783 837 925 994 1.0%
Richfield city 7,207 7,357 7,503 7,644 7,790 7,889 8,591 9,719 10,597 1.3%
Salina city 2,220 2,266 2,310 2,354 2,399 2,429 2,645 2,992 3,262 1.3%
Sigurd town 576 583 590 596 603 608 641 695 737 0.8%
Balance of Sevier County 3,236 3,254 3,271 3,288 3,305 3,317 3,401 3,535 3,640 0.4%
SUMMIT COUNTY 27,095 29,660 28,591 27,577 28,224 29,176 35,202 48,207 60,852 2.7%
Coalville city 1,317 1,455 1,415 1,378 1,423 1,484 1,807 2,519 3,236 3.0%
Francis town 816 901 877 853 881 919 1,119 1,560 2,004 3.0%
Henefer town 685 746 715 686 698 717 860 1,164 1,451 2.5%
Kamas city 1,555 1,692 1,622 1,556 1,583 1,627 1,952 2,641 3,294 2.5%
Oakley town 1,041 1,155 1,128 1,103 1,144 1,198 1,465 2,059 2,668 3.2%
Park City city (pt.) 6,656 7,354 7,153 6,960 7,188 7,497 9,124 12,712 16,312 3.0%
Balance of Summit County 15,025 16,357 15,681 15,041 15,307 15,734 18,875 25,552 31,887 2.5%
TOOELE COUNTY 36,816 37,642 38,651 39,852 41,075 42,450 50,333 65,852 80,938 2.7%
Grantsville city 5,935 6,150 6,372 6,603 6,842 7,089 8,152 9,375 9,478 1.6%
Ophir town 38 38 39 41 42 43 51 67 83 2.7%
Rush Valley town 472 503 516 559 517 579 602 625 648 1.1%
Stockton town 606 633 649 681 682 725 750 775 800 0.9%
Tooele city 20,265 21,278 22,342 23,012 23,703 24,414 28,076 33,691 40,429 2.3%
Vernon town 239 255 262 252 256 275 370 482 672 3.5%
Wendover city 1,293 1,311 1,329 1,348 1,367 1,386 1,482 1,688 1,923 1.3%
Balance of County 7,968 7,474 7,141 7,356 7,667 7,939 10,850 19,150 26,906 4.1%
UINTAH COUNTY 25,118 25,226 25,324 25,483 25,688 25,712 26,801 29,058 29,889 0.6%
Ballard town 837 850 863 876 890 903 975 1,017 1,047 0.7%
Naples city 1,485 1,491 1,497 1,507 1,519 1,520 1,584 1,718 1,767 0.6%
Vernal city 7,210 7,241 7,270 7,315 7,374 7,381 7,694 8,341 8,580 0.6%
Balance of Uintah County 15,586 15,643 15,694 15,785 15,905 15,908 16,548 17,982 18,495 0.6%

Population Projections for Utah’s Cities and Unincorporated Areas
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Population Projections for Utah’s Cities and Unincorporated Areas

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2010 2020 2030 AARC
UTAH COUNTY 361,213 369,236 377,084 385,793 395,972 408,220 469,691 559,907 677,304 2.1%
Alpine city 5,902 6,194 6,494 6,817 7,177 7,585 9,400 11,782 14,309 3.0%
American Fork city 22,486 23,043 23,585 24,174 24,848 25,639 29,615 36,352 43,110 2.2%
Cedar Fort town 309 351 399 455 519 595 815 1,337 2,132 6.7%
Cedar Hills town 2,904 3,118 3,343 3,591 3,867 4,182 5,527 8,620 13,466 5.2%
Draper city (pt.) 0 44 78 140 252 454 631 1,067 1,754 13.6%
Eagle Mountain town 2,144 2,380 2,638 2,928 3,259 3,642 5,457 10,717 20,467 7.8%
Elk Ridge town 1,520 1,593 1,667 1,747 1,836 1,938 3,221 4,711 6,699 5.1%
Genola town 948 971 993 1,017 1,044 1,077 1,345 1,837 2,438 3.2%
Goshen town 684 688 690 694 700 708 851 1,075 1,320 2.2%
Highland city 7,726 8,072 8,423 8,803 9,225 9,705 12,379 17,651 24,548 3.9%
Lehi city 17,936 18,583 19,229 19,927 20,708 21,604 26,368 35,409 46,840 3.3%
Lindon city 7,451 7,678 7,903 8,146 8,420 8,737 10,415 13,015 15,931 2.6%
Mapleton city 5,214 5,372 5,527 5,696 5,886 6,106 7,285 9,186 11,433 2.7%
Orem city 81,223 82,585 83,870 85,297 86,990 89,064 97,896 104,944 112,204 1.1%
Payson city 13,237 13,942 14,668 15,454 16,327 17,317 20,888 27,021 36,203 3.4%
Pleasant Grove city 21,788 22,481 23,169 23,912 24,747 25,713 29,828 35,674 42,417 2.2%
Provo city 112,183 112,999 113,685 114,537 115,721 117,373 128,561 138,019 149,491 1.0%
Salem city 3,667 3,831 3,997 4,177 4,378 4,606 5,874 8,371 13,521 4.4%
Santaquin city 3,599 3,769 3,942 4,129 4,337 4,573 5,907 9,466 14,241 4.7%
Saratoga Springs town 1,221 1,331 1,450 1,581 1,730 1,899 2,703 4,919 8,580 6.7%
Spanish Fork city 18,552 19,175 19,796 20,467 21,219 22,085 25,822 32,098 40,928 2.7%
Springville city 17,632 18,199 18,762 19,370 20,054 20,843 25,048 29,820 35,694 2.4%
Vineyard town 195 206 219 232 246 263 281 461 739 4.5%
Woodland Hills town 1,190 1,209 1,227 1,247 1,270 1,300 1,961 2,868 4,078 4.2%
Balance of Utah County 11,502 11,422 11,330 11,255 11,212 11,212 11,613 13,487 14,761 0.8%
WASATCH COUNTY 14,111 15,438 14,980 15,464 15,997 16,615 19,758 24,806 31,236 2.7%
Charleston town 501 560 555 586 619 657 871 1,354 2,106 4.9%
Heber city 6,232 6,806 6,591 6,791 7,011 7,267 8,552 10,496 12,880 2.4%
Midway city 2,548 2,797 2,722 2,819 2,926 3,048 3,681 4,755 6,143 3.0%
Park City city (pt.) 24 27 27 29 30 32 42 66 103 5.0%
Wallsburg town 362 398 387 401 416 434 524 676 874 3.0%
Balance of Wasatch County 4,444 4,850 4,698 4,838 4,995 5,177 6,088 7,459 9,130 2.4%
WASHINGTON COUNTY 83,781 85,784 89,153 92,657 96,440 100,447 122,272 165,346 218,198 3.2%
Enterprise city 1,573 1,597 1,620 1,645 1,670 1,695 2,049 2,620 3,359 2.6%
Hildale town 2,291 2,345 2,437 2,533 2,637 2,746 3,343 4,521 5,965 3.2%
Hurricane city 7,339 7,514 7,810 8,116 8,448 8,799 10,711 14,484 19,113 3.2%
Ivins town 4,407 4,512 4,689 4,873 5,072 5,283 6,431 8,697 11,477 3.2%
La Verkin city 3,457 3,539 3,678 3,823 3,979 4,144 5,045 6,822 9,003 3.2%
Leeds town 362 377 393 425 450 500 550 700 853 2.9%
New Harmony town 170 174 181 188 196 204 249 336 444 3.2%
Rockville town 232 237 246 256 267 278 338 457 603 3.2%
St. George city 47,123 48,250 50,145 52,115 54,243 56,497 68,773 93,000 122,727 3.2%
Santa Clara city 4,496 4,604 4,785 4,973 5,176 5,391 6,562 8,874 11,710 3.2%
Springdale town 375 348 362 376 391 407 496 671 885 2.9%
Toquerville town 906 925 956 999 1,044 1,081 1,175 1,532 2,022 2.7%
Virgin town 285 291 303 315 328 341 415 562 741 3.2%
Washington city 7,046 7,215 7,498 7,793 8,111 8,448 10,283 13,906 18,351 3.2%
Balance of Washington County 3,720 3,855 4,050 4,226 4,429 4,632 5,852 8,165 10,944 3.7%
WAYNE COUNTY 2,617 2,700 2,782 2,865 2,949 3,020 3,449 4,275 5,078 2.2%
Bicknell town 344 354 363 373 382 390 439 534 626 2.0%
Hanksville town 326 331 337 343 349 354 384 441 497 1.4%
Loa town 519 530 541 552 564 573 631 742 850 1.7%
Lyman town 230 235 239 244 249 253 277 323 367 1.6%
Torrey town 184 200 217 234 251 266 353 522 686 4.5%
Balance of Wayne County 1,014 1,049 1,084 1,119 1,154 1,184 1,365 1,714 2,053 2.4%
WEBER COUNTY 186,987 189,278 190,911 194,051 197,581 201,850 227,032 271,369 307,350 1.7%
Farr West city 2,740 2,771 2,792 2,839 2,892 2,959 3,418 4,579 5,977 2.6%
Harrisville city 3,792 3,850 3,894 3,973 4,064 4,173 4,913 6,833 9,262 3.0%
Huntsville town 646 654 660 671 683 697 784 938 1,062 1.7%
Marriott-Slaterville Town 1,522 1,539 1,550 1,575 1,605 1,641 1,894 2,531 3,296 2.6%
North Ogden city 15,473 15,921 16,318 16,876 17,492 18,206 22,912 31,791 36,211 2.9%
Ogden city 66,842 67,510 68,255 68,920 69,593 70,259 73,809 81,522 90,055 1.0%
Plain City city 3,581 3,687 3,781 3,912 4,057 4,225 5,332 8,374 9,589 3.3%
Pleasant View city 4,948 4,919 4,870 4,865 4,871 4,897 5,184 5,831 6,391 0.9%
Riverdale city 7,344 7,306 7,240 7,240 7,255 7,301 7,763 8,810 9,743 0.9%
Roy city 32,060 32,591 33,000 33,718 34,527 35,503 42,052 49,959 56,027 1.9%
South Ogden city 14,946 15,187 15,371 15,698 16,067 16,514 18,237 20,976 23,510 1.5%
Uintah town 1,182 1,225 1,265 1,318 1,377 1,444 1,724 2,035 2,341 2.3%
Washington Terrace city 8,746 8,767 8,753 8,819 8,905 9,029 9,971 12,149 13,399 1.4%
West Haven city 3,855 3,856 3,842 3,863 3,892 3,938 4,301 5,152 6,014 1.5%
Balance of Weber County 19,309 19,494 19,322 19,763 20,302 21,064 24,737 29,889 34,474 2.0%
State of Utah 2,150,205 2,187,276 2,216,175 2,254,500 2,301,301 2,355,120 2,661,902 3,183,388 3,683,687 1.8%

AARC = Annual Average Rate of Change 2000-2030
Sources: Associations of Government; Governor's Office of Planning and Budget    
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Utah Census 2000 Time Line

March 13-March 31 - Census forms are mailed.

March 3-May 30 - Enumeration in rural Utah (door-to-door).

March 27-29 - Enumeration of the homeless population.
Census takers visit shelters, soup kitchens and non-sheltered
locations. 

April 1 - Officially recognized nationwide as Census Day.

April 1-May 13 - Enumeration of nursing homes, college
dormitories, prisons and other group settings. 

May 1 - July 31- Follow up for non-respondents. Any housing
unit that did not return a form will be contacted via phone or
personal visit. 

December 31, 2000 - Apportionment counts delivered to the
President and Congress. 

March 31, 2001 - Counts delivered to state legislatures to
begin the redistricting process.

March 2001 - 2003 Release of Census 2000 Data Products

Thanks to the Census Bureau's new data access and
dissemination system, the American Fact Finder (AFF), data from
the 2000 decennial census will be much more accessible to data
users.  AFF can be used to access data from the 1990 Decennial
Census, the 2000 Decennial Census, the American Community
Survey, and the 1997 Economic Census. 

