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in per

Change

Figurel

sedap seq |
apisianiy

Honag |—

puejaap ——e

¥iuaoyd
opue|
OJUIWEIES | o
oEyung |
Ao ewoyepo
ypeageiuidias |
ofaig ues —
ofenyd |—e
sajaduy 501 —
aMNEM|IN | —e

A310 sesuey e

sijodeueipu) |
Iweyy |+
SNgunjod
ajiAsino
se|leq |-+
oluojuy

3| |InUOSHIE

.
e
I‘

—e
0 —

4

—|‘
I

ues |-+
I

ediue] e

PIOJUEH |+
sino7 35 i
puejod |+

BlUE Y

"2'q ‘uoiBuiyse P

_.._.m_._..__u_.__uh

aouapiaold
sijodeauulpy +|
sy
UOISNOH &
A0 axe e
SUBR[ID MAN
ejydjapejiyd «—|
PUOWILYIY +—
laauag +—|
alowneg +——|
ydingsiud «—
apojey]
weyFujw

yiajey

HMoAMIN o—— ]
apeas e |
3||iayseN +—|
upsny ¢

uojsog + I

0J51JUBl{ UES 4

JSO[ UBS &

= @ o
] — —

- = | = o ™ v
— —i — — — — —

10

dwapy o
1
S +—|
—]

G —

U.5.=1.0

0.9
08

S31EIS paliun aYiolaalie 2l awoaul eydeslay

0.7

Biggest relativedecrease

Biggest relative increase

ysE [ MAIN

C Analy

Bureauof Econom

Source:



Figure 1: Change in per Capita Income Relative to the United States
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 1969to 2018
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Per capita income relative to the United States
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Figure 2: Change in per Capita Income Relative to the United States
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 1969 to 1979
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Figure 3: Change in per Capita Income Relative to the United States
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 1979 to 1989

m= 1979 per capita income relative to the U.S.

)
=1

-
=]

# 1989 per capita income relative to the U.S.

= — = = =
r L [=3] = oa

=
L

— New York
——— Hartford

—= Richmond

————— Boston

L4 St. Louis
+—— Las Vegas

harlotte
+— Portland

o
-

Per capita income relative to the United States

U.5. Per Capita Income= 1.0

*+——1 Oklahoma City
+—— Houston

=+ Providence
+— Riverside
+—| NewOrleans

F———= Raleigh
—e

+—1 Silt Lake City

=]

nJ
.y

»  Biggest relative decrease

F

Biggest relative increase

Source: Bureau of Economic Analyss [ MAINC30)



Per capita income relative to the United States

Figure 4: Change in per Capita Income Relative to the United States
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 1989 to 2000
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Figure 5: Change in per Capita Income Relative to the United States
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 2000 to 2007
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Figure 6: Change in per Capita Income Relative to the United States
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 2007 to 2010
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Figure 8: Change in per Capita Income Relative to the United States
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Figure 1: Change in per Capita Income Relative to the United States
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 1969to 2018
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Change in per Capita Income Relative to the United States

Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 1969 to 1979

Figure 2
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Capita Income Relative to the United States

in per

Change
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 1979 to 1989

Figure 3
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Capita Income Relative to the United States

in per

Change
Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 1989 to 2000

Figure 4

mm 1989 per capita incomerelative tothe U.S.
& 2000 percapita incomerelative tothe U.5.
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Change in per Capita Income Relative to the United States

Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 2000 to 2007

Figure 3
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Capita Income Relative to the United States

in per

Change

Figure 6

Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 2007 to 2010

mm 2007 percapita income relative tothe U.S.

& 2010 percapita income relative tothe U.5.
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Figure 7: Postwar Recessions, Change in Employment
United States
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= 7010 percapita income relative tothe U.S.

Capita Income Relative to the United States

Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), 2010to0 2018

in per

Change

Figure 8

# 2018 percapita income relative tothe U.5.
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mm 1969 percapita income relative tothe U.5.
¥ 2013 percapita income relative to the U.5.

Capita Income Relative to the United States

Metropolitan Statistical Areas (M5SAs), 1969 to 2018

in per

Change

Figurel
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