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Nebraska News No. 28 

PREP A Ri': n !IV THE Jl U Ri':AU OF B US I N E SS RE SE ,\R C II . COL LE Gt: 0.' II USIN i':SS ADM I N I ST R AT IO N 

NEBRASKA'S EXPORT OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS 
Nebn .• ka moved up from fourth to third. plaet! among the leven 

.tate. In the Wen North Central region In doUar volume of agri· 

eultural export. in nleal 1968 and retained III polltlon aa ninth 

ranking atate In the naUon, according to recent data from the U. S . 

Dep;ntment of Agrleulture. Salu amounting to $22.9.5 million of 

Neb ra.ka farm proc\uc;h c;:onltituted 14.5,," of the regional to tal, 

exceeded only by Iowa, which accounted fo r almoat one -fourth of 

the total, and by KaMa •• which wal • ..,cand with almost 1910. The 

Wnt North Central region ",al again the leading export r egion. 

accounting for 25" of the nation'. total 1iUt vein with $1,578.9 

billion in volume o f 1~lel. 

Although U.s. agrlculturd exports declined 7,. in dollar v~lue in 

the> pall filcal year , they d r opped only Z,,* In total volume. Thul 

lower price I for farm productl accounted for two - thirdl of the 

total value decline. For the two- year period from filcil 1966 , the 

U. S. had a decline of 5 I / Z," in vllue of farm exportl , the West 

North Central Region dropped more than tw\ce al much percent­

agewlle, 11.6,., while Nebr~.ka had ~ minimal decline, only I.Z,.. 

Of the leven Itatel in the region only South D~kota had an in­

creale, IZ.8,. ; o f the .ix that Ihowed decrealel the r~nge W~I 

from Z4.5,. in K~n.a. to the Nebralka low of I.Z,.. If the price 

differential II taken into consideration, It iI apparent tbat Nebras ­

ka'i Ilight decre~1t! in dollar value of farm exportl did not repre ­

sent a d ecline In export volume. 

Nebraska Increases by '!:!!!!! ~ 
Calculating Increalel in dollar volume over a longer pe r iod of 

time . 1954 to 19608. Nebralka had the third hlahelt percentalle of 

growth in the region, lecond only to Iowa and Kanlal Where~s 

the U.S. gain W~I only 11 5 I ,.. in tba t period. the Welt No rth Cen ­

t ral Reaion had an increase of ZOO.9ft . with Iowa baving a gain of 

Z77.9ft . Kanl~s. ZI7 . 3.,... and Nebr .. k~, ZI5.Z%. 

Agricultural exports In the 60's • fhc~1 1960 to HI<;al 1968 _ In ­

<;realed 39.8% In the nation and 58.Z,. In the region. In tbat period 

South Dakota Ihowed the greatest gain among the l e ven It~tes in 

the region - 187.3". North D~kota w~s lecond wHh 93.Z"'. Iowa 

wal In third place (85.9fo.1. and Nebralka bad the fourth highest in­

creale . 69.5"'. Neb r~ ak~'a lolld gainl In farm exports al .hown 

in Table I Indicate an increale of almo" IS percent~ge points 

more tban the regional growth, 1954 - 1968, and OVer 11 percentage 

pointl more in the pe riod from 1960 to 1968. 

Principa l State Exportl 

Among the leven Itates in the region Nebra ak~ ranked lecond In 

exportl of meat ~nd meat productl. hide. and sklna, lard and tal ­

low, and tied with Kana .... fo r lecond place in lale of feed gralnl. 

The Itate wal third in export of wheat. only fifth in soybe~nl . and 

ftIth sho In dairy products, whi<;h amounted. however, to only $ 1.7 

million compared to $Z.4 mUllon In 1%6. Only Io wa and Minnelot~ 

h~d .Igni(jc~nt exports of sobyean 011 ~nd pro tein me~1. 

As One of the nation'. to p 10 atates in agricultural exporu. Ne ­

bralka . toae lher with IIllnois, Texal. CaJi(orni •• low~. North Car _ 

olina, Kanlal . A rkana~ l . Indiana . and Minnelota. accounted for 

60,," o f the overall increase in foreign lalel from fiscal 1954 to 

Cheal 1968. T he major increases we re In oiLseeds and oilleed 

productl (in which Nebraaka did not aha reI. feed grains. wheat. 

and anlms l products. 