The Census Bureau will begin releasing the 2000 data in March
2001, with the Redistricting Summary File, and continuing
through 2003 with the release of the full microdata files.  For the
first time ever, users will be able to access data from the
decennial census, such as population counts by race and
selected population and housing characteristics, down to track
level (in some cases down to the block level) on the Census
Bureau's web site via AFF. 

The 2000 data that will be available on CD-ROM, as well as AFF,
includes: 100 percent summary file data (down to the block level);
sample summary file data (down to the block group level);
redistricting summary file data (down to the block level);
congressional district demographic profiles; and public use
microdata (PUMS) files.  

The availability of printed reports containing 2000 data will be
significantly less than in 1990.   The Census Bureau will make
the following reports available in printed form: the national report,
which will contain population totals and selected population and
housing characteristics for U.S. regions, divisions, states,
metropolitan areas, and urban areas; and the state report, which
will contain population and selected population and housing
characteristics for states, counties, county subdivisions, places,
and congressional districts. 

For more information on Census 2000 data products, visit the
Census Bureau's web site at www.census.gov, or contact State
Data Center staff at 538-1036.

Census 2000 Data Products

Census 2000 Response Rates

The U.S. Census Bureau made Census 2000 response rates,
down to the census tract level, available on their web site.  The
initial response rates represent the percentage of questionnaires
returned before enumerators began knocking on the doors of
non-respondents at the end of April.  As of April 23, the national
response rate was 65%.

In reaching 65%, the American public out-performed the 
expectations of the Census Bureau, of the U.S. 
Congress, and of the General Accounting Office.  More 
than 100,000 census partners deserve credit.  
Congratulations are owed to thousands of mayors, 
county commissioners, teachers, community advocates, 
houses of worship, and other local government, civic and
business leaders. They treated the census as the serious
civic event intended by the founders when in 1787 when 
they wrote the census into the Constitution.

- Dr. Kenneth Prewitt
Director, Census Bureau

Utah's initial response rate was 66%, slightly above the national
rate.  Response rates for other western states include: Wyoming
64%; Montana 66%; Colorado 68%; Nevada 64%; Arizona 62%;
and California 68%.  

Iowa, with a response rate of 74%, had the highest rate among all
the states, followed by Nebraska 73% and Minnesota, Wisconsin
and South Dakota all coming in at 72%.  States with the lowest
response rates include: Alaska 54%; South Carolina 57%; and
Hawaii 58%. 

Among Utah's 29 counties, Morgan County came in first with a
response rate of 77%.  Cache County came in second at 73%,
followed by Box Elder and Davis Counties at 72%.  The cities with
the highest response rates include: River Heights City 83%;
Smithfield City 81%; and Bear River City and North Logan 80%.
Salt Lake City had an initial response rate of 60%. 

The non-response follow up phase of Census 2000 began
officially across the country on May 1.  According to Dave Gomez,
manager of the Salt Lake City local census office, local
enumerators have counted an additional 33% of Utahns through
non-response follow up efforts.  These efforts include door-to-
door visits and phone calls to households that did not return a
questionnaire.  This brought the state response rate up to 99% as
of June 5.  Gomez also stated that the non-response follow up
phase was completed in Utah by June 9, four weeks ahead of
schedule.

If you or someone you know did not receive a census
questionnaire, or have not been contacted by a local census
enumerator, call the Salt Lake City local census office at 
(801) 524-5200.  For more information on Census 2000, contact
Lisa Hillman in the Governor's Office of Planning and Budget at
(801) 537-9013.
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Planned Lowest Level 
Release Date Geography

DEC 2001 - MAR 2002 Demographic Profile Places
Demographic , social, economic, and housing characteristics presented 
Media: Internet, CD-Rom, paper

DEC 2001 - MAR 2002 Congressional District Demographic Profile
Demographic, social, economic,and housing characteristics presented 
Media: Internet, CD-ROM, paper

AUG - DEC 2002 Summary File 3 (SF3)
Population counts for ancestry groups Census Tracts
Selected population and housing characteristics Block Groups/
Media: Internet, CD-ROM Census Tracts

DEC 2002 - MAR 2003 Summary File 4 (SF4) Census Tracts

Media: Internet, CD-ROM

AUG 2002 - MAR 2003 Quick Tables Census Tracts
Table shells with population and housing characteristics where 
the user can specify a geographic area and a population group
Medium: Internet

SEP 2002 - JAN 2003 Geographic Comparison Tables Places of 1,000 or
Population and Housing characteristics for a list of geographic more population
areas (e.g., all counties in the state)
Medium: Internet

For 5 percent sample: Public Use Mocrodata Sample (PUMS Files) Public use microdata
APR - JUL 2002 5 percent sample (information for state and sub-state areas) areas (PUMAs)
For 1 percent sample: 1 percent sample (information for metropolitan areas)
AUG - DEC 2002 Medium: CD-ROM

DEC 2002 - MAR 2003 Advanced Query Function User defined down to 
(Release subject to User specifies contents of tabulations from full micrdata file Census Tracts
policy decisions on access Includes safeguards against disclosure of identifying information 
and confidentiality) about individuals and housing units

Medium: Internet

2003 Census 2000: Summary Social, Economic, and Housing Places
Characteristics
Media: Internet, paper 

2003 Congressional District Data Summary File Census Tracts
100 percent and sample data for the redistricted 108th Congress within Congressional
Media: Internet, CD-ROM Districts

Congressional Districts of 
the 106th Congress

Population and housing characteristics iterated for many detailed race 
and ethnic categories, American Indian and Alaska Native tribes, and 
ancestry groups. 

Lowest Level 
Release Date Geography

MAR - APR 2001 Census 2000 Redistricting Data Summary File Blocks
State population counts for legislative redistricting 
Media: Internet, CD-Rom

JUN - SEP 2001 Demographic Profile Places
Population totals and selected population and housing characteristics 
Media: Internet, CD-ROM, paper

JUN - SEP 2001 Congressional District Demographic Profile
Population totals and selected population and housing characteristics 
Media: Internet, CD-ROM, paper

At the state level: Summary File 1 (SF1)
JUN - SEP 2001 Population counts for 63 race categories and ethnicity Blocks
At the national level: Population counts for many detailed race and ethnic categories Census Tracts
JUN - JUL 2002 Selected population and housing characteristics Blocks/Census Tracts

(National File includes urban and rural data)
Media: Internet, CD-ROM

At the state level: Summary File 2 (SF2) Census Tracts
OCT - DEC 2001 Population and Housing characteristics iterated for many 

detailed race and ethnic categories, and American Indian and
At the national level: Alaskan Native tribes
JUN - JUL 2002 (National file includes urban and rural data)

Media: Internet, CD-ROM

At the state level: Quick Tables Census Tracts
APR - DEC 2001 Table shells with population and housing characteristics where 
At the national level: the user can specify a geographic area and a population group
MAY - JUL 2002 Medium: Internet

At the state level: Geographic Comparison Tables Places of 1,000 or
APR - OCT 2001 Population and housing characteristics for a list of geographic more population
At the national level: areas (e.g., all counties in the state)
JUN - JUL 2002 Medium: Internet

SEP - DEC 2001 Advanced Query Function User defined down to 
(Release subject to User specifies contents of tabulations from full microdata file block groups
policy decisions on Includes safeguards against disclosure of identifying information 
access and confidentiality) about individuals and housing units

Medium: Internet

JAN - NOV 2002 Census 2000: Summary Population and Housing Characteristics Places
Media: Internet, paper 

2003 Census 2000: Population and Housing Unit Counts Places
Media: Internet, paper (printed report with selected historical counts)

Congressional Districts 
of the 106th Congress

100 Percent Data Products 
(Data From All Households)

Sample Data Products 
(Data From Sample of Households)



Every year the U.S. Census Bureau publishes several reports
detailing federal government expenditures at the state and county
levels.  The Consolidated Federal Funds Report for Fiscal Year
1999 (CFFR), is the only consolidated source for state and local
data on the majority of direct federal expenditures, as well as data
on federal loan and insurance programs.  Another report recently
released by the Census Bureau, Federal Aid to States for Fiscal
Year 1999 (FAS), contains federal agency and program level data
on grants to state and local governments.

The FAS report presents information similar to the grant data in
the CFFR state and county areas publication, except that in this
report grants to state and local governments represent actual
expenditures of the federal government, and only grants to state
and local governments are included.  In the CFFR publication,
federal grants generally represent obligations, and payments to
state and local governments are not distinguished from grants to
non-governmental recipients.

According to these two reports, the federal government distributed
more than $1.5 trillion in domestic benefits, subsidies, grants,
goods and services, and salaries and wages in fiscal year 1999 to
states and outlying areas, a 4 percent increase over 1998.  

California received $166 billion in federal funds in fiscal year
1999, the most of any state, followed by New York ($102 billion),
Texas ($98 billion), and Florida ($87 billion).  Utah ranked 36th
among the states, receiving $9 billion in federal funds, a 5 percent
increase from the previous fiscal year. 

These federal monies are distributed to states through 5 major
categories:

• Grants to state and local governments - This category 
includes major grants such as Medicaid, Highway 
Construction and Planning, and Temporary Assistance to 
Needy Families.

• Salaries and wages for federal employees - Wages 
paid to a federal employee by a federal employer.

• Retirement and disability programs - Included in this 
category are programs such as Social Security, Medicare,
Food Stamps, and federal employee retirement.

• Procurement - Major contracts in Utah include defense, 
aerospace, and the Post Office.

• Other direct payments - All other grants not included in 
the other four categories are included here.

The distribution of federal funds plays a significant role in the
economy of Utah and all other states.  In fiscal year 1999, Utah
received $9 billion from the federal government, which amounted
to 19 percent of the state's total personal income. The majority of
the money, 34.2%, was distributed to Utah through the retirement
and disability category.  Grants to state and local governments,
the second largest category, accounted for 21.6% of the total
expenditures in Utah.  In sum, these monies amounted to $4,338
per capita in 1999, ranking Utah 49th among the states and $186
per $1,000 of personal income, ranking Utah 30th among states.  

The full CFFR and the FAS reports are available on the U.S.
Census Bureau's web site at www.census.gov. 

Federal Government Expenditures by State in Fiscal Year 1999
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Distribution of Federal Funds by State (Millions of Dollars): Fiscal Year 1999

