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The U.5. Census
Bureau has
released the first
file from the 1990
Census sample
data. Information
on Summary Tape
File 3 (STF-3) is
from the long-form
questionnaire that was mailed to one in six
households in the United States. STF-3A, the first
file in STF-3, provides economic and social
characteristics of the population to the block group
geographic level.

Wi990

Census

Summary Tape File 3A

Currently, the Utah State Data Center has four-
page profiles (in hard copy) available from STF-3A.
These profiles -- available for the state, counties and
cities - were provided by the U.S. Census Bureau.
For those in need of data below the city-level (i.e.,
for census tracts or block groups), or in electronic
form, the information should be available in July or
August.

STF-3A contains 1990 data for the following
geographic areas: the state, counties, census
county divisions (CCDs), places, census tracts or
block numbering areas (BNAs), and block groups as
well as metropolitan areas (MSAs), urbanized areas,
and American Indian and Alaskan Native areas.

STF-3B will provide sample data summarized for
5-digit ZIP Codes within each state. This data will
not be released until late 1992/early 1993. STF-3C
will provide sample data for the United States,
regions, divisions, States, counties, places of 10,000
or more, metropolitan areas, and urbanized areas.
STF-3D, the last file from STF-3, will provide data for
congressional districts.

In addition to STF-3, STF-4 will provide the
same sample data with much greater subject detail.

But because of the greater delineations of data,
STF-4 will not provide data below the census tract
level. STF-4 should be released in late 1992.

Data users should note that since STFs 3 and 4
are based on a sample, they may differ from
comparable figures shown in 100-percent tabula-
tions. These sample data are also subject to sam-
pling error and other limitations. For those users
needing only demographic data, STF-1 would
provide the necessary information. This first file,
released in June of 1981, provides the 100-percent
count data from the short-form questionnaire.

Table 1 provides a listing of some of the data

items available on the summary tape files, both from
the 100-percent and sample components.
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STF-3A for Utah and the U.S.

Table 2 presents social and economic character-
istics for Utah and the United States. According to
the census sample results, about 85.1% of persons
25 years old and over in Utah had at least a high
school degree; this compares with 75.2% for the
U.S. Furthermore, 22.3% of Utahns 25 years old
and over had at least a bachelor's degree, while
20.3% did for the nation as a whole.

Utah's poverty rate in 1989 was lower than that
for the nation -- 11.4% for persons in Utah compared
to 13.1% for the U.S. The poverty rate for families
was also lower for Utah -- 8.6% for Utah versus 10%
for the U.S.

Utah had a higher labor force participation rate
than the U.S.: 68% in 1990 for Utah; 65.3% for the
U.S. The same was true for Utah's males (77.8%
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vs. 74.4%), females (58.6% vs. 56.8%) and females
with children 6-17 years old (76.2% vs. 75.0%).
Women in Utah with children under the age of 6 had
a lower labor force participation rate than their U.S.
counterparts -- 57% and 59.7%, respectively.

Table 3 presents selected STF-3A data for
counties in Utah. As was stated previously, four-
page profiles are available from the Utah State Data
Center for counties and cities in Utah.

According to results from the 1990 Census
sample questionnaire, Summit County had the
highest 1989 income in three income measures:
median household income, $36,756; median family
income, $40,162; and per capita income, $16,739.
San Juan County had the lowest income in the three
categories presented in Table 2: median household

Marital Sta‘tu;

Population

Social Characteristics:
Education -- enroliment and attainment

Place of birth, citizenship, and year of entry to
u.s.

Ancestry

Language spoken at home

Migration (residence in 1985)

Disability

Fertility

Veteran Status

Economic Characteristics:
Income in 1989

Poverty status in 1989
Labor force

Occupation, industry, and class of worker
Place of work and journey to work

Work experience in 1989
\_‘u’ear last worked

Sample Component (STFs 3 & 4)

(continued page 4)
£ ; ™
Table 1: 1990 Census Content
100-Percent Component (STFs 1 & 2)

Population Housing

Sex MNumber of units in structure

Age Number of rooms in unit

Detailed Race Tenure: owned or rented

Hispanic Origin Value of home or monthly rent

Household Relationship Congregate housing (meals included in rent)

Vacancy characteristics

Housing

Year moved into residence
Number of bedrooms
Plumbing and kitchen facilities
Telephone in unit

Vehicles available

Heating fuel

Source of water and method of sewage disposal
Year structure built
Condominium status

Farm residence

Shelter costs, including utilities

* The items listed in this table are only a portion of
the many data items available from the summary
tape files. For a complete listing, please contact the

State Data Center at (801) 538-1036.