In the period from Hacal '66 to fhcal '68 wide variationl may 

TABLE 1 
VALUE OF EXPORT SHARES OF AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES. BY REGION AND STATE, UNITED STATES 

FlSCAL YEARS 1954 . 1960, 1966. AND 1968 

1954 
Year Ending June 30 

19600 1966 1968 
Pe r cent Change 

1 95~ 1968 1960- 1968 1966-1968 

(Million Dollara) 
U.S. - . - - . - --._--_ .. .. . --- - Z.935 .9 4 . 5 16.8 6.680 . 9 6,3 15.1 115.1 39.8 - ,., 
Welt No rth Central .--_ .. . _-_ .... 52:4.7 998. 1 1.785.3 1. 5 78 .9 ZOO.9 58.Z - 11.6 
NEBRASKA -- - - - - - -- - - --- - - - - n .8 135.4 Z3Z.3 2:Z9.5 ZI 5.Z 69.5 - I.Z 
MinnelQt~ •• - - - - - . . - - - . . . . - - - 87 .4 156.5 Z40.5 ZZ6.3 158.9 H.b - ,., 
lowa · - --· ··- --_ . . --_ .. . .. - 103.8 ZI1.0 4z6.1 39Z.3 Z77 .9 85.9 - 7.' 
Milsouri - - ••• - • - - • • - - - - - - -- - 8 1.0 ISO.9 Z04.3 174.1 114. 9 15.4 .14. 8 
North Dakota - - ---- _ . . _--_. -- - 54.8 85.7 2:05.6 165.6 ZOZ.Z 93.Z -1 9.5 
South Dakota - •••• - - - • • - - - - - •• - 31.6 33.1 84.3 95.1 ZOO.9 187.3 + 1Z.8 
Kanl~S - - - - - • • • - - - - • • - - - - - •• 93 .3 Z2:5.5 392:.2: 296.0 Z17.3 3 1. 3 - 2:4.5 

f-- - ------ - -- ---- --- --- Pe rcentage --- ------ --
Welt North Cent ral a. Pe r cent of U.s . Total 17 .9 ZZ.I Z6.7 Z5.0 (39.71 (13.11 ( - 6 .4) 
Nebraska a. Percent of Regional Total 13 .9 13.6 13.0 14 . 5 1 4.31 ( 6.61 (t 11.51 

Figures In parentheses in la s t two lines are 
same linea. 

percent changes for lpecified years in ~ ahown In preceding columns of the 

Sou r ce: ~ Va lues, U.S. Agricultural EXPOrt Share. ~ Region !!!.!! State, .E.!.!..£!.! Yea r, 1968, Economi c Relearch Service. 
USDA, Table 2:. Percentage I computed . Bu r eau of Bu.lnell Relearch . Comparative percentage s compute d fr om data 
in Ilmila r USDA report . Filcal, 1966. (See Busineas in Nebralka. March 17 .1967.) 



be noted in pro po rtions of farm exports sold under government· nificantly to this agricultural trade balance and has maintained a 

financed prog rams and those exported through commercial sales. high le vel of farm exports at a tim e when many states in the re­

In Nebras k a . f or example. commercial sales declined 6.50/0 in gion have shown conspicuous decreases. r eflects the indefatigable 

dollar v o lum e . whereas government program expo rts increased effo rts of many people. including in particular the Nebraska crop 

16 . 1%. This was in contrast to the region in which declines were producing and marketing a s sociations and the leading farm organ­

fairly evenly distributed between the two categories. 11.9%. and izations . 

10.8%. respe ctively. In South Dakota the 58. 8% gai n in exports un- Nebraska Exports ~ Japan 

der government programs was responsible f o r that state 's record 

as the only one in the region which showed an overall increase. In 

the nation as a whole commercial exports de clined somewhat more 

than in Nebraska (7% compared to 6.5%). but c onsiderably less 

than in the regio n . In government-finance d program sales. how­

ever. the nation had a slight decrease (less than 1%). compared to 

the region ' s decline of almost 12%. and Ne bras ka's inc rease o f 

ove r 16%. 

C ommerce. the monthly publication of the Chicago Chamber of 

Commerce. in a recently published report. shows that Nebraska 

exports to Japan amounted to 59.6 million dollars in 1966 and ac­

counted for 6.890 jobs. As indicated in Table III. total sales to 

Japan of both farm and factory products from 12 midwestern state s 

a mounted t o almost three quarters of a billion d ollars in 1966. the 

latest year for which detailed figures are available. 

Agricultural Trade Balance 

In fiscal 1968. for the first time in m ode rn hi sto ry. the estimated 

$1.7 billion surplus in agricultural trade was r e sponsible for the 

entire surplus in the nation's overall trade balance. Although 

foreign agricultural trade accounts for le ss than 20% of total U.S. 

trade. the favo rable balance has for s om e y ears been playing an 

increasingly important role. That Nebraska has contributed sig-

According to Nelson Stitt. Director of the U .S . -Japan Trade 

Council. the total is known t o have been considerably higher last 

y ear and he predicts that by 1975 the Japanese market for mid­

western products will amount to at least one and a quarter billio n 

do llars and should be providing a livelihood for approximately 

140 . 000 men and women. 