State and Outlying 
Area Total Funds

Retirement and 
Disability

Other Direct 
Payments Grants Procurement

Salaries and 
Wages

United States $1,539,906 34.0% 21.3% 19.1% 14.1% 11.5%

Alabama 26,776 36.9% 21.5% 17.3% 13.8% 10.4%
Alaska 5,279 14.9% 8.4% 36.5% 16.0% 24.1%
Arizona 26,959 35.1% 20.4% 16.8% 17.7% 9.9%
Arkansas 13,631 42.7% 26.5% 19.2% 3.4% 8.2%
California 166,050 30.5% 21.4% 21.9% 15.5% 10.7%
Colorado 21,755 31.6% 16.0% 15.8% 20.4% 16.1%
Connecticut 19,241 33.0% 21.1% 20.0% 18.9% 7.0%
Delaware 3,766 40.8% 20.6% 21.9% 5.9% 10.8%
Florida 87,215 42.9% 25.4% 12.8% 9.9% 9.0%
Georgia 39,215 33.8% 19.8% 17.2% 13.1% 16.0%
Hawaii 8,568 28.4% 14.3% 15.6% 13.3% 28.4%
Idaho 6,165 36.3% 19.2% 19.1% 14.1% 11.2%
Illinois 55,836 37.6% 26.4% 19.0% 6.2% 10.7%
Indiana 26,828 41.2% 25.6% 17.5% 8.3% 7.4%
Iowa 15,602 36.9% 34.5% 16.6% 5.8% 6.2%
Kansas 14,447 36.2% 27.8% 15.1% 8.7% 12.1%
Kentucky 22,198 37.6% 20.6% 19.8% 10.2% 11.8%
Louisiana 24,384 32.4% 26.3% 21.4% 10.9% 8.9%
Maine 7,281 37.9% 17.3% 22.9% 11.0% 10.9%
Maryland 41,990 25.7% 15.5% 13.7% 25.2% 19.9%
Massachusetts 37,803 31.0% 22.6% 23.4% 15.2% 7.7%
Michigan 43,872 41.3% 25.0% 22.3% 4.7% 6.7%
Minnesota 21,666 36.2% 26.5% 20.8% 8.3% 8.2%
Mississippi 16,488 34.3% 23.1% 20.5% 11.8% 10.3%
Missouri 33,231 33.7% 22.7% 16.5% 17.2% 10.0%
Montana 6,225 30.2% 28.3% 22.5% 8.4% 10.7%
Nebraska 8,793 37.4% 27.2% 18.8% 5.3% 11.3%
Nevada 7,942 43.5% 19.3% 15.7% 10.1% 11.4%
New Hampshire 5,301 43.4% 17.8% 21.1% 9.1% 8.5%
New Jersey 40,398 38.2% 24.5% 18.0% 10.4% 8.9%
New Mexico 13,580 25.9% 12.8% 20.3% 28.9% 12.1%
New York 101,809 33.4% 24.2% 28.4% 6.7% 7.4%
North Carolina 37,228 40.0% 19.9% 20.4% 5.5% 14.2%
North Dakota 4,535 26.9% 31.6% 22.2% 5.6% 13.6%
Ohio 53,262 40.6% 23.5% 19.3% 8.5% 8.2%
Oklahoma 19,189 37.8% 22.3% 16.8% 8.7% 14.4%
Oregon 15,592 41.8% 21.0% 22.6% 4.9% 9.7%
Pennsylvania 69,448 39.1% 25.6% 18.9% 8.5% 7.8%
Rhode Island 6,036 35.9% 21.8% 23.4% 7.0% 12.0%
South Carolina 20,833 38.8% 18.7% 18.6% 12.2% 11.7%
South Dakota 4,909 30.0% 26.4% 21.5% 10.7% 11.4%
Tennessee 30,867 35.9% 21.5% 19.1% 14.6% 8.8%
Texas 97,988 32.2% 22.3% 18.7% 14.8% 12.0%
Utah 9,239 34.2% 14.6% 21.6% 13.7% 15.9%
Vermont 3,114 35.5% 17.6% 28.4% 8.9% 9.7%
Virginia 57,842 26.7% 11.3% 8.2% 32.9% 20.8%
Washington 31,993 34.6% 17.9% 17.9% 14.4% 15.2%
West Virginia 11,028 42.7% 20.7% 22.6% 5.7% 8.3%
Wisconsin 22,604 42.5% 23.0% 21.4% 6.3% 6.7%
Wyoming 2,916 32.1% 15.1% 32.0% 6.8% 14.1%

District of Columbia 27,034 6.4% 6.1% 19.6% 23.7% 44.3%
Undistributed 29,104 0.0% 0.0% 0.9% 87.8% 11.3%

Expenditure by Category (percent of total funds)

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Consolidated Federal Funds Report
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Funds Per
$1,000

Total Personal Funds Per Personal
State 1999 Population Income (p) Total Funds Capita Rank Income Rank

United States 272,690,813 7,776,493 $1,539,906 $5,647 na $198 na

Alabama 4,369,862 100,269 26,776 6,127 9 267 8
Alaska 619,500 17,670 5,279 8,521 1 299 4
Arizona 4,778,332 120,923 26,959 5,642 21 223 20
Arkansas 2,551,373 56,421 13,631 5,343 31 242 14
California 33,145,121 988,339 166,050 5,010 35 168 40
Colorado 4,056,133 128,489 21,755 5,363 29 169 39
Connecticut 3,282,031 128,548 19,241 5,863 16 150 45
Delaware 753,538 23,122 3,766 4,998 36 163 42
Florida 15,111,244 423,460 87,215 5,772 19 206 24
Georgia 7,788,240 211,823 39,215 5,035 34 185 32
Hawaii 1,185,497 33,006 8,568 7,227 5 260 10
Idaho 1,251,700 29,346 6,165 4,925 38 210 23
Illinois 12,128,370 379,351 55,836 4,604 43 147 47
Indiana 5,942,901 155,061 26,828 4,514 45 173 36
Iowa 2,869,413 73,820 15,602 5,437 28 211 22
Kansas 2,654,052 70,686 14,447 5,443 27 204 26
Kentucky 3,960,825 91,735 22,198 5,604 23 242 14
Louisiana 4,372,035 99,646 24,384 5,577 25 245 13
Maine 1,253,040 31,276 7,281 5,811 17 233 17
Maryland 5,171,634 166,350 41,990 8,119 3 252 11
Massachusetts 6,175,169 220,658 37,803 6,122 10 171 38
Michigan 9,863,775 274,642 43,872 4,448 46 160 43
Minnesota 4,775,508 146,236 21,666 4,537 44 148 46
Mississippi 2,768,619 56,773 16,488 5,955 15 290 6
Missouri 5,468,338 143,199 33,231 6,077 14 232 18
Montana 882,779 19,699 6,225 7,052 7 316 2
Nebraska 1,666,028 45,710 8,793 5,278 32 192 29
Nevada 1,809,253 54,913 7,942 4,390 48 145 48
New Hampshire 1,201,134 37,121 5,301 4,413 47 143 49
New Jersey 8,143,412 294,024 40,398 4,961 37 137 50
New Mexico 1,739,844 38,386 13,580 7,805 4 354 1
New York 18,196,601 617,709 101,809 5,595 24 165 41
North Carolina 7,650,789 200,601 37,228 4,866 40 186 30
North Dakota 633,666 14,903 4,535 7,157 6 304 3
Ohio 11,256,654 304,847 53,262 4,732 41 175 35
Oklahoma 3,358,044 76,566 19,189 5,714 20 251 12
Oregon 3,316,154 89,983 15,592 4,702 42 173 36
Pennsylvania 11,994,016 343,946 69,448 5,790 18 202 28
Rhode Island 990,819 29,447 6,036 6,092 12 205 25
South Carolina 3,885,736 91,300 20,833 5,361 30 228 19
South Dakota 733,133 18,406 4,909 6,696 8 267 8
Tennessee 5,483,535 140,275 30,867 5,629 22 220 21
Texas 20,044,141 531,675 97,988 4,889 39 184 33
Utah 2,129,836 49,745 9,239 4,338 49 186 30
Vermont 593,740 15,373 3,114 5,245 33 203 27
Virginia 6,872,912 202,642 57,842 8,416 2 285 7
Washington 5,756,361 174,389 31,993 5,558 26 183 34
West Virginia 1,806,928 37,744 11,028 6,103 11 292 5
Wisconsin 5,250,446 143,927 22,604 4,305 50 157 44
Wyoming 479,602 12,471 2,916 6,080 13 234 16

District of Columbia 519,000 19,840 27,034 52,089 na 1,363 na
Undistributed na na 29,104 na na na na

Summary of Total Personal Income and Federal Funds Distribution (Millions of Dollars): Fiscal Year 1999

p=preliminary
note: The source of the 1999 population estimates is the U.S. Bureau of the Census.
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Consolidated Federal Funds Report: 1999; Bureau of Economic Analysis
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The Internal Revenue Service (IRS) area-to-area migration data
provides an annual indication of migration flows among the states.
The Statistics of Income Division of the IRS generates the area-
to-area migration flow data based on year-to-year changes in tax
return addresses.  Although there are many important limitations
to this data, the IRS migration flow data are used extensively by
the U.S. Census Bureau in their population estimate
methodologies and are the best known indicator of the origins and
destinations of Utah migrants.  The IRS database presents many
interesting population movement relationships; some of these
relationships can be explained but others are not readily apparent.
The table on the following page shows net in-migration to Utah by
state from 1985 to 1999.  This article highlights some of the most
important points about these migration ties.

1999 State Migration Data. Net migration flows over time in Utah
fluctuate through cycles of net in- and out-migration.  The official
state estimates for 1999, prepared by the Utah Population
Estimates Committee, show the state experiencing the ninth
straight year of net in-migration.  These estimates result from
analyzing birth and death data, fall school enrollment, LDS
membership data and other sources, and provide the best
indication of the net flow of migration.  The IRS migration data,
which differs in both magnitude and direction,  provides the only
indication of state-to-state gross flows and of the annual origins
and destinations of migrants. 

California Continues to Dominate. The movement of population
between California and Utah continues to be the most important
factor in understanding Utah migration.  More than any other
state, California dominates the flow of both in- and out-migrants to
or from Utah.  For the tenth straight year, Utah has experienced
net in-migration from California.  However, in 1999 the net
migration from California to Utah was 1,212, less than one-half
the 1998 total.

It is worth taking a closer look at California in order to gain a
better understanding of the migratory relationship between the two
states.  California is the largest state in the nation, in terms of its
population and economy, and impacts the economies and
migratory flows of all western states.  Utah's economy flourished
during California's downturn in the early nineties
when many people and companies relocated from California to
Utah, triggering the state's job and construction boom.  Despite
this correlation, over the long term, a strong California economy is
important to the health of the Utah economy.  Now that
California's economy has recovered, the flow of people and jobs
from the west coast has significantly decreased.

Other States that Lose Population to Utah. Following
California and Hawaii, the largest number of Utah's in-migrants in
1999 came from Wyoming, Louisiana, Alaska, Georgia, New York,
and North Dakota.  Compared to California, these states
represent only a small portion of the total net in-migration affecting
Utah. In all, 10 states lost population to Utah in 1999, while 37
states and the District of Columbia, gained population from Utah.  

States that Gain Population from Utah. The states that gained
the most population from Utah include: Arizona (a net out-
migration from Utah of 1,281); Colorado (1,152); Nevada (1,024);
Oregon (789); and Texas (738).  In general, flows among Utah
and other inter-mountain states are among the most significant
simply because of proximity. 

For more information on migration, contact the State Data Center
at (801) 538-1036, or visit our web site at
www.governor.state.ut.us/dea. 

IRS Area-to-Area Migration Flows
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Over the last decade the Utah economy experienced substantial
growth.  Employment grew by 48%, personal income grew by
103%, and population grew by 25%.  Although many indicators
peaked in the mid 1990s, the last few years have been growth
years at more sustainable rates.  The current forecast indicates
that the Utah economy will maintain fairly constant rates of growth
through the short term. Utah, however, will continue to outpace
the nation in employment growth.

Construction
The following graph shows the important role that construction
employment played in the recent economic expansion.
Construction employment grew as a percent of total employment
from 3.7% in 1989 to 6.9% in 1999.  Construction jobs as a
percent of total jobs are expected to remain fairly constant
through 2001.  The growth in construction over the 1990s can be
attributed to strong net in-migration into Utah, and a pre-Olympic
acceleration of infrastructure and building construction projects.  

The number of construction permits issued, and the value of
residential and non-residential construction, peaked in the 3rd
quarter of 1999. These indicators should continue to decelerate
as pre-Olympic construction activity winds down. In spite of these
changes in construction activity, construction employment will
continue to grow by about 2% annually through 2001. Large non-
residential projects currently being built, or that are on the near
horizon include: The I-15 expansion ($1.59 billion), the Gateway
project in Salt Lake City ($375 million), Chimney Ridge
development in Murray ($100 million), Little America Grand Hotel
in Salt Lake City ($185 million), light rail TRAX from downtown to
the University of Utah ($118.5 million), McKay-Dee Hospital in
Weber County ($150 million), Huntsman Cancer Institute research
hospital in Salt Lake City ($100 million), Salt Lake City Library
($84 million), and numerous ski resort expansions (over $500
million).

Employment Trends
Utah will continue to experience a tight labor market.  Over the
next two years, employment will grow by 2.4% to 2.7% and the
unemployment rate will average 3.2% to 3.3%.  

Major employment announcements include: 

• Expansion at Hill Air Force Base will result in an
estimated 3,000 new jobs. The expansion began last year and
should continue into 2001.  Creation of these new jobs result
from: Base closures in California and Texas (2,000 jobs); Hill
receiving a new contract associated with its logistical center (725
jobs); and Hill becoming the home to one of the Air Force's new
expeditionary forces (154 jobs).

