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Introduction

Welcome to the 2018 Nevada County Economic and Demographic
Profile. This profile is designed to give community members access
to economic and demographic data that are relevant to their
county and local community. The data provided in this document
can be used for grant writing, market analysis, promotional
purposes, business planning, community planning, or simply to
satisfy general curiosity.

This profile is organized to reflect five core sets of community
characteristics: population, environment, economy, society, and
industry. The data and information provided are the latest available
as of April 1, 2018 and provide a ten-year history of change
wherever data are available.

The document was produced by the Center for Economic
Development, (CED) at California State University, Chico, with
funding provided by Rural County Representatives of California
(RCRC). The CED specializes in providing the most recent, reliable,
and relevant information for communities and businesses. For
more information about the CED, please visit our website at www.
cedcal.com.

The indicators in this document provide insights into different
aspects of community social and economic well-being. While each
indicator is presented individually in this document, it is important
to note that most indicators share substantive connections
with other reported data. We encourage readers to think about
indicator linkages and how improvements in one indicator can
have a positive or negative effect on others. By doing this, we can
more effectively work to improve the quality of a community’s
environment, economy, and society.

The data selected for presentation in this year were based on
sponsor requests and feedback, the availability of new data from
the U.S. Census Bureau and other data providers of interest to the
general public, and the availability of annual data for every county
in California. If you are looking for a specific piece of data on the
county or any of its communities, please feel free to contact the
Center for Economic Development at (530) 898-4598 and our
research staff will gladly direct you to the most recent and reliable
measure.
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Can | copy the tables and charts in this report and insert

them in my own documents?

Adobe Acrobat allows you to copy images and paste them into
your own documents. If you are using Acrobat Reader version 10,
go to the edit menu and select “Take a Snapshot.” Click and drag
to create a box around the graphic you wish to copy. Reader will
copy the image in the box automatically. Simply paste the graphic
in your word processor or graphic design software. If you want
to improve the quality of the image, zoom in to the document in
Acrobat a level of at least 100 percent.

If you copy and paste images from this document, please be sure
to include or cite the source of the data as indicated in the data
tables. We also request that you credit the Center for Economic
Development at CSU, Chico for providing the research and
formatting, and our sponsor, Rural County Representatives of
California, for making the document available to the public.
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In This Section:
Total Population
Components of Population Change

Migration Patterns
Age Distribution
Population by Race and Ethnicity

DEMOGRAPHIC
INDICATORS

This section presents basic demographic characteristics such as
population, age, and ethnicity, which provide a framework from
which most other community indicators are based.

Nevada County’s population fluctuated throughout the time period
spanning 2008-2017. Overall, Nevada County population grew

at a much slower rate than California statewide. Nevada County
experienced a natural decrease in population every year between
2008 and 2017, and this natural decrease appears to have grown in
magnitude over the same ten year period, with minor year to year
fluctuations. Net migration levels have fluctuated widely between
positive and negative values during this ten year period, but have
been very positive and robust in 2014 (702), 2016 (416), and 2017
(405), and have thus contributed to population gains in these same
years. Between 2015 and 2016, the majority of Nevada County’s
in-migration came from nearby counties like Placer, Sacramento
and Washoe County, Nevada, the greatest source of in-migrants
being Placer County. A significant amount of in-migration also came
from Bay Area counties like Contra Costa and Alameda. As with in-
migration, the majority of Nevada County’s out-migration primarily
involved neighboring counties.

Between 2007 and 2016, Nevada County experienced its greatest
proportional population increases in those aged 65 to 74 years
old (80 percent), those aged 85 years and older (57 percent), and
those aged 55 to 64 years old (20 percent). In contrast, Nevada
County saw its largest proportional population decreases in those
aged 40 to 54 years old (27 percent), those aged 18 to 24 years
old (23 percent), and those aged 25 to 39 years old (8 percent). In
2016, the largest proportion of the Nevada County population by
age were those between 40 and 54 years old (24 percent). Nevada
County experienced its largest proportional population gains in
its Other/Multiracial, Black/African American, and Hispanic/Latino
populations (45 percent, 28 percent, and 14 percent, respectively).
In contrast, the county experienced a significant proportional
population loss in its Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander population
(55 percent). In 2016, the greatest proportion of the Nevada County
population by race/ethnicity were those who identified as White
alone (86 percent).
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Total Population

What is it?

Total population measures the number of people who consider
the county to be their primary residence, and does not include
those who reside in the county as a result of incarceration, or
persons who reside in the county but do not consider it their
primary residence. The data are estimated annually by the
California Department of Finance and provide a point-in-time
estimate for January 1 of each year.

How is it used?