Figu r e s made available last month reve al that the value of 196 8 

U.S. farm exports to Japan was s e cond only to the $942 million 

TABLE II 
VALUE OF EXPORT SHARES OF AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES. U.S .• WEST NORTH CENTRAL REGION. AND STATE 

BY PRINCIPAL TYPES OF EXPORT. FISCAL 1968 

(Millions of Dollars) 
U.S. 1.192.5 85.0 1.000.3 750.7 370.2 115.7 104.4 111.3 143.9 6. 315.1 - 5.5 

Govt. Program 704.6 62.5 11 9 .9 112.0 110.3 1.8 20.1 1.602.5 - 0.8 
Commercial 487.9 22.5 880.4 750.7 258.2 5.4 104.4 109.5 123.8 4.712.6 - 7.0 

West North Central 496.0 32.4 356.4 258.3 83.1 34.6 44.5 40.0 62.9 1.578.9 -11.6 
Govt. Program 293.2 23.7 41.6 26.7 32.8 0.8 8.7 443.3 -10.8 
Commercial 202.8 8.7 314.8 25 8 .3 56 .4 1.8 44 .5 39.2 54.2 1.135.6 -11.9 

Minnesota 22.7 8 . 8 49. 9 53.3" 22.6 19.6 6.6 5.9 9.2 226.3 - 5.9 
Govt. Pro gram 13.4 6.4 3.4 7.1 18.6 0.1 1.3 51.9 + 7.7 
Commercial 9.3 2.4 46.5 53.3 15.5 1.0 6.6 5.8 7.9 174.4 - 9.3 

Iowa 1.2 2.0 118.6 112.6 60.5 6.9 17.5 12.7 24.6 392.3 - 7.9 
Govt. Pro gram 0.7 1.5 8.3 19.6 6.5 0.2 3 .4 41.4 - 0.7 
Commercial 0.5 0.5 110.3 112.6 40. 9 0.4 17.5 12.5 21.2 350.9 - 8.7 

Missouri 42.9 7.5 27.0 57.1 2 .2 4.3 4.3 6.0 174.1 -14.8 
Govt. Program 25.4 5.5 2 .5 2.1 0.1 0. 8 39.6 - 2.5 
Commercial 17.5 2.0 24.5 57.1 0.1 4 . 3 4.2 5.2 134.5 -17.8 

North Dakota 127.6 9.7 3.0 0.6 0.3 0.6 0.6 165.6 -19.5 
Govt. Program 75.4 0.1 0.6 0.1 78.7 -14.4 
Commercial 52.2 9.6 3.0 0.3 0.6 0.5 86.9 -23.6 

South Dakota 53.7 13.2 4.5 1.6 2.6 2.0 3.8 95.1 +12.8 
Govt. Program 31.7 1.2 1.5 0.1 0 . 5 36.2 +58.8 
Commercial 22.0 12.0 4.5 0.1 2.6 1.9 3.3 58.9 - 4.2 

Kansas 177 .6 11.6 4 9. 1 14.3 2.0 4.2 4.6 6.0 296.0 -24.5 
Govt. Program 105.0 8.5 1l.7 1. 9 0.1 0. 8 132.1 -32.9 
Commercial 72.6 3 .1 37.4 14.3 0.1 4.2 4.5 5.2 163.9 -16.0 

--- ---- ---- --- ----- -----"- ---- ---- -Pe r centage- - "--- -----
West No rth Central 

Region as Percent 
41.6 35.6 of U.S. T otal 38.1 34.4 22.4 2 9.9 42.6 35. 9 43 . 7 25.0 - 6 .4 

Nebraska as Percent 
of West North 
Central Region 14.2 7.7 24.9 5.2 4. 9 20.2 24.8 20.2 14.5 + 11.5 

Source: Same as Table 1. Percentage computations by Bureau of Busine ss Research. 

-2-



bought by that country in 1966. Part of last year's volume was U N I V E R SIT Y o F NEBRASKA NEW S 
attributed to Japanese stockpiling in anticipation of the U.S. dock 

strike which began last December 20. but competitive prices and 

qualities of our products also constituted a major factor. The 

outlook for 1969. however. is for much greater competition from 

other nations in the Japanese market. 

Nebraska has shared in exports of the category which showed 

the most dramatic growth in recent years - corn and grain sor­

ghum and other feed grains. Total national sales in this category 

boomed from 2 million dollars in 1960 exports to Japan to 240 

million dollars in 1966. The sharp increase in demand for feed 

grains reflects the greatly accelerated demand for meat as the 

Japanese living standard improves. 

Of the 12 states in the midwestern area. Nebraska was in sixth 

place in total exports to Japan. accounting for over eight percent 

of the total. Illinois. with 19.2 percent. ranked first. followed by 

Published three times in January, February, Septem~r, October, and Decem~r, and 
twice in other months, by the University of Nebraska Ollice of Publications, Nebrasu 
Hall, Lincoln, Nd rash 68508. Second class postage paid at /.incaln. Nebraska. 

