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BLOUNT COUNTIPOPULATION, HOUSEHQIHTONOMAND DEVELOPMENT

Growth may be analyzedby studying trends in population, householdghe
economy and development patterns Studyingtrends inthese aspects of our
community can help usunderstand how our ammunity has grownand help us
consider what might happen in the futur@ study ofpopulation provides us with
important information onthe dynamicsof growth. A study of households
provides us with informatiorabout the growth of residential use on théand,
characteristics of the populatiomemand for transportatiorand other services
and provision of workersand incomein the economy A study of the economy
focuses on jobs and enterprises, apdovides us information abouincome
support of househluls, pattern of business and industry uses on the land, and
demand for transportation linking businesseseach other ando households.A
study of the development pattern of the County can tie the aspects of population,
households and economy togethefPROSPECT MHisreport is divided intdfive
sections- Population, Households, Econonayyd Development Pattern

1. POPULATIO[Draft Section for Review)

General Trend Our population iscomposed ofpeopleresiding inBlount County
Gounting peope over time provides us with a trend of population growth. The US
Census Bureawounts population every ten years. This sectioses Gensus
counts for 1950, 1960,
1970, 1980, 1990, and
2000 for Blount County
(graphto 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

Census Population Trend 1950 to 2000
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dynamicsover time Analysisis used to build a simple model of population
growth. Thiswill providea base foiprojectionsto the year 2030.

Blount County
popu|ati0n grew Population Change 1950 to 2000
continuously from 19,854

1950 to 2000Qto the
last  official 2000
Census count of
105,823 persons

8,199

(graph on previous 5219
page. Population I

14,026

2,834
change or growth J
(graph to right) was :
uneven, Wlth Sma” 1950-60 1960-70 1970-80 1980-90 1990-2000

JSource Base: US Census Decade
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Population esmates from 2000 to 2008 (graplelow) showed a continuation of
populationa NP ¢ U K ® | SNI 3S &SIFENXeé& 3INRPGUK AY
year, and continued at a slightly lower average of 1,912 persons per year to 2008.
These trends show thapopulation growth has beena constant partof the
development oBlount County

Population Estimates 2000 to 2008 Population Estimates Change 2000 to 2008

2,596
121,511

119,602 1960 211°

1,854 1,909
1709 4573 1574

111,073
109,499
107,926

106,217

A O o PN & I\
& '\ Qv
Q ,"Q Q

v v

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 SourceBase: US Census

Source:US Census Bureau luly 1 of each year Bureau Estimates July 1to July 1 of each year




DRAFT Section 1. PopulatiogJanuary 2010

Components of Growth
Births, Deaths and Natural Increase - Historical Data
To understand  the 1950 £0 1999

dynamics of population OBirths mDeaths @Natural Increase
growth, we need to
study the components of

births, deaths, and thd oo | | — [ ] ]
movement of people| = — ]
into and out of the| *™ 7

County. Births in the
County (pink on the | | |
graphto rlght) ShOV\Ed a 1950-59 1960-69 1970-79 1980-89 1990-99

. Various secondary sources based on Decade

LIS I 1 AY U K S "N 11 sz a
& a2 OA I { Shaby #A20YKEnefa#&S boxn from 1946 to 1964.This was

followed byfewer births into thelate mdpc N Qa8 | YR mMdpT Aldvér F & & 2
bithNJF 6§ S&8 Ay GKIFIO LISNAZ2RO® CKS Q¥ GibidSd 4 S
to increasedbase populatiorwith acontinued lowbirth rate.

Deaths (brown on the graph)showed a continuous increase, reflecting a
continuous growth in base populationand aging ofa larger number of older
people Not evident in the graphwas a reductionin rates ofdeath over the
decades, especially for older adult8his will be exploredth greater depthater in
this section.

The net resultof births minus deaths wasatural increasein the population

(green on the graph) Natural increase showed a continuouswshevard trend

over the decades, reflecting a combination of factors. The factors indlude
decrease ibirth rate F NRY GKS a6l o6& 06022Y¢ KAIKI Y;
growing population, and the agirdgcade by decadef larger and largenumbers

of olderpeople into ages witligher death rates. The agingtbé populationwill

be discussed in more detail later in this section.