Population represents a cumulative measurement of the size of
the county’s consumer market, labor availability, and the potential
impact of human habitation on the environment. Population data
provide the basis for many of the other indicators in this report.

Nevada County’s population fluctuated throughout the time
period spanning 2008-2017. Overall, Nevada County population
grew by 247 residents. Nevada County’s population grew at a
much slower rate than California statewide. Truckee and Grass
Valley, Nevada County’s two largest cities, both experienced slight
reductions in population between 2008 and 2017.

Non-Incarcerated Population, Nevada County

Nevada 1-year CA 1-year
Year County change change
2008 98,581 0.18% 0.85%
2009 98,558 -0.02% 0.73%
2010 98,682 0.13% 0.79%
2011 97,944 -0.75% 0.78%
2012 97,366 -0.59% 0.95%
2013 97,165 -0.21% 0.99%
2014 97,225 0.06% 0.86%
2015 98,193 1.00% 0.89%
2016 98,095 -0.10% 0.90%
2017 98,828 0.75% 0.68%

Source: California Department of Finance, Demographic Research Unit

County Non-Incarcerated Population e Nevada County Non-Incarcerated Population Annual ==Nevada County
99,000 ll’ez;cent Change Califonia
98,500 —J’ N / 1.0% ! | | ! 1 |
\ / 0.8% T=——t—n A\ o~
Y — 0.6% VAL /
98,000 .07 / \ /
0.4%
97,500 \ / 0.2% / \N /
7 N 0.0% _\ /\ 4 \ ‘
97,000 -0.2% \
-0.4% \
96,500 -0.6% N
-0.8%
96,000 -1.0%
8 S = = = ] =y ) = = = 3 ) = S o = = =) &
& & & & & & & & & IS & & & & & & & & 5] &
City Population, Nevada County
City 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Grass Valley 12,937 12,890 12,850 12,807 12,832 12,944 12,953 12,967 12,955 12,859
Nevada City 3,077 3061 3065 3,001 3,134 3,198 3,152 3272 3260 3,208
Truckee 15,975 16,112 16,166 16,056 15,788 15,387 15,335 15,345 15,370 15,904

Source: California Department of Finance, Demographic Research Unit

&
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Components of Population Change

What is it?

Components of population change measure natural sources
of population increase and decrease (i.e., births and deaths)
as well as changes due to in-migration and out-migration.
The California Department of Finance releases annual
estimates on the number of births, deaths, and net migration
both into and out of each county. The natural change in
population is calculated by subtracting deaths from births.
Any remaining change in population is due to net migration,
which is calculated by subtracting the number of out-
migrants from the number of in-migrants.

How is it used?

If population growth is primarily due to natural increase, then
the county may be a place where many younger families

are residing. If natural rate of change is negative (more
deaths than births), then the population’s age composition
may be older. There are many potential motivations for
people to move into or out of a county, such as employment
opportunities, housing prices, and general quality of life. It
should be noted that the components of population change
data represent annual totals, while the total population data
are a point-in-time measurement of population taken on
January 1st of each calendar year. Because of this difference,
the data reported in this section are not directly comparable
to the population data presented on page two. Nevada
County has experienced a natural decrease in population
every year between 2008 and 2017, and this natural decrease
appears to have grown in magnitude over the same ten year
period, with minor year to year fluctuations. Net migration
levels have fluctuated widely between positive and negative
values during this ten year period, but have been very
positive and robust in 2014 (702), 2016 (416), and 2017 (405),
and have thus contributed to population gains in these same
years.

Components of Population Change, Nevada County

Natural . Net. Total Components of Population Change = Natural Increase
Year Births Deaths Increase Migration Change Net Migration
2008 874 931 57 257 200 200 —Total Change
2009 788 867 -79 -169 -248
2010 787 868 -81 133 52
2011 770 952 -182 46 -136
2012 772 964 -192 -166 -358
2013 802 1,016 -214 -115 -329
2014 860 974 -114 702 588
2015 827 1,034 -207 -17 -224
2016 808 991 -183 416 233
2017 777 1,049 =272 405 133 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Source: California Department of Public Health and California Department
of Finance, Demographic Research Unit
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Migration Patterns

Whatis it?

This indicator includes migration patterns between Nevada
County and the ten counties with the highest numbers of

in- and out-migrants. Data are collected from the Internal
Revenue Service (IRS), and are based on income tax records
for all available households. Migrations to and from group
living quarters, such as college dormitories, nursing homes, or
correctional institutions, are not included.

How is it used?

Migration can indicate positive or negative changes in the
economic, political, and social structure of an area, based on the
characteristics of the area from which the migrants originate.
For example, some migration from urban to rural areas may be
based upon the lower cost of housing outside of major urban
centers, while rural to urban migrants are often seeking better
job opportunities. Neighboring counties, as well as those with
higher population totals, generally show the largest amount

of migration activity. Migration between non-neighboring
counties, particularly those that are geographically distant and/
or socioeconomically quite distinct, may thus be worthy of
further investigation.