Vol. 48 Lincoln. Nebr .• June 16. 1969 No. 28 

BUSINESS IN NEBRASKA 
bublished monthly by the 

University of Ne raska ColI~e of Business Administration 
Dr. C. S. iller, Dean 

BUREAU OF BUSINESS RESEARCH 
309·10 Social Science Building, City Campus, Lincoln , Nebraska 

Member. Associated University Bureaus of BUSiness and Economic Research 
Director Dr. E. S. Wallace 
Associate Director Dr. Edward L. Hauswald 
Statisti cia n Dr. Alfredo Roldan 
Editorial Ass istant Mrs. Dorothy Switzer 

Graduate Research Assistants 
Michael Cleary David Habr Fred Schroede r 

BUSINESS IN NEBRASKA is issued as a public service of thr llnivenity and mailed 
free upon requesi. Material published herein may ~ reprinted with proper credit. 

Ohio. Kansas. Iowa. and Indiana. Impetus from a Nebraska trade which they would have n o c ontr o l; should this happen. the mid­

mission to Japan plus a visit by Governor Tiemann and James western states might find the ir Japanese and o ther foreign mar-

Monroe. Director of the Department of Economic Development. kets for feed grains. machinery and tools. and chemicals sharply 

should increase the state's share of midwestern exports in the curtailed. Expanding on the effects of U. S. trade restrictions. he 

future. 

With a gross national product larger than West Germany's. 

Japan's economy is now the third largest in the world and the 

nation is second only to Canada as a customer for U.S. products. 

It has been pointed out that underpinning the Japanese market for 

midwest exports is a standard of living that has already become 

one of the world's leaders and a growing population that can be 

expected to grow from today's 100 million to 116 million in 1986. 

with an increase in the number of families from 24 to 35 million.
l 

Anticipated growth of export business with Japan is predicated 

on the assumption that the protectionists who have been making 

demands on Congress for restrictions in trade do not succeed. 

U.S. imports would be stringently controlled through a variety of 

points out that it is an elemental economic fact that each nation 

must export in order to obtain the foreign exchange with which to 

pay for imports. hence Japan and other nations obviously will be 

less able to buy our products if the U.S. imposes sharp restric­

tions on imports. In Mr. Stitt's opinion such restrictions would 

ultimately depress a large segment of midwestern farm and indus­

trial production. particularly with respect to exports to Japan. 

Under a Japanese policy initiated in 1967. purchases of farm 

products from developing countries have been stimulated through 

bilateral arrangements. Seeking to diversify sources of supply 

and to adjust the balance of trade. Japan has given special encour­

agement to purchases from several East African countries and 

from such countries as Cambodia. Thailand. and Indonesia. Thus 

quotas if the protectionists prevail. In this event. reports Mr. it is felt that Japan. having opened the door for increased farm 

Stitt. retaliation could be expected as authorized under the Gen- imports from other countries. could partially close the door on 

eral Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. the rules regulating inter- U.S. farm products if stringent protectionist rates are established. 

national commerce among most of the noncommunist countries. Due to last year's near-record world crops of wheat and feed 

The Director of the U.S.-Japan Trade Council believes that U.S . grains and a variety of world events that could have unfavorable 

import quotas would lead to retaliation that would make American consequences. many agriculturists have been predicting decreased 

exporters vulnerable to a worldwide process of restriction over demand abroad for U.S. products. Aggressive promotion efforts 

and sophisticated marketing techniques may of course enable any 
l"The Midwest's Stake in U.S.-Japan Trade." Nelson A. Stitt. 
Commerce. Chicago Chamber of Commerce. Sept .• 1968. given state to secure more than its proportional share of whatever 

TABLE III 
TO JAPAN OF TWELVE MIDWESTERN STATES 

AND EMPLOYMENT GENERATED 

96.2 13.3 11.911 14.3 
74.9 10.4 7.988 9.6 

132.4 18.3 15.997 19.2 
46.7 6.5 4.476 5.4 
14.8 2.0 1,814 2.2 
46.6 6.5 6,428 7.7 
81.3 11.2 9,618 11.6 
51.9 7.2 5.560 6.7 
12.8 1.8 1,368 1.6 

4.4 0.6 541 0.6 
59.6 8.2 6.890 8.3 

101. 7 14.1 10,614 12.8 
723.3 83.205 

Derived and computed from Table II. "The Midwest 
Stake in U.S.-Japan Trade." Commerce. Chicago 
Chamber of Commerce. Sept •• 1968, p. 44. 

foreign business there may be . There is evidence that Nebraska's 

excellent record in fiscal 1968 was due principally to such efforts. 

Although the dock strike earlier this year has had unfavorable 

consequences. many Nebraskans are united in an all-out attempt 

to maintain a high level of exports despite the national outlook for 

continued decline in foreign trade in farm products. 

DOROTHY SWITZER 

REVIEWS IN BRIEF 

International Business and Foreign ~. Edited by Lora Jeanne 
Wheeler. Gale Research Co .• Book Tower. Detroit. 1968. 
bound. $8.75. 

