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This issue of ECONTRENDS presents information and
statistical data about educational attainment and economic
performance indicators such as employment, earnings by
industry and per capita income.

In general, the two main sources of the U.S. real national
income growth are the increase in labor productivity
and quantity of labor. Factors that contribute to the
improvement in labor productivity are technological
advances, quantity of capital, education and training,
economies of scale and improved resource allocation.
Education and labor force will be addressed in this issue
of ECONTRENDS.

EDUCATION AND ECONOMIC
PERFORMANCE

An article entitled “Raising the Speed Limit: US.
Economic Growth in the Information Age,” by Dale
W. Jorgenson and Kevin J. Stiroh of the Brookings
Institute reported relative importance of the causes
of productivity growth in the US. from 1959 to 1998.
Improvement in quality of workers and increased
efficiency accounted for 15 and 31 percent in the
productivity growth, respectively. ~ The quantity of
capital was responsible for the remaining 54 percent.

Perhaps a simplified measure of the labor quality would
be the level of educational attainment. On that note,
the Census Bureau reports 80.4 percent of all adults age
25 or older in 2000 had at least a high school diploma
compared to 75.23 percent in 1990. Of the total
population in 2000, 24.4 percent had attained at least a
bachelor’s degree, compared to 20.33 percent in 1990.
By any measure, younger and more educated cohorts
replace older, less-educated groups. From 1990 to 2000,
the fastest growing groups were those with Bachelor’s
degrees and graduate or professional degrees, with a
decade increase of 35.93 and 40.66 percent, respectively.
Table 1 reflects the percent of the population age 25
and older by the levels of educational attainment in
2000 and 1990. In LaPorte County, 80.6 percent of
the population age 25 and older received a high school
diploma or higher, an increase of 6.7 percent from the
last decade, while Porter County registered 88.3 percent,
an increase of 5.9 percent from the last decade. Indiana
shows an increase of 6.5 percent from 75.6 percent in
1990.

In turn, the number of persons in LaPorte County who
received a Bachelor’s degree (or higher) increased from
11.7 percent in 1990 to 14 percent in 2000, while Porter
County showed an increase from 18.5 percent in 1990 to
22.6 percent in 2000. The State of Indiana as a whole

Educational Attainment, 1990 and 2000
Percent of Adult Population 25 and Older

High School Graduate or Higher Bachelor's Degree or Higher
2000 Rank 1990] RanK 2000] Rank| 1990| Rank
Indiana 82.1 NA| 75.6 NA| 19.4 NA 15.6 NA
LaPorte County 80.6 50 73.9 45, 14 36 11.7 29
Porter County 88.3] 4 82.4 5 22.6 10 18.5 8

Data Source: US Census Bureau
Calculations: Indiana Business Research Center, |U Kelley School of Business
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indicates an increase in the population receiveing a
Bachelor’s degree (or higher) from 15.6 to 19.4 percent
during the same period.

The level of educational attainment has climbed up over
time. The rise in the average Scholastic Aptitude Test
(SAT) scores from the 1990 to 2002 may also indicate an
increase in quality of education. From 1990-91 to 2001-
02, the total SAT scores in Indiana rose from 970 to
1,001 at an average annual growth of 0.29 percent while
the nation as a whole experienced an increase from 999
to 1,020 at an annual growth rate of 0.19 percent. As
this group participated in the labor force, an impact on
labor productivity may have occurred. The Bureau of
Labor Statistics reported that the nation’s productivity
has gone up from 1.3 percent in 1990 to 4.2 percent in
2000. So it seems that the level of education can cause
productivity growth.

Also noteworthy, is the evidence from our future
generation. Of high school graduates, 76.09 percent
in Indiana, 73.37 percent in LaPorte County and 78.41
percent in Porter County indicated higher education
intent in 2001. Of this group, 57.31 percent in Indiana,
52.98 percent in LaPorte County and 64.66 percent in
Porter County intended to attend a four-year institution
(Table 2). From 1990 to 2001 academic years, the
total school enrollment in Indiana increased by 7.29
percent, while it dropped 12.52 percent in LaPorte
County and increased 4.49 percent in Porter County
(Table 3). The average annual growth rate from 1990
to 2001 in Indiana, LaPorte and Porter counties was
0.64, -1.11 and 0.42 percent, respectively. Table 4
exhibits enrollment by public and private schools from
K through 12. Percent of 2001-02 private school
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enrollment in Indiana, LaPorte and Porter counties was
10.77,2.75 and 3.53 percent, respectively. From 1989-90
to 1998-99, the number of dropouts among grades 7-12
decreased from 523 to 94 in LaPorte County and from
225 to 101 in Porter County. The 1998-99 dropout rate
in Indiana, LaPorte and Porter counties was 1.85, 1.12
and 0.79 percent, respectively. LaPorte County shows a
significant improvement from 6.2 percent dropout rate
in 1989-90 (Table 5).