Between 2015 and 2016, the majority of Nevada County’s in-
migration came from nearby counties like Placer, Sacramento
and Washoe County, Nevada, the greatest source of in-migrants
being Placer County. A significant amount of in-migration also
came from Bay Area counties like Contra Costa and Alameda.
As with in-migration, the majority of Nevada County’s out-
migration primarily involved neighboring counties.

Top 10 Out-Migration Counties, 2015-16, Nevada County Top 10 In-Migration Counties, 2015-16, Nevada County
County Number of Out-Migrants County Number of In-Migrants
Placer County 789 Placer County 884
Washoe County 491 Sacramento County 367
Sacramento County 344 Contra Costa County 267
Yuba County 155 Washoe County 215
Contra Costa County 101 Alameda County 215
Alameda County 89 Santa Clara County 197
San Diego County 81 Los Angeles County 165
Los Angeles County 80 Yuba County 135
Butte County 77 San Diego County 129
Santa Clara County 71 San Mateo County 122
Source: Internal Revenue Service Source: Internal Revenue Service
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Age Distribution

What is it?

How is it used?

Age distribution data provide the number of permanent residents
who fall into a given age range, and are measured on April 1 for
each recorded year. Data are provided by American Community
Survey 1-year estimates. The earliest 1-year estimates that are
available are the 2007 estimates. Therefore, all analysis of change
will be over the 10-year period from 2007 to 2016. These data
include incarcerated individuals in total population counts.

Population by Age 2007 2016
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Age distribution information is valuable to companies that

target their marketing efforts on specific age groups. Age
distribution data can be used to estimate school attendance,

need for public services, and workforce projections. A growing
young adult population, for instance, could indicate greater need
for higher education and vocational training facilities, while a
growing middle-aged population may signal the need for greater
employment opportunities. An area with a significant proportion
of population that is past retirement age will typically have less
employment concerns, but a greater need for medical and social
service provision. Age distribution data can also be used in
conjunction with the components of population change in order
to create projections of future population growth. Between 2007
and 2016, Nevada County experienced its greatest proportional
population increases in those aged 65 to 74 years old (80 percent),
those aged 85 years and older (57 percent), and those aged 55 to
64 years old (20 percent). In contrast, Nevada County saw its largest
proportional population decreases in those aged 40 to 54 years old
(27 percent), those aged 18 to 24 years old (23 percent), and those
aged 25 to 39 years old (8 percent). In 2016, the largest proportion
of the Nevada County population by age were those between 40
and 54 years old (24 percent).

Population by Age, Nevada County

Age Range 2007 2016

Under 5 years 3,942 3,698

5to 17 years 13,598 14,029
18 to 24 years 7,310 5,656

25 to 39 years 17,148 15,738
40 to 54 years 22,838 16,685
55 to 64 years 14,708 17,633
65 to 74 years 8,730 15,720
75 to 84 years 6,535 6,458
85 years and over 2,218 3,490

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, ACS 1-year Estimates

Population by Age Compared to California, Nevada
County

Percent of Total, 2010 to 2016

2016 7-year Change
Age Range County California County California
Under 5 years 4.1 % 6.5 % -6.2% -51%
5to 17 Years 14.0 % 17.2 % 32% -0.0%
18 to 24 Years 7.5% 10.2 % -22.6% 4.5%
25 to 39 Years 17.7 % 21.4 % -8.2% 5.8 %
40 to 54 Years 23.5% 20.2 % -26.9% 0.8 %
55 to 64 Years 152 % 11.6 % 19.9% 28.7 %
65 to 74 Years 9.0 % 7.3 % 80.1% 40.6 %
75 to 84 Years 6.7 % 3.8% -1.2% 6.9 %
85 years and over 2.3 % 1.8 % 57.3% 27.0 %

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, ACS, 1-year Estimates



Population by Race and Ethnicity

What is it?

Racial and ethnic identification is frequently a product of both
collective assignment by others and individual assertion of a felt
or claimed identity. It is important to note that both the Census
and the American Community Survey measure an individual’s race
and ethnicity through self-identification, rather than assignment
by the interviewer. There are seven major racial/ethnic categories
provided: American Indian, Asian, Black, Hispanic/Latino, Native
Hawaiian/Pacific Islander, White, and Other/Multiracial. These data
include incarcerated individuals in total population counts.

How is it used?