• The Wells Fargo/First Security Merger will result in the
addition of 950 new employees. The merger will create 350 jobs
in banking operations, and an additional 600 jobs as part of a new
Internet calling center.  The online calling center will offer
customer service, new accounts service, technical support, and
stock trading. 

• Sysco Intermountain Foods is building a new distribution
center in West Valley, and anticipates hiring 600 new employees
to staff the center.

• DLJdirect Inc. is bringing a new online brokerage call
center to Sandy City. Initially it will open with 400 jobs.  Future
plans could result in total employment of 1,000. 

Utah’s New Economy
Utah is becoming the home to more technology and dot.com
firms. 

• Utah start-up, Campus Pipeline, provides Internet portals
and intranet to higher education sites. The company has raised
$85 million in venture capital funding, and has experienced
employment growth of 217% in the last year. 

• Intel is in the process of hiring and relocating 300
administrative personnel.  Beginning in 2001, the company is
expected to hire approximately 600 technical employees per year
at its new research and development facility in Riverton. The
company may hire up to 8,000 Utahns over the next ten years.   

• TenFold, which provides
customized business management
software, recently announced plans to
expand their Utah business operations
by 1,000 employees over the next eight
years. 

• Ten North, an extranet
manufacturer, plans to extend operations
to Utah this year. The firm expects to
bring on 80 employees in this initial
phase. 

• Medicity will hire 200 people
this year as it expands operations in
Utah.  The company provides an
Internet-based communication medium
for physicians. 

• A local firm, WebMiles.com,
which provides Internet skymiles, plans
to grow this year by 200% to
employment of 110 people.

CURRENT ECONOMIC CONDITIONS AND OUTLOOK

Construction Jobs as a Percent of Total Jobs
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The nonpermitted Micron project is also
included in the data.



ACTUAL AND ESTIMATED INDICATORS FOR UTAH AND THE U.S.: MAY 2000
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 % CHG % CHG % CHG % CHG

ECONOMIC INDICATORS          UNITS ACTUAL ACTUAL ESTIMATES FORECAST FORECAST 1997-98 1998-99 1999-00 2000-01
PRODUCTION AND SPENDING
U.S. Real Gross Domestic Product  Billion Chained $96 8,144.9 8,495.7 8,852.5 9,286.3 9,657.7 4.3 4.2 4.9 4.0
U.S. Real Personal Consumption   Billion Chained $96 5,417.2 5,681.9 5,983.0 6,318.1 6,551.9 4.9 5.3 5.6 3.7
U.S. Real Fixed Investment  Billion Chained $96 1,316.0 1,471.9 1,591.1 1,726.4 1,835.1 11.8 8.1 8.5 6.3
U.S. Real Defense Spending        Billion Chained $96 348.3 341.7 347.9 344.0 351.2 -1.9 1.8 -1.1 2.1
U.S. Real Exports                 Billion Chained $96 983.1 1,004.6 1,042.8 1,116.8 1,212.9 2.2 3.8 7.1 8.6
Utah Coal Production Million Tons 26.4 26.6 26.5 26.5 26.5 0.7 -0.4 0.0 0.0
Utah Oil Production Sales Million Barrels 19.6 19.2 16.3 15.4 14.7 -2.0 -15.1 -5.5 -4.5
Utah Natural Gas Production Sales Billion Cubic Feet 183.4 201.4 205.0 213.2 221.8 9.8 1.8 4.0 4.0
Utah Copper Mined Production            Million Pounds 672.6 657.4 615.7 661.4 666.4 -2.3 -6.3 7.4 0.8
SALES AND CONSTRUCTION
U.S. New Auto and Truck Sales    Millions 15.1 15.5 16.8 16.8 15.9 2.8 8.2 0.1 -5.4
U.S. Housing Starts               Millions 1.47 1.62 1.68 1.59 1.45 10.2 3.7 -5.4 -8.8
U.S. Residential Investment  Billion Dollars 329.2 368.7 411.1 431.2 442.9 12.0 11.5 4.9 2.7
U.S. Nonresidential Structures   Billion Dollars 254.1 272.8 273.3 290.3 298.4 7.4 0.2 6.2 2.8
U.S. Repeat-Sales House Price Index 1980Q1=100 204.9 216.2 228.9 236.6 245.2 5.5 5.9 3.4 3.6
U.S. Existing S.F. Home Prices (NAR) Thousand Dollars 121.8 128.4 133.3 137.8 142.8 5.4 3.8 3.4 3.6
U.S. Retail Sales                 Billion Dollars 2,617.9 2,746.4 2,990.8 3,221.1 3,330.6 4.9 8.9 7.7 3.4
Utah New Auto and Truck Sales    Thousands 82.4 84.1 84.1 84.1 84.9 2.1 0.1 0.0 1.0
Utah Dwelling Unit Permits       Thousands 20.7 21.7 20.4 18.0 17.0 5.1 -6.4 -11.5 -5.6
Utah Residential Permit Value     Million Dollars 1,943.5 2,188.7 2,238.1 2,050.0 2,000.0 12.6 2.3 -8.4 -2.4
Utah Nonresidential Permit Value  Million Dollars 1,371.0 1,148.4 1,195.4 1,100.0 900.0 -16.2 4.1 -8.0 -18.2
Utah Additions, Alterations and Repairs Million Dollars 407.1 461.3 537.4 550.0 550.0 13.3 16.5 2.3 0.0
Utah Repeat-Sales House Price Index 1980Q1=100 225.1 237.2 243.5 248.4 253.4 5.4 2.7 2.0 2.0
Utah Existing S.F. Home Prices (NAR) Thousand Dollars 128.6 133.5 137.9 140.7 143.5 3.8 3.3 2.0 2.0
Utah Taxable Retail Sales                 Million Dollars 14,873 15,657 16,493 17,202 18,094 5.3 5.3 4.3 5.2
DEMOGRAPHICS AND SENTIMENT
U.S. July 1st Population (Census) Millions 268.0 270.6 273.0 275.2 277.4 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.8
U.S. Consumer Sentiment of U.S.   1966=100 103.2 104.6 105.8 106.5 107.7 1.4 1.1 0.7 1.1
Utah July 1st Population (UPEC)                Thousands 2,048.8 2,082.5 2,121.1 2,156.6 2,193.2 1.6 1.9 1.7 1.7
Utah July 1st Net Migration (UPEC)                   Thousands 15.1 1.3 4.8 1.2 1.9 na na na na
Utah July 1st Population (Census)                Thousands 2,065.4 2,100.6 2,129.8 2,165.3 2,202.0 1.7 1.4 1.7 1.7
Utah Consumer Sentiment of Utah   1966=100 106.6 107.0 106.1 106.9 108.1 0.4 -0.9 0.8 1.1
PROFITS AND RESOURCE PRICES
U.S. Corporate Before Tax Profits  Billion Dollars 795.9 781.9 848.4 954.4 1,016.4 -1.8 8.5 12.5 6.5
U.S. Before Tax Profits Less Fed. Res. Billion Dollars 772.5 757.3 822.8 917.9 975.4 -2.0 8.6 11.6 6.3
U.S. Oil Refinery Acquisition Cost       $ Per Barrel 19.1 12.6 17.4 24.3 20.6 -34.2 38.2 39.7 -15.2
U.S. Coal Price Index            1982=100 96.3 93.6 90.7 87.8 88.4 -2.8 -3.1 -3.2 0.7
Utah Coal Prices                $ Per Short Ton 18.3 17.8 17.4 17.6 18.0 -2.8 -2.6 1.6 1.8
Utah Oil Prices                  $ Per Barrel 18.6 12.5 17.7 25.2 25.7 -32.5 41.3 42.4 2.0
Utah Natural Gas Prices $ Per MCF 1.85 1.73 1.83 2.02 2.12 -6.5 5.8 10.4 5.0
Utah Copper Prices  $ Per Pound 0.78 0.67 0.72 0.83 0.85 -14.1 7.5 15.3 2.4
INFLATION AND INTEREST RATES
U.S. CPI Urban Consumers (BLS) 1982-84=100 160.5 163.0 166.6 171.3 174.9 1.6 2.2 2.8 2.1
U.S. GDP Chained Price Indexes        1996=100 101.9 103.1 104.6 106.9 108.2 1.2 1.4 2.2 1.3
U.S. Federal Funds Rate          Percent 5.46 5.35 4.97 6.40 6.65 na na na na
U.S. 3-Month Treasury Bills      Percent 5.06 4.78 4.63 5.97 6.10 na na na na
U.S. T-Bond Rate, 10-Year        Percent 6.35 5.26 5.63 6.52 6.73 na na na na
U.S. Mortgage Rates, Fixed FHLMC   Percent 7.6 6.9 7.4 8.4 8.4 na na na na
EMPLOYMENT AND WAGES
U.S. Establishment Employment (BLS) Millions 122.7 125.8 128.6 131.3 133.8 2.6 2.2 2.1 1.9
U.S. Average Annual Pay (BLS) Dollars 30,353 31,908 33,344 34,879 36,282 5.1 4.5 4.6 4.0
U.S. Total Wages & Salaries (BLS) Billion Dollars 3,723 4,014 4,287 4,578 4,853 7.8 6.8 6.8 6.0
Utah Nonagricultural Employment (WS)   Thousands 994.0 1,023.5 1,048.7 1,073.9 1,102.9 3.0 2.5 2.4 2.7
Utah Average Annual Pay (WS) Dollars 25,367 26,484 27,485 28,501 29,556 4.4 3.8 3.7 3.7
Utah Total Nonagriculture Wages (WS) Million Dollars 25,215 27,105 28,824 30,608 32,597 7.5 6.3 6.2 6.5
INCOME AND UNEMPLOYMENT
U.S. Personal Income (BEA)            Billion Dollars 6,942 7,352 7,776 8,266 8,737 5.9 5.8 6.3 5.7
U.S. Unemployment Rate (BLS) Percent 4.9 4.5 4.2 4.1 4.1 na na na na
Utah Personal Income (BEA) Million Dollars 43,771 46,717 49,745 52,780 55,999 6.7 6.5 6.1 6.1
Utah Unemployment Rate (WS) Percent 3.1 3.8 3.7 3.2 3.3 na na na na
Source: Council of Economic Advisors' Revenue Assumptions Committtee.
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Utah State Business & Industry Data Center Network

Coordinating Agencies
Bureau of Economic and Business Research  . . . . . . .Pam Perlich (801-581-3358)
Dept. of Community & Economic Development  . . . . . . . .Doug Jex (801-538-8879)
Dept. of Workforce Services  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Ken Jensen (801-526-9488)

State Affiliates
Population Research Laboratory  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Michael Toney (435-797-1238)
Center for Health Data  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Robert Rolfs, MD (801-538-6035)
Utah State Office of Education . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Patricia Bowles (801-538-7577)
Utah Foundation  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Jim Robson (801-364-1837)
Utah League of Cities & Towns  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Michelle Reilly (801-328-1601)
Utah Issues  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Bill Crim (801-521-2035)
Ute Tribe, Office of Vital Statistics  . . . . . . . . . . . .Ronald Wopsock (435-722-5141)
Harold B. Lee Library, BYU . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Larry Bensen (801-378-4482)
Marriot Library, U of U  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Jill Moriearty (801-581-8394)
Merrill Library, USU  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .John Walters (435-797-2683)
Stewart Library, WSU  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Lonna Rivera (801-626-6181)
Southern Utah University Library  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Suzanne Julian (435-586-7946)
State Library Division of Utah  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Lennis Anderson (801-715-6751)
Salt Lake City Data Center  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Neil Olsen (801-535-6336)
Salt Lake County Library System  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .David Wilson (801-943-4636)
Salt Lake City Library  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Kathy Burns (801-363-5733)
Davis County Library System  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Jerry Meyer (801-451-2322)