Hard-

This volume edited by the librarian of the American Institute of 

Foreign Trade appears to be a rather complete compendium of 

published sources of information - economic. social. and technical 

- that deal with the accepted procedures and policies for the effec-

tive conduct of business with other countries. Sources cited in-

elude books. pamphlets. and government publications which report 

-3-
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MEA • U R 8 E I It A S • A I U s • • • • 
--Busine .. Summary 

ity fell more than expected . Only calh farm marketings showed 

notable and favorable month·to - month gains. 

Generally. the State'. bu.inell activi ty in Marc;h Wlol well above Retailel'S uported April . 1969, .a. le a ... a about 10 pe r cent above 

that of Lalt year. A l) percent ri le in phYlical volume combined the lame month last year . Nearly all the townl for which adO! ­

with the well - known riae in level of p r ices t o eHect an overall quate r eports are available r ecorde d lignific&nt gains Ove r last 

dolla r vo lume inc rea If! o f 30 percent. A large increase in con- year. Hard goodl item s were we ll aheio-d of lOft goods items in 

. truc t ion activity wal the major !iI.cto r in the overall. year -to - the year-to-year gain •. Automotive and hardware dealeu re ~ 

year gilin. Employment level! we r e notilbly higher in 1969 than JlQrted the argeat gains. Farm equipment dealera and va.riety 

in 1968. Manufae t uring employment Wila nearly 5 pe r eent higher atores reJlQr ted levela of . ales below that o f lalt year . lndivid ~ 

ilnd o ther employment a howed a gain of 4 pereent. ually , the towns s howed the large . t gaina in the hard good, eat-

Seasonally, however, from Februa ry to Mareh the level of aetiv- egodes. 

All figures on thia page are adjuated l or aeasonal ehangel , whi<:h m eans that the month~to-month ratioa are relative to the normal 
o r expeeted e ha nges. F igu res in Table I (exeept the fiut line) a re adjulted where appr opriilte for pr iee ehanges. Gasoline la le s 
fo r Nebr u ka are for road use only; for the United States they are p roduetion in the previous month. R. L . BUSBOOM 

I . NEBRASKA il nd th e UNITED STAT E S 11. PHYSICAL VOLUME OF BUSIN ESS 
Pereentage of 1948 Ave r age .. " .. ,. Y"'""o ~ -':'00" Neb r aska U . S. 

U.S. 
Month 

Busine ss Indi<:ator s U . U.s. 1968 -69 1968 . 69 

~oll .. o( 370,4 390 .9 130.2 111.2 99.9 100 .2 Mareh ~6~ :~ " . 
Volwne of 223.9 238 . 1 113.3 105.5 96.9 99.4 April U.S.7 

M.y Z04.0 2Z7 .4 
~nk debit s (<;; heeka, ete.) 248.5 393.3 105.2 115.2 96 .4 97.9 June 2 12.8 228 .1 

~~!:;i:i ~;i~-I" iletivity 
417.0 174.4 242.3 104.3 99 .2 100.1 July 211.8 230.8 
150 .7 183. 1 100.4 97.6 93.0 97.9 August 2 16.7 280.7 

r;:h-f~r.m . aalea 
402 .8 502.6 103.1 103.1 97.9 98 .1 September 2 13.2 U.7.9 
216 .8 162.5 107.7 10 1.6 135.7 98.7 Oetober 209.8 232 .6 
404.9 497.1 123.7 110.2 94.4 99.3 'November lOlA 23 1.1 
165 .6 160.9 107.1 107 .9 95.6 96.5 Deeembe r 203.6 232 .9 
179.8 131,4 104.7 103.1 10l.b 100.3 January Z16.1 232.7 

~"I" :::: 1 7~:~ I::: 103 .5 10 1.3 100.2 February 231.1 239.6 
100.5 65.2 100.1 Mareh 223.9 238.1 

ill. RETAIL SALES lor Seleeted Clhea. Total, Hard Goods, ilnd Soft Goods Stores. Hard Goocll lndude a utomobile, building 
milterid, furniture, hardware, equipment. Solt Gooch indude food, gaaollne, department, elothing, and miseeUaneous stores 

APR' Percent of Sam, P.rcen~ 01 P e r eent 0 Sa..n,e Pereent of 
),foftth a Tear A lo Precitdl..nl MoDlh a Year Alo Precedlnl 

No. of ...... .... ...... No. of ... ... s ... Moftth 

City Reports T otal """". 0004. T otal City Report. T ot al 00 .... 00 .... Total 
THE STAT '" 1 10 .2 Ill .S 109.0 103.5 Fremont " 111.4 110 .9 111.8 9 4.3 