Data on population within racial and ethnic categories are often
used by advertisers to target their marketing efforts towards
particular groups and to estimate how profitable these efforts
might be. Grant writers frequently use population data on

racial and ethnic groups to secure funding for programs meant

to address group-specific social conditions or inequalities.
Government officials and political candidates also use population
data on race and ethnicity in order to tailor their campaign
messages to people who make claims to particular racial and
ethnic identities. Between 2010 and 2016, Nevada County
experienced its largest proportional population gains in its
Other/Multiracial, Black/African American, and Hispanic/Latino
populations (45 percent, 28 percent, and 14 percent, respectively).
In contrast, the county experienced a significant proportional
population loss in its Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander population
(55 percent). In 2016, the greatest proportion of the Nevada
County population by race/ethnicity were those who identified as
White alone (86 percent).

Population by Race/Ethnicity, Nevada County

Percent of Total in 2016 2010 to 2016 7-year Change

Race/Ethnicity 2010 2016 County California County California
White alone 85,681 84,469 85.6% 38.4% -1.4% -1.8%
Hispanic or Latino 7,913 9,019 9.1% 38.6% 14.0% 10.8%
American Indian alone 836 876 0.9% 0.4% 4.8% -11.0%
Black or African American alone 370 472 0.5% 5.6% 27.6% -0.3%
Asian alone 1,247 1,246 1.3% 13.7% -0.1% 12.7%
Native Hawaiian and Pacific Islander 127 57 0.1% 0.4% -55.1% 5.7%
Other/Multiple 1,719 2,500 2.5% 3.1% 45.4% 53.5%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, ACS 5-Year Estimates
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Population by Race/Ethnicity as a Percent of Total Population, 2016
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In This Section:

Land Area & Population Density .

Harvested Acreage

Commute Patterns
Travel Time to Work
Means of Transportation to Work

ENVIRONMENTAL
INDICATORS

Environmental indicators describe the quality of the physical places with
which humans interact, and focus in particular on land, air, and water
resources. These indicators are useful in identifying the potential impacts
that a regional population may be having on the natural environment
around them.

The bulk of Nevada County’s population is clustered in the county’s
western side around Grass Valley, Nevada City, and Alta Sierra, with a
significant additional cluster around the city of Truckee. In 2008, Nevada
County experienced a massive increase in harvested acreage, likely due
to these statistics not being reported in 2007. Between 2008 and 2016,

. Nevada County experienced a gradual increase in its total amount of

harvest acreage.

Travel times to work in Nevada County decreased in all time ranges
between 2010 and 2016 with the exception of those requiring 45 to 59
minutes, which increased by 20 percent. In 2016, the greatest proportion
of the county population (34 percent) traveled between 5 and 14 minutes
to get to work, and this proportion was significantly higher than for the

% rest of the state of California. A majority of workers in Nevada County
| (76 percent) drove alone to work in 2016, with 10 percent working from

home and 8 percent carpooling with others. The proportion of workers
carpooling in 2016 was somewhat lower than the rate for the rest of the
state of California, as was the utilization of public transportation, while
the proportion of those working at home was almost twice as large as
the statewide rate. Between 2010 and 2016, the greatest proportional
increase in frequency was seen for those using public transportation
(140 percent), while the greatest proportional decrease was for those
carpooling together (30 percent). The proportion of total jobs held

by workers commuting into Nevada County for work increased quite
steadily between 2006 and 2011, when it reached a high point of almost
41 percent, and subsequently stabilized at between 38 to 40 percent

of total county employment. The proportion of the employed local
workforce commuting out of the county for work also increased steadily
between 2006 and 2013, when it peaked at 54 percent, and subsequently
declined to 50 percent by 2015. The number of employed local workers

§ commuting out of Nevada County remained greater than the number of

outside workers commuting into the county during every year between

2006 and 2015.



Land Area & Population Density

What is it?

How is it used?

Population density is determined by dividing a county’s total non-
incarcerated population by its land area in square miles. Population
density data indicate how closely or loosely county residents are
grouped together, and are often functions of both total population
and the characteristics of the built environment, such as the relative
proportion of single- vs. multiple-family housing in a county.

Land Area and Population Density, Nevada County

Population density data can be useful for municipal and regional
planners who are developing infrastructural projects and wish

to benefit from economies of scale. For example, areas with high
population density would likely exhibit more frequent utilization
of public transportation resources than areas with lower density,
and are also frequently more energy efficient. Population density
data can be useful for businesses seeking to open a new location,
as greater density generally implies greater demand for labor.
Changes in population density can also help in the interpretation
of migration patterns as people move into and out of particular
cities and neighborhoods. As can be seen in the map below, the
bulk of Nevada County’s population is clustered in the county’s
western side around Grass Valley, Nevada City, and Alta Sierra, with
a significant additional cluster around the city of Truckee.

