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I. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this report is to examine several interrelated economic factors influencing 

growth within the York River Watershed Region (hereinafter referred to as the Region). The 

Region consists primarily of eleven counties: Caroline, Gloucester Hanover James City, King 

and Queen King William, Louisa, ew Kent, Orange Spotsylvania and York. The City of 

Williamsburg is also mcluded separately due to its significance and frequent listing as an 

independent city within the Region. The City of Williamsburg falls into both James City and ork 

Counties; thu , figure for Williamsburg are occasionally combined with York or James City 

County figure 

The primary typ of data examined in this report are population demographics economic 

indicators, and fi cal conditions. Population demographics include: population growth patterns 

within the Region and the type of population moving in and out of the Region according to age 

group, hou ehold type, and race. An important economic indicator i re idential versu 

comm rcial and industrial development as indicated by the number of re idential building p nnits 

issued and commuting patterns. 0th r economic indicator include: per capita personal income, 

tran fer payments unemployment rates, the number of employee by indu try and emplo e 

earnings by indu try. Fi cal condition pertain to government revenues and exp nd"tures, and 

ta: able ale . 
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II. POPULATION

General Population Growth Tr nd 

Population growth and bow to manage it effectively are at the ba e of any development 

goal or objective. In each of the twelve juri diction ' comprehen ive plan reviewed, population 

was the fir t i ue ddre ed. 

T ble 1 illustrat , the population of the juri diction within the Region have teadily 

been rising from l 70 to 1 90. urth rmor the growth rate within th Region during thi period 

w high r than that o th tate. Overall, growth\: ithin the Region incre d by 77% which wa 

more than doubl the tate incre of 3%. potsylv nia County experienced the high t growth 

rate of i5 % from 1970 to 19 , followed by Glouc ter (114%), ew ent (97%), Jame ity 

( -% and Hanover (6 %). can hile King and Queen County declin d by 2-% (Figure 1). 

Cepin ith ri in popul tion · in counti that ar largely rural and lack the infr tructure to 

upport th e gro\! th rate i princip I one m mona municipaliti . � ithin the Region. 

Populati n projection for 1 0 to _Q O prcdi t continued ri ing popul tion r te within 

the R i o -.: ·th growth rat oo e th 1r
0

uu rage (Tab! 2). The rate of population growth 

within th Re ion from 1 c proj ct d to incre by -1 % \: hil the tate gro,; th rate 

will be 11 %. pot 1 ania County' r pidl n mo population i predicted to continue from l O 

to_ at 3 rate of _%, \: · ll bo e b th the R ion and tat avera and th highe ·t in the 

Re
0ion i ure -)-

trate p t pre ent. and proj cted orowth in th Region from 1970 to _Q 0. 

It hiohlioh tho e ountie in the Re)on , ith igmficam population . The e countie include: 

Hano er. po yl ania. Gtouce ter. Jame Cit , and ork Counci . Th graph accentuates the 



contrast between population growth in these five counties and the other jurisdictions in the 

Region. Hanover County has consistently maintained the highest population within the Region 

and has grown at a fairly consistent rate. This trend is expected to continue. 

Population Demographics 

The highest growth rates in the Region from 1970 to 1990 were for ages 25 to 44 at 

140%, 65 years and older at 115%, and 45 to 64 at 74% (Table 3). General population 

demographics for individual counties are located in Appendix A. From 1970 to 1980 and from 

1980 to 1990 growth in both the 25 to 44 years age group and the 65 years and older populations 

was consistent and trong (Figure 4). Significant growth rate changes during the 1970 to 1990 

period occurred in the under 5 age group and those 18 to _4 years old. From 1970 to 19 0 the 

18 to 24 years population experienced a growth rate of 44% but this fell to only 4% in the 1980 

to 19 0 period. Meanwhile, the number of children 5 years old and under increa ed from a growth 

rate in the 1970 to 1980 time period of 9% to one of 9% from 19 0 to 1990. The e various 

trend seem to suggest that the Region's population is becoming increa ing compri ed of young 

families. Thi conclu ion 1 further upported by Table 3 which reveals that family hou eholds 

comprised a large percentage of total households in 1990. Meanwhile, the increa ing growth rates 

of tho e aged 4- to 64 year and 65 year and older are indicative of the nationwide trend toward 

increa e in older-aged population . 

Table 3 al o suggests a lack of diversity within the Region's overall population. Ju t as 

familie have grown to dominate the Region o too ha the white population. Figure 5 indicate 

that the white population within the Region ha far outgrown that of the black population and 

3 



other minorities. In everal of the localitie the black population has actually declined. Overall, 

the growth rate of the black population ha increased 1 % from 1970 to 1990. Meanwhile, the 

white population has incre ed 106% (Figure 6). 
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POPULATION 1970-1990 

1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 

Caroline 13925 16600 17904 18800 19217 
Gloucester 14059 17500 20107 26400 30131 
Hanover 37479 46300 50398 53100 63306 

James City 17853 19300 22339 25500 34859 
King& Queen 8039 5900 5968 6200 6289 
King William 7497 8300 9334 10000 10913 
Louisa 14004 16800 17825 18900 20325 

ew Kent 5300 7300 9800 10100 10445 

Orange 13792 16300 18063 19300 21421 
Spotsylvania 16424 23700 31995 36800 57403 
York 27762 30000 35463 39600 42422 

Williamsburg 9069 10000 10294 11300 11530 

Region Total 185203 218000 249490 276000 328261 

Region Average 15434 18167 20791 _3000 _7355 

Virginia 4651448 5056000 5346818 5702000 618735 

POPULATIO GROWTH RATES 

1970-75 1975- 0 19 0-85 19 5-90 1970- 0 19 0-90 1 70-90 

Caroline 0.19 0.08 0.05 0.02 0 29 0.07 0.38 

Glouce ter 0.-4 0.15 0.31 0.14 0A3 0.50 1.1 

Hanover o._4 0.09 0.05 0.19 0.34 0.26 0.69 

Jame City 0.0 0.16 0.14 0.37 0.-5 0.56 0.95 

King & Queen -0.27 0.01 0.04 0.01 -0._6 0.05 0.22 

King William 0.11 0.1- 0.07 0.09 o._s 0.17 0.46 

Loui a o._o 0.06 0.06 0.0 0.-1 0.14 0.4 

ew Kent 0.38 o. 4 0.0"' 0.03 0. 5 0.07 0.97 

Orange 0.1 0.11 0.07 0.11 0.31 0.19 o.;·

potsylvania 0.44 0. 5 0.1- o.-6 0.9- 0.7 2.50 

York 0.0 0.1 0.12 0.07 o._ o ... o 0.53 

William burg 0.10 0.03 0.10 o.o .. 0.14 0.1- 0.27 

Region 0.1 0.14 0.11 0.19 0.3 0.3- 0.77 

Virginia 0.09 0.06 0.07 0.09 0.15 0.16 0.33 

Source: Virginia Statistical b tract (1 9): Table 16.3 16._2, and 16._3 
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Table_ 

FUTURE POPULATION 2000-2030 

2000 2010 2020 2030 

Caroline 20503 21702 22901 24100 
Glouce ter 39042 46049 53056 60063 
Hanover 77978 93491 109004 124517 
James City 44273 54004 63735 73466 
King & Queen 6696 6997 7298 7599 
King William 1-686 141-7 15568 17009
Louisa 22591 24409 26227 28045 
New Kent 12597 14533 16469 18405 
Orange 24407 27009 29611 3_213 
Spotsylvania 76002 9004 1Q_006 115008 
York 49494 56000 6-506 69012
Williamsburg 12564 13_21 13878 14535 

Region Total 39 833 460546 522259 5 3972 
Region Average 33-36 3 379 43522 48664 

Virginia 6 96557 7451158 005759 8560360 

FUTURE POPULA TIO GROWTH RATE 

19 0--00 2000-10 -010--0 20-0-30

Caroline 0.07 0.06 0.06 0.05 
Glouce ter 0.30 0.18 0.15 0.13 
Hanover 0.23 o._o 0.17 0.14 
Jam City 0.27 o ___ 0.1 0.15 
King & Queen 0.06 0.04 0.04 0.04 
King William 0.16 0.11 0.10 0.09 
Louisa 0.11 0.0 0.07 0.07 

ew Kent 0.-1 0.15 0.1 0.1-
Orange 0.14 0.11 0.10 0.09 

potsylvania 0.32 0.17 0.15 0.13 
York 0.17 0.13 0.L 0.10 
Williamsburg 0.09 0.05 0.05 0.05 

Region 0.-1 0.15 0.13 O.L 

Virginia 0.11 0.0 0.07 0.07 

Source: Virginia Emplo ment Cammi ion 1 3) 
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FIGURE 2 

Projected Population Growth Rates 
1990-2000 
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Population Growth 
Past, Present and Projected 
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T1-\BLE 3 

GE RAL POPULA TIO D MOGRAPf-OC REGlO VERAGE 

ge Di tribution Growth Rate 

1970 19 0 1990 1970- 0 1 0-90 1970-90

Total Per ·on 15675 :2090 _73-5 0.33 0.31 0.75 

Under 5 years 1304 1422 0.09 0.39 0.51 
to 17 years 42 3 4732 0.11 0.10 0.22 

1 to -4 year l 3 _70 0.44 0.04 0.50 
25 to 4-4 years 3797 6077 0.60 0.50 1.40 
45 to 64 year 09 402 0.30 0.34 0.74 
6 - years and over 1336 l 42 0.4 0.4 1.15 

umber of Hou ehold · 

Total Hou ·ehold 9 -.. u
F:unily 745 
1 onfamily -107

Population by Ra e 

White 11L30 0.46 0. 1.01
Bia k 4440 0. 0 0.02 o.o_

Other 92 1.4 0.90 .70

10 
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FIGURE 5 

Population Growth by Race 
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Regional Growth by Race 
White versus Black 
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Ill. ECONOMIC INDICATORS 

Re idential ve u lndu trial and ommercial De elopment 

Often re idential growth within countie i a function of proximity to large metropolitan 

center located out ide the county border . The re ult i the development of "b droom 

communitie ", or large re idential r a where r id nts typically commute to the urrounding 

metropolitan center for work. 

T ble 4, 5 and 6 how the high degree of r sidential to nonr id ntial building permits 

ued in th Region from 19 0 to 1 . B t� en 19 0 and 1 0, th is uan of re idential 

permit in the R ion re,. by -_ % while m Vtr ini· it declin d by 11 % (Tab! 4). Table 5 

report a � _ % declin in the rate of nonr idential permi i u d in the Re ion, y t the tatc 

hawed an increa · of 1 %. T pi all , r id nti I building permit compris high percentage 

of the total num r of p rmit i u d for oth the R ion nd th 'tat Table , Fi ur 7). 

How ·er, th p re ntage of r id mial p rmit h m · d within th Re ion through th 19 O' 

from % in 19 0 t -% in 1 (Table n,. hil . th aw drop in the p re nta e 

of re id ntial p rmit ue from 

declin in th total num r of p rmit 

o in 1 0 to 7 % in 1 0. Imp rtant to not i the overall 

tat nd the R ion aft r 19 6 (Figur 

7 . 111· · tru for r idential nd nonre id ntial developm nt. Th d din i likely a function of 

the rec nt e anomic rec ion. 

The pr alence of re iden ommutin to ork ou ide of their counti i illu crated in 

Table 7 and . The p rcent of re ident in the Region or ·ng out ide their county averaged 

c and -q, for 1 and 1 • r p cti el,. The City of\, illiam ur which ha a d b  e 

of omm rcial d velopm nt.,. · th e. pti n with only_ c of the ,. ork fore in 1 0 workin 

1 



outside the jurisdiction. Orange County also had low percentages for 1980 and 1990 at 36% and 

46%, respectively (Table 8). 

Development that is primarily residential is at the core of many of the economic problems 

within these localities. The lack of commercial growth creates a weak economic tax base that 

cannot provide a strong infrastructure of roads, utilities, and community services. The dilemmas 

of a weak economic base are exacerbated as daily commuters and other residents spend money 

outside their jurisdictions. Furthermore, the increased traffic due to sprawling residential 

development and the lack of mass transit add to the need for expanded transportation networks. 

As Tables 7 and 8 show, the Region average for commuters driving alone was 63% in 1980 and 

rose to 77% in 1990. Region figures for tho e using public transportation wa 2% in 19 0 and 

1 % in 1990. 

The increased tax ba e nece sary to provide better public utilities i only po sible with 

increased industrial and commercial development. Therefore many of the comprehen ive plan 

for th Region's municipaliti outline the need to expand and diver ify their ta, ba e through the 

promotion of indu trial and commercial development. 

Per Capita Personal Income 

The actual per capita p r onal income for the Region fell behind that of the tate by over 

1 0 O in 1970 and 19 0 and over _ 000 in 1990 (Table 9 . Thi trend i expected to continue 

since the per capita income growth rate for the Region and the tate was roughly equal from 1980 

to 1990 at 25% and _6%, respecti'.ely. The county breakdown for 1990 per capita income how 

Hanover, ew Kent, and York Countie above per capita per onal income figure reported for 



the Region and Virginia. Figure for the three countie were $-1,395, 20,92 , and 20,687, 

r p ctively. Figur for the Region and the tate wer 17,465 and 19,701. ew Kent County 

experienced the greatest increase in per capita income from 1970 to 1990 at 100%. It climbed 

from the fourth lowe t regional incom figure in 1970 to the econd highe t in 19 0. Meanwhile, 

pot ylvania County exp ri need the lowe t region l growth rate from 1970 to 19 0 at 28%. In 

1 70, pot I ania had the cond highest p r c pita per anal income figure, ju t under Hanover 

County. In 1 , potsylvania dropp d to the eventh lowe t per capita p r on I income figure 

(Table Figure ). 

ran tr P m n 

Tran fer pa ments repre ent a i tan to indi idual through m an uch ocial 

e urity. Vv lfor to Famili ith D pend nt Children, and food 

tamp (T bl 10). When e. pr p rcenta0e o total p r anal incom . tran fer payment 

illu trace ho,. much of the total incom in juri diction i pro id d by the e agenci and 

programs. n vi ed in conjunction ·th other economic d ta the p m n provide in ight 

into th economic h Ith of n area. 

Tabl 11 indicate . tran fer p • men a p rcent ge of total p r nal income in the 

Re_ion were appro. im tel_ qual to tho e of the tat for 1 70, 1 O. nd 1 . On a county-

b_ -county · . howe er. th ariability \ much gr atcr. Th contribution f tran. f r pa men ts 

to th total p r anal income a con i tently the lowe t for Hano r County for the three year· 

tudi d. King \ illiam, po • l ania, and or Countie ere relati ely con i tent with re ional 

fi=ur for each of the three time p riod e:arnined. \: en ompared ·ilh the 19 0 nd 1 0 

16 



rates for the Region, transfer payments comprised a higher percentage of the total personal income 

for Caroline, Gloucester King and Queen, Louisa Orange and William burg/James City 

Counties. King and Queen County bad the highest percentages for 1980 and 1990 at 9% and 

21 %, respectively. 

Unemployment Rates 

From 1980 to 1991, the unemployment rates for the Region were similar to those for 

Virginia, differing by less than 1.0% for each year (Table 12). Meanwhile, the unemployment rates 

for the ation were 1.0 to 2.0% higher than rates reported for Virginia or the Region (Figure 9) 

Caroline, and King and Queen Countie consistently had the highest unemployment rates m the 

Region while unemployment rates for Gloucester, Hanover, ew Kent and York Counties 

remained below the Region average during the 1980's (Figure 10). 

umber of Employee b Industry and Emplo ee Earning by lndu try 

Those industnes within th Region experiencing the most growth from 1970 to 1990 with 

re pect to the total number of employee were: finance in urance and r al e tate ( 4-% ), 

wholesale trade ( ... 9% , con truction (29 %) and ervice (- 4%) (Table 13). imilar patterns 

e. · t in the tate. The number of employee in the farming industry within the Region e. peri nc d

a 37% decline between 1 70 and 1990 while the decline in irginia wa 36% for the ame period. 

The percentage of worker in the Region and Virginia in the variou sector were fairly similar 

from 19 0 to 199 ( ppendix B). 

17 



In temis of total employee earning by industry in the Region, the government sector had 

the highe t earning for 1970 and 1980. [n 19 however, ervice urpas ed the government in 

total earning . Titls is similar to trends statewide in which the total employee earnings in service 

industri urp d the govemm nt in 19 ( ppendix C). The highe t growth rate increases in 

employee earning for the Region from 1 70 to 19 0 were in whole le trade (325% ), services 

(247%), con truction (-27%) and finance, insurance, and real estate (1 1 %) (Table 14). In 

general, growth rat in employee earning in Virginia were much lower th n rates in the Region. 

Indu tries paying the hi hest 19 0 per apita wage in the Region were: m nufacturing 

(S O 5 ), tran portation and public utilitie ( 30 0 l ), mining ( 27,734), and wholesale trade 

($6, 7) (Tab! 1 -). Per capita wa e by indu try for 1970 and real growth in wage for 1970 

throu h 1 0 are in pp ndb: D. On tat wide cale the e ctor were al o top ranked, 

howe tended to b higher at the tate level in mining $45,50 ), 

transportati n and pub he utilitie 55 , nd whol al trad ( "" - 694). The c ception wa 

manufacturing t _ T . 

{any of th industri 'per pita wa within the Region nd the talc ctually declined 

fr m 1 70 to 1 O. urpri ingly. the high t rate of incr a e in p r capita\' a in the Region 

nd th tate" inf; rmin hich \' incr e o 0% nd 7% r pectiv ly (Table 16). Thi 

can be ttributed to th in th izc of farm. nd de rea c in the number of 

individual f rme 

1 

II 

II 
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TABLE 4 

RfjSIOE l'IAL BUILDING Pl:.RMrt ISSUl!O 

I IJHO 19 I 1982 1983 1984 1985 11> 6 1987 1988 1989 1990 

aroline 285 18 203 191 186 198 221 213 243 215 283 

louc · ter 406 394 420 888 927 911 909 448 317 199 229 

ltanovcr 460 261 322 524 744 1079 1471 1115 1275 995 836 

Jame:; 'ity 30 C)I 519 718 706 929 1347 l090 1000 709 419 

K111g Queen 64 55 60 79 97 80 82 (NA) 32 35 47 

King William 88 41 46 74 78 75 130 118 130 211 166 

Loui 21 220 219 228 206 354 381 268 315 351 411 

New Kent 9 74 70 126 152 135 213 209 185 158 122 

Or nge 164 137 122 214 223 271 252 313 300 353 298 

Spot ylvania 410 338 348 639 861 1265 1487 1838 1529 1742 970 

York 255 204 228 274 340 852 1050 611 696 551 403 

William burg 19 9 2 66 94 I09 84 66 41 40 27 

Region Total 2766 2307 2639 4021 461 6258 7627 6289 6063 5559 4211 

Regmn Ave 229 192 213 330 377 512 629 566 502 460 349 

Virginia 45821 37572 38411 3133 68997 73245 84044 68842 69997 56944 40560 

GROWIIIR TEINR· IDE TIALPERMITSIS UED 

19 0-81 19 1-82 1982-8 1983- 4 1984- 5 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88 1988-89 )989-90 1980-85 1985-90 1980-90 

-0.36 0.11 -0.06 -0.03 0.06 0.12 -0.04 0.14 -0.12 0.32 -0.31 0.43 -0.01

I uce1,1er .0 03 0.07 I.II 0.04 -0.02 -0.00 -0.51 -0.29 -0.37 0.15 1.24 -0.75 -0.44

II newer -0.4 0.23 0.63 0.42 0 45 0.36 -0.24 0.14 -0.22 -0.16 1.35 -0.23 0.82

Jame ity 0.2 0.33 0.38 -0.02 0.32 0.45 -0.19 -0.0 -0.29 -0.41 2.07 .0.55 0.38

King Queen -0.14 00 0. 2 0.23 -0.18 0.03 (NA) (NA) 0.09 0.34 0.25 -0.41 -0.27

King\ illiam -0.53 0 12 0.61 0.05 -0 04 0.73 -0.09 0.10 0.62 -0.21 -0.15 1.21 0.89

0.0 -0.!)0 0.04 -0.10 0.72 0.08 -0.30 0.1 0.11 0.17 0.65 0.16 0.92

-0.24 -0.05 0. 0 0 21 -0.11 0.5 -0.02 -0.11 -0.15 -0.23 0.38 -0.10 0.24

-0.16 -0. I I 0.75 0.04 .22 -0.07 0.24 -0.04 0.18 -0.16 0 65 0.10 0.82

-0.18 0.03 0. 4 0.35 0.47 0.18 0.24 -0.17 0.14 -0.44 2.09 -0.23 1.37

-0.20 0.12 0.20 0.24 1.51 0.23 -0.42 0.14 -0.21 -0.27 2.34 -0.53 0.58

William burg -0.5 . II -0.20 0.42 0.16 -0.23 -0.21 -0.38 -0.02 -0.33 4.74 -0.75 0.42

Rcgi n Ave - . 16 0.11 0.55 0.14 0.36 0.23 -0.10 -0.11 -0.08 -0.24 1.26 -0.33 0.52

Virginia -0.18 0.02 0.64 0.09 0. 6 0.15 -0.18 0.02 -0.19 -0.29 0.60 -0.45 -0.11

(N ) Data n I vailablc 
Sour e: Virginia tafo,ti · I Abstract ( 19 7 and I 992) 
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0 R • 'IOE I L 13Ull. G ·R 11TS IS U D

1980 I CJKI 19 2 1983 1984 J<JH5 19'6 1987 19 1989 1990 

Caroline 5 23 42 24 26 19 19 2 4 6 3 
(j!( UC. lcr 28 20 3·1 2·1 41 JI 22 IIJ 41 8 31 

I) 79 81 88 I tu 114 77 15 !09 141 115 
11 IJ IOIJ !00 168 6 6 19 18 14 9 16 

8 22 40 2 24 25 {NA) 11 37 48 

( ) I ( A) I I ( A) 3 5 I 4 

l..,11uisa 33 6 I') 7 12 15 13 9 22 13 16 
cw 1-:cnl 12 6 30 31 31 46 44 34 33 34 34 

Orun •c I I 1 19 I 16 37 34 51 57 33 
pcll,yl ,mi 107 I06 65 140 256 256 311 2 3 391 417 419 

Yori. 9(1 91 5 75 3 54 9 12 60 23 27 
Willia111:-.burg 14 IO 16 7 7 15 13 10 11 II 12 

l(c •inn Toi I 7 512 512 623 645 615 67 690 752 757 158 

Rcgi 111 VC 51 2 45 56 53 50 60 62 62 62 62 

11ginia 9321J 2 6 IJI 9007 <J 16 100-19 10698 10903 11850 1033 10572 

GROWTH RATE I 0 R ID NTIAL PERMI JS UED 

JIJ I I 19 I- 2 19 2- 3 I <J . 19 4- 5 19 . 6 19 6- 7 }987-88 19 • 9 19 9-90 19 0- 5 5-90 19 0-90

Carolin -0.5 -0.43 0( -0.27 0.00 -0. 9 1.00 0.50 -0.50 -0 65 -0.84 -0.95
GI ,uc · 11.:r .(J.29 0.70 -U.29 0.71 -0.5 0.16 -0.14 I. 16 -0. 0 2. -0.32 0 63 0.Jl

I !Ju vcr -0.11 0.03 OC>'J 025 0.04 -0.32 I 00 -0.29 0.29 -0.18 0.28 0.01 0.29 
JJIIIC ily -0 0 -0 0 0.6 -0.79 0.00 -047 -0.05 -0.22 -0.36 0.78 -0.70 -0.56 -0.87
King Queen -0 63 6.33 0.82 -0. 0 0.00 0.04 ( ) ( A) 2.36 0.30 2.00 J.00 5.00
Kmg \ illiJtn ) ( ) ( ( 0.00 ( A ( ) 0.67 -0. 0 3.00 ( A) 3.00 ( A)
1..oui U.39 059 -0.6 0 71 0.25 -0 13 -0.31 I. ➔ -0.41 0.23 -0.55 0.07 -0.52

t: Kent -0. 0 4.00 0.03 0.00 0. -0 -0.23 -0 03 0.03 0.00 2. 3 -0.26 1.83
Oran •e 0 00 0 00 0.06 -0,05 -0 I I I. I -0.08 .50 0.12 -0.42 -0.11 1.06 0.83
Spobylv;inia -0 ()J -0.39 1.15 0.83 0.00 U.21 -0. 9 0 38 0.o7 0.00 1.3 0.64 2.92

orl. 0.01 .() 07 -0.12 0.11 -0.35 0.81 0.27 -0.52 -0.62 0.17 -040 -0.50 -0.70
W1lha1m,bur� -0.2fJ 06() -0.56 0.00 I. I -0.13 -0.23 0.10 0 00 0.09 0.07 -0.20 -0.14

Region 1/C -0.18 0.(1 0.24 -0.05 -0.06 0.21 0 02 -0.00 0.01 0.00 0.07 0.23 0.32

Virginia -0, 12 0.04 0.05 0.09 0.02 0.06 0.02 0.09 -0.13 0.02 0.08 0.05 0.13

A) Daill not available
ur : Vugini tall Ii I Ab Ira I (19 7 and 11 92)

- - -
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TABLE6 

RE lD NTIAL B ILDI G PERMIT UED AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL BUILDING PERMITS 

1980 1981 19 2 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 

0.84 0. 9 0.83 0. 9 0.88 0.91 0.92 0.99 0.98 0.97 0.99 
0.94 0.95 0.93 0.97 0.96 0.98 0.9 0.96 0.89 0.96 0.88 
0.84 0.77 0.80 0.86 0.87 0.90 0.95 0.88 0.92 0.88 0.88 

ity 0.72 0.78 0.84 0. 1 0.95 0.96 0.99 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.96 
King Queen 0.89 0. 5 0.73 0.66 0.80 0.77 0.77 (NA) 0.74 0.49 0.49 
King William ( ) 0.98 (NA ( A) 0.99 0.99 (NA) 0.98 0.96 1.00 0.98 
Loui a 0.87 0.83 0.92 0.97 0.94 0.96 0.97 0.97 0.93 0.96 0.96 
N w Kent 0.89 .9 0.70 0.80 0.83 0.75 0.83 0.86 0.85 0.82 0.78 

t Orang 0.90 0.88 0.87 0.92 0.93 0.94 0.87 0.90 0.85 0.86 0.90 1-4 

potsylvania 0.79 0.76 0.84 0.82 0.77 0.83 0.83 0.87 0.80 0.81 0.70 
York 0.74 0.69 0.73 0.79 0.80 0.94 0.91 0.83 0.92 0.96 0.94 
William burg 0.5 0.47 0.84 0. 0 0.93 0.88 0.87 0.87 0.79 0.78 0.69 

Regi n ve 0.83 0.82 0. 4 0.87 0.88 0.91 0.92 0.90 0.89 0.88 0.85 

Virginia 0.83 0.82 0. 2 0.88 0. 8 0.88 0.89 0.86 0.86 0.85 0.79 

(N Data not available 



FIGURE 7 

Total Building Permits Issued in Region 
Residential versus Nonresidential 
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TABLE? 

COM 1lfl"l G PATTERNS 1980 

Region 
·mime lou ester II nOV\:I Jamel> City King& Qucc Kmg William Louba New Ken Orange Spobylvania York Williamsbur( Average 

Pl EOFWORK 
Worl.cd in county ur rcsidcn 2509 3689 7516 1237 673 1577 2966 679 4611 2278 3053 3287 2841 

Worked out 1d · county 895 3831 15307 7685 1394 2008 3487 2744 2597 10732 11193 774 5471 

Percent worl.mg oub1de wunty 0.61 051 0 67 U.86 0 67 0.56 0.54 0.80 0 36 0.82 0.79 0.19 0 66 

RT TIO 
6601 7645 22849 9273 2026 3634 6664 3725 6731 13251 14955 2710 8339 

Drive al,>n 4256 5051 16778 6785 1236 2267 3927 2363 4405 8855 10986 2009 5743 

arpool 2345 251J4 6071 2488 790 1367 2737 1362 2326 4396 3969 701 2596 

Public Iran portation 150 230 8 242 55 42 66 54 104 407 319 222 166 

thcr commut1:rs 
all.td only 178 272 608 239 119 180 153 81 367 233 1024 1065 377 

Bic.:ydc, motor yclc, other 111 163 3 8 207 I 137 31 97 96 185 672 369 206 

(.,) Pcn:cnt tlri ing ;don ow 0.61 0 70 0.68 0 56 0.57 0.57 0.60 0.60 0.63 0.65 0 46 0.63 

P.:ri:cnt c.:.irpooling 0.33 0.31 0 25 0.25 .36 0.34 0.40 0.34 0.32 0 31 0.23 0 16 0.29 

Pc:rccnt Ul>1ng public tra1 II 0.02 0.03 000 0 02 0 02 0.01 0 01 0 01 0 01 0.03 0.02 0 05 0.02 

Ptrc.:cnt wall.ing only 0 03 0.03 0 03 0.02 0 05 0.05 0.02 0 02 0.0S 0.02 0 06 0 24 0 04 

TR VEL TIME TOW RK 
L than 10 minute 774 1344 257S 1501 200 922 668 277 1527 1525 2436 1730 12 0 

10 to 19 mmutc 1648 2059 5243 4087 612 S92 1356 383 1845 4070 58S8 1617 2448 

20 t 29 minute 10 I 124 6960 2093 228 270 1039 819 13-47 2198 4179 310 1810 

to 44 minute 1710 1618 7160 1155 459 32 1945 13 I 1419 1979 2844 30S 19()1 

45 or more minutes 1892 1892 2517 930 828 1255 2074 824 1403 4114 981 241 1579 

Aver gc c mmutmg ume (minute 32 27 2S 20 34 30 33 31 26 32 20 14 27 

P r..:tnt tr vcling 45 min ur m re 0.27 0 23 0.10 0.10 0.36 0.32 0 29 0 22 0.19 0.30 0.06 0.06 0 17 

ur..:e: 19 0 Ccm,us of P pulation 
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( 11lfll P Tl! R 1990 
Regi n 

lf,lf"H' I J•m ( lly rn • Ou Kin W1lh•m Loui w Ken Orange pobyl ania York Wilham�l>ur A\er ge 

OM 5701 12 76 2026 502 1712 036 1050 5646 10900 6460 3770 4 12 
51,1 6 21076 IS 6 2 I 717 S 97 4215 47S7 I S77 14 60 1124 3 
() b6 (It,() II 62 0 9 0 3 0 0.S 0.80 0 6 0 63 0.70 0. 23 0 6S 

I >RI 110 
'll'J 4 1 91J 2711 Sl9S 954 S071 91 27689 2012 305 12710 
_no 1 761 192 6 6764 02 7577 21270 17 2b02 10300 

254 273 7 7 49 2190 I 191 19 2640 452 2411 

l'uhh 11 n port trun 7 6 I 9 171 17 S7 28 84 577 139 13 

0th r � ,mrnutcr 
\\, I cu only l'I 256 657 2117 2•, 79 6 3 310 204 521 12 2 330 
II I. OK I ol I h 24 27 191 0 31 95 64 141 229 169 229 149 

0 72 117 o IS 0 19 0 9 0.72 0 74 0 77 0 76 0 74 0 3 0 Sb 077 
0 2  0 22 0 IS 0 19 0 9 0 ZS 0 24 0 20 0 19 0 22 0.13 0 10 0 I 

ti IJ 111 002 001 001 001 000 U 01 001 001 0.02 0 01 002 001 
002 002 002 002 0.01 001 001 0 01 0 03 001 0 02 0� 002 

22 23 29 1710 22 S 2373 1991 IS 8 

760 21 923 2589 715 806 I 64 3795 
513 1391 1256 1759 4354 SSS◄ 3-16 2744 

)to 2SU'J 1Sl4 2195 1751 2061 5109 3672 202 2 28 
2562 1914 1709 2615 973 1907 226 1290 190 2371 

II c (min le 0 31 23 21 31 31 30 29 27 32 20 12 26 
C 0 21 0 0 0 0 ll 0. 0 2 0 2 0 19 0 19 0 29 0. 06 0 0 I 

u11.1:: 1990 C 1 of Pupulati n nJ II 
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TABLE9 

■ 
PER CAPITA PERSONAL INCOME 

1970 1980 1990 

Caroline 2779 7940 16013 

Gloucester 3508 8750 15810 

Hanover 3848 10735 21395 

King & Queen 2699 7416 14599 

King William 3401 9236 17576 

Louisa 2830 7585 14682 

New Kent 3110 9506 20928 

Orange 3730 8629 16808 

Spotsylvania 3820 8925 16412 

Wmsburg/JC 3699 9043 17207 

York 3576 9512 20687 

Region Ave 3364 8843 17465 

Virginia 3743 9827 19701 

REAL PER CAPITA PERSONAL INCOME 

(in 1990 dollars) 

Growth Rat 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 19 -90 1970-90 

Caroline 9360 12593 16013 0.35 0.27 0.71 

Gloucester 11 15 13878 15810 0.17 0.14 0-14 

Hanover 12961 17026 21395 0.31 0.26 0.65 

King& Queen 9091 11762 14599 0.29 0.24 0.61 

King William 11455 14649 17576 0.28 0.20 0.5 

Louisa 9532 12030 1 0.26 0.22 0.54 

cw Kent 10475 15077 20928 0.44 0.3 1.00 

Orange 12563 13686 1680 0.09 0.23 0.34 

Spotsylvania 12866 14155 16412 0.10 0.16 o.�

Wmsburg/JC 12459 14343 17207 0.15 0.20 0. 

York 12044 15086 20687 0.25 o. 7 0.72 

Region Ave 11329 14026 17465 0.24 0.25 0.54 

Virginia 12607 15586 19701 0.24 0.26 0.56 

•Williamsburg nd James City figures are reported jointly.

Source: Bureau of Economic nalysis (1989)

_5 
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FIGURES 

Real Per Capita P rsonal Income 
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TABLE 10 

TRANSFER PAYMENTS 

1970 1980 1990 

Caroline 4005 21436 48708 

Gloucester 5925 29795 TI197 

Hanover 9300 48931 107393 

King& Queen 1645 8464 19076 

King William 2231 11145 23512 

Louisa 4703 23860 46629 

New Kent 1591 9267 22509 

Orange 5223 27466 54224 

Spotsylvania 10429 63571 168028 

Wmsburg/James City 9296 45856 132026 

York 10318 49804 136582 

Region Average 5879 30872 75989 

Virginia 1625259 7381938 15807830 

REAL TRANSFER PAYMENTS 

(in 1990 dollars) 

Growth Rates 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 1980- 1970-

Droline 13489 33998 48708 1.52 0.43 2.61 

Gloucester 19956 47256 TI197 1. 7 0.63 . 7 

Hanover 31324 77607 107393 1.48 0. 2.43

King & Queen 5541 13424 19076 1.42 0.42 2.44 

King William 7514 17676 23512 l. 5 0.33 2.1 

Louisa 15840 37843 46629 1. 9 0.23 1.94 

ew Kent 5359 14698 22509 1.74 0.5 .20 

Orange 17592 43562 54224 1.48 0.24 2.08 

Spotsylvania 35126 100826 168028 1.87 0.67 .7 

Wmsburg/James City 31310 72730 132026 1.32 0.82 3.22 

York 34752 78991 136582 1.27 0.73 2.93 

Region Average 19800 48965 759 9 1.47 0.55 2.84 

Virginia 5474096 11708070 15807830 1.14 0.35 1. 9

*Williamsburg and James City figures are reported jointly.

Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis (1989)

27 



TABLE 11 

SFER P. YME TS S A  PERCE TAGE OF TOTAL PERSONAL INCOME 

Caroline 

Gloucester 

H nover 

King Queen 

ing Willi m 

Lout 

cw Kent 

OrJnge 

pot:. Iv n1a 

Wm bur • J me: C11 

or 

Re ion vera 1c 

Vir 'IOI' 

rohne 

Glou ter 

Hanov r 

Qu ·n 

Lout ..i 

c:nl 

m 

Re I n vera e 

Vir m1a 

• � ilharmbur nd J me

(in l doll rs) 

Transtcr P ymcnts 

(Table 10) 

I 970 1980 1990 

13 9 

19956 

31324 

5541 

7514 

15840 

5359 

17592 

'5126 

.'!JI() 

. ,4752 

I d)O 

3998 

47256 

77607 

13424 

17676 

37 3 

t 9 

43562 

100826 

727 0 

I 

7 

77197 

107393 

19076 

23512 

46629 

22509 

54 24 

16802 8 

132016 

I 65 .. 