I 
Fairbury Z3 125.8 146.4 102.6 100.9 

Om ... " 1 15 .4 119.0 I ll,4 100.1 No r folk " IIl .4 Il4.8 101.1 10 5.9 
Lineoln 6J 1 11 .5 11 2.7 110.6 98.7 Seonlbluff 33 11 3. 7 Ill.O 106.Z 74.7 
G r and II land 28 1 17.5 I l4.S 111.0 12b.Z Colwnbus Z3 10 i".I 122.0 108.0 107.7 
H.utlngs I " 12S.S 14S.S 11 1.1 137. 5 Me Coo k 16 106.6 IIZ.4 108.8 9 l. Z 
North P latte 16 177.1 244.6 114.1 11 6 .6 York " I IZ .6 104.5 100.3 IIZ.3 

IV RETAIL SALES Other CltlU and Rural Counhe l . V RETAIL SALES by Subgroup. for the Stste and Major Dlvluons . . 
APR No. of P e reent o f P a r c •• t of 

Report. Sam. ....... P ... ee4lo1 
Loeality • A Yea r Alo .. oot. 

Kearney " 117. 8 110.0 
Allianee " Ii 3.7 140.b 
Nebraska City 20 96.1 I B .7 
Broken Bow II 106.4 IZ& . ) 
Falls City 16 107.0 103 .Z 
Holdrege 13 118,4 100 .7 
Chadron 20 104,4 10 3 .Z 
Be iltriee 17 1 15. 1 95.5 
Sidney Z4 1 12.0 107.4 

o. Sioux City 7 104.Z 139.& 

Antelope , S3.0 130.7 
Call " 99. 3 113.0 
Cwning II 77. 8 91.3 
Sand HiUs • • ZO 100.l 86.7 
Dodge··· 10 100.4 109.7 
Franklin , 10 7 .6 108.4 
Holt 13 L IZ.S IZ3.Z 
Silundera 14 121.0 105. 7 
Thayer 8 105.6 93.0 
Mile. countier J6 99.4 95.1 

•• Hooke r , Gr;!.nt . Dawel , C he rry, and Sheridan Countlel 
••• Outaide Pl'indpal City 

APR P e reaftt . 01 Same Month . Year Ago 
Om ........ Other Rural Type o f Store Nebl'a.ka 

Lincoln Cltiu Counties 
ALL STORES .... 110.2 112. 8 110.6 1~~.9 
Selected Servieea 11 3 .0 11& .1 109.8 1 13.0 
Food s tore s 109 .0 10S .4 10 9 .Z 109.3 

Groceries and meats 1I2 .Z I IZ.7 1l !. 7 1 12.2 
Eating a nd drinking pI. 10 !. b 95.7 IOb.7 IOZ.5 
Dairies and other foods 11 1 .4 IZO.S 10!.& Ill.Z 

Equipment 105.7 95.Z 117.8 104 .2 
Building mate r ial 115.5 101.0 IIZ .& 132 .8 
Hardware dealers 117.4 109.7 130.4 IIZ .1 
Farm equipment 98.4 93.4 104.4 97 .3 
Hom e equipment 100.0 72.6 14Z.& 84 .8 

Automotive .tores 118.6 134.2 119.7 10Z .0 
Automotive dealers IZO .9 137.0 119.6 106. 1 
Serviee I tation. 11 3.7 IB. I IlO.1 9S.0 

Mileellaneous I tore l 108.0 III. 7 104.8 107.4 
Gener ;!.1 merehandil e 11&. 8 IZ8.0 110.0 lilA 
Variety Itore l 98.& 90.5 10Z.0 103.3 
Appa rel Itore s IOZ.4 102.7 105.5 99.0 
Luxury gooda s t orea 109.1 103 . 9 98.0 I lSA 
Drug slores 10l.Z 10& .6 97 .7 9904 
Othe r . tores 107.b 115.1 104.4 103.3 

•••• Not lndudlng Selected 5 erviees 

-.-



II E A S U R N G N 

220 

200 

180 

160 

140 

E 8 R ASK A 8 U S 

NORFOLK . .. .. . 
KEARNEY .... . . 
UNCOLN .......•... 
CHADRON ..... . 
MCCOOK ...... . 
(STATE) .•. ... . 
NORTH PLATTE. 

BRASKA CITY. 
SO. SIOUX CITY ..... . 
BEATRICE ........• . 
SIDNEY ....... . 
OMAHA ....... . 
FREMONT ..... . 
FALLS CITY ... . 
FAIRBURY ......... . 
HOLDREGE ... . . 
GRAND ISLAND .. 
HAST INGS . . .. . . 
BROK EN BOW .. . 
ALUANCE ......... . 
YORK ........ . 

COT TSBLUFF ..•.... 
COLUMBUS . .... 

N E s 5 

Figures on this page are not adjusted for seasonal changes nor foe price changes. Building activity includes the effects of past 
as well as present building permits. on the theory that not all building is completed in the month the permit is issued. R. L. B. 

