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2010: Majority of US Workers = Women




2010: Majority of US Births = Minority




Percent Job Losses Relative to Peak Employment Month

Percent Job Losses in Post WWII Recessions, aligned at maximum job losses
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An Unbalanced Recovery

Most of the jobs added during the recovery have been in lower-wage industries.

Jobs lost Jobs gained
From employment From employment
peak (Jan. '08) low (Feb. '10)
to low (Feb. '10) through Feb. '14

MILLIONS OF JOBS

LOWER-WAGE JOBS

Median hourly wage
$9.48 - $13.33

MIDWAGE JOBS
$13.73 - $20.00

$20.03 - §32.62 |

Source: National Employment Law Project




Mean Income by Income Group
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Net Worth Share by Net Worth Group
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Mean Net Worth for Bottom 50% Net Worth Group
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Mean Net Worth by Net Worth Group
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Utah:Trend Toward Nation

Median Age
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Utah:Trend Toward Nation

Total Fertility Rates
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Utah:Trend Toward Nation

Household Size
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Utah:Trend Toward Nation

Minority Share
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Utah:Trend Toward Nation
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Utah:Trend Toward Nation
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Utah:Trend Toward Nation
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Utah: Race and Ethnieity

Labor Force Participation Rates
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Utah: Race and Ethnieity

Median Earnings: Full-Time, Year Around Workers
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Utah: Race and Ethnieity

Percent of Women 18 and Older Above Poverty
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Utah: Race and Ethnieity

Earnings Ratio with White Men Employed Year Around and Full Time
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Minority Share of the Population:
U.S., Utah, & Salt Lake City & County
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Minority Share by Age Group: 2010
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& Household Type in County

Utah Household Types 2010
By Gounty Salt Lake County
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Utah Household Types 2010
By County

Utah County
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General Fertility Rate: Downtown Salt Lake City = 48.6
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General Fertility Rate 2012
by Utah Small Area

Map by the Utah Community Data Project

The map and chart display the general fertility rate by
fertility rate is the number of live births per 1,000 woi
fertility rate for the state of Utah is 83.0.

Small Area boundaries were developed by the Utah C

approximately equal in population.

This dataset can be accessed at ibis.health.utah.gov.

At the bottom center of the visualization window is a
open a data table which includes information on the
estimates.

Data Source: Utah's Indicator-Based Information System for PL
Department of Health;

Dataset last updated 3/31/2014. UCDP download 10/28/2014
Visualization Design: Utah Community Data Project

Visualization Platform: WEAVE: cicweave.org

General Fertility Rate by Utah Small Area

Small Health Area



General Fertility Rate: Lehi / Cedar Valley = 132.0

@GJI Salt

Lake
Great
S Salt () 15910877
Lake
—\_\\\
We!
N;,// @ s8210107
¢
K
Gran tswlle
i
i
RV af
(\\\ “7/ ‘
195 .y . .
g
/
Y/
100 $
3"'\.\“
Lehi/Cedar Valley
Dugway 132 (General Fertility Rate)
J
& 3
[ @ .
| i
i :
1o
2
[=]
B
R ]
| Q
w
(a0 R 2 g
’ @
2
UTAH COM :

=== DATA PR’ \
[ 1 B Turning Nun} OES Z,

Meunt o

+

General Fertility Rate 2012
by Utah Small Area

Map by the Utah Community Data Project

The map and chart display the general fertility rate by
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Data Source: Utah's Indicator-Based Information System for Pul
Department of Health;

Dataset last updated 3/31/2014. UCDP download 10/28/2014
Visualization Design: Utah Community Data Project

Visualization Platform: WEAVE: oicweave.org
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Selected Age Group Projections
for State of Utah
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Selected Age Group Projections
for State of U.S.
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: Utah and U.S., 2010

Male-to-Female Ratio
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Source: BEBR, University of Utah analysis of U.S. Bureau of the Census, decennial census data.



US Dependency Ratios

Aging Baby Boomer Drive Increases in Total
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Source: BEBR analysis of Governor’s Office of Management and Budget, 2012 Projections. Note: Dependency Ratios are computed as the number of nonworking age
persons per 100 working age (18 — 64 years old) persons in the population. Youth are less than 18 years old and retirement age is 65 years and older.
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Utah Dependency Ratios

Youth Dependency Ratios Decline and Stabilize
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persons per 100 working age (18 — 64 years old) persons in the population. Youth are less than 18 years old and retirement age is 65 years and older.
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Utah 1s Forever Changed




Utah 1s Forever Changed
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