759 9 

Totnl Personal Income 

(T ble 9 ) 

1970 l 80 1990 

l 0842

166922 

490017 

49855 

85305 

135568 

55645 

1747. 

-«>0566 

8602 

402425 

2209 8 

-25665

281 

861259 

70171 

1374 

214936 

13 083 

247784 

70896() 

471721 

671269 

J65828 

08337 

479904 

1366482 

91636 

192391 

295041 

219851 

J54567 

1214078 

806926 

1111 79 

:x ·27 

474 

4 65

11708070 15 07 0 58740936 366 83 1224( 09 

Percent J Growth Ra1 

1970 1990 0- ) ).9() 1970-90 

0.10 0.15 0.16 0.46 u.u· U.53

0.12 U.17 0.1 0. (} U.04 O.JS

0.06 0.09 o. 0.41 -U.1 '\ U.-3

0 11 0.1 0.21 0.72 0.0 u. 7

0.09 0.1 0.1 .. 0. -0.0 u .. w

0.1 0.1 0.16 0.51 -U.10 0 .. 
U.10 0.11 0.10 0.1 • -ll.O U.06

.10 0.1 0.15 0.7 -0.1 J
0.U',1 014 0.14 U,6_ -ll.lH 

U.09 01 0.16 0.67 IJ.06

0.(19 0.12 0 I 2 0. ll.l 

U.09 0.1. 0.lJ 0. 9 -0.03 0.4 • 

0.09 0.1 0.1 o. ·o -0.0l u .. w

C11v It ur re reported jotntly. 



TABLE12 

UNEMPLOYMEN r RA'I ES 

19 0 19 1 1982 19 3 I 4 19 5 19 6 1987 19 8 1989 1990 1991 

'arolinc 8.0 10.3 12.6 .7 6 6 6.8 6.4 5.0 5.2 5.3 7.0 10.5 

Glou ·c ltr 4.5 5.1 5.7 4.1 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.1 2.5 2.5 3.0 4.4 
llan >Ver .6 3.9 5.1 4.3 3.3 2.9 2.9 2.4 2.2 2.2 2.6 4.3 

Jamt. ily 5.2 6.3 7.3 5.4 5.1 4.2 4.2 3.8 3.0 2.8 2.8 3.8 

K111g Queen 8.2 9.3 12.6 9.2 6.5 7.1 6.0 4.7 5.9 5.4 5.6 6.4 
K111g Wilham 4.8 6.4 9.8 8.3 4.7 4.7 4.8 3.2 2.9 3.3 3.6 5.5 

I uba .I 7.5 9.4 .4 6.7 7.5 5.2 5.4 4.9 4.1 4.9 7.6 

New Kent 3. .7 6.1 4.6 3.2 3.9 3.1 2.6 2.3 3.0 2.8 4.5 
Orange 5.2 5.7 I0.6 6.9 4.8 6.0 4.9 4.6 3.8 3.6 5.1 8.7 
'pol�ylvania 6 6 8.0 9.9 59 4.7 5.0 4.0 3.9 3.9 4.4 5.8 8.8 

W1ll1am burg 3.5 4.3 7.8 6.3 5.7 5.6 5.4 4.7 4.4 5.1 6.1 7.9 
York 4. 5.9 4.8 3.7 3.3 3.2 3.4 3.0 2.8 2.9 3.2 4.3 

I Region Average 5.5 6.4 8.5 6.3 4. 5.0 4.5 3.9 3.7 3.7 4.4 6.4 

V,rgini 5.0 6.1 7.7 6.1 5.0 5.6 5.0 4.2 3 9 3.9 4.3 5.8 

u . . 7.1 7.6 9.7 9.6 7.5 7.2 7.0 6.2 5.5 5.3 5.5 6.7 

Source: Virginia t::rnploym nt onunissi n 
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FIGURE 9 

Unemployment Rates 
Region, State and Nation 
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FIGURE 10 

Unemployment Rates 
Counties vs Region Average 
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G OWTH I UMBER OF EMPLOYEES BY I DUSTAY 19 70-1990 
Wmsburg/ Aegk>n 

C rohne GIOucstr Hanove< King On KngWm Louisa aw Kent Orange Sptslvn JmsCty YO<k Average Virgnla 

FARM -047 -0 39 -0 25 -050 -056 -0 25 -0 48 -0.35 -0 21 -0.58 -0.'40 -0.37 -0.36 

NONFARM 0 61 199 2.72 -016 058 1 02 139 065 1 50 2 01 1. 10 1 52 0 79 

PRIVATE 06 7 203 3 11 -022 0.50 1.14 1 54 058 1 56 243 2.68 1.80 099 

AG SERV.,FOR,FISH. -0.10 024 333 - 1 .00 085 2. 70 1 09 -0 20 2.30 380 1 .33 1 .38 1 72 

MINI G 01 7 ) 041 ( A) -0.13 0 25 ( A) (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 0.19 006 

CONSTRUCTION 33 362 504 0.39 1.18 0.98 5 29  1 21 4.◄7 329 2.20 2.98 1 07 

MA UFACTUAI G -028 0 16 06 5 -02 025 0 19 004 028 -0.12 1.04 086 0.25 019 

T SPAT PUBUCUTIL 0. 092 5 7◄ 009 0 41 ( A) 0. 09 0 66 0. 51 0.88 1 .90 1 1 7 0.60 

WHOLESA E TRADE 342 1 .16 6 92  000 - 0.27 2.58 2.13 300 1 . 73 390 2 79 329 104 

A AIL TRADE 034 2.38 1.94 -027 0.92 065 0 092 2.20 348 262 2.08 1 05 

FIN, I S, LESTATE 040 502 4 5 5  ( ) 1.33 220 269 0.90 2 71 5.90 323 3.◄5 164 

SERVICES 65 2.92 425 -046 0 59 ( ) 2.44 0.43 2.11 2.19 4 TT 2.34 1 68

GOVER ENT GOVTE A 0 8 1 85 096 007 1.25 0.45 0 87 1 .19 1 14 0.93 0 16 0.70 032 

•w,111 msburg dJam C1tyf ur re reponed joint 

w (NA) D ta not V bl 
I 



TABLE 14 

REAL GROWTH IN EMPLOYEE EARNINGS BY INDUSTRY 1970-1990 

Wmsburg/ Region 
Caroline Gloucstr Hanover King&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptstvn JmsCty Yonc Average Virginia 

FARM 0 25 2.06 -0 12 0.75 0.62 0.10 0.58 -0.02 -0.53 2.28 0.61 014 -0.12 
NONFARM 0.74 1 59 3 17 0.02 0 63 1.43 1.42 0.61 1.49 1.72 0.79 1.47 0.90 

PRIVATE 0.86 1 55 3.45 -0.04 0 57 1.59 1.42 0.53 1.46 1.88 209 1.71 1.12 
AG.SERV.,FOA.,FISH. 0 16 -0.02 6.69 (NA) -0.53 3.86 -0 06 -0.03 0.75 1.39 1.63 1 28 1.59 
MINING 0 13 -0.06 085 1.03 -0.17 0.25 (NA) -0.60 1.49 0.63 1 74 0.35 0.37 
CONSTRUCTION 2.93 2 86 4 73 -0.25 2.19 0.54 4.70 0.91 5.11 0.81 2.40 2.27 1.00 
MANUFACTURING 0.25 0.18 1.69 0.16 0.55 0.70 0.16 0.40 0.06 2.20 1.09 o.n 0.42 
TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UllL 1.41 0.55 6.29 -0.34 0.64 {NA) -0.12 1.24 0.79 0.64 2.12 1.46 0.83 
WHOLESALE TRADE 2.91 1.17 747 -0.20 -0.34 1.67 1.76 1.76 1.40 3.78 1.36 3.25 1.34 
RETAIL TRADE 0.10 1.43 1.52 -0.06 0.32 0.24 0.45 0.41 1.59 2.16 1.25 1.34 0.68 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE -0.38 0.86 2 79 (NA) 1.25 4.37 0.08 -0.61 1.94 4.15 0.68 1.81 1.43 
SERVICES 2.92 3.35 395 -0.10 0.88 (NA) 3.10 0.91 2.52 1.95 4.56 2.47 2.51 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTA 0.49 1.70 1.55 0.27 1.44 0.48 1.43 1.18 1.68 1.27 0.12 0.79 0.44 

•Williamsburg and James City figures are reported Jo ntly.
{NA) Data not available

(.,j 
(.,j 



ABLE 15 

PEA CAPITA WAGES BY INDUSTRY 1990 
Wmsburg/ Region 

Caroline Gloucstr Hanover King&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Splsl\ln Jms Cty YO<k Average Virginia 

FARM 10'215 17594 12698 17308 15400 13516 16763 13912 7003 31897 30732 14211 11477 

NONFAAM 20249 15807 21200 17806 24419 24277 15134 17533 19097 19252 21426 19893 23738 

PRIVATE 19860 14969 21288 18079 25812 25280 14113 17468 18772 18313 19235 19452 22937 
AG.SEAV.,FOR ,FISH. 8930 10568 14371 ( A) 4708 13250 5522 14200 9214 12043 17899 13294 14541 

MINING 31071 37286 38962 32647 30000 43000 (NA) (NA) 19125 (NA) (NA) 27734 45506 

CONSTRUCTION 24128 18795 25850 16444 23201 28659 20756 22156 23758 24056 26818 24764 25136 

MANUFACTURING 23315 14617 30834 19626 41858 19316 19984 21015 26663 43589 43480 30353 28753 

TAANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 3 11 30496 31397 35292 21040 (NA) 15092 37677 28353 21720 35161 30013 33855 

OLESALE TRADE 24026 17557 29 83 21000 22411 16381 26520 19701 21441 27286 24275 25847 32694 
RETAIL TRADE 13863 10605 3 16878 11092 12393 10365 11763 13804 11169 10608 12426 13489 

FIN, I S, REAL ESTATE 2893 9318 10655 (NA) 19147 17202 4938 7095 15112 17398 7174 13296 18767 

SERVICES 13936 16023 15869 16881 16600 (NA) 12019 14218 18792 16678 17276 16705 23156 

GOVERNMENT GOVT E A 21314 18703 20353 17014 16470 17417 20082 17904 21260 23493 25582 22032 26603 

•w,111 m burg nd James C y figures e reported Joi ly.

vJ 
(NA} D ta not available



TABLE 16 

REAL GROWTH IN PEA CAPITA WAGES BY INDUSTRY 1970-1990 
Wmsburg/ Region 

Caroline Gloucstr Hanover Klng&Qn King Wm Lou sa New Kent Orange Sptslvn JmsCty York Average Virginia 

FARM 1.37 404 0 18 2.49 2.66 0.47 206 0.50 -0.40 6.85 1.69 0.80 0.37 
NONFARM 0.08 -0.13 0.12 0.21 0 03 0.20 0.01 -0.02 -0.00 -0.10 -0.15 -0.02 0.06 

PRIVATE 0.11 -0.16 0.08 0.23 0.05 0 21 -0.05 -0 03 -0 04 -0.16 -0.16 -0.03 0.07 
AG.SERV.,FOR.,FISH. 0.28 -0.21 on -1.00 -0 74 0.31 -0.55 0.22 -0.47 -0.50 0.13 --0.04 --0.05 
MINING --0.03 (NA) 0.31 (NA) -0.05 0.00 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 0.13 0.30 
CONSTRUCTION -0.11 -0.16 -0 05 -0.46 0.46 -0.22 -0.09 -0.13 0.12 --0.58 0.06 --0.18 --0.03 
MANUFACTURING 0.73 0.01 0.63 0.52 0.24 0.43 0.12 0.09 0.21 0.57 0.12 0.41 0.19 
TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 0.67 -0.19 0.08 -0.40 0 16 (NA) -0.19 0.35 0 18 -0.13 0.08 0.13 0.15 
WHOLESALE TRADE -0 12 0.00 0.07 -0.20 -0.10 -0.25 -0.12 -0.31 -0.12 --0.02 -0.38 --0.01 0.15 
RET All TRADE -0.18 -0.28 -0.14 0.30 -0.31 -025 -0.26 -0.27 -0.19 -0.29 -0.38 --0.24 --0.18 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE -0.56 -0.69 -0.32 (NA) -0.04 0.68 -0.71 -0.80 -0 21 -0.25 -0.60 -0.37 -0.08 
SERVICES -0.31 0 11 --0.06 0.66 0.18 (NA) 0.19 0.34 0.13 --0 08 -0.04 0.04 0.31 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTR 0 01 -0.05 0.30 0.19 0.09 0.02 0.30 -0.01 0.25 0.18 -0.04 0.05 0.09 

•w1111amsburg and James City figures are reported jotntly

� (NA) Data not available 



IV. FISCAL CONDITION

o ernm nt Revenue and E. p nditur

Appendix E provide information on the fiscal characteristics of the Counties, the Region, 

and the tate. Thi information can be t be interpreted when compared to change in other 

indicators. uch personal income and debt ervice. 

reported earlier, real p r capita per onal income in the Region ro e by 25% from 1980 

to 1 ; however real p r capita exp nditure ro by 45% from 1 1 to 1 90 (Table 17). Thu , 

growth in th Region h cau d p nding lev I to increa. e above the rate of growth in personal 

incom . anwhile, in ir inia, r al p r capit per onal in ome ro e by _ % from 19 0 to 1990 

v hile real per capita e. p nditure onl ro e b 1 % b twe n 1 1 nd 1 0. Thu tatewid 

local . p ndirure hav declined r lative to p r on 1 in om . 

oth r mca ·ure of 1 cal ondition i cau th y r fl ct Ion t rm 

d be for apital impro m nt ·. In term of real ro th in per capit go mment r nu and 

. penditure in the e..)on from 19 1 to 1 p nditure for debt rvice ro e by 4 % 

indi atin that n d v lopment in the Region r quir incr a d finan in to meet gr ater 

infr tructure demand . In compari on. ir_inia e. peri n ed 

v hi h i  Imo t on -half of the R g1on' fi ure. 

incre of _4%, 

table hi hli htin
0 

government r venu and e. penditure indi te lo al revenue 

the large. t contributor to total re enue in the Re)on \ ell a the late. Furthermore, a 

fi deral and tate aid to local juri diction continue to de line. lo al ourc of re enu becom 

6 
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increasingly important. In jurisdictions that lack commercial and industrial development, the major 

source of local revenue comes from residents' property taxes. Taxable sales are an important 

economic factor to examine because they provide a good measure of local revenues generated 

from economic development and other sources outside of resident property taxes. 

In 1980 and 1991, Hanover County consistently had the highest total taxable sales for the 

Region. Jame City, potsylvania, and York Counties, and the City of Williamsburg also had high 

total taxable sales (Figure 11, Table 18). The highest growth rates in taxable ales from 19 0 to 

1991 were: potsylvania at 103%, James City at 87%, York at 73%, and Hanover at 62% (Table 

18). The City of William burg experienced almost no growth in sales during the 1980' . 

The Region average for taxable sales was ignificantly below the tate figure for both 19 0 

and 1991. However, as Table 19 illustrate , the growth rate in ales from 1980 to 1991 was 53% 

for the Region, compared to -9% for Virginia. 

37 



., Ul.l! 17 

LG OrTURES PER CAPITA 198\-1 
Region v .. 

Olooca Hanove, .Ima ing On King m Lou w I Or y Wmaburg A age Avete,pa 

0.93 0.31 087 0 0.78 0◄3 089 0 0.58 075 0 '48 031 060 023 
0 0.59 0◄2 0 065 051 0.20 0◄2 043 030 037 0.46 0 38 010 
-022 -�H1 -0.68 -062 -0.13 -039 -028 -0.29 -0.28 -0◄7 -006 -038 -0 -0.-48 
0 9 033 050 023 0.58 0.38 0.51 0◄8 0.41 0.45 034 0.30 0◄O 0.11 

6863 000 ◄ 82 2 02 -066 ◄086 -0 9 0 000 -056 0.33 -1 00 080 083 
-096 000 000 3 81 0.00 000 0.00 000 000 000 -065 000 -081 2 71 
2 14 1.55 0.38 -059 000 0 000 2.79 000 079 0.55 003 052 001 

Total Rev 052 0◄O 076 031 057 063 046 050 0.46 022 034 OHS 0 43 0 I◄ 

120 002 0 -0 12 1 26 0.23 071 041 -009 -009 064 007 027 010 
0 071 009 -005 0.05 0.1◄ 022 0.4◄ 0.43 051 029 -0. 022 023 
078 087 059 070 097 -0 046 0 51 059 041 063 028 053 022 
0◄2 0.30 -001 002 0.07 022 0. 003 0.81 048 1 .◄7 0.10 033 010 

•• 081 050 062 057 0 1.15 -002 027 1.10 051 058 0.27 055 028 
0◄1 0 ◄1 03◄ 0◄2 029 04◄ 0 031 038 047 0.28 085 038 007 
2 001 105 1 34 000 1 . 2.17 2◄ ◄9 0118 0.25 0111 061 0.64 011 
305 1.17 1 .35 -012 9 4◄ 0 -0.62 1 6◄ 1 85 018 096 5 41 068 0 11 
-0 000 0 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 -0 16 006 -081 
051 O◄I 0 038 0 45 0.37 036 0.34 04◄ 042 0.311 0.53 0◄O 0,11 

1 23 ◄ 51 ◄ 80 -000 0 3 .31 2 89  000 000 -0 051 -037 0.92 089 
-0 55 037 1 01 040 0.34 5 07 1 .46 1 6◄ -0 45 026 -0.14 •1 .00 0.43 024 
3 .7 2 030 -055 000 000 000 ◄ 72 000 003 031 -0.UI 021 -0.12 

0◄7 067 072 031 045 062 054 051 07◄ 017 037 018 045 013 

•i....- ,.. 
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TABLE 19 

REALGROWfll I TA ABU:SALES 1980-1991 
Region Virginia 

arolinc Gluu · · tcr llanovcr J m C11y King Qucc1 Kin Willi n Loui�a New Kent Orange Spobylv1ni1 York William:.burg Average Average 

App r-1 ... 0.09 12 2 0.74 ... 0.44 ... ... 0 02 2 01 -3.32 0 49 3 85 0.86 

Aulon1< t1vc 0 0 0.21 0 3 1.22 -0.12 -0. 5 0.84 0 93 0.11 1.43 0.58 -0.25 0.44 0.24 

Fuotl 0 0 0.25 0 3 1.14 -0.42 0.20 0.11 -0 42 J.69 0.84 0 54 -0.26 047 0 24 

-0.34 0 01 1.16 ]I.II) 2 4 6.11 0 61 JO 61 0 10 2.34 0 09 3.03 168 0 50 

0. 0 U 69 0.68 72.37 6 10 2.16 0.09 0.09 -0.28 0.76 3.74 0.04 0.74 0.12 

5.54 0.70 0 68 0 37 .J 00 -0 96 ... 0 15 2 26 2.63 . .. 0.82 0 22 
... ... -0.65 ... ... -1.00 ... . .. -0.35 -0.76 ... . .. -0.53 -0 58 
... 2 22 0 bl I 14 ... ... -0.59 -0.35 6.04 4.04 6.55 . .. 1.01 0 0 

0 28 1.46 1.67 -0 04 0.52 4.77 1.13 0 19 0.28 1.98 1.10 -0.50 0.33 0 64 

-0.33 -0 47 0.19 1.42 ... ... ... ... . .. -0.02 I 05 1.15 0.88 0.76 

-0 28 -0.71 -0. 0 -0 59 0.4 -0 50 0,07 1.47 -0.69 -0.27 -0.51 -0.18 -0.32 -0.61

TotJI 0 19 O.J 0 62 0.87 0.16 0 22 0.21 0.13 0.15 I 03 0.73 0 00 0.53 0.29 

• • • llnuknhlictl to voitltl,�I urc. lndutl ·ti m Mi u:11 ncou anti Uniu ntiliablc Group ntl Total.



V. SUMMARY

Population tari tics reveal that the Region i an area of rapid growth when compared to 

the tate. Furthennore future growth in the Region is projected to continue at a level above that 

of Virginia. However, upon clo er examination, it i apparent that much of the growth is 

occurring in five of the Region' twelve jurisdictions. Th localitie are: Hanover potsylvania, 

Glouce ter, Jam City, and York Countie . Th Region' population demographics how trend 

toward young familie and old r age group , and a predominantly white population. 

The high percentage of re idential de elopment o er the 1 O' and low growth in 

nonr idential de elopment indic te that much of thi population growth may not n ce arily aid 

th Region' local economi . Economic prob! ms are aggravated by th large number of re id n 

commuting ou ide their juri diction . Another economic mdicator. p r apita per anal income, 

reve l that re0ional re 1d n re eamin in ome lightly b low tho of Virginia re idents. 

Furthennore, in term of p r apita earning p r indu try, Re 10n earning were typically b low 

t t earnino p r indu try. Howe ·er, r gional transti r p ym nt p rcenta of total p r onal 

income are pproxirnately equi alent to tho of the t te. AJ o unemployment rate for the 

Re_ion nd the tate ar imilar, nd both are b 10\: that of the ation. 

In general, th fiscal conditi n in th Re 10n · not 

,JO\ th in regional countie h re ulted in mcrea 

trong that of Virginia. The rapid 

in overrun nt e. penditure relative to 

p nal in om . e m hil . ir inia counLi o ·erall h e e. p rienc d decline in e. penditure 

relative to pe n 1 incom . de elopm nt in th Region ha created a debt ervice level that 

bo e that of the tate. One po iti e fi cal i_n i the :.rowth rate in tai able ale for the 

R gion. relative to that for irginia. 



VI. ECONOMIC�SUMMARIES�OF�JURISDICTIONS�WITHIN�THE�REGION

Purpose 

In this section, the comprehensive plans for the Region's eleven counties and the City of 

Williamsburg were examined to ascertain general economic backgrounds and current economic 

conditions. Goals and objectives with respect to economic development for each locality were 

investigated. Sunilarities among the jurisdictions regarding future plan were of particular interest. 

It is hoped that in bringing the e common economic conditions, goals, and objectives to light that 

the municipalities within the Region may better work together to bring about the growth each 

juri diction de ire . 

The following analysi of each jurisdiction include summaries of information introduced 

previously. In addition ppendu F contains detailed information on taxable ale for the region 

Virginia and each jurisdiction. 



Background 

CAROLINE COUNTY 

Economic Development 

In Carolin County' discussion of conomic d velopment within its omprehen ive plan, the 

County highlights two major conomic concerns that are common problem among all counties in the 

Region. The plan notes that the major wealcne s in the County' economy i the lack of commercial 

upport from whole ale and retail trade, finance, in urance, real estate, and other ervice related 

bu ine e . a re ult Caroline County i lo ing bu ine to urrounding localitie as consumer 

p nding Oo out of the County. other on em hi hli hted i the increa e in "out-commuting" 

of r ident worker . To rectify the prob! ms, the County recognize th need to promote indu trial 

and omm rcial development within ·pecified growth area . 

al nd bje ti 

oal i to enh nc it citizen ' ell-b ing through economic development. 

Th County propo e to expand th numb r and typ of job within the County to reduce out­

commutin . The County re o nize th ne d to improv rvi e to the lilford Indu trial ea to 

upport e. i t ing indu trie and attract ne.,; indu trial rowth. Provi ion for public utilitie in the 

Bowlin::, Green. Lad mith nd arm l Church reas will attract indu try busine and re idential 

d v lopm nc. The u o zoning regulation ill pre erve hi0h quality ite (i.e. tho e with good 

44 
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access and public utilities) for industrial and commercial growth rather than residential development, 

and at the same time prevent environmental degradation. 

Source: Caroline County Comprehensive Plan Update (1987) 

County to Region Comparisons 

Population Growth Rates: 
1970-1980 

Caroline 29% 

Region 35% 

1980-1990 
7% 
32% 

Projected Population Growth Rate 

1970-1990 
38% 
77% 

1990-2000 2000--010 -010-2020 2020-2030 
Caroline 
Region 

7% 
21% 

6% 
15% 

Growth Rate in Building Permits I ued: 

6%
13%

5% 
12% 

1980-19 5 1985-1990 1980-1990 

Residential: 

Caroline - 1%
Region 126%

onresidential: 
Caroline -65%
Region 7%

Re ident Workin Out ide ounty: 

Caroline 
Region 

1980 1 90 
61% 
66% 

66% 
65% 

43% -1%
-33% 52%

- 4% -95%
- % 32%

Real Per Capita Personal Income (in 1990 dolla ): 

Caroline 
Region 

1 70 
9 60 
11 329 

19 0 
1_ 593 
14,0-6 

45 

19 0 
16,013 
17 465 

Growth Rate 
1970- 0 19 0-90 

5% 27% 

% 25% 



Tran fer Payments a a Percenta e of Total Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

1970 19 0 19 0 
Caroline 10% 15% 
Region 9% 13% 

Unemployment Rate : 

19 0 84 

Caroline .o L.6 6.6
Re ion 5. - .5 4.

P rcenta e of mplo e by lndu try: 

tal 

1 70 
Caroline: Govt (25% 

Manuf (-4%) 
Farming (15%) 
R tail (14%) 

Region: Govt _ %) 
rv (-0%) 
nuf (1 %) 

Retail 15% 

rnment R nu nd E. p nditur 

Carolin 

able 

Re enue 
E. p ndirur
G in

al 

Caroline 
Region 

19 1 (1 

16% 
13% 

6 
6.4 5.- 7.0 
4.5 .7 4.4 

19 0 
Govt (24%) 
fanuf (19%) 
ervice 1 %) 

Retail (11 %) 

rv ( • .4% 

Govt (-0%) 
R t il (1 % 

anuf (l "% 
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91 
10.5 
6.4 

1990 
Govt (25%) 

rvice (1 %) 
Ret ii (13%) 
Manuf/Con t (12%) 

rv (- % 
R tail (20% 
Govt (17% 
Con t (12% 

19 0 

Gro th Rat 
1 % 
- �,o



Analysis of Facts 

Analysis of the population data above reveals that Caroline County experienced a much lower 

population growth rate from 1970 to 1990 when compared with the Region. While the growth rate 

in the County was slightly below that of the Region from 1970 to 1980, the County growth rate 

dropped significantly between 1980 and 1990. Projected growth races for Caroline County are 

expected to remain below those of the Region in the future. 

The number of residential building permits issued while lower than that of the Region has 

been fairly stable throughout the 1980's (Table 4). However the total number has not increa ed 

between 1980 and 1990, reflecting a growth rate of -1 %. The number of nonresidential permits 

i sued in Caroline County ha been con iderably lower than that of the Region. Le than 10 

nonresidential permits have been is ued per year ince 19 7 (Table 5). Thi is apparent in the -95% 

growth rate for nonre idential permits from 1980 to 1990. 

Caroline County' per capita per onal income ha also been below the Region's figures 

consistently from 1 70 to 1 90. However the County has been bridging the gap and its growth rate 

from 19 0 to 19 0 wa lightly above the Region' rate. 

nemployment rate for th County throughout th 1 0' were quite high compar d to tho e 

of the Region. The rate in 1991 wa almo t twic that of the Region. 

In term of the number of employe by indu try the government ha con i tently been the 

largest employer in the County. Thi i po ibly due to Fort .P. Hill military ba e. eanwhile 

manufacturing and farming ignificantly dropped v hile ervices teadily increa ed. 

47 



Gains in government revenue nd expenditures have been much higher in the County than 

the Region for both 19 1 and 19 , particularly in 1 0. Furthermore, County gain in 1990 were 

much higher than County gains in 1981. 

Taxable sale for the County in 19 and 19 1 were ignificantly b low th Region' average. 

Furthermore Caroline County had one of the lower growth rate in total taxable ale within the 

Region from 19 0 to 19 1. 

Overall, Caroline County app ars to be below Region average in everal re pects. Area of 

concern include the low population growth rate, the I ck of growth in re idential permit , and decline 

in nonre idential p rm its i u d. Al o of concern re the con istently high unemployment rate and 

low growth in taxable ale . Po itive i n are the increasing per capita income and the gain in 

rev nue over e. p nditur from 1 1 to 1 



Background 

GLOUCESTER COUNTY 

Economic Development 

Gloucester County is included in the orfolk-Virginia Beach- ewport ews Metropolitan 

Statistical Area (MSA), which is the country's 28th most populated MSA. The regional influence 

of the Hampton Roads area will have the most impact on Gloucester's future development. The 

projected population growth of Hampton Roads between 1987 and 2005 will rank the area 33rd 

among the top 50 growth markets in the nation. orfolk aval base and everal Army bases make 

the area the largest military complex in the world. The U .. Government is the bigge t employer 

in the region. ewport ew hipping, located in Hampton Roads, i the tate's largest employer. 

In terms of the local economy seafood and farming are the primary industrie . Major 

employers are the chool Di trict the Virginia In titute of arine cience and the River ide 

Walter Reed Ho pita!. 

Important recent economic development include: the E onomic Development Department 

which support the County dministrator and the Glouce ter County Indu trial Development 

uthority the extension of wer line into the uthem portion of County by the Hampton Road 

anitation District, the Beaver Dam R rvoir which upplie water to the outhem portion of the 

County con truction of the York River hopping C nter in the County' outhea tern comer 

plans to de elop a 65-acre indu trial park, and improvement to the Coleman Bridge and Route 

17. 
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Th d. parity between the rapid rate of population growth and th light incre e in taxable

ale created by re idents working and p nding outside th County is major concern for 

Glouce ter official . Gloucester County recognize that the ability to pay for the co t of growth 

and man ge growth relate to the balance betwe n commerciaVindu trial development and 

re idential development. Thu attracting more in-county job hould b the County's primary 

economic development aim. 

Th Countyu eral organizations to h Ip fo t r its e anomic d velopm nt, including: 

th Glou ter County Industrial D velopment uthority the County' Departm nt of Economic 

De elopm nt, the Vir
0

·nia D partment of Economic D velopm nt, the Virginia Peninsula 

Economic D elopm nt ounc1l, nd the Glou t r Chamb r of Comm re . 

al and 

Glouce t r uncy' oal for economi d elopment i to broaden and bal nc it 

economic b . Prin ipal o � cti in attainin thi goal ar th expan ion and diver ification of 

th County' local mploym nt and industrial b e Ion with the continuation of indu tri ba ic 

to the local econom . Th e ba. ic indu tri in lud ricultur . fi ·h ri • lumb r an wood 

product food and kindred produc , health care aciliti , nd ervic indu tri . ucc ful 

economic O o h \i ill d p nd on operati n amon th unty, the Indu trial D lopment 

uthorit_ the Chamb r of Commerce. nd regional indu tri I ociation . oth r important 

o 1 cti e is attractin and maintaining b ine and indu t through the availabilit of community

r ice an fa iliti nd the promotion of trainin and educational pro r m . Finally. n

O'Verlyin obj cti ·e · th con i tent monitorin of de elopment in tenn of its ecolo ical impact.



circulation ystem impact sewer and water impact, development types and mixes, economic 

heterogeneity, employment level and diversification, and economic stability. 

The County has also outlined several implementation strategies. First and foremost are 

strategies aimed at indu trial and business development such as: expansion of water and sewer 

to future sites for industrial uses, consideration of an industrial airpark and incorporation of new 

zoning classifications for industrial uses such as research parks and science and technology parks. 

The County is considering zoning for busine park development as floating zones within the 

Development District. Critical to successful economic growth is ufficient provi ions for indu trial 

land in order to increase flexibility and reduce costs in site selection. Incentive to encourage 

developers to redevelop areas that ha e outlived their original purpo e and encouraging a wide 

range of graduate programs are also strategies the County ha outlined. 

The comprehen ive plan also addres e other strategies uch a : mall busin 

developm nt; enhancem nt of tourism and recreation through pecial attraction to erve County 

vi itors, public acce areas along waterfront property, a waterfront conference facility and 

historic site . Fo tering ervice and retail development through a d velopment guidance system 

and bonus point for consideration of traffic impacts, ite de ign quality and emplo ment benefits 

h been discussed. Developing ite ou 1d the Development District i recogniz d as a mean 

to trengthen the mailer Village Center and Rural rvice Center . 

Re ource id ntified by the County for funding to meet economic de eloprnenc goal 

include: Community Development Block Grant the Economic De elopment Revolving Loan 

Fund Tax Increment Financing the irginia Re ol ing Loan Fund the lndu trial cce Road 



Program, the Rail Industrial ccess Program, the hell Building Initiative and Industrial Training 

Programs. 

Source: Comprehensive Plan Gloucester County Virginia (1991) 

ounty and R ion Compari ons 

Population Growth Rate 

Glouce ter 

Region 

1970-1980 

43% 
5% 

Projected Population Growth Rate 

19 0-1 0 
50% 

32% 

1970-1990 

114% 
77% 

1990-2000 20 0--010 -010-2020 _020--030 

Glouce ter 

Region 

rowth R te in Buildin 

Re idential: 
Glouce ter 

Region 

onre idential: 

Glouce ter 

Region 

0% 
21% 

Permit I u d: 

1 % 
15% 

19 0- 5 

1-4%

L6%

- -%

7%

Re ident 'V orkin ut id ounty: 

Glouce ter 

Region 

R al Per pita p 

Glouce ter 

Region 

on 

19 0 

51% 
66% 

I lncom (in 199 

1970 
11, 15 
11, _9 

1 0 

60% 
6-% 

52 

15%
13%

19 5- 0 

-75%
_..,3%

63% 

2 % 

): 

13% 

12% 

19 0-90 

-44%

5 %

11% 

3 .. % 

Growth Rate 
70- 0 

17% 
• .4% 

1 % 
25% 



Transfer Payments as a Percentage of Total Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

1970 1980 1990 
Gloucester 1i% 17% 16% 
Region 9% 13% 13% 

Unemployment Rates: 

80 82 84 86 88 90 91 

Gloucester 4.5 5.7 3.3 3.3 2.5 3.0 4.4 

Region 5.5 8.5 4.8 4.5 3.7 4.4 6.4 

Number of Employees by Industry: 

1970 1980 1990 

Gloucester: Govt (22%) Govt (23%) erv (26%) 
Serv (18%) Retail (19%) Govt (22%) 
Retail (16%) Serv (18%) Retail (19%) 
Farm/Manuf (9%) Ag,For Fish (9%) Const (10%) 

Region: Govt (23%) Serv (24%) 
erv (20%) Govt (20%) 

Manuf (18%) Retail (1 %) 
Retail (15%) Manuf (13%) 

Government Revenue and E penditur 

1981 (1990 $' ) 

Gloucester: 
Revenues 

Expenditures 
Gain /Lo e 

Region: 
Revenue 

Expenditures 
Gain 

Total Ta able al 

Gloucester 
Region 

$17,476 742 
$16 493 310 
$9 3 432 

19 0 (1991 $'s) 
$94 63 005 
121,149 065 

53 

1991 
126,1-4 369 

$184 924 �10 

erv (28%) 
Retail (20%) 
Govt (17%) 
Const (12%) 

1990 

$36 662 406 
$41 215 786 
-$4 553 380 

3 312,72" 
39 672 954 

- 360 - 1

Growth Rate 
3 % 
53% 



Analy i of Facts

Population growth figures suggest that Glouce ter is a rapidly growing county. Glouce ter 

experienced the econd highest population growth rate within the Region from 1970 to 1990 at 

114%. Furthermore, as Table 2 indicates, the 30% projected population growth rate for 1990 to 

20 0 will again be the second higbe t in the Region. 

There are some po itive igns accompanying this increase in population. One i the growth 

in nonresidential building permits by 63% from 19 5 to 1 0. Re idential permits in the Region 

increa ed by 23%. o, the County' unemployment rate ha remained below the regional 

verage throughout the 1 0' , by 1.0 to _.0%. Finally government ha remained a principal 

employer in the County ince 1970. While rvice indu trie have grown farming and 

manufacturing have fallen. 0 erall the compo ite of employm nt in Glouce ter County is very 

imilar that of th R gion. 

Tuer re howe er som ar of on m. Per capita incom in th County i below the 

Region' a ra e, and i growing at a lower rate than that of the Region. Furthermore, tran fer 

paym nts a a p rcentage of total per onal income ar higher in th County than in the Region. 

The num r of re idencs orkin oucsid th Count_ h rem ined b low th R gion avera , but 

h in rea d from -1% in 19 to 60% in l . The ro n ce ry to meet th 

population eem e ident du to the hiah ovemment p ndin compared to revenue . In 

1 , 
0
0 emm nt , p nditur exc eded r venue by 4,5- . 0. Finall , total ta; able ale m 

the County are lightly low th Region' ft ure for 19 0 and 1 1 and are growing at a lower 

r te than in the Re 100. 