We now have one summary componenhatural increase,accounting for
populationchangeor growth over the decades. However, nalimcrease does
not account for all thehange oigrowthin population.
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LY GKS wmdp nchange onniteaddrivas subsantially less than natural
increase(see graph below)ByO2 Yy i N> ad X Ay GKS wmdpdpnQa:z
substantially morethan natural increase. The component that can account for

the differencesis net migration.

Population Growth Components
Historical Data 1950 to 2000

B Population Change BNatural Increase BNet Migration

Number of Persons

1950-60 1960-70 1970-80 1980-90 1990-2000

Decade

Net migration in concept is the difference between movement of people into and
out of the County.We do not have that informatioavailabledirectly, but we can
calculatethe difference between populatiothangeand natural increaseand
accountthat difference to net migratiorfred on the graplabove.

The graph shows that more people moved out of the Couhgn moved in

duringl K S  msheuingainggativenet migration. The population increase in

0 KS wmodpbeQtiributed to the larg&r 6 6 & 022Y¢ O2YLRYySY
increasebeing greater tharthe net movement of people out of the County

Population increase was accounted almost exclusively to naitucetase in the
MpcnQas gAGK Ffyz2ad y2 ySi YAINIGAZ2Y D
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people into and out of the County was about equal, and does not imply that there
was no migration. In facthere wasthe beginning of a transition durn-around
from the previous decadewith shift to in-migration occurringfor specific age
groups This will be explorenh greater depthater in this section.

¢tKS mMpTnQa akKz2 g Sund froR the prévious@o décdeesg/

Natural increase kept fallingsghe birth rate reached a low poinafteri KS & o6 0 &
0 2 2 ,Yahd 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 darancein population growth

that continued in successive decades.

¢ KS wmdy n Qdessanio@ng@dprilation growth, but with net ngiration
continuing dominance ancccounting for63 percent of population increase.
Natural increase continued to fall dsirth rate remained low and deaths
continued to increase a growingand agingpopulationbase

CKS MdhpdnQa &K 2 greuh ofiipkpblatich NdStheli Hstory of the
County. Net migration continued dominance in the decade and accounted for 88
percent of populationgrowth. As shown on a previous graph, births were also
rising but were countered bg larger number of deathen a growingand aging
population base, thus continuing theéecline of natural increase as a defining

component of populatiorgrowth.

The trend from 2000 to 2008yraphs belowi K2 4 SR &aA YA f I NI LJ & @
growth. Births continued to be slightly greater than deaths, resulting in low

Births, Deaths & Natural Increase
2000 to 2008
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natural increase. Net migration continued at an average sateélar toli K S

MPpdn Qe

and still dominated the growth trend accounting forabout 90 percent of

estimatedgrowth over the eight years.

Age CohortModel. 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 cohortsAn age cohort is a grougf persons born
during a defined periodwho grow olderas a group over time.Traditionaly,
cohorts are divided into five yeage groupdor consistency and ease of analysis

As an examplewe 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 thefollowing graph The graph may be viewed as a pyramid laid
on its side, witha large base of gqunger population to the left and a small tip of

older population to the right.

1950 Age Distribution by Five-year Cohorts
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Source: US Census Age

Let us now build a model that can account Buye specifigoopulation change

from 1950 to 1960. To do this, we must first account for births.
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The graphbelow ages the 190 population distribution(shown in dark bluepy

ten years, and adds birth@@ pink)during the decade itwo five yeargroupsto

the left of the graph.We can add the 1960 population distribution (shown in light
blue) beside the 1950 distribution armrth 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 inbrighter gradient bluebelow the zero line on # grapl).