At press time, data were not available at the county level
to analyze the degree to which educational attainment
determines labor force outcomes on occupation status
and earnings. However, comparing two counties in
terms of educational attainment, employment, income,
poverty level, and housing values may offer an overview
of the relative importance of educational attainment.
Table 6 shows total full-time and part-time employment
by industry for both LaPorte and Porter counties. In
2000, the total full-time and part-time employment in
LaPorte County increased by 12.39 percent from 54,042
jobs in 1990, while Porter County showed an increase
of 21.93 percent from 58,093 jobs in 1990. Service
industries offered the highest number of jobs in both
counties, 17,297 and 19,855 jobs in LaPorte and Porter
counties, respectively. Figure 1 shows percent of jobs
distributed among various industries in 2000.

Labor force here refers to non-instutionalized persons
sixteen years of age and older who are employed or
are unemployed and seeking work. General observtion
indicates that the higher the education the persons have,
the greater the chance they have of participating in the
labor force. In 2000, the unemployment rate among
labor force participants is 3.2 percent in Indiana, 3.8

Table 2
High School Graduates' Higher Education Intent by County, 2001
Total to Higher Four- Year Two- Year
Graduates Education Institution Institution Vocational/Tech.
Number |Percent |Number |Percent [Number |Percent |Number |Percent

Indiana 55,752 42,423 76.09] 31,954 57.31 5,873 10.53 4,596 8.24

LaPorte 1,025 752 73.37 543 52.98 136 13.27 73 7.12

Porter 1,797 1,409 78.41 1,162 64.66 151 8.4 96 5.34

Data Source: Indiana Department of Education

Table 3
Total School Enroliment By County
1990-91| 1991-92| 1992-93| 1993-94| 1994-95| 1995-96| 1996-97 1997-98 1998-99 1999-00 2000-01 2001-02
Indiana 1,040,488| 1,043,245| 1,045,750| 1,049,134| 1,058,088| 1,066,004| 1,075,753| 1,100,135| 1,099,651| 1,108,293| 1,105,798| 1,116,367
% Change 0.26 0.24 0.32 0.85 0.75 0.91 2.27 -0.04 0.79 -0.23 0.96
LaPorte 20,958 19,174 20,515 20,552 20,420 20,253 20,277 20,640 20,041 20,270 18,434 18,334
% Change -8.51 6.99 0.18 -0.64 -0.82 0.12 1.79 -2.90 1.14 -9.06 -0.54
Porter 25,596 25,066 26,286 26,523 26,699 26,672 27,228 27,789 27,988 27,918 26,762 26,744
% Change -2.07 4.87 0.90 0.66 -0.10 2.08 2.06 0.72 -0.25 -4.14 -0.07
Data Source: Indiana Department of Education
ECONI:IEYDE
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Table 4
School Enroliment by County: 2000-01 and 2001-02 School Years
Total K thru 6 7 thru 12

2000-01]  2001-02 % Chg.] 2000-01] 2001-02 % Chg.] 2000-01] 2001-02 % Chg.
Public
Indiana 988,691 996,081 0.7%| 543,662 546,089 0.4%| 434,808| 439,165 1.0%
LaPorte 17,865 17,830 -0.2% 45,130 9,667 -78.6% 35,980 8,016 -77.7%
Porter 25,580 25,800 0.9% 13,229 13,540 2.4% 12,315 12,225 -0.7%
Private
Indiana 117,107] 120,286 2.7%|  66,792] 67,918 1.7%| 34,805 36,292 4.3%
LaPorte 569 504 -11.4% 243 202 -16.9% 275 270 -1.8%
Porter 1,182 944 -20.1% 483 522 8.1% 287 289 0.7%

Note: Totals include data for Pre-K and ungraded.
Data Source: Indiana Department of Education

Table 5
Dropout Rates by County, 1998-99 School Year
Dropouts (Grades 7-12) % Chg Dropout Rate
1989-90 1998-99 1990-99 1989-90 1998-99
Indiana 14,575 8,224 -43.57 3.40% 1.85%
LaPorte 523 94 -82.03 6.20% 1.12%|
Porter 225 101 -55.11 2.10% 0.79%

