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1 Malheur Co. Assessment                 ECONorthwest                September 2013 

Unemployment is relatively high;  
average pay is relatively low 

Average unemployment rates for Jun-Aug 2013 (seasonally adjusted). Source: State of Oregon Employment Department. 

7.4% 

8.0% 

8.8% 

U.S. 

Oregon 

Malheur County 

Unemployment 

$49,289 

$44,273 

$31,164 

U.S. 

Oregon 

Malheur County 

Average pay per job 

2 Malheur Co. Assessment                 ECONorthwest                September 2013 

But the county has a relatively young population  
that lends itself to “home-grown talent” 
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SENIORS IN EASTERN OREGON AND OTHER POPULATION TIDBITS 
 
We’ve examined the age structure of Eastern Oregon’s population in the past and typically concluded 
that our regional population contained a larger-than-average share of senior citizens when compared 
with the state as a whole. Earlier this year, Portland State University’s Population Research 
Center released their annual population report with detailed statistical tables – in this case, describing 
population as of July 1, 2012 – and, no surprise, Eastern Oregon’s population still looks older than 
average. 
 
Graph 1 plots the relative size of the 65+ 
population in Oregon and Eastern Oregon 
using PSU’s latest estimates. The columns 
in Graph 1 express the share of total 
population captured by this most-seasoned 
age group. 
 
Statewide, less than 15 percent of the 
population was at least 65 years old on 
July 1, 2012, according to PSU’s 
calculations. Each of the six easternmost 
counties of Oregon exceeded that share, 
sometimes by a lot. In Grant and Wallowa 
counties, a quarter or more of the entire 
population was at least 65 years old. Only 
Wheeler (30.1%) and Curry (29.4%) 
counties had higher percentages. 
 
As of July 1, 2012, seniors captured the 
smallest share of the local population in Washington (10.8%) and Multnomah (11.1%) counties. 
Multnomah County still had more senior citizens (83,122) than any other Oregon county, thanks to its 
overall standing as Oregon’s most populous county. 
 
Graph 2 plots the relative size of the under-18 crowd in Oregon and Eastern Oregon. A tad over 22 
percent of Oregon’s population was under 18 in 2012. The disparity between the state average and 
these six Eastern Oregon counties is less pronounced for our youth population in Graph 2 than it was 
for our senior population in Graph 1. Not only that, in Graph 2’s case, local counties fall on both sides 
of the statewide average. 
 

Labor Trends by Email 
 
If you would like to receive Labor Trends electronically rather than as 
a paper copy, please send an email to Lmipubs.emp@state.or.us and 
include the name of the newsletter and the ID# located at the top of 
the mailing label. 
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Is it possible to be both older than average 
and younger than average at the same 
time? Malheur and Union counties are 
trying to answer yes to that question. 
These two Eastern Oregon counties show 
above-average shares of children in the 
latest PSU population estimates. Malheur 
County’s 25.3 percent share was fifth 
highest among Oregon’s 36 counties. The 
highest percentage of youth as a share of 
total population in 2012 was found in 
Morrow County, where the tally was 27.7 
percent. 
 
At the other end of the spectrum, Curry 
County’s 2012 population of 22,295 people 
included only 3,412, or 15.3 percent, in the 
zero-to-17 age group. 
 
We don’t chart it here, but all six of these Eastern Oregon counties rank in the bottom half of 
Oregon’s 36 counties when it comes to the share of the population in the middle age group – those 
18 to 64 years old. 
 
Another informative section of the latest annual report from PSU’s Population Research Center 
concerns components of population change. The last couple of years have been a mixed bag for this 
region, with some areas gaining population and some areas losing population. 
 
Not only that, the way we’ve been gaining 
and losing has been mixed. Graph 3 tries 
to sort all this out. 
 
For each of these six counties, the dark, 
solid bar represents the overall population 
change from the census count on April 1, 
2010 to the most recent estimate for July 1, 
2012. The moderately shaded bar 
represents that portion of the population 
change accounted for by natural increase. 
 