1950 to 1960 Cohort Analysis

m 1950 CohortPop. 1960 CohortPop. E 50-60 Cohort Pop. Change
10,000

Births 1955-59
Births 1950-54

3,000

6,000 +

4,000 +

2,000 +

-2,000

K el B = b b § p p k ;
AR S A A o
1960 Cohort Age (1950 Cohort Age + 10)

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 multiplieddnade
survval rates calcuked from US andTennessee Life TablesThe difference
between survived cohorts and original cohorts were then calculated to get deaths
by age cohorts for the decadexcept oldest cohortvhich assumed all change to

be accounted in death)s 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 showds0 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

1950 to 1960 Cohort Analysis

H 50-60 Cohort Pop. Change ™ 50-60 Cohort Deaths ™ 50-60 Cohort Net Migration
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Note the pattern of net migratioracross the cohorts The peak of net out
migration occurred as those age 10 to y&ars oldin 1950(encompassingwo
age cohortsprew olderby ten years to age 20 to 2& 196Q Thiswasgenerally
the transition fom economicallydependent to economically independent status,
and also included new families as evidenced by the netnaigtation of the two
youngest cohorts of children. In short, young families migtatat of the County
along with their children. Asvill be explored more under the section on
economy many new entrants to the job marketmay havemoved out of the
Countyini KS M dp n Qain denghS/mentand inkitdd fobisdt the time

[ SG1Q&a 2dzYL) KSIR (G2 GKS KA 3KthelaNadysasi K R S
again. The graph of age distribution in 199@hown on the following pagelhe

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 yearsnef

YAINI GA2Y YR GKS I|wHéhis 399@ngluded Kdhortd foomo & 0 ;
25 to 45 years old Thisshift and growth in generational cohortsill be explored

further later in this section.
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1990 Age Distribution by Five-year Cohorts
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Source: US Census Age

We againcan build a model for the period from 1990 t®@dD. The following
graph ages the 1990 population distribution (shown in dark blue) by ten years,
and adds birthsghownin pink) during the decade inwvo five yeargroupsto the

left of the graph.

1990 to 2000 Cohort Analysis
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We can add the 2000 population distribution (shownlight blue) besidethe
1990distribution and birth cohorts The distributionsagainare different, and we
can calculate the difference to account for population changediyort during
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the decade (shownn gradient blue). Note that most of the cohorthiosv
increase during the decade, a pattern much differeomparedtol KS mMdp n Qa @

The graph below showt990 to 200@ohort population change from the previous
graph(in gradient blue) We againcancalculatedecade deaths by coho(shown

in brown) Total decade deaths calculated from the model (9,313) agaas
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 colhidgshown in red).

1990 to 2000 Cohort Analysis
H 90-2000 Cohort Pop. Change B 90-2000 Cohort Deaths B 90-2000 Cohort Net Migration
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Note the pattern of net migration across the cohorts. There was substantial in
migration as those age20 to 34years oldn 1990 aged to 30 to 44 iA00Q At the
same time, there also was substantialnmgration as those born from P8-95
plus those age 0 to 9 in B® aged to5 to 19 in200Q Thetwo peaks in net
migration show a pattern gbarents with their childremigrating into the County
The dip in net migration pattern for those age 10 to yi€ars old in1990 who
aged to 20to 29 in 2000includedyoung adultswho usually transitionas new
entrantsinto the job market or leave for schoolindgRobust net ifrmigration also
was evideninto the retirement age®f 60to 69.

Comparingthe pattern of net migrationby cohorts by dea#e can provide a
deeper insight into the dynamics of growtHn particular, the difference in net

10
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migration over the decades for thearious age groups in the population
moderated and shaped the rate of growth for the population as a whole.

1950 to 1960 Cohort Net Migration
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The chage in pattern between the two decaded 195060 and 196070 in the

first two graphs on the preceding page indicates a transition from large out
YAINIGAZ2Y AY (GKS mMohpnQaz (2 YAYAYIE 20¢
out-YA AN G A 2 Y s acyurrell Kcfossnaltbggeigibups less than 50 years old,

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

By comparisoB A Y  { KySunger dadulisQskill showed a pattern of eut
migration, while older cohorts began to show a pattern wimigration. The

pattern for children cohorts changed between the decades, with little overall net
migration in theyoungestO2 K2 NIi & RdzNATKS M &SN Mmapc alQa ®i k
0KS aol 0@ &lécad¥ éanddhé pateknRf net migration in the deead

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 199D, 196070 and 19780 (preceding page) shows

a completion of the transition from ottutmia NI G A 2y A Yy -ndidgtabionm dop n Q
AY UKS MpTnQao CKS GNYXYyaaAldA2y ol & SOAF
peak in the 364 year old cohort associated with peak in the children cohorts.