Note: Rates computed by the Indiana Business Research Center
Data Source: Indiana Department of Education

percent in LaPorte County and 3.2 in Porter County. Figure 1

In LaPorte County, the facts that the overall labor 2000 Employment by Industry
.. . . . LaPorte County

force participation rate is slightly lower (48.56 versus

50.76 percent) and the unemployment rate is higher

than in Porter County may be due in part to the lower

Government and
government Construction

educational attainment in LaPorte County. enterprises i
14% -

Manufacturing @

Furthermore, the less education an individual has, the 19%

greater the likelihood that that individual will experience
poverty. Lack of a job is the primary cause of poverty. _
Having jobs but working less than full-time, or having 5o\

Transportation and
public utilities
5%
Wholesale trade

3%

jobs that pay poorly, are also factors that cause people
to fall below the poverty line. Those families that fall o
below the poverty line are mainly households headed by F";Ticree’séiz‘;::?ec -
people 65 years of age, persons with disabilities, women

with young children and nonworking students. The

Retail trade
19%

official poverty line was set at $17,900 for a family of 2000 Employment by Industry
. . . . . Porter C t

four in 2001 with adjustments made in accordance with orter mouny

the Consumer Price Index. The number of families and

persons age 18 to 65 who live below the poverty level Government and

was greater in LaPorte County than in Porter County ge"n?gélfsi”s‘ o
by 580 families and 2,459 persons, respectively in 1990. .
By 2000, the differences were 244 families and 493

persons.

Manufacturing
18%

Transportation and
public utilities
4%

Wholesale trade

Services

Household and family income data are shown in Table 29%
8. A household includes all persons who share living
arrangements, and occupy a housing unit which is a :

house, apartment or room(s) that are occupied as separate Finance, insurancs, 19%
living quarters. A family consists of a householder and
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Table 6
Total full-time and part-time employment by industry
(number of jobs)

Jtem LaPorte Porter
2001 2000 1990 | %Change| 2001 2000 1990 | %Change
Employment by place of work
Total full-time and part-time employment 60,550! 60,739 54,042 12.39 69,652 70,834 58,093 21.93
By type
Wage and salary employment 51,472 51,733 46,784 10.58 58,721 60,307 49,015 23.04
Proprietors employment 9,078 9,006 7,258 24.08 10,931 10,527 9,078 15.96
Farm proprietors employment 832 845 923 -8.45 504 512 571 -10.33
Nonfarm proprietors employment 8,246 8,161 6,335 28.82 10,427 10,015 8,507 17.73
By industry
Farm employment (N) 1,134 1,281 -11.48 (N) 592 688 -13.95
Nonfarm employment (N) 59,605 52,761 12.97 (N) 70,242 57,405 22.36
Private employment (N) 51,497 45,505 13.17 (N) 61,190 49,796 22.88
Ag. services, forestry, fishing and other (N) (D) 553 (N) (D) 357
Mining (N) (D) 74 (N) (D) 78
Construction (N) 3,574 2,315 54.38 (N) 5,063 3,362 50.59
Manufacturing (N) 11,565 13,277 -12.89]  (N) 12,161  12,008] 1.27
Transportation and public utilities (N) 2,676 2,440 9.67 (N) 2,869 3,464 -17.18
Wholesale trade (N) 1,749 1,999 21251 (N) 3,079 2,198 40.08
Retail trade (N) 11,018 10,129 8.78 (N) 13,324 10,194 30.70
Finance, insurance, and real estate (N) 2,644 2,431 8.76 (N) 4,064 2,855 42.35
Services (N) 17,297 12,287 40.77 (N) 19,855 15,280 29.94
Government and government enterprises (N) 8,108 7,256 11.74 (N) 9,052 7,609 18.96
Federal, civilian (N) 282 274 2.92]  (N) 462 401 15.21
Military (N) 403 570 -29.30]  (N) 518 663 -21.87
State and local (N) 7,423 6,412 15.77 (N) 8,072 6,545 23.33
State government (N) 2,911 2,645 10.06 (N) 366 356 2.81
Local government 4,512 3,767 19.78 (N) 7,706 6,189 24.51
(D) Not shown to avoid disclosure of confidential information, but the estimates for this item are included in the totals.
(N) Data not available for this year.
Data Source: Regional Economic Information System, Bureau of Economic Analysis
Table 7
Population by Poverty Status in 1999 for Counties: 2000
Total Population for whom poverty Below poverty level
status is determined Number Percent
USA 281,421,906 273,882,232 33,899,812 12.4
LaPorte County 110,106 103,386 8,994 8.7
Porter County 146,798 142,926 8,501 5.9
Data Source: Census 2000 Sample Demographic Profiles, Table DP-3
@ Table 8 @
Number Living Below Poverty Level Compared to 1990
Families and Individuals
Families w/related children Families w/ female householder wirelated
Families under 5 children under 5 (no husband present) Individuals Individuals 65 and older
2000[ Rank| 1990/ Rank| 2000/ Rank] 1990[ Rank 2000 Rank 1990 Rank| 2000| Rank 1990| Rank| 2000| Rank| 1990/ RankK|
Indiana 107,789 NA| 118,225 NA| 45,173 NA| 47,124 NA| 28,086 NA| 27,358 NA| 559,484] NA| 573,632 NA| 54,287 NA| 69,944 NA|
LaPorte County 1,814 11| 2,185 12| 798 12| 813 14 543 11 528 12| 8,994 12| 10,112 13| 1,299 7| 1,148 10|
Porter County 1,570 16| 1,605 17| 653 15| 627 18 319 18 344 17| 8501 13| 7,653 17| 846 14 757 21