1990 Social and Economic Characteristics for Utah

Table 2

= 1990 1980
Utah s Utah USs. | 1980-90 1980-90
Percent | Percent Percent | Percent = Change Change
_ | Ush  ofTotal | ofTotal | Utah  ofTotal | of Total | Utah  US.
Educational Attainment ' |
(for persons 25 years and over)
| High School Graduate & higher 764006  851% | 752% | 563832 80.0% | 665%| 355% @ 35.4%
~ Bachelor's Degree or higher 199753  223% | 20.3% | 140,102  19.9% | 16.2% | 426%  49.9%
Labor Force (16 years+)
Total 784501  8B.0%  653% | 626709 64.3% | 62.0% | 252%  18.0%
Males 438899  77.8%  744% 379746  798% | 751% | 156%  115%
Females 345602  586%  568% 246963  49.5% | 49.1% 39.9%  26.9%
with Children 6-17 84,474  T62% @ 75.0% 55339 645% 630% 526%  153%
with Children under 6 76130  57.0% | 59.7% | 49346 37.4% | 457% | 54.3%  46.2%
Children Ever Born - | Uan Utah  Percent Us. US.  Percent Utah-U.S.
_ Per 1,000 Women . 1880 1880  Change 1990 1880  Change | 1990
Women 15-24 years 311 426  -27.0% 305 317 3.8% 6
Women 25-34 years _ 1,961 2,088 £.1% 1,330 1,476 -9.9% 6831
_ Women 35-44 years | 2981 3515  -158% 1960 2639 -25.7% | 1001
B | 1989 1979 .
Utah us. Utah US. | 1980-80 1980-90
Percent | Percent Percent | Percent | Change Change
= Uah  of Total | of Total Utah  of Total | of Total | Utah us.
Poverty Status
LLS. Average Poverty Threshold
For Family of Four F12674 - - §7.412 - -- T1.0%
Real 1989 Dollars* $12,674 - — | $12423 - - - 2.0%
All Persons 192415  114% | 13.1% | 148005 103% | 12.4%  30.0%  159%
Persons 65 Years and Older 12,682 88% | 128% 12,367  11.8% | 148%  25% 5.6%
Related Persons Under 18 75504  122% | 179% | 56986  10.7% | 160%  325%  11.3% |
Related Persons Linder 5 26,564  15.8% | 20.1% - - - — . |
Unrelated Persons 55232  30.6% | 242% | 42527 30.3% | 25.1% | 299% 29.3%
" All Families 35443  86% | 100% | 27133  7.7% |  96% | 306%  12.6%
with children under 18 29,006  11.5% | 149% 21,590 9.7% | 13.2% | 343%  185%
with children under 5 18,167  14.7% | 18.3% | -- - - - -
' Female Householder Families 14210 30.3% | 31.1% 9372 280%| 30.3% | 516%  30.0%
| with children under 18 13,234 3/E% | 423% 8,790 35.7% 40.3% | 50.6% 20.0%
| with children under 5 - == - --
with children under & L - _5BBs 51 55.6% - ---
Median Household Income £29.470 — | $30,056 £17.671 — | $16,841 66.8% 78.5%
Real Median Household Income* $29,470 — |%30,056 $29,617 — $28,226 0.5% 6.5%
Per Capita Income $11,029 — |$14420 | $6,305 | §7,298 749%  976%
| Real Per Capita Income* $11,029 - |$14,420 | $10,567 — |$12.232 44%  17.9% |
Median Family Income $33.246 -~ |$35225 | $20,024 - |$19,017 398%  76.9%
. Real Median Famil Income* _$33246 - |$35225 | $30561 - |s33381 | -09%  55%

| Source: .S, Bureau of the Census.

|*Real monetary fiqures are shown in 1989 dolers.
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income, $17,289; median family income, $19,183;
and per capita income, $5,907.

Figure 1 provides median family income for
counties by five income ranges. Summit is the sole
county with a median family income in the “$40,000
or more” category.

In addition to 1989 income, the sample taken for
the 1990 Census also produced poverty status and
rates in 1989. Davis County, with a poverty rate for
persons of 7.1%, was the lowest among Utah's
counties. Not surprisingly, Summit County had the
lowest rate of poverty for families -- 5.1%. San Juan
County had the highest poverty rates for both
persons and families, 36.4% and 33.1%, respec-
tively.

Table 3 also provides educational attainment
statistics for counties in Utah. In 1990, Summit
County had the highest percentage of persons 25
years old and over who were at least high school
graduates - 91.6%. The same county also had the
highest percentage of persons (25+) who had at
least a bachelor's degree -- 32.9%. With only 59.7%
of its measured population having at least a high
school degree, San Juan County had the lowest
percentage of high school graduates. Juab County
had the smallest percentage of adults (25+) with a
college degree -- 8.8%.

Those needing additional statistics from STF-3A
should contact the Utah State Data Center at (801)
538-1036.

