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HIGHLIGHTS 

While the relative national significance of most sectors of 
Idaho's for c3 t products industry remained remarkably stable 
between 1958 and 1967, the veneer and plywood sector increased 
from a national rank of about 45 to 25th. 

The importance of the forest products industry to Idaho is 
strongly conditioned by how the industry is defined and the 
data sou r ce used. 

Millwork, veneer and plywood (SIC 242) is the fastest growing 
sector of Idaho's forest products industry and Forestry (SIC 08) 
is the slowest. 

Idaho's forest products industry accounted for 10.4, 7.9 and 10.1 
percent of the wages paid, employment and total sales in Idaho 
during 1972. 

Growth, measured in terms of number of firms, employment, wages 
and total sales, in the forest products industry did not keep 
pace with overall state growth between 1967 and 1972. 

During the 1954-1967 period, manufacturing in Idaho's forest 
products industry showed a constant decline as a percentage of 
total Idaho manufacturing; U. S. forest products industry data, 
however, suggests relative stability over this period. 

Employment in Idaho's forest products industry generally reaches 
a peak during July and August and is lowest during February and March. 

Aggregate wage rates in Idaho' s forest products industry not only 
exceed state and national averages, but also the degree of excess 
is increasing . 

While Regions I and II are currently most significant in terms 
of the forest products industry, indications are that Region III 
may well become prominent. 

The role of the forest products sector of the ten northern counties 
in Idaho declined in a state-wide context between 1967 and 1972, 
and also in inportance to the economy of these counties . 

Relative to all counties in Idaho, the counties surrounding Boise 
showed significant advances in the forest products industry. 

When evaluated on the basis of employment and wages paid, Nez Perce 
is the most important forest products industry county in Idaho. 
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Employment and Wages 

in 

1 
Idaho's Forest Products Industry 

by 

Ervin G. Schuster, 

William D. Koss 

a~ 
2 E. Bruce Godfrey 

INTRODUCTION 

Idaho has a national reputation for its wildland resources. Its vast 

areas of wilderness, herds of elk and other game animals, together with the 

runs of salmon and steelhead are widely recognized. But possibly more importantly, 

Idaho is noted for its forest products industry. And quite rightly so. For 

the forest products industry of Idaho has been, and continues to be, a major 

factor in the Idaho economy. This paper focuses on selected characteristics 

of the forest products industry. 

~he research reported here is part of the Idaho Forest Industry Study 
Project (44-308) jointly sponsored by the Intermountain Forest and Range 
Experiment Station, U. S. Forest Service and the Forestry, Wildlife and 
Range Experiment Station, University of Idaho. 

2 Authors are assistant professor, graduate assistant and associate professor, 
respectively, College of Forestry, Wildlife and Range Sciences, University 
of Idaho. 
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The following materials report on part of a larger effort to study and 

better understand the Idaho forest products industryl. Specifically, this 

report addresses itself to questions of wages, employment, total sales, number 

of firms and value-added by the industry. It is the most comprehensive 

statement on these matters currently available. To coordinate with other 

phases of the overall Idaho forest products industry study, calendar years 

1967 and 1972 receive concentrated investigation. Much of the data reported 

has been consolidated from divergent sources such as the U.S . Forest Service, 

Bureau of Census and others; these sources are indicated where appropriate. 

But a major feature of this report lies in the fact that detailed data, not 

heretofore available, has been compiled. These data were obtained through 

close and careful examination of the records contained in the files of the 

Idaho Department of Employment and the Idaho Tax Commission. For the wholehearted 

cooperation given by these agencies, we are extremely grateful. 

A major word of caution should be given. Because many different sources 

of data were utilized, the problem of data comparability is very real. The 

basic difficulty is that different agencies collect the same type of information 

for different purposes or by different methods. Similarly, agencies have changed 

their methods of data collection or classification system from time to time. 

These realities should be recognized and do, on occassion, sharply reduce 

comparability. Limits on comparability will be appropriately noted. 

~he last page of this report contains a listing of publications on Idaho's 
forest products industry . 
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Probably, the three most critical areas of data comparability involve the 

firms, identification of workers in the f orest produc t s industry, and the impact 

of inflation. Da ta on firms in the industry are typically collected by 

aggregating similar types of firms. These aggregations are described by the 

Standard Industrial Code (SIC); many state and national data collection efforts 

conform to this system. Numerical designations and descriptions of these 

classes pertaining to forest products are shown in Table 1. In general, this 

Table 1. 

Major 
SIC 

Groups 

08 

24 

25 

26 

Source: 

Description of 

Specified 
Sub-

Gr ouj2s 

None 

241 

242 

243 

244 

249 

None 

None 

selected industries in the Standard Industrial Code (SIC) . 

Description 

FORESTRY including timber tracts for selling timber, forest 
nurseries, gathering of forest products Bnd forestry services . 

LUMBER AND WOOD PRODUCTS , EXCEPT FURNITURE 

Logging Camps and Contractors primarily engaged in cutting 
timber and in producing rough , round , hewn or riven primary 
forest products or wood raw materials. 