Population Density i ] i California
Land Area Total (per sq. mile) Population Density (per sq. mile) —— Nevada County
Year (sq. miles)  Population County State 00
2008 958 98,581 102.9 235.3 | |
2009 958 98,558 102.9 237.0 250
2010 958 98,682 103.1 238.7 200
2011 958 97,944 102.3 240.0
2012 958 97,366 101.7 241.5 130
2013 958 97,019 101.3 243.4 100
2014 958 97,225 101.5 245.8 50
2015 958 98,193 102.5 248.2 0
2016 958 98,609 103.0 251.3 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
2017 958 98,828 103.2 253.4
Source: California Department of Finance
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Harvested Acreage

What is it?

Harvested acreage reports the total amount of land that is used in
any aspect of agricultural production as a proportion of a county’s
total land area. Data on harvested acreage are reported annually
by individual County Agricultural Commissioners to the U.S.
Department of Agriculture. Unfortunately, there is no consistent
method for estimating harvested acreage from county to county
or from year to year. However, commissioners are required to base
their estimate on a local survey that is statistically representative of
all agricultural producers in an area.

Total Crops Harvested Acreage, Nevada County

Percent of

Crop 2016 Total

Pasture, Range 95,000 90.0%
Pasture, Irrigated 10,000 9.5%
Grapes, Wine 417 0.4%
Vegetables, Unspecified 87 0.1%
gl;:esr‘ltgnas Trees & Cut 1 0.04%
Fruits & Nuts, Unspecified 40 0.04%
Flowers, Cut, Unspecified 6 0.01%
Nursery Products, Misc. 4 0.00%

Source: California Agricultural Statistics Service, California
Department of Finance

Top 4 Crops by Harvested Acreage, Nevada County

Grapes, Wine
Pasture, 0.4% Vegetables,
Irrigated Unspecified
9.5% 0.1%

Pasture, Range
90.0%
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How is it used?

Agriculture is often a dominant land use in rural counties, and
harvested acreage as a proportion of total land area can indicate the
relative importance of agriculture to a local economy. In addition

to being a major economic factor, agriculture can also form the
basis for community and regional identity, as well as factor when
determining use policies for areas surrounding farmland.

In 2008, Nevada County experienced a increase in harvested
acreage, likely due to these statistics not being reported in 2007.
Between 2008 and 2016, Nevada County experienced a gradual
increase in its total amount of harvest acreage. As of 2016, the
majority of Nevada County’s harvested acreage was used for animal
pastures and grape vineyards.

Total Harvested Acreage, Nevada County

Total Acres Percent of Total
Year Harvested Land Area
2007 103,371 16.9%
2008 105,402 17.2%
2009 105,248 17.2%
2010 105,236 17.2%
2011 105,343 17.2%
2012 105,312 17.2%
2013 105,424 17.2%
2014 105,464 17.2%
2015 105,510 17.2%
2016 105,596 17.2%

Source: California Agricultural Statistics Service, California
Department of Finance

Total Harvested Acreage e Nevada County
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Commute Patterns

What is it?

How is it used?

Commute patterns data assess the number of jobs in a county
relative to its total labor force, as well as the proportion of workers
who commute either into or out of the county for work. The

U.S. Census Bureau'’s Longitudinal Employment and Household
Dynamics data include all jobs reported to the IRS by businesses,
with social security numbers matched to the locations of
residential tax returns to determine a worker’s location.

Place of Work Patterns, Nevada County

Commute pattern data are useful for estimating the ability of a
county economy to meet the employment needs of its workforce.
A larger proportion of workers commuting into the county from
outside is indicative of a job surplus relative to labor force size,
while a larger proportion of workers commuting out may indicate
that there are not enough jobs relative to labor force size. These
data can also be used to estimate daytime population, which

is the number of people present in the county during normal
business hours compared to the total (resident) population,

and are often used by businesses in designing their marketing
strategy for various products. The proportion of total jobs held by
workers commuting into Nevada County for work increased quite
steadily between 2006 and 2011, when it reached a high point

of almost 41 percent, and subsequently stabilized at between 38
to 40 percent of total county employment. The proportion of the
employed local workforce commuting out of the county for work
also increased steadily between 2006 and 2013, when it peaked
at 54 percent, and subsequently declined to 50 percent by 2015.
The number of employed local workers commuting out of Nevada
County remained greater than the number of outside workers
commuting into the county during every year between 2006 and
2015.