Business & Industry Affiliates
Bear River AOG  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Jeff Gilbert (435-752-7242)
Five County AOG  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Ken Sizemore (435-673-3548)
Mountainland AOG  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Shawn Eliot (801-229-3841)
Six County AOGE  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Emery Polelonema (435-896-9222)
Southeastern AOG  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Debbie Hatt (435-637-5444)
Uintah Basin AOG . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Curtis Dastrup (435-722-4518)
Wassatch Front Regional Council  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Scott Festin (801-299-5713)
Utah Navajo Trust Fund  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Larry Rodgers (435-678-1468)
Utah Small Business Dev. Center, SUU  . . . . . . . . . . .Derek Snow (435-586-5405)
Utah Small Business Dev. Center, SLCC . . . . . . . . . .Barry Bartlett (801-255-5991)
County-Wide Planning & Development  . . . . . . . . . .Mark Teuscher (435-753-3631)
Economic Development Corp. of Utah  . . . . . . . . . . .Doni Nicholas (801-328-8824)
Moab Area Economic Development  . . . . . . . . . .Dave Hutchinson (435-259-1346)
Park City Chamber/Bureau  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Lynn Gess (435-649-6100)
Uintah County Economic Development  . . . . . . . . . .Greg Hawkins (435-789-1352)
Utah Valley Economic Development Assoc  . . . . . . . . .Carol Reed (801-370-8100)
Weber Economic Development Corp. . . . . . . . . . . .Fionna Weaver (801-621-8300)
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For a free subscription to this quarterly newsletter, and for
assistance accessing other demographic and economic

data, call the State Data Center.  This newsletter and other
data are available via the Internet at DEA’s website:

www.governor.state.ut.us/dea

The Demographic and Economic Analysis (DEA) section
supports the mission of the Governor’s Office of Planning and
Budget to improve decision-making by providing economic and
demographic data and analysis to the governor and to
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1999 Income and Poverty Estimates
According to two reports recently released by the U.S. Census
Bureau, Money Income in the United States: 1999 and Poverty in
the United States: 1999, the U.S. real median household income
reached $40,280 in 1999*, the highest level ever recorded, while
the nation's poverty rate dropped from 13.0% in 1998* to 12.3%
in 1999*, the lowest rate since 1979.  This is the fifth consecutive
year that households nationwide experienced a real annual
increase in income. 

In Utah, the averages for 1998* and 1999* show an increase of
1.9% in real median household income from $44,839 to $45,686,
while the poverty rate decreased from 8.9% in 1998* to 7.3% in
1999*.  Utah's poverty rate remains one of the lowest in the
country.

Median Household Income by State
Median household income recorded record highs in 1999 in the
Midwest ($42,679) and the South ($37,442), but was statistically
unchanged from 1998 to 1999 in the Northeast ($41,984) and
West ($42,720).

Based on comparisons of 1997-98 and 1998-99, real median
household income did not decline for any state and increased
significantly for 14 states: Arizona; California; Florida; Illinois;
Iowa; Maine; Michigan; New York; Rhode Island; South Dakota;
Tennessee; Texas; Vermont and Wisconsin.  

Using the three-year average (1996-1998), states ranking the
highest were Alaska ($51,046), Maryland ($50,630) and New
Jersey ($50,234).  Utah ranked 8th with a median household
income of $45,257.  

Poverty Rates by State
Based on comparisons of two-year averages, 1997-98 and 
1998-99, Utah and six other states including, Arizona, Arkansas,
California, New York, South Dakota and Virginia showed a
decrease in their poverty rates.

Using three-year averages (1997-1999), states with the lowest
poverty rates included: Maryland (7.6%); Utah (7.9%); Indiana
(8.3%); Connecticut (8.4%); Wisconsin (8.5%); New Jersey
(8.5%); and Colorado (8.6%).  States with the highest poverty
rates included: New Mexico (20.8%); Louisiana (18.2%);
Mississippi (16.8%); West Virginia (16.7%); Arkansas (16.4%);
Montana (15.9%); and New York (15.7%).  

Source of Estimates
These estimates were compiled from data collected in the March
2000 Supplement to the Current Population Survey (CPS)
conducted by the Census Bureau.  The CPS is based on
approximately 50,000 randomly selected households nationwide.
The survey is designed to collect reliable data at the national
level, while states’ estimates are considerably less reliable.
Specifically, the sampling variability associated with the state
estimates is higher than for estimates for the country.  Because of
this increased sampling variability, year-to-year estimates fluctuate
more widely at the state level than national estimates.  To reduce
the chances of misinterpreting changes in or rankings of income
estimates for states, the Census Bureau recommends using
2-year averages for evaluating changes in state estimates over
time, and 3-year averages when comparing the relative ranking of
states.

The weighted average of poverty thresholds in 1999 was $13,290
for a family of three, $17,029 for a family of four, and $20,127 for
a family of five. 

For More Information
These two reports, containing the March 2000 Current Population
Survey data, can be found on the Census Bureau's web site at
http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/income99.html and
http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/povty99.html .  Information on
poverty thresholds can be found at
http://www.census.gov/hhes/poverty/poverty99/pv99thrs.html. 
For more information on income and poverty, contact the State
Data Center at (801) 538-1036.

* 2-year averages are used for this analysis.  The data for 1997 and 1998 was used to produce the data referred to as 1998 estimates, and data for 1998 and 1999 for 1999 estimates.
The data for 1997, 1998, and 1999 was used to produce the 1997-1999 3-year average data.  Because the sample of households contacted in small population states like Utah is
relatively few in number, the data collected for two or three years is combined to calculate less variable estimates.



Median Standard Median Standard Median Standard Percent 
Income Rank Error Income Error Income Error Difference Change

United States 39,657 143 40,280 176 39,078 170 1,202 * 3.1

Alabama 35,478 37 980 36,640 1,036 35,110 1,238 1,530 4.4
Alaska 51,046 1 1,357 51,660 1,795 50,815 1,449 845 1.7
Arizona 36,337 34 895 37,514 1,023 35,947 1,080 1,567 * 4.4
Arkansas 28,398 50 806 29,019 924 27,716 979 1,303 4.7
California 42,262 17 505 42,791 529 41,520 617 1,271 * 3.1
Colorado 46,950 5 1,067 47,987 1,074 46,252 1,311 1,735 3.8
Connecticut 47,997 4 1,702 49,167 2,108 46,596 2,004 2,571 * 5.5
Delaware 44,627 11 1,444 44,606 1,695 43,521 1,618 1,085 2.5
District of Columbia 35,309 -- 941 36,429 1,221 33,621 974 2,808 * 8.4
Florida 35,081 40 480 35,778 587 34,684 573 1,094 * 3.2
Georgia 39,003 24 832 39,476 1,064 38,788 889 688 1.8
Hawaii 42,864 16 1,352 43,051 1,724 42,109 1,615 942 2.2
Idaho 36,023 36 902 36,698 1,038 36,082 1,032 616 1.7
Illinois 44,459 12 740 45,262 943 43,492 861 1,770 * 4.1
Indiana 40,635 19 1,078 40,769 1,374 40,488 1,177 281 0.7
Iowa 38,047 28 860 39,537 967 36,452 1,052 3,086 * 8.5
Kansas 37,618 29 1,267 37,499 1,557 37,689 1,367 -191 -0.5
Kentucky 35,226 39 1,109 35,477 1,249 35,888 1,343 -411 -1.1
Louisiana 33,218 44 1,077 32,565 1,219 33,480 1,359 -915 -2.7
Maine 36,459 33 866 37,680 989 35,222 998 2,457 * 7.0
Maryland 50,630 2 1,411 51,715 1,816 49,790 1,549 1,925 3.9
Massachusetts 43,697 13 1,307 43,736 1,681 43,450 1,422 286 0.7
Michigan 43,066 14 722 44,491 809 41,480 860 3,012 * 7.3
Minnesota 46,802 6 1,261 48,112 1,540 46,583 1,541 1,529 3.3
Mississippi 30,628 48 930 31,152 1,064 29,673 1,080 1,479 5.0
Missouri 40,166 21 1,258 41,277 1,304 39,516 1,664 1,762 4.5
Montana 31,280 47 776 31,759 872 31,298 964 461 1.5
Nebraska 37,338 30 1,065 38,002 1,219 36,614 1,302 1,388 3.8
Nevada 40,882 18 1,098 41,157 1,299 40,482 1,191 675 1.7
New Hampshire 44,891 9 1,296 46,059 1,590 44,254 1,469 1,805 4.1
New Jersey 50,234 3 1,012 50,428 1,174 50,386 1,210 42 0.1
New Mexico 31,981 46 1,030 32,357 1,314 31,735 1,082 623 2.0
New York 38,479 27 548 39,139 689 37,689 598 1,450 * 3.8
North Carolina 37,057 32 705 36,985 847 36,916 821 69 0.2
North Dakota 32,238 45 919 31,925 1,050 31,919 1,077 6 0.0
Ohio 38,970 25 855 39,701 1,082 38,646 1,061 1,055 2.7
Oklahoma 33,311 43 910 33,695 1,161 33,507 956 188 0.6
Oregon 39,768 22 1,208 40,321 1,335 39,296 1,572 1,025 2.6
Pennsylvania 38,938 26 773 38,936 950 39,410 865 -474 -1.2
Rhode Island 40,213 20 1,668 42,260 1,952 38,852 2,071 3,408 * 8.8
South Carolina 35,376 38 1,097 35,282 1,273 34,783 1,240 499 1.4
South Dakota 33,438 42 734 34,746 803 32,166 915 2,580 * 8.0
Tennessee 34,393 41 948 35,690 1,093 33,322 1,128 2,368 * 7.1
Texas 37,320 31 602 37,776 706 36,491 657 1,285 * 3.5
Utah 45,257 8 1,130 45,686 1,249 44,839 1,345 847 1.9
Vermont 39,419 23 1,132 40,936 1,254 38,313 1,405 2,622 * 6.8
Virginia 44,884 10 1,414 45,031 1,661 44,451 1,732 580 1.3
Washington 46,788 7 1,203 47,054 1,423 47,362 1,315 -308 -0.7
West Virginia 28,420 49 760 28,363 802 27,913 903 450 1.6
Wisconsin 43,055 15 1,025 44,032 1,318 41,670 1,024 2,363 * 5.7
Wyoming 36,039 35 964 36,712 1,086 35,361 1,168 1,351 3.8

* Statistically significant at the 90 percent confidence level.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Survey, March 1998, 1999, and 2000.

3-Year Average 1997-1999 Difference in 2-Year Averages2-Year Average 1998-1999 2-Year Average 1997-1998

Table 1: U.S. Census Bureau Median Household Income: 1997-1999
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Standard Standard Standard Poverty Percent 
Percent Rank Error Percent Error Percent Error Rate Change

United States 12.6 0.15 12.3 0.17 13 0.18 -0.7 * 0.14

Alabama 15.1 11 1.29 14.8 1.49 15.1 1.52 -0.3 1.26
Alaska 8.6 43 1.01 8.5 1.17 9.1 1.21 -0.6 0.96
Arizona 15.2 10 1.20 14.3 1.35 16.9 1.47 -2.6 * 1.15
Arkansas 16.4 5 1.31 14.7 1.48 17.2 1.56 -2.5 * 1.29
California 15.3 9 0.53 14.6 0.60 16 0.63 -1.4 * 0.51
Colorado 8.6 44 1.00 8.7 1.17 8.7 1.18 0.1 0.95
Connecticut 8.4 47 1.14 8.3 1.31 9 1.37 -0.8 1.06
Delaware 10.1 36 1.20 10.3 1.41 10 1.39 0.4 1.17
District of Columbia 19.7 -- 1.65 18.6 1.87 22 2.01 -3.5 * 1.55

