County Unemployment Rates
August 2011 - Non Seasonally Adjusted
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RANKING OF COUNTY DATA

For August 2011 (PRELIMINARY)
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GREENE (BLOOMINGTON MSA)
August 2011

July 2011 (Revised)

August 2010 (Benchmark)

HAMILTON (INDIANAPOLIS MSA)
August 2011

July 2011 (Revised)

August 2010 (Benchmark)

HANCOCK (INDIANAPOLIS MSA)
August 2011

July 2011 (Revised)

August 2010 (Benchmark)

HARRISON (LOUISVILLE MSA)
August 2011

July 2011 (Revised)

August 2010 (Benchmark)

HENDRICKS (INDIANAPOLIS MSA)
August 2011

July 2011 (Revised)

August 2010 (Benchmark)

HENRY

August 2011

July 2011 (Revised)
August 2010 (Benchmark)

HOWARD (KOKOMO MSA)
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July 2011 (Revised)
August 2010 (Benchmark)

HUNTINGTON

August 2011

July 2011 (Revised)
August 2010 (Benchmark)

JACKSON

August 2011

July 2011 (Revised)
August 2010 (Benchmark)
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August 2010 (Benchmark)
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August 2010 (Benchmark)

JEFFERSON

August 2011
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August 2010 (Benchmark)

JOHNSON (INDIANAPOLIS MSA)
August 2011

July 2011 (Revised)

August 2010 (Benchmark)

KNOX

August 2011

July 2011 (Revised)
August 2010 (Benchmark)
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EMPLOYED
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2011 Huntington County Unemployment Statistics

Source — Indiana Department of Workforce Development & the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics

Total Labor Force

Month 2010 2011 Employed Unemployed %
December ‘10 19,450 17,577 1,873 9.6
January 19,285 19,188 16,991 2,197 11.4
February 19,264 18,822 16,966 1,856 9.9
March 19,276 18,835 17,090 1,745 9.3
April 19,191 18,872 17,286 1,586 8.4
May 18,940 19,021 17,411 1,610 8.5
June 18,926 19,132 17,464 1,668 8.7
July 18,957 18,976 17,238 1,738 9.2
August 18,903 19,031 17,308 1,723 9.1
September

October

November

December
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Huntington
County reports
unemployment
at 9.1 percent

BY BRIDGETT HERNANDEZ

bhemandez@h-ponline.com

The Indiana Department
of Workforce has released
the unemployment report
covering the period July
11 though August 10 (the
August Unemployment Re-
port). Huntington County’s
unemploymeni rate was
reported at 9.1 percent, a

slight improvement from
July’s 9.2 percent and a
more significant E%S,\o-
ment from last year’s report
of 11 percent.

Considering national
trends, this is encouraging
news, said Mark Wicker-
sham, Executive Director
of Huntington County Eco-
nomic Development.

“The Obama administra-
tion, in releasing these num-
bers earlier in the month, re-
ported that nationally there
were no net new jobs cre-
ated,” he said. “In Hunting-
ton County, our unemploy-
ment rate actually dropped
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slightly, not significantly,
but it dropped a little bit.
Of course to have any sort
of positive change in a situ-
ation where nationally there
were no net new jobs cre-
ated, that’s actually a pretty
good report.”

According to the report,
of the 19,031 people in
Huntington County’s la-
bor force, 1,723 are unem-
ployed. However, Wick-
ersham said several of the
county’s major industrial
employers are still looking
to hire people.

“There’s a little bit of
a problem matching the
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workforce skills that are
available with the require-
ments of positions that are
available,” he said.

He said there are quite a
bit of workforceé develop-
ment and training programs
being conducted by the
state to help employers and
job seekers.

Besides the unemploy-
ment rate, Wickersham said
there are other signs of eco-
nomic improvement in the
community.

“We’ve had nine indus-
trial project announcements

ithis calendar yeéar so far and
:another 12 retail and small

commercial announcements
coordinated through the
chamber,” he said.

Wickérsham added that
there is obviously still a lot
of work to do. At 9.1 per-
cent, the unemployment
rate is higher than the state
average of 8.7 percent.
Huntington County has the
36th highest unemployment
rate of the state’s 92 coun-
ties. .

“Huntington continues to
show signs of bucking the
national trend, but we’re
still a long way. from what
anyone would call a full re-
covery;” he said.