VI. CITY BUSINESS INDICATORS 

105. 110.3 110.2 105 1 94.7 113.5 
110.6 64.0 115.1 102.3 107.4 78 .8 Ill. 9 
107.9 Ill. 7 115.4 103 . 1 101.6 94.9 101.7 
113 .2 136.6 111.5 110.8 107.9 92.1 131.2 
109.9 64.1 117.5 116.7 91.8 97.9 101.5 

99.2 20.5 128.5 97.3 89.9 92.4 106.6 130.4 
115.6 32.0 111.4 95.7 NA 99.6 106.0 NA 
85.2 151 .4 177 .1 108.1 107.5 104.1 105.0 97. 9 

112 . 5 779.1 117 .8 107.6 114.4 101.9 93.4 NA 
77.4 51.8 113.7 109.1 101.7 53.0 98.2 122 .1 

123.5 105.5 112.4 115.5 96.4 110.4 123.4 132 .9 
NA NA 110.1 107.9 109.2 NA NA 91.5 

117.2 34.4 106 .6 103.2 90.6 NA 111. 8 113.0 
109.2 49.4 112 .0 104.3 98.4 89.4 161.8 NA 

95.2 75.8 113.7 103.0 93.2 104.7 98.0 98.0 
114.1 53.8 96.1 109.0 109.9 107.1 98.9 NA 
121.0 26.8 104.2 92.6 138.2 NA 101.2 NA 
103.3 36.1 112.6 118.4 92.8 75 .3 85.4 111.6 
106.6 71.4 107 .0 104.2 122.7 102 .5 98 . 9 95.4 
104.2 94.2 125.8 102.8 NA 97.4 100.0 101.6 
104.2 69 .0 118.4 108.8 118.0 88.3 95 .7 97.1 

57.3 108.7 104.4 109.4 98.2 109.4 110.9 NA 
111.5 18.6 106.4 107.3 88.8 102.6 96.1 85.3 

104. 1 113.8 105.0 93.3 77.8 110 .0 87.2 
106.9 93.8 99.0 98.6 61.1 108.1 106.1 
104.9 89.8 102.1 92.3 95.7 101.0 113.0 
111.4 93.7 100.8 95.9 68.7 109.6 75.6 
112 .7 Ill. 3 129.4 86.3 84.5 100.4 86. 7 
106.2 110.2 142.0 92.3 43.2 146 .0 99.0 78.0 
104.5 106.2 96.1 89.1 NA 104.8 95.4 NA 
108.5 103.6 120.1 96.2 71.5 177.5 103.0 121.4 
108 .3 287.3 113.0 125.6 67.4 150.0 83 .7 NA 

88.9 103.4 76.9 82.7 70.5 88.8 129.7 91.7 
124.6 86 .2 108.3 88.4 48.8 114.7 94.8 117 .9 

NA NA 110.5 87.9 59:4 NA NA NA 
108.1 72.0 93.1 94.8 52.7 NA 92.0 105.1 
107.5 91.7 110.2 103.6 70.2 137 .5 57.4 NA 

98.5 77.3 143.7 102.0 64.6 152.7 93.1 93.3 
114.2 125.5 125.4 109.3 86.0 134.2 83.8 NA 
"%.8 208.2 142.2 104.5 76 .9 NA NA NA 

100.4 81.9 lI5.7 109.3 45.0 117.6 79.8 119.1 
103.5 171.9 105.5 90.2 77.1 118.6 100.1 115.4 
108.2 197.7 103.7 89.5 NA 109.1 94.1 116 . 1 

97.5 120.7 102.6 95 . 1 68.5 163.3 103.3 119 .7 
54.5 147.1 105.2 110.0 62.0 115.0 104.7 NA 
96.0 309.1 130.0 92.0 56.0 139.2 83.7 94.7 
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REVISED 1967 POPULATION ESTIMATES 
In making 1968 county and city population estimates it was nec­

essary to change slightly the methodology used, since the head tax 

has been repealed and is no longe r available as one of the indi­

cators. In connection with publication of 1968 estimates in our 

April issue it was stated that some previous estimates would be 

recalculated using the new method and that if substantial differ­

ences were indicated previous estimates would be revised. 

This process has been completed for the year 1967. In only 22 

of the state's 93 counties was the difference more than 20/0, and in 

only 8 of these 22 was the difference more than 300 people. The 

old and new figures and percentage and numerical differences are 

shown in the accompanying table. Figures for the other counties 

are available upon request. 

It will be noted that 14 of the 22 counties show lower population 

under the new method, while in 8 the revised estimate is higher. 

It will also be noted that only 9 of the 22 are counties with more 

than 10,000 population. The 5 counties with more than a 50/0 dif­

ference are all under 10,000. Of these 5 counties three show high­

er population under the new method and 2 lower. 