Florida 13.3 17 0.65 12.8 0.74 13.7 0.77 -1.0 0.63
Georgia 13.7 15 1.09 13.2 1.25 14 1.29 -0.8 1.06
Hawaii 11.9 22 1.30 10.9 1.46 12.4 1.55 -1.5 1.28
Idaho 13.9 12 1.19 13.5 1.37 13.8 1.38 -0.4 1.17
Illinois 10.4 33 0.65 10 0.75 10.6 0.77 -0.6 0.64
Indiana 8.3 48 1.00 8 1.14 9.1 1.21 -1.0 0.93
Iowa 8.7 42 1.05 8.3 1.20 9.3 1.26 -1.1 1.01
Kansas 10.5 32 1.13 10.9 1.34 9.6 1.28 1.2 1.12
Kentucky 13.8 14 1.25 12.8 1.41 14.7 1.49 -1.9 1.21
Louisiana 18.2 2 1.35 19.1 1.60 17.7 1.56 1.4 1.30
Maine 10.4 34 1.23 10.5 1.44 10.2 1.44 0.2 1.20
Maryland 7.6 50 1.03 7.2 1.18 7.8 1.21 -0.5 1.01
Massachusetts 10.9 30 0.83 10.2 0.95 10.4 0.97 -0.3 0.85
Michigan 10.3 35 0.69 10.3 0.80 10.6 0.82 -0.3 0.66
Minnesota 9.1 40 1.03 8.8 1.18 10 1.25 -1.2 0.96
Mississippi 16.8 3 1.34 16.9 1.56 17.1 1.58 -0.3 1.29
Missouri 11.1 27 1.17 10.7 1.35 10.8 1.36 -0.1 1.17
Montana 15.9 6 1.28 16.1 1.49 16.1 1.50 - 1.24
Nebraska 11 28 1.17 11.6 1.39 11.1 1.36 0.5 1.11
Nevada 11 29 1.14 10.9 1.31 10.8 1.34 0.1 1.12
New Hampshire 8.9 41 1.19 8.8 1.36 9.4 1.42 -0.7 1.11
New Jersey 8.5 45 0.66 8.2 0.76 8.9 0.79 -0.7 0.64
New Mexico 20.8 1 1.42 20.5 1.65 20.8 1.65 -0.3 1.38
New York 15.7 7 0.60 15.4 0.69 16.6 0.71 -1.2 * 0.57
North Carolina 13 20 0.89 13.8 1.06 12.7 1.03 1.0 0.85
North Dakota 13.9 13 1.30 14.1 1.52 14.4 1.52 -0.3 1.24
Ohio 11.4 25 0.71 11.6 0.84 11.1 0.82 0.5 0.69
Oklahoma 13.5 16 1.20 13.4 1.40 13.9 1.42 -0.5 1.15
Oregon 13.1 19 1.28 13.8 1.51 13.3 1.50 0.5 1.19
Pennsylvania 10.6 31 0.65 10.3 0.75 11.2 0.78 -0.9 0.62
Rhode Island 11.4 26 1.32 10.7 1.49 12.2 1.59 -1.4 1.28
South Carolina 12.8 21 1.28 12.7 1.48 13.4 1.52 -0.7 1.22
South Dakota 11.7 24 1.16 9.3 1.23 13.7 1.45 -4.4 * 1.14
Tennessee 13.2 18 1.24 12.7 1.42 13.9 1.47 -1.2 1.20
Texas 15.6 8 0.67 15 0.76 15.9 0.78 -0.9 0.65
Utah 7.9 49 0.91 7.3 1.01 8.9 1.12 -1.6 * 0.84
Vermont 9.6 38 1.21 9.8 1.41 9.6 1.41 0.2 1.16
Virginia 9.8 37 1.03 8.4 1.13 10.8 1.26 -2.4 * 1.02
Washington 9.2 39 1.09 9.2 1.27 9.1 1.26 0.1 1.06

West Virginia 16.7 4 1.31 16.8 1.53 17.1 1.54 -0.3 1.25

Wisconsin 8.5 46 1.01 8.7 1.18 8.5 1.19 0.2 0.97
Wyoming 11.9 23 1.19 11.1 1.36 12.1 1.40 -1.0 1.19

* Statistically significant at the 90 percent confidence level.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Survey, March 1998, 1999, and 2000.

3-Year Average 1997-1999 Average 1998-1999 Average 1997-1998 Difference in 2-Year Averages

Table 2: U.S. Census Bureau Poverty Estimates: 1997-1999



Census 2000 Race and Ethnicity Data
Background
In response to legislative and administrative requirements, the
Office of Management and Budget (OMB) in 1977 issued race
and ethnic standards.  These standards established four racial
categories, which included: American Indian and Alaskan Native;
Asian or Pacific Islander; Black; and White.  In addition, two
ethnicity categories were established: Hispanic origin and Not of
Hispanic origin.  Since 1977 the racial and ethnic makeup of the
country has changed, raising concerns that those standards did
not reflect the diversity of the country's population.  In response to
this criticism, the OMB recently appointed an Interagency
Committee for the Review of Racial and Ethnic Standards.  The
members of the Committee included representatives of more than
30 agencies that covered the many diverse federal requirements
for data on race and ethnicity.  The OMB accepted almost all of
the recommendations of the Interagency Committee, resulting in
changes to the 1977 standards.

New Race and Ethnicity Standards
In October of 1997, OMB announced the revised standards for
federal data on race and ethnicity.  The minimum categories for
race are now: American Indian or Alaskan Native; Asian; Native
Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander; Black or African American; and
White.  The OMB adopted the Interagency Committee's
recommendation to allow respondents to select one or more
races when they self-identify on the 2000 questionnaire.  With the
OMB's approval, the Census 2000 questionnaires also included a
sixth category: Some Other Race.  The two minimum categories
for ethnicity included: Hispanic or Latino and Not Hispanic or
Latino.

Census 2000 Data Tabulation
For Census 2000, 63 possible combinations of the six basic racial
categories exist, including six categories for those who report
exactly one race, and 57 categories for those who report two or
more races.  These categories will be the basic presentation for
the PL 94-171 redistricting file. 

In some other presentations, the 57 combinations of two or more
races will be collapsed into a category called "Two or More
Races," resulting in seven mutually exclusive and exhaustive

racial categories.  These include: American Indian
and Alaska Native Alone; Asian Alone; Black or

African American Alone; Native
Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander
Alone; Some Other Race Alone;
White Alone; and Two or More
Races.  This approach is a tally of
all respondents and sums to 100
percent of the total population.

By January 1, 2003 all data
collections by the Census Bureau
must comply with the OMB
standards for data on race and
ethnicity.

For more information on Census
2000 race and ethnicity estimates,
visit the Census Bureau's web site
at www.census.gov, or contact the
State Data Center at 
(801) 538-1036.  

1999 Highlights
The 1999 race and Hispanic origin estimates were recently
released by the U.S. Census Bureau and can be found in the table
on page 5.  While Utah’s total population increased only 1.4% from
1998 to 1999, the state's minority population (White Hispanic,
Black, American Indian and Alaska Native, and Asian and Pacific
Islander) increased 4.4%.  In comparison, the United States' total
population increased 0.9%, and its minority population increased
2.4%.

Consistent with trends nationwide, Utah's population continues to
become more racially and ethnically diverse. As seen in the graph
below, Utah's minority population, as a percent of the total
population, has gone from 8.8% in 1990 to 11.4% in 1999.  While
Utah's population of White Non-Hispanics increased 19.6% from
1990 to 1999, the population in all other categories increased
60.1%.  The Hispanic population alone increased 78.1% in those
same years.

Correct Use of Race and Hispanic Origin Estimates
Race and ethnicity are separate and independent categories.
Everyone is classified as a member of one of the four race groups:

• White
• Black
• American Indian and Alaska Native
• Asian and Pacific Islander

Everyone is also classified as a member of an ethnicity group
(Hispanic, non-Hispanic).  Adding up all columns in the table on
page 5 will not equal the total.  In order to get the total, add only
the four race groups listed above.  Do not include the ethnicity
columns.

Throughout the United States, the Hispanic population is
predominately White. Because the  number of Hispanics in the
Black, American Indian & Alaska Native, and Asian & Pacific
Islander categories is relatively small and thus difficult to estimate
accurately at smaller levels of geography, the Census Bureau
divides only the White category by ethnicity.  Therefore, the total
number for the Black or other races may include people who
consider themselves Hispanic. The complete race by Hispanic
origin breakdown is available in the U.S. Census Bureau data sets.

1999 Estimates by Race and Ethnicity
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Racial and Ethnic Diversity in Utah: 1990-1999



American
White Indian Asian &

Total White non- & Alaska Pacific Total
Area Name Total White Hispanic Hispanic Black Native Islander Hispanic

Beaver County 6,006 5,909 220 5,689 10 51 36 236
Box Elder County 42,782 41,570 2,671 38,899 30 504 678 2,794
Cache County 87,328 83,242 3,115 80,127 355 657 3,074 3,295
Carbon County 20,898 20,424 3,226 17,198 115 178 181 3,353
Daggett County 717 699 17 682 0 11 7 23
Davis County 239,364 228,544 12,412 216,132 3,591 1,455 5,774 13,697
Duchesne County 14,759 13,858 486 13,372 21 807 73 606
Emery County 11,052 10,939 334 10,605 5 53 55 355
Garfield County 4,286 4,194 50 4,144 3 77 12 61
Grand County 8,193 7,882 514 7,368 28 238 45 553
Iron County 29,449 28,282 669 27,613 86 882 199 778
Juab County 7,794 7,647 133 7,514 6 123 18 147
Kane County 6,154 6,005 177 5,828 11 97 41 186
Millard County 12,420 12,041 611 11,430 4 220 155 648
Morgan County 7,204 7,151 149 7,002 14 11 28 155
Piute County 1,484 1,472 27 1,445 0 10 2 27
Rich County 1,918 1,904 36 1,868 3 2 9 40
Salt Lake County 850,243 801,009 69,451 731,558 9,863 7,726 31,645 75,345
San Juan County 13,603 6,214 549 5,665 20 7,315 54 667
Sanpete County 22,059 21,311 1,178 20,133 76 292 380 1,314
Sevier County 18,645 18,200 492 17,708 15 384 46 525
Summit County 27,692 27,303 844 26,459 54 134 201 892
Tooele County 35,801 34,397 5,432 28,965 364 601 439 5,677
Uintah County 25,959 23,023 996 22,027 16 2,784 136 1,167
Utah County 346,997 336,810 15,400 321,410 654 2,580 6,953 16,269
Wasatch County 13,767 13,623 470 13,153 6 102 36 490
Washington County 85,406 83,300 2,097 81,203 163 1,231 712 2,290
Wayne County 2,387 2,332 49 2,283 14 39 2 63
Weber County 185,469 176,378 17,530 158,848 3,954 1,481 3,656 19,046

STATE of UTAH 2,129,836 2,025,663 139,335 1,886,328 19,481 30,045 54,647 150,699

Note: Hispanics can be of any race.

Source:  Population Estimates Program, Population Division, U.S. Census Bureau

Population Estimates for Counties by Race and Hispanic Origin:  July 1, 1999
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The North American Industry Classification System (NAICS) is an
industry classification that groups establishments into industries
based on the activities in which they are primarily engaged.  It is a
comprehensive system covering the entire field of economic
activities, producing and non-producing.  NAICS will be used by
U.S. statistical agencies to facilitate the collection, analysis, and
presentation of data describing the U.S. economy. 

Background
On April 9, 1997, the Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
announced the adoption of NAICS to replace the Standard
Industrial Classifications (SIC), a system used to classify most of
the available data about industries or kinds of business in the
economy. The updating of industry classifications is nothing new.
Since its origination in the 1930s, the SIC system has been
revised or updated every 10 or 15 years to reflect new
developments in the American economy and to address problems
identified by data users and statistical agencies. 

The most recent change to the SIC system occurred in 1987. That
revision identified a number of new high tech industries, tripled the
number of classifications within computer-related services, and
gave us our first industry categories for computer and software
stores, video tape rental stores, and manufacturers of plastic
bottles. Nonetheless, the 1987 revision left three quarters of all
industries unchanged, and left the broad structure and hierarchy
intact, including such basic sector groupings as manufacturing,
retail trade, services, and construction. 

The objectives for the 1997 revision were much broader. Not only
was the system to identify new industries, but the process also
sought to reorganize the system according to a more consistent
economic principle--according to types of production activities
performed--rather than the mixture of production-based and
market-based categories in the SIC. That reorganization would
allow for the presentation of more detail for the rapidly expanding
service sector that accounts for most economic activity but only 40
percent of SIC categories. Further, the system was redefined
jointly with Canada and Mexico so that comparable statistics could
be obtained for the three NAFTA trading partners. 

