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BLOUNT COUNTY - POPULATION, HOUSEHOLDS, ECONOMY AND DEVELOPMENT 

Growth may be analyzed by studying trends in population, households, the 

economy, and development patterns.  Studying trends in these aspects of our 

community can help us understand how our community has grown, and help us 

consider what might happen in the future.  A study of population provides us with 

important information on the dynamics of growth.  A study of households 

provides us with information about the growth of residential use on the land, 

characteristics of the population, demand for transportation and other services, 

and provision of workers and income in the economy.  A study of the economy 

focuses on jobs and enterprises, and provides us information about income 

support of households, pattern of business and industry uses on the land, and 

demand for transportation linking businesses to each other and to households.  A 

study of the development pattern of the County can tie the aspects of population, 

households and economy together.  (PROSPECTIVE -This report is divided into five 

sections - Population, Households, Economy, and Development Pattern.) 

1.  POPULATION (Draft Section for Review). 

General Trend.  Our population is composed of people residing in Blount County.  

Counting people over time provides us with a trend of population growth.  The US 

Census Bureau counts population every ten years.  This section uses Census 

counts for 1950, 1960, 

1970, 1980, 1990, and 

2000 for Blount County 

(graph to left).  This section 

also uses estimates of 

population from 2000 to 

2008, incorporates vital 

statistics of births and 

deaths, and incorporates 

information from life 

tables to analyze basic 

population trends and 
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dynamics over time.  Analysis is used to build a simple model of population 

growth. This will provide a base for projections to the year 2030. 

Blount County 

population grew 

continuously from 

1950 to 2000, to the 

last official 2000 

Census count of 

105,823 persons 

(graph on previous 

page). Population 

change or growth 

(graph to right) was 

uneven, with small 

ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎΣ 

ǊƛǎƛƴƎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ мфслΩǎ ŀƴŘ мфтлΩs, reduced  ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфулΩǎΣ and 

ōƻƻƳƛƴƎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мффлΩǎ up to 2000.    

Population estimates from 2000 to 2008 (graphs below) showed a continuation of 

population ƎǊƻǿǘƘΦ  !ǾŜǊŀƎŜ ȅŜŀǊƭȅ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мффлΩǎ ǿŀǎ мΣфур ǇŜǊǎƻƴǎ ǇŜǊ 

year, and continued at a slightly lower average of 1,912 persons per year to 2008.  

These trends show that population growth has been a constant part of the 

development of Blount County. 
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Components of Growth. 

To understand the 

dynamics of population 

growth, we need to 

study the components of 

births, deaths, and the 

movement of people 

into and out of the 

County.  Births in the 

County (pink on the 

graph to right) showed a 

ǇŜŀƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎ 

ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ άbaby bƻƻƳέ ƎŜneration born from 1946 to 1964.   This was 

followed by fewer births into the late мфслΩǎ ŀƴŘ мфтлΩǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ lower 

birth ǊŀǘŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΦ  ¢ƘŜ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƻŦ ōƛǊǘƘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфулΩǎ ŀƴŘ мффлΩǎ ǿŀǎ due 

to increased base population with a continued low birth rate. 

Deaths (brown on the graph) showed a continuous increase, reflecting a 

continuous growth in base population and aging of a larger number of older 

people.  Not evident in the graphs was a reduction in rates of death over the 

decades, especially for older adults.  This will be explored in greater depth later in 

this section. 

The net result of births minus deaths was natural increase in the population 

(green on the graph).  Natural increase showed a continuous downward trend 

over the decades, reflecting a combination of factors.  The factors included 

decrease in birth rate ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ άōŀōȅ ōƻƻƳέ ƘƛƎƘΣ ƳƻǊŜ ŘŜŀǘƘǎ ƛƴ ŀ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ 

growing population, and the aging decade by decade of larger and larger numbers 

of older people into ages with higher death rates.  The aging of the population will 

be discussed in more detail later in this section. 

We now have one summary component, natural increase, accounting for 

population change or growth over the decades.  However, natural increase does 

not account for all the change or growth in population.   
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Lƴ ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎΣ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ change or increase was substantially less than natural 

increase (see graph below).  By ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘΣ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мффлΩǎΣ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ǿŀǎ 

substantially more than natural increase.  The component that can account for 

the differences is net migration.   

 

Net migration in concept is the difference between movement of people into and 

out of the County.  We do not have that information available directly, but we can 

calculate the difference between population change and natural increase and 

account that difference to net migration (red on the graph above).   