Figure 1
1989 Median Family Income
by County
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Table 3
1990 Census of Population and Housing
Selected Social and Economic Characteristics by County

Income in 1989 Poverty Status in 1989 Educational Attainment
Median Median Percent
Household Famiby Per Capita Persons Families HS.gad B.S.degree

County Income Income Income (% below Poverty Level) or higher  or higher

' Beaver $21,092 $25,000 $8,558 13.4% 106% 83.4% 9.0%
Box Elder $33,468 $35648 $11,045 7.2% 5.7% 836% 17.6%

‘Cache $26,949 $31,562 $9,544 136% 87% 89.3% 30.0%
| Carbon $25,555 $31,208 $10,225 14.4% 12.9% 74.3% 125%
| Daggett $22,941 $26,167 $9,575 14.8% 105% 75.4% 11.7%
| Davis $35,108 $38,050 $11.61 7.1% 55% 89.9% 235%
| Duchesne $23,653 $26,491 $8.197 18.7% 15.6% 74.8% 11.8%
|Emery $30,525 $34,401 $9,257 10.5% 9.7% 82.4% 104%
Garfield $21,160 $23 70 $8,248 14.8% 11.4% 79.9% 15.0%

Grand $21,695 $26,500 $9,899 14.6% 11.7% 79.9% 15.4%

Iron $23,185 $27,283 $8,539 16.8% 12.4% 85.8% 21.9%

Juab $23,569 $27.342 $8332 106% 7.3% 77.3% 8.8%

Kane $21,134 $24,904 $8,721 16.3% 13.3% 825% 11.8%

Millard $26,376 $30,342 $8574 14.0% 10.0% 84.9% 15.9%

Morgan $33,274 $36,105 $10,448 8.6% 6.9% 90.1% 19.0%

Piute $19,125 $22.273 $8,160 21.0% 16.9% 79.8% 125%

Rich $24,940 $28,333 $8.610 14.0% 11.4% 81.8% 15.1%

Salt Lake $30,149 $34 699 $12,222 9.9% 7.7% 85.3% 238%

San Juan $17,289 $19,183 $5,907 36.4% 33.1% 59.7% 13.1%

Sanpete $20,197 $23956 $7585 20.2% 14.4% 82.0% 156%

Sevier $23,300 $27,986 $8615 14.9% 11.9% 81.9% 12.6%

Summit $36,756 $40,162 $16,739 7.2% 51% 91.6% 32.9%

Tooele $30,178 $33507 $10,568 115% 9.1% 77.3% 11.3%

Uintah $23,968 $26,489 $8,379 18.7% 16.5% 73.7% 11.2%

Utah $27.432 $30,536 $9,051 15.4% 10.6% B87.9% 26.2%

Wasatch $27.981 $30,132 $10,722 7.9% 6.2% B3.2% 185%

Washington $24 602 $27.690 $9.450 13.3% 92% 84.5% 17.7%

Wayne $20,000 $22,017 $7.692 16.4% 125% 82.0% 20.0%

Weber $30,125 $34,464 $11,637 10.1% 7.8% B82.5% 18.0%

State $29.470 $33,246 $11,029 11.4% B6% 85.1% 22.3%

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 1990 Census of Population and Housing.
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Utah's 1991 Total Personal Income Growth:
Third in the Nation

Utah's 6.3% growth rate is nearly double
the U.S.

Utah's economy continued to outpace the
nation's, according to total personal income figures
released by the U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis
(BEA) in April. The 6.3% rate is further evidence
that Utah has circumvented the national recession.

The strong personal income growth also bol-
stered per capita income growth -- the nation's ninth
highest. Large household sizes however, keep
Utah's per capita income of $14, 529 ranked near
the bottom.

Table 4 provides total personal income and per
capita income by state for 1990 and 1991. Figure 2
shows the percent growth in total personal income
for Utah and the U.S. Although not presented ina
table in this newsletter issue, BEA has also released
income data by industry for the state (1991 and prior
years) and counties (1990 and prior years).

Earnings growth by component was telling:
durables manufacturing increased 3.7%;
nondurables manufacturing, 4.7%; mining, 2.1%;
services, 9.9%; transportation, communication and
public utilities, 4.0%; trade, 5.6%; finance, insurance
and real estate, 13.6%,; federal government, 1.49%:
military, 8.2%; and state and local government,
8.4%. The construction sector grew by 18.4% -- not
only the nation's highest rate, but impressive when
most states experienced losses. The construction
sector, and Utah's economy as a whole, continue to
thrive in 1992,

Of counties in Utah, Wasatch's personal income
grew the fastest during 1991, at 14.3%. Second was
Daggett at 13.1% and third was Washington at
12.5%. Of per capita personal income, Summit
($20,285), Daggett ($16,701) and Box Elder
($15,721) ranked first through third, respectively.

Additional BEA data are available through the
Demographic and Economic Analysis section.
Please call 538-1036 for more information.