Demographers define natural increase as 
the difference between births and deaths. 
Often, the number of births exceeds the 
number of deaths, but that isn’t always the 
case in Eastern Oregon these days. As 
you can see in Graph 3, Baker County, 
Grant County, and Wallowa County 
experienced more deaths than births over the past couple of years. 
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these six Eastern Oregon counties is less pronounced for our youth population in Graph 2 than it was 
for our senior population in Graph 1. Not only that, in Graph 2’s case, local counties fall on both sides 
of the statewide average. 
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If you would like to receive Labor Trends electronically rather than as 
a paper copy, please send an email to Lmipubs.emp@state.or.us and 
include the name of the newsletter and the ID# located at the top of 
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Is it possible to be both older than average 
and younger than average at the same 
time? Malheur and Union counties are 
trying to answer yes to that question. 
These two Eastern Oregon counties show 
above-average shares of children in the 
latest PSU population estimates. Malheur 
County’s 25.3 percent share was fifth 
highest among Oregon’s 36 counties. The 
highest percentage of youth as a share of 
total population in 2012 was found in 
Morrow County, where the tally was 27.7 
percent. 
 
At the other end of the spectrum, Curry 
County’s 2012 population of 22,295 people 
included only 3,412, or 15.3 percent, in the 
zero-to-17 age group. 
 
We don’t chart it here, but all six of these Eastern Oregon counties rank in the bottom half of 
Oregon’s 36 counties when it comes to the share of the population in the middle age group – those 
18 to 64 years old. 
 
Another informative section of the latest annual report from PSU’s Population Research Center 
concerns components of population change. The last couple of years have been a mixed bag for this 
region, with some areas gaining population and some areas losing population. 
 
Not only that, the way we’ve been gaining 
and losing has been mixed. Graph 3 tries 
to sort all this out. 
 
For each of these six counties, the dark, 
solid bar represents the overall population 
change from the census count on April 1, 
2010 to the most recent estimate for July 1, 
2012. The moderately shaded bar 
represents that portion of the population 
change accounted for by natural increase. 
 
Demographers define natural increase as 
the difference between births and deaths. 
Often, the number of births exceeds the 
number of deaths, but that isn’t always the 
case in Eastern Oregon these days. As 
you can see in Graph 3, Baker County, 
Grant County, and Wallowa County 
experienced more deaths than births over the past couple of years. 
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ECONorthwest analysis of  ODE data.%
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Projected job openings per year in Malheur County and southwestern Idaho 
 

Includes Malheur County, OR, and Ada, Adams, Boise, Canyon, Elmore, Gem, Owyhee, Payette, Valley and Washington counties in ID 

Malheur Co. SW Idaho Total
Projected job openings per year due to growth 118 5,517 5,635

Projected job openings per year due to replacement 321 7,014 7,335
Total projected job openings per year 439 12,531 12,970

Source: ECONorthwest analysis of Oregon Employment Department and Idaho Department of Labor data.
Numbers in charts do not sum to total annual job openings because of rounding differences and occupation suppression methodologies.
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Other potential new jobs in the region 
•  Additional health care jobs stemming from Affordable Care Act 

•  Up to several hundred new jobs from three value-added agriculture-related prospects and one 
manufacturing prospect (Source: Snake River Economic Development Association) 

•  Up to 150-200 new jobs from the Grassy Mountain mining prospect near Vale (plus 100-150 
jobs during construction) 

•  Dozens of potential new jobs in Idaho from natural gas drilling in Payette County, ID, and the 
new assisted living center in Fruitland, ID 

•  In addition, there are several land parcels at various states of preparation for employers: 

o  ConAgra site: permits for a septic system and water line are in place (site could employ up to 300-400) 
o  A 200 acre plot that could attract a data center or a manufacturer 
o  A 77-acre state-certified plot that was once scoped for a regional distribution center that could employ up 

to 400 
o  A 70-acre plot that is in the process of being certified 
o  250 acres of rail-dependent land that could serve potential coal-transportation activities 