Data Source: US Census Bureau

one or more other persons living in the same household
who are related to the household by birth, marriage or
adoption. All persons in a household who are related to
the householder are regarded as family members. The
median is presented. The median, which is not affected
by extreme value, is a better measure than the mean
when the population is small. Although this may not be
the case, in general the mean is strongly influenced by
extreme values in the distribution.

The median family income in Porter County as
determined by the Bureau of Census was $61,880 in
1999. Asindicated by Table 9, this amount is higher than
both the state median family income of $50,261, and the
LaPorte County median family income of $49,872. The

EconTrendsFallo3 4

same can be said for median household income, as again
Porter County’s is much higher than both the state and
LaPorte County medians. One of the factors that may
have contributed to this gap is the earnings differentials
across educational levels. For further detail on personal
income by place of residence, earnings by place of work
and average earnings per job, see Table 10. The number
of year-round housing units (Table 11) increased
between 1990 and 2000 by 3,489 and 7,929 units in
LaPorte and Porter counties, respectively. The largest
number of owner-occupied housing in LaPorte County
(49.95 percent) was in the range of $50,000 to $99,999
while 37 percent in Porter County was in the $100,000
to $149,999 range.
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Table 9

Census 2000 Median Income (1999 Income) Compared to
1990 (1989 Income)

1009  Rank| 1089(adj|  Rank| Change| 2Kl 9 change| RAKIN %
Change| Change|
Family
Indiana $50,261 NA|  $44,234] NA| 6,027 NA| 13.6 NA|
LaPorte County| $49,872 29 $43,086| 32 6,786 28 15.7| 37
Porter County $61,880 3]  $54,418] 3 7,462 21 13.7 53
Household

Indiana $41,567 NA[  $37,375 NA| 4,192 NA| 11.2] NA
LaPorte County]  $41,430 36| $36,949 33 4,481 53 12.1 56
Porter County $53,100 4] $48,205 4 4,895 44 10.2 66

Important note on adjusting for inflation:
1989 median income figures adjusted to 1999 constant dollars based on the BLS CPI-U-RS which is 187.0 for 1989 and 242.7 for 1999.
Data Source: US Census Bureau