The graph shows that more people moved out of the County than moved in 

during ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎΣ showing a negative net migration.  The population increase in 

ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎ can be attributed to the large άōŀōȅ ōƻƻƳέ ŎƻƳǇƻƴŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ 

increase being greater than the net movement of people out of the County. 

Population increase was accounted almost exclusively to natural increase in the 

мфслΩǎΣ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ƴƻ ƴŜǘ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƳƻǾŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ 
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people into and out of the County was about equal, and does not imply that there 

was no migration.  In fact, there was the beginning of a transition or turn-around 

from the previous decade, with shift to in-migration occurring for specific age 

groups.  This will be explored in greater depth later in this section. 

¢ƘŜ мфтлΩǎ ǎƘƻǿŜŘ ŀ ŘǊŀƳŀǘƛŎ ǘǳǊƴ-around from the previous two decades.  

Natural increase kept falling as the birth rate reached a low point after ǘƘŜ άōŀōȅ 

ōƻƻƳέ, and increased deaths occurred in a larger population.  Net migration 

accounted for almost 75 percent of population increase during the decade, and 

established the modern trend of net migration dominance in population growth 

that continued in successive decades. 

¢ƘŜ мфулΩǎ ǎƘƻǿŜŘ ŀ lessening in population growth, but with net migration 

continuing dominance and accounting for 63 percent of population increase.  

Natural increase continued to fall as birth rate remained low and deaths 

continued to increase in a growing and aging population base. 

¢ƘŜ мффлΩǎ ǎƘƻǿŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǎǘ growth of population in the history of the 

County.  Net migration continued dominance in the decade and accounted for 88 

percent of population growth.  As shown on a previous graph, births were also 

rising but were countered by a larger number of deaths in a growing and aging 

population base, thus continuing the decline of natural increase as a defining 

component of population growth. 

The trend from 2000 to 2008 (graphs below) ǎƘƻǿŜŘ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴ ǘƻ мффлΩǎ 

growth.  Births continued to be slightly greater than deaths, resulting in low 
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natural increase.  Net migration continued at an average rate similar to ǘƘŜ мффлΩǎ 

and still dominated the growth trend, accounting for about 90 percent of 

estimated growth over the eight years. 

Age Cohort Model. To dig deeper into the dynamics of population growth, we 

need to construct a simple model that can account for births, deaths and net 

migration by decade for age cohorts.  An age cohort is a group of persons born 

during a defined period, who grow older as a group over time.  Traditionally, 

cohorts are divided into five year age groups for consistency and ease of analysis.   

As an example, we can begin at the beginning of our population time series in 

1950. The age cohorts, and thus the age distribution of the population in 1950, 

would look like the following graph.  The graph may be viewed as a pyramid laid 

on its side, with a large base of younger population to the left and a small tip of 

older population to the right.   

 

Let us now build a model that can account for age specific population change 

from 1950 to 1960.  To do this, we must first account for births.   
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The graph below ages the 1950 population distribution (shown in dark blue) by 

ten years, and adds births (in pink) during the decade in two five year groups to 

the left of the graph.  We can add the 1960 population distribution (shown in light 

blue) beside the 1950 distribution and birth cohorts.  From this we can see that 

the distributions are different, and we can calculate the difference between the 

distributions to account for population change by cohort during the decade 

(shown in brighter gradient blue below the zero line on the graph).   

 

We already accounted for the birth component of natural increase in the graph.  

Data on deaths by age cohort for the County were not readily available.  To 

account for deaths, the 1950 cohorts, including births, were multiplied by decade 

survival rates calculated from US and Tennessee Life Tables.  The difference 

between survived cohorts and original cohorts were then calculated to get deaths 

by age cohorts for the decade (except oldest cohort which assumed all change to 

be accounted in deaths).  Note that this is not a direct measure of deaths.  

However, the total deaths calculated using this method (3,959) was similar in 

magnitude (about 5 percent difference) to the number from vital statistics 

(3,755). 

The graph on the following page shows 1950 to 1960 population change from the 

previous graph (shown in gradient blue), and adds deaths by cohort during the 
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decade (shown in brown).  The difference between deaths and population change 

can now be accounted to net migration by cohort (shown in red). 

 

Note the pattern of net migration across the cohorts.  The peak of net out-

migration occurred as those age 10 to 19 years old in 1950 (encompassing two 

age cohorts) grew older by ten years to age 20 to 29 in 1960.  This was generally 

the transition from economically dependent to economically independent status, 

and also included new families as evidenced by the net out-migration of the two 

youngest cohorts of children.  In short, young families migrated out of the County 

along with their children.  As will be explored more under the section on 

economy, many new entrants to the job market may have moved out of the 

County in ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ǎƘƛŦǘǎ in employment and limited jobs at the time. 