Background 

HANOVER COUNTY 

Economic Development 

Hanover County's comprehensive plan outlines several economic conditions within the 

County. Two of the most important, found in the Region's other counties as well, are projections 

for significant growth in the population and large increases in non-agricultural and non­

manufacturing employment. One positive finding is the attractiveness of lower taxes and access 

to transportation facilities to potential businesses and industrial development. Another finding, 

common among the Region's counties, is an increase in commercial construction along with a 

decline in the ize of development due to a lack of utilities to support large projects. One area of 

concern, common in the Region i the impact on farming due to the loss of agricultural and 

forestry lands to urbanization. Hanover's economic review highlights the significant revenue 

contribution of agriculture and forestry indu tries to the County, while also employing a large 

percentage of the work force. 

Goal and Objective 

Hanover County's economic goal and objective were not outlined in its 1991 

comprehen ive plan update however the Hanover County Planning Office plan to incorporate 

several economic goals into the County's 1992 update which has not yet been adopted. The fir t 

goal outlined is the promotion of ound long-term and balanced economic development 

appropriate to the urban and rural area of the County. Critical to Hanover County's local 



industries is the promotion. encouragement, preservation and enhancement of profitable privately­

owned and productive agricultural and forestry industries. The County eeks to provide adequate 

commercial facilitie appropriate to the rural and urban areas of the County. Finally, the County 

will trive to promote the development of a diversified industrial and commercial employment ba e 

con i tent with phy ical and ocial goal . 

Source: Hanover County Virginia Comprehensive Plan Update (1991) 

ounty to Region ompari on 

Population Growth Rat : 
1970-19 0 

Hanover 34% 

Region 5% 

Pr 1ected Population ro th Rat 

19 0-19 

- %

32%

19 --000 _000--010 _010-_o_o 

17% Hano er -0%

Region 1 -%

ro, th Rat in Buildin P nni I u d:

1 % 

l 70-1 0

69%
77%

-0-0--030
14%
1-%

19 0- 5 1 5- 0 19 0-90 

Re idential: 
Hanov r 1 -% % -% 
Region 1-6% . % -... %

onre idential: 
Hano er - % 1 Cb .. 9% 

Reaion 7% _ Cf, _% 

iden orkino u ide unty: 

19 0 

Hano er 6 % 

R gion 6 % 

56 



Real Per Capita Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

Hanover 
Region 

1970 
$12,961 
$11,329 

1980 
$17,026 
$14,026 

1990 
$21,395 
$17,465 

Growth Rates 
1970-80 1980-90 
31% 26% 
24% 25% 

Transfer Payments as a Percentage of Total Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 
1970 1980 1990 

Hanover 6% 
Region 9% 

Unemployment Rates: 
1980 82 

Hanover 3.6 5.1 
Region 5.5 8.5 

Number of Employees by Industry: 
1970 

Hanover: Manuf (18%) 

Region: 

Retail (18%) 
erv (16%) 

Govt (16%) 

Govt (23%) 
erv (20%) 

Manuf (1 %) 
Retail (15%) 

9% 
13% 

84 
3.3 
4.8 

8% 
13% 

86 88 
2.9 2.2 
4.5 3.7 

1980 
Serv (19%) 
Retail (18%) 
Const (14%) 
Manuf (14%) 

erv (24%) 
Govt (-0%) 
Retail (18%) 
Manuf (13%) 

Government Revenue and E. penditure : 

Hanover: 
Revenue 
Expenditure 
Gain /Lo e 

Region: 
Revenues 
Expenditure 
Gain /Lo es 

19 1 (1990 I ) 

45, 99,501 
$4- 916 093 
$83 408 

$20 950,244 
20, 14 81-

$1"'5,43_ 

57 

90 
2.6 
4.4 

91 
4.3 
6.4 

1990 
Serv (25%) 
Const (17%) 
Retail (16%) 
Manuf/Govt (9%) 

S rv (2 %) 
Retail (-0%) 
Govt (17%) 
Const (12%) 

1990 

$39 312 723 
$39 672,954 
- 60 _31



Total Ta able ale : 

Hanover 
Region 

naly is of Facts 

1980 (1991 $'s) 
319 326,003 

$121,149,065 

1991 
518,701,873 

$184,924,510 

Growth Rate 
62% 
53% 

Many of Hanover County' figures sugge t that it is po ibly the trongest county in the 

Region. The County has the highe t total population within the Region and i projected to remain 

the highe t through 2030. The population growth rate has been and i projected to remain similar 

to the Region average through 2030. Furthermore, in ke ping with ri ing population figure , 

growth in residential building permits remained well above the Region average from 19 0 to 1990. 

Most of the economic indicators have al o be n po itive for the County. Hanover' per 

capita personal incom was the high t in th Region from 1970 to 1 90 along with growth rate 

at or above tho of the Region. Transfi r paym nt a per entage of total per onal income were 

the lowest in the Region for all years cudi d well belo" th Region figur . Unemployment rate 

ha e remained con i tently below the Region by 1.0 to -.0%. Th number of re idents working 

outsid th County w below th R gion' average for 19 0 and 19 0 and a tually d dined from 

6 % to 6 ... % from 19 0 to 1 0. Government re enu er u e. p nditure did " ell in 1990 at 

in gains hile the Re ion e Finally Hanover County's total taxable 

ere the highe t in the Region for both . ear studied and over twic the Region' average 

fi.::,ures for tho years. Furthermore th Coun growth rate in taxable ale from 1980 to 19 1 

wa above the Region' rate. 



According to sources at the Hanover County Department of Economic Development, the 

County's strong economic position is attributable to several factors. First, is the County's 

comprehensive utilities system that includes water and sewer facilities, natural gas service and 

fibre-optics. Furthermore, Hanover County has an effective transportation system due to the 

north-south and east-west corridors provided by 1-95, I-295 and 1-64 and enjoys close proximity 

to the Richmond Metropolitan Area. Finally, tax rates are quite low compared to many of the 

surrounding counties. 



Background 

JAMES CITY COUNTY 

Economic Development 

Four areas of concern discussed in James City County' comprehen ive plan were: the impact 

of growth on the County· the consequence of becoming a bedroom community; the con equences 

of concentrating the economy on two major indu trie , tourism and the brewerie ; and the benefits 

of agriculture and fore try a industrie , and the con equence of their declining contribution. In 

terms of th impacts of growth, the County i concerned becau e increa ing population growth and 

the re ultant ri e in capital con truccion co t require an incre in tax rate . The dep ndence on 

only two industrie , tourism and beer manufacturing, and the growth of bedroom communitie to the 

e. clu ion of other type of ev lopm nt are both a cone rn because a diver ification of tax revenue

options and the tax b e are important to a trong lo 1 economy. Finally in order to combat the 

decline of agriculture and fore try, deci ion r garding the ocial and economic value of the 

indu ·tne mu t b made. 

Jame City' plan incorporat a great deal of citizen comment and ugge tion . Citizen con 

hi hli ht d everal inno ati ide in term of economic developm nc. The County need mor 

industrial and bu me office growth. The County hould encoura e commercialtbu ine cent r , 

industrial park at major interchan e and retail e elopment at major inter ection . Public, privat 

parmer hip in education hould be endorsed by partial! funding vocational and t chnical chool 

and encouraging intern hip and apprentice hip . The County hould avoid attracting retail 

developmen hich are tourist-related bu ine e in an effort to develop fe,. er a anal minimum 
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wage tourist enterprises and increase the skilled and semiskilled industries. The County should 

concentrate on industrial park development and public/private partnerships should be encouraged to 

provide the infrastructure for industrial development. Finally, the County needs a public/private 

regional transit network to improve the local labor force so the County can attract industry, since the 

current labor force is not adequate to encourage new industries to locate in the County. 

The Office of Economic Development handles economic growth for James City and acts in 

accordance with the Economic Development Strategy adopted in 1988. The goal of the Office as 

outlined in the strategy is: "Increase James City County's residential to commercial-industrial tax ba e 

ratio from its present ratio of 75/25 to 65/35 by the year 2010." The Office's priority activity is 

"existing busine retention and expansion." The Office is assisted by the Industrial Development 

Authority. 

Goal and Objective 

The County' main economic development goal i to fo ter th economic vitality of the 

County. To attain this goal, several objectives were outlined. With re pect to land u e, important 

objectives include: protecting, promoting and pre erving primary rail corridors interstate 

interchanges. primary road intersections and waterways; reserving ufficient land and infrastructure 

for economic growth· encouraging a mix of comm rcial, industrial and re idential land u e at a pace 

in line with the re ources of the County· and, protecting, pre erving and promoting agricultural and 

forestry lands and activitie . dm.i.nistratively, County objecti es include: recruiting institutional and 

commercial office use , industrial development , busine and profe ional ervices and re earch and 

development centers· and encouraging a variety of commercial and industrial development for 
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locally-based employment o County residents can be more elf-sufficient through full-time 

employment rather than easonal job . 

The County's Plan details several strategies for reaching economic goals and objectives. In 

order to promote indu trial growth, trategie include obtaining control of property with industrial 

potential u ing the County's Economic Development trategy and the Virginia Community 

Certification Program' requirements as guides. Encouraging public/private partnership will allow 

industrial parks to offer more unified presentation to prospective busine ses. Improvements to 

transportation will ma'<im.ize the economic developm nt potential of major interchange , intersections 

and corridor 

To prepare County citizen for thi economic growth th plan include trategie to create 

atellite campu e in the County to train citizen for lo ally availabl job . In t rms of regional 

a i tance the pl n recommend parti ipating in pro r m off red by the Virginia Peninsula 

Economic De elopment Council. the Virginia D partment of Economic Developm nt and the 

\: illiamsburg Area Cham r of Corrun re . inally the Plan add re the protection of agricultural 

and fore try u by promoting trategie to pre erve the e land (not limited to griculture and 

Fore t Di trict ) and reating t ff upport for a local ad i ory committ e on agricultural and 

fore t I activitie a indu trie . 

ource: 1991 James City County Comprehensive Plan (1991) 



County to Region Comparisons 

Population Growth Rates: 

James City 
Region 

1970-1980 
25% 
35% 

1980-1990 
56% 
32% 

1970-1990 
95% 
77% 

Projected Population Growth Rates: 

James City 
Region 

1990-2000 2000-2010 2010-2020 2020-2030 

27% 
21% 

22% 
15% 

18% 
13% 

15% 
12% 

Growth Rates in Building Permits Issued: 
1980-85 1985-90 1980-90 

Residential: 
James City 207% -55% 38% 

Region 126% -33% 5-% 

onresidential: 
James City -70% -56% -87%

Region 7% 23% 32%

Residents Working Outside County: 

James City 
Region 

19 0 1990 
86% 
66% 

89% 
65% 

Real Per Capita Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

James City 
Region 

1970 
1-,459 

$11,3 9 

19 0 
$14 4 
14 026 

1990 
17 _07 
17 465 

Growth Rates 
1970- 0 19 0-
15% _0% 
_4% _5% 

Tran fer Payments a a Percentage of Total Personal Income in 1990 dollars): 

James City 
Region 

nemployment Rate : 

James City 
Region 

1970 19 0 1990 
9% 
9% 

1980 2 4 

5.- 7. 5.1
5.5 .5 4. 

63 

16% 
13% 

6 88 90 91 
4.- 3.0 3. 
4. - 3.7 4.4 6.4 



umber of Employees by lndu try: 

1970 
James City: Serv (34%) 

Govt (2 %) 
Retail (16%) 
Maouf(11%) 

Region: Govt (23%) 
erv (20%) 

Manuf (1 %) 
Retail (15% 

Government Revenues and E penditure : 

1980 
Serv (40%) 
Govt (22%) 
Retail (17%) 
Manuf (10%) 

erv (24%) 
Govt (20%) 
Retail (18%) 
Manuf (13%) 

19 1 (1990 $'s) 
Jame City: 

Revenue 
Expenditure 
Gain 

Region: 
Revenue 
Expenditure 
Gain 

Total Ta, abl al 

Jame City 
Region 

Anal i of 

20,9-0 _44 
-0, 14, L

$135 4 2 

19 0 (19 1 
196 -_9 714 
121 149 0 5 

1 91 
"'6 ,1-2 013 
1 4 _4 510 

1990 

1990 
Serv (37%) 
Retail (24%) 
Govt (18%) 
Manuf (7%) 

erv (28%) 
Retail (20%) 
Govt (17%) 
Const (12%) 

55,522,-14 
$51, 2 144 

3,694,070 

Growth Rate 
7% 

5 % 

Jame Cit County eem to be one of the tronger counti within the Region. The 

population growth rate from 1 0 to 1 wa well above the Region' average and w the fourth 

hi hest rate in the Region at 9-% b hind po yl nia Glouce ter and 1 ew K nt. Furthermore 

much of thi growth wa recent. occurring from 19 0 to 19 0; Jame City had the econd highest 

gro th rare in the Region or thi decade. 
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As the County grows, some areas of concern arise on a regional scale. One concern is the 

decline in nonresidential permits by 87% compared to the Region's increase of 32%. Real per capita 

income also appears to be slipping compared to the Region average. In 1970, James City's per capita 

income was above the Region's, then in 1980 and 1990 it was roughly equal. The County's per capita 

income growth rate has been below that of the Region from 1970 to 1980 and from 1980 to 1990. 

As per capita income is falling below Region averages, transfer payments are making up an increasing 

percentage of the County's total personal income at rates above the Region's figures. Another area 

of concern is the very high number of residents working outside the County. In 1980 and 1990 these 

figures were 86% and 89%, respectively, which is over 20% higher than the Region averages for 

tho e two years. Furthermore it seems troubling that commuting out ide the County increased 

during the decade. 

There are also some very po itive signs of growth within the County. The County' 

unemployment rates have been at or below tho e of the Region throughout mo t of the 19 O's. In 

terms of employment, the ervice industry consistently remained the bigge t employer with 

percentages well above the Region average. Government and retail were al o consistently trong. 

County revenue ver us expenditure how that the County enjoyed higher than a erage gains in both 

19 1 and 1990. Gains in 1990 of$ ,694 070 were the highe t in the Region. Finally, total taxable 

le in James City County for 1 0 and 1991 were above tho e of the Region. ore irnportantl , 

however, the County's ale orew at a rate alma t twice that of the Region from 19 0 to 1991 and 

as a result, total taxable sales in 1991 in James City County were twice the total ales in the Region. 



Background 

KJNG & QUEEN COUNTY

Economic Development 

King and Queen County is the least developed area within the Region. Furthennore the 

main purpo e of th County's comprehensive plan is to maintain and pre erve its rich agricultural 

and forestal character. 

Go 1 and Objective 

Generally, the County' objective are a follow : encourage retail and service 

development in "village" areas a the principal mean of expanding th County' local economic 

ba e identify ites uitable for light indu trial employment u e and re erve them for well-

controlled and caged economic expan ion while keepin indu trial u 

re idential and agricultural use and promote recreation a an indu try. 

compatible with 

One intere ting idea propo ed within the County' plan i th Economic D velopment 

0 erlay Di trict. The overlay concept allow for 0e. ibility in locating bu ine s u e while 

impo in som 0uideline . The guidelin attempt to control pot zonin along highwa. where 

trip developm nt occurs and require busin s u e to pro ide locational, engineering, traffic and 

en ironmental impact a e meats prior to zonin° ppro al. Though not yet implemented, thi 

distri t would probably appl to Rout 0 and "'3. The flexibility of the di trict make en e for 
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King and Queen County, because commerce and industry are very limited and scattered and 

future growth trends will most likely continue in this dispersed locational pattern. 

Source: King and Queen County Comprehensive Plan 1990 (1990) 

County to Region Comparisons 

Population Growth Rates: 

King & Queen 
Region 

1970-1980 
-26%
35%

Projected Population Growth Rate 

1980-1990 
5% 
32% 

1970-1990 
-22%
77%

1990-2000 2000-2010 2010-2020 2020-2030 
King & Queen 
Region 

6% 
21% 

Growth Rates in Building Permits Is ued: 

4% 
15% 

4% 
13% 

4% 
12% 

19 0- 5 19 5-90 1980-90 
Residential: 

King & Queen 25% 
Region L6% 

onresidential: 
King & Queen 200% 
Region 7% 

Re idents ·working Outside Count : 
19 0 

King & Queen 
Region 

67% 
66% 

-41%
-3 %

100% 
23% 

1990 
83% 
65% 

Real Per apita Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

King & Queen 
Region 

1970 
9,091 
11 329 

19 0 
$11,762 
14 026 

67 

--7% 
52% 

500% 
32% 

1990 
14 599 
17,465 

Growth Rate 
70- 0

29% 24% 
24% 25% 



Tran fer Payments a a Percentage ofTotaJ Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

1970 1980 19 0 
King & Queen 11% 19% 21% 
Region 9% 13% 13% 

Unemployment Rates: 
1880 82 4 86 88 90 

I(jng & Queen 8._ L ... 6 6.5 6.0 5.9 5.6 

Region 5.5 8.5 4.8 4.5 3.7 4.4 

umber of Employee by Indu try: 

1970 1980 

King & Queen: Farm (25%) Farm (24%) 
erv (- %) Manuf (23%) 

Manuf (-0%) Govt (20%) 

Govt (15%) erv (17%) 

Region: Govt (23%) erv (24%) 

rv (-0%) Govt (20%) 

anuf(l %) Retail (1 %) 
Retail (15%) anuf (13%) 

ernm nt R enue and E. p nditur : 
19 1 (19 0 I ) 19 0 

Total 

King Queen: 
Re enu 
Expenditure 
Gain o 

I(jng Que n 

Region 

6 

6,755, 26 
6, 1,1 4 
374,632 

91 
6.4 

6.4 

1990 
Govt (21%) 
Manuf (20%) 
Serv (18%) 
Fann (17%) 

erv (28%) 

Retail (20%) 
Govt (17%) 
Con t (12%) 

Growth Rate 
16% 
53% 



Analysis of Facts 

King and Queen County is one of the slower growing counties within the Region. 

However, from a review of the County's comprehensive plan and personal communication with 

planning officials, this slow growth appears to be the County's goal. From 1970 to 1990, the 

County's population growth rate declined by 22% while that of the Region increased 77%. King 

and Queen County is the only county within the Region to experience a negative growth rate. 

This negative growth occurred from 1970 to 1975. However, from 1975 to 1990, the growth rate 

only increased by 6%. Projected growth for the County is al o quite low. would be expected 

residential building permits have een an overall decline in their growth rate from 1980 to 19 0. 

One positive note however is that nonresidential permits have grown in number considerably 

compared to the Region. 

King and Queen County appears to be one of the le affluent area in the Region. Per 

capita per onal income has remained well below that of the Region's average during the two 

decade studied and doe not currently promi e much change as growth rates for the County and 

the Region have remained imilar from 1970 to 19 0 and from 19 0 to 1990. Furthermore the 

County's unemployrn nt rate has been quite high compared to that of the Region ometime ri ing 

2% or more above the Region average. The very high percentage of tran fer paym nt making 

up total per onal income in the County along ith the low per capita income and high 

un mployment rate em to furth r ugge t that the County i le affluent than the other countie 

in the Region. 

While tr in
0 

to remain small and rural there i ome e idence that the County is 

encountering problems imilar to its regional neighbor . One troubling fact is the harp increa e 
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in residents working outside the County from 67% to 83% between 1980 to 1990. Furthermore, 

farming, which was the top employer in 1970 and 1980 dropped dramatically in 1990. King and 

Queen is the only county in the Region for which farming was the top employer in either 1970 or 

19 0, and which till remained in the top four in 19 . Manufacturing has also remained quite 

trong throughout the three period studied while dropping within the Region. Both of the 

farming and manufacturing indu tries characterize the strong rural nature of the County. 

The low growth policy within the County i reflected by its very low taxable sales 

compared to the Region's figur . King and Queen had the lowest total taxable sale in the Region 

in both 19 and 1991. Furthermore the County had the cond !owe t growth rate in total ale . 
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Background 

KING WILLIAM COUNTY 

Economic Development 

King William County's economy is dominated by forest-related industrial production. The 

Chesapeake Corporation (paper and wood products manufacturer) is the County's largest single 

employer. The Town of West Point is the retail and services center for ew Kent, King and 

Queen, Middle ex and King William Counties. No other shopping or commercial centers exist 

outside West Point. Furthermore, according to county officials West Point maintains its own 

school system, therefore, much of the revenue generated by business within We t Point goes 

toward the school ystem and the County does not benefit from these funds. major community­

serving node may develop in the Central Garage- ylett area due to it high growth rate and 

location to Richmond via Route .,60 and 30. However, according to official the County has not 

been able to get bu ine ses to locate in thi area. 

Population growth from 1970 to 1990 was primarily in the northern and central portion 

of the County, in the cquinton and Mangohick districts. The cquinton District aw th greate t 

i ncrea e. It ro e 32% from 19 0 to 19 0 Thi growth i being generated by the Richmond­

Henrico-Hanover corridor along Route 360. 

King William' comprehensive plan details everal economic conditions een throughout 

the other countie in the Region. Concern addre ed include the increa ing number of re idents 

working outside the County and the need for more in-county worker to increa e the tax ba 

well the problems of increased dep ndence on local funding from real estate per onal property 
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and machine taxes are directly related to the lack of a commercial or industrial base and the decline 

of agriculture. Other issue highlighted are the untapped tourism and recreational potential from 

historical sites and natural recreational amenities. Furthermore, the fact that a large portion of the 

County' budget goe to education i a concern. 

Goals and Objective 

The County's main goal for economic development is to create a viable commercial and 

indu trial economic ba e. In term of indu trial and commercial growth the objectives outlined 

include attracting indu try that is high-tech, environmentally ound nd require low-water u e. 

Expanding e · ting industries and commercial enterpri e , attracting new bu ine es, particularly 

in the retail and rvi e ectors and encouraging improved education at all level to meet the 

need of th e new bu in e are also highlight d. In an ffort to pre erve the local long- tanding 

busine e of agncultur and fore try, the County encourage expanding employment 

opportunitie and protecting the futur of agricultural fi bing and fore try enterpri e . Effort 

,; ould focu on bringing in agri-bu in s , food proce ing and wood-related indu trie , and 

protectin agricultural. fishing an fore try ent rpri e from ncroaching re ·idential development. 

In order to benefit from th natural am niti within the County, the Plan encourage the empha i 

and enhancement of touri m and recreation. 

Source: Comprehensive Plan for King William County Virginia 1991 (1991) 



County to Region Comparisons 

Population Growth Rates: 
1970-1980 1980-1990 1970-1990 

King William 
Region 

25% 
35% 

Projected Population Growth Rates: 

1990-2000 
King William 
Region 

16% 
21% 

Growth Rates in Building Permits Issued: 

17% 
32% 

2000-2010 
11% 
15% 

46% 
77% 

2010-2020 
10% 
13% 

2020-2030 
9% 
12% 

1980-85 1985-90 1980-90 
Residential: 

King William -15% 121% 
Region L6% -33%

onresiden tial: 
King William 300% 
Region 7% 23% 

Re idents Working Outside County: 

King William 
Region 

19 0 1 90 
56% 
66% 

6 % 
65% 

Real Per Capita Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

1970 19 0 
King William 114-- 14,649 
Region $11 3_9 14 0 .. 6 

89% 
52% 

A 

32% 

Growth Rate 

19 0 70- 0
17, -76 2 % 
17,465 24% 

Tran fer Pa ments a a Percenta e of Total Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 
1970 1 0 1 90 

King William 9% 1 12% 
Region 9% 1 13% 

nemployment Rate 

1980 6 90 91 

King illiam 4. 4.7 4. -·9 .6 5.5 

Region s.
- 4. .5 3.7 4.4 6. 

r 

_0% 
L5% 



umber of Employee by Industry: 

1970 1980 1990 
King William: Manuf (35%) Manuf (38%) Manuf (31%) 

Region: 

Farming(15%) erv (14%) 

Retail (15%) Retail (13%) 

Serv (11 %) Govt (13%) 

Govt (23%) 
erv (20%) 

Manuf (1 %) 
Retail (15%) 

Serv (-4%) 
Govt (-0%) 
Retail (18%) 
Manuf (13%) 

Government Revenue and Expenditur 

King William: 
Revenue 
Expenditure 
Gain /Lo es 

Region: 
Revenue 
Exp nditure 

Gain 

Total Ta. able 

al 

King William 
Region 

fFa 

1981 (1990 $' ) 1990 

$6,59 450 
6,463 101 
1r, 4 

19 0 (1991 I ) 

41 702, 19 
Ll 149,065 

1 91 

L.577 164 
L,-74,-10 
302,954 

9 12,72 
39,67 .. ,9-4 

- 360,- 1

-1,074 LO

1 4 924,510

Retail (21 % ) 
Govt (14%) 

Serv (13%) 

erv (28%) 
Retail (20%) 
Govt (17%) 
Const (12%) 

Growth Rate 

2_% 
53% 

King illiam' population · low compar d to other countie in the Region and i gro ing 

at a lo er rate than the Region avera e. Population ro th rate from 1 70 to 1990 were over 

0% below that of the Region. Furthermore. a tated above the tronge t growth area are in 

the northern and central portions of the County, far remo ed from the outh rn portion of the 

County here commercial and indu tnal gro\! th i the tronge t. The lack of bu iness 

74 



development throughout the County is illustrated by the consistently low number of nonresidential 

permits issued in the County throughout the 1980's. The highest number issued was 5 in 1988. 

In terms of some of the economic indicators examined King William County figures 

appear to be imilar to regional averages. Per capita personal income totals and unemployment 

rates were roughly similar to those of the Region for the time periods studied. Furthermore, 

transfer payments as a percentage of total personal income in the County were similar to 

percentages in the Region for 1970, 1980 and 1990. 

However, while the per capita personal income growth rates for the County and the 

Region were equal from 1970 to 1980, the rate for the County from 1980 to 1990 fell below the 

Region average. Furthermore King William's taxable ales were ignificantly lower than the 

Region's figures. Also, the County's rate of growth in total taxable ales from 1980 to 1991 was 

over 30% below the Region average. 
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Background 

LOUISA COUNTY 

Economic Development 

Louisa County is near the center of the Richmond/Charlotte ville/Fredericksburg triangle. 

As a result the County is greatly influenced by growth trends in these expanding areas. The center 

of government is the courthouse in the town of Loui a located 45 miles northwest of Richmond and 

33 miles east of Charlottesville. The County is linked to Richmond and Charlotte ville by 1-64 which 

run ea t and we t along the County' outhern border. Loui a County's economy remains chiefly 

agricultural ince it formation in 1742. Fertile oils have made the County an hi torically significant 

source of wheat. Fore try is also an important industry. The creation of the Lake Anna recreational 

and re idential development and the con truction of the orth Anna uclear Power tation have 

contributed to the County' growth. However rural pre ervation and agricultural issues typically 

dominate the County' planning proce . 

oal and Objecti e 

Loui a County Ii ts everal goal and objectt e for economi development. The fir t goal 

upport of the e i ting economic ba e hile exploring economic opportuniti that are 

compatible ith the County' natural financial, and human re ource . Important objective in 

creating ne opportunitie include: the promotion of new bu ine e that are compatible with 

neighboring land use the diversification of indu tr, and upport of organization created to attract 

and recruit economic development. key objecti e for upporting the existing economic base is 
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enhancement of business community and school system relationships. Finally, home-based businesses 

should be established and promoted as foundations of the business community. 

Another goal is assurance that economic development will be consistent with the 1993 plan 

recommendations. To achieve this, three primary objectives include: identifying and reserving sites 

suitable for industrial development; siting, designing, and managing heavy industrial facilities to 

minimize adverse environmental impacts· and site design guidelines for all economic development. 

Also important is continued support of improvements to the Air Industrial Park and promotion of 

Louisa County as a location for aviation-oriented activity. 

A third goal is the expansion and improvement of medical service for county residents. 

Studying the potential for expanded medical services, and investigating opportunities for increased 

coordination of regional health facilities are planned. 

fourth goal is the preservation and improvement of agriculture through its promotion a an 

attractive and desirable land use. To achi e this premium farmland will be developed agriculturally 

for local benefit. Three other objectives necessary for the ucce ful development of lhi farmland 

include: awareness of agricultural Best Management Practices (BMPs) public education of local 

farm rs about efficient method of agricultural production, and development of interactions between 

the chool y tern and local farmer . 

Another goal i the recognition of forestry as a valuable natural re ource indu try and 

promotion of methods for improving timb r production. with the agri ultural indu try the main 

objective for fore try i developing premium forestal land for local economic benefit. To en ure 

ucce s: public awarene of fore tal (B 1P ) and the maintenance of vegetative buffer between 

cleared areas and public road� ays by fore try operators, will be encouraged. 
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A final goal is balancing the promotion of tourism and recreation/resort communities with 

economic development and environmental concerns. Two key objectives toward reaching this 

balance are the controlled development of recreational and resort communities in "Resort Community 

Planning Areas" and limited development of corporate, institutional and religious retreats in "Rural 

Conservation Planning Areas". Another objective enlists the help of the State Department of Travel 

and Tourism to locate hi torical and natural area . Other objective include: providing ufficient 

recreational facilities for county re idents identifying areas for the greatest lei ure and recreation 

opportunities and preparing a tudy to promote touri m and hi toric attraction in the County. 

Source: Draft Comprehensive Plan 1993 The County of Louisa, Virginia (1993) 

unty to Region ompari n 

Population Gr wth Rate : 

l 70-19 0
Loui a _7% 14% 
Region 36% 

Proje ted Population Growth Rate : 

19 - 00 -0 0--010
Loui a 
Region 

11% 
-1%

Gro th R t in Buildin 

Re idential: 
Loui a 
Region 

onre idential: 
Loui a 
Region 

-5 %
7%

u d:

5 19 5-

I6la 

-3..)%

7% 
- %

7 

1970-199 

0% 

_010-.. 0_0 
7% 

1 % 

20-0--030
7%
1-% 

19 0-90 



Real Per Capita Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

Louisa 
Region 

1970 
$ 9,532 
$11,329 

1980 
$12,030 
$14,026 

1990 
$17,576 
$17,599 

Growth Rates 
1970-80 1980-90 
26% 46% 
24% 25% 

Transfer Payments as a Percentage of Total Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 
1970 1980 1990 

Louisa 12% 18% 12% 
Region 9% 13% 12% 

Unemployment Rates: 
1980 82 84 86 88 

Louisa 8.1 9.4 6.7 5.2 4.9 
Region 5.5 8.5 4.8 4.5 3.7 

Residents Working Outside County: 

1980 1990 
Louisa 54% 58% 
Region 66% 65% 

�er�enta�� Qf Emi;2lQ)'.��s b)'. Iodustr)'.: 
1970 1980 

Loui a: Manuf (-7%) Manuf (19%) 
Con t (19%) Govt (15%) 
Fann (15%) Const (12%) 
Govt (15%) Farm (12%) 

Region: Govt (23% erv (-4%) 
Serv (20%) Go t (20%) 

anuf (18% Retail (1 %) 
Retail (15%) anuf (1 "%) 

Government Re enue and E penditure : 

90 91 
4.9 7.6 
4.4 6.4 

1990 
Con t (-0%) 
Manuf 17%) 
Govt (1-%) 
Retail (9%) 

erv (2 %) 
Retail (20%) 
Govt (17% 
Con t (L%) 

1981 (1990 I 1990 
Loui a: 

Revenue 
Expenditure 
Gain /Lo e 

14 903.647 
$14,11 -41 
$7 5,106 

79 

_4 805 10-
$24 736 6 -
$69 023 



Region: 
Revenues 
Expenditures 
Gains/Los es 

Total Taxable ales: 

Loui a 
Region 

Analy i of Facts 

1980 (1991 $'s 
52,992, 9 

$1-1 149,065 

$_0,950,244 
$20,814,812 
$135,432 

1991 
$64,327,59 

184 9_4 510 

$39,312,723 
$39,672,954 
-$360,231 

Growth Rate 
21% 
53% 

Population growth rates for Louisa County were consistently below the Region' average from 

1970 to 199 . The County' overall 45% growth from 1970 to 1990 was approximately half the 

Region average of 0%. Projected population growth rate for Loui a remain below the Region's 

through -030. 

Growth in the number of re idential building permits i ued by Loui a County ha been fairly 

po itive. While the Region' growth rate e, ceeded th County' between 19 0 and 19 5, the Region 

w an overall decline in growth from 19 5 to 1 . Loui a' rate increased from 19 5 to 1990. In 

term of nonre idential permits, however Loui a experienced a 52% decline while the Region 

experienced an overall increa e of %. 

Louisa County' per capita p r onal income w roughly ,0 0 below the Region average 

for 1 70 and l 0. Ho" ever, the County' 19 0 figure wa alma t equal to that of the Region. 

Loui a re idents e. perienced a 4 % rowth rate in p r capita per onal incom from 19 0 to 19 0 

while that of the Region wa -5%. Al o while tran fer pa meats a a percentage of total per onal 

income ere 3 to -q, above Region figure for 1970 and 19 0 they " ere equal to the Region figure 
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in 1990 and had dropped from 18% in 1980 to 12% in 1990. Meanwhile, Louisa's unemployment 

rates during the 1980's were consistently above the Region's average by roughly 1.0 to 2.0%. 

In terms of the distribution of employees by industry, manufacturing remained a large 

employer from 1970 to 1990, but dropped from 27% to 17%. Construction was the leading employer 

in 1990 at 20%. As with other counties farming has experienced a steady decline. Meanwhile, the 

service industry, which has consistently been trong and increasing in the Region from 20% in 1970 

to 28% in 1990, was not within the top four employment industries for Louisa County for 1970, 

1980, or 1990. 

Louisa County' fiscal indicators reveal strengths and weakne ses. The County showed gain 

in government revenues and expenditures for both the 1981 and 1990 periods analyzed. Meanwhile 

the Region's average gains in 1981 were much lower and were negative in 1990. In terms of taxable 

sale , however, the County had the fifth lowe t total sale for both 1980 and 1991 (Table 17 A). Also 

the County's growth rate in ale ro e by 21 % while the Region' rate increased by 53%. 

Loui a County' per capital personal income and tran fer payments a a percentage of total 

income are comparable to tho e of the Region. Furthermore, the County's gain in revenues were 

po itive for the 1981 and 1 0 periods tudied. One area of concern i the low total taxable ale and 

low growth rate in sale . Thi may reflect the lack of rvice and r tail indu tries compared to the 

Region. 
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Background 

NEW KENT COUNTY 

Economic Development 

Within ew Kent's comprehensive plan, the County highlights several development assets and 

concerns. Some of the assets mentioned are: the County's location in the Richmond-Hampton Roads 

Corridor, its proximity to the Chickahominy, Pamunkey and York Rivers, the fact that Route 64 

traverses the entire length of the County and the ew Kent Airport. Concerns include: the 

decentralized growth which prohibits public water and sewer y tern , the lack of commercial 

de elopmeot few employment oppornmitie and a hou ing tock that is primarily single family and 

owner-occupied. This limits a younger population eking multi-family and rental housing. 

ew Kent' comprehen ive plan highlights the overall lack of a strong indu trial and 

comm rcial b . The only comm rcial enter are tho located in the village of Providence Forge, 

Eltharn and Bottoms Bridge where the lection of good and rvice is limited. Therefore re idents 

mak purcha e outside the County. There are only 1 L acre total of industrial development 

cattered throughout the County and half of the e land are used in the production of lumber and 

oth r timber product . One -acre indu trial park wa built in Providence Forge next to the 1 ew 

Kent ·rport. 

al and bj tive 

The two economic goals addres ed in the plan focu on commercial and indu trial 

development. Commercially, the County hope to de elop a variety of commercial activitie at 



appropriate and convenient locations. The commercial development objectives include: retaining and 

expanding existing commercial development; clustering commercial development in growth areas· 

and providing sufficient land for development of community and regional shopping and service needs. 

Close attention will be given to the physical environment in site design in an effort to avoid strip 

development. Industrially, the County intends to create a diverse industrial base to expand 

employment opportunities and add to the tax base. The indu trial development objectives outlined 

include providing adequate land, services and utilities to support light to moderate industrial 

expansion. Industrial development is expected to expand around major highways railways airports 

and navigable waterways. Promotion of industrial parks will be means to concentrate industrial 

development. This will assi t in reducing adverse impacts to the environment. 