This indicates a revsal of pattern in the three dexlesto a pattern showing
parentsinY A ANJ 0Ay 3 GAGK GKSANI OKAf RNEyh Ay 0
the pattern at cohort age 65 to 69, as 1970 cohorts aged into 1980 retirement

age. As many haveobserved Blount Countymay be considerec reirement
destination.

¢ KS wmdy nof followird Ndgkdkowed a slowing of net-migration across
all age groups, with those entering younger adult ages showing nemaration
for the decade. The pattern still remained similar to the previous ddea with
younger parents migrating into the County with their childrént at a lower rate
The retirement yearsge 60to 69 again showedobustness even in the face of
lower in-migration during the decade for other age groups.

Thesecondgraph on the dllowing 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 thefive decades of this analysidNote again the strong net -n
migration of parents with their children ewdt in the two peaks. However,

12
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O2YLI NBR G2 GKS ySi YAINFGA2Z2Y LI &4dSNY
shifted fromcohortage 30 to 34 taohortage 35 to 39. This may reflect a long

term trend in society for deferred family formation and births, ather words,
peoplemarriedlater andhadchildren later in life.

1980 to 1990 Cohort Net Migration
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To this point, ve have illustrated dynamics of population growth that involved
changes in births and deaths over time, changesvarall net migration over
time, and changes due tofflirences inage groupmigration over time. The
changes due to age groumpigration behaviorcan be further developed by looking
at how age groups transition through the decades generational view.

Generation Cohorts Our population can be divided intseveral generations. A
generation is similar to a cohoais used in the analysis abgvut with expanded

13
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anduneven ageganges. A generatiorncohortis not limited by arbitrary and equal
age divisions, and is based on shared history or sodgmaifi@ance

For the last half of the 2bcentury, the population may be divided into eight
generation cohorts as follosy with summary characteristics. The followimgth
exception of the first listed cohort, vgaadapted ¥ NB Y " Gentary U.S.
DSy S NI byh Plwoadé Casbn, Population Reference Bureau, Population
Bulletin 64, No. 1 (2009) accessible on the internet at
http://www.prb.org/pdf09/64.1generations.pdf

e Born prior to 187X an unnamecdcohort that did not play much immediate
or directrole in the dynamics of growtin Blount Countyfrom 1950 to
2000, butmembers age 79 and oldavere present in small numbers in
1950. They wouldalmost age out of thgraphs ofagedistribution by 1960.

e The New Worldersvere born from 1871 through 1889 Much of the
generation grew up and lived on farmalationally, abou25 percent of the
generation mmigrated from other countries¢ thus the term New
Worlders. The generation fought in World War, worked through the
w2 | NA yaAd weranfaturE workers through thehard times of theGreat
Depression. The younger trailing edgerked through World War Il This
generation wagarent stockto many inthe Good Warriors generationin
1950, this gneration was 61 through 78ears old. They would be well into
the 85 years old and oldexge grouy 1980.

e The Hard Timerwere born from 1890 through 190&/1anyfought in World
War ,OF YS 2F | 3S A struggle@hrowgd théhArg tinestoin Q & =
the Great Depression, anevere mature workersn the wartime economy
of World War Il. Some of the younger trailing edgeere subjectto the
draft in World War lIThey often marriedate andhad fewer childrerthan
previous generations Members of his generan, particularly the older
leading edge,were part of the parent stockof the Good Warrior
generation. The younger trailing edgeaspart of the parent stocko the
Lucky Few generationin 1950, this generation was 41 through 59 years
old. They would k well into the 85 years old and older age group by 2000.

e The Good Warriorsalso O f ft SR (KS G&DNBI (Saf DS
DSYSNY GA2YE g A ( Kirthaspah, 3verél boen frdtA FOFS NB v

14
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through 1928 Theygrew up during thev 2 | NJ& vy 3 Great @pgiessioy; R
served in large numbers; World War Il and worked in the post war
economy In 1950, this generation was 21 through 40 years oldhey
would be parents to much of thBaby Boomers generatiaihat began in
1946 after World War Il, reversingdhdecline of birth rates from previous
generations. A substantial portion of this generation would still be alive at
age 71 analderin 2000.