Table 10
Personal Income by Place
LaPorte County Percent Change Porter County Percent Change
2001 [ 2000 | 1990 [1990-00 [2000-01] 2001 | 2000 | 1990 [1990-00 [2000-01
Place of residence profile
Personal income 2,747,445| 2,708,637| 1,756,418 1.43 54.21|4,457,738] 4,318,005| 2,518,483 3.24 71.45
Nonfarm personal income 2,735,794| 2,702,797| 1,739,197 1.22 55.40/4,452,574| 4,315,562| 2,512,863 3.17 71.74
Farm income 11,651 5,840 17,221 99.50| -66.09 5,164 2,443 5,620] 111.38) -56.53
Derivation of personal income
Net earnings * 1,764,841| 1,774,531/1,183,870|  -0.55| 49.89|3,205,569| 3,135,162| 1,890,058 2.25| 65.88
Transfer payments 443,151| 407,117| 238,612 8.85 70.62| 501,408| 450,327 222,649 11.34| 102.26
Income maintenance® 31,239 29,595 14,840 5.55 99.43 20,785 19,044 8,295 9.14| 129.58
Unemployment insurance benefit payments 11,980 6,067 2,894 97.46| 109.64 15,936 8,693 3,082 83.32] 182.06
Retirement and other 399,932 371,455| 220,878 7.67 68.17| 464,687 422,590 211,272 9.96| 100.02
Dividend interest, and rent 539,453| 526,989| 333,936 2.37 57.81| 750,761 732,516 405,776 2.49 80.52
Population (persons) * 110,353| 110,193| 107,257 0.15 2.74| 148,765 147,229| 129,319 1.04| 13.85
Per capita incomes (dollars)*
Per capita personal income 24,897 24,581 16,376 1.29 50.10 29,965 29,328 19,475 2.17 50.59
Per capita net earnings 15,993 16,104 11,038 -0.69 45.90 21,548 21,294 14,615 1.19 45.70
Per capita transfer payments 4,016 3,695 2,225 8.69 66.07 3,370 3,059 1,722 10.17 77.64
Per capita income maintenance 283 269 138 5.20 94.93 140 129 64 8.53| 101.56
Per capita unemployment insurance benefits 109 55 27 98.18| 103.70 107 59 24| 81.36] 145.83
Per capita retirement and other 3,624 3,371 2,059 7.51 63.72 3,124 2,870 1,634 8.85 75.64
Per capita dividends, interest, and rent 4,888 4,782 3,113 2.22 53.61 5,047 4,975 3,138 1.45 58.54
Place of work profile

Earnings by place of work ($000) 1,710,428/ 1,704,115/1,131,352 0.37 50.63]2,226,859| 2,256,217 1,400,445 -1.30 61.11
Wage and salary disbursements 1,414,862| 1,392,506 909,217 1.61 53.15/1,815,636/ 1,831,280|1,094,784 -0.85 67.27
Other labor income 168,689| 162,805/ 122,621 3.61 32.77| 227,068] 220,885| 160,083 2.80 37.98
Proprietors' income 126,877| 148,804 99,514 -14.74 49.53| 184,155| 204,052| 145,578 -9.75 40.17
Nonfarm proprietors' income 121,091| 148,160 87,525 -18.27 69.28| 180,626| 203,057| 141,357| -11.05 43.65
Farm proprietors' income 5,786 644 11,989] 798.45| -94.63 3,529 995 4,221| 254.67| -76.43
Total full-time and part-time employment 60,550 60,739 54,042 -0.31 12.39 69,652 70,834 58,093 -1.67 21.93
Wage and salary jobs 51,472 51,733 46,784 -0.50 10.58 58,721 60,307 49,015 -2.63 23.04
Number of proprietors 9,078 9,006 7,258 0.80 24.08 10,931 10,527 9,078 3.84 15.96
Number of nonfarm proprietors * 8,246 8,161 6,335 1.04| 28.82| 10427/ 10,015 8,507 411 1773
Number of farm proprietors 832 845 923 -1.54 -8.45 504 512 571 -1.56| -10.33
Average earnings per job (dollars) 28,248 28,056 20,935 0.68 34.01 31,971 31,852 24,107 0.37 32.13
Average wage and salary disbursements 27,488 26,917 19,434 2.12 38.50 30,920 30,366 22,336 1.82 35.95
Average nonfarm proprietors' income 14,685 18,155 13,816 -19.11 31.41 17,323 20,275 16,617 -14.56 22.01

Data Source: Regional Economic Information System

Bureau of Economic Analysis
Footnotes

NP

assistance payments, including emergency assistance.

w

. Total earnings less personal contributions for social insurance adjusted to place of residence.
Consists largely of supplemental security income payments, family assistance, general assistance payments, food stamp payments, and other

. Census Bureau midyear population estimates. Estimates for 2000-2001 reflect county population estimates available as of April 2003 except for

Prince George's and Montgomery, MD. A portion of Takoma Park, MD was annexed from Prince George's County, MD to Montgomery County,
MD on March 1, 1997. The Census Bureau adjusted their population estimates to reflect this annexation back through 1990. The Prince George's
MD and Montgomery, MD population estimates for 1990-1996 have been adjusted by BEA to be consistent with BEA income estimates, which do
not reflect the annexation. The Census Bureau has revised county population figures for Franklin, FL and Gulf, FL; Adams, WI and Marquette, WI;
and for Grayson, VA, Russell, VA, and Wise + Norton, VA for 2000-2001 as part of its Count Question Resolution program for challenges to group
quarter or housing units figures from the 2000 Census. Census has not yet adjusted population figures for these areas prior to 2000 in order to be
consistent with the newly revised 2000-2001 population.