Source: Draft Comprehensive Land Use Plan New Kent County 1991 (1991) 

County to Region Compari ons 

Population Growth Rate 

1970-19 0 

ew Kent 
Region 

5% 
35% 

1980-1990 

7% 

32% 

Projected Population Growth Rate : 

ew Kent 
Region 

1 0-2000 _000-_010 

21% 

-1%

Growth Rate in Building Permits I u d: 

1970-1990 

97% 
77% 

2010--0-0 

13% 

13% 

020--030 

1 % 
1-% 

19 0- 5 19 --90 19 0-90 

Residential: 
ew Kent 

Region 
8% 

1-6%

-10%
-3 %

3 

- %
- � _,o



onre idential: 

ew Kent 283% -26% 183% 
Region 7% 23% 32% 

Re idents Working Outside County: 

1980 1990 
ew Kent 80% 80% 

Region 66% 65% 

Real Per Capita Personal Income (in 1990 dollars : 
Growth Rates 

ew Kent 
Region 

1970 
10,475 

$11,329 

1980 
$15,077 
14,026 

1990 
$20,928 
$17 465 

1970-80 1980-90 
44% 39% 
24% 25% 

Tran fer Payments a a Percentage of Total Pe onal Income (in 1990 dollars): 
1 70 19 0 1 90 

ew Kent 
Region 

10% 
9% 

nemplo ment Rate : 

11% 
13% 

19 0 2 4 
ew Kent .4 6.1 

Region .5 4. 

umber of mplo ee b lndu try: 
1970 

ew Kent: 

Region: 

erv (-4% 
Govt (19%) 
fanuf (16%) 

Farm etail (1 % ) 

Go t(- %) 
erv (-0%) 
anuf(l %) 

Retail (15%) 

ernm nt Re nue and , penditur 

10% 
1 % 

86 8 90 91 
3.1 -·-' 4.5 

.5 3.7 4.4 6.4 

19 0 

erv (-5%) 
Govt (21%) 
Retail (1 %) 

anuf (11 %) 

erv (-4% 
Go t(_0%) 
Retail (1 %) 

1anuf (1 %) 

1990 
erv (3 %) 

Govt (17%) 
Con t (13%) 
Retail {1-%) 

rv (2 %) 
Retail -0%) 
Govt (17%) 
Con t (L%) 

19 1 (1990 I ) 1990 
ew ent: 

Revenue 

Expenditure 
Gain 

12 974,- -_ 
1 630 99 

- 6-6 047



Region: 
Revenues 
Expenditures 
Gains/Losses 

$20 950,244 
$20,814 812 
$135,432 

Total Taxable Sales: 

ew Kent 
Region 

Analysi of Facts 

1980 (1991 $'s) 
$20,-65,835 
$121 149 065 

1991 
$2-,910.591 
$184,924,510 

$39,312,723 
$39,672 954 
-$360,231 

Growth Rate 
13% 
53% 

ew Kent County's population was the !owe t in the Region in 1970. In 1990 it was the 

second lowest in the Region, after King and Queen County. Its population size has remained quite 

imilar to that of King William County since 1975. Projection for population increa es from 1990 

to 2030 maintain this low growth. 

Many of the County's economic indicator examined were po itive. The County's real per 

capita income wa lightly below that of the Region in 1970, but by 1990 it had ri en over $3 000 

above the regional average. The County' growth rates in per capita income for 1 70 to 19 0 and 

for 19 0 to 1990 were well above the Region's figure . Unemployment rate remained below the 

Region' rates by at least 1.0% throughout the 19 0' . ong with higher than average per capita 

income and lower than average unemployment rate transfer pa ments a a percentage of total 

personal income were below Region figure in 19 0 and 1990. Furthermore the County ha enjo ed 

the same table employrn nt urces from 1970 to 1990. rvices and government were con i tently 

the tronge t emplo ers from 1970 through 1990 while farming and manufacturing dropped off 

during the two decade 
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One area of concern is the high number of re idents working outside the County. Figures for 

19 0 and 1990 were both 80% which is well above the Region's figures. Another area of concern 

is that government revenues and expenditures saw losses both in 1981 and 1990. Finally, total 

taxable ales were much lower than taxable sale in the Region and the growth rate from 1980 to 

1991 wa the second lowest in the Region at 13%. 
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Background 

ORANGE COUNTY 

Economic Development 

Like many rural jurisdictions outside the Washington metropolitan area Orange County is 

facing development pressure. However, the majority of residents in the County want to maintain its 

rural character. Farmland is one of Orange County's most valuable assets. griculture provides many 

direct benefits to farmers and indirect benefits to merchants in the agricultural industry. 

Goal and Objective 

Orange County officials tre s the significance of convenient job locations and appropriate 

employment opportunities for county residents. More opportunities for skilled and profe ioaal 

worker are needed along with an adequate range of po itions for young re idents " ho wi h to tay 

in the County. Orange County al o want to encourage non-nuisance bu ine e of moderate ize. 

The target area are the Route 15 corridor near the town of Orange and Gordon ville, and the 

inter ection of Routes 3 and .. 0. Also tre ed is the importance of indu trial growth, particularly 

capital-inten i e indu try that will contribute to the ta, ba e. 

The County' limited water resource have often hindered development opportunitie . everal 

indu trie have gone out of busine in Orange County over the la t two decade . Yet indu try i 

the County's large t emplo er and its gro s payrolls exceed the go emment and retail trades. The 

Orange County Economic Development Corporation is working to broaden the economic base 
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through industrial development. Other key players are the Town of Orange [ndustrial Development 

uthority and the Industrial Development Authority of the County of Orange. 

Orange County's primary goal for encouraging economic development is to promote a 

diversity of employment opportunities in the agricultural, administrative professional, commercial, 

and industrial fields. To reach this goal the County's plan include: promoting a variety of 

commercial and bu ine services and re-identifying and re-evaluating prime site for industrial 

development. Also important is the promotion of moderately- ized non-nuisance industrial, 

comm rcial, and busines activities near the town of Orange and Gordon ville, along the Route 15 

corridor and the intersection of Route and 20. 

Source: Orange County Comprehensive Plan (1990) 

ount to Re ion ompari on 

Population Growth Rate : 
1970-19 0 

Orange 
Region 

1% 
5% 

19 0-1 
1 % 

2% 

Projected Population Growth Rate : 

Orange 
Region 

Gro, th Rate 

1990--0 ... 000--010 

14% 
-1%

in Buildin Permits I u d: 

1970-1 
-s%

77% 

_010--020 
10% 
1 % 

20-0--030 
9% 

L% 

1 0-19 - 19 5-19 0 19 0-1990 

Re idential: 
Orange 6-% 10% _% 

Region 1 6% - 3% - (If. 
- 0

onre ideatial: 
Orange -11% 106% 3% 

Region 7% ..,� - 0 .. % 



Residents Working Outside County: 

Orange 
Region 

1980 1990 

36% 
66% 

46% 
65% 

Real Per Capita Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

Orange 
Region 

1970 
$12,563 
$11,329 

1980 
$13,686 
$14,026 

1990 
$16,808 
$17,426 

Growth Rates 
70-80 80-90
9% 23%
24% 25%

Tran fer Payments a a Percentage of Total Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

1970 1980 1990 
Orange 
Region 

10% 

9% 

Unemployment Rate : 

Orange 
Region 

19 0 
5.-
5.5 

82 
10.6 
8.5 

18% 
13% 

84 
4.8 
4. 

Percentage of Employe by lndu try: 

1970 
Orange: Manuf (28%) 

Region: 

erv (-0%) 
Farm (15%) 
Retail (13%) 

Go t (2 %) 
erv (-0%) 

Manuf (I %) 
Retail (15%) 

Government Re eoue and penditur 

6 
4.9 
4.5 

19 0

15% 
13% 

88 
3. 
3.7 

Manuf (2 %) 
erv (16%) 

Retail (13%) 
Govt (13%) 

erv (24%) 
Go t (-0%) 
Retail (1 %) 

anuf (13%) 

90 
5.7 
4.4 

91 
.7 

6.4 

19 0

Manuf (-4%) 
erv (19%) 

Retail (16%) 
Govt (14%) 

erv (- % 
Retail (-0%) 
Govt 17%) 
Con t (L%) 

1 1 (19 0 ' 19 0 
Orange: 

Revenue 
Expenditure 
Gain 

23 569 -95 
7,66 ,20 

-$4,09 61 



Region: 

Total Taxable 

Orange 
Region 

Revenues 
Expenditures 
Gains/Losses 

ale: 

$20 950,244 

$20,814,81-

$135,432 

1980 (1991 $'s) 
$78 6 6,--1 

$121,149 065 

1991 

90,514,674 
$184,924,510 

Analy i of Facts 

$39,312 723 
$39,672,954 

-$360,231 

Growth Rate 

15% 
53% 

Population data above reveals that growth rate in Orange County have consistently been 

below tho e of the Region, particularly from 1980 to 1990. Projected growth rates for Orange 

County continue to show rate below the Region average. 

The growth rate for residential and nonre idential building permits issued for the County have 

both been above those of the Region. While the Region aw a decline in the rate of gro\! th in 

re idential p rmits from 19 5 to 19 the County aw an increase. Th growth rate of nonre idential 

permits was particularly high in the County from 19 5 to 1990 almo t five time that of the Region. 

Orange County has a remarkably low percentage of re idents working out ide the County. 

Percentage for both 19 0 and 1 were well b low the Region' figure . The County experienced 

the cond )owe t percentage in the Region for both time period (Table 7 and 8). 

0th r economic indicator place Orange County lightly b low Region figure . The County's 

per capita per onal income was lightly above the R gion' number for 1970, but fell ju t below the 

Region in 19 0 and 19 . Growth in personal income was imilar in both the County and the Region 

from 19 0 to 19 . nemplo ment rate in the County were imilar to tho e in the Region during 
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much of the 1980's. However, figures for 1991 show the County rate at 2.3% over the Region 

average. 

In terms of the number of employees by industry, manufacturing has remained a dominant and 

steady employer in Orange County since 1970. Meanwhile, manufacturing in the Region has 

declined. As with the other county's in the Region, farming which was fairly strong in the 1970's has 

declined significantly. 

Fiscal indicator reveal some negative trends. While the Region saw slight losse in 

government revenues and expenditures for 1990, those las es in Orange County were ignificantly 

higher. Taxable sales for the County were well below the Region averages for both 19 0 and 1991 

and have experienced a much slower growth rate at 15% compared to the Region growth rate of 

53%. 
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Background 

SPOTSYLVANIA COUNTY 

Economic Development 

potsylvania County lies between the metropolitan centers of Wa hington, D.C. and 

Richmond, and is bisected by the heavily travelled Interstate 95. The County's 1987 comprehensive 

plan indicates that county officials are generally in favor of business expan ion in Spotsylvania· many 

of the areas designated for economic development in the earlier 1980 plan have been zoned either 

commercial or industrial. The busine center include: the Route !/Interstate 95 Corridor Routes 

_ and 17, and the Route 3 and 17 Bypass. Economic activity i also de ignated for major cros roads 

at: Four ile Fork, the Route 3 interchange of I-95, potsylvania Court Hou e, and Thornburg. 

pot ylvania County has been very ucce ful in attracting commerce and industry. Its central 

location attract di tribution center . eanwhile, many firms find it convenient for receiving raw 

materials and hipping fini hed good . Furth rmore the County i recognized a a commercial hub 

for urrounding area . Commercial center , lik potsylvania all, have helped ales tax revenue . 

In 19 0 the County purcha ed a large vacant manufacturing facility which ha become the 

pot , I ania County Indu trial Park. 

Goal and Obj cti e 

primary goal i to tabilize th economy to aid exi ting bu ine s and attract new 

enterprise . Objective include: encouraging commercial activity to locate in designated areas the 

exten ion of utilitie to economic de elopment area and promotion of the recreation and touri t 



industries. Another goal is the establishment of commercial centers to support community 

development by clustering commercial growth, restricting strip development, establishing 

neighborhood commercial centers for rural areas, and creating highway centers near primary 

transportation routes. A third goal is expansion of the industrial base to provide county residents jobs 

while avoiding the stimulation of rapid population growth by diversifying the industrial base, 

protecting prime industrial lands from competing land uses, and maintaining the viability of indu trial 

lands through the restriction of noncompatible uses of adjacent lands. Finally Spotsylvania County 

govemm nt and its agencies will continue to promote sound economic development. The approach 

includes: establishing advertising and promotion programs to attract new industry and busine s the 

systematic recruitment of prosp cts through the Office of Economic Development and exploring all 

tate and federal programs to a i t localitie with economic development. Al o important is 

supporting the activitie of the Indu trial Development uthority and the availability of indu trial 

revenue bond . 

Source: Spotsylvania County Comprehensive Plan (1987) 

ounty to Re ion ompari on 

Population Gro th Rate : 

potsylvani 
Region 

1970-19 0 

5% 
-% 

Project d Population Growth Rate : 

1 0-2000 

potsylvania 

Region 

19 0-1 90 

7 % 
3-% 

20 0--010 

17% 
i-% 
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Growth Rate in Building Permits I sued: 

19 0-85 1985-90 1980-90 
Residential: 

Spotsylvania 209% -23%
Region 126% -33%

onresidential: 
potsylvania 139% 64% 

Region 7% 23% 

Re idents Working Outside County: 

potsylvania 
Region 

1980 1990 
82% 
66% 

63% 
65% 

Real Per apita Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

potsylvania 
Region 

1970 
$L 66 
11,3 ... 9 

19 0 
14,155 
14,0-6 

137% 
52% 

292% 
32% 

1990 
$16,412 
17,465 

Growth Rates 
70- 0 80-90
10% 16%
24% 25%

Tran � r Payments a a Percentage of Total Pe onal Income (in 1990 dollars): 
1970 19 0 1990 

pot 1 ania 9% 14% 14% 
Region 9% 13% 13% 

nemplo ment Rate : 
19 0 2 4 8 90 91 

potsyl ania 6.6 9.9 4.7 4.0 3.9 5. 
R gion 5.5 4. 4.5 3.7 4.4 6.4 

Percenta e of mplo ee b lndu try: 

19 0 19 0 1990 
pots lvania: anuf (-3%) Retail (24%) Retail (-6%) 

Retail (-0% erv (-3% erv (-6%) 
erv (-0%) Govt (15%) Govt (13%) 

Govt (1 -% Ianuf (11 %) Const (11 %) 

Region: Govt (-3%) erv (24% erv (2 %) 
erv (-0%) Govt (-0%) Retail ( ... 0%) 
anuf (1 %) Retail (1 %) Govt (17%) 

Retail (1-% Manuf (13%) Const (1 .. %) 
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Government Revenues and Expenditures: 

Spotsylvania: 
Revenues 
Expenditures 
Gains/Losses 

Region: 
Revenues 
Expenditures 
Gains/Losses 

Total Taxable Sales: 

Spotsylvania 
Region 

Analy i of Facts 

1981 (1990 $'s) 1990 

$41,807,263 
$44,631,872 
-$2,824,609 

$20,950 244 
$20, 14,812 
$135 432 

1980 (1991 $'s) 
$217 181,711 
$121,149,065 

$85,305,538 
$87,181 446 
-$1,875,908 

$39 312,723 
$39 672 954 
-$360,231 

1991 
$440,255 013 
$184,924 510 

Growth Rate 
103% 
53% 

Population data reveals strong growth in pot ylvania County from 1970 through 1990. The 

County experienced the highe t growth rate in the Region from 1970 to 19 , well above the Region 

average (Table 1). ctual population ize for potsylvania County wa lightly below that of th 

mo t populated County Hanover. However, projected population figure for 1 0 to _000 how 

potsylvania with the highe t growth rate at 32% while that of Hano er is _3% (Table -)· 

The County' high growth i also reflected in re idential and nonresidential building permits 

issued. The number of re idential and nonresidential permits i ued in the County from 19 5 to 1990 

as consistently the bighe t in the Region (Table 4 and 5). Furthermore the County growth rate 

for both type of permits throughout the 1980' were well above the Region a erage . 
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Another po itive sign accompanying this increased population and building growth is a decline 

in the percentage of re idents commuting outside the County. The percentage of people commuting 

to work outside the County fell by almost 20% from 1980 to 1990. 

In terms of several of the economic indicators, Spotsylvania County figures are similar to 

those of the Region. Per capita personal income, transfer payments as a percentage of total personal 

income, and unemployment rates were all roughly equal to regional figures for the time periods 

studied. However, per anal income in the County appears to be losing pace with the Region as 

County growth rate were much lower than Region rates for both 1970 to 1980 and 1980 to 1990. 

Also the unemployment rate in potsylvania County wa 2.4% above the Region average in 1991. 

Like the Region the County has een a ri e in the number of workers in retail and services 

indu tries. Meanwhile, manufacturing which wa once a trong employer in the 1970' , fell 

dramatically by the 1990' . In 1990 the makeup of workers by indu try wa very similar to that of 

the R gion. 

Fi cal indicator how both po itive and negative igns of growth in potsylvania County. 

Government revenue and expenditure in the County were negative in both 19 1 and 1990. 

Ho\: ever taxable sale for th County were much higher than Region figures for both 19 0 and 1991. 

In 1991, potsylvania County had th cond highe t total taxable sale for the Region, after Hanover 

County (Figure 11). o the County had th highe t growth rate in taxable ale in the Region 

( ppendix Table 10). 
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Background 

YORK COUNTY 

Economic Development 

York County has a highly educated citizenry however the largest number of new jobs created 

have been lower-paying jobs in the retail and service sector . York County needs to create first-class 

business park environments to attract the professional and technical firms that provide higher-paying 

career opportunities. One of the main reasons that these parks have not developed in the County has 

been the lack of public utilitie . To attract college graduates, the County mu t expand employment 

opporturutie in the Finance, Insurance and Real E tate ectors. The County need high-paying jobs 

rather than a larger number of jobs. To create these higher-paying job York County must promote 

"capital intensive" rather than "labor intensive" busine se . 

York County mu t talce advantage of the potential for generating revenue through touri m. 

Hotel developments were one of the mo t ignificant generator of new local tax revenue in the 

County in the 19 O's. However, tourism is cyclical, thu the County must work to increa e vi itation 

during off month 

Phy ically York County is linear and follo-.: 1-64. Al o, it is the only county on the Virginia 

Peninsula that hare a common boundary with every other juri diction on the Penin ula. Economic 

growth· from the Hampton and t ewport ew area toward the mid-Penin ula, and York County 

is in this pathway. The County is clo e to four I-64 interchange in the mid-Penin ula area and ha 

another four full interchange located in the northern portion of the County. Roughly 4 000 acre 

of developable va ant land i located near ix of the e eight interchange . Two o the three 
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interchanges, Lightfoot and Camp Peary, have the mo t long-range economic potential, but lack the 

most basic public utilities. 

There are several constraints to enhanced economic development. Due to the increasing 

protection of non-tidal wetlands much land in the southern portion of the County will become 

undevelopable, thus land in the northern part of the County must be managed effectively to achieve 

the County's economic development objective . Much of the County's land that is designated General 

Indu trial is owned by Amoco which has no immediate plans to develop this land. Also, there is 

limited public upport for expanding the County' General Indu trial land use de ignation. Therefore, 

it will be hard for the County to compete for heavier, capital-intensive indu try. Also another 

concern is the shortage of raw water to ervice the Peninsula. 

During the 1970' and 19 01 

, York County experienced dramatic growth in new hotel 

construction and retail sale development. General retail and touri m ctor are good generators of 

local tax revenue and new job , but this type of economic development creates job that are typically 

lower-paying and easonal. Thu . while employment growth in the County ha been high the County 

had the lowe t percentage increa e in earning of any juri diction on the Penin ula. 

Light industry and offic development on the Penin ula ha largely been concentrated in 

Hampton and ewport ews. Hm: ever York County i in a good po ition to capture a greater 

hare of the higher-paying job opportunitie created by bu ine park etting . Inter tate highway 

. tern and advance in telecommunication have enabled greater decentralization of economic 

development. o bu ine e desire to locate in ae theticaHy pleasing environments. Finally , 

employm nt center often follow uburban development and retail development, both of which ha e 

occurred in York County. 
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The County must offer prime locational opportunities to light industrial and office 

development and it must inform the citizens of the fiscal benefits provided by economic development. 

The most significant impediment to the natural migratory trends of economic development occurring 

in the region is the lack of adequate public facilities at key potential business locations, particularly 

along I-64. 

Goal and Objective 

The County's goals are based on the premise that business and industry make important 

contributions to the fiscal condition of a community by providing employment for re idents and 

contnbuting local tax revenues. The County's principal goal i economic development that enhance 

the citizens' quality of life. Another goal is diversifying and balancing the County's tax and 

employment base through the promotion of clean environmentally- en itive indu try, providing a full 

range of employment opportunitie and helping to promote entrepreneurial activity. In term of 

locational and transportation benefits, another goal i capitalizing on York County' central location 

on the Peninsula and its linear relationship to 1-64. 

One of the County' key objective in attainino economic growth i e panding the ba e of 

high r-paying white collar and technical employment through the creation of fir t-cl bu ine park 

developments where profe 10nal and technical firm prefer to locate. Clo el related to this effort 

i that of expanding the County's base of capital-inten ive bu in and indu try to create high r­

paying jobs and generate higher tax revenues. Al o related i the objective of promoting a linkage 

between the education y tern and bu ine and indu try. Objective in attracting new busine e 

hould also include public/private efforts to market private! owned non-re idential propertie . In 
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terms of existing businesses, the plan suggests building on the County's base as a tourist destination. 

Finally, the County's objectives recognize the importance of ensuring that new businesses are 

environmentally sound, particularly with respect to water conservation. The plan recommends 

requ iring the use of water- aving fixtures in new developments and discouraging water-intensive 

industries. 

Source: The County of York Comprehensive Plan (1991) 

County to Region Compari ons 

Population Growth Rate 

1970-1980 

York 
Region 

1 % 

35% 

19 0-19 0 

10% 

32% 

Projected Population Growth Rate 

1970-1990 

53% 

77% 

York 
Region 

1 90--000 -000--010 2010-2020 2020-20 0 

17% 

-1%

1 % 

15% 

Growth Rat in Buildin Permit I ued: 

L% 

1% 

19 0-19 5 19 5-19 0 

Re idential: 
York 
Region 

-34%

L6% 

onre idential: 
York 
Region 

-40%

7%

R ident Workin u ide County:

York 
Region 

19 0 1990 

79% 

66% 

70% 

65% 

--3% 

-33%

-50%
')

"' 
0,: - 0

100 

10% 

12% 

19 0-1990 

58% 

52% 



Real Per Capita Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

York 
Region 

1970 
$12,044 
$11,329 

1980 
$15,086 
$14,026 

1990 
$20,687 
$17,465 

Growth Rates 
70-80 80-90
25% 37%
24% 25%

Transfer Payments as a Percentage of Total Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 
1970 1980 1990 

York 9% 
Region 9% 

Unemployment Rate : 
1980 82 

York 4.8 4. 
Region 5.5 8.5 

umber of Employee by Industry: 

1970 
York: Govt(61%) 

Region: 

Retail (9%) 
erv ( %) 

Con t (7%) 

Govt (2..,%) 
erv (-0%) 

Manuf (1 %) 
Retail (15%) 

12% 
13% 

4 
3.3 
4.8 

12% 
13% 

86 88 
3.4 2.8 
4.5 3.7 

1980 
Govt (45%) 
Retail (15%) 
erv (12%) 

Con t (10%) 

erv (-4%) 
Govt (-0%) 
Retail (1 %) 
Manuf (13%) 

Government Revenu and E. penditure : 
19 1 (1990 $' ) 

York: 
Revenue 
Expenditure 
Gain o 

Region: 
Revenue 
Expenditures 
Gain 

4 06- 6-
4 ,647 701 
414,9-
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90 
3.2 
4.4 

91 
4.3 
6.4 

1990 
Govt (34%) 

erv 21 %) 
Retail (16%) 
Con t (12%) 

erv (- %) 
Retail ( -0%) 
Govt (17%) 
Con t (L%) 
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Total Taxable ales: 

1980 (1991 $'s) 
York $129,562,947 
Region $121,149,065 

Analy is of Fact 

1991 
$224 558 678 
$184,924,510 

Growth Rate 
73% 
53% 

Population figure indicate strong growth in York County. In 1990, the County experienced 

the third highest total population, after Hanover and Spotsylvania Countie . However, the County's 

population growth rate from 1970 to 1990 was roughly 20% below that of the Region. Furthermore, 

York County' projected growth for 1990 to _000 is below the Region average and that of Hanover 

and potsylvania Countie . 

York County appear trong in t rm of many of the economic indicators examined. Per 

capita per anal income for the County wa above the Region' income figure throughout th two 

decade tudied. Furthennore the growth rate in this income from 19 0 to 1990 was 1-% above the 

Region average. nemploym nt was consistently below the Region by 1.0% or more. Coupled with 

the e po iti e income and unemploym nt figur , tran fer payment a a p rcentage of total per onal 

income in the County ere equal to Region figure for 1970, 19 0 and 1 90. 

Go ernment wa con i tently the top emplo_ er in the County for each tim period tudied. 

Ho ever. while its ignificance has declined ome\: hat ince 1970. eanwhile the ervice retail, 

and con truction indu trie ha e inc re a ed 1 n l rm of employment from 1970 to 1990. 

In regard to the County' fiscal condition one area of concern i the lo in government 

revenues ver us expenditure in 1990 of over one million dolla . York County' total taxable ale , 
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however, were above the Region's average total sale in 1980 and 1991, and grew at a rate of 73% 

from 1980 to 1991. This growth rate was well above that of the Region. 
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Background 

CITY OF WIWAMSBURG 

Economic Development 

Unlike the counties within the Region, Williamsburg City has a large number of workers 

commuting into its jurisdiction. Williamsburg employs more persons than Jame City County or York 

County. These jobs are primarily in retail trade services and government. 

Tourism related services account for mo t of the employment. Re taurant employee 

comprise over 50% of the retail jobs, while motel and lodging employee make up over 75% of the 

job in the service indu try. The large concentration in the government sector is due to the College 

of William and ary. The Colonial Williamsburg Foundation is the large t employer in the City. The 

College is the econd bigge t employer. 

Retail ale generate much of the City' tax revenue . The e ale are heavily concentrated 

in the hotel and re taurant categori . Due to the asonal fluctuations of touri m-related bu ine e 

City re enue from taxable retail ales within the City often fluctuate. However the tudent of the 

College who compri e appro imately 50% of the City' residents provide much of the City' off-

ea on retail trade. 

The retail busine e within the City are mall cale and likely to remain o. The City doe 

not have the t_ pe of population nece ary to upport a regional-le el hopping center, such a a 

furniture home appliance or large di count tore. Furthermore the City doe not appear to have 

a competiti e ite to accomodate a regional mall. Williamsburg re idents travel to Richmond or the 

Lower Peninsula for the e goods. 
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Goals and Objectives 

Williamsburg City officials believe that maintaining the City's strong and profitable tourism­

based economy is critical to its continued economic success, however, they also recognize the 

importance of diversification. Williamsburg's goal in economic development is to support the City's 

existing tourism base while exploring other economic opportunities for an expanded employment and 

revenue base. Objectives toward this goal include: encouraging non-tourist related development in 

order to diversify the City's economic base and identifying areas suitable for employment use and 

re erving them for such use. 

Source: Comprehensive Plan Williamsburg, Virginia 1989 (1989) 

ounty to Region Comparison 

Population Growth Rate : 

William burg 
Region 

1970-19 0 

14% 

3-% 

19 0-1990 

L% 

-% 

1970-1990 

27% 

77% 

Proj cted Population Growth Rate : 

William burg 
Region 

Growth Rate in Buildin 

Re idential: 
William burg 
Region 

onre idential: 
William burg 
Region 

1990--000 2000--010 -010-20-0 -0-0--030

9% 

_1% 

Permits I ued: 

19 -19 5 

474% 

126% 

7% 

7% 

105 

5% 
1 "% 

19 --1990 
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Re idents Working Outside County: 

Williamsburg 
Region 

1980 1990 
19% 
66% 

23% 
65% 

Real Per Capita Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

• Williamsburg
Region

1970 
$12,459 
$11,329 

19 0 
$14,343 
14,026 

1990 
$17,207 
$17,465 

Growth Rates 
70-80 80-90
15% 20%
24% 25%

Tran fer Payments a a Percentage of Total Personal Income (in 1990 dollars): 

*Williamsburg 
Region 

nemployment Rate : 

Williamsburg 
Region 

1970 1980 1990 

9% 
9% 

19 0 
3.5 
5.5 

2 
7.8 

.5 

15% 
13% 

4 
5.7 
4. 

86 
5.4 
4.5 

16% 
13% 

8 
4.4 
3.7 

umber of Employee b Indu try: 
1970 1980 

illiamsburg: erv ( 4% erv (40%) 
Govt (2 %) Govt (2-%) 

Retail (16%) Retail (17%) 

anuf (11 %) Manuf (10%) 

Region: Govt (23%) erv (2 %) 

erv (-0%) Govt (-0%) 

anuf (1 %) Retail (1 % 

Retail (1-%) fanuf (13%) 

ernment Re enue and p nditure : 
19 1 (19 0 I ) 

illiam burg: 
R eaue 
Expenditure 
Gain 

106 

90 91 
6.1 7.9 
4.4 6.4 

1990 
erv (37%) 

Retail (-4%) 
Govt (1 %) 

anuf (7%) 

rv (-8%) 
Retail (20%) 
Govt (17%) 
Con t (1-%) 
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Region: 
Revenues 
Expenditures 
Gains/Losses 

Total Taxable ale : 

William burg 
Region 

$20,950 _44 
$20,814,812 
$135,432 

1980 (1991 $'s) 
$252 933,979 
$121,149,065 

1991 
$253,-68 663 
$184,924 510

* William burg and James City County figures reported jointly.

Analy is of Facts: 

$39 312 723 
$39,672,954 
-$360,231 

Growth Rate 
0% 
53% 

The City of Williamsburg's population growth rate was well below the Region average. Thi 

may be due to the mall ize of the jurisdiction and the po sibility that the City has reached its growth 

capacity. Projected population growth rate for the City remain well below tho e of the R gion. 

One of the biggest difference between the City and th countie in the Region is 

Wil liam burg' low percentage of re idents working outside the juri diction. Figure for 19 0 and 

19 0 were more than 40% below the Region's figure . This i probably due to the fact that the City 

a major employment cent r. 

everal of the City' economic indicator are imilar to Region average . Per capita per onal 

income figure for Williamsburg were very clo e to Region figures, However, the gro'- th rate in the 

Region was above that in the City for both decade reviewed. Tran fer payments a p rcentage of 

personal income have only been lightly above Region figures but they ha e b en ri ing at a rate 

faster than that of the Region. nemployment rate ha e al o been only lightl above tho e of th 

Region. 
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Services have remained a strong employer in Williamsburg. Also retail has grown 

significantly. Meanwhile, government and manufacturing have fallen. 

Fiscal indicators have been good and bad. Government revenues and expenditures 

experienced losses in both 1981 and 1990. Lo ses in 1990 were over one million. However, total 

taxable sales in the City were high in both 1980 and 1991. These sales, however experienced no 

growth from 1980 to 1991. 

10 



Common Concerns, Goals and Objectives 
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CO CLU IO S 

A review of the backgrounds, goals, and objectives outlined on the preceeding pages by 

the jurisdictions within the Region reveal several common concerns, and similar goals and 

objectives. 

Common Concerns 

A hared concern highlighted by many regional localities is rapidly growing populations. 

Tied to this is the problem of prawling residential development, increased transportation 

conge tion, and limited public utilities due to sprawling development. 

Another concern expressed by everal of the countie is the lack of a trong commercial 

and industrial base to support growing re idential development. Typical ob tacle accompanying 

the weak economic growth in these rural jurisdictions include: difficulty attracting new bu ine se , 

low taxable ale to upport local governments, and few ource of good and service . a 

re ult the e countie must cope with the dilemma of relying heavily on re idential prop rty taxe 

for local revenue. 

Due to weak econornie the countie are trongly influenced by the major metropolitan 

center out ide their jurisdiction . Thi lead to the heavy flow of worker and pending to the e 

m tropolitan center . Thi out-commuting i fueled by the lack of employment opportunitie 

within the countie and the high ratio of low-paying retail and rvice job to white-collar 

profe ional po itions. The result i an underskilled labor force in many of the regional localitie . 

, an, of the jurisdictions depend on tourism and asonal employment as a major source 

of re enue out ide property taxes. Employment woe are only enhanced b the recent decline of 
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the agricultural and forestry industries upon which many of these counties once depended. 

Common Goals and Objectives 

One of the primary goals mentioned by a majority of the regional counties is broadening 

the economic tax base. Closely tied to this goal is the need to create a better balance between 

residential development, and industrial and commercial growth. Common objectives aimed at 

creating this balance include: expanding the local employment base in terms of the number and 

types of jobs available encouraging mall businesse reducing out-commuting, in tituting better 

education and training program to enhance the kill level of the local labor force, and creating 

more full-time and less seasonal employment. 

trategie for improving indu trial development were often di cus ed by the regional 

juri diction . Common trategie include: enhancing exi ting bu ine e and indu tries and 

promoting new on pre rving high quality ites for indu trial development, and promoting high­

tech light indu try that i environmentally sound. Al o important i du tering d velopment in 

pecified growth areas to provide public utilitie and attract new indu tries and developing 

bu in and indu trial parks that du ter development and promote a killed labor force. 

Due to the unique rural chara ter of many of the regional lo alitie a common economic 

objecti e include expanding or xploring the potential of touri m and recreation for loc l 

revenu . It is also important to many of th se areas to maintain their rural character by pre rvin 

and protecting agricultural and forestry indu tries. Tied to thi rural pre ervation i the 

ignificance of con ervin the environment-. hile eeking growth and development. 
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VII. REGIONAL ECONOMIC AGENCIES

Currently, there is no single regional economic agency or council to assist the jurisdictions

located in the York River Watershed Region. Several of the localities, however, are aided by 

different regional councils. The Virginia Peninsula Economic Development Council is a regional 

economic agency for Gloucester County, James City County, York County, and the City of 

Williamsburg, as well a the cities of Hampton, ewport ew , and Poquoson. The Metropolitan 

Economic Development Council provides a istance to Hanover County, a well as Chesterfield 

County, Henrico County and the City of Richmond. 