Percent Growth

Figure 2
Total Personal Income Growth
Utah and U.S.
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1981 | 1982 | 1983 | 1984 | 1985

1987 193_3__! 1989 | 1980 | 1991

|Utah | 116|121 | 74 | 64 | 95
Us. (111|115 | 59 | 64 | 94

1986
5 | 53| 6679|8663
61|67 |81 7965|382

Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis,




Table 4
1990 & 1991 Personal Income by State

| Total Personal Income

Total Per Capita Personal Income

Uimillions of dollars) s {dollars) =
- 1891 1991
Sze 199091 Growth Size 1989091 Growth
1990 1991 Rank  Growth  Rank 1990 1981 Rank  Gmowth _ Rank |
United States $4664057  $4,812,082 - 3.2% —| $18696  $io0e2 - 2.1% -
| Mlabarma 60,681 63,656 24 4.9% 1 14,958 15,567 41 3.8% 10
| Alaska 11,933 12,509 46 4.8% 13 21,646 21932 6 1.5% 4
| Arizona 58,923 61,499 25 4.4% 17 16,006 16,401 a5 2.5% 19
Arkansas 33,361 34,993 az 4.9% 12 14,176 14,753 47 4,1% 7
| California &19,762 636,509 1 27% ar 20,689 20,952 8 1.5% 42
| Colorada 62,280 55,643 22 5.4% 8 18,860 19,440 14 3.1% 16
| Connecticut 83,549 85,176 19 1.8% 43 25,385 25,881 1 199 80
Delawars 13,446 13,836 44 29% 3 20,095 20,349 1 1.4% 43
‘ Flotida 241,836 250,670 4 7% 24 18,539 18,880 18 1.8% 34
Georgia 110,860 115,000 12 47% 23 17,045 17,364 29 1.5% a2
Hawaii 22668 24,177 38 6.7% 2 20,361 21,906 7 46% 4
Idaha 15423 16,006 43 3.8% 21 15,250 15,401 44 1.0% 46
s 233,824 240,373 5 2.8% 34 20,433 20,824 10 1.9% a1
Indiana 53,578 96,579 16 2.8% 35 16,821 17,217 az 1.7% a5
| lowa 48,101 48,930 30 1.7% 45 17,301 17,505 28 1.2% 44
| Kansas 44,906 46,177 a1 2.8% 33 18,104 18,511 21 2% 24
| Kentucky 55,319 57,702 26 4,3% 18 14,902 15,539 42 36% 11
Loisiana 61,178 64,380 23 5:2% 10 14,528 15,143 45 4.2% 5
‘Ma’n& 21,156 21,366 41 1.0% 48 17,183 17,306 30 0% 48 |
Maryland 104,954 107,305 14 2.2% #1 21,857 22,080 5 1.0% 45
| Massachusetts 135,776 137 22 10 1.1% 47 22,555 22897 a 1.5% a7
| Michigan 171,170 174,982 ] 22% 42 18,378 18,679 20 1.6% 36
Minnesota 82,221 84,688 20 3.0% 29 18,731 19,107 17 20% 27
| Mississippi 33,027 34,586 33 4.7% 14 12,830 13,343 50 40% ]
Missour 89,611 92,023 17 2.7% 38 17,479 17,842 25 21% 25
Moritana 12,233 12,970 45 6.0% 5 15,304 16,043 ag 4.8% ]
Nebraska 27,641 28,432 34 2.5% a2 17,490 17,852 24 2.1% 26
| Nevada 23,314 24,618 a7 56% 7 19,049 19,175 15 0.7% 49
| New Hampshire 23,087 23,145 39 0.5% 49 20,773 20,951 9 0.5% 47
| New Jersey 192,464 196,901 7 2.8% 40 24,881 25,372 2 20% 29
| New Mexico 21,660 22874 40 6.1% 4 14,254 14,844 46 4.1% ]
New York 398,366 405,495 2 1.6% 44 22,128 22,456 4 1.5% 38
North Camlina 108,215 112,115 13 36% 27 16,266 16,642 34 23% 23
North Dakota 8,775 10,208 48 4.4% 16 15,355 16,088 a8 4.8% 3
Chia 190,758 195,982 8 27% 36 17 568 17,916 23 20% 28 |
Oldahoma 48,602 50,247 29 3.4% 28 15,451 15,827 40 2.4% 20|
Oregon 49,159 51,402 28 46% 15 17,182 17,592 27 24% 2|
| Pennsylvania 222,141 228,786 & 0% a0 18,679 19,128 16 Za% 21
| Rnode Island 18,901 18,821 42 0.1% 50 18,809 18,840 19 0:2% 50
| South Cardlina 52,971 54,888 27 36% 25 15,141 15420 43 1.8% 3 |
| South Camlina 11,061 11,529 47 4.2% 20 15,890 16,352 36 3% 4]
Tennessee 77,550 80,854 21 4:3% 19 15,868 16,325 a7 29% 17 |
Texas 285,101 300,231 a3 5.3% 8 16,717 17,308 4 3.5% 13 |
Utah 24,185 25,719 s 6.3% 3 13,985 14,529 48 3% 9
Vermont 9,886 10,056 48 1.7% 46 17,506 17,747 26 1.4% 40 |
Virginia 122,401 125,565 11 26% 39 19,701 19,978 12 1.4% 39
Washington 92,181 97,553 15 5.8% 6 18,777 19,442 13 3.5% 12 i
West Virginia 24,602 25,526 36 23.8% 22 13,744 14,174 49 a.1% 15
Wiscarsin 86,297 89,419 18 36% 26 17,580 18,046 22 26% 18
Wyoming 7.363 7866 50 6.8% 1 16,283 17,118 33 51% 1]
Source: U.S, Department of Comerce, Bureau of Economic Analysis. ‘
| Nota: United States includes Washington, D.C. B "




Federal Expenditures in Utah, the Rocky Mountains
and the U.S.