[ŜǘΩǎ ƧǳƳǇ ŀƘŜŀŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƘƛƎƘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŘŜŎŀŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ мффлΩǎ ŀƴŘ Řƻ the analysis 

again.  The graph of age distribution in 1990 is shown on the following page.  The 

shape is no longer like a pyramid laid on its side as in the 1950 distribution.  The 

distribution is more irregular, reflecting the influence over 40 years of net 

ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŀƎƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άōŀōȅ ōƻƻƳέ which in 1990 included cohorts from 

25 to 45 years old.  This shift and growth in generational cohorts will be explored 

further later in this section. 
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We again can build a model for the period from 1990 to 2000.  The following 

graph ages the 1990 population distribution (shown in dark blue) by ten years, 

and adds births (shown in pink) during the decade in two five year groups to the 

left of the graph.   

 

We can add the 2000 population distribution (shown in light blue) beside the 

1990 distribution and birth cohorts.  The distributions again are different, and we 

can calculate the difference to account for population change by cohort during 



DRAFT - Section 1.  Population ς January 2010 

10 
 

the decade (shown in gradient blue).  Note that most of the cohorts show 

increase during the decade, a pattern much different compared to ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎΦ   

The graph below shows 1990 to 2000 cohort population change from the previous 

graph (in gradient blue).  We again can calculate decade deaths by cohort (shown 

in brown). Total decade deaths calculated from the model (9,313) again was 

similar in magnitude (about 2.5 percent difference) to those from vital statistics 

(9,080).  The difference between deaths and population change can now be 

accounted to net migration by age cohort (shown in red). 

 

Note the pattern of net migration across the cohorts.  There was substantial in-

migration as those age 20 to 34 years old in 1990 aged to 30 to 44 in 2000.  At the 

same time, there also was substantial in-migration as those born from 1990-95 

plus those age 0 to 9 in 1990 aged to 5 to 19 in 2000.  The two peaks in net 

migration show a pattern of parents with their children migrating into the County.  

The dip in net migration pattern for those age 10 to 19 years old in 1990 who 

aged to 20 to 29 in 2000 included young adults who usually transition as new 

entrants into the job market or leave for schooling.  Robust net in-migration also 

was evident into the retirement ages of 60 to 69. 

Comparing the pattern of net migration by cohorts by decade can provide a 

deeper insight into the dynamics of growth.  In particular, the difference in net 
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migration over the decades for the various age groups in the population 

moderated and shaped the rate of growth for the population as a whole.  
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The change in pattern between the two decades of 1950-60 and 1960-70 in the 

first two graphs on the preceding page indicates a transition from large out-

ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎΣ ǘƻ ƳƛƴƛƳŀƭ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ƴŜǘ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфслΩǎΦ  ¢ƘŜ ƭŀǊƎŜ 

out-ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфрлΩs occurred across all age groups less than 50 years old, 

and was most evident in the younger adult and children cohorts.   

By comparisonΣ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфслΩǎ younger adults still showed a pattern of out-

migration, while older cohorts began to show a pattern of in-migration.  The 

pattern for children cohorts changed between the decades, with little overall net 

migration in the youngest ŎƻƘƻǊǘǎ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ мфслΩǎΦ  TƘŜ мфслΩǎ ǎŀǿ ǘƘŜ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ 

ǘƘŜ άōŀōȅ ōƻƻƳέ ōȅ ƳƛŘ-decade, and the pattern of net migration in the decade 

may have reflected slightly older parents moving in with children as a counter 

balance to younger parents moving out with children. 

Comparing the graphs for 1950-60, 1960-70 and 1970-80 (preceding page) shows 

a completion of the transition from out-outmiƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎ ǘƻ ƛƴ-migration 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфтлΩǎΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ŜǾƛŘŜƴǘ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ŀƭƭ ŀƎŜ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфтлΩǎΣ ǿƛǘƘ 

peak in the 30-34 year old cohort associated with peak in the children cohorts. 

This indicates a reversal of pattern in the three decades to a pattern showing 

parents in-ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфтлΩǎΦ  bƻǘŜ ŀƭǎƻ ŀ ǎƭƛƎƘǘ ǳǇ-tick in 

the pattern at cohort age 65 to 69, as 1970 cohorts aged into 1980 retirement 

age.  As many have observed, Blount County may be considered a retirement 

destination. 