Need for NAICS
The service-producing sector has grown far more important in the
economy.  In 1940, 47 percent of private non-farm employment
was in the goods-producing sectors (manufacturing, mining, and
construction).  By 1990, however, goods production accounted for
only 27 percent of private non-farm employment.  The increased
importance of service-producing industries gave urgency to the
need for better understanding of the role they play in the economy,
including their employment patterns, productivity trends, and
export potential.  The NAICS provides for substantially revamped
and much more detailed service industry classifications.  Of the
358 new industries identified in the NAICS, 250 are service-
producing industries.  Nine new sectors pertain to service-
producing groups of industries.  

New industries have also emerged.  Despite its periodic revisions,
the SIC code no longer reflected the structure of the U.S.
economy.  NAICS provides 358 new industries the SIC did not
identify, 390 that are revised from their SIC counterparts, and 422
that remain unchanged.  Several new industries reflect high-tech
developments such as fiber optic cable manufacturing and cellular

communications, while others recognize new businesses, such as
paging and environmental consulting.  

NAICS also doubled the number of top-level groupings of industrial
classification.  There are now 20 broad sectors, compared to only
10 divisions in the SIC.  Table 1 lists each SIC division and shows
it next to the new NAICS sector(s) to which it is closely related.  

Implementing NAICS
NAICS will be implemented by Federal statistical agencies over
the next several years.  Table 2 shows that NAICS implementation
began with the 1999 release of the 1997 Economic Census data
and will continue through 2004 in monthly reports by the U.S.
Bureau of Labor Statistics.  

In addition to federal agencies, countless other public and private
sector organizations that use industrial statistics will need to
consider the implications of NAICS for their activities.  For
example, government procurement procedures may vary by
industrial classification, small business assistance programs may
have classification-based eligibility criteria, and occupational safety
and other regulations may reflect industry-based differences.
These organizations will need to consider NAICS-based changes
in the coming months and years.

Future of NAICS
Even as NAICS is being implemented, new industries and new
production techniques continue to emerge.  The NAICS process
has been designed to adapt to this need.  The three sponsoring
countries, the U.S., Canada, and Mexico, will join in reviewing and
updating the NAICS codes on a regular 5-year cycle rather than
the less regular cycle that characterized the SIC.

For more information on NAICS, visit the U.S. Census Bureau's
web site at www.census.gov, or contact the State Data Center at
(801) 538-1036.

NAICS: New Data for a New Economy
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Table 1: SIC Divisions vs. NAICS Sectors

Agency Availability

Bureau of the Census
1997 Economic Census (every 5 years) 1999
1998 County Business Patterns (annual) 2000
1998 Annual Survey of Manufactures 2000
2001 Manufacturers' Shipments, Inventories, and Orders (monthly) 2001
1999 Annual Retail Trade 2001

Bureau of Economic Analysis
1997 Foreign Direct Investment Benchmark (every 5 years) 1999
1998 Annual Foreign Direct Investment Survey 2000
1997 Benchmark Input-Output Accounts (every 5 years) 2002
2000 Annual U.S. Direct Investment Abroad Survey 2002
2001 Gross State Product by Industry (annual) 2003

Bureau of Labor Statistics
2000 Employment and Wages Report (annual) 2001
2002 Current Employment Statistics Survey (monthly) 2003
2002 Occupational Employment Statistics (annual) 2003
2004 Producer Price Index (monthly) 2004

Internal Revenue Service
1998 Income Tax Forms (annual) 1999

Table 2: Selected U.S. Agency Implementation Plans

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census

SIC Division Title NAICS Sector Title

Agriculture, Forestry, and Fishing Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing, and Hunting

Mining Mining

Construction Construction

Manufacturing Manufacturing

Transportation, Communications, Utilities
     and Public Utilities Transportation and Warehousing

Wholesale Trade Wholesale Trade

Retail Trade Retail Trade
Accommodation and Food Services

Finance, Insurance, and Real Estate Finance and Insurance
Real Estate and Rental and Leasing

Services Information
Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services
Administrative and Support and Waste Management
     and Remediation Services
Educational Services
Health Care and Social Services
Arts, Entertainment, and Recreation
Other Services (except Public Administration)

Public Administration Public Administration

None (previously categories within Management of Companies and Enterprises
     each division)



The KIDS COUNT Data Book is "intended to
illuminate the status of America's children and
to assess trends in their well-being."1 This
assessment is updated annually, giving states
the opportunity to see how they have advanced
or regressed, across several dimensions of
child well-being.  States also use the data to
compare the status of their children with those
in other states and with the nation.  

Ten measures or indicators are used in the
KIDS COUNT Data Book, in an attempt to
capture the full range of conditions shaping
children's lives.  These measures (which
include such things as child death rate and
percent of teens who are high school dropouts)
reflect a wide range of factors affecting the well-
being of children.  They also reflect experiences
across a range of developmental stages–from
birth to early adulthood, and permit legitimate

comparisons because they are consistent
across states and over time. 

Of the ten indicators of child well-being used,
seven showed that conditions in Utah improved
between 1990 and 1997 (percent of children in
poverty improved by 25%),  while child well-
being worsened on two other indicators
(percent low-birthweight babies increased by
16%) and remained unchanged on yet another
(rate of teen deaths by accident, homicide and
suicide).  At the national level, only six of the
indicators of child well-being showed that
conditions improved between 1990 and 1997. 

The following table represents a valuable and
complex picture of Utah and American children.  

1 Annie E. Casey Foundation, KIDS COUNT
Data Book: 2000, Baltimore, MD.

2000 KIDS COUNT Data Book
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Measures             Trend Data

1990 1997
Percent low- UTAH 5.7 6.6

birthweight babies U.S. 7.0 7.5

Infant mortality rate UTAH 7.5 5.8
 (Deaths per 1,000 live births) U.S. 9.2 7.2

Child death rate UTAH 25 27
(deaths per 100,000 children ages 1-14) U.S. 31 25

Rate of teen deaths by UTAH 66 66
accident, homicide and suicide U.S. 71 58

(deaths per 100,000 teens ages 15-19)

Teen birth rate UTAH 26 24
(births per 1,000 females ages 15-17) U.S. 37 32

Percent of teens who are UTAH 8 7

high school dropouts U.S. 10 10
(ages 16-19)

Percent of teens not attending UTAH 8 7
school and not working U.S. 10 9

(ages 16-19)

Percent of children living with UTAH 21 19
parents or who do not have U.S. 30 27

 full-time, year-round employment

Percent of children in poverty UTAH 16 12
(data reflect poverty in the previous year) U.S. 20 21

Percent of families with children UTAH 16 15
 headed by a single parent U.S. 24 27

Source: Kids Count Data Book 2000, The Annie E. Casey Foundation

*All 2000 KIDS COUNT data is now available on-line at www.aecf.org/kidscount/kc2000. 

Utah Kids Compared to U.S. Kids



Employment and Construction Values
Utah's labor market remains tight.  Still, the year-over growth in
Utah's nonagricultural employment outpaced the United States in
1999 and 2000, and is projected to continue doing so through
2002.  Utah's unemployment rate is well below the national rate,
and is projected to remain considerably below the U.S. rate
through 2002.  

Construction jobs are expected to remain constant through 2000
as pre-Olympic projects are realized. The state experienced
strong general employment growth and net in-migration during the
1990s.  Utah was awarded the 2002 Winter Olympics in 1995.
These events sparked high growth rates in construction values

and construction-related jobs.  As many of the Olympic venues
and infrastructure projects reach or near completion in 2001,
construction job growth rates are expected to decline.  That
decline has already begun.  The annual percentage change in
construction job growth peaked in 1994 at 21.3%.  The year 2000
should only achieve a 0.9 annual percentage change, and the rate
of change is expected to decline to -3.5% for 2001.  

The values of total permitted construction rose from 1989 to 2000,
as did the number of construction permits awarded.   However,
the values of permitted construction are projected to decline
beginning in the year 2001 as pre-Olympic construction activity
nears completion, and the market for new housing softens.

CURRENT ECONOMIC CONDITIONS AND OUTLOOK
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Utah Construction Job Growth Rates 
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The $240 million LDS Assembly Hall 
and the $185 million Little America 
Hotel were permitted in 1997.
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Housing Prices
There are three differing measurements of housing price
movements in Utah.

1) The Office of Federal Housing Enterprise Oversight (OFHEO)
follows the price movements on repeat sales of the same single-
family homes with Fannie Mae or Freddie Mac mortgages.  The
growth rate in these prices rose steadily beginning in 1988 to a
high of 17.2% in 1994.  As recently as September 30, 1997,
Utah's year-over growth ranking in
housing price appreciation was
ranked 2nd in the nation.  As of
June 30, 2000, Utah's percent
change in median housing prices
for existing homes dropped to
50th in the nation, underlining the
slowdown in the existing house
market.

2) The National Association of
Realtors (NAR) measures
median-average prices for existing
single-family homes on a
changing mix of existing homes.
Utah's median housing price has
outpaced the U.S. median existing
home price since 1995.  The U.S.
median price has grown closer to
the Utah median price each year
since its largest gap in 1997.  In
1997 Utah's median existing
home price was $128,600, and
the U.S. median existing home
price was $121,800.  By the
second quarter of 2000 the U.S.
median existing home price was
$138,000, whereas Utah's
comparable price was $140,900.
In  2001 Utah's median existing
home price is expected to reach
$143,500, while the U.S. median
existing price should nudge up to
$142,200.

3) The Utah Association of
Realtors (UAR) measures the
mean-average price on a
changing mix of new and existing
homes.  These prices are based
on the homes for sale on the
multiple listing service.  The
mean-average sales price for Utah
homes in the second quarter of
2000 was $168,414.  The mean-
average, unlike the median-
average, can be skewed by high
prices, such as in Park City.  The
average sales price for the same
time period minus Park City was
$156,452.  

According to figures released by
the Utah Association of Realtors,
year-over average sales prices for

the State of Utah are up 5 percent from second quarter last year.
This figure is considerably higher than OFHEO and NAR growth
rate appreciation in median-average prices, which reported 1.1%
and 2.4% respectively for second quarter 2000.  The higher
growth rate in UAR prices is due to the inclusion of new homes in
the UAR measurements, and the fact that the UAR uses mean-
average prices rather than median-average prices.  

CURRENT ECONOMIC CONDITIONS AND OUTLOOK (CONTINUED)
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Percent Change in Median-Housing Prices 
for Repeat-Sales of Existing Homes
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Price movements are based on repeat-sales of the same single-
family homes with Fannie Mae or Freddie Mac mortgages. 
Utah’s year-over growth ranking in housing price appreciation 
has declined from 2nd in the nation as recently as September 30, 
1997, to 50th in nation for the period ending June 30, 2000.

Source: Office of Federal 
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The National Association of Realtors' (NAR's) median-existing single-
family home prices follows the resale prices of a changing mix of 
existing homes. NAR's prices are not seasonally adjusted. New home 
sales are excluded. The 1999 U.S. median existing home price was 
$133,000 compared to Utah's $137,900. The 2000 second quarter 
U.S. median existing home price was $138,000; whereas, Utah's 
comparable price was $140,900. 