Federal expenditures play an important role in
the economies of Utah, the Rocky Mountains and
the nation as a whole. Moreover, both total federal
spending and defense spending play a more impor-
tant role in Utah's economy than in the national or
Rocky Mountain economies. For the purposes of
this discussion, the Rocky Mountains [as defined by
the U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of
Economic Analysis (BEA)] are the states of Colo-
rado, ldaho, Montana, Utah and Wyoming. Figure 3
displays federal expenditures as a percent of per-
sonal income from 1981 to 1991, while Figure 4
displays the defense component of federal expendi-
tures as a percent of personal income for the same
period. Arguably, there are better measures of
economic importance than relative share of personal
income, especially since only part of these expendi-
tures are included in personal income, but this
measure was readily available for 1991, and thus
allows a consistent comparison through time.

Federal expenditures during the 1980s were
significantly more important in Utah's economy than

in either the Rocky Mountains or the nation. During
1986, for example, federal expenditures were 30
percent of personal income in Utah, which was 6
percentage points, or one-fourth, greater than in the
nation. However, by 1991, the relative importance of
federal spending in Utah and the Rocky Mountains
had converged at 26% of personal income, though
the relative share in Utah was still 3 percentage
points, or one-seventh, greater than in the nation.

Many of the differences in the relative impor-
tance of federal spending between the three areas
might be explained by varying concentrations of
defense-related activity. Two features of the data
support this assertion. First, although declining as a
percentage of personal income, Utah's relative
defense share - 8.72% on average -- is two-fifths
higher than for the nation or the Rocky Mountains,
which are both about 6.0% on average. And second,
Utah's relative non-defense share, which is 18.9%
on average, is about one-eighth greater than the
nation's average 16.7% and one-tenth greater than
the Rocky Mountains' average 18.1%.

Figure 3
Total Fed. Exp. as a % of Personal Income
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Figure 4

Defense Exp. as a % of Personal Income
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Utah Consumer Survey

Background of the Utah Consumer Survey

Do you ever need data on the economic
condition of Utah households? Beginning in April
1992, the University of Utah Survey Research
Center is providing quarterty trend data on the
economic and financial condition of Utah
households. In addition to the economic information,
the survey also asks about employment, public
policy issues, consumer purchases, health care
policy, environmental attitudes, tourism behavior,
and several demographic and lifestyle
characteristics. The project is called the Utah
Consumer Survey, and is sponsored jointly by a
partnership between education, government, and
industry in Utah.

The Utah Consumer Survey interviews are
collected on the Survey Research Center's
computer-assisted telephone interviewing system,
and are representative of the geographic, age, and
sex distributions of Utahns throughout the state. The
April survey gathered the information from 503
Utahns, had a completion rate of 9%, and a
sampling error of plus or minus 4.5%.

April 1992 Survey Results

The April 1992 survey tumed up some
interesting findings. Most Utahns find the quality of
life in the state to be good (59%) or excellent (283%%),
and the most frequently cited important issues facing
Utah were education, the economy, and the
environment.

Of the Utahns interviewed, 56% were employed
in a variety of occupations, and worked an average
of 46.5 hours during the previous week for a median
annual household income of $33,000. Main wage
earners worked an average of 48.4 hours during the
same week. Of all employed Utahns, 13% indicated
they were working two or more jobs, and 17% had
sought other employment during the previous three
months. Most seeking other employment were
dissatisfied with their pay or the stability of their
current job.

Other important issues covered in the Utah
Consumer Survey include health care policy and the
environment. We asked Utahns whether there was
any time in the past 12 months when they probably
should have seen a doctor, but could not because of

the cost of health care, and 69% replied in the
affirmative. Ten percent of all respondents were not
covered by any kind of public or private medical care
plan, and 35% of those indicated that the reason for
noncoverage was they could not afford health
insurance. Utahns believe that health care is a right,
not a privilege, as 89% indicated that all Utahns
should have equal access to a basic level of health
care.

As for the environment, one-third of all
respondents indicated that the general quality of the
environment where they live is only fair or poor, 45%
rated air quality as fair or poor, and 64% believed
there was at least some possibility that their health
was being hurt by a lack of environmental quality.
Almost half, 48%, agreed that we must protect the
environment even if it means that jobs in the
community will be lost because of it, 17% were
neutral, and 31% disagreed. Most Utahns believed
that neither the government, industry nor Utah
citizens are doing enough to protect the
environment.