¢ƘŜ мфулΩǎ όƎǊŀǇƘ on following page) showed a slowing of net in-migration across 

all age groups, with those entering younger adult ages showing net out-migration 

for the decade.  The pattern still remained similar to the previous decade, with 

younger parents migrating into the County with their children, but at a lower rate.  

The retirement years age 60 to 69 again showed robustness even in the face of 

lower in-migration during the decade for other age groups. 

The second graph on the following page shows the net migration pattern for the 

decade 1990 to 2000.  This was the decade of highest growth, and highest net in-

migration in the five decades of this analysis. Note again the strong net in-

migration of parents with their children evident in the two peaks.  However, 
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ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǘ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ мфтлΩǎΣ ǘƘŜ ǇŜŀƪ ŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǇŀǊŜƴǘs 

shifted from cohort age 30 to 34 to cohort age 35 to 39.  This may reflect a long 

term trend in society for deferred family formation and births, in other words, 

people married later and had children later in life. 

 

 

To this point, we have illustrated dynamics of population growth that involved 

changes in births and deaths over time, changes in overall net migration over 

time, and changes due to differences in age group migration over time.  The 

changes due to age group migration behavior can be further developed by looking 

at how age groups transition through the decades ς a generational view. 

Generation Cohorts.  Our population can be divided into several generations.  A 

generation is similar to a cohort as used in the analysis above, but with expanded 
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and uneven age ranges.  A generation cohort is not limited by arbitrary and equal 

age divisions, and is based on shared history or societal significance.   

For the last half of the 20th century, the population may be divided into eight 

generation cohorts as follows, with summary characteristics.  The following, with 

exception of the first listed cohort, was adapted ŦǊƻƳ άнлth Century U.S. 

DŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎέ by Elwood Carlson, Population Reference Bureau, Population 

Bulletin 64, No. 1 (2009), accessible on the internet at 

http://www.prb.org/pdf09/64.1generations.pdf : 

 Born prior to 1871 ς an unnamed cohort that did not play much immediate 

or direct role in the dynamics of growth in Blount County from 1950 to 

2000, but members age 79 and older were present in small numbers in 

1950.  They would almost age out of the graphs of age distribution by 1960. 

 The New Worlders were born from 1871 through 1889.  Much of the 
generation grew up and lived on farms.  Nationally, about 25 percent of the 
generation immigrated from other countries ς thus the term New 
Worlders.  The generation fought in World War I, worked through the 
wƻŀǊƛƴƎ нлΩǎΣ and were mature workers through the hard times of the Great 
Depression.  The younger trailing edge worked through World War II.  This 
generation was parent stock to many in the Good Warriors generation.  In 
1950, this generation was 61 through 78 years old.  They would be well into 
the 85 years old and older age group by 1980. 

 The Hard Timers were born from 1890 through 1908. Many fought in World 
War I, ŎŀƳŜ ƻŦ ŀƎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ wƻŀǊƛƴƎ нлΩǎΣ struggled through the hard times of 
the Great Depression, and were mature workers in the wartime economy 
of World War II.  Some of the younger trailing edge were subject to the 
draft in World War II. They often married late and had fewer children than 
previous generations.  Members of this generation, particularly the older 
leading edge, were part of the parent stock of the Good Warrior 
generation.  The younger trailing edge was part of the parent stock to the 
Lucky Few generation.  In 1950, this generation was 41 through 59 years 
old.  They would be well into the 85 years old and older age group by 2000. 

 The Good Warriors, also ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜ άDǊŜŀǘŜǎǘ DŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέΣ ƻǊ άDΦLΦ 
DŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ birth span, were born from 1909 

http://www.prb.org/pdf09/64.1generations.pdf
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through 1928.  They grew up during the wƻŀǊƛƴƎ нлΩǎ ŀƴŘ Great Depression, 
served in large numbers in World War II, and worked in the post war 
economy.  In 1950, this generation was 21 through 40 years old.  They 
would be parents to much of the Baby Boomers generation that began in 
1946 after World War II, reversing the decline of birth rates from previous 
generations.  A substantial portion of this generation would still be alive at 
age 71 and older in 2000. 