The Lucky Fev | £ 42 Ol ftf SR GKS a{AftSyid DSy
birth span, were born from 1929 throgh 1945 They were a smaller
generation than the onedefore and after being born duringa time of
declining birth rates and delayed marriagefhey experienced childhoods
during the Great Depression and World War Being relatively few they
were onsidered lucky in having less competitiithin their cohortin the

post World War Il economy Consequently, they were more upwardly
mobile in the job market They were generally more educatedoth men

and women,than previous generations, anthey weae geographically
mobile in search of jobs.Theylived 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 By Boomers generatiarmhe younger trailing edge was
part of the parent stock of Generation Xn 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 t
retirement destinations.

The Baby Boomemsere born from 1946 through 1964With an ncrease in

the birth rate among their parent Good Warriors combined witarlier
marriageswithin the Lucky Fewthis generation outhnumbered 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 generatiorohort, they found greater competition in the job
market than the previous generation, with womeilso competing more
and more for career jobsln 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. rém 196 to 20®, the Baby Boomer®rmed the
largest generaon in Blount County, and experienced the most net in
migration of all generationsom 1970 to 2000

15
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e Generaton X I f a2 O f t SReredborn fiokh 1965zarou§hNA ¢ =
1982 Their parents were the Lucky Few generation #mel older leading
edgeof the Baby Boomexgeneration. They were born during a time when
OANILIK NI}IOGSa KFR RNRLILISR FyR fS@St SR
Elwood Carlson it H'/ Sy (i dzNB ! & { dp.3)Gutgs3hatlthisA 2 v & €
3 Sy S NIX{maresythe first generation with a great share of women
than men graduating from college. Generatigronce again includes many
foreignborn immigrants. Theydelayed marriage and parenthood more
than any othergeneration before them in the century. Men continued to
struggle with jobs while woen moved forward in careers asell as
educationg . @ HnannX U fdged7 tAdbighSMNJand wery o | a
competing with the larger Baby Boonsayeneration for jobs.

e The New Boomenwere born from 1983 through 200IThey are sometimes
Ottt SR (RBREYaBIOK2ED 2NJ AV birth radge A 3K €
GaAif tSYNIADOSY S Mieidl par2nts weréndinly Baby Boomers
thus thedboom echd, but alsosome olderGeneration X.Elwood Carlson
ing H'A Sy G dzNE ! of{ & DSy SNI (i Anérafidnénclédésdo v &
0X almost as many birthas the original baby boom and will add a larger
share of newimmigrants in adulthood than any generation since the New
Worlders. They will become the largest generation of any lidungng the
century. Most of tkeir lives will take place in the 2tenturyé

Let us now see how these generatiomsergedand aged through the decades.

The graphon the following page shows the 1950 population distribution coded

into generations. The Baby Boomers were just emergiagd showed only four
years at the start of 1950. The Lucky Few was the largest generation. The graph
shows evidence of previous decade wnigration concentrated at age 224.

From 1950 to 1960, the age groups associated with the youngest three
generatons showed substantial ownigration from the County. This was
reflected in a reduction r@d distortion of the Lucky Fewand Good Warrior
distributions, particularly for 1960 ages 15 to 34 (second graph on following
page). This also was reflected in auetion 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 80,18 position it would
hold for the next four decades.

16
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1950 Generations
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1960 Generations
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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 187 @raph on next
page showed effect of substantial oumigration 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 Xemerged orthe graph. Th&ow completeBaby Bomersremained

the largestgeneration in the distribution in 1970.

Between 1970 and 1980, the County experienced the first péakverallnet in-
migration. This immigration was evident across all age groups, with peaks in the

17
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30-34 year old cohort anthe 1014 year old cohort. This-imigration was most

prevalent in the Lucky Few and Baby Boomers generation, leading to substantial

increases in those generations during the decaskeecondgraphbelow). The
Good Warriors generation was beginningage into retirement yearsand years

with higher death rates The Hard Timers generation was aging into the older

years withsubstantiallyhigher deathrates. Increasing deaths largerand older
age groupsnow combinedwith a low point of births resuling in continued
decline in natural increase as a component of population growtlihe Baby
Boomers were again the largest generation in the distribution in 1980.