Sawmill and Planing M1·i! establishments primarily engaged 
in sawing rough lumber and timber from logs and bolts, or 
resawing cants and flitches into lumber . 

Millwork. Veneer . Plywood and Structural Wood Hember establish
ments manufacturing fabricated millwork wood cabinets and 
vanities , hardwood or softwood veneer and plywood, and 
structural members of lumber . 

Wood Container manufacturers produci ng wood boxes , shook , 
pallets, skids and other containers. 

Miscellaneous Wood Products including establishments manu
facturing particle board, engaged in wood preserving , or 
making wood products not elsewhere classified. 

FURNITURE AND FIXTURES including establishments engaged in 
making furniture. store and office fixtures . 

PAPER AND ALLIED PRODUCTS including manufacture of pulps 
from wood and other cellulose fibers and rags; paper and 
paperboard and the remanufacture of paper and paperboard . 

Office of Management and Budget. 
U. S . Government Printing Office. 

Standard industrial classification manual . 
1972 . 
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report identifies industries by major word descriptions; however, where 

necessary numerical designations are used. A lack of agreement as to what 

exac tly constitutes a forest products industry should be noted. Inclusion of Sectors 

08, 24 (including 241-249) and 26 is most common, although the ommission of 

08 and/or addition of 2S is not uncommon. Major difficulties associated with 

data collected under the SIC systems are: a) a definition of major and subgroups 

change; b) an aggregation error may exist because not all firms within an SIC 

class are exactly the same; c) individual firms largely classify themselves 

hence, there is some probability that a firm will misclassify itself and 

thereby distort data subsequently collected; and d) multiproduct firms are 

assigned to one SIC class based on primary product -- secondary products (which 

really belong under a different SIC) are reported as part of the primary product 

total. 

Another very important area of difficulty regarding data comparability 

involves "insured employees". Workers and firms that are associated with the 

State of Idaho's unemployment insurance program are termed "covered". Similarly, 

workers and firms associated with the u.S. Social Security program are also 

termed "covered". Not all firms and employees are "covered". Nei ther are all 

workers covered by Idaho's unemployment insurance the same as those covered by 

Social Security . Several criteria are used to determine elligibility; but the 

criterion most relevant to the forest products industry is that self-employed 

workers are not covered by~employment insurance. While the lack of total 

coverage in the forest products industry is expected to be modest, the biggest 

impact is probably in the areas of loggers and sawmill workers. Therefore, any 

data collected on a "covered employment" basis must understate the actual 

situation; this may include employment, wages paid and others. Where disparities 
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exist, such as between total employment and "covered" employment, they will 

be noted. 

Inflation also imparts a degree of ambiguity and noncomparability among 

data . Changes in wages, total sales and value-added by the forest products 

industry should be viewed within the context of changes in the general level 

of prices. Changes, increases or decreases, may be more apparent than real . 

Depending on the use to which data are put, the effec t of inflation mayor 

may not need be considered. Where necessary, it is traditional to use the 

terms "current" and "constant" dollars; only in case of constant dollars has 

the impact of inflation been eliminated . Table 2 contains factors needed to 

Table 2. Fac tors to conver t cur re nt £1958-1973) dol l ars 
to cons t ant (1972) dollars . 

Consumer Price Wholesa l e Price 
Year I ndex MultiE l ler Index MultiEller 

1958 1. 43750 1. 32452 

1959 1. 41267 1. 30274 

1960 1. 41263 1. 25501 

1961 1. 39844 1. 26032 

1962 1. 38300 1. 25633 

1963 1 . 36641 1.26032 

1964 1. 34876 1. 25766 

1965 1. 32593 1. 23292 

1966 1. 28909 1. 19339 

1967 1. 25300 1.19100 

1968 1. 20250 1. 16195 

1969 1. 14117 1. 11831 

19 70 1. 07739 1.07880 

1971 1. 03298 1. 04565 

1972 1.00000 1.00000 

1973 0 . 94140 0 . 87897 

1 
Fo r example : t o change a 1963 dollar to a 1973 dollar. 
multiply the 1963 va lue by ei the r 1. 36641 or 1 . 26032 , 
dependi ng on t he index chosen . 

.. 

• 
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convert current to constant dollars. Two sets of multipliers are given; 

one based on the Consumer Price Index and the other based on the Wholesale 

Price Index. Both use 1972 as the base year. Except where inappropriate, 

this paper will utilize current dollars. The reader may use the data in 

Table 2 to convert any current to a constant dollar amount. 

The remainder of this report looks at Idaho's forest products industry 

from two perspectives -- the state in total -and official planning regions 

and counties within Idaho. The amountmd degree of detail found in the data 

reported decrease with smaller geographical units. In certain cases, data 

are simply not available on small geographical units. But more importantly, 

the problems associated with disclosing confidential information increase with 

smaller geographical units. Data found in this report comply with accepted 

standards of data disclosure; confidentiality has not been violated. 