Source: National 
Association of Realtors
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ACTUAL AND ESTIMATED INDICATORS FOR UTAH AND THE U.S.: OCTOBER 2000
1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 % CHG % CHG % CHG % CHG

ECONOMIC INDICATORS          UNITS ACTUAL ACTUAL ESTIMATE FORECAST FORECAST 1998-99 1999-00 2000-01 2001-02
PRODUCTION AND SPENDING
U.S. Real Gross Domestic Product  Billion Chained $96 8,515.7 8,873.4 9,334.8 9,680.2 10,009.3 4.2 5.2 3.7 3.4
U.S. Real Personal Consumption   Billion Chained $96 5,678.7 5,979.7 6,284.6 6,473.2 6,654.4 5.3 5.1 3.0 2.8
U.S. Real Fixed Investment  Billion Chained $96 1,485.3 1,621.9 1,798.7 1,933.6 2,036.1 9.2 10.9 7.5 5.3
U.S. Real Defense Spending        Billion Chained $96 341.7 348.5 353.1 361.5 369.5 2.0 1.3 2.4 2.2
U.S. Real Exports                 Billion Chained $96 1,003.6 1,032.7 1,132.9 1,253.0 1,360.7 2.9 9.7 10.6 8.6
Utah Coal Production Million Tons 26.6 26.5 25.9 26.5 26.8 -0.4 -2.5 2.5 1.1
Utah Oil Production Sales Million Barrels 19.2 16.3 15.9 15.6 15.3 -15.1 -2.5 -1.9 -1.9
Utah Natural Gas Production Sales Billion Cubic Feet 201.4 205.0 209.1 213.3 217.6 1.8 2.0 2.0 2.0
Utah Copper Mined Production            Million Pounds 657.4 615.7 620.0 625.0 630.0 -6.3 0.7 0.8 0.8
SALES AND CONSTRUCTION
U.S. New Auto and Truck Sales    Millions 15.4 16.8 17.2 15.9 16.0 9.1 2.4 -7.6 0.6
U.S. Housing Starts               Millions 1.63 1.70 1.58 1.45 1.45 4.3 -7.1 -8.2 0.0
U.S. Residential Investment  Billion Dollars 365.4 403.8 420.7 424.9 435.6 10.5 4.2 1.0 2.5
U.S. Nonresidential Structures   Billion Dollars 283.2 285.5 317.4 331.7 339.0 0.8 11.2 4.5 2.2
U.S. Repeat-Sales House Price Index 1980Q1=100 216.7 229.4 241.4 248.7 256.7 5.9 5.2 3.1 3.2
U.S. Existing S.F. Home Prices (NAR) Thousand Dollars 128.0 133.0 138.0 142.2 146.7 3.9 3.8 3.1 3.2
U.S. Retail Sales                 Billion Dollars 2,745.7 2,993.4 3,232.9 3,342.8 3,499.9 9.0 8.0 3.4 4.7
Utah New Auto and Truck Sales    Thousands 84.1 83.8 85.5 84.6 85.1 -0.3 2.0 -1.0 0.6
Utah Dwelling Unit Permits       Thousands 21.7 20.4 18.5 17.5 16.0 -6.4 -9.1 -5.4 -8.6
Utah Residential Permit Value     Million Dollars 2,188.7 2,238.1 2,150.0 2,050.0 1,900.0 2.3 -3.9 -4.7 -7.3
Utah Nonresidential Permit Value  Million Dollars 1,148.4 1,195.4 1,250.0 1,100.0 700.0 4.1 4.6 -12.0 -36.4
Utah Additions, Alterations and Repairs Million Dollars 461.3 537.4 575.0 550.0 450.0 16.5 7.0 -4.3 -10.0
Utah Repeat-Sales House Price Index 1980Q1=100 236.6 242.4 244.9 249.8 249.8 2.5 1.0 2.0 0.0
Utah Existing S.F. Home Prices (NAR) Thousand Dollars 133.5 137.9 140.7 143.5 143.5 3.3 2.0 2.0 0.0
Utah Taxable Retail Sales                 Million Dollars 15,657 16,493 17,300 18,302 19,232 5.3 4.9 5.8 5.1
DEMOGRAPHICS AND SENTIMENT
U.S. July 1st Population (BEA/Census) Millions 270.2 272.7 274.9 277.1 279.3 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.8
U.S. Consumer Sentiment of U.S.   1966=100 104.6 105.8 107.1 107.6 108.6 1.1 1.2 0.5 0.9
Utah July 1st Population (UPEC)                Thousands 2,082.5 2,121.1 2,155.9 2,193.3 2,228.6 1.9 1.6 1.7 1.6
Utah July 1st Net Migration (UPEC)                   Thousands 1.3 4.8 0.5 2.7 0.0 na na na na
Utah July 1st Population (BEA/Census)                Thousands 2,100.6 2,129.8 2,164.6 2,202.1 2,237.4 1.4 1.6 1.7 1.6
Utah Consumer Sentiment of Utah   1966=100 107.0 106.1 107.3 107.8 108.8 -0.9 1.1 0.5 0.9
PROFITS AND RESOURCE PRICES
U.S. Corporate Before Tax Profits  Billion Dollars 758.2 822.6 937.0 994.2 1,029.9 8.5 13.9 6.1 3.6
U.S. Before Tax Profits Less Fed. Res. Billion Dollars 733.5 796.8 906.3 961.3 993.5 8.6 13.7 6.1 3.4
U.S. Oil Refinery Acquisition Cost       $ Per Barrel 12.6 17.4 26.0 20.6 19.9 38.2 49.5 -20.8 -3.4
U.S. Coal Price Index            1982=100 93.6 90.7 88.7 89.7 90.5 -3.1 -2.2 1.1 0.9
Utah Coal Prices                $ Per Short Ton 17.8 17.4 17.6 18.0 18.3 -2.6 1.2 2.2 1.7
Utah Oil Prices                  $ Per Barrel 12.5 17.7 29.0 28.5 28.7 41.2 63.9 -1.9 1.0
Utah Natural Gas Prices $ Per MCF 1.73 1.92 2.21 2.32 2.43 11.0 15.1 5.0 4.7
Utah Copper Prices  $ Per Pound 0.75 0.72 0.87 0.92 0.91 -4.0 20.8 5.7 -1.1
INFLATION AND INTEREST RATES
U.S. CPI Urban Consumers (BLS) 1982-84=100 163.0 166.6 171.9 176.4 180.8 2.2 3.2 2.6 2.5
U.S. GDP Chained Price Indexes        1996=100 103.1 104.6 106.7 108.6 110.3 1.4 2.1 1.7 1.6
U.S. Federal Funds Rate          Percent 5.35 4.95 6.25 6.80 6.50 na na na na
U.S. 3-Month Treasury Bills      Percent 4.80 4.65 5.83 6.20 5.90 na na na na
U.S. T-Bond Rate, 10-Year        Percent 5.28 5.63 6.18 6.55 6.50 na na na na
U.S. Mortgage Rates, Fixed FHLMC   Percent 6.9 7.4 8.2 8.2 8.1 na na na na
EMPLOYMENT AND WAGES
U.S. Establishment Employment (BLS) Millions 125.9 128.8 131.5 133.3 135.1 2.3 2.1 1.4 1.3
U.S. Average Annual Pay (BLS) Dollars 31,908 33,280 34,715 35,913 37,189 4.3 4.3 3.5 3.6
U.S. Total Wages & Salaries (BLS) Billion Dollars 4,017 4,286 4,565 4,789 5,023 6.7 6.5 4.9 4.9
Utah Nonagricultural Employment (WS)   Thousands 1,023.5 1,048.5 1,075.8 1,105.9 1,124.7 2.4 2.6 2.8 1.7
Utah Average Annual Pay (WS) Dollars 26,483 27,494 28,869 29,880 30,955 3.8 5.0 3.5 3.6
Utah Total Nonagriculture Wages (WS) Million Dollars 27,105 28,828 31,056 33,043 34,815 6.4 7.7 6.4 5.4
INCOME AND UNEMPLOYMENT
U.S. Personal Income (BEA)            Billion Dollars 7,384 7,783 8,289 8,762 9,226 5.4 6.5 5.7 5.3
U.S. Unemployment Rate (BLS) Percent 4.5 4.2 4.1 4.3 4.4 na na na na
Utah Personal Income (BEA) Million Dollars 46,831 49,600 53,221 56,733 59,740 5.9 7.3 6.6 5.3
Utah Unemployment Rate (WS) Percent 3.8 3.7 3.4 3.5 3.6 na na na na
Source: Council of Economic Advisors' Revenue Assumptions Committtee.
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Utah State Business & Industry Data Center Network

Coordinating Agencies
Bureau of Economic and Business Research  . . . . . . .Pam Perlich (801-581-3358)
Dept. of Community & Economic Development  . . . . . . . .Doug Jex (801-538-8879)
Dept. of Workforce Services  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Ken Jensen (801-526-9488)

State Affiliates
Population Research Laboratory  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Michael Toney (435-797-1238)
Center for Health Data  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Robert Rolfs, MD (801-538-6035)
Utah State Office of Education  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Patricia Johansen (801-538-7577)
Utah Foundation  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Jim Robson (801-364-1837)
Utah League of Cities & Towns  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Michelle Reilly (801-328-1601)
Utah Issues  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Bill Crim (801-521-2035)
Ute Tribe, Office of Vital Statistics  . . . . . . . . . . . .Ronald Wopsock (435-722-5141)
Harold B. Lee Library, BYU . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Larry Bensen (801-378-4482)
Marriot Library, U of U  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Jill Moriearty (801-581-8394)
Merrill Library, USU  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .John Walters (435-797-2683)
Stewart Library, WSU  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Lonna Rivera (801-626-6181)
Southern Utah University Library  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Suzanne Julian (435-586-7946)
State Library Division of Utah  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Lennis Anderson (801-715-6751)
Salt Lake City Data Center  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Neil Olsen (801-535-6336)
Salt Lake County Library System  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .David Wilson (801-943-4636)
Salt Lake City Library  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Kathy Burns (801-363-5733)
Davis County Library System  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Jerry Meyer (801-451-2322)

Business & Industry Affiliates
Bear River AOG  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Jeff Gilbert (435-752-7242)
Five County AOG  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Ken Sizemore (435-673-3548)
Mountainland AOG  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Shawn Eliot (801-229-3841)
Six County AOGE  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Emery Polelonema (435-896-9222)
Southeastern AOG  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Debbie Hatt (435-637-5444)
Uintah Basin AOG . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Curtis Dastrup (435-722-4518)
Wassatch Front Regional Council  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Scott Festin (801-299-5713)
Utah Navajo Trust Fund  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Larry Rodgers (435-678-1468)
Utah Small Business Dev. Center, SUU  . . . . . . . . . . .Derek Snow (435-586-5405)
Utah Small Business Dev. Center, SLCC . . . . . . . . . .Barry Bartlett (801-255-5991)
County-Wide Planning & Development  . . . . . . . . . .Mark Teuscher (435-753-3631)
Economic Development Corp. of Utah  . . . . . . . . . . .Doni Nicholas (801-328-8824)
Moab Area Economic Development  . . . . . . . . . .Dave Hutchinson (435-259-1346)
Park City Chamber/Bureau  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .Lynn Gess (435-649-6100)
Uintah County Economic Development  . . . . . . . . . .Greg Hawkins (435-789-1352)
Utah Valley Economic Development Assoc  . . . . . . . . .Carol Reed (801-370-8100)
Weber Economic Development Corp.  . . . . . . . . . . .Lindsey Gooch (801-621-8300)

Governor's Office of Planning and Budget

Lynne N. Ward, CPA, Director
Natalie Gochnour, Deputy Director and State Planning Coordinator

Demographic and Economic Analysis Section
Neil Ashdown, Economist 
Peter Donner, Senior Economist, Fiscal Impact Analysis
Scott Frisby, Research Analyst
Lisa Hillman, Research Analyst, State Data Center Contact
Jamie Hyde, Research Analyst, State Data Center Contact
Ross Reeve, Research Consultant
Lance Rovig, Senior Economist, Economic & Revenue Forecasts
Robert Spendlove, Research Analyst, State Data Center Contact

State Data Center
Phone: 801-538-1036
Fax: 801-538-1547

For a free subscription to this quarterly newsletter, and for
assistance accessing other demographic and economic

data, call the State Data Center.  This newsletter and other
data are available via the Internet at DEA’s website:

www.governor.state.ut.us/dea

The Demographic and Economic Analysis (DEA) section
supports the mission of the Governor’s Office of Planning and
Budget to improve decision-making by providing economic and
demographic data and analysis to the governor and to
individuals from state agencies, other government entities,
businesses, academia, and the public.  As part of this mission,
DEA functions as the lead agency in Utah for the Bureau of the
Census’ State Data and Business and Industry Data Center
(SDC/BIDC) programs.  While the 37 SDC and BIDC affiliates
listed in this newsletter have specific areas of expertise, they can
also provide assistance to data users in accessing Census and
other data sources.  


	Winter
	Spring
	Summer
	Fall