Jobs in Employed Local Local Workforce Workforce Percent Workforce Percent
Year County Workforce Employed in County CommutingIn  Commuting In Commuting Out Commuting Out
2006 29,176 36,467 21,143 8,033 27.5% 15,324 42.0%
2007 29,385 34,723 19,434 9,951 33.9% 15,289 44.0%
2008 29,594 36,163 19,423 10,171 34.4% 16,740 46.3%
2009 27,431 33,974 18,085 9,346 34.1% 15,889 46.8%
2010 27,897 35,031 18,076 9,821 35.2% 16,955 48.4%
2011 28,315 35,163 16,747 11,568 40.9% 18,416 52.4%
2012 26,901 34,524 16,071 10,830 40.3% 18,453 53.4%
2013 27,433 35,337 16,242 11,191 40.8% 19,095 54.0%
2014 27,812 34,768 16,648 11,164 40.1% 18,120 52.1%
2015 28,017 34,643 17,338 10,679 38.1% 17,305 50.0%
Source: U.S. Census Bureau's Longitudinal Employment Data
County Workforce Commute Patterns ® Commuting in Commuting Out
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Travel Time to Work

What is it? How is it used?
Travel time to work is the amount of time, in minutes, that a Increasing commute times often capture the push-pull dynamic
worker estimates it takes them to get to work on a normal between wages and housing costs, as well-paying jobs become

workday. Travel time can be influenced by distance to work, traffic  increasingly concentrated in urban centers that also frequently
volume, and the means of transportation utilized (evaluated in the  have higher costs of living. Workers who wish to earn higher
following indicator). Data are taken from the 2007-2016 American ~ wages but want to maintain a lower cost of living may therefore

Community Survey and are reported as 1-year estimates. choose to commute longer distances. Longer commute times
may also indicate the need for improvements to transportation
Travel Time to Work (Minutes) ®Nevada County infrastructure, such as more accessible public transportation
Percent of Total, 2016 California resources or expansion of roads to reduce highway traffic.
35.0% Conversely, shorter commute times may indicate that wages
, and housing costs are in better alignment or that transportation
300% infrastructure is sufficient for the local labor force. Travel times
25.0% to work in Nevada County decreased in all time ranges between
20.0% 2010 and 2016 with the exception of those requiring 45 to 59
15.0% - minutes, which increased by 20 percent. In 2016, the greatest
007 | proportion of the county population (34 percent) traveled
between 5 and 14 minutes to get to work, and this proportion was
sl _. _I 1 | significantly higher than for the rest of the state of California.
0.0% A . . . . . . .
0-5 5-14 1524 2534 3544 4559 60-89 90+
Travel Time to Work (Minutes) B Nevada County
Percent Change, 2007-2016 California
60.0%
40.0%
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0.0% - I L T
-20.0% T—
-40.0%
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-100.0%
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Travel Time to Work, Nevada County

Percent of Total in 2016 Change from 2007 to 2016

Travel Time to Work 2007 2016 County California County California
Less than 5 minutes 1,699 2,294 6.5% 1.7% 35.0% -23.4%
5 to 14 minutes 14,045 10,778 30.3% 20.1% -23.3% -4.0%
15 to 24 minutes 11,465 10,959 30.8% 28.9% -4.4% 4.7%
25 to 34 minutes 6,944 5,513 15.5% 21.0% -20.6% 12.7%
35 to 44 minutes 1,464 1,291 3.6% 7.1% -11.8% 18.5%
45 to 59 minutes 1,513 1,804 5.1% 8.9% 19.2% 20.6%
60 to 89 minutes 2,498 2,365 6.7% 8.3% -5.3% 23.3%
90 or more minutes 2,636 555 1.6% 4.0% -78.9% 33.5%
Total not working at home 42,264 35,559 100.0% 100.0% -15.9% 8.2%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2007 and 2016, ACS 1- year estimates
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Means of Transportation to Work

What is it? How is it used?

Means of transportation to work is the type of vehicle or mode of ~ The most frequently utilized means of transportation to work
transportation most frequently used to get from home to workin ~ may indicate how accessible or feasible certain modes of
an average workday. As with travel time, this indicator is measured  transportation are for a county’s labor force. This indicator is
through individual self-reports in the American Community especially useful when assessed alongside travel times to work,
Survey, and workers are asked to report the mode of travel most and can be helpful for county and municipal planners in the
frequently used in the previous week. The data reported here are development of public transportation resources, bike paths,
5-year estimates. and other transportation infrastructure. A majority of workers in
Nevada County (76 percent) drove alone to work in 2016, with 10
percent working from home and 8 percent carpooling with others.
The proportion of workers carpooling in 2016 was somewhat
lower than the rate for the rest of the state of California, as was
the utilization of public transportation, while the proportion of
those working at home was almost twice as large as the statewide
rate. Between 2010 and 2016, the greatest proportional increase
in frequency was seen for those using public transportation (140
percent), while the greatest proportional decrease was for those
carpooling together (30 percent).