IDAHO'S FOREST INDUSTRY 

The forest products industry of Idaho functions in a state characterized 

by low population, large land area , and an immense amount of wildland resources. 

While the Idaho population has stabilized at a national rank of 43-45 during 

this century, its natural resouoce wealth ranks near the top. Table 3 displays 

some characteristics of the Idaho land base. As can be seen, Idaho's large 

total size and area of forest land are quite consistent. But a disproportionate 

amount of the forest land is noncommercial; many southern and some Lake States 

exceed Idaho in area of commercial forest land. And yet, while ranking relatively 

high in terms of useable timber volumes, the level of annual removals is 

disproportionately low. 
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Table 3. Selected characte ristics of Idaho's fo rest land. 

Characteristic U. S. Idaho ~ U. S . Ra nk 

Land Area (MAc)1 2.270 . 050 52,933 2.3% 11 

For es t Land (MAc) 753 . 549 21 . 591 2 . 9% 10 

Commercial Fores t (MAc) 499 . 697 15 .192 3 . 0% 17 

Ne t Volume Ti mber (>1M Cuft) 715,545 31 . 563 4 . 4% 6 

Annual Removals (M Cuft) 14 . 032 . 808 357 . 256 2.5% 14 

Source : U. S . Forest Service . The outlook for timber in the United States. 
U. S. Departmen~ of Agriculture . FRR-20 . 1973 

IThe ''M'' symbol stands for thousands, e.g. thousand acres . 

The l oca tion and size of Idaho 's fo r es t produc t s industry is s trongly 

r e l a t ed to the distribution and ownership of commercia l for est land. Figure 1 

shows tha t Idaho 's forests genera lly run through the north and northcentral 

portion of the sta te. No t only is a l a r ge port i on of Idaho i n public ownership, 

but an even l a r ger percentage of commercia l t i mberla nds is he l d by the publiC. 

Tab l e 4 s hows tha t Idaho ' s f ores t produc ts indus try must be very dependent on 

Table 4 . Ownership of land in Idaho . 

Ownership Class 

U. S. Forest Service 

Bureau of Land Management 

Other Federal 

Total Federal 

State Government 

county and MuniCipal 

Forest Industry 

Other Private 

TOTAL 

Total Land 1970 

20,352 

12,113 

1 . 362 

33 . 827 

2.816 

145 

NA 

52 . 911 

_%-

38% 

23 

_3_ 

64% 

5% 

o 

NA 

100% 

Commercial Timberlands (MAc ) 

1952 

11 . 045 

504 

59 

11 . 610 

867 

19 

953 

2. 088 

15.539 

71% 

3 

1 

75% 

6% 

o 

6 

....!l... 

100% 

10,731 , 
501 

___ 58. 

11.291 

861 

18 

946 

2,074 

15.192 

._ %-

71% 

3 

.-2... 
74% 

6% 

o 

6 

14 

100% 

Source: U. S. Forest Service . The outlook for timber in the United States. U. S . 
Department of Agr i culture. FRR-20. 1973 . Bureau of Land Management. Public 
land statistics. U. S. Department of Interior . 1970 . 

Ilncludes the forest industry . 
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the U.S. Forest Service fo r Idaho-based raw materials. Not only does the 

U.S. Forest Service administer over one-third of the total land, but also 

nearly three-fourths of the commercial timberlands. The ownership pattern 

appears to be stable; nearly negligable shifts in ownership, by class, occurred 

over the 18 year period ending in 1970. This , however, does not preclude 

massive ownership changes within these broad classes. 

How does Idaho's forest produc ts industry compare to other states? The 

answer is very conditional, depending on three major items: a) what constitutes 

the indus try; b) what source of information is used; and c) what is the criterion 

f or comparison? The national rank of Idaho's fore'st products industry for 

1958 and 1967 is shown in Table 5; similar data for 1972 is not currently 

Table 5. 'i. t ional rank of Idaho's forest products industry, by selected character istics, 1958 and 19pJ 1 . 

1958 1967 

Industry Cl ass Employmen t Value Added Employment Value Added 

FORESTRY - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - not avaIlable - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

WHIIER AND \oQOD PRODUCTS 20 11 21 13 14 

Logging Camps and Contraetors 10 • 5 • 
SawmiU. and Plani ng HUls 13 • 13 • 
Mi llwork , Veneer and Plyvood 45 44 45 27 23 27 

lJood Contalneu - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - not available - .. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Hia.oellantoua Wood Products - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - not avatlable - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

R1RN ITURE AND FIxtURES - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - not available - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

PAPER AND .\LLIED PRODUCTS - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - not available - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Source: 

lllaSh: 

U. S. DepsrtlDOi"nt of C_rce. Census of manufacturers. Industry ststistics. 1958 and 1967. 

u.s. covered , sll employeli"8 . 