 The Lucky FewΣ ŀƭǎƻ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜ ά{ƛƭŜƴǘ DŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ 
birth span, were born from 1929 through 1945.   They were a smaller 
generation than the ones before and after, being born during a time of 
declining birth rates and delayed marriages.  They experienced childhoods 
during the Great Depression and World War II.  Being relatively few, they 
were considered lucky in having less competition within their cohort in the 
post World War II economy.  Consequently, they were more upwardly 
mobile in the job market.  They were generally more educated, both men 
and women, than previous generations, and they were geographically 
mobile in search of jobs.  They lived through early adulthood in a time 
relatively free of major wars.  They tended to marry earlier than previous 
generations, and the older leading edge of the generation were parents 
that added to the Baby Boomers generation. The younger trailing edge was 
part of the parent stock of Generation X.  In 1950, this generation was 4 
through 20 years old.  By 2000 their ages were 54 through 70, 
encompassing modern transition into retirement ages and migration to 
retirement destinations. 

 The Baby Boomers were born from 1946 through 1964.  With an increase in 
the birth rate among their parent Good Warriors combined with earlier 
marriages within the Lucky Few, this generation outnumbered all previous 
generations.  This generation continued a trend of greater education, both 
men and women, and increasing geographical mobility in search of jobs.  
Being a large generation cohort, they found greater competition in the job 
market than the previous generation, with women also competing more 
and more for career jobs.  In 1950, only the leading edge of this generation 
was present at ages 0 through 3 years old.  By 2000 this generation was 35 
through 53 years old.  From 1960 to 2000, the Baby Boomers formed the 
largest generation in Blount County, and experienced the most net in-
migration of all generations from 1970 to 2000. 
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 Generation XΣ ŀƭǎƻ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ά.ŀōȅ .ǳǎǘŜǊǎέΣ were born from 1965 through 
1982.  Their parents were the Lucky Few generation and the older leading 
edge of the Baby Boomers generation.  They were born during a time when 
ōƛǊǘƘ ǊŀǘŜǎ ƘŀŘ ŘǊƻǇǇŜŘ ŀƴŘ ƭŜǾŜƭŜŘ ƻǳǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ άōŀōȅ ōƻƻƳέ ǇŜŀƪΦ  
Elwood Carlson in άнлth /ŜƴǘǳǊȅ ¦Φ{Φ DŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎέ (p.3) states that this 
ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ άΧ marks the first generation with a greater share of women 
than men graduating from college. Generation X once again includes many 
foreign-born immigrants. They delayed marriage and parenthood more 
than any other generation before them in the century. Men continued to 
struggle with jobs while women moved forward in careers as well as 
education.έ  .ȅ нлллΣ ǘƘƛǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ age 17 through 34, and were 
competing with the larger Baby Boomers generation for jobs. 

 The New Boomers were born from 1983 through 2001. They are sometimes 
ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ǘƘŜ άōŀōȅ ōƻƻƳ ŜŎƘƻέΣ ƻǊ ƛƴ ŀ ǎƭƛƎƘǘƭȅ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ birth range 
άaƛƭƭŜƴƴƛŀƭǎέ ƻǊ άDŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ¸έΦ  Their parents were mainly Baby Boomers, 
thus the άboom echoέ, but also some older Generation X.  Elwood Carlson 
in άнлth /ŜƴǘǳǊȅ ¦Φ{Φ DŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎέ όǇΦоύ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƎŜneration includes 
άΧ almost as many births as the original baby boom and will add a larger 
share of new immigrants in adulthood than any generation since the New 
Worlders. They will become the largest generation of any living during the 
century. Most of their lives will take place in the 21st century.έ 

Let us now see how these generations emerged and aged through the decades.  
The graph on the following page shows the 1950 population distribution coded 
into generations.  The Baby Boomers were just emerging, and showed only four 
years at the start of 1950.  The Lucky Few was the largest generation.  The graph 
shows evidence of previous decade out-migration concentrated at age 20-24.  

From 1950 to 1960, the age groups associated with the youngest three 
generations showed substantial out-migration from the County. This was 
reflected in a reduction and distortion of the Lucky Few and Good Warrior 
distributions, particularly for 1960 ages 15 to 34 (second graph on following 
page).  This also was reflected in a reduction of the Baby Boomers age 0 to 9 born 
during the decade.  Except for the younger trailing edge of the Good Warrior 
generation, the older generations did not show much change in pattern.  The still 
emerging Baby Boomers was the largest generation in 1960, a position it would 
hold for the next four decades. 
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Between 1960 and 1970, outmigration lessened and showed the beginning of a 
turnaround in older age groups. Still, ages 20 to 29 in 1970 (first graph on next 
page) showed effect of substantial out-migration during the decade, reflected in 
reduction in the younger trailing edge of the Lucky Few generation and the older 
leading edge of the Baby Boomers generation. By 1970, the leading edge of 
Generation X emerged on the graph.  The now complete Baby Boomers remained 
the largest generation in the distribution in 1970. 