The councils are regional nonprofit organization , funded by the countie and cities within 

their metropolitan regions. The common mission of these agencie i to market the metropolitan area 

they represent in an effort to attract new bu ine s to that area. The e agencie assist companies 

looking to relocate or expand in their region while cooperating with their regional localitie in tenn 

of identifying the ervice nece ary to bring new indu try to the area. One of the principal service 

the agencie provide to relocating or expanding companie i ite election a i tance. The council 

also provide compani with the demographic and economic information regarding their metropolitan 

region, as ell a information pertaining to: tran portation public water and ewer, climate, and 

cultural amenitie 

The other councie within the Region: Caroline King and Queen, King William and ew 

ent lay between the jurisdictions of the t\i o council di cu ed above. The e counties are not part 

of a larger economic organization. Thi i mo t likely due to the fact that the e area are farther 

r moved from large metropolitan area . The areas however are experiencin° economic 

development though omewhat lower than that of the Region' other localitie . A regional 

IL 



organization to address the growth concerns of all the jurisdictions comprising the York River 

Watershed would bridge the current piecemeal representation of the localities within the Region and 

promote the manageab le growth necessary to protect the Watershed. 
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TABLE Al 

GENERAL POPUT.ATION DEMOGRAPIIlCS CAROLINE COUNTY 

Age Distribution Growth Rate 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 1980-90 1970-90 

Total Persons 13925 17904 19217 0.29 0.07 0.38 

Under 5 years 1401 1339 1431 -0.04 0.07 0.02 
5 to 17 years 3937 4245 3584 0.08 -0.16 -0.09
18 to 24 years 1490 2239 1908 0.50 -0.15 0.28
25 to 44 years 3138 4 35 6102 0.54 o._6 0.94
45 to 64 years 2692 3466 3920 0.29 0.13 0.46
65 years and over 1-67 1780 2272 0.40 0.2 0.79

urnb r of Hou ehold 

Total Hou ehold 6631 
Family 51 

onfamily 1443 

Population by Race 

White 6659 9917 116 6 0.49 0.1 0.75 
Black 7074 7693 7244 0.09 -0.06 0.02 
Other 192 _94 2 7 0.53 -0.02 0.49 

ource: Ceo u of Population (1970, 19 0 and 1 0) 
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TABLEA2 

GENERAL POPULATION DEMOGRAPHICS GLOUCESTER COUNTY 

Age Distribution Growth Rate 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 19 0-90 1970-90 

Total Persons 14059 20107 30131 0.43 0.50 1.14 

Under 5 years 1070 1329 2274 0.24 0.71 1.13 

5 to 17 years 3670 4242 5950 0.16 0.40 0.62 
18 to 24 years 1259 2165 2368 0.72 0.09 0.88 

25 to 44 years 3333 5 08 10346 0.74 0.78 __ 10 

45 to 64 years 3107 4179 5838 0.35 0.40 0. 
65 years and over 16-0 2384 3355 0.47 0.41 1.07 

umber of Hou holds 

Total Household 10 66 
Family 505 

onfamily 2461 

Population by Race 

White 6659 16 _644 1.54 0.57 __ 97 

Black 7074 30 3r4 -0.56 0.0 -0.5

Other 192 131 3_9 -0.32 1.51 0.71

ource: Cen us of Population (1970, 19 0 and 19 0) 
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TABL EA3 

GENERAL POPULATION DEMOGRAPIDCS HANOVER COUNTY 

Age Distribution Growth R ate 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 1980-90 1970-90 

Total Persons 37479 50398 63306 0.34 0.26 0.69 

Under 5 years 3008 3158 4371 0.05 0.38 0.45 
5 to 17 year 10601 11374 11436 0.07 0.01 0.08 
18 to 24 years 3842 5855 6121 0.52 0.05 0.59 
_5 to 44 year 9523 14960 21124 0.57 0.41 1.22 
45 to 64 years 7622 10540 13545 0.3 0.29 0.78 
65 years and over 2 3 4511 6709 0.56 0.49 1.33 

umber of Hou ehold 

Total Hou eholds -262

Family 1 0 0

onfamily 4538 

Population by Race 

White 306 1 4361- -6440 0.42 0.-9 0. 4

Black 671 655 6405 -0.02 -0.02 -0.05
Other 0 _25 461 l. l 1.05 4.76

Source: Cen us of Population (1970, 19 0 and 19 0) 
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TABLE A4 

GENERAL POPULATION DEMOGRAPffiCS JAMES CITY COUNTY 

Age Distribution Growth Rate 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 1980-90 1970-90 

Total Persons 17853 22763 34859 0.28 0.53 0.95 

Under 5 years 1585 1474 2466 -0.07 0.67 0.56 
5 to 17 years 4560 4953 6027 0.09 0.22 0.32 
18 to 24 years 20 9 2746 3187 0.31 0.16 0.53 
25 to 44 years 4527 6661 11909 0.47 0.79 1.63 
45 to 64 years 3531 4750 7255 0.35 0.53 1.05 
65 years and over 1561 21-9 4015 0.36 0. 9 1.57 

umber of Hou eholds 

Total Hou hold 1.. .. 968 
Family 9613 

onfarnily 3355 

Population by Race 

White 11547 16035 27 04 0.39 0.73 1.41 

Black 6--6 643 6460 0.03 0.0 0.04 
Other 0 - 9 595 2. 1 1.06 6.44 

ource: Cen u of Population (1970, 19 0 and 1990) 
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TABLE AS

GENERAL POPUIATION DEMOGRAPHICS KING & QUEEN COUNTY 

Age Di tribution Growth Rate 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 1980-90 1970-90 

Total Persons 5491 5968 6289 0.09 0.05 0.15 

Under 5 years 485 434 459 -0.11 0.06 -0.05
5 to 17 years 1414 1196 1127 -0.15 -0.06 -0.20
18 to 24 years 544 658 579 0.21 -0.12 0.06
_5 to 44 years 1130 1511 1829 0.34 0.21 0.62
45 to 64 years 1261 1342 1345 0.06 0.00 0.07
65 years and over 657 27 950 0.26 0.15 0.45

umber of Hou ebold 

Total Hou eholds 233 
Family 1750 

onfamily 5 9 

Population by Race 

White 2654 315- 573 0.19 0. L3 0.35 
Black _7 6 _764 2633 -0.01 -0.05 -0.05
Other 51 52 3 0.02 0.60 0.63 

ource: Cen u of Population (1970, 1 0 and 19 0) 
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TABLE A6 

GENERAL POPULATION DEMOGRAPHICS KING WILLIAM COUNTY 

Age Distribution Growth Rate 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 1980-90 1970-90 

Total Person 7497 9334 10913 0.25 0.17 0.46 

Under 5 years 667 65 811 -0.02 0.24 0.-2 

5 to 17 years 2048 2145 2105 0.05 -0.02 0.03 

18 to -4 years 657 947 925 0.44 -0.02 0.41 

25 to 44 years 1654 2650 352- 0.60 0.33 1.13 

45 to 64 years 16 7 1870 2170 0.11 0.16 0 __ 9 

65 years and over 754 1070 1380 0.42 0.29 0.83 

umber of Hou eholds 

Total Hou ehold 3003 

Family 2452 

onfamily 831 

Population by Race 

White 4194 5866 73·1 0.40 0.- 0.75 

Black 31 9 3_19 3 10 0.01 0.03 0.0 

Other 114 249 z-_ 1.1 0.01 L-1

ource. Cen u of Population ( 1970, 19 0 and l 90) 
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TABLEA7 

GENERAL POPULATIO N DEMOGRAPIIlCS LOUISA COUNTY 

Age Distribution Growth Rate 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 1980-90 1970-90 

Total Persons 14004 17825 20325 0.27 0.14 0.45 

Under 5 years 1083 1233 1378 0.14 0.12 0.27 
5 to 17 years 3894 4010 3745 0.03 -0.07 -0.04
1 to 24 years 1:!63 1995 1742 0.58 -0.13 0.38
25 to 44 years 3096 4707 6442 0.5_ 0.37 1.0
45 to 64 years 2990 3644 4226 0.22 0.16 0.41
65 years and over 1678 2236 _792 0.33 0.25 0.66

umber of Hou eholds 

Total Households 74_7 
Family 562 

onfamily 1799 

Population by Race 

White 5 9 119-9 14970 0.39 0.25 0.74 
Black 53 9 5 01 5_33 0.07 -0.10 -0.03
Other 16 6- l:!2 3.06 o. 8 6.63

Source: Ceo u of Population (1970, 19 0 and 19 0) 
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TABLE A8 

GENERAL POPUIATION DEMOGRAPIBCS NEW KENT COUNTY 

Age Di tribution Growth Rate 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 19 0-90 1970-90 

Total Persons 5300 8781 10445 0.66 0.19 0.97 

Under 5 years 479 623 737 0.30 0.1 0.54 
5 to 17 years 1497 2002 1890 0.34 -0.06 0.26 
18 to 24 years 570 945 848 0.66 -0.10 0.49 
25 to 44 years 1253 2765 3845 i.::n 0.39 _,07 
45 to 64 years 1097 1685 2207 0.54 0.31 1.01 
65 years and over 404 761 91 0. 8 0.21 1.27 

umber of Hou ehold 

Total Hou ehold 3718 
Family 3056 

onfamily 66� 

Population by Race 

White 2923 6379 07 1.1 o._1 1.76 
Black _332 _2 7 -151 -0.02 -0. 6 -0.08

Other 4- 115 _16 1. -6 0. . 0

ource: Cen u of Population (1970, 19 0 and 1990) 
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TABLEA9 

GENERAL POPUIATIO N DEMOGRAPillCS ORANGE COUNTY 

Age Distribution Growth Rate 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 1980-90 1970-90 

Total Persons 13792 18063 21421 0.31 0.19 0.55 

Under 5 years 1144 1174 1388 0.03 0.18 0.21 
5 to 17 years 3692 3922 3822 0.06 -0.03 0.04 
18 to 24 years 1203 1915 1749 0.59 -0.09 0.45 
25 to 44 years 3055 4728 6461 0.55 0.37 1.11 
45 to 64 years 3067 3914 4610 o._ 0.18 0.50 
65 years and over 1631 -410 3391 0.48 0.41 1.08 

umber of Hou ehold 

Total Hou eholds 7930 
Family 6103 

onfamily 1827 

Population by Race 

White 10816 14775 1 _33 0.37 0.23 0.69 

Black 2945 32r 3079 0.10 -0.05 0.05 
Other 11 �3 109 3. - 1.06 8.91 

ource: Cen u of Population (1970, 19 0 and 19 0) 
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TABLE Al0 

GENERAL POPULATION DEMOGRAPIBCS SPOTSYLVANIA COUNTY 

Age Distribution Growth Rate 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 19 0-90 1 70-90 

Total Person 16424 34425 57403 1.10 0.67 2.50 

Under 5 years 1510 3112 5050 1.06 0.62 _,34 

5 to 17 years 4621 8922 12378 0.93 0.39 1.68 

1 to 24 years 1593 3487 5137 1.19 0.47 -·-2

25 to 44 years 4024 11233 _0997 1.79 0.87 4.-2

45 to 64 years 324- 5421 9632 0.67 0.78 1.97

65 years and over 1434 .. _60 •L09 0.58 o. 6 1.94

umber of Hou ehold 

Total Household 18945 

Family 15654 
onfamily 3291 

Population by Race 

White 1 ... 07 29013 50220 1. .. 7 0.73 2.92 

Black 3578 0 2 617 0.4_ o. __ 0.73 

Other 39 40 100 7.72 1.96 • ..4.77 

ourc : Cen ·us of Population (1970, 1 0 and 1990) 
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TABLE All 

GENERAL POPULATION DEMOGRAPHICS YORK COUNfY 

Age Distribution Growth Rate 

1970 19 0 1990 1970- 0 1980-90 1970-90 

Total Persons 33203 35463 42422 0.07 0.20 0.28 

Under 5 years 2809 2316 2963 -0.18 0.28 0.05 
5 to 17 years 10068 9099 9419 -0.10 0.04 -0.06
18 to 24 years 4002 4524 3665 0.13 -0.19 -0.08
25 to 44 years 9363 11369 14532 o._1 0.28 0.55
45 to 64 years 5456 6242 8675 0.14 0.39 0.59
65 years and over 1505 1913 3168 0.27 0.66 1.10

umber of Household 

Total Hou eholds 14474 
Family 11 51 

onfamily -623

Population by Race 

White 2 162 - 636 344 7 0.02 o._o o._2 
Black 4 03 611 6613 0.27 0.0 0.38 
Other 238 709 13-- 1.9 0.86 4.55 

ource: Cen u of Popu la ti on (1970, 19 0 and 19 0) 
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TABLEA12 

GENERAL POPUIATIO N  DEMOG RAPHICS CITY OF WILLIAMSBU RG 

Age Distribution Growth Rate 

1970 1980 1990 1970-80 1980-90 1970-90 

Total Persons 9069 9870 11530 0.09 0.17 0.27 

Under 5 years 407 21 306 -0.46 0.40 -0.25
5 to 17 years 1035 675 752 -0.35 0.11 -0.27
18 to 24 years 4084 5035 5568 0.23 0.11 0.36
25 to 44 years 1471 1700 2305 0.16 0.36 0.57
45 to 64 years 1434 1217 12'.!7 -0.15 0.01 -0.14
65 years and over 63 1025 1372 0.61 0.34 1.15

umber of Hous holds 

Total Hou eholds 3468 
Family 160 

onfamily 1 66 

Population by Race 

Whlte 7 67 62 9368 0.10 0.0 0.19 
Black 1156 1031 1754 -0.11 0.70 0. -2
Other 46 215 . .w 3.67 0.90 7. 7

Source: Cen u of Population (1970, 19 0 and 1990) 
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TABLE 81 

NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES BY INDUSTRY 1970 
Wmsburg/ Region 

Caroline Gloucstr Hanover K ng&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn JmsCty York Average Virginia 

FARM 583 296 990 426 485 67 8 188 958 488 208 238 503 97 361 

NONFARM 3241 3121 9211 1280 27 87 3946 1253 557 4 14984 12806 9063 6115 2024584 

PRIVATE 2293 2386 7560 1021 2495 3245 97 9 4953 12700 9187 3389 4564 142547 1 

AG .SERV .,FOA .,FISH 63 27 2 84 12 13 27 22 88 88 44 254 88 10373 

MINING 12 (NA) 7 5  (NA) 16 24 (NA) 15 (NA) 35 13 27 15958 

CONSTRUCTION 151 208 1007 96 164 868 62 484 7 43 526 693 455 118652 

MANUFACTURING 915 306 1822 336 1144 1228 237 1823 3541 1404 37 8 1194 367953 

TRANSPAT & PUBLIC UTll 241 188 217 22 7 1 (NA) 80 155 826 392 184 238 105254 

WHOLESALE TRADE 26 141 528 13 146 93 24 61 600 70 119 166 67 936 

RET All TRADE 553 536 1866 124 499 440 183 827 3093 2056 841 1002 286567 

FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 161 102 291 17 7 6 155 26 194 699 261 200 198 96326 

SERVICES 17 8 632 1670 417 366 (NA) 345 1306 3105 4428 707 1315 356452 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTRP 948 7 35 1651 259 292 701 27 4 621 2284 3619 5674 1551 599113 

.... 
PERCENTAGE OF EMPLOYEES BY INDUSTRY 1970 

I\) Wmsburg/ Region 

Carol ne Gloucstr Hanover Klng&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn Jms Cty York Average Virgin a 

FARM 0.15 0.09 0 10 0.25 0. 15 0.15 0 13 0. 15 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.08 0.05 

NONFARM 085 0.91 090 0.7 5 085 0 85 0 87 0.85 0. 97 0.98 0. 97 0 92 0.95 

PRIVATE 060 0.70 0 7 4 060 0.7 6 0.70 068 0.7 6 0.82 0.7 1 0.36 0.69 0.67 

AG .SERV ,FOR ,FISH. 0 02  008 0 01 001 0.00 001 0.02 001 0.01 0.00 0.03 0 01 0.00 

MINING 000 (NA) 0 01 (NA) 0.00 001 (NA) 0.00 (NA) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 

CONSTRUCTION 0.04 006 0.10 0.06 0.05 0.19 004 0.07 0.05 0.04 0.07 0.07 0.06 
MANUFACTURING 0 24 009 0.18 020 0.35 0 27 0 16 0. 28 0. 23 0.11 0.04 0.18 0.17 

TAANSPRT & PUBLIC UTll 0.06 0.06 0.02 001 0. 02 (NA) 0.06 0. 02 0.05 0.03 0.02 0.04 0.05 
WHOLESALE TRADE 001 0.04 0.05 0.01 0.04 0. 02 0.02 0.01 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.03 

RET All TRADE 0 14 0.16 0.18 0.07 0.15 0.10 0.13 0.13 020 0.16 0.09 0.15 0.14 

FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 004 0.03 0.03 0.01 0 02  0.03 0 02 0.03 005 0.02 0.02 0.03 0. 05 
SERVICES 005 0.18 0 16 0.24 0.11 (NA) 0.24 020 020 0.34 0.08 0.20 0.17 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTRP 0. 25 0. 22 0 16 0.15 0.09 0.15 0.19 0.10 0.15 0. 28 0.61 0.23 0.28 

*WIii amsburg and James City figures are reported Jo ntly

(NA) Data not available
Sou. e: Bureau of Econom c An ss ( 1989)



TABLE B2 

NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES BY INDUSTRY 1980 

Wmsburg/ Region 
Carol ne Gloucstr Hanover Klng&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn Jms Cty York Average Virginia 

FARM 440 252 1032 294 317 676 135 849 507 116 m 440 85421 
NONFARM 4250 6064 20809 935 3347 5108 1893 6978 23043 24560 12041 9912 2662010 

PRIVATE 3109 4610 18232 693 2872 4246 1463 5923 19504 191TT 6538 7852 1987561 
AG.SERV.,FOR.,FISH. 50 552 140 13 12 47 47 43 171 58 425 142 16475 
MINING 22 12 122 (NA) (NA) 35 (NA) (NA) 27 (NA) (NA) « 24987 
CONSTRUCTION 421 409 3042 60 154 710 166 529 1783 1356 1205 894 160838 
MANUFACTURING 903 366 2973 282 1394 1089 221 2218 2547 2424 512 1357 421286 
TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 339 2TT 561 30 79 (NA) 57 293 1108 460 307 351 127057 
WHOLESALE TRADE 92 289 2443 17 72 280 41 205 943 163 216 433 110098 
RETAIL TRADE 535 1199 4008 70 492 609 381 986 5760 4099 1825 1815 399379 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 158 356 804 (NA) 167 168 48 379 1653 n0 583 509 166813 
SERVICES 589 1149 4139 215 498 (NA) 502 1266 5512 9835 1463 2517 560628 

GOVERNMENT & GOVf ENTRP 1141 1 54 25TT 242 475 862 430 1055 3539 5383 5503 2060 674449 

PERCENTAGE OF EMPLOYEES BY INDUSTRY 1980 
..... Wmsburg/ Region 

Carol ne Gloucstr Hanover Klng&Qn King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn JmsCty York Average Virginia 

FARM 0.09 0 04  0.05 0.24 0 09 0.12 0.07 0.11 0.02 0.00 0.02 0 04 0.03 
NONFARM 0.91 0.96 0.95 0.76 0.91 0.88 0.93 0.89 0.98 1.00 0.98 0 96 0.97 

PRIVATE 0.66 0.73 0.83 0.56 0.78 0.73 0.72 0.76 0.83 0.78 0.53 0.76 0.72 
AG.SERV.,FOA,FISH. 0 01 0.09 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.03 0 01 0.01 
MINING 000 000 0.01 (NA) (NA) 0.01 (NA) (NA) 000 (NA) (NA) 000 0.01 
CONSTRUCTION 0.09 0.06 0.14 0 05 0.04 0.12 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.05 0.10 0.09 0.06 
MANUFACTURING 0 19 0.06 0.14 0.23 0.38 0.19 0.11 0.28 0.11 0.10 0.04 0.13 0.15 
TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 0.07 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.02 (NA) 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.02 0.03 0 03 0.05 
WHOLESALE TRADE 0.02 0.05 0.11 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.04 0.04 
RETAIL TRADE 0 11 0.19 0.18 0.06 0.13 0.11 0.19 0.13 0.24 0.17 0.15 0.18 0.15 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 0 03 0 06 0.04 {NA) 0.05 0.03 0.02 0.05 0.07 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.06 
SERVICES 0.13 0.18 0.19 0.17 0.14 (NA) 0.25 0.16 0.23 0.40 0.12 0.24 0.20 

GOVERNMENT & GOVf ENTRP 0.24 0.23 0.12 0.20 0.13 0.15 0.21 0.13 0.15 0.22 0.45 0.20 0.25 

•Williamsburg and James City figures are reported Jotntly.

(NA) Data not available.

Source: Bureau of Economic Analysts (1989)



TABLE 83 

NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES BY INDUSTRY 1990 
Wmsburg/ Region 

Caroline Gtoucstr Hanover King On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn Jms Cty York Average Virginia 

FARM 307 180 739 214 215 508 97 625 385 87 142 318 62424 
NONFARM 5229 9333 34299 1075 4406 7978 2999 9178 37394 38545 19035 15406 3622646 

PRIVATE 3829 7237 31069 799 3749 6960 2486 7815 32505 31557 12465 12no 2831199 
AG.SERV ,FOR ,FISH 57 338 364 (NA) 24 100 46 70 290 211 593 209 28261 
MINING 14 14 106 17 14 30 (NA) (NA) 32 (NA) (NA) 32 16845 
CONSTRUCTION 663 961 6079 133 358 1719 390 1068 4066 2257 2219 1810 245431 
MANUFACTURING 660 355 3007 257 1427 1461 246 2340 3111 2865 702 1494 437200 

TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 347 361 1462 24 100 (NA) 87 257 1248 736 533 516 168153 
WHOLESALE TRADE 115 305 4183 13 107 333 75 244 1639 343 451 710 138570 
RETAIL TRADE 743 1813 5480 90 960 726 359 1591 9884 9216 3044 3082 588319 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 225 614 1616 (NA) 1n 496 96 369 2592 1801 845 883 254765 
SERVICES 1005 2476 8n2 226 582 (NA) 1187 1873 9643 14125 40n 4397 953575 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTRP 1 2096 3230 276 657 1018 513 1363 4889 6988 6570 2636 791447 

PERCENTAGE OF EMPLOYEES BY INDUSTRY 1990 
.... 

Wmsburg/ Region w 
.... 

Carone Gtoucstr Hanover Klng&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptstvn Jms Cty YOO< Average Virgina 

FARM 0. 0.02 0 02 0.17 0.05 0.06 0.03 0.06 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.02 
NONFAAM 0.94 0.98 0.98 0.83 0.95 0.94 0.97 0.94 0.99 1.00 0.99 0.98 0.98 

PRIVATE 0.69 0.76 0 89 0 62 0 81 0.82 0.80 0.80 0.86 0.82 0.65 0.81 o.n

AG.SERV.,FOR ,FISH 0.01 0.04 0. 01 (NA) 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0 01 0.01 0 03 0.01 0.01 
MINING 0 00  0.00 0.00 0 01 0.00 0.00 (NA) (NA) 0 00  (NA) (NA) 0.00 0.00 
CONSTRUCTION 0.12 0.10 0.17 0.10 0.08 0.20 0.13 0.11 0.11 0.06 0.12 0.12 0.07 
MANUFACTURING 0.12 0 04 0.09 0.20 0.31 0.17 0 08 0 24 0.08 0.07 0.04 0.09 0.12 
TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 0 0 04 0 04 0 02 0.02 (NA) 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.05 
WHOLESALE TRADE 0.02 0.03 0.12 0 01 0.02 0.04 0 02 0.02 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.04 
RETAIL TRADE 0 13 0.19 0 16 0 07 0.21 0.09 0.12 0.16 026 0.24 0.16 0.20 0.16 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 0 04 0.06 0 05 A) 0.04 0.06 0.03 0.04 0.07 0.05 0.04 0.06 0.07 
SERVICES 0.18 0.26 0 25 0.18 0.13 (NA) 0.38 0.19 0.26 0.37 0.21 0.28 0.26 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTRP 0.25 0.22 0.09 0.21 0.14 0.12 0.17 0.14 0.13 0.18 0.34 0.17 0.21 

•wm amsburg and James City figures are reported jointly.

(NA) Data not ava table.

Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis (1989)



TABLE B4 

GROWTH IN NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES BY INDUSTRY 1970-1980 
Wmsburg/ Region 

Caroline Gloucstr Hanover Klng&Qn King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn Jms Cty York Average Virginia 

FARM -0.25 -0.15 0 04 -0.31 -0.35 -0.00 -0.28 -0.11 0.04 -0.44 -0.05 -0.13 -0.12 
NONFARM 0.31 0.94 1.26 -0.27 0.20 0.29 0.51 0.25 0.54 0.92 0.33 062 0.31 

PRIVATE 0.36 0.93 1.41 -0.32 0.15 0.31 0.49 0.20 0 54 1.09 0.93 0.72 0.39 
AG.SERV.,FOR.,FISH. -0.21 1.03 0 67 0.08 -0.08 0.74 1.14 -0.51 0.94 0.32 0.67 0.61 0.59 
MINING 0.83 (NA) 0.63 (NA) (NA) 0.46 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 0 61 0.57 
CONSTRUCTION 1.79 0.97 2.02 -0.38 -0.06 -0.18 1.68 0.09 1.40 1.58 0.74 0.97 0.36 
MANUFACTURING -0.01 0.20 0.63 -0.16 0 22  -0.11 -0.07 0.22 -0.28 0.73 0.35 0.14 0.14 

TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 0 41 0.47 1.59 0.36 0.11 (NA) -0 29  0.89 0.34 0.17 0.67 0.48 0.21 
WHOLESALE TRADE 2.54 1 05 3.63 0 31 -0.51 2 01 0 71 2.36 0.57 1.33 0.82 1.61 0 62 
RETAIL TRADE -0.03 1.24 1.15 -0.44 -0.01 0.38 1.08 0.19 0.86 0.99 1.17 0.81 0.39 

FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE -0.02 2.49 1.76 (NA) 1.20 0.08 0.85 0.95 1.36 1.98 1.92 1.57 0.73 
SERVICES 2.31 082 1 48 -0.48 0.36 (NA) 0.46 -0.03 0.78 1.22 1.07 0 91 0.57 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTR 0.20 0.98 0.56 -0.07 0.63 0.23 0.57 0.70 0.55 0.49 -0.03 0.33 0.13 

*Williamsburg and James City figures are reported Jolntly.
(NA) Data not available

.... 
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TABLE 85 

GROWTH IN NUMBER OF EMPLOYEES BY INDUSTRY 1980-1990 

Wmsburg/ Region 
Garoline Gloucstr Hanover K ng On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn Jms Cty York Average Virginia 

FARM --0.30 --0.29 --0 28 --0.27 --0.32 --0 25 --0.28 -0.26 -024 -0.25 -0.37 -0.28 --OZf 

NONFARM 0 2 3 054 0 65 0.15 0 3 2 0.56 058 0.3 2 0.62 057 0.58 0.55 0.36 

PRIVATE 0.23 057 0.70 0.15 0.3 1 064 0.70 0.3 2 0.67 0 65 0.9 1 0.63 0.42 

AG SEAV ,FOR.,FISH. 014 --0.3 9 1 60 -1 00 1 00 1 13 -0 02 0 63 0.70 264 0.40 0.48 0.72 
MINING --0.36 0 17 -0.13 (NA) (NA) --0.14 (NA) (NA) 0.19 (NA) (NA) -0.26 --0.33 
CONSTRUCTION 0.57 1 35 1. 00 1 22 1. 32 1.4 2 1 35 1.02 1 28 0.66 0.84 1.02 053 
MANUFACTURING --0 27 --0. 03 0.01 -0.09 0 02 0.34 0.11 0.06 0.22 0.18 0.37 0. 10 0.04 
TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 0.02 0.30 1 6 1 -0.20 0.27 (NA) 05 3 -0.12 0.13 0.60 0.74 0.47 032 
WHOLESALE TRADE 0 25 0 06  0 71 -0 2 4 0.49 0.19 083 0 19 0.74 1.10 1.09 0.64 0.26 
RET All TRADE 0.39 0 5 1 0.37 0. 29 0.95 0.19 --0.06 0.6 1 072 1 25 0.67 0.70 0.47 

FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 0.42 0.72 1 01 (NA) 0 06 1.95 1.00 -0.03 057 1.3 1 0.45 0.73 053 
SERVICES 0.71 1 15 1.12 0.05 0.17 (NA) 1.36 048 075 0.44 1.79 0.75 0.70 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTR 0 2 3 0.44 0.25 0.14 0.38 0.18 0.19 0.29 0.38 0.30 0.19 0.28 0.17 

"Willi msburg and James City figures e reported Jointly. 
(NA) Data not available 

_. 
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APPENDIX C 



TABLE C1 

EMPLOYEE EARNINGS BY INDUSTRY 1970 
(in 1,000) 

Wmsburtv Region 
Caroline Gloucstr Hancwer King&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn Jms Cty Yock Average Virginia 

FARM 745 31J7 3174 628 606 1848 306 2644 1689 251 806 1182 242199 

NONFARM 18095 16920 51627 5571 19593 23703 5570 29738 85060 81102 6TT27 36810 13445423 

PRIVATE 12148 12615 44160 4473 18278 20150 4313 26415 73551 59655 23043 27164 9114509 
AG.SERV ,FOR ,FISH. 13/J 1085 202 71 71 81 80 304 453 315 1198 363 47110 
MINING 114 165 662 81 150 306 (NA) 168 73 182 70 197 165997 
CONSTRUCTION 1209 1388 8144 863 TT3 9485 422 3677 4693 8927 5190 4070 915854 
MANUFACTURING 3669 131J9 10238 1287 11461 4936 1261 10392 23214 11562 4340 7608 2632729 

TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 1694 2105 1870 383 381 (NA) 443 1282 58n 2890 1783 1871 922514 

WHOLESALE TRADE 210 732 4321 101 1080 607 214 518 4355 581 1375 1281 574703 
RETAIL TRADE 2770 2350 9019 478 2388 2153 760 3947 15637 9664 4256 4857 1403680 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 1396 914 1348 100 448 472 13/J 1998 3957 1805 1073 1240 583862 

SERVICES 1 1 2707 8356 1256 1526 (NA) 1033 4129 15292 23709 3758 6283 1868060 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTRP 5947 431J5 7667 1098 1315 3553 1257 3323 11509 21447 44684 9646 4331J914 

.... 

REAL EMPLOYEE EARNINGS BY INDUSTRY 1970 (In 1990 dollars) 
w Wmsburtv Region 
Ul 

Carol ne Gloucstr Hanover Klng&On KngWm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn JmsCty York Average Virginia 

FARM 2509 1034 10690 2115 2041 6224 1031 8905 5689 845 2715 3982 815760 

NONFARM 60946 56989 174560 18764 65992 79835 18761 100162 286494 273163 228114 123980 45286032 

PRIVATE 40916 42489 148737 15066 61563 67868 14527 88969 24773/J 200926 77612 91491 30698919 

AG.SERV ,FOR.FISH. 438 3654 680 239 239 273 269 1024 1526 1061 4035 1222 158673 
MINING 384 556 223/J 273 505 1031 (NA) 566 246 613 236 664 559101 
CONSTRUCTION 4072 4675 27430 2907 2604 31947 1421 12385 15807 30067 17481 13709 3084722 

MANUFACTURING 12358 4409 34483 4335 38602 16625 4247 35002 78188 39010 14618 25625 8867393 

TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTlL 5706 7090 6298 1290 1283 (NA) 1492 4318 19795 9734 6005 6301 3107154 
WHOLESALE TRADE 707 2465 14554 340 3638 2044 721 1745 14668 1957 4631 4316 1935679 
RETNL TRADE 9330 7915 30377 1610 8043 7252. 2560 13294 52668 32550 14335 16358 472TT87 

FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 4702 78 4540 337 1509 1590 438 673/J 13328 6079 3614 4177 1966527 
SERVICES 3574 9118 28144 4230 5140 (NA) 3479 13907 51506 79855 12657 21161 6291883 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT E 2003/J 14500 25624 3698 4429 11967 4234 11192 38764 72236 150502 32489 14587114 

*Williamsburg and James City figures are reported jolntly.
(NA) Data not available

Source: Bureau of Economic An i {1989)



TABLEC2 

EMPLOYEE EARNINGS BY INDUSTRY 1980 
(in $1,000) 

Wmsburg/ Region 
Caroline Gloucstr Hanover Klng&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn Jms Cty York Average Virginia 

FARM 1617 557 4865 -364 98 2072 .534 2371 98 1301 790 1170 193704 
NONFARM 51494 61222 271538 10542 53921 71216 18010 74283 258141 296523 160387 120662 3n80378 

PRIVATE 38147 45n8 244687 8397 49408 63093 13559 63626 218961 228949 80511 95920 27224404 

AG.SERV.,FOR ,FISH. 280 4019 1165 71 75 274 128 301 923 542 3492 1026 138443 
MINING 444 654 2916 197 198 926 (NA) 628 689 988 740 838 786509 
CONSTRUCTION 6330 6435 52409 999 2882 18356 2488 7373 26847 25674 20220 15456 2598036 

MANUFACTURING 11581 3152 49333 3173 35039 100n 2745 25977 37399 63155 12386 23147 7058603 
TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 6673 5974 10960 455 746 (NA) 594 5325 20302 7617 6253 6490 2629557 
WHOLESALE TRADE 1335 3054 43276 244 765 3997 613 2509 13540 3382 3396 6919 2047092 
RETAIL TRADE 5272 9765 39265 650 3800 5528 3655 8585 50822 32964 15455 15998 3583513 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 1622 2529 5557 -64 1907 1294 143 2518 13480 n45 2957 3608 1724961 
SERVICES 4610 10196 39766 2371 4193 (NA) 3193 10410 54959 86882 15612 23219 6655690 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTRP 13347 15444 26651 2145 4513 8123 4451 10657 39180 o/574 79876 24742 10055974 

..... 

REAL EMPLOYEE EARNINGS BY INDUSTRY 1980 (In 1990 dollars) 
w Wmsburg/ Region 
m 

Caroline Gloucstr Hanover Kng&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn Jms Cty Yor1< Average Virginia 

FARM 2565 883 n16 -5Tl 155 3286 -847 3761 155 2063 1253 1856 307223 
NONFARM 81672 97101 430671 16720 85521 112952 28565 117816 409423 470298 254381 191374 59128276 

PRIVATE 60503 72606 388084 13318 78363 100068 21505 100914 347282 363123 127694 152133 43179071 
AG SERV.,FOA.,FISH. 444 6374 1879 113 119 435 203 4n 1464 860 5538 1628 2195n 
MINING 704 1037 4625 312 314 1469 (NA) 996 1093 1567 1174 1329 1250609 
CONSTRUCTION 10040 10206 83123 1584 4571 29113 3946 11694 42580 40720 32070 24513 4120596 

MANUFACTURING 18368 4999 78244 5033 55573 16934 4354 41201 59316 100167 19645 36712 111952◄7 
TAANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 10584 9475 17383 722 1183 (NA) 942 8446 32200 12081 9918 10293 ◄170590
WHOLESALE TRADE 2117 4844 68638 387 1213 6339 972 3979 21475 536◄ 5386 10974 3246n6 
RETAIL TRADE 8362 15488 62308 1348 6027 8768 5797 13616 80606 52282 24512 2537◄ 5683605 

FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 2573 4011 8814 -102 3025 2052 227 3994 21380 12284 4690 5722 2735862 

SERVICES 7312 16171 63071 3761 6650 (NA) 5064 16511 87167 13n99 24761 36827 10556209 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTRP 21169 24495 42587 3402 7158 12883 7059 16902 62141 107175 126687 39242 15949205 

"Wil liamsburg and James City figures are reported Jointly. 
(NA) Data not avallable 

Source: Bureau of Economic Analysis (1989) 

■



TABLE C3 

EMPLOYEE EARNINGS BY INDUSTRY 1990 
(in $1,000) 

Wmsburg/ Region 
Caroline Gloucstr H er King On King Wm Louisa New Ke Orange Sptstvn JmsCty York Average Virgina 

FARM 3136 3167 9384 3704 3311 6866 1626 8695 2696 ms 4364 4520 716440 
NONFAAM 105884 147529 727128 19141 107592 193682 45387 160917 714116 742084 407839 306482 85995518 

PRIVATE 76044 108328 661389 1 45 96TT1 175951 35085 136514 610176 5TT912 239767 248398 64940341 
AG SERV ,FOR ,FISH 509 3572 5231 ( A) 113 1325 254 994 2672 2541 10614 2783 410952 

MINING 435 522 4130 555 420 1290 56 228 612 1000 645 899 766585 
CONSTRUCTION 15997 18062 157140 2187 8306 49265 8095 23663 96598 54295 59509 44829 6169140 
MANUFACTURING 15388 5189 92718 5044 59732 28221 4916 49175 82949 124882 30523 45340 12572910 
TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 13745 11009 45903 847 2104 (NA} 1313 9683 35384 15986 18741 15472 569'ZTT2 

WHOLESALE TRADE 2763 5355 123326 273 2398 5455 1989 4807 35141 9359 10948 18347 4530403 

RETAIL TRADE 10300 19226 76521 1519 10648 8997 3721 18715 136443 102938 32291 38302 7935745 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 2901 5721 17218 (NA) 3389 8532 474 2618 39170 31333 6062 11742 4781105 

SERVICES 1 006 3 72 139202 3815 9661 (NA} 14267 26631 181207 235578 70434 73447 22080729 
GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTRP 29640 39201 65739 4696 10821 1TT31 10302 24403 103940 164172 168072 58083 210551TT 

•wm amsburg and James City f ures are reponed Jo ntly.
(NA) Data not availab e

..... Source: Bure u ol Economic Analys (1989)



TABLE C4 

REAL GROWTH IN EMPLOYEE EARNINGS BY INDUSTRY 1970-1980 

Wmsburg/ Region 

Carollne Gloucstr Hanover King&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn Jms Cty York Average Virginia 

FARM 0.02 -0.15 -0 28 -1.27 -0.92 -0.47 -1.82 -0.58 -0.97 1.44 -0.54 -0.53 -0.62 

NONFARM 0.34 0 70 1.47 -0 11 0.30 0.41 0.52 0.18 0.43 0.72 0.12 0.54 0.31 

PRIVATE 0.48 0.71 1.61 -0.12 0.27 0.47 0.48 0.13 0.40 0.81 0.65 066 0.41 

AG.SERV.,FOR.,FISH. 0.01 0.74 1.76 -0 53 -0.50 0.59 -0 25 -0.53 -0.04 -0 19 0.37 0.33 0.38 

MINING 0.83 0.87 1.07 0.15 -0.38 0 42 (NA) 0.76 3.44 1.56 3.98 1.00 1.24 

CONSTRUCTION 1.47 1.18 2.03 -0 45 0.76 -0.09 1.78 -0.06 1.69 0.35 0.83 0.79 0.34 

MANUFACTURING 0.49 0.13 1.27 0.16 0.44 0.02 0.03 0.18 -0 24 1.57 0.34 0.43 0.26 

TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 0.85 0 34 1.76 -0.44 -0.08 (NA) -0.37 0.96 0.63 0.24 0.65 0.63 0.34 

WHOLESALE TRADE 1.99 0.96 3 72 0.14 -0.67 2.10 0.35 1.28 0.46 1.74 0.16 1.54 0.68 

RETAIL TRADE -0.10 0.96 1.05 -0.16 -0.25 0.21 1.26 0 02 0.53 0.61 0.71 0.55 0.20 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE -0.45 0.30 0.94 -1.30 1.00 0 29  -0.48 -0.41 0.60 1.02 0.30 0.37 0.39 

SERVICES 1 05 0.77 1.24 -0.11 0.29 (NA) 0.46 0.19 0 69 0.73 0.96 0.74 0.68 
GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTR 0.06 0.69 0.65 -0.08 0 62 0 08  0 67 0.51 0.60 0.48 -0.16 0.21 0.09 

•Williamsburg and James Crty figures are reported Jointly.