, 
available . As seen, the national rank of the forest products industry largely 

depends on the industry class(es) considered. But perhaps more importantly the 

evaluat i on criterion used is critical . For instance Sawmills and Planing Mills 

rank either sixth or thirteenth nationally in 1967 depending on whether employment 
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or wages is used as the ranking criterion. However, a pattern does exist 

such that Idaho's forest products industry is more important nationally if 

evaluated on the basis of wages or value added rather than employment. Three 

additional points warrant mention: 

1) In a relative context, the Logging Camp and 
Contractor segment is the most important sector 
of Idaho's industry; this may reflect a relative 
tendency to export raw material as opposed to internal 
manufacturing. 

2) The national importance of Idaho's forest products 
industry remained very stable between 1958 and 1967; 
stability of land ownership and recent trends in 
timber harvest suggest continued ranking stability. 

3) The Millwork, Veneer, and Plywood sector has 
experienced the greatest relative growth of any 
segment of Idaho's forest products industry; but 
due to the small number of firms in this class, 
the total impact is modest. In fact,the major 
grouping of Lumber and Wood Products either stayed 
constant or decreased in national rank over this 
time period depending on the evaluation criterion used. 

The State Perspective 

The following materials look at the size of Idaho's forest products 

industry, seasonality of employment, and wage rates. The focus remains on 

the State of Idaho in total. 

Firms, Employment, Wages, Total Sales and Value Added 

How large is the forest products industry in Idaho? As before in the 

case of national size, the answer is conditional; it depends how the industry 

is defined, the criterion of size, and the source and type of data used. Table 

6 describes the forest products industry in relation to Idaho totals for 1972 
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I 

• Table 6. Cha racterisUcs of Idaho'. Cor •• t product. industry, by industry cl •• a , 1912 , and percentase c.hana'" CrOll 1961 1 , 

NUllber of Fir .. be10X!ent Wases ~$1.OOO2 Toul Sales Ul,000~ 

I nc!uatrI Cbss --.!!!2.... ~ -ill.L ~ -1.!l1..- ~ 1912 !..fh&:..... 

FORESTRY 20 -80.0 :z 137 - 50.8% 673.6 - 29.6 % 13.5 + 3.1 % I 
L_ber .:ld wood 

p1:oduc:tI 

LOlling Campa 
and Contrac t ora 290 + 1. 0 2,710 + 4.' 24,130 . 6 + 41. 7 I 

Sa_llh and P l an-
ina iHU. '" - 5.0 8.268 + 10.0 19 ,862.6 + 58 .8 

K1l1work . Veneer 
and Pl ywood 63 +90 . 0 2,595 +111.9 22,158.5 +173.9 

Wood Container. +33.0 28 ... 41.4 95.4 + 95.0 
I 
I 

Hhcell.neeu. 
Wood Products 42 +31.0 )92 + .. , 2,616.8 + 43.0 

fUlNlTURE AND 
+118 . 32 

FIXTURES 24 +14.0 421 +1110 .6 2,339.7 +164.6 8,618.7 

PAPER AND ALLll:l) 
PRODUCTS --' ±l1.& ---1.&.?Q .±....!!:.! 11.780 . 9 :!...li& ~d +195.0 

I1IDUSTllY TOTAL 60' + 4.0 15 , 612 + 19.7 $ 14),657.9 + 67.0 $ 391 , 662 . 5 ~ 45 .0 I 
IDAJtO TOTAL 11,230 +11. 6 % 197 . 379 + 34.1% $1 , )76,191. 9 + 72.8 % $3,881,416.4 + 31.0% 

Source: Idaho Depntment of EIIIp l oylitnt and. Idaho Tax COIIIII1 .. 1on. Unpublished records. 1961 and. 1912. 

1 
Basis: Idaho covered , sverage elliployalent. I 

2secsuse of chaf\8 e8 in the indus t rial cl .. siCicatlon systelll . the 1967 total ",as est i mat ed fra- Idaho T.I." COIIIIIIi .. ion deta. 

I 
I 

and the change since 1967. If one were to evaluate size in terms of number 

of firms, the forest products industry accounts for only 3.5 percent of all 

I firms in Idaho; alternatively, 10.4 percent of 1972 Idaho wages were paid by 

this industry . Forest products employment and total sales accounted for 7.9 

I and 10.1 percent of the state total respectively. 

I 
Between the years 1967 and 1972, the forest products industry generally 

did not keep pace with Idaho's growth. In fact, certain characteristics of 

I the Forestry together with the Sawmills and Planing Mills sectors showed 

decreases. One commonly used measure of importance, employment, indicated the 

I rate of growth in the Furniture and Plywood sectors was fully three times 

J 
the Idaho average. And finally, Table 6 shows a general concentration of 

empLoyment in Idaho. If employment expands at a faster rate than firms, the 

I 
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average number of employees per firm increases. While employment increased 

three times faster than the number of firms for the total state, forest 

products employment expanded five times faster; relative to Idaho in total, 

employment is concentrating in the forest products industry. 

Relatively slow growth in the forest products industry of Idaho between 

1967 and 1972 is also reflected in Table 7 which shows a constant decline in 

the importance of Idaho's forest products industry between 1954 and 1967. 