Consumer Sentiment Index

The Utah Consumer Survey has also integrated
the Consumer Sentiment Indices that the University
of Utah (U of U) Survey Research Center has been
collecting in Utah for the State Tax Commission and
the Office of Planning and Budget since 1986, and
have been reported nationally by the University of
Michigan since 1946. The three indices (Consumer
Sentiment, Current Conditions, and Consumer
Expectations) are used extensively for economic
forecasting. In 1987, for instance, the Consumer
Sentiment Index took only a minor dive after “Black
Tuesday" when the stock market dropped over 500
points in a single day, and the Dow regained
momentum and made record highs throughout the
following three years. The index was down much
more significantly in 1990 after Iraq invaded Kuwait,
an event that marked the beginning of the current
U.S. economic recession.

Although the Index of Consumer Sentiment had
fallen in the last two surveys -- October 1991 and
January 1992 -- the April survey indicates that
consumer sentiment is rising again (see Figure 5).
Between January and April 1992, Utah's consumer
sentiment rose 10.9 points, from 73.5to 84.4. The
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U.5. consumer sentiment index
also increased, from 67.5 in
January to 77.2 in April -- 9.7
points. Since the October 1990
survey, Utahns have been more
optimistic about the Utah economy
than the rest of the country has
been about the U.S. economy.

o

By providing actual survey
data, the U of U Survey Research
Center is performing an extremely
valuable service to data people in
the state. The Utah Consumer

Figure 5
Utah and U.S. Consumer Sentiment Index

Consumer Saentiment Index (1968=100)
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Survey report is available on a
subscription basis, with an annual
subscription to the quarterly report
costing $550, and a subscription to

Soure: LU of U Survey Fisgeasch Canmer

the report and the data diskette

costing $750 a year. That's a mere fraction of the
$40,000 it costs to conduct the survey. The Survey
Research Center can only perform this function,
however, if they are able to generate a large number
of subscribers. The Center is also looking for
individuals and organizations to support the project
at the level of “patron.” Patrons will contribute
$5,000, which will underwrite a significant portion of

Utah Current Conditions and Outlook

Final economic data for calendar year 1991 is
now available and is presented in the adjacent table
of Economic Indicators. The growth in Utah's
economy slowed slightly in 1991, but remained well
above the national average. Utah's personal income
growth was double the national average in 1991 and
placed third in state rankings behind only Wyoming
and Hawaii. Utah's per capita income growth ranked
ninth in the U.S. and fifth in the West.

Utah ranked second, behind Idaho, in
nonagricultural job growth for 1991; a year when
U.S. job growth was negative. The growth in the
Utah average wage also exceeded the growth in the
national average. The average wage in Utah in 1991
remained constant when adjusted for inflation, after
declining every year since 1985. The unemployment
rate increased in Utah in 1991, but remained signifi-
cantly below the national rate.

Population growth surged in Utah in 1991 largely
due to a big jump in net in-migration. These

the survey costs, and will be acknowledged on the
title page of each report.

For information about subscribing to the Utah
Consumer Survey quarterly report, contact the U of
U Survey Research Center, 2120 Annex Building,
University of Utah, Salt Lake City, UT 84112, or call
(801) 581-6491.

unit permits, residential construction value, and retail
sales. Still, nonresidential permit values, new auto
and truck sales, and consumer sentiment declined.
Copper, steel, oil, coal and other commodity prices
also declined in 1991 as did oil and coal production.
Copper production increased slightly.

increases help improve the growth in new dwelling I

The outlook for 1992/93 is for Utah to continue to
outperform the nation. Utah will experience defense
related cutbacks, but should realize expansions in
other areas. Construction jobs and copper
processing will increase significantly as a result of
Kennecott's proposed new $880 million smelter and
refinery expansion. Numerous other construction
projects have also been announced throughout the
state, and many companies such as Novell and
Morton International have increased or have
announced intentions to expand their permanent
workforces.
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Table 5

Utah and the United States
Actual and Estimated Economic Indicators
May 1992

! 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 %CHG %CHG %CHG %CHG

| U5, AND UTAH INDICATORS UNITS Actual  Actual  Actsal  Estimate Estmate 8880 2 9091 9182 8243
FRODUCTION AND SPENDING
U.S. Gross Domestic Product Billion Dollars 52440 55138 56726 59525 63201 5.1 29 49 6.2

| .5, Real Gross Domesfic Product Billion 1987% 48358 48849 48489 40604 51092 1.0 =07 23 30
.5, Real Personal Consumplion Billion 1987% 32230 32626 32500 3339 34313 1.2 0.1 24 29
.5, Real Bus. Fixed Investment Billion 1987% 5424 B458 5124 5252 5515 1.2 6.6 25 5.0
.5, Real Defense Spending Billion 1987% 280.6 2813 281.4 2621 246.9 0.2 0.0 £.9 5.8
.5, Real Exports Billion 1987% 4692 5056 5ar 8 BRB 2 5851 Fi-] 6.4 38 6.6
U5, Industrial Production Index 1987=100 106.1 1082 1071 108.5 1142 1.0 =19 22 43 |
Utah Coal Production Million Tons 205 220 219 226 227 T4 0.5 3z 0.4
Utah Oil Production Million Barmels 28.4 276 245 24.2 24.2 28 112 -1.2 0.0
Utah Copper Production Milion Pounds 5145 B2Ra 5298 801.0 601.0 28 02 134 0.0
SALES AND CONSTRUCTION |
LS, New Auto and Truck Sales Millions 14.5 139 123 13.0 14.5 -4.1 -11.5 57 115
LIS, Housing Starts Millions 1.38 1.21 1.02 1.3 1.38 <123 =187 284 53
LIS, Residential Construction Billion Dollars 2309 2157 1951 2201 245.0 6.6 8.6 128 11.8
L5, Nonresidential Struclures Billion Dollars 193.1 198.7 1746 161.7 16896 28 =121 T4 49
L5, Final Priv. Domestic Sales Billion 1987% 45088 45648 45100 46087 47635 1.2 -1.2 22 34 |