(NA) Data not avallable



TABLE C5 

REAL GROWTH IN EMPLOYEE EARNINGS BY INDUSTRY 1980-1990 
Wmsburg/ Region 

Caroline Gloucstr Hanover Kng&Qn King Wm Lousa New Kent Orange Splstvn JmsCty York Ave rage Vi rginia 

FARM 0.94 4 69 0 93 -11 18 32.79 2.31 -4.04 2.67 26.51 1.13 4.52 2.86 2.70 

NONFARM 1.06 1.41 1.68 0.82 1.00 1.72 1.52 1.17 1.n 1.50 1.54 1.54 1.31 

PRIVATE 099 1 37 1.70 0.72 0.96 1.79 1.59 1.15 1.79 1.52 1.98 1.59 1.39 

AG SERV . .FOR.,FISH. 0 82  --0 11 3.41 (NA) 0.51 3.84 0.98 230 1.89 3.69 2.04 1.71 1.97 

MINING --0.02 --0 20 0 42 1.82 1.12 0.39 (NA) --0 64 -0.11 0.01 --0.13 0.07 --0.03 

CONSTRUCTION 1 53 1.81 2 00 1 19 1.88 1.68 2.25 2 21 2.60 1.11 1.94 1.90 1.37 

MANUFACTURING 0.33 0.65 0.88 0.59 0.70 1.64 0.79 0 89 1.22 0.98 1.46 0.96 0.78 

TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 0 84 3.19 0.86 1.82 (NA} 1 21 0.82 0.74 1.10 2.00 1.38 1.16 

WHOLESALE TRADE 1 07 0.75 1.85 0.12 2.13 0.36 2 24 0.92 1.60 1.n 2.22 165 1.21 

RETAIL TRADE 095 0.97 095 0.79 1.80 0.63 0.02 1.18 1.68 2.12 1.09 1.39 1.21 

FIN.INS, REAL ESTATE 0.79 1 26 2 10 (NA} 0.78 5.59 2.31 004 1.91 3 05 1.05 2.2.5 1.n

SERVICES 2.04 2.89 250 0.61 1.30 (NA} 3.47 1 56 2.30 1.71 3.51 2.16 2.32 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTR 1.24 1.54 1.45 1.19 1.40 1.18 1.31 129 165 1 43 1.10 1.35 1.09 

•Williamsburg and James C y figures are reported Jointly.

(NA) Data not available



APPENDIX D 



TABLE 01 

PEA CAPITA WAGES BY INDUSTRY 1970 

Wmsburg/ Region 
Caroline Gloucstr Hanover Klng&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptstvn JmsCty Yonc Average Virginia 

FARM 1278 1037 3206 1474 1249 2726 1628 2760 3461 1207 3387 2348 2◄a8 
NONFARM 5583 5421 5627 4352 7030 6007 4445 5335 56n 6333 7473 6019 6641 

PRIVATE 5298 5287 5841 4381 7326 6210 4406 5333 5791 6493 6799 5951 6394 

AG SERV.,FOA ,FISH 2063 3989 2405 5917 5462 3000 3636 3455 5148 7159 4717 4126 4542 
MINING 9500 (NA) 8827 (NA) 9375 12750 (NA) 11200 (NA) 5200 5385 7262 10402 
CONSTRUCTION 8007 6673 8087 8990 4713 10927 6806 7597 6316 16971 7489 8951 7719 
MANUFACTURING 4010 4278 5619 3830 10018 4020 5321 5700 6556 8249 11481 6372 7155 
TAANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 7029 11197 8618 17409 5366 (NA) 5538 8271 7115 7372 9690 7874 8765 

WHOLESALE TRADE 8077 5191 8184 7769 7397 6527 8917 8492 7258 8300 11555 7740 8459 
RETAIL TRADE 5009 4384 4833 3855 4786 4893 4153 4m 5056 4700 5061 4849 4898 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 8671 8961 4632 5882 5895 3045 5000 10299 5661 6916 5365 6252 6061 

SERVICES 5961 4283 5004 3012 4169 (NA) 2994 3162 4925 5354 5315 4776 5241 
GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTR 6273 5857 4644 4239 4503 5068 4588 5351 5039 5926 7875 6220 7229 

.... REAL PER CAPITA WAGES BY INDUSTRY 1970 On 1990 doll8'S) 
� 
.... Wmsburg/ Region 

Carol ne Gloucstr Hanov r K ng On King Wm Lousa New Kent Orange Splstvn JmsCty Yonc Average Virginia 

FARM 4304 3493 10798 4 4208 9180 5482 9296 11657 4064 11406 7909 8379 
NONFARM 18805 18260 18951 14659 23678 20232 14972 17969 19120 21331 25170 20274 22368 

PRIVATE 17844 17808 19674 14756 24674 20915 14838 17963 19506 21871 22901 20045 21536 
AG SERV.,FOR,FISH. 6950 13435 8100 19928 18395 10104 12248 11635 17338 24113 15886 13897 15297 
MINING (NA) 29729 (NA) 31576 42944 (NA) 37723 (NA) 17514 18136 24458 35036 
CONSTRUCTION 22476 27239 30278 15875 36805 22925 25588 21274 57162 25225 30147 25998 
MANUFACTURING 1 1 08 18926 12901 33743 13538 17921 19200 22081 27785 38671 21462 24099 
TAANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 23675 3n12 29025 58636 18074 (NA) 18651 27858 23964 24831 32638 26520 29521 
WHOLESALE TRADE 27204 17486 27564 26168 24915 21983 30033 28602 24447 27956 38918 26068 28493 
RET All TRADE 16871 14767 16279 12984 16118 16481 13988 16075 17028 15832 17045 16331 16498 

FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 29204 30181 15602 19813 19854 10257 16841 34688 19067 23293 18070 21056 20415 
SERVICES 20076 14426 16853 10145 14043 (NA) 10085 10649 16588 18034 17903 16087 17651 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTR 21129 19728 15641 14279 15168 17071 15452 18023 16972 19960 26525 20951 24348 

*Williamsburg and James Crty figures are reported Jointly.
(NA) Data not avai ble



TABLE 02 

PER CAPITA WAGES BY INDUSTRY 1980 
Wmsburg/ Region 

Caroline Gloucstr H nov r King On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptstvn Jms Cty Yock Average Virginia 

FARM 3675 2210 4714 -1238 309 3065 -3956 2793 193 11216 3480 2657 2268 

NONFARM 12116 10096 13049 11275 16110 13942 9514 10645 11203 12073 13320 12174 14005 

PRIVATE 12270 9930 13421 12117 17203 14859 9268 10742 11226 11939 12314 12217 13697 

AG.SERV.,FOR,FISH. 5600 7281 8464 5462 6250 5830 2723 7000 5398 9345 8216 7246 8403 

MINING 20182 54500 23902 (NA) (NA) 26457 (NA) (NA) 25519 (NA) (NA) 19220 31557 

CONSTRUCTION 15036 15733 17228 16650 18714 25854 14988 13938 15057 18934 16780 17287 16153 

MANUFACTURING 12825 8612 1 11252 25136 9804 12421 11712 14684 26054 24191 17055 16755 

TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 19684 21567 19537 15167 9443 (NA) 10421 18174 18323 16559 20368 18484 20696 

WHOLESALE TRADE 14511 10567 17714 14353 10625 14275 14951 12239 14358 20748 15722 15986 18593 

RETAIL TRADE 9854 8144 9802 12143 n24 oon 9593 8707 8823 8042 8468 8815 8973 

FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 10266 7104 6912 (NA) 11419 n02. 2979 6644 8155 9955 5072 7083 10341 

SERVICES 7827 8874 9608 1102.8 8420 (NA) 6361 8223 9971 8834 10671 9226 11872 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTA 11698 10622 10419 8864 9501 9423 10351 10101 11071 12553 14515 12010 14910 

� REAL PER CAPITA WAGES BY INDUSTRY 1980 (In 1990 dollars) 
Wmsburg/ Region 

Caroline Gloucstr Hanover Klng&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptslvn JmsQy York Av8'age Virginia 

FARM 5829 3506 74n -1964 490 "861 -6274 4429 307 1n88 5520 4213 3597 

NONFAAM 19217 16013 20696 17882 25552 22113 15090 16884 1n68 19149 21126 19308 22212 

PRIVATE 19461 15750 21286 19218 27285 23568 14699 17038 17806 18935 19531 19376 21725 

AG.SERV.,FOR.,FISH. 8882 11548 13425 8662 9913 9246 4319 11102. 8561 14821 13032 11493 13328 

MINING 32009 86439 37909 (NA) (NA) 41962 (NA) (NA) 40473 (NA) (NA) 30484 50050 
CONSTRUCTION 23847 24954 27325 26408 29682 41005 23n2 22106 23881 30030 26614 27417 25620 

MANUFACTURING 20341 13659 26318 17846 39866 15550 19700 18576 23289 41323 38369 27050 26574 

TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 31220 34206 30986 24055 149n (NA) 16528 28825 29061 26263 32305 29317 32825 

WHOLESALE TRADE 23015 16760 28096 22764 16852 22641 23713 19412 22n3 32908 24936 25355 29490 

RETAIL TRADE 15629 12917 15546 19259 12250 14397 152 5 13810 13994 12755 13431 13981 14231 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE 16282 11267 10962 (NA) 18111 12216 4725 10537 12934 15789 8044 11234 16401 

SERVICES 12414 14074 15238 17491 13354 (NA) 10088 13042 15814 14011 16925 14632 18829 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTR 18553 16847 16526 14058 15069 14946 16417 16021 17559 19910 23021 19049 23648 

•w1111amsburg end James City figures are reported jolntty.
(NA) Data not avallable



TABLE D3 

REAL GROWTH IN PER CAPITA WAGES BY INDUSTRY 1970-1980 
Wmsburg/ Aegon 

Caroline Gloucstr Hanover Klng&On King Wm Lou· a New Kent Orange Sptslvn JmsCty York Average Virginia 

FARM 035 0 00  -0 31 -1 40 -0.88 -0.47 -2.14 -0.52 -0.97 3.38 -0.52 -0.47 -0.57 
NONFARM 002 -0 12 0.09 0.22 0.08 0.09 0.01 -0 06 -0.07 -0.10 -0.16 -0.05 -0.01 

PRIVATE 0.09 -0 12 0.08 0.30 0.11 0.13 -0 01 -0.05 -0.09 -0.13 -0.15 -0 03 0.01 
AG SERV ,FOR.,FISH. 0 28 -0.14 0.66 -0.57 -0.46 -0.08 -0.65 -0 05 -0.51 -0.39 -0.18 -0 17 -0.13 
MINING 0.00 (NA) 0.28 (NA) (NA) -0.02 (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) (NA) 0 25 0.43 
CONSTRUCTION -0 12 0.11 0 00  -0.13 0.87 0 11 0.04 -0.14 0 12 -0.47 0.06 -0.09 -0.01 
MANUFACTURING 0.51 -0 05 039 0.38 0.18 0.15 0.10 -0.03 0.05 0.49 -0.01 026 0.10 
TRANSPRT PUBLIC UTlL 0.32 -0 09 0 07 -0.59 -0.17 (NA) -0.11 0.03 0 21 0.06 -0.01 0 11 0.11 
WHOLESALE TRADE -0.15 -0.04 0.02 -0.13 -0.32 0.03 -0.21 -0.32 -0.07 0.18 -0.36 -0 03 0.03 
RETAIL TRADE -0 07 -0 13 -0.05 0.48 -0.24 -0.13 0.09 -0.14 -0.18 -0.19 -0 21 -0.14 -0.14 

FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE -0.44 -0.63 -0 30 (NA) -0.09 0.19 -0.72 -0 70 -0.32 -0.32 -0.55 -0 47 -0.20 
SERVICES -038 -002 -0.10 072 -0.05 (NA) 0.00 0.22 -0 05 -0.22 -0.05 -0 09 0.07 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTA -0.12 -0 15 006 -0.02 -0.01 -0.12 006 -0.11 0.03 -0.00 -0.13 -0 09 -0.03 

•Williamsburg and James Crty figures are reported Jo nlly.

(NA) Data not avallable

� 



TABLE 04 

REAL GROWTH IN PEA CAPITA WAGES BY INDUSTRY 1980-1990 

Wmsburg/ Region 
Caroline Gloucstr Hanover Klng&On King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptstvn JmsCty YO<k Average Virginia 

FARM 0.75 4.02 0.70 -9.81 30.41 1.78 -3.67 2.14 21.84 0.79 •. 57 2.37 219 
NONFARM 0.05 -0 01 0.02 -0 00 -0.04 0.10 0.00 0.04 0.07 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.07 

PRIVATE 0.02 -0 05 0 00 -0.06 -0.05 0.07 -0.04 0.03 0.05 -0.03 -0.02 0.00 0.06 
AG.SERV.,FOR ,FISH. 0.01 -0.08 0 07 -1.00 -0.53 0.43 0.28 0.28 0.08 -0.19 0.37 0.16 0.09 
MINING -0.03 -0.57 0.03 (NA) (NA) 002 (NA) (NA) -0.53 (NA) (NA) -0 09 -0.09 
CONSTRUCTION 0 01 -0.25 -0.05 -0.38 -022 -0.30 -0.13 0.00 -0.01 -0 20 0.01 -0.10 -0.02 
MANUFACTURING 0.15 0.07 0.17 0.10 0.05 0.24 0.01 0.13 0.14 0.05 0.13 0.12 0.08 
TRANSPRT & PUBLIC UTIL 0.27 -0.11 0 01 0.47 0.40 (NA) -0.09 0.31 -0.02 -0.17 0.09 0.02 0.03 
WHOLESALE TRADE 0.04 0.05 0 05 -0.08 0.33 -0.28 0.12 0.01 -0.06 -0.17 -0.03 0.02 0.11 
RETAIL TRADE -0.11 -0.18 -0 10 -0.12 -0 09  -0.14 -0.32 -0.15 -0.01 -0.12 -0.21 -0.11 -0.05 
FIN, INS, & REAL ESTATE -0.21 -0 17 -0.03 (NA) 0.06 0.41 0.04 -0.33 0.17 0.10 -0.11 0.18 0.14 
SERVICES 0.12 0.14 0.04 -0.03 0.24 (NA) 0 19 0.09 0 19 0.19 0.02 0.14 0.23 

GOVERNMENT & GOVT ENTA 0.15 0.11 0 23 0 21 0.09 0.17 0.22 0.12 0.21 0.18 0.11 0.16 0.12 

*Williamsburg and James City figures are reported Jo ntly.
(NA) Data not available

--4 
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APPENDIX E 



TABLE E1 

GOVERNMENT REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES 1981 
Region VN"glnia 

Carol1no Glouca Hanov r Jms City Klng&Qn King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Sptaylvn Yoot Wmetxxg Average Average 

l...ooal enue 2928224 6264102 13267447 11668055 1121526 2221411 5283642 2441400 4153525 9199293 11704030 6197995 6370888 1682053e 
Stat Aov nuo 4m154 4281741 10◄82602 4287021 124555◄ 1751626 3345439 2161003 4132481 9404461 10464049 1602535 '4827972 950659IS 
Fed rel Rev n.u 1277556 1384251 3510513 2020429 455474 590348 1176803 435681 1189355 1526812 4894526 372311 1569505 3263090 
Total 11930094 27260562 17975505 2822554 4563385 98058&4 503808,4 9475361 20130566 27062605 8172841 12768365 29590222 

•Capital Projects 18007 0 1989657 992905 26371 28438 565478 0 0 7053370 1906090 890232 11225-46 1532na 
• Oobt SeNico 630327 0 0 17417 0 0 0 0 0 0 87183 0 61244 133131 
•Ent rpri$oAct'e 353n 231870 2760568 31 0 0 0 15923 0 1909497 911178 13-48615 627000 3599937 

Total Rev nuoe 5 12161964 32010787 192967 2848925 4591823 10371362 5054007 9475361 29093433 29967066 10411688 14579154 348560e8 

Gen. Govt. Adm n. 292880 808984 1124767 1291060 130478 261203 288733 268530 350438 1143809 1068783 421304 622582 1388e62 
Jud I Admn. 144418 107325 362907 334829 84406 109652 162978 133155 97341 248692 283572 129690 183264 352915 

Public Sal ty 608039 550562 2215386 1798464 146674 522742 649657 318142 521562 1117687 2247546 1418901 1009614 3352088 
Public Woote 246553 473880 1134770 817926 83156 216382 233631 285862 193297 522173 834969 1016673 504939 2051701 
H and W lfar 466377 621004 1473724 1106007 264847 209413 693650 238483 561017 964728 1833051 540158 747705 20eOOQ2 

Educellon 6744266 7187592 18481959 8438387 2130690 2828672 6665492 3799184 70174'46 13515586 17627419 2329857 8063879 18182444 
� Parke, Roe., Cult. 35826 162713 338946 233621 0 32150 55102 500 59190 376308 579634 408539 190211 971238 

O> Comm.unity Devel. 96473 356975 1003005 12659 21921 169337 42689 35337 282724 382636 105648 212447 814263 

Nondopanmental 24719 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29917 4553 105231 
Total 8603042 10008533 25489434 15023319 2852910 4202135 8918580 5086545 8835628 18171707 2◄ene10 8400886 11539194 27048330 

•Capital Projecll 13419 640271 2269512 1 0 133790 532530 0 0 8286990 2215029 2762220 1571135 2274814 
Debt rvlco 432207 681123 1162882 6671551 48168 161710 373901 199646 494525 2183019 1701767 136588 685091 1964048 

Enterprise Act'• 34606 167672 3030916 341113 0 0 0 10657 0 2417348 883883 1387653 689487 36884M 

Total Expendit.ures 9083276 11477599 31952744 18031844 2899078 4497635 9825011 5296848 9330153 31059062 29678289 10687347 144&4907 34975657 

• transfers
Source: Comperatlvo Report of Local Government Aoven.uea and Expenditur (1982) 



TABLE E2 

REAl GOVER MENT REVE UES AND EXPENDITURES 1981 n t990dol 

Region Vi'g 
Carol' Glouca H<inOV Jme Oty Klng&Qn King Wm Louisa Nowt( t Orange Sptsytvn Yortc Wrnablxg Avetfe,ge Avflle,ga 

4207858 1515 t t 167 1611633 3192168 7592594 3508292 5968815 13219384 16818691 8906519 9154965 241111 to 
Aov 6864TTO 6152862 15063499 6160449 178.9661 2517087 480 3105361 5938375 13514210 15036838 2302843 89:37798 13680Q78 

F 1835848 50-44607 2903356 654516 848330 16191066 626074 1709103 2194029 7033434 535011 2255379 46880e1 
76 39173428 25830801 4056010 6557584 14091055 7239727 13616094 28927623 38888963 11744373 18348140 42521149 

Projects 25876 0 2859137 1426804 37895 40865 812592 0 0 10135683 2739051 1279263 1813098 2202602 
•Debt SeNlce 780 0 0 25028 0 0 0 0 0 0 125282 0 88008 191310 
•Ent Act'• 50837 333197 446862 0 0 0 22881 0 2743947 1309363 1937960 900898 5173109 

Total Rev n 17476742 4 501 2TT294 6598450 14903647 7262608 13616094 ◄1807263 43062658 14 1598 20950244 500681e8 

Gon. Govt. Admn. 20669 1162510 1616290 1655282 187◄97 375349 414909 385878 503579 1643654 1564581 60541◄ 894651 1995508 
Judicial Adm 207529 154226 521497 481149 121291 157570 234199 19134◄ 139879 357370 407493 186652 263350 506707 
Public Sal ty 873752 791158 3183510 2584393 21ont 751180 933557 457170 749485 1608118 3229724 2038961 1450615 4816948 
PublloWori<a 297 16306&4 1175360 119495 310941 335728 ◄10784 2m68 750363 1199650 1460958 725598 2948294 

--4 HeallhandW e 670184 892383 211TT41 1589332 380585 300926 996TT5 3◄2700 181 1386314 2634094 TT6208 1074452 2i◄5883 

" Education 1510 10328570 2.6558575 12125 3061802 4064802 9576312 5459427 10084070 19421897 25330801 3348005 115an� 23225431 
p •• Rec., Cul 51482 233819 487 335713 0 46200 79182 719 85056 540755 83293◄ 587071 273333 139561f7 
Community Devel. 57428 138632 512973 1441318 18191 31500 243337 13◄◄ 50TT9 406274 549848 151813 305287 882688 

Nondepartmental 35521 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 42991 85◄3 t512t8 
To 12362571 14382262 17 21588509 4099632 6038◄68 12815999 7309365 12696797 26112743 35749128 9198073 18581822 3886&451 

19263 920069 3261289 2873800 0 192256 765248 0 0 11908405 3182997 3969310 'l251721 3268908 

621081 950034 1671 t 959271 66343 2323n 537296 286891 710632 3136996 2445438 1962.TT 9&4475 2822336 
49732 2409◄5 26 490179 0 0 0 1531◄ 0 3473726 1270140 1994057 990793 5300324 

Total • 13052668 16493310 45916093 25911760 ◄165975 6463101 14118541 7611571 13407◄30 4◄631872 4264TT01 1535TTt8 20614812 50260019 

translera 



TABLE E3 

GOVERNMENT REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES 1990

Region Virgnla 

Car . Oloucete< Henover Jma City Klng&On King Wm Louiaa New Kent Orange Sptaytvn York Wrnabutg Averege Aver9 

Local Rov nuo 8736566 17691207 44805982 34923106 3024986 5354535 16356804 7013175 11166705 38517187 29773288 13580055 19245300 35047317 

Stato Aevenu 10309466 14626874 26955251 11841951 3118468 4614307 6596480 5245929 10084903 29293692 24585976 3917505 12598234 17811436 

Fedora! Rev nuo 1540660 1754116 77 1 598994 608322 1381377 528356 1467555 1938045 7898265 388761 181'1757 2897843 

Total 20586692 34072197 73800310 48458613 6742448 10577164 24334661 12787400 22719163 69748924 62257529 17886321 33664290 55756596 

• Capital Projects 1933787 1317016 20901715 6600000 13378 2000000 471044 77860 850432 7362769 4354244 0 3823520 5031277 

•Debt Service 16916 0 0 184526 0 0 0 5863 0 0 52792 0 21675 839446 

•Enterpr Act'a 171379 1273193 6870830 279075 0 0 0 103069 0 8193845 2423666 2323794 1803238 8183221 

Total Rev nuos 22708774 36662406 101572855 55522214 6755826 12577164 24805705 12974252 23569595 85305538 69088231 20210115 39312723 67810540 

Gen. Govt. Admin. 995578 1775221 3328652 2503335 445764 537914 806787 848594 545286 2487496 3065027 753714 1491114 2604797 

Judicl Admln 354064 394980 716439 702551 134009 209822 325758 3274-40 237926 900878 62!J737 117122 420894 737888 

Public Sal ty 1670047 2221076 6374702 6724346 438442 646209 1559407 822074 1409063 3766718 6279692 3037075 2912404 6944842 

Public Worka 539086 1330938 2023377 1835729 134738 444945 519819 504217 595877 1855758 3547441 1870662 1266882 3843521 

� Health and WoHare 1302070 1999435 4310032 3820951 739191 757097 1112416 518465 2009662 3482702 5004747 1151207 2183998 4486461 

O> Education 14691468 21812252 44540686 26327544 4175321 6860653 15107406 8524278 16508287 47596493 38640226 7218721 210Cl0295 29316241 

Pari<a, Rec., Cult 202120 353747 1252821 1203041 0 161518 286553 21786 199818 1126534 1174819 1104275 590586 1832918 

Community Dev I. 249846 450318 1515565 1940222 200099 38895 106359 192677 171660 788271 1304782 1137174 874656 1156168 

Nondeper1mental 12844 0 0 0 0 0 0 54222 0 0 0 42050 9083 34533 
Total 20017123 30337 7 64062474 45057719 6267564 9657053 19824505 11813753 2167757i 62004851 59646471 16432000 30549922 50837171 

•Capital Projec 46063 7675554 23760222 4380902 19957 969187 3394960 1011480 5526874 12618121 5871848 2908994 5690347 8536831 

•Debt Sorvloe 298209 1953065 4229087 2051671 i.3673 1647970 1517217 900803 464755 6606802 2506948 0 1855852 4156244 

En1 rprlae Act's 255492 1249180 7138204 337852 0 0 0 104263 0 5951672 1988126 189721i 1576834 553640e 

Total Expondituree 20616887 41215786 99189987 51828144 6381194 12274210 24736682 13630299 27669208 87181446 70113393 21238213 39672954 67166652 

•1 transl ra 
Source: Comparatlv Report of Local Government Revenues and Expendrtur (1991)



TABLE E4 

GROWTH GOVER ENT REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES 1981-1990 

Region Vlrg nla 
Caroline Gloucatet Hanover .ma City Kiog&On King Wm Louioa New Kent Orange Sptaylvn Yonc Wmaburg Average Average 

Local Fl& nue 1.98 1.82 2.38 1.99 1.70 1.41 2.10 1. 87 1.69 3.19 1.54 1.19 2.02 1.08 
Stat Revenue 1 16 2. 2 1.57 1.76 1. 50 1.63 0 97 1.43 1.44 2.11 1.35 1.44 U1 0. 67 
Feder Re nue 02t 0.27 -0. 42 -0.16 0. 32 0.03 0.17 021 0.23 0.27 0. 61 0.04 018 -0.11 
Total 1.29 1.86 1. 71 1.70 1.39 1.32 1.4 6 1.54 1.40 2.46 1.30 1.19 184 0.68 

10639 000 9.51 565 -0. 9 69.33 -017 000 0.00 0.04 128 -1.00 2.41 2.28 
-0 97 000 000 9.59 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 -039 0.00 -065 5.31 
384 4 9 1.4 9 -0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 5. 4 7 0.00 3.29 1.66 0.72 168 o.n

To Reve� 1.35 2.01 217 1.68 1.37 1.74 1.39 1.57 1.4 9 1.93 1.31 0. 94 1. 70 0.95 

. Govt. Admin. 240 1.19 0.94 2. 2 1. 06 1.79 I 42 0.56 1.17 1.82 0. 79 1. 40 0.88 
Judici Admln. 1.45 268 0. 97 1.10 0.59 0.91 1.00 1 46 1.44 262 1.22 -0.10 1.30 1.08 
Public ty 1.75 303 1.68 2. 74 1.99 0.24 1. 4 0 1.58 1.70 2.37 1.79 1.14 1.68 1 07 
Public Worka 1 19 1.81 0.78 1 24 062 1.06 1.22 0.76 2.06 2.65 3.25 0.84 1.51 0. 87

1 79 2 22  1.92 2. 45 1.79 2.62 060 1.17 2.58 2.61 1.73 1.13 1 92 I. 111
� Education 1 18 203 1.41 212 0 1 43 127 1 24 1.35 2.62 1.19 2.10 160 0 81
co Parka, Rec., Cult. 4 .64 1.17 2.70 4 15 000 4 .02 4 20 42.57 2.38 1.99 1.03 1.70 2.10 0.88 

Commun De I. 525 3 67 325 0.93 14 81 o.n -037 3.51 368 1.79 2.41 9 76 2.18 0.68
Nonde -0 4 8  000 000 000 000 000 000 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.41 1 00 -0 67
To 133 2.03 1.51 2.00 1.20 1.30 1. 22 1.28 1. 45 2. 41 1.40 1.57 1 65 0.88 

"Capi Projocta 2.43 1099 9 4 7  1.19 0.00 624 5.38 000 0.00 0.62 1. 70 0.05 2.82 1. 87
DebtSeNlce -031 1,95 2. 2 07 1.03 9.19 3 06 3 51 -0.06 2.03 0. 4 7 -t.00 1. 71 1.12
Ent Act'• 6.38 6 45 1. -0. 01 000 000 000 8.78 0.00 1.48 1.25 0.37 1.29 0.50

To Expend11u( 127 259 2.10 1. 87 1.20 1.73 1 52 1 57 t.97 1.81 1.38 0.99 1. 74 o.az 

. • tr f " 



TABLE ES 

REAL GROWTH IN GOVERNMENT REVENUES ANO EXPENDITURES 1981-1990 
Region Virginia 

Caroline Glouca Haoov r Jms City Klng&Cn King Wm Louisa New Kent Orange Splllylvn York Wmeborg Average Average 

Local Rev nue 1.06 0.97 1.35 1.06 0.88 0.68 1.15 1.00 0. 87 1.91 o.n 0.52 1.10 0.45 
Stat Revonu 0.50 1.38 0.79 0.92 0.7◄ 0.83 0.37 0.69 0.70 1.17 0.64 0.70 0.82 0.30 
Federal Revenue -0.16 -0.12 -0.60 -0.◄2 -0.06 -0.28 -0.18 -0.16 -0.14 -0.12 0.12 -027 -0.19 -0.38 
Total 0.59 0.99 0.88 0.88 0.66 0.61 0.73 o.n 0.67 1.◄1 0.60 0.52 0.83 0.31 

* Capital Prof ts 73 .73 000 6 .31 3 63 -0.65 47 .94 -0.42 000 0.00 -0.27 0.59 -1.00 1.37 1.28 
*Debt Sorvice -0. 98 000 0.00 6 .37 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.58 0.00 -0.75 3 .38 
*Ent rpri&eAct'a 2.37 2.82 0.73 -038 0.00 0.00 000 3 .50 0.00 1.99 0.85 0.20 1.00 0.20 

Total Re nuee 063 1.10 1.21 1.00 0.65 0.91 0.66 0.79 0.73 1.04 0.60 0.35 0.88 0.35 

1.37 0.53 1.06 0.35 1.38 0.43 0.94 068 0.06 0.51 096 02◄ 0.67 0.31 
0.71 1.58 0.37 0.46 0.10 0.33 0.39 0.71 0.70 1.52 0.55 -0.37 0.60 0.48 
0.91 1.81 1.00 1.60 1.06 -0.1◄ 0.67 0.60 088 1.35 0.94 0.◄9 1.01 0.44 
0.52 095 024 0.58 0.13 0.◄3 0.55 023 1.15 1.◄7 1.96 0.28 0.75 0.30 

andW 81 0.94 1.2◄ 1.04 1.◄0 0.94 1.52 0.12 0.51 1.◄9 1.51 0.90 0.48 1.03 0.52 
Education 0.52 1 11 0.68 1.17 0.36 0.69 0.58 0.56 0.64 1.◄5 0.53 1.18 081 0.29 

� Pari<a, Rec., Cu 2.93 051 1 57 2.58 000 2.50 2.62 29.32 1.35 1.08 041 0.88 1.18 0.31 
0 Commu Oovol. 3 .35 225 1 95 0.35 10.00 0.23 -056 2.1◄ 2.38 0.94 1.37 8.◄9 1.21 0.31 

Nondopartm ntal -0.64 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.02 0.38 .o.n 

Total 0.62 1.11 0.75 1.09 053 0.60 0.55 0.59 0.71 1.37 0.67 0.79 0.8◄ 0.31 

*Capital Pr ta 1.39 7 .34 6 .29 0.52 0.00 ◄ .O◄ 3 .44 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.88 -027 1.52 1.00 
Debt Service -0.52 1.06 1.53 1.14 0.41 6.09 1.82 2.14 -0.35 1.11 0.03 -1.00 0.89 0.47 
Entorpri Act'• 4 1◄ ◄ .18 064 -0.31 0.00 0.00 0.00 5.81 0.00 0.71 0.57 -0.05 058 0. 0◄ 

To Expendi1urea 058 1.50 1.16 100 0.53 0.90 0.75 0.79 1.06 0.95 0.64 0.38 0.91 0.3 ◄ 

* Iese tranaf era 



TABLE E6 

GOVERNMENT REVENUES D EXPENDmJRES PER CAPITA 1981 

Region 'hginla 
Caroli Glouce Hanover Jme City Kwlg&On KlngWm Loulea Ken! Orange Sptaytvn Yori< Wmaburg Aveffqe Average Popu boo 17904 20107 50398 22763 5968 9334 17825 8781 18063 34435 35463 9870 26782 35017 

164 312 263 513 188 238 296 278 230 267 330 828 238 480 267 213 208 188 209 188 188 2◄8 229 'Z73 295 182 180 'Z71 71 69 70 89 76 63 66 50 66 44 138 38 58 93 
502 593 541 7 ◄73 550 57◄ 525 585 763 828 ◄n 8◄5 

1 0 39 44 ◄ 3 32 0 0 205 64 90 ◄2 ◄4 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 ◄•Ent Act'• 2 12 55 1◄ 0 0 0 2 0 55 26 137 23 103 

540 605 635 848 ◄n ◄92 582 576 525 845 845 1055 544 995 

16 ◄O 22 51 22 28 16 31 19 33 31 43 23 ◄On. 8 5 1 15 1◄ 12 9 15 5 1 8 13 1 10
3◄ 27 44 79 25 56 36 36 29 32 63 144 38 98
1◄ 2◄ 23 36 1◄ 23 13 33 11 15 2◄ 103 19 
26 31 29 ◄9 44 22 39 'Z1 31 28 52 55 2S 58 

3n 357 367 371 357 303 37◄ ◄33 388 382 ◄97 236 301 482 2 8 7 10 0 3 3 0 3 11 18 ◄1 1 28 2 5 7 44 2 2 9 5 2 8 11 11 8 18 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 To ◄8 660 ◄78 ◄50 500 579 ◄89 528 702 649 431 772 

32 ◄5 88 0 1◄ 30 0 0 2◄1 62 280 58 65 
2◄ 33 23 29 8 17 21 23 27 63 ◄8 1◄ 26 56 Ent pfiaeAct'a 2 8 60 15 0 0 0 0 70 25 1◄1 26 105 

To 507 571 63◄ 792 ◄88 ◄82 551 603 517 902 837 1063 541 999 



Popul tlon 

Revenue 
al Revenue 

•Capital Pr
• Debt Service
•Enterpri Act'a

To Revenues 

Gen. Govt. Adm'n. 
Jude Admin. 
Public Saf ty 
PubllcW011<a 
H th endW lfare 

� Education 
N Par1<1, Rec., Cult. 