While in absolute size, the forest products industry was generally expanding, 

it was declining as a percentage of the Idaho manufacturing total -- through 

1967. Consider the following average annual rates of compound increase between 

1954 and 1967: 

1) Establishments Idaho Manufacturing 3% 
Forest Products Negative 

2) Employment Idaho Manufacturing 4.5% 
Forest Products 2.5% 

3) Wages Paid Idaho Manufacturing 11% 
Forest Products . 9% 

4) Value Added Idaho Manufacturing 8% 
Forest Products . 3% 

Comparable data were not available for 1972. Two questions arise: a) did 

these downward trends continue to 1972; and b) is the Idaho forest products 

industry following a general decline in the overall national role of forest 

products? Data are very limited, but Figures 2 and 3 tend to verify the 

declining role of Idaho's forest products industry; at the same time, the 

national industry remained quite stable over the 1954 to 1972 period. 

To this point, all discussion of the forest products industry has been 

couched in terms of firms, employment and wages -- all relative to "covered" 
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Table 7 . Manufacturing in Idaho, forest products and state total, by selected characteristics , 1954 - 1967 I, 

Number of Establishments EmElo~ent ~thousands2 Wages ~$million2 Value Added ~$mil1ion2 

Industry Class 1954 1958 1963 1967 1954 1958 1963 1967 1954 1958 2ill.... -.l2£... 1954 1958 2ill.... -.l2£... 

LL'}IBER AND WOOD 
PRODUCTS. EXCEPT 
FUR:HTURE 505 479 489 473 11 . 5 10.3 10 . 3 11. 2 $46 .7 $47 .5 $53 . 6 $69.7 $ 83.0 $ 66 . 9 $ 88.6 $121. 8 

Logging Camps 
And Contractors NA 239 276 251 NA 2 . 4 2.4 2 . 7 NA 12 . 4 13.1 18.4 NA 16.9 21.6 30 . 8 

Sawmill a nd Plan-
ing Hill 288 204 167 159 8 . 7 7.5 7 . 2 6 . 8 34.9 33.7 36 . 3 40.3 63.6 47 . 8 61.6 73 . 6 

Hillwork. Veneer . 
Plywood and 8truc-
tural Wood NA 15 28 35 NA 0.1 0 . 5 1.5 NA 0.7 2 . 2 9.7 NA 0.8 3.6 15.5 

I 
wood Container 8 NA NA NA 0.15 NA NA NA 0 .3 NA NA NA 0 .05 NA NA NA >-' 

w 
I 

Mise . Wood 
Products NA 10 NA 23 NA 0 .1 0 . 2 NA 0 . 5 NA 1. 2 NA 1.1 D 1.9 

FURNITURE AND 
FIXTURES 11 14 16 NA D 0 .1 0.1 NA D 0 . 4 0.4 NA D 0.6 0.8 NA 

PAPER AND ALLIED 
PRODUCTS 2 6 4 5 D D 0 . 9 0.9 D D D D D D D D 

TOTAL FOREST 
PRODUCTS 518 499 509 478 11.5 10.4 11.3 12.1 $4 6.7 $47 . 9 $54 .0 $69 . 7 $ 83.0 $ 67 . 5 $ 89 . 4 $121. 8 

PERCENT I DAHO 
~1ANUFACTURING 52 . 8% 47 . 1% 46.1% 42 . 5% 48 . 5% 38.1% 36 . 1% 32 . 6% 52 . 2% 38.0% 33.2% 31. 7% 45 . 5% 26.4% 24.4% 24.2% 

Source: U. S . Department of Commerce. Census of manufacturer s . J'olume III. Area statistics. 1954, 1958, 1963 , and 1967. 

lBaSiS : U. S . cove red, all employees . 
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employment. But what about total employment? Whereas the Census of Manufacturers 

and data from the Idaho Department of Employment concern covered workers, the 

Census of Population attempts to investigate the total labor force. Table 8 

describes total employment · in Idaho f or 1970. As can be seen, 9,344 persons 

are indicated as employed in Furniture and Lumber and Other Wood produc ts; in 

SIC language, this is the total in SIC c l asses 24 and 25 (Lumber and Wood Products 

together with FUrniture and Fix tures). Idaho Department of Employment records show 

that 13,122 "covered" workers were emp l oyed in SIC 24 and 25 during 1970 . The 

discrepancy of 40 percent is not only unexpectedly large, but a lso in the opposite 

direction than expected! Tot a l employment s hould be l a rger than covered 

employment and not vice versa. This incons istency is being noted to r e inforce 
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Table 8. Industry of employed persons 16 years and over in Idaho, 1970 1 , 

Industry 

Agriculture, forestry and fishery 

Mining 

Construction 

Manufacturing 

... Furniture and lumber and other wood products 

... Other manufacturing 

Transportation, communications, & other public 
utilities 

Wholesale and retail trade 

Business and repair services 

Personal services 

Entertainment and other recreational services 

Professional and related services 

Public administration 

TOTAL 

Eme1.oyment L 

33,406 13% 

3,869 1 

16,628 6 

36,827 15 

9,344 4 

28,483 11 

18,479 7 

58,462 23 

18,935 7 

12,180 5 

2,018 1 

42,601 17 

13,046 5 

257,451 100 % 

Source: U. S. Department of Commerce. General,social and economic 
characteristics -- Idaho. In 1970 Census of Population. 