[SES
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Growth in productivity is essential, as it is the source
of improvements in real wages, standards of living and
a significant factor in holding down inflationary forces
when nominal wages increase. All else being equal, an
educated and trained labor force can be more productive
than the less educated and trained one. Since data on
labor force and poverty by educational attainment
were not available at press time, an overall comparison
between the two counties was considered instead. This

comparison indicates that the higher the education the

persons have, the greater the chance they participate in
the labor force.

Education and labor
productivity and result in higher real income. As
Benjamin Franklin said, “He that hath a trade hath

an estate.”

training certainly improve

Salaries and wages rise with educational
levels. People with higher education tend to have higher
income. Consequently, with higher income they can

afford a higher priced home or rent.

(e 1T

Table 11
Census 2000 Home Values Compared to 1990
Universe: Specified* owner-occupied units

Less than $50,000 to $100,000 to | $150,000 to $200,000to | $300,000to | $500,000 or

Units $50,000 $99,999 $149,999 $199,999 $299,999 $499,999 more
1990 2000 1990 2000 1990 2000 1990 2000 1990, 2000 1990 2000 1990, 2000 1990/ 2000
Indiana 1,137,766| 1,378,878 514,285 156,936 484,025 605,074] 92,829 360,943] 26,991| 141,084 13675 78658 4,555 27,098] 1,406] 9,085
LaPorte 22276 25765 10,333 1753] 9448 12,77¢] 1,573 6,892 474 2,570 31| 1,302 114 337 23 133
Porter 27,644 35573 6,420 403| 15096 9,908 3,762 13212 1302] 6,363 7271 3,865 264 1,272 73] 460

*Note: Specified owner-occupied units are owner-occupied, one-family, attached and detached
houses on less than 10 acres without a business or medical office on the property.
Data Source: US Census Bureau
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ECONTRENDS is prepared by Tanatape Brabmasrene, Ph.D.
Professor, Department of Business
Purdne University North Central

Brahmasrene has received a J. William Fullbright Senior Specialists Grant to support
his involvement in establishing a school of Economics at Sognkla University in

Thailand as he continues his ongoing research into international and applied

€conomics.

Other faculty of PNC’s Department of Business are conducting research in the following areas:

Professor Derek Bjonback Professor Daniel Rutledge Professor Donna Whitten
is examining the factors affect- is currently conducting re- is exploring issues surrounding
ing economic and particularly search focusing on cable the selection and implementa-
employment growth among television rates and public tion of accounting information
the mid-sized (less than 1 mil- policy, looking at the relation- systems and is currently work-
lion population) metropolitan ship between competitive cable ing on a study of a case that
areas in the Midwest. rates in Southeastern Michi- illustrates how the process was
® gan. improperly handled in a non- ®

profit organization.

"

-
\V ]

Professor Sam Pavel Professor  Betsy = Walits Professor Pat Jacoby
is currently researching the is developing a project that is studying the role of
impact of small business on focuses on the newly developed professional associations in
economic  stabilization and anti-telemarketing statutes. supporting entrepreneurs and
product innovation through small businesses.

a case study of experimental
aviation.

Purdue North Central offers a BA in Business with concentrations in Accounting,
Management, and Marketing. PNC also offers an MBA in cooperation with
Purdue Calumet. For more information about the above, or an individualized
program of study, contact Dr. Andrew Weiss, Chair, Department of Business,
at 1-800-872-1231, ext. 5233 or email aweiss@pnc.edu.

Dr. Andrew Weiss
Chair, Department of Business
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ECONTRENDS is published two times a year by

Purdue University North Central to provide basic economic
information to the area business community. Free
subscriptions to ECONTRENDS are available by writing
Publications Office, Purdue University North Central, 1401 S.
US. 421, Westville, IN, 46391. Current and past issues may be
viewed at: www.pne.edu/ cd/ econtrends.him!

James B. DWOTKin....c.cccviiiiiiiiiiiiiciniccicieens Chancellor
Tanatape Brahmasrene.............c....... Professor of Economics
Andrew R. Weiss.......ccccoeuuee. Chair, Department of Business

ECONIGIENDE

EconTrendsFallo3 8 @ 10/21/03, 12:20 PM