Community Devel. 
Nondep&t1men 
To 

• Capital Projecta
Debt SeMce 
Ent rpriae Act'• 

Total Expenditurea 

tranef 

Carol' Gloucal r 
17904 20107 

235 448 

383 306 
103 99 

721 853 

1 0 

51 0 

3 17 

776 869 

24 58 

12 8 
49 39 

20 34 

37 44 

541 514 

3 12 

3 7 

2 0 

690 715 

1 46 

35 47 

3 12 

729 820 

TABLE E7 

REAL GOVERNMENT REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES PER CAPITA 1981 (in 1990 dollara) 
Region Virginia 

Hanover JmaCl1y Klng&On KlngWm Lou' New Kent Orange Sptaylvn Yooc Wmebutg Av« Average 

50398 22763 5968 9334 17825 8781 18063 34435 35463 9670 26782 35017 

378 737 270 342 ◄26 ◄00 330 38◄ ◄7◄ 902 342 690 
299 271 300 270 270 35◄ 329 392 ◄2◄ 233 259 390 
100 128 110 91 95 71 95 6◄ 196 5◄ 8◄ 13◄ 

m 1135 680 703 791 824 754 6◄0 1097 1190 685 121◄ 

57 63 6 4 46 0 0 294 n 130 60 63 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 3 5 
79 20 0 0 0 3 0 80 37 196 3◄ 146 

913 1218 886 707 836 827 754 1214 1214 1518 782 1430 

32 82 31 40 23 ◄◄ 28 46 44 61 33 57 

10 21 20 17 13 22 8 10 11 111 10 14 

63 114 35 80 52 52 ◄1 47 91 207 54 138 

32 52 20 33 19 47 15 22 3◄ 146 27 6◄ 

42 70 6◄ 32 56 39 45 40 74 79 40 6◄ 

527 533 513 435 537 622 558 56◄ 714 339 433 663 
10 15 0 5 4 0 5 16 23 59 10 40 
10 63 3 3 14 7 3 12 16 15 11 25 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 

727 948 687 6◄7 719 832 703 758 1008 832 619 1110 

65 126 0 21 43 0 0 346 90 402 6◄ 93 

33 42 11 25 30 33 39 91 69 20 37 81 

86 22 0 0 0 2 0 101 36 202 37 151 

911 1138 698 692 792 867 742 1296 1203 1556 777 1435 



TABLE EB 

GOVERN ENT REVE ES AND EXPENDITURES PER CAPITA 1990 
Region Virg 

Cat Glouca r Hanover ..ma City Klng&Ol KlngWm Louu Kent Orange Sptaylvn Yo,1( Wmatx.g Averege Average 

Popul 19217 30131 63306 34359 6289 10913 20325 104-45 21421 57403 42422 11530 35192 41◄31 

local Ro nue ◄55 587 706 1002 481 491 805 671 521 671 702. 1178 547 M8 
536 485 26 340 4 423 325 502 471 510 580 340 358 ◄30 

80 58 32 49 95 56 68 51 69 34 180 34 52 70 
1071 1131 1166 13 1072 1197 1224 1061 1215 1◄68 1551 957 13◄e 

• . tal Projeclls 101 44 330 189 2 183 23 7 ◄O 128 103 0 109 121 
•DebtServlc 1 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 
•En rp< A •• 9 42 109 8 0 0 0 10 0 1◄3 57 202 51 149 

To Rovenuoe 1182 1217 160◄ 1593 1074 1152 1220 1242 1100 1486 1629 1753 1117 1&37 

Gen. Govt Admin. 52 59 53 72 71 49 ◄O 62 25 ◄3 72 65 42 83 
18 13 11 20 21 19 16 31 11 18 15 10 12 18 

87 74 101 193 70 59 n 79 66 66 148 263 &3 168 
28 44 32 53 21 41 26 48 28 32 84 162 36 83 

68 66 68 110 118 69 55 50 9◄ 61 118 100 62 106 
765 724 704 755 664 629 7◄3 818 n1 829 911 626 flil7 706 

11 12 20 35 0 15 14 2 9 20 28 96 17 4◄ 
13 15 24 56 32 4 5 18 8 14 31 SQ 19 28 

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 4 0 
Total 1042 1007 1012 1293 997 885 975 1112 1012 1080 1◄0e 1425 868 1229 

•Cap! Projeeta 2 255 375 126 3 89 167 97 258 220 141 252 162 158 
Debt SeNlce 16 65 67 59 15 151 75 88 22 115 59 0 53 100 
En Act'• 13 ◄1 113 10 0 0 0 10 0 104 47 165 45 134 

T Ex tturN 1073 1368 1567 14 7 1015 1125 1217 1305 1292 1519 1653 1842 1127 11121 

. 

tranet • 



TABLE E9 

G HIN GOVERNMENT REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES PEA CAPITA 1981-1990 

Aeglon Virginia 
Caroline Gloucator Hanover Jma City Klng&On King Wm Loulaa New Kent Orange Sptaylvn Yori( Wmsburg Average AVftfaf/8 

Local Aov IJO 1.78 0.88 1.69 0.95 1.56 1.06 1.71 1.41 1 27 1.51 1.13 0.88 1.30 0.76 
s Revenue 1.01 1.28 1.05 0.80 1.38 1.25 0.73 1.04 1.06 0.87 0.96 1.09 0.99 0.58 
F ral Rev nue 0.12 -0.15 -0.54 -0 45 0.25 -0.12 0.03 0.02 0.04 -0.24 0.35 -0.11 -0.12 -0.25 
Total 1.14 0.91 1.16 0.76 1.27 0.98 1.18 1.13 1.02 1.08 0.92 0.87 1.01 0.59 

•Capital Projects 99.05 0.00 7.36 3.34 -0.52 59.15 -0 27 0.00 0 00 -0.37 0 91 -1.00 1.59 1.n 
"Debt Se -0.97 0.00 0.00 5.92 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 00 -0.49 0.00 -0.73 4.33 

3.51 2.66 0.98 -0 41 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.44 0.00 1.57 1.22 0.48 1.19 0.45 

Total Rev n 1.19 1.01 1.53 0 88  1.25 1.34 1.10 1.16 1.10 0.76 0.93 0.88 1.05 0.&4 

Gen. Govt. Adm n. 2.17 0.48 1.36 0 27 2 24 0.76 1.45 1.03 0.31 0.30 1.35 0.53 0.82 0.59 
Judicial Adm n. 1.28 1.46 0 57 0.37 0.51 0.64 0.75 1 07 1.06 1.17 0.86 -0.23 0.75 o.n
Public f ty 1.56 1.69 1.29 1.44 1.84 0.06 1.11 1.17 1 28 1.02 1.34 0.83 1.20 0.75 
Public Works 1 04 0.87 0.42 0 47 0.54 0.76 0.95 0.48 1.60 1.13 2.55 0.58 0.91 0.58 
He end Welfare 1.60 1.15 1.33 1.26 1.65 2.09 0.41 0 83 2.02 1.17 1.28 0.82 1.22 0.&4 
Education 1.03 1.03 0.92 1.04 0 86 1.07 0.99 089 0.98 1.11 0.83 1.65 096 0.53 
Parl<a, Rec., Cull 4.26 0.45 1.94 2.38 0.00 3.30 3.56 3563 1.85 0.80 0.69 1.31 1.38 o.eo

Community Devel. 4.82 2.11 2.38 0 26  14.00 0.52 -0.45 2.79 3.10 0.67 1.85 8.21 1.42 0.59 
.... Nonclepartmon -0.52 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 00 0 00 0.00 0 00  0.20 0.52 -0.72 

't, Total 1.17 1.02 1.00 0.96 1.08 0 97 0.95 0.92 1.07 1.05 1.00 1.20 1.01 0.59 

•Capital Projects 2.20 7.00 7.33 0.43 0.00 5.20 4.59 0.00 0.00 -0.09 1.25 -0.10 1.76 1.43 
t -0.36 0.97 1.90 1.01 0.93 7.72 2.56 2.79 -0 21 0.82 0.23 -1.00 1.06 0.79 

5.88 3.97 0.87 -0 35 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.22 0.00 0.48 0.86 0.17 0.74 o.v

Total Expenditur 1.11 1.40 1.47 0.88 1.09 1.33 1.21 1.16 1.50 0.68 0 97 0.70 1.06 082 
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APPENDIX F 



TABLE Fl 

TAXABLE SALES BUSINESS CIASSIFICATIO CODES 

pparel Group 

01 - Clothing 
02 - Furriers 
03 - Millinery 
04 - Shoes 
05 - Other pparel 

utomotive Group 

10 - ccessorie Batteries, Repair Parts Tires Etc. 
11 - ·rcraft 
L - Boats Boat Motors, and Boating cce sorie 
1 - Motor Vehicle Dealer Motorcycle Dealers 
14 - ervice cation , Garages and Auto Repair hop , Truck tops 
19 - Other utomotive/In tallation of Wind hields and Other Glass for Car , Trailer , 

obile Home , Etc. 

Food Group 

-0 - Bakery Products
_1 - Candy and Confection
__ - Dairy Products
_3 - Fruit tand , Vegetable tand Roadside Markets, Rolling Markets
_ - Grocerie , eat eafood - Chain 
_ - - Grocerie , • eat afood - on-Chain ncluding 1 at Proc sing Concerns Etc . 
.. 6 - Private Member hip Clubs 
_ 7 - Re taurant Cafeteria Delicate en Grill Caf nack-Bar , Dri e-in Catering 

Etc. 
_ - Taverns, Beer Parlor , Dance Hall 
_9 - Other Food 
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TABLE F2 

TAXABLE ALES BU INESS CI.ASSIFICATION CODE 

Furniture, Home Furni bing , and Equipment Group 

30 - Furniture, Hou ehold/Floor Covering Interior-Decorator , Reuphol tering Dealer 
Etc. 

31 - Household ppliances, ppliance Repairs 
32 - Office Furniture, Busine s Machint.; and Equipment 
33 - Radio , Televi ion ets, Mu ical Instruments, Repairs Thereto 
39 - Other Furniture and Household Equipment/ ewing Machine , Lawn Mower and 

Repairs Thereto 

Gen ral fer handi e Group 

40 - Department tore , Di count tores 
41 - Dry Good , Vari ty tore , Fabric and Yam, Trading tamp Redemption tore 
4 .. - Drug tore elling a Variety of 1erchandi e in ddition to Pre cription Drugs, 

Whole ale Drug 
49 - 0th r General Merchandi e/Funeral Director , Cem terie , R ligiou upplie Feed and 

d tore , Feed Mill , dverti ing encie , Pet hop Hor , Liquid Embroidery, 
fail Order Retail lerchant , Co metics 

Lumb r Buildin Materi I, nd uppl Group 

0 - Buildin faterial umber, Brick Tile Roofin Read Mi. Concret , ton , Ou rry 
and and Gra el 

-1 - Cabinet hop , 11llwork, Pre-Cut Lumber tock
-_ - El trical upphe
- - Hardware upplie Lock mith
-4 - Paint, all paper, and Gia
- - - Plumbing, Heatin Re rigeration ·r-Conditioning ell Drilling uppli 
-9 - Other Building upplie

Fu l roup 

60 - Fuel Oil 
61 - Bottle Gas 
6 .. - ood 

- Coal. Other Fuel
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TABLEF3 

TAXABLE SALES BUSINESS ClASSIFICATION CODES 

Machinery Equipment, and Supplies Group 

70 - Construction or Road Maintenance Machinery, Equipment Supplies 
71 - Professional Equipment, Supplies/Dental Supplies, Etc. 
72 - Service-Establishment Equipment, Supplies/Beauty Supplies Welding upplies Snap-On 

Tool Dealers, Etc. 
79 - Other Machinery, Equipment, Supplie /Electronic Communication, Pollution Control, 

Farm Equipment Alarm Systems, Sign , Leasing and Rental Companies 

Ii cellaneou Group 

0 - Antiques 
1 - Books tationery/Paper Products Printing, Office Supplies Bu iness Forms Etc. 

8 - Cigar tore , ew stand 
83 - Florists urserymen, Garden Supplie Fertilizer , Chri tma Tree Dealers 
8 - Gifts and ovelties Ceramic t and Curio hop Coin and tamp Dealers 

5 - Jewelry, Luggage Leather Goods 
6 - alvage urplu econdhand Good , Pawn hop , Flea Markets 
7 - porting Goods Photographic upplies, Hobby- hops, Toy hops Firearms, Photo 

tudio Portraits Commercial Photography, Gun Repair hops, Golf Cour es, Bowling 
Alie , Pool Parlors 
- Vending lachine ale

9 - Retail ales and/or Rental of Tangible Personal Property by hoe Repair hops, Beauty 
hop Busine chool Mu ic Instructors Manufacturers gent Whole ale 
Ierchandi e Broker Optical Companie uctioneer and uction arkets, Livestock 
uctioo , anufacturers, Banks Hearin 'd Companie 

ource: Taxable Sales Annual Report (19 0 and 1991) 
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TABLEF4 

TAXABLE SALES REGION AVERAGE 1980

Regi tered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 7 1139349 

02 0 0 

03 0 0 

04 2 1-8030

09 0 0 

9 1267378 

Automotive Group 
10 14 1505963 

11 0 0 

12 3 161187 

13 3 323467 

14 34 1658966 

19 2 7530 

56 3737112 

Fo d Group 
::?0 0 0 

21 0 0 

22 0 0 

_3 10 74330 

_4 6 1105 •L2 

.!5 30 -7650 9

-6 0 0 

27 2 616042 

0 0 

_9 3 3470 

- 2 -4 60 

Furniture, Home Fumi hin and

Equipment 
0 1 

1 

1 

6 

24 

Source: TaJ able ale Annual Report 19 0 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 10 

51 1 

52 0 
53 3 

54 0 
55 3 

59 2 

19 

Fuel Group 
60 1 

61 0 

6_ 0 

69 2 

3 

3032379 

90511 

0 
398746 

0 
389258 

4 9216 

4400109 

.. 3 7 0 

0 

960 

1064466 

1303-06 

Machinery, Equipment and upplie 
Group 
70 1 

71 1 

72 

79 

Hotel, 
0 

2 

11 

14 

Other · cellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 3 739-906

Total T able ale 
40 
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TABLE F5 

REAL TAXABLE SALES REGION AVERAGE 1980 
(in 1991 dollars) 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 
02 
03 
04 
09 

6 l 3221
0 0 

0 0 

1 211619 
0 0 
7 2094840 

Automotive Group 
10 14 2489194 

0 
266425 
534656 

32 -7420 2
144677 

54 6177045 

11 0 
12 4 
13 
14 
19 

Food Group 
20 
21 
,., 

_3 
-4

., -

-6 
... 7 

_9 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

1- 1-2 59
7 1 27" 4

27 952902-
0 0 

3_ 14-41392 
0 0 

5736 
0 42 .. 29025 

Furniture, Home Fumi hing and 
Equipm nt 

30 
31 
32 
33 
39 

11 1941975 
_6T9-

1 65.,-6 
5 4367 
3 2373 

2- 27940 3
General Merchandi e Group 

40 0 5372041 
41 4 2364074 
4_ 3 199623 
49 1 1 _71 

-6 1160507-

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Material 
and Supply Group 

50 9 
51 1 

52 0 
53 3 
54 0 
55 2 
-9 2 

17 

5012197 
149604 

0 
659084 

0 
643402 
08621 

7272908 
Fuel Group 
60 0 393025 
61 
6 ... 
69 

0 0 

0 1587 
1 1759448 
2 2154060 

Machin ry, Equipment and upplie 
Group 
70 
71 
7_ 
79 

l 

1 

11 
14 

Group 
15 

0 
L. 

., .. _., 

2 

l.:, 

1-
41 

1-9 

5-3_57 
4- 6 

563 57 
-600 0
372_204 

67033 
731146 

0 
4663 7 

1-3 997
4 ... 024

143 67 
1225791 

759 73 
16797172 
2 .. 07200 

Hotels, otel Touri t Camp Etc. 
90 19 9010 24 

Other Mi cellaneous and Unidentifiable 
0 33 1-22463 

Total Taxable Sale 
40- 570 3 57
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Regi tered 
Code Dealers 

Apparel Group 
01 16 
02 0 
03 0 
04 4 

09 0 
21 

Automotive Group 
10 1 
11 0 
12 3 
13 3 
14 43 
19 2 

69 
Food Group 

20 1 

21 1 
::?2 0 
2 7 
24 7 
25 27 
26 0 
_7 -2

0
29 6

100 

TABLEF6 

TAXABLE SALES REGION VERAGE 1991 

Taxable 
Sale 

327980 
0 
0 

1790 67 
44775 

10163622 

3443613 
0 

2 9063 
541543 

4373655 
227961 
875 35 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and upply Group 

50 12 
51 3 

5.. 0 

53 3 
54 2 

55 5 

59 2 

.. 8 

Fuel Group 
60 
61 0 
6 .. 0 
69 1 

3 

67619 8 
420045 

45091 
2867147 

5499 7 
191779 .. 

692486 
13-54536

577995 
0 

0 
431423 

10 9417 
achinery, Equipment and upplies 

Group 
70 1 

71 
7_ 5 

79 31 
39 

Group 
1 
21 

0 

Furniture, Home Furni ·hin and 21 
0 Equipment 

0 
1 
2 

�3 
9 

41 

42 
49 

21 

3 
7 

4 

40 

47 

ource: Ta; able ale Annual Report 1 91 

Hotel, 
0 

Other .. li cellaneou and Urudentifiable 
0 27 .. 7911 

Total Taxable ale 
- -•W0S-9
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TABLEF7 

TAXABLE SALES VlRGINIA AVERAGE 1980

Registered Taxable Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group Lumber, Building Materials 
01 20.67 4830066 and Supply Group 
02 0.07 12683 50 12.37 6898231 

03 0.60 5411 51 2.88 303075 

04 6.16 1465300 52 2.74 1354550 

09 1.80 170814 53 6.10 1345627 

29.30 6484273 54 3.75 672674 

Automotive Group 55 6.21 1560143 

10 23.13 3586673 59 4.91 1874371 

11 0.79 43508 38.96 14008671 

12 3.80 277956 Fuel Group 
13 6._4 1136662 60 3._8 1802269 

14 52.32 2356558 61 0.90 324865 

19 4.43 686520 62 1.48 509_ 

90.72 8087876 69 5. 9 1769079 

Food Group 11._5 3901305 

20 3.07 279042 acbinery, Equipment and Supplie 
-1 1.72 10 3_7 Group 
22 3.35 ➔ 6703 70 2.28 961177 

13 10.97 1 013_ 71 -.18 403549 

-➔ 11. 5 -6057032 72 5.36 579790 

L5 43.48 988736- 79 20.91 2265674 

_6 3.10 350027 30.74 4210190 

_7 65._2 1333893- Mi ellaneou Group 
0.54 22951 0 18.5 .. 197638 

_9 7.40 6-2154 81 19.87 167169-

150.69 51312667 0.67 111320 

Furniture, Home Furnishings and 16.89 56069 

Equipment 36._6 109006 

"O -4.11 -62579 7.9 7 -06 

31 4.82 759634 9.40 20 649 

32 3. 1703 3 _2.57 15- 135

33 L.47 126 402 14.-4 116-690

39 6.09 4-4_1 0.77 7 35 4 

-1.38 7748670 2_7_13 15444172 

General Mercbandi e Group Hotel Motels, Tourist Camp Etc. 
40 3. 5 14 __ 3_45 90 11.78 3 93045 

41 9.01 45099 

42 .3 4099-19 Other cellaneous and Unidentifiable 
49 30.1 -246 o .. 00 1.63 1544 8 

-1.41 250792--

Total Taxable ale 
694.99 l-H714-10 

ote: Taxable ale figures have been rounded, total may be off by SL 
Source: Taxable Sale Annual Report 19 0 
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TABLE F8 

REAL TAXABLE SALES VIRGINIA AVERAGE 1980 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 20.67 79 35 0 
02 0.07 _0963 
03 0.60 8943 
04 6.16 24219 3 
09 1. 0 2 2338 

29.30 10717 07 
utomotive Group 
10 23.13 592 3 4 
11 0.79 71914 
12 3. 0 459431 
13 6.24 1 7 779 
14 52.3- 9 1 7 
19 4.43 1134744 

90.72 1336 3 Q 
Food Group 
_o 3.07 461227 
21 1.72 179052 
,, 3. 5 7-1 _4
23 10 97 297T 
_4 11 5 4 0 474 

4 .4 16342751 
3.10 5 556 

6 .22 .. W47 .. 7 
"I 0. -4 37936 
29 7.40 1077941 

1-0.69 143-6

Furniture. Home Fumi ·bing. and 
Equipment 

0 _4.11 
1 4. 2 
2 

3 
9 

4_ 
49 

•H4- "13

(in 1 91 dollars) 
Registered Taxable 

Code Dealers Sale 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 

50 L.37 11402035
51 2. 5009 0
52 2.74 223 925
53 6.10
54 3.75
55 6.-1
9 4.91

38.96 
Fuel Group 
6 

61 
62 
6 

Machinery, Equipment and Supplie 
roup 
70 
71 
72 
79 

Hotel , 
90 

20.91 
0.74 

14 ... 4 
0. 7

__ 7_13 

Other • ii cellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 1.63 -2 07 

Tot I Ta. able ale 
694. ..J•L 60

1 ote: T xable le figure ha e been rounded total may be off by Sl. 
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TABLEF9 

TAXABLE ALES VIRGINIA A VERA GE 1991 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 33.24 157 5699 
02 0.12 33812 
03 0.49 14187 
04 9.17 3722240 
09 3.09 35_339 

46.11 19908278 

Automotive Group 
10 _5,10 65945 2 
11 0.82 130844 

12 3.37 293120 
13 5. 0 2211756 

14 56.6 6403407 

19 4.16 9 319 
9 .94 166--02 

Food Group 
20 63670 

21 -147_9
131-62

_3 49 r131 

_4 14440105 

_5 606 15 

26 2. 9 34681937

_7 97.14 33223 

0.44 _o 4229 

29 11.24 A34176 

1 3. 1 10-1-5_ 
Furniture, Home Furni hing and 

Equipment 
30 
31 

3_ 

3 
39 

6.022059 
19.40441 
11.44 -3 
6.9705 
9.0661 

General ercbandise Group 
40 4.05 23530096 
41 .43 10834940 
42 10.11 5�61447 
49 49. 6 5471-

2.47 464 119 

Code 
Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Material 
and Supply Group 
50 14.31 12831235 
51 5.32 1967584 
-? ,_ 2.35 1743759 
53 6.31 4899577 
54 4.10 1447959 
55 9.11 2919071 
59 4.42 2429016 

45.92 28238202 
Fuel Group 

60 3.46 1275143 
61 0.76 432252 
6_ 0.45 15747 
69 3.56 99 761 

__ 3 2721903 
Machinery, Equipment and Supplie 
Group 
70 2.19 863969 
71 4.r 6012 9 
n 9.6 1574 66 
7 4 .6- 9-0-911 

64.73 1-546036 

4 
5 
6 

87 46. -
20.61

9 

Hotel , Motel Touri t Camp , Etc. 
90 13.93 11349 64 

Other Miscellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 4.32 96714 

Total Taxable Sale 
994.3 0304-641 

ote: Taxable ale figure have been rounded. total may be off by 1. 
ource: Taxable ale Annual Report 1991 
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TABLEFl0 

TAXABLE SALES CAROLINE COUNTY 19 0 

Registered Ta.xable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 5 1 003 

02 

03 

04 

09 

••• 

5 

Automotive Group 
18003 

1432031 10 10 

11 

1-

13 

14 

19 

Fo d Group 
'.!O 

21 

22 

23 

-➔

_5 

-6

27 

29 

Furnirure. Hom 
Equipment 

••• 

••• 

37 106 094 

47 2500125 

12 446 
••• 

40 71144-6 
•• 

2 23234 9 

5 

5 

•• 

0 4 _479-3 

33 
39 

• 

43 -6 

... 9147 

General , lerchandi e Group 
40 

41 4 102 7 

4_ 4 2 19 

49 10 641 -40 

1 14 774 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 

50 13 
51 
5_ 

53 

54 

55 

59 

Fuel Group 
60 
61 
62 

69 

13 

0 

l 575
••• 

•• 

••• 

• 

•• 

••• 

1 575 

••• 

• 

• 

• 

0 

Machinery, Equipm nt nd upplie 
Group 
70 

71 

n 

7 

0 0 
Mi elfaneous Group 

0 1 
5 

6 

4 

Other, ti eUaneou 
3 

Total Ta.xable le 
_9 

1- 669
91

1 " 9 

nd Unidentifiable 
601 -o 

-666- 2

ource: T xable ale· Annual Report 1 0 
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TABLE Fll

REAL TAXABLE SALES CAROLINE COUNTY 1980 
(in 1991 dollars) 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 5 

02 
03 
04 
09 

5 

utomotive Group 
10 10 
11 
1-
13 
14 37 
19 

47 
Food Group 
_o 

21 
.., 

297583 

••• 

297583 

2366993 

••• 

••• 

1765445 

413243 

_3 

_4 

12 5697-

5 

26 
27 

2 

29 

• 

40 117593 2 

2 

5 

5 

• 

840494 
• 

55717 
1571256-

Furniture Home Furni hing and 
Equipment 
30 4 409 40 
31 
32 
33 5 71944 
39 

9 4 17 3 
General Merchandise Group 
40 
41 
42 
49 

4 
4 

10 
1 

43450 
46602 

1060397 
_369 74 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 13 311694 
51 ••• 

52 ••• 

53 ••• 

54 ••• 

55 ••• 

59 ••• 

13 311694 
Fuel Group 
60 ••• 

61 • • 

62 ••• 

69 •• 

0 0 

Machinery Equipment and Supplies 
Group 
70 
71 ••• 

7_ •• 

79 •• 

0 0 

Group 
13 

5 

6 

214329 
15041 

•• 

4 31 33 

_715 0 
22 111- 64
67 1944873 

Hotels Motel Tourist Camp Etc. 
90 19 4606 30 

Other 1i cellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 35 14 1 099 

Total Taxable Sale 

9 44075740 
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TABLE Fl2 

TAXABLE SALES CAROLINE COUNTY 1991 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 
02 
03 
04 
09 

•• 

0 0 
utomotive Group 

10 6 1220 95 
11 

12 
13 
14 
19 

Food Group 
20 

21 

22 

23 
24 
25 
-6

27 
., 

2 

• 

•• 

29 3022560 

35 4243455 

•• 

77 

4 133 5644 
• 

-1 597 43 

.. 

74 -2072464 
Furniture, Home Fumi hin and 
·quipment

0 174 7 

1 

32 
3 

39 

• • 

•• 

174 7 
General • 1erchandi · Group 

40 
41 
4_ 
4 

4 

21 
0 

16T

Code 
Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and upply Group 

50 
51 
5_ 
53 
54 

55 

59 

Fuel Group 
60 
61 
62 

69 

5

2005664 
32357 

•••

•••

•••

•• 

•• 

13 _03 021 

• 

34917 0 

5 3491790 
Machin ry, Equipm nt and upplie 
Group 

70 
71 

7_ 
79 

••

• 

14 11916 7 
14 11 1697 

Group 

1 

7 

_o 

7 

17 
0 

104 

• 

Hotel , fotel Touri t Camp , Etc. 
90 10 309 07 

Other U cellaneous and Unidentifiable 
6 102 99-4 

Total Ta.�able ale 
3-6 -_3 016

ource: Ta.uble ale Annual Report 19 1 

167 



TABLEF13 

TAXABLE SALES GLOUCESTER COUNTY 1980 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 6 664040 
02 
03 ••• 

04 ••• 

09 
6 664040 

Automotive Group 
10 11 1466358 
11 ••• 

12 13 363146 
13 7 466747 
14 39 15-3704
19 ••• 

70 3819 55 
Food Group 
_o 

21 
22 •• 

_3 5 141-6
_4 7 7759979 
_5 47 17T9 99 
-6
_7 _7 3217033 
2 • 

_9 ••• 

6 2 751067 
Furniture Home Fumi bing and 
Equipmem 
30 13 1 344 1 
31 354055 

3_ •

33 7 
39 

30 
General Merchandi e Group 
40 
41 11 4_79758 
4_ 4 19 ·410 
49 _7 2304742 

42 69910 

Source: Taxable Sale Annual Report 19 0 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 

50 11

51 
52 
53 5 
54 

55 4 
59 

_o 

Fuel Group 
60 
61 
62 
69 

0 

3770910 
•••

690467 

841387 
•••

5302764 

••• 

• *

0 
Machinery, Equipment and upplies 
Group 

70 ••

71 

7_ •• 

79 1- 99290
L 399290 

Group 
17 190497 
9 294576 

23 394294 
23 19 9 -
6 4 .. 494 
5 116496 

13 19 030 
10 _11 70 
"8 936000 

144 _5 334_ 
Hotel , Motel , Tourist Camp , Etc. 
90 10 53 23 

Other. cellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 25 •Ll6 36

Total Taxable ale 
445 5725-99 
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TABLE F14 

REAL TAXABLE SALES GLOUCESTER COUNTY 1980 

(in 1991 dollars) 
Registered Taxable 

Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 6 

02 

03 

04 

09 

6 
utomotive Group 
10 11 

11 

12 

13 

14 

1 

Food Group 
_o 

-1

--

_3 

24 

26 

27 

29 

13 

7 

3 

70 

5 

7 

47 

27 

6 

10975 7 

•• 

•• 

1097587 

2423732 
• • 

60 241 

7714 3 

251 519 
• 

6313975 

• 

5
"'
17410 

• 

475-2•L5

Furniture, Home Fumi hin and 
Equipment 
"'0 13 303 .. _ 

31 

3_ 

3"'

39 

General 
40 

41 

4 .. 

49 

5 5215 

7 

30 

lerchandi e Group 

11 

4 
27 

4_ 

• • 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Lumber, Building Materials 
nd Supply Group 
50 11 6232 09 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

59 

• 

5 1141-6 

4 1390722 
••• 

... o 764 99 

Fuel Group 
60 •• 

61 

6-

69 
• 

0 

Machinery, Equipment and 
Group 

0 

upplie 

70 

71 

7_ 
79 1-

L 

Group 

• 

17 14 71 

9 4 6 02 

-1 26

32 901 

6 702 

l .. 73 .. 2

10 0364

1547107 

144 4_69 7 

Hotel , otel Touri t C mp , Etc. 
10 91302 

Other Mi cellaneou · and Unid ntifiable 
00 69 77 

Total T . able ale 
44- 946 005
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TABLE F15 

TAJ""<ABLE SALES GLOUCESTER COUNTY 1991 

Registered Taxable Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group Lumber, Building Materials 
01 9 1197748 and Supply Group 
02 50 20 10346335 
03 51 5 308700 
04 ••• 52 
09 ••• 53 5 1221264 

9 1197748 54 •••

Automotive Group 55 8 2996936 
10 19 2719428 59 ••• 

11 38 14873235 
12 16 776225 Fuel Group 
13 7 104074 60 ••• 

14 43 2927399 61 ••• 

19 4 166355 6-
89 7630155 69 ••• 

Food Group 0 0 
_o *** Macrunery, Equipment and Supplies 
21 Group 

70 • • 

••• 
71 

24 11 32 6501- 7_ 4 180750 
_5 35 14332 15 79 31 1945628 
-6 35 212637 
27 44 11 14370 Group 

• 1- 305654 
29 7 38149 22 5 7485 

97 59393695 
Furniture, Home Fumi hing and 83 29 1472936 
Equipment 4 69 992290 

0 17 _954 1 5 ll _73 76 
31 7 6213 6 27 721535 

6 _37791 87 r 1221162 
33 6 44_591 16 41724 
39 8 _9 94 9 65 4 71614 

44 40_0124 2 6 104 8276 
General Merchandise Group Hotel otel , Touri t Camp , Etc. 
40 4 290 409 90 7 471524 
41 10 14221899 
4'.! 6 1 1451 Other Mi cellaneou and Unidentifiable 
49 37 4911-01 00 17 1999974 

57 239_3_60 
Total Taxable Sale 

679 126124369 

ource: Taxable Sale Annual Report 1991 
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TABLE F16 

TAXABLE ALES HANOVER COUNTY 19 0 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 l 14 9625

02 

03 

04 
••• 

09 

13 14 9625 

Automotive Group 
10 54 49704 3 

11 
••• 

12 4 416353 

13 7 59_ 99 

14 6 011910 

19 9 _9_ 

1 0 

Food Group 
_o 

••• 

-1
•• 

22 
•• 

3 

-4 16 

-o

26 

27 69 _1924-2 

2
.. 

_9 9 

177 

quipmcnt 
�a 3_ 

31 7 

6 

14 

1 

74 

General • erchandi e Group 
40 

• 

41 

4 

10 

10 

60 

0 

ource: T :<able ale Annual Report 1 0 

Code 
Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sale 

Lumber, Building Material 
and upply Group 
50 21 9649907 

51 9_2120 

5_ •• 

53 14 _ 67936 

54 •• 

55 1 1155559 

59 17 477 

7 19374615 

Fuel Group 
6 4 1711-6 

61 

62 4 115-4

69 6 304711 

14 10 27 03 

a hm ry, Equipment and upplie 
Group 
70 9 

71 

7_ 16 

7 5 

9 

ti cell neous Group 
0 

1 

Hotel. 
0 

l 

_6 

l 

9 

10 

Other li cellaneou nd Unidentifi:ible 
00 

TotnJ Taxable Je 
109 1 19-- -
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TABLEF17 

REAL TAXABLE SALES HANOVER COUNTY 1980 
(in 1991 dollars) 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 13 
02 
03 
04 
09 

13 
Automotive Group 

10 54 
11 

12 4 
1.., 7 
14 96 
19 9 

170 
Food Group 
_o 

33 
16 

6 -o

-6
_7 69 
2
_9 9 

177 

... 462190 

••• 

2462190 

8215674 
••• 

688187 
97999 

13242 26 
55420-

23680 8 

.. 

•• 

.... 

• 

3623 393 
.. .. 

309041 
1-04066-1

Furniture, Home Furni hing and 
Equipment 

"'O 32 
31 7 

6 
"'3 1 
39 15 

74 
General Merchandi e Group 
40 •••

41 10 
4_ 10 
49 60 

0 

172 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 

50 21 15950260 
51 8 1524165 

••• 

14 4740390 
•• 

52 
53 
54 
55 
59 

18 1910015 
17 7899327 
78 32024157 

Fuel Group 
60 4 2 2 542 
61 
62 4 1904 
69 6 13726795 

14 16-743 5 
Machinery, Equipment and Supplie 
Group 
70 9 
71 6 
72 16 
79 5 

9 

l 10 64
25 1373954 

6 ... 
Hotels Motels, Tourist Camp , Etc. 
90 13 10256681 

Other Mi cellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 23 10667 10 

Total Taxable ale 
1093 3193-6003 



TABLE Fl 

TAXABLE SALES HANOVER COUNTY 1991 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 2 32054 48 

02 

03 
••• 

04 5 733527 

09 ••• 

33 32788375 

Automotive Group 
10 65 13617274 

11 ••• 

L 5 

1 11 

14 126 

19 

215 

Food Group 
_o 4 76397 

21 

22 •• 

_3 4_1591 

-4 ., 106110-74 --

_5 4 

-6 • 

27 11 101691 

_9 _o 

_37 

Furniture, H me umi bin and 
quipmcnt 
30 

31 7 

3_ 

3 

39 

1-2

General , (erchandi e Group 
40 

41 

4_ 19 

4 104 

1 1 

ource: T able ale Annual Report 1 1 

Regj ·tered Taxable 
Code Dealers ales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and upply Group 
50 40 

51 7 

52 5 

53 11 

54 6 

55 25 

325 .. 064 

16249 0 

541095 

5 02265 

3913 .. 

73 5036 

59 14 494 225 

10 5366 797 

Fuel Group 
60 10 4l•Ll43 

61 •• 

62 
• 

69 4 

14 

acbinery, Equipm nt and upplic 
Group 
70 12 

71 11 

72 36 

79 1 4 

l 3

1 ti ellaneous Group 
0 70 

l 6 

Hotel , • totel , Touri ·t Camp Etc. 
0 16 121- 323

Other fi ·cellancou and Unidentifiable 
00 74 649 

Total Ta: able 

173 



TABLEF19 

TAXABLE SALES JAMES CITY COUNTY 1980 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 5 989736 

02 

03 

04 ••• 

09 ••• 

5 989736 

Automotive Group 
10 9 766506 

11 ••• 

12 6 117606 

13 

14 19 653873 

19 ••• 

34 15379 5 

Food Group 
_o 

21 •• 

• 

_3 19 241164 

24 10 75 1500 

_5 21 2513910 

_6 •• 

27 3_ _4567904 

-8

_9 ••• 

2 34904478 

Funtiture Home Funtishings and 
Equipment 
30 14 

31 

32 

33 

39 

14 

••• 

• *

••• 

_94954 

294954 

General 1 [ercbandise Group 
40 

41 

42 

49 11 

11 

• 

• • 

76_76 

76276 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 14 8636833 

51 

52 

53 ••• 

54 ••• 

55 ••• 

59 

14 636833 

Fuel Group 
60 

61 ••• 

6_ 

69 ** 

0 0 

Machinery, Equipment and Supplie 
Group 
70 • ••

71 

72 •• 

79 12 12 587 

12 128- 1

Mi ceUaneou Group 
0 12 3 445 

7 45 46 

5 194600 

40 39 01 -7 

• 

1 

1 

37 

134 

Hotels, 
90 

Other Mi cellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 43 6-75006

Total Taxable Sale 
3 0 11 900477 

Source: Taxable ale Annual Report 19 0
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TABLE F20 

REAL TAXABLE SALES JAMES CITY COUNTY 19 0 
(in 1991 dollars) 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

pparel Group 
01 5 16359_7 
02 
03 
04 •• 

09 •• 

5 1635927 
utomotive Group 
10 9 1266952 
11 •• 

L 6 1 43 0 
1 
14 19 10 07 2 
19 

34 25•Ll-4 
Fo d Group 
:?0 
_1 • 

.,., ••• 

23 19 39 61 
:?4 10 12531405 
25 21 41-
_6 
_7 10 

_9 
-16 3352

umiture, Home Furni ·hmg and 
quipmcnt 
30 14 4 7 27 

l • 

2 
. 