IBasis: total employment. 

the earlier statement that the type of understanding one gains of the forest 

products industry is strongly conditioned by the data used. However, we would 

be remiss in our duty if some explanation of this inconsistency were not 

suggested: a) while data on covered workers involve a relatively complete 

census of workers, employment data generated by the Census of Population is 

developed through sampling -- errors are associated with sampling; b) the Census 

of Population sample may have been taken during a law period of forest products 

employment in 1970; and c) since the employees sampled essentially classify 

themselves, misclassifications may have occurred. In all likelihood, data 
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discrepancies probably result from a combination of these factors. 

It is nearly impossible to find industry data that are free of drawbacks 

and problems. So to obtain a reasonably accurate picture of Idaho employment, 

several data sources should be used. Table 9 shows that Idaho's forest products 

-

Tabl" 9. Distribution of Idaho employment " indun r y , p., ~ c .. nt to t.a l , 19b3 . L"~7 .J ., 1972 I. 

Industry 19G1 1967 ____ .........!..21. __ ._ 
Class EIoploy .... nt -'- [aplcY"ent - '- Emp I"y .. "nt --..!--

F(l.r- 2 61,000 n ,3% 50,000 2~ . 2t 45 , 000 III.n 

llining ] ,224 .. b 3 .nS L1 )'08& J.) 

(;on$t ructlon 8 , 723 U 9,789 '" 12.849 S. ) 

ltanufacturlng 32,4.'>6 lb . I 35.297 11.8 4) , 112 I ll. 2 

--Foren Products 12,442 b.' 12,811 '" n ,S91 b. , 
.. Food Proce88lng 11 , lSI >.5 1),169 I!.b lS,371 , ., 
-- Other 8.83J ,., 9,317 U 12 ,804 , . ) 

Tra ns., C()IIllR, • • Utili ties 8,71J U 9.625 '. 8 11 , 240 U 

Wholesale & Retsil 6,383 J.' 7,657 J . 9 8,955 ", 

Service 14 , 483 7 ., 19,66.'> 9 .9 n.~1 8 ~ ) . 4 

Gover!\llleRt 19, 872 9.9 11 ,883 ' . 0 21> , 121< 11 . 1 

)l1sce l ianeou9 0 . 0 0 . 0 " 0.0 

TOT,\L 201,)78 I,. , l<lS , 4Sl 100 % 240 ,856 100 7 

~ou rce : Idah u Deparu • .,nt o f faploylOent . LliHtribution by indu8t ry ut cuvered WQrkcrtl In Idaho caeh .. on t h , 
1963, 1968 a nd 1972. 

\;.S.D . II . ,\&rlcultural Stat h t ic i . 191J , 1968 ",><I 196~. 

il!a.sls : Idaho ~overed , uverage elOploygent. 

2 F"rID .... piuycent Is an es tlmllted l u t ... l whil" all other ..... p!uytolCnt figu re .. <In, fo r e "ven·d "I:!p !.>;m<'nt . 

industry account for a little over six percent of employment in Idaho and that 

percentage has remained relatively constant since 1963. Also shown are declines 

in farm employment and increases in manufacturing and service employment; these 

are all signs of an increasingly industria lized society. But agriculture (if 

defined to include only farm and food processing) remains the single most 

1mporLunL industry accounting for about one-fourth of Idaho's employment . 
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Employment Seasonality 

To develop a thorough understanding relative to seasonal fluctuations 

of employment in the forest products industry is no trivial matter. The 

major difficulties involve distinguishing between sector trends (long term 

changes) and seasonal variations (short term fluctuations); required data and 

analyses that are beyond the scope of this ~tudy. Employment seasonality conclu-

sions will, therefore, by inferred from limited data and analyses. 

Table 10 displays employment in the forest products industry on a monthly 

basis for 1967 and 1972. The months of July and August correspond to employment 

peaks while March represents the low point. As seen, the difference between 

the maximum and minimum is about one-fourth of maximum employment in 1967 

and one-fifth in 1972. The fact that monthly percentage differentials relative 

to maximum employment decrease toward year-end should be interpreted as indications 

of upward long range trends. As expected, monthly fluctuation of total Idaho 

employment is less apparent than are the general long term increases; this is 

mainly due to the fact that the large number of firms in the state total cushion 

much internal fluctuation -- while employment in one industry may decline, 

another industry increases. Consider the following percentage variations from 

average annual employment: 