1970 Generations

6,000

Earlymid Generation X 1946 through 1964

born 1965 through 1979

4,000 -

2,000 -

0-4

5-9

10-14 1519 2024 2529 30-34 3539 4044 4549 5054 5559 6064 6569 7074 7579 8084 85up

LuckyFew born
1929 through 1945

12,000
£
23
10,000 X
S <
29
$o
8,000 q") £=
Q 3 Baby Boomers born
£ S 1946 through 1964
6,000 11 .
LuckyFew born Good Warriors born cg
1929 through 1945 1909 through 1928 8 g -
ncals
4,000 - 2 R =]
Hard Timers born T3 0o
1890 through 1908 SEE 5
$of8
2,000 - sg28
zZ -
0
0-4 59 1014 1519 2024 2529 3034 3539 4044 4549 5054 5559 6064 6569 70-74 7579 8084 85up
Age at beginning of 197(
1980 Generations
12,000
10,000
8000 Baby Boomers born

Good Warriors born
1909 through 1928

Hard Timers born

1890 through 1908

plus others born

. prior to 1890

Age at beginning of 198(

18



From 1980 to 1990, net migration lessened, with all generations showing modest

DRAFT Section 1. PopulatiogJanuary 2010

movementof new people into the County. The opartial exception to this was
the older leading edge of Generation X which show#dct of net out-migration

in the 1990 distributiorn(see first graptbelow) . Generation X was now complete

in the distribution, andthe New Boomerswere emerging The Good Warrior

generation was almost fully aged into retirement years, and this large generation,

along withLucky Few andHard Timerscontinuedto show increased deathis
older agegroups. Evemvith an increase in birthas the New Boomersmerged
the increased deathgesulted in a continued decline of natural increa$heBaby
Boomerscontinued to be the largest generation in the distibution in 1990.
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The decade 1990000 showed the largest increase of populatiothie history of

the County. This increase whgeled by the largest net immigration inour five
decade analysisThe net inmigration peak was concentrated in the older leading
edge of Generation X and younger trailing half of the Baby Boomers gemgratio
generally age 30 to 44, with a secondary peak of childrenigrating with their
parents within the younger trailing edge of Generation X and the older leading
edge of New Boomers, generally age 5 tqd€e second graph on previous page)
This substatially boosted the population of all three of the younger generations.
Substantial net iimigration also was evident all the way into retirement afj@s

the Lucky Few generationTheeconomicallytransitional ages of @to 29 being

the middle of Geneation X, showed relatively smaller netnmgration during the
decade resulting in the noticeable depression in the distribution in that age span
Although there was substantial additiorby birth into the New Boomers
generation, the aging of the larggédby BoomerslLucky Few and Good Warrior
generations into older ages with greater deaths continued the decline of natural
increase as a component of population growtithe Baby Boomerended the
century still the largest generation in the distibution in P00

To gain another perspective, we can look at the trend of population and net
migration by generational cohort across the decad&sr graphic portrayakhe
generational populatiors, at their boundaries, were proportionately adjusted
within five yearage groupsto form generational cohort population estimates.

The trend for New Worlders and older population (graphs below) showed that
these older generation cohorts decreasdor the first two decades of the
analysis, but showeth-migration during the 19 1 Q& & fhigrdtior2wdsithe
overall trend. Being small and decreasinthe cohortsdid not affect much the
overall trend of growth in the County, and aged out of graphafter 1970.
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The Hard Timer&seefirst two graphs belowWwere born just befoe and after the

turn of the 20" Century, andvere a mature population age 4through 59 years

old in 1950. They showed a trend of decrease as they aged decade by decade into

2f RSNJ I 3Sa 6A0K KAIKSNI NrdSa 2F -RSI GK:
migration in the face of overall net ouhigration during the decade. They
showed modest ¥ A ANJ GA2Yy Ay (GKS mMbpcnQad YR M
turnaround to higher growth in those decades. Herd Timerscohort aged out

of the graphafter 1990, anddid not appreciably affect the more recent surgke

high growth in the CountyNote 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 thasldedto the long term decline of natural

increase as a component of population growth.
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The Good Warriors (see two grapbglow) were born from 1909hrough 1928
and were 21through 40 years old in 1950.This generation cohort showed
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