Means of Transportation to Work, Nevada County

Nevada County Percent of Total in 2016 Change from 2010 to 2016
Means of Transportation 2010 2016 County California County California
Drove Alone 32,957 30,298 75.6% 73.5% -8.1% 6.4%
Carpooled 4,327 3,033 7.6% 10.6% -29.9% -5.9%
Public transportation 222 533 1.3% 52% 140.1% 7.2%
Bicycle 234 405 1.0% 1.1% 73.1% 24.9%
Walked 1,421 1,037 2.6% 2.7% -27.0% 2.9%
Taxicab, motorcycle, or other means 432 580 1.4% 1.4% 34.3% 14.0%
Worked at Home 4,022 4,181 10.4% 5.4% 4.0% 16.0%
Total 43,615 40,067 100.0% 100.0% -8.1% 5.7%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 and 2016, ACS 5-year estimates

Means of Transportation to Work, Percent of Total
B Nevada County Califomia
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ECONOMIC INDICATORS

Economic indicators provide valuable insight into the relative

3 availability of financial and employment resources for a county
population, as well as the growth or decline of wages in particular
industries and the average cost of housing.

The size of Nevada County’s labor force fluctuated between 2007 and
2016, but ultimately decreased by over 3 percent as of 2016. For most
of the time period spanning 2007-2016, Nevada County experienced
a modest growth in employment; however, from 2008-2010, Nevada
County experienced a substantial decrease in employment of 2,510
individuals. Conversely, unemployment in Nevada County increased
steadily between 2007 and 2010, before entering a period of steady
decline from 2011-2016. Nevada County experienced relatively small
seasonal changes in employment. Employment levels were generally
at their highest in June through August, and at their lowest levels in
April, May and November.

Total personal income and per capita income in Nevada County

grew gradually between 2007-2016, with the exceptions of 2008 and
2009 when they experienced slight declines. Overall, once adjusted
for inflation, total personal income in Nevada County increased by
over three hundred million dollars between 2007 and 2016. The
primary components of personal income in Nevada County were
work earnings, dividends, interest, rent, and commuter income. A
significantly larger portion of Nevada County’s personal income
derived from retirement and veterans benefits when compared to

the statewide average. Median household income in Nevada County
fluctuated, but experienced little overall change between 2007 and
2016. Overall, median household income in Nevada County increased
by roughly 3 percent between 2007 and 2016. Poverty rates in Nevada
County rose gradually between 2007 and 2013. Nevada County'’s
poverty rates consistently remained lower than the statewide average
between 2007 and 2016.

From 2007-2016, Nevada County’s fastest growing industries were
transportation/warehousing, mining and educational services.

In 2016, Nevada County’s construction and arts/entertainment/
recreation sectors were disproportionately larger than the statewide
average. Conversely, Nevada County’s information, transportation/
warehousing and manufacturing sectors were disproportionately
smaller than the statewide average. In 2016, nearly 50 percent

of Nevada County’s reported earnings derived from either the

In This Section: government, construction or health care sectors. The percentage of
Nevada County’s total earnings derived from the construction sector
was over three times the statewide average, while total earnings
Employment derived from the information, farming and company/enterprise
Unemployment management sectors were exceedingly less substantial than the

Seasonal Employment statewide average.
Jobs By Industry

Total Personal Income

Components of Personal Income

Per Capita Income

Earnings By Industry

Median Household Income

Poverty Rates

Fair Market Rent

Labor Force
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Lahor Force

What is it? Total Labor Force, Nevada County
The labor force is the.number.o'f people living in the - Labor Force 1-Year Change
county who are considered willing and able to work. This C Count
is operationally defined by the California Employment Year ounty State ounty State
Development Department as all individuals over the age of 2007 50,130 17,893,100 1.0% 1.4%
16 who are either currently working or currently receiving 2008 50,350 18,178,100 0.4% 1.6%
unemployment benefits (which requires one to be actively 2009 50,380 18,215,100 0.1% 0.2%
seeking work). Therefore, changes in both employment and 2010 48,920 18,336,300 22.9% 0.7%
unemployrlnentdleveo:s affect IIabor forctg S|Ize. In(il(l.wduals I\(/vho 2011 49.020 18,415,100 0.2% 0.4%
are unemployed and are no longer actively seeking wor
are considered discouraged workers, and are not included 20l el 18522500 5% L)
in labor force estimates. The data are provided as annual 2013 48,170 18,624,300 -0.4% 0.5%
averages of monthly estimates from the California Employment 2014 47,940 18,755,000 -0.5% 0.7%
Development Department. 2015 48,140 18,893,200 0.4% 0.7%
2016 48,420 19,102,700 0.6% 1.1%