1) State of Idaho - 1967 Minimum 94.3% of average 
Maximum 105.1% 

- 1972 Minimum 92.9% of average 
Maximum 104.7% 

2) Forest Products - 1967 Minimum 85.7% of average 
Maximum 112.2% 

- 1972 Minimum 88.4% of average 
Maximum 111.0% 



1 
Table 10. Distribution of employees in Idaho ' s forest products inaustry. by month and SIC . 

1967 EMPLOYMENT 1972 EMPLOYMENT 

State
2 FOREST- BASED INDUSTRY BY SIC StateZ FOREST- BASED INDUSTRY BY SIC 

Month Total -.!?!! _2_4_ -E ---1i Total % Max Total 08 24 25 26 Total % Max 

January 126,184 35 10,420 169 890 11,514 .79 158,922 40 13 , 079 375 1,028 14.522 .83 

February 124,040 13 10,86 181 890 11,170 .77 158,480 41 12 , 877 374 1,022 14,314 .82 

March 125,568 20 9,998 193 875 11,086 .76 161 , 332 42 12,404 389 1,048 13 ,883 .80 
\ 

April 127,404 130 10 ,106 205 863 11,304 . 78 164,925 49 12,523 412 1,048 14,032 .81 

May 130,122 176 11,170 196 874 12,416 .86 168 ,815 64 13,401 435 1,049 14,949 . 86 I ,... 
June 133,465 286 12,643 210 922 14 , 061 .97 173,960 179 14,969 422 1,062 16,632 . 95 00 

I 

.july 132,437 321 13,070 190 933 14,514 1.00 173,322 215 15,401 416 1,093 17,125 .98 

August 136,758 63 13,253 200 952 14,458 1.00 177,349 204 15,707 412 1 ,100 17 , 423 1.00 

September 138,261 50 12,843 190 914 13 ,997 .96 178,743 162 15,505 422 1,087 17,176 .99 

October 136 ,011 106 12 , 584 179 924 13,793 .95 177,225 109 14,641 399 1,133 16,282 .93 

November 133,159 187 12,306 183 924 13,600 . 94 177,663 92 14,521 419 1,113 16 ,145 . 93 

December 133,812 121 12,077 205 925 13 , 328 .92 177,028 74 14,241 429 1,125 15,869 . 91 

Average Anuual 131 , 501 126 11,712 192 907 12,937 170,655 106 14,106 409 j 1 ,076 15,697 

Source: Idaho Department of Employment. Distribution by industr y of covered workers in Idaho each month of 1967 , 1972. 

~asi5 : Idaho covered , average employment. 
2 Does not i nclude government employment • 

• 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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I 
I The tendency for August to represent the month of peak employment in the 

I forest products industry is also indicated and reinforced in Table 11 . During 

I Table U. MonthLy l ... b"r ftlployaen t covered by Id aho Eelplo)'llent Securi ty lA w, 19SO - 1961 
, 

~ ...::!.!n:.... ...!!!!..:.... !'larch ~ -""- June ....:!..!!.!L ~ !!E!...:..... ....Q£L.... ~ ...!!!£.:..... 

"" 8, ]12 8,019 B, 110 9.011 11.465 14 ,126 n .'97 16 . 244 16.004 14 , 708 1l .048 11,068 

1951 10. l'ill> 10 , 111 10,188 12,154 14,)04 15,595 16,190 16.]56 14,089 D , 165 12,453 10 , 949 I 
1952 9 , 054 9,219 9 , 889 10,449 12,4)7 14 ,670 15,500 15 ,982 n .bag 14,615 13,376 It,sn 

195] 9,618 9,091 9,856 II, )84 13.050 \4,805 IS,908 16.151 1S , 485 13 , 976 12 . 579 10 , 72] 

1954 9,100 9 , 404 9,908 10,841 12.469 14,021 15,3)) 15.956 n.n6 14,984 n . 867 12,527 I 
1955 11 . )46 11,141 10,625 11,199 13,148 15,111 16,442 17 ,178 17.279 16 . 236 15.020 1) , 642 

1956 12,538 12,324 11,910 12,655 14,121 16.588 11,414 17 . 160 11.299 15 , 706 14 , 304 1) , Il2 

1951 12,24) 10 ,886 10,451 II ,565 12,868 14 ,544 15,460 15 , 385 14 ,634 13 , 636 12,587 U,831 

1958 9 ,969 9,074 8,993 10,462 ]2,166 13 , 831 14,406 U.154 14,917 14 ,378 13,515 12 , 295 I 
1959 ] ],234 11 , 032 10,960 ll,632 12,955 15,024 16,046 16 , 353 15,111 14 , 246 13,9~1 12,815 

,,,. 11,786 ll,~01 11,045 !l,118 12 ,548 1~,4~ 15,198 14,910 U,Il8 13,121 11,206 9,960 

1961 9 , 656 9 , 121 8,831 10,238 11,567 13,37) 14 , 212 14 , 345 1} , 116 12,682 It , 29~ 10,536 I 
~o"rce: 16aho Elllploya>c.'nt ~c"rlty Age ncy . A ... rvey of the 16aho I_ber Ind".try. Septembf-r . 1962. 