3 

9 .. 

14 4 7 __ 7 
G neral i terchandi e Group 
40 
41 •

·L

4 11 1-6 76
11 1-6076

175 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and upply Group 
50 14 14275757 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
5 

Fuel Group 
60 
61 
62 
69 

•• 

••• 

• 

14 14275757 

• 

0 
achincry, Equipment and 

0 
upplie 

Group 
70 
71 
7_ 
7 

Hotel , otel 
90 

12 
-L 40
-12540

545 
75779 

Other Mi cellaneous and Unidentifiable 
00 4 10371 11 

Total Taxable ale 
0 I 



TABLE F21 

TAXABLE SALES JAMES CITY COUNTY 1991

Registered 
Code Dealers 

Apparel Group 
01 64 

02 

03 

04 10 

09 

74 

Automotive Group 
10 L 

11 

12 5 

13 

14 27 

19 

44 

Food Group 
_o 

21 7 

22 

_3 6 

_4 9 

_5 20 

_6 

27 61 

29 9 

lL 

Taxable 
Sales 

4172 783 
••• 

10196104 
• • 

51924887 

1770 10 
••• 

518730 
••• 

3366484 

5656024 

••• 

1 404-0 
••• 

167910 

51-71-70

471-343
* •

-9434

-612947

4 

1-3343074

Furniture, Home Fumj rung and 
Equipment 

30 30 

31 

32 9 

33 

39 7 

51 

994669 
* •

46-023

1-692305

General Merchandi e Group 
40 ••• 

41 4 61 543 

42 5 167577 

49 34 69-- 77 

43 9 .. -019 

Source: Taxable ale Annual Report 1991

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 17 15407866 

51 ••• 

52 

53 7 1114792 

54 

55 6 3049688 

59 ••• 

30 19572346 

Fuel Group 
60 .. 

61 ••• 

6-

6 

0 0 

Machinery, Equipment and upplie 
Group 
70 ** 

71 
2 6 25_4 01 

79 25 1543317 

31 406 11 

ii cellaneous Group 
0 24 4 9 11 

1 37 2567763 

8- ••• 

3 -6 12 0036 

9 10094"76 

19 -577 _5

5 3911-

32 

21 

9 66 

32 2673465 

Hotel Motel , Touri t Camp Etc. 
0 1 5166 56 

Other �li ce!Janeou and Unjdentifiable 
00 _5 -L7-740

Total Taxable Sale 
764 36 122013 
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TABLEF22 

TAXABLE SALES KING AND QUEEN COUNTY 1980 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 
02 

03 

04 

09 

0 

Automotive Group 
0 

57831 10 7 
11 

12 
13 

14 
19 

Food Group 
20 

21 
2_ 
23 

24 

25 
26 

27 

29 

••• 

••• 

13 334059 
•• 

20 3 1890 

17 _6661 

2_ 14 2 0 

3 01 9 

• 

47 l 450 0

umiture, Home Fumi hings and 
Equipment 
3 

31 
32 

6 -65 _1
• 

••• 

General • terchandise Group 
40 

41 
4_ 
49 4 

4 
r 66 

5 66 

Code 
Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 

50 5 59912 
51 
52 
53 

54 

55 

59 

5 

Fuel Group 
60 
61 
62 

69 

••• 

•• 

5991-

••• 

• • 

• 

. 

0 0 
acbinery, Equipment and upplie 

Group 
70 

71 

7_ 

79 

Hotel 
0 

0 
llaneou Group 

6 

• 

• 

• 

• 

0 

15 1 
•• 

Other Mi cellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 6 6159 

Tot I T xable ale 
13 

Source: Ta: able ale Annual Report 19 0 
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TABLE F23 

REAL TAXABLE SALES KING AND QUEEN COUNTY 1980

(in 1991 dollars) 
Registered Taxable 

Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 

02 

03 

04 

09 

0 0 

Automotive Group 
10 7 95588 

11 

L
••• 

13 •• 

14 13 5-_164 

19 •• 

20 647752 

Food Group 
_o 

-1

_2 
'.23 17 4406 

24 

r 2_ 2459 4 
26 

27 5457 3 

29 

47 3049736 

Furniture, Home Furni bing and 
Equipment 
30 

31 

2 

33 

39 

6 43 547 
•• 

6 43 547 

General 1ercbandise Group 
40 

41 

4_ 

49 4 
4 

Code 

Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 5 99028 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 ••• 

59 ••• 

5 99028 

Fuel Group 
60 ••• 

61 •• 

62 • 

69 • 

0 0 

Machinery, Equipment and Supplies 
Group 
70 

71 
72 

79 

Mi cellaneou 
0 

81 

0 

Group 
6 

16 

_2 

••• 

• 

• 

0 

26--o 

• 

• 

• 

4 1547 

507797 

Hotel , Motel , Tourist Camp , Etc. 
90 •• 

Other fiscellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 33 11-0676

Total Taxable Sale 
1 7 -952 1
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TABLEF24 

TAXABLE SALES KING AND QUEE COUNTY 1991

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 

02 

03 

04 

0 

••• 

0 

Automotive Group 
0 

125576 10 4 

11 

12 

13 

u 

19 

Fo d Group 
_o 

21 

2_ 

_4 
25 
:!6 
_7 

:!9 

• 

15 446564 
•• 

19 572140 

•• 

6 7 74 

11 1760 0 

.. 

• 

J7 176 04 

Furniture, Home Fum.i hings and 
quiprnent 
0 

1 

3_ 

J 

7 

• 
•• 

General • 1crcbandi c Group 
40 

41 

4:! 
4 4'.!07 7 

•L07

Code 
Registered Taxable 
Dealers ales 

Lumber, Building Material 
and upply Group 
50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

59 

Fuel Group 
60 

61 

62 

69 

••• 

••• 

0 0 

••• 

O 0 

Machinery, Equipment and upplie 
Group 

70 

1 

7 4 
4 

Group 

7 

1. . 

_4 

• 

• 

3 50 

0 

• • 

4700 

7 161 

Hotel , , lotel , Touri t Camp , Etc. 
0 

Other • ti cellaneou · and Unidcntifi ble 
_9 16-1 -11 

Total T xablc ale 
10- 6906 66

ourcc: T ble ale Annual Report 19 1 
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TABLEF25 

TAXABLE SALES KING WILLIAM COUNTY 1980 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 

01 4 405754 

02 

03 

04 ... 

09 

4 405754 

Automotive Group 
10 7 814037 

11 

12 

13 

14 

19 

Food Group 
20 

::n 

23 

-➔

25 
_6 

_7 

••• 

••• 

4 166972 

19 139 970 

30 2380979 

•• 

••• 

11 14406 

_00-77 

_5 _3365_5 
• 

11 669747 
• 

.. .

52 l.LE+07 

Furniture, Home Furru bing 

Equipment 
and 

30 

31 

2 
33 

39 

•• 

...

4 349-62

General Merchandi e Group 
40 ••• 

41 544437 

4_ 4 610961 

49 5 189 65 

H 1344963 

Code 
Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 5 1062444 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

59 

Fuel Group 
60 

61 

62 

69 

5 

4 
4 

••• 

••• 

••• 

••• 

1062444 

••• 

921773 

921773 

Machinery, Equipment and Supplies 

Group 
70 •• 

71 
n 

79 

Mi cellaneou 

0 

0 
Group 

7 

10 

• *

• 

• •• 

0 

124602 

1074_ 
• 

• 

• 

Other Mi cellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 39 6617445 

Total Taxable Sales 

-0➔ -5230266

Source: Taxable Sale Annual Report 19 0 
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TABLE F26 

Code 

REAL TAXABLE SALES Kl 
(in 1991 dollars) 

Regi tered Taxable 
Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 4 67066 

02 

03 

04 
• 

09 

4 

utomotive Group 
67066 

1345516 10 7 

11 

12 

13 

14 
19 

Food Group 
20 
-1

') 

_3 

_4 

25 

26 

27 

••• 

••• 

4 .. 759 7 

19 23140 0 

30 3935502 

•• 

• 

11 - 12

1 --467 

2 6202-
• 

11 11070 .. 0 

G WlLUAM COUNTY 19 0 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers ale 

Lumber, Building Material 
and upply Group 
50 5 175610 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

59 

Fu I Group 
60 

61 

62 

69 

5 

• • 

.. .

.. 

• 

1756106 

• • 

4 1523592 

4 1-_359_

Machinery, Equipment and upplie 
Group 
70 

• 

71 

72 
7 • 

0 

2 •• 

52 1 5"7 -

... 

4 

39 
4 

General Merch ndi ·e Group 
40 

•• 

41 
4_ 4 
49 

14 

nd 

777 

181 

7 

10 

... 

• 

Other. ii cellaneou nd Unidentifiable 
00 39 l 0 37926 

Tora! Ta: able ale 
_04 41 0_91 



TABLEF27 

TAXABLE SALES KING WILLIAM COUNTY 1991 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 5 963856 

02 

03 

04 

09 

5 963856 

Automotive Group 
10 6 1067405 

11 

12 ••• 

13 ••• 

14 22 109713 

19 

28 2164543 

Food Group 
_o 

••• 

21 
••• 

23 7 171 _2 

_4 4 13239067 

25 19 4655713 

-6
••• 

_7 17 42 230 

_9 ••• 

47 22348910 

Furniture Home Fumi biogs and 

Equipment 
30 1- 410 904

31 

3_ 
• 

33 

39 

12 410 904 

General Merchandise Group 
40 ••• 

41 4 384736_ 

42 5 146-4

49 16 1701 61 

701470 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 ••• 

51 ••• 

52 

53 

54 

55 4 68999 

59 

4 68999 

Fuel Group 
60 ••• 

61 •• 

62 

69 •• 

0 0 

Machinery, Equipment and Supplies 
Group 
70 

71 

7_ 

79 6 

6 

Mi celJaneous Group 
0 

7 

1-

6 

9 

6_ 

Hotel , Motel 
90 

••• 

• 

159993 

159993 

•• 

••• 

346393 

:!10570 
• • 

• 

0 66 

Other Mi cellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 39 s,u- 9_ 

Total Taxable ale 

-1074120

Source: Taxable Sales Annual Report 1991
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TABLEF28 

TAXABLE ALES LOUISA COUNTY 19 0 

Regi tered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sa.le 

Apparel Group 
01 5 104417 

02 

03 

04 

09 

5 

utomotive Group 
104417 

4 805 10 11 

11 

12 
13 

14 

19 

Food Group 
20 

21 

2-

23 

_4 

25 

-6

_7 

2 

• 

••• 

4 199 77 

3 l022332 

54 _071014 

➔-

2 l 

• 

5 
-3 0

7_ 71-2760 

Furniture, Home Fumi hin and 
quipment 
30 l 

31 

4 

General iercband1 e Group 
40 

• 

41 

4_ 

49 

5 1 -1030 

1 1 1 039 

2 _ 34 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and upply Group 

0 16 1476407 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

5 

Fuel Group 
0 

61 

6-

69 

M chinery, 
Group 
70 

71 

7_ 

7 

ellaneou 

16 

9 

9 

Group 
14 

JO 

6 

11 

1 

90 

••• 

••• 

1476407 

••• 

• 

••• 

1 56605 

1 660 

... 41 
. 

177669 

416 
• 
• 

Other ti cellaneou nd Unidentifi ble 
00 1303 500 

Total T ·able le 
40 -060

ource: Ta; able ale Annual Report 19 0

183 



TABLE F29 

REAL TAXABLE SALES LOUISA COUNTY 1980

(in 1991 dollars) 
Registered Taxable 

Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 5 

02 

03 

04 

09 

5 

utomotive Group 
10 11 

11 

12 

13 4 

14 39 

19 

54 

Food Group 
_o 

21 

2 

-4

_5 42 

-6

_7 r 

_9 5 

••• 

* •

••• 

••• 

.. 

. 

172590 

172590 

1402983 

330375 

1689 05 

3423164 

90-9446

-6-4471

89240 

72 11773157 

Furniture Home Fum.i rung and 

Equipment 
30 16 

31 
• 

32 
.... 

33 5 163167 

39 4 9140 

25 940474 

General Merchandi e Group 
40 

••• 

41 5 -496377

42 

49 19 217 577 

24 46749-4 

184 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 16 2440342 

51 "'*"' 

52 

53 ••• 

54 

55 

59 ••• 

16 2440342 

Fuel Group 
60 ••• 

61 

62 "'*"' 

69 4 426901 

4 426901 

(acbinery, Equipment and Supplie 
Group 
70 

71 

72 

79 9 

9 

Mi cellaneou Group 
0 14 

81 

2 

3 10 

4 

5 

6 

7 6 

88 11 

9 41 

90 

•• 

"'* 

3068769 

3068769 

69985 
.. "' 

293668 

13911 
.. 

"' . 

24 446 

45_676 

3173392 

425-078

Hotel, lotel Touri t Camp Etc. 
90 6 269221 

Other Miscellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 35 21551-40 

Total Taxable Sale 
340 5_992 89 



TABLE F30 

TA,�LE ALES LOUI A COUNTY 1991

Regi tered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 

•• 

02 

03 

04 ••• 

09 

0 0 

Automotive Group 
10 13 14 6442 

11 

1-
•• 

13 4 -01681

14 39 431 .. 43 

19 .. 

56 6306366 

Food Group 
20 

• 

21 

22 

_3 4 20 2" 

_4 

4 0 772 

26 •• 

_7 - 4--60_ 

4 27-1-

74 1 107 6

Furniture, Home Fumi ·hin 
quipmem 
0 

31 

3_ 

3 

17 

4 

4 

77 
• 

General Merch ndi e Group 
40 

• • 

and

0 

41 46 

42 

9 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building 
and upply Group 

aterial 

50 9 

51 4 

3347904 

10 99 

52 

53 

54 

55 

59 

13 

Fuel Group 
60 4 

61 

6-

6 
4 

••• 

•• 

•• 

•• 

34 6902 

... 

- 4

Machinery, Equipment and 
Group 

67 

upplie 

70 

71 

7 

Group 
9 

* 

1- 0 94

1- 0 94

Other, · cellaneou and nidentifiable 
00 _4 _30- 0 

Total T able le 
41 

ource: T able ale Annual Report 1 Q 1 

185 



TABLE F31 

TAXABLE SALES NEW KENT COUNTY 1980

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 

02 

03 

04 

09 

utomotive Group 
10 

11 

12 

13 

0 

••• 

••• 

••• 

••• 

0 

14 

19 

21 887201 
••• 

_1 887201 

Food Group 
20 

-1

,.,

23 

24 

25 

_6 

27 

2 

29 

••• 

10 4790639 

12 9 67 

••• 

22 5724206 

Furniture, Home Fumi hings and 
Equipment 

30 
31 

3_ 

33 
9 

**

4 

4 

General Merchandi e Group 

40 
••• 

41 
• 

4_ •• 

49 6 3_3 53 

6 323 53 

Code 
Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 5 922169 

51 ••• 

52 ••• 

53 

54 

55 

59 
••• 

Fuel Group 
60 

61 

62 

69 

5 922169 

••• 

•• 

••• 

0 0 

Machinery, Equipment and Supplies 

Group 
70 

71 
7_ 
79 

••• 

•• 

4 203722 

4 203722 

Mi cellaneou Group 
0 

101814 

6 79520 

••• 

6 -1.,952

4 44865

1 395107
4_ 11r258 

Hotel , Motel , Touri t Camp Etc. 
90 4 442533

Other , fi ceUaneou and Unidentifiable 

00 37 -760261

Total Taxable Sale 
141 12260 30 

ource: Taxable ale Annual Report 19 0 

186 
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■ 
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TABLE F32 

REAL TAXABLE SALES NEW KENT COUNTY 1980 
(in 1991 dollars) 

Code 
Registered Ta.,:able 
Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 

••• 

02 

03 

04 

09 

0 0 

Automotive Group 
10 

• • 

11 

L
••• 

13 
* 

14 21 1466448 

19 
• 

21 146644 

Food Group 
_o 

21 

_3 
••• 

-4
• 

_5 10 791 41-

-6

_7 12 15430 6 

• 

_2 4614

Furniture. Home Furni hing · and 
Equipment 
30 

31 

3_ 

33 

39 4 _7316 

General 
40 

41 

42 

49 

4 27 16 

erchandi e Group 
• 

* 

* 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 5 1524 • .46 

51 
••• 

52 
• • 

53 

54 

55 

59 

Fuel Group 
60 

61 

62 

69 

,.,. 

5 1524246 

• 

•• 

0 0 

Machinery Equipment and Supplie 
Group 
70 

71 

72 

79 

Hotel , Motel 
9 

• 

•• 

4 336731 

4 336731 

6 

6 
4 

l 

• 

Other tiscellaneou and Unidentifiable 
0 3 4 6 41 

Total Ta.xable ale 
141 _o_6 35 

187 



TABLEF33 

TAXABLE SALES NEW KENT COUNTY 1991 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 
02 
03 

04 

09 
0 

Automotive Group 
10 5 

11 

12 
13 4 
14 16 
19 4 

29 
Food Group 
_o 

_1 
22 
_3 

_4 

L 

26 
27 _o 

2 
_9 

3_ 

*** 

0 

473798 

** 

544699 
1666901 
148866 

2 34-64 

** 

••• 

3961-45 

14872 6 

••• 

544 - 1 

Furniture, Home Fumi hing and 

Equipment 
0 317144 

31 
3_ * * 

33 
3 * 

317144 
General ercbandise Group 
40 
41 
4_ ••

49 6 5 ... 152 
6 - _1-_

Code 
Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 

50 

51 
52 
53 
54 
55 

59 

Fuel Group 

••• 

••• 

••• 

*** 

*** 

0 

60 ••• 

61 
62 ••• 

69 

0 

0 0 

Machinery, Equipment and Supplies 

Group 
70 
71 

7_ 

79 

•• 

••• 

10 217255 
10 217255 

i cellaneous Group 
0 ••• 

1 5 28-665

10 2 2969 
23 259136 

•• 

*** 

9 405397 
7 70066 

19 932944 
73 2233177 

Hotel , Motels Touri t Camp , Etc. 
90 •• 

Other Mi ceUaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 37 1127 068 

Total Taxable Sale 

195 22910591 

Source: Taxable Sales Annual Report 1991 

188 
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TABLEF34 

TAXABLE SALES ORANGE COUNTY 19 O 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 4 3-0684 
02 •• 

03 
04 •• 

09 
••• 

4 3206 4 
Automotive Group 

10 11 LO 07 
11 

L 
1 9_5 12 
1 3_ 1-57537 
19 

•• 

1 339 .. 256 
Fo d Group 

_Q 

21 
2_ 

169943 
24 
25 

_6 
27 37 1111 
2 

_9 
. 

66 
Furniture, II me 

quipment 
0 17 L -77

31 .. 

10 _49 
• 

.. 5 1404 -6 
General Mcrchandi e Group 

0 ..

1 11 - 104 
4_ 6 _061541 
4 17 692_ 

4 4741-_4 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 

50 10 390020 
51 
52 • ••

3 4 337972 
54 ••• 

55 7 10465 7 
5 4 6 .. 663 

25 59674 0 
Fuel Group 
60 4 1142091 
61 
62 • 

69 • 

4 114-091
acbinery, Equipment and Supp lie· 

Group 
70 
71 
72 

7 7 
7 

Group 
14 

9 

1 

1 

4 

Hotel.. 
0 

Other llaneou 
00 

Total Ta: ab! ale 
3 0 

-6 37
.. 6 37

urce: Taxable le Annual Report 19 0 

189 



TABLE F35 

REAL TAXABLE SALES ORANGE COUNTY 1980 
(in 1991 dollars) 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 
02 
03 
04 
09 

4 530056 
••• 

••• 

••• 

4 530056 
utomotive Group 
10 11 1998028 
11 
12 
13 
14 

19 

Food Group 
_o 

-1

_3 

24 

25 
-6

_7 

_9 

8 1530433 
32 207 574 

51 5607035 

6 

• • 

•• 

33 891765 

27 61671 6 

66 ** •• 

Furniture, Home Fumi hing and 

Equipment 
30 

31 
32 
33 
39 

17 -14640 
•

•• 

1 561 

25 232-0-6 

General erchandi e Group 

40 ** 

41 11 3 1 934 

42 6 3407-06 

49 17 610-94 
34 7 36734 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 10 6446625 
51 
52 ••• 

53 4 558631 
54 ••• 

55 7 1729896 
59 4 1128369 

25 9863521 
Fuel Group 
60 4 1887754 
61 
62 ••• 

69 *** 

4 1887754 
Machinery, Equipment and Supplies 
Group 

70 
71 
7_ 

79 

Mi cellaneou 

80 

7 

7 

Group 

14 
9 

15 
13 
4 

5 
13 

7 
46 

126 

443600 
443600 

135380 
447084 

3490_ 
1680 9 
239393 

1-146 
1311147 
992 .. 4

3609916 
7859664 

Hotel Motels Touri t Camp Etc. 
90 *

Other Mi cellaneous and Unidentifiable 
00 .. -6936043

Total Ta.xable ale 

370 786262 1 

190 
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TABLEF36 

TAXABLESALESORANGECOUNTY19 l 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Apparel Group 
01 5 

o_ 

03 

04 

09 

utomotive Group 
10 1 

11 
L 

5 

538399 

538399 

240 406 
• 

13 

14 

19 

6 1510760 

3_ 2311276 

5 623044-

Fo d Group 
20 
'.H 

..., 

2 
-➔
25 

_6 
27 
2 

7 

➔ 

0 

_9 43 10 

12 4L .. 04111

Furniture, Hom Fumi ·h.in ·· and 
quipment 
0 1 -

3 

1 
General • lcrchandi 
40 

41 

49 0 
41 

Group 
• 

ource: T able le Annual Report 1 Ql

Code 

Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sale 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 11 5612 65 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

59 

Fuel Group 
60 

61 

6-

69 

4 

7 
5 

• • 

•• 

2 7 339 

1416631 

1435 94 
•• 

27 1134472 

•• 

4 L2131 

acbinery, Equipm nt and upplie 
Group 
70 

71 

7 

Hotel 
0 

1 31-47-1
1 1-4721

Group 
14 
17 

1 

1 
40 

1 
11 

6 

Other Mi. ellaneou nd Uniden11fiablc 
00 _4 6 

Total Ta: able ale· 
4 -9 90-1 6 4 

191 



TABLE F37 

TAXABLE SALES SPOTSYLVANIA COUNTY 1980 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 21 379 533 
02 
03 
04 14 1071768 
09 ••• 

35 
Automotive Group 

10 19 
11 

12 4 
13 5 

14 48 
19 4 

Food Group 
_o 

21 
2 

0 

10 
l 
46 

4870301 

.. 692289 
••• 

* 

* 

442471 
989 33 

153506 
163158 

5822 13 

•• 

..4 
25 
_6 
27 
2 
29 

46 14612731 
• 

123 
Furniture Home Fumi bing and 
Equipment 

30 
31 
32 

l 
•

.:, 13 4 11 
39 ••• 

31 6173 .. 4 
General Merchandise Group 
40 4 27 11063 
41 6 2 5-80 
42 6 
49 20 

36 

Code 
Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 15 5644136 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 

59 

4 

5 

5 

29 

••• 

••• 

163031 
••• 

1627562 
40 832 

7 43561 
Fuel Group 
60 • *

61 
62 
69 

• • 

8 32 8832 
8 3288832 

Machinery, Equipment and Supplies 
Group 
70 
71 
7_ 
79 

5 

20 
25 

••

279573 
785539 

1065112 
Miscellaneou Group 

0 .., 

81 14 
2 
3 11 

:! 

19 
9 

46 
162 

• 

145169 
155 506 

_7_ 5_ 
561705 

150445 
213-90

1070732 
642322 

359 565 
9567599 

Hotel fotels, Tourist Camp Etc. 
90 16 81-798 

Olher Mi cellaneous and Unidentifiable 
00 33 4114507 

Total Taxable Sale 
7 131394935 

192 



TABLEF38 

REAL TAXABLE SALES SPOTSYLVANIA COUNTY 1980 
(in 1991 dollars) 

Registered Taxable Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 21 

02 

03 

04 14 

09 
35 

Automotive Group 
10 19 
11 

12 
13 
u 

19 

Food Group 
20 

'.!l 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

2 
29 

4 
5 

4 
4 

80 

10 

13 
46 

46 

123 

6278567 

1771517 
•• 

80500 4 

4450064 

731357 

1636088 

2537293 
2696 3 

96244 4 

••• 

.. .

••• 

'.2059 2 

41- 4521

141 35_1 

-➔153274
••• 

Furniture, Home Fumi bing 

135744
026299-

and
Equipment 
30 

31 

32 
3 

39 

1 1674 
•• 

13 14029 3 

31 1020466 

Gener::il 1 fercbandi ·e Group 
40 4 4596 69 

41 6 47-03

42 6 -L2614
.J9 _o -112101

6 -_7 9

193 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 15 9329150 

51 •• 

52 • 

53 4 269473 

54 ••• 

55 5 690185 

59 5 675755 

29 12964564 

Fu l Group 
60 ••• 

61 •• 

62 

69 54360 6 
54360 6 

Machinery, Equipment and 
Group 

upplie· 

70 

71 

72 5 

79 _o 

25 

Mi cellaneous Group 
0 

Hotel, 
90 

22 

14 

11 

• • 

4 2104 

1-9 4L

1760516 

.. 39 49 

_576043 
••• 

Other Mi ceUaneous and Unidentifiable 

00 J 6 00 3  

Total T able 



TABLE F39 

TAXABLE SALES SPOTSYLVANIA COUNTY 1991

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 40 

02 

03 

04 20 

09 

60 

Automotive Group 
10 36 

11 

12 5 

13 5 

14 96 

19 4 

146 

Food Group 
_o 

21 

22 

_3 11 

_4 14 

_5 47 

_6 

27 111 

29 1-

195 

15747152 

••• 

8462928 
••• 

24210080 

9544240 
••• 

516753 

1279766 

11083463 

926250 

23350472 

••• 

••• 

375 40 

85766691 

193_050_ 
•• 

41 60 22 
* •

739057 

148062912 

Furniture, Home Furni hings and 

Equipment 
30 41 -6 0706 

31 9 13676 

32 20 651 16 

33 11 110-4 7

39 6 4094993 

7 340976'.!0 

General Merchandise Group 

40 6 77382245 

41 6 295-988

42 7 147 02 

49 45 4479236 

64 9-96-271

Source: Taxable ales Annual Report 1991

Code 
Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 25 10710879 

51 11 1225076 

52 ••• 

53 7 22110462 

54 5 1573089 

55 7 4959840 

59 6 1641231 

61 42220577 

Fuel Group 
60 4 1287606 

61 ** 

62 

69 •• 

4 12 7606 

Machinery, Equipment and Supplies 
Group 
70 ••• 

71 ••• 

72 7 L12927 

79 58 76-1595

65 864522 

Mi cellaneous Group 

0 17 72021 

81 _3 6365901 
••• 

29 19 550 

76 4277730 

17 -436946

1 L55

55 1602 027 

23 4183 3 

L6 150634 

3 4 470605-9 

Hotel Motels, Tourist Camp Etc. 
90 17 13200542 

Other Mi cellaneou and Unidentifiable 

00 24 4934 52 

Total Taxable Sale 

1107 44025-013 

194 
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TABLEF40 

TAXABLE SALES YORK CO l 0

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 1-

02 

03 

04 
09 

12 
utomotive Group 
10 19 

11 
1- 13 

13 

14 31 

1 5 

6 

Food Group 
_Q 

-1

') 7 

_4 1 -

25 _Q 

_6 

_7 4 

2 
_9 7 

77 757 

••• 

•• 

77 757 

2177338 

594672 
••• 

• 

1 52539 

55190 

4676457 

• 

92 4 
Furniture, Home Fumi hin 

quipment 
3 _4 

1 6 

10 

6 

46 

649 4 
_177_ 

•L·L 66

General Mercbandi e Group 
40 
41 _90 714 

4 ... 

49 

• 

1 4-65 

4_ 9 -

ource: Taxable ale Annual Report 1 0 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Lumber, Building Material 
and upply Group 
so 7 1077047 
51 4 164 0 
52 

53 
54 

55 

59 

• •• 

5 725547 
••• 

•• 

16 1 660 ... 

Fuel Group 
60 

•• 

61 
6_ 

6
• 

0 0 

Machinery, Equipm nt and upplie 
Group 

70 
71 

72 

7 1 6_4122 
l 6-41-2

4 09

12 24 414

-l

6

4

16 
40 

1 0 

Hotel , , Iotcl , Tounst Cam 
0 17 641 

Other • fi cellaneou and nidentifiable 
6 111-- 4 

Total Ta: able aJc 
19 

195 



TABLEF41 

REAL T�'<ABLE SALES YORK COUNTY 1980

(in 1991 dollars) 
Registered Taxable 

Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 12 

02 

03 

04 

09 

12 

Automotive Group 
10 19 

11 

12 13 

13 

14 31 

19 5 

6 

Food Group 
20 

21 

22 

23 7 

-➔ 15 

25 ::w 

26 

27 4 

2 

_9 7 

92 

••• 

••• 

••• 

• *

••• 

*** 

•• 

1287202 

1287202 

3598906 

9 2929 

223560_ 

912245 

77296 1 

3 593 

ro2_631 

73 __ 73 

_35 9340 

9 674 

66131-12 

Furniture Home Furnishings and 
Equipment 

30 -4 3 86327 

31 6 1692919 

32 
•• 

33 10 1073709 

39 6 359 1 

46 7012 36 

General 1erchandi e Group 
40 

•• 

41 5 4 044 6 

42 
• 

49 24 _219-69 

.. 9 1023r-

196 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 
50 7 1780243 

51 4 271088 
--,.,_

••• 

53 5 1199251 

54 ••• 

55 ••• 

59 

16 3250582 

Fuel Group 
60 ••• 

61 

62 

69 ••• 

0 0 

Machinery, Equipment and Supplies 
Group 
70 

71 

72 

79 

Mi cellaneou 
0 

81 

86 

Hotel , Motel 
90 

13 

13 

Group 
2 

12 

21 

46 

4 

2 

16 

40 

190 

••• 

• 

1031607 

1031607 

7_1172 

40-337
••

36835 

_294284 
• • 

341-9

13920-8 

5 2636 

4406 10 

10670291 

Tourist Camp , Etc. 
17 10601002 

Other Mi cellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 36 1 384899 

Total Taxable Sale 

-19 1-9562947

m 

Ill 

II 
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TABLEF42 

T X.ABLE ALES YORK COUNTY 1991 

Regi tered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

pparel Group 
01 _5 -3947731

o ..

03 

04 5 429533 

0 5 537303 

35 -29 0 95

Automotive Group 
10 25 4795593 

11 

12 9 32 136 

13 .. .

14 51 

19 7 

Food Group 
_o 4 

_1 
., 

11 

24 11 
25 .. 2 
_6 

.. 

_7 9 4 __ 07 4 

2 
_9 9 

146 

Furniture, Hom Fumi bin 
quipment 
0 

1 
4 

11 

7 
1 

G neral 1erchandi Group 
40 

• 

41 

4_ 

4 

our e: Ta: able le· Annual Report 1 1 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sale 

Lumber, Building Material 
and upply Group 

0 
51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

5 

Fuel Group 
0 

61 

69 

6 

5 

10 

7 
4 

40 

0 
achinery, Equipment 

Group 
70 

71 

7 .. 
7 

Hotel 
0 

Group 
17 
3 

11 42 4 

174 429 
• • 

127 40 

2770 7 

117105 

1720372 

11 10 7 

• • 

•• 

• • 

0 
nd upplie · 

Other 11 cellaneo and Unidentifiable 
00 -1 0 0 -

Total Ta: able ale 

197 

91 
-, -- 67



TABLEF43 

TAXABLE SALES CITY OF WILLIAMSBURG 1980 

Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 12 4940601 
02 
03 
04 5 464587 
09 

17 5405188 
utomotive Group 
10 5 1637065 
11 

12 ••• 

13 4 539366 

14 16 861305 

19 ••• 

25 3037736 
Food Group 

20 ••• 

21 ••• 

_2 ••• 

23 4 19902 

24 204691 0 

25 7 11002 4 
_6 •• 

27 5 15223129 

28 
29 ••• 

77 36812495 
Furniture, Home Fumi bing and 
Equipment 

30 
31 
3_ 
33 
39 

General 
40 
41 

42 
49 

6 

14 

. . 

••• 

61 -405 

194457 

809 62 
erchandi e Group 

4 111 99-7 
101-965

7 3232778
11 1 463 4
_7 17282024 

Source: Taxable SaJe Annual Report 19 0 

Code 

Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sales 

Lumber, Building Materials 
and Supply Group 

50 

51 
52 ••• 

53 ••• 

54 
55 ••• 

59 
0 0 

Fuel Group 
60 
61 
62 
69 *** 

0 0 
Machinery, Equipment and Supplies 
Group 

70 
71 

n ••• 

79 ** 

0 0 
i ceUaneous Group 

80 12 4 8868 
18 -054948

6 505880 
26 1-9 010

5 637061
4 ••• 

15 96_7 5

2- 1307-05
39 45797126 

147 53351883 
Hotel Motel Tourist Camp , Etc. 
90 74 2776 611 

Other tiscellaneou and Unidentifiable 
00 24 5-7_5 

Total Taxable Sales 
401 1530-5057 

198 

■ 

■ 

■

■ 



TABLEF44 

REAL TAXABLE SALES CITY OF WILLIAMSBURG 19 0 
(in 1991 dollars) 

Regi tercd Taxable 

Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group 
01 L 
02 

03 

04 5 

09 

17 

Automotive Group 
10 5 

11 

1-

13 4 

14 16 

19 

o d Group
10
_1 

_3 

24 

25 

_6 

_7 

4 

7 

• • 

• • 

•• 

••• 

•·· 

• 

1662 3 

767912 

934195 

2705893 

91 14 

1423645 

-021051

77 60 470 

Fum1ture, Home Fumi bing and 
quipment 
0 101 l 

• 

321417 

9 

199 

Code 

Registered Taxable 
Dealers Sale 

Lumber, Building Materials 
nd upply Group 
50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

59 

Fuel Group 
60 

61 

2 

6 

••• 

• 

••• 

0 

•• 

0 

0 

M cbmery, Equipment and 
Group 

0 

uppli 

"'0 
71 

7_ 
79 

0 
Group 

1-
1 

6 
_6 

• • 

0 

IC. 

Other . ti c llancou and nidentifia le 
00 24 141 4 __ 

Total Taxable 
79 



TABLE F45 

TAXABLE SALES CITY OF WILLIAMSBURG 1991 

Registered Taxable Registered Taxable 
Code Dealers Sales Code Dealers Sales 

Apparel Group Lumber Building Material 
01 21 11652705 and Supply Group 
02 50 ••• 

03 51 ••• 

04 10 1668309 52 ••• 

09 53 ••• 

31 13321014 54 
Automotive Group 55 ••• 

10 4 -093490 59 ••• 

11 0 0 
12 Fuel Group 
13 ••• 60 ••• 

14 16 16615 61 
19 •• 62 

20 3755078 69 ••• 

Food Group 0 0 
_o 

••• Machinery, Equipment and Supplies 
_1 ••• Group 
,, 70 

23 71 • • 

_4 6465310 72 

_5 771694 79 17 979115 
_6 17 979115 
_7 76 35456 46 Mi cetlaneou Group 

2 0 13 10431 3 

29 9 2434176 1 27 666 591 
101 4-1- 0_6 

Furniture Home Furni hing · and L 970242 

Equipment 5 4165 57 

30 15 344 _49 10 277367 

31 •• • 

3_ 4 1575 ... _4 2153823 

33 1799973 _9 711612 

39 • 71 26004 1-
27 5400751 _45 44491798 

General Merchandi e Group Hotel Motels, Touri t Camp Etc. 

■ 40 6 102394 0 90 91 9 900175 

41 4 1165030 
4_ 7 2104300 Other i cellaneous and Unidentifiable 

49 23 565-59_ 00 31 11646031 ■ 
40 29646675 

Total Taxable Sale 
603 25326 663 ■ 

200 

■
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