How is it used? Source: California Employment Development Department, Labor Market
Labor force size is a useful indicator of the overall employment Information Division
potential for a county. However, because labor force is an
aggregate measure of both employment and unemployment,
it is often necessary to interpret increases or declines in labor Labor Force ==Nevada County
force size alongside these constitutive measures. Because 51,000
discouraged workers are not included in labor force counts, 50.500
these data can also be compared to the distribution of a county 50’000
population by age, in order to identify the number of people of ’ \
working age (16-65) who are not in a county’s workforce. I \

49,000
The size of Nevada County’s labor force fluctuated between 48.500 N— ——
2007 and 2016, but ultimately decreased by over 3 percent by 48,000 — = —
2016. Nevada County’s labor force was at its largest in 2009, and 47,500
its smallest in 2014. 47,000

46,500

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Labor Force Annual Percent Change Nevada County
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What is it?

Employment data are reported by the California
Employment Development Department, and represent a
count of all individuals who either worked at least one hour
for a wage or salary, were self-employed, or worked at least
15 unpaid hours in a family business or on a family farm,
during the reference week of the previous month in the
survey questionnaire. The reference week is usually the week
containing the 12th day of the previous month. Annual
employment data are the averages of these monthly survey
totals. Individuals who were on vacation, on other kinds

of leave, or involved in a labor dispute are also counted as
employed.

How is it used?

Employment is a primary indicator of the economic situation
for workers in a county. Increasing employment means
more potential jobs for workers, and workers will generally
have an easier time finding work in counties with higher
employment totals. This is a primary indicator of the health
of the economy as the unemployment rate is affected by
labor force shifts.

For most of the time period spanning 2007-2016, Nevada
County experienced modest growth in employment.
However, from 2008-2010, Nevada County experienced a
substantial decrease in employment of 2,510 individuals.
Overall, due to the loss of employment during this period,
the number of employed individuals in Nevada County
decreased by roughly 3 percent by 2016.

Total Employment, Nevada County

Employed 1-Year Change
Year  County State County State
2007 47,720 16,931,600 0.6% 0.8%
2008 47,030 16,854,500 -1.4% -0.5%
2009 45,210 16,182,600 -3.9% -4.0%
2010 43,180 16,091,900 -4.5% -0.6%
2011 43,590 16,258,100 0.9% 1.0%
2012 43,650 16,602,700 0.1% 2.1%
2013 44,270 16,958,700 1.4% 2.1%
2014 44,800 17,348,600 1.2% 2.3%
2015 45,540 17,723,300 1.7% 2.2%
2016 46,120 18,065,000 1.3% 1.9%

Source: California Employment Development Department, Labor Market

Information Division

Employment
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Unemployment

What is it? Total Unemployment, Nevada County
Unemployment data are counts. of the estimated number County Unemployment Rate 1-Year Change
of people who are actively seeking work, are not working U loved C
at least one hour per week for pay, and who are not self- Year Lnemploye ounty  State County  State
employed. The data are reported by the California Employment 2007 2,410 4.8% 5.4% 11.1%  11.2%
Development Department (EDD) from data collected by the 2008 3,320 6.6% 7.3% 37.8%  37.7%
U.S. Current Population Survey (CPS). It is important to note 2009 5,170 10.3% 11.2% 55.7%  53.6%
that unemployment data do not include individuals who 2010 5,740 11.7%  12.2% 11.0%  10.4%
?re not actlively sefléing v%/;)rk ar(;dt:]hus no Iongter qgalify . 2011 5.430 11.1%  11.7% 5.4 3.9
runem ment benefits, an represent an inex
or unemployment bENENLS, anhd thus represent an Inexac 2012 4,710 9.7%  10.4% 133%  -10.9%
estimation of the total unemployed population.
2013 3,900 8.1% 8.9% -17.2% -13.3%
How is it used? 2014 3,140 6.5% 7.5% -19.5%  -15.6%
Although unemployment levels are often used as a primary 2015 2,600 5.4% 6.2% -17.2%  -16.8%
measure of economic health, it is perhaps more accurate to 2016 2,300 4.7% 5.4% -11.5%  -11.3%
view them as an indicator of recent economic disruptions Source: California Employment Development Department, Labor Market
than a holistic indicator of growth or decline, due to its direct Information Division
connection to unemployment benefits provision. Sustained
high unemployment rates typically indicate the presence of Unemplovment
structural economic and/or social issues within the community, Lo WSOy
although what is considered “high” may vary from one 7,000
community to the next. 6,000
e
Unemployment in Nevada County increased steadily between 5,000 D~
2007 and 2010, before entering a period of steady decline from 4.000 / \
2011-2016. Overall, the number of unemployed individuals in //
indivi 3,000 =
Nevada County decreased by 110 individuals by 2016. 7 \\
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