| Utah MNew Auto and Truck Sales Thousands 622 612 555 611 64.3 -1.6 -8.3 10.0 53

| Utah Dwelling Unit Pemnits Thousands 5.6 7.0 88 120 132 250 271 348 100 |
Uizh Residential Permit Value Million Dollars 4478 5704 o7 10589 12008 294 348 358 133 |

| Utah Nonresidential Permit Value Millicn Dollars 3896 42289 3498 5000 B00.0 8.5 -17.3 429 200 |

| Utah Retail Sales Million Dollars 8,080 8424 8879 9,464 9,980 4.3 54 6.6 55

| DEMOGRAPHICS AND SENTIMENT

| U.S. Pop. With Overseas Forces Millicns 2488 2605 2532 2553 257.5 0.7 1.1 08 08

| U5, Consumer Sentiment of U.S, 1966=100 o923 81.8 776 7B.1 Bo.8 119 5.1 0.6 150

| Utah July 15t Population Thousands 17060 17290 17750 18140 18570 13 27 22 24

| Utah July 1st Migration Thousands =106 36 18.0 100 16.0 na na na na
Uteh Consumer fiment of Utah 1966=100 829 825 B2 825 80,0 05 0.5 0.5 9.1
PROFITS AND PRICES
LS. Com. Profits Bafora Tax Billion Dollars 4.5 3323 324 379.8 421.5 -3.5 £.0 216 11.0

| LS, il Ref. Acquis. Cost $ Per Bamel 18.0 223 181 185 215 24.4 -14.6 23 101
LS. Coal Price Index 1882=100 855 97.5 ar2 94.6 96.0 21 03 27 15
LS. Awe. Copper Cathode Price $ Per Found 1.1 123 1.10 1.02 1.01 59 -10.8 7.2 =1.0
1.5, No. 1 Heawy Medting Scrap $ Per Metric Ton 105.6 1055 218 21,9 850 -0 -13.0 01 34
Utah Gil Prices $ Par Bamal 186 22.5 20.0 20.5 225 216 -11.8 2.7 8.6
Ltah Coal Prices % Per Short Ton 22.0 218 215 205 208 0.9 -1.4 -4.7 15
INFLATION, MOMEY AND INTEREST
L15. CPI Urban Wage Eamers 1982-84=100 122.6 1291 1343 1383 14341 53 4.0 3.0 35
LL5. GOP Implicit Defator 1967=100 108.4 1129 1170 120.0 1237 4.2 36 28 3.1 4'
LS. Money gﬁﬂy (M2) Billion Dollars 31322 32883 34024 35112 37181 53 32 3z 58
LS. Real M2 ay Sl.lppl’f ()] Billion 82-84% 25548 25548 25334 25388 2, a 0.0 -0.8 02 23
L1.5. Fedaral Funds Rate Pemant 022 8.10 569 4.02 523 1241 288 -29.3 301 |
L1.S. Bank Prime Rale Pement 10.87 10.01 B.456 673 B.O4 -1.9 -155 -18.7 18.4 i
LL.5. Prime Less Federal Funds Percent 165 11 207 = 281 158 450 0.0 14 |
|15, Prime Less CF Inflation Percent 6.07 4.71 4.43 3 457 224 =59 =140 189 |
LS. 3-Month Treasury Bills Pament 81 749 537 am 4.93 7.6 283 272 261 |

| LS. T-Bond Rate, 30-Year Percent 8.45 B.61 8.14 B0 B.45 19 5.5 18 55 |
LS. Morgage Rates, Effective Parment 10,12 10.04 a3 869 9.04 0.8 73 6.7 40 |
EMPLOYMENT, WAGES AND INCOME
L1.5. Nonagricultural Employment Millicns 10833 108988 10857 10942 11154 15 08 0.4 23
L5, Average iculture Wage Dollars 23870 24904 257N 2E93 27778 43 35 a6 4.1
LS, Total Monagrculiure Wages Bilkon Dollars 25858 27389 28083 285208 31085 59 25 4.0 &5

| U5, Parsonal Income Billion Dollars 43782 46841 48121 50383 53859 65 3.2 47 69
LLS, Unemployment Rake Parcant 53 65 6.8 73 6.6 =] na na =
Litah Monagrcultural Employment Thousands 891.2 7236 7453 7636 7893 4.7 an 25 34
Utah Amraﬁe MNonagriculiure Wage Diollars 19,022 19,728 20,521 21,340 22141 a7 4.0 4.0 3.8
Utsh Total Nonagrculture Wages Milion Dollars 13,148 14,275 15,284 16,295 17 476 BB FA | 5.5 7.2
Utah Personal Income Milion Dollars 22272 24185 25733 27431 20434 BB 6.4 6.6 73
Utah Unemployment Rate Percant 4.6 4.3 4.9 4.7 4.5 na na na na

| Source; State Economic Coordinating Committes,

— ————
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. Demographic and Economic Analysis Section
/W Utah Office of Planning and Budget
o —» 116 State Capitol