Between 1970 and 1980, the County experienced the first peak of overall net in-
migration.  This in-migration was evident across all age groups, with peaks in the 
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30-34 year old cohort and the 10-14 year old cohort.  This in-migration was most 
prevalent in the Lucky Few and Baby Boomers generation, leading to substantial 
increases in those generations during the decade (see second graph below).  The 
Good Warriors generation was beginning to age into retirement years, and years 
with higher death rates.  The Hard Timers generation was aging into the older 
years with substantially higher death rates. Increasing deaths in larger and older 
age groups now combined with a low point of births, resulting in continued 
decline in natural increase as a component of population growth.  The Baby 
Boomers were again the largest generation in the distribution in 1980. 
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From 1980 to 1990, net migration lessened, with all generations showing modest 
movement of new people into the County.  The one partial exception to this was 
the older leading edge of Generation X which showed effect of net out-migration 
in the 1990 distribution (see first graph below) . Generation X was now complete 
in the distribution, and the New Boomers were emerging. The Good Warrior 
generation was almost fully aged into retirement years, and this large generation, 
along with Lucky Few and Hard Timers, continued to show increased deaths in 
older age groups.  Even with an increase in births as the New Boomers emerged, 
the increased deaths resulted in a continued decline of natural increase. The Baby 
Boomers continued to be the largest generation in the distibution in 1990. 
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The decade 1990-2000 showed the largest increase of population in the history of 
the County.  This increase was fueled by the largest net in-migration in our five 
decade analysis.  The net in-migration peak was concentrated in the older leading 
edge of Generation X and younger trailing half of the Baby Boomers generation, 
generally age 30 to 44, with a secondary peak of children in-migrating with their 
parents within the younger trailing edge of Generation X and the older leading 
edge of New Boomers, generally age 5 to 19 (see second graph on previous page).  
This substantially boosted the population of all three of the younger generations.  
Substantial net in-migration also was evident all the way into retirement ages for 
the Lucky Few generation.  The economically transitional ages of 20 to 29, being 
the middle of Generation X, showed relatively smaller net in-migration during the 
decade, resulting in the noticeable depression in the distribution in that age span.  
Although there was substantial addition by birth into the New Boomers 
generation, the aging of the large Baby Boomers, Lucky Few and Good Warrior 
generations into older ages with greater deaths continued the decline of natural 
increase as a component of population growth.  The Baby Boomers ended the 
century still the largest generation in the distibution in 2000. 

To gain another perspective, we can look at the trend of population and net 
migration by generational cohort across the decades.  For graphic portrayal, the 
generational populations, at their boundaries, were proportionately adjusted 
within five year age groups to form generational cohort population estimates. 

The trend for New Worlders and older population (graphs below) showed that 
these older generation cohorts decreased for the first two decades of the 
analysis, but showed in-migration during the 19рлΩǎ ǿƘŜƴ ƻǳǘ-migration was the 
overall trend.  Being small and decreasing, the cohorts did not affect much the 
overall trend of growth in the County, and aged out of the graph after 1970.  
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The Hard Timers (see first two graphs below) were born just before and after the 
turn of the 20th Century, and were a mature population age 41 through 59 years 
old in 1950.  They showed a trend of decrease as they aged decade by decade into 
ƻƭŘŜǊ ŀƎŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ǊŀǘŜǎ ƻŦ ŘŜŀǘƘΦ  Lƴ ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǎƘƻǿŜŘ ǎƭƛƎƘǘ ƛƴ-
migration in the face of overall net out-migration during the decade.  They 
showed modest in-ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфслΩǎ ŀƴŘ мфтлΩǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƘŜƭǇŜŘ ǎƘŀǇŜ ǘƘŜ 
turnaround to higher growth in those decades.   The Hard Timers cohort aged out 
of the graph after 1990, and did not appreciably affect the more recent surge of 
high growth in the County.  Note that they were a larger generation than the ones 
before, and consequently showed greater number of deaths as they aged through 
the decades.  This generation thus added to the long term decline of natural 
increase as a component of population growth. 

The Good Warriors (see two graphs below) were born from 1909 through 1928, 
and were 21 through 40 years old in 1950.  This generation cohort showed 