The state total produced by the revised method for 1967 is al­

most identical with our 1968 estimate, indicating that the small 

COMPARlSON OF ORlGINAL 1967 POPULATION ESTIMATE 
WITH 1967 ESTIMATE MADE BY 1968 METHODS 
COUNTIES WITH MORE THAN 20/0 DIFFERENCE 

0/0 Difference 
Original New Differ- in No. of 

1967 1967 ence People 

Adams 32,272 31,269 -3.1 - 1,003 
Antelope 9,253 9,455 +2.2 + 202 
Arthur 666 704 +5.7 + 38 
Banner 1,121 1,084 -3.4 - 37 
Blaine 8,391 8,238 -6.8 - 153 
Boyd 3,687 3,964 +7.5 + 277 
Brown 4,254 4,422 +3.9 + 168 
Chase 3,854 3,976 +3.1 + 122 
Cheyenne 12,344 12,802 +3.7 + 458 
Dakota 13,538 13,244 -2.2 - 294 
Hitchcock 4,368 4,170 -4.6 - 198 
Logan 917 1,003 +9.3 + 86 
Merrick 8,517 8,309 -2.5 - 208 
Nance 5,507 5,316 -3.5 - 191 
Platte 26,677 25,856 -3.1 - 821 
Red Willow 13,477 13,130 -3.3 - 347 
Sarpy 56,574 55,095 -2.7 - 1,479 
Saunders 17,482 17,131 -2.1 - 351 
Scotts Bluff 38,180 36,806 -3.6 - 1,374 
Seward 15,586 15,060 -3.4 - 526 
Sherman 4,900 5,026 +2.5 + 126 
Wheeler 1,184 ~ -7.4 - 87 ---
State Total 1,521,654 1,501,513 -1.2 -20,141 

decline in the state's population may have come a year earlier new methodology, it has been decided that no additional calcula-

than shown in our original estimates. tions of estimates for previous years will be made. 
In view of the rather insignificant differences resulting from the 

E. S. W. 

(Continued from page 3) pear to merit. Value of this nationwide study to any businessman 

on economic conditions in the countries of the world; statistical who is interested in leased-department retail business is enhanced 

bulletins issued by governments, together with handbooks of rele- by 36 statistical tables that give specific empirical information, 

vant information; and yearbooks surveying economic, political, and 

social affairs of the world. D. S. 

selected comments from actual leased department managers, and 

straightforward analysis and interpretation of the data by the 

Guidelines for Appraising Condominiums, IAAO Monograph No.2, authors. 
Publication Department, International Association of Assessing 

D. S. Officers, 1313 East 60th Street, Chicago, 60637. Paperback, $3.00. 

The increase in construction of condominiums during the past OVERSEAS TRADE POINTS WAY TO JOBS FOR SMALL FIRMS 

ten years has introduced a number of diverse problems in assess- The U. S. Department of Commerce is launching a new program 

ing such developments for tax purposes, for the condominium has that could help thousands of small firms located in lagging areas 

many characteristics peculiar only to itself. to increase their sales, add to their profits, and create new jobs. 

The International Association of Assessing Officers has pub- The program deals with aiding companies to sell their products 

lished a monograph entitled "Guidelines for Appraising Condomin- overseas, thus strengthening the economies of the firm and the 

iums" which treats the problems and techniques involved in the community. 

assessment of condominiums. The booklet describes the char- Many small businessmen feel that foreign trade is reserved for 

acteristics of a condominium and outlines its advantages and dis - industrial giants. Not so, according to the Commerce Department, 

advantages. Enabling acts and bylaws are discussed, as well as which offers a wide range of services to firms of all sizes. Many 

the assessor's policy governing assessment of condominiums and of these aids are designed to help the small businessman sell 

various methods of assessment. abroad by mail while sitting in his own office. 

Included in the 38-page monograph are charts which illustrate For example, the department maintains trade centers and con-

the valuation methods discussed, plus a sample ownership act, ducts special traveling shows where products are displayed to 

examples of bylaws and two pertinent FHA forms. 

D. S. 

Leased Departments ~ Discount Merchandising, James R. Lowry, 
William R. Davidson, Ohio State University, Columbus, Ohio, 1967. 
Hardbound, $6.50. 

The authors undertake to assemble and analyze information on 

important aspects of the leased department in American discount 

stores - its growth and future directions, operating practices and 

standards, costs and productivity, and relations with lessors. This 

book meets a need in the study of marketing because the discount 

store's indispensable component, the leased department, has not 

had the attention that its vigorous rise and significance would ap-

foreign buyers. Another service is provision of trade lists which 

include the names of foreign companies interested in purchasing 

various types of products. The cost of the lists to the businessman 

is $1 for each country. 

To boost foreign sales of small firms, the department has a 

special adviser to deal solely with the export problems of limited­

size companies. 

Employees in field offices of the Department of Commerce are 

available to provide step-by-step assistance to firms of all sizes 

that want to enter the foreign trade field. The office of field serv­

ices for Nebraska is located at 911 Walnut Street, Kansas City, 

Missouri 64106. 
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