" salt Lake City, Utah 84114

Demographic and Economic Analysis Section
Brad Barber, State Planning Coordinator
Julie Johnsson, Contact Person, (801) 538-1036

Bulk Rate
LS. Post
PAID
S.LC., Utah
Parmit 4621

Linda Smith, DEA Computer Data Specialist and Editor, Utah Data Guide

Patricia Bowles, State Data Center Manager
Peter Donner, Economist, Fiscal Impact Analysis

Matalie Gochnour, Economist, Economic Development Planning Program

Lance Rovig, Economist, Economic and Revenue Forecasts

Jeanine Taylor, Economist, Population Estimates and Projections

Ross Reeve, Economist, Demaographic Modeling
Dan Warnock, Research Assistant
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The Demographic and Economic Analysis section (DEA) of the Utah Office of Planning and Budget provides economic
and demographic data and analysis for the governor’s office, state and local governments, state agencies, businesses

and the public, DEA is also the lead agency in Utah for the Bureau of the Census’ State Data and Business and Industry

Data Center (SDC/BIDC) programs. While the 35 SDC or BIDC affiliates listed below have specific areas of expertise,
they can also provide assistance to data users in accessing Census and other data sources. If you would like a free

subscription to this quarterly newsletter, call DEA at (B01) 538-1036. All of the affiliates listed below are in Salt Lake City

unless noted otherwise. All telephone area codes in Utah are 801.

Participating Agencies

Bureau of Econ, & Bus. Research, Frank Hachman, L of LI,
(581-3353)

Dept. Community and Econ. Dev., Randy Rogers, (538-8715)

Department of Employment Security, Ken Jensen, (536-7813)

St Data Center Affiliat

Population Research Laboratory, Yun Kim, USU, (750-1231)

Bureau of Vital Records & Health Statistics, John Brockert,
(538-6186)

Litah Foundation, Jim Robson, (364-1837)

Litah League of Cities & Towns, Don Hansen, (328-1601)

Litah lssues, Shirley Weathers, (521-2035)

Ute Tribe, Gertrude Tahgur, Office of Vital Stalistics,
(722-5141)

Harold B, Lee Library, Terry Dahlin, BYU, (378-4090)

Marriott Library, Doc. Div., Maxine Haggerty, U of L,
(581-8394)

Merrill Library, Doc. Dept., Karo Mustonen, USU,
{750-2683)

Salt Lake City Library, Becky Butler, (363-5733)

Southern Utah University Library, Randall Christensen,
[586-T946)

State Library Div. of Utah, Doc. Sect, Lennis Anderson,
{466-5888)

Stewart Library, Art Carpenter, Doc. Dept, WSU, (626-8415)

Salt Lake Co. Library System, James Howells, {943-4636)

Off. of Education Res. Library, Randy Raphaal, (538-7802)

State Data Center and State Business & Industry Data Center Network

: Indust )2 enter Affiliates
Bear River ADG, rdones, Logan, (752-7T242)
Five County ADG, Kenneth Sizomore, St. George, (673-3548)
Mountainland AQG, Carl Johnson, Provo, (377-2262)
Sk County AQG, Shirleen Lowry, Richfield, (896-2222)
Southeastern ADKG, Bill Howell, Price, (637-5444)
Uintah Basin ADG, Robert Hugle, Roosevelt, (722-4518)
Wasatch Front Regional Councll, Mick Crandall,

Bounliful, (292-4469)

Cache County Economic Dev., Bobbie Coray, Logan, (753-3631)
Economic Development Corp. of Utah, Perry Schmid, (328-8824)
Grand County Economic & Community Dev., Betts Stanton,
Moab, (255-6388)
Park City Chamber/Bureal, Des Barkar.
Park City, (648-6100)
Utah Navajo Development Council, George Etsitty,
Blanding, (678-2285)
Utah Small Business Dev. Center., Ed Hamis, SUU Bus. Dapt.,
Cedar City, (588-5405)
Utah Small Business Dev. Center, Kathy Ricci, (581-7905)
Utah Valley Econ. Dev. Assoc., Richard Bradford,
Prove, (370-8100)
Vernal Area Chamber of Commerce, Ray Kier, Varnal, (788-1352)
Weber Economic Dev. Corp., Natalie Reid. Ogden, (627-1333)
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