I 
l!lad.: Idaho ~over"d , av"rage eooplo}'llO!ot. 

I the twelve-year period between 1950 and 1961, employment peaked during August 

I 
nine times. Similarly, February and March accounted for employment low during 

eleven years. Seasonality of employment can also be revealed by investigating 

I unemployment. Table 12 shows that the highest level of unemployment in the 

lumber industry occurred during February while the lowest level occurred in 

I July and August in 1961 and 1962; a decade later maximum unemployment occurred 

during March and April while September represented the minimum. Note, over 

I the ten-year period, 1961-62 to 1971-72, forest products decreased by about 

I 50 percent in percentage contribution to monthly average unemployment. 

I 
Wage Rates 

I 
Workers in Idaho's forest products industry are relatively well paid. 

I 



Table 12. Level of the insured unemployed in selected forest industries, as percentage of Idaho, 1961, 1962, 1971 and 19721. 

1961 -- Lumber 1962 -- Lumber 1971 -- Lumber & Wood Prod. 1972 -- Lumber & Wood Prod. 

% % % % 
Month Unemployed Sta te Unemp loyed State UnemE:1oyed State Unemployed State 

January 2 , 323 24 .6% 3,690 29 .4% 1,579 15.0% 1,569 15.0% 

February 2, 643 25 .8 4 ,887 36.2 1,881 19.1 1,781 16 . 9 

March 2, 533 28 . 0 4,625 37.7 2,014 21.5 2 , 359 26 . 1 

April 1,874 36 . 7 2 , 554 36 . 2 2,361 28.9 2,136 28.7 

May 1,145 34.5 1,413 29.9 1,409 24 . 4 1,298 23.7 

June 408 15.2 503 12.6 703 13 . 8 343 6.5 I 
N 
0 

July 216 6.7 180 3 .9 293 4.6 278 4.4 I 

August 300 10.2 139 3 . 4 249 3.6 261 4 . 0 

September 473 16.8 310 8.4 217 5 . 1 235 5.4 

October 1,159 31.4 781 22.6 281 7.9 245 7 . 3 

November 2,601 39.0 1,851 29.8 555 11. 7 447 10.2 

December 3,570 36.2 2,759 26 . 4 953 13.4 1,041 ll.' 
Monthly Average 1,604 27.9% 1,974 27.4% 1,038 15.3% 999 14.6% 

Source : Idaho Employment Security Agency . A survey of the Idaho lumber industry September, 1962. 
Idaho Department of Employment . Annual summary of the insured unemployed in Idaho . 1971 and 1972. 

1Bas1s : Idaho covered, average employment . 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - - -
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I 
I Table 13 expresses wages and employment in Idaho's forest products industry 

I 
Table 13 . Forest produc ts industry wages in current and constant (1972) dollars, 

average employment. percent of Idaho t otal , 1960-1972 I, 

Wases (j1,000) Employment I 
Year Current 1972 % Annual % 

Dollars Dollars State Average State 

1960 $ 63 . 661 $ 89,929 13.5% 12.710 11.5% I 
1961 60,384 84 , 443 12.0 11,711 10.3 

1962 63,592 87,947 11.9 11.944 10.2 

1963 68,139 93,105 12 .9 12,442 10 .8 I 
1964 72 ,079 97.217 12.8 12 .99 7 10.9 

1965 76 . 835 101,877 12.3 13,182 10.4 I 
1966 82,008 105 , 716 12.3 13 . 162 10.0 

1967 85,121 106. 657 12.2 12,811 9 . 7 

1968 98,784 118 , 788 13 .1 13,894 10 . 2 
I 

1969 110,165 125,717 13.3 14 , 381 10.1 

1970 113,615 122 . 408 12.7 14 , 170 9.7 I 
1971 128 . 861 133.111 13 . 2 15,059 9.9 

I 1972 143,658 143 . 658 13 . 3% 15,612 9. 1% 

Source: Idaho Department of Employment. 

I 
IBas1s: Idaho covered, average employment. 

I as a percentage of the Idaho total. To the extent that, as a percent of the 

total, wages exceed employment, workers receive relatively high wages all 

I other things equal. The gap between these two percentages is a measure of 

I 
the relative size of wages. Data found in Table 13 not only show this gap, 

but between 1960 and 1972, the gap has been steadily increasing. The ratio. 

I of wages to employment (expressed as a percentage) was at a low of 116.5 percent 

in 1961 and rose to 146.1 percent in 1972. An alternative way of expressing 

this gap is that between 1960 and 1972,wages (current dollars) increased at an 

I 
I 
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I 

annual average compound rate of 7 percent while employment increased at less 
I 

than 2 percent. I 
The hourly wage rate paid in Idaho's forest products industry also 

compares favorably to national averages. Table 14 shows that during the years I 
I 

Table 14. Average hourly wage, lumber and wood products except 
furniture, in current and constant (~72) dollars, 
for Idaho and the nation, 1957 - 197 . I 

Current Dollars 1972 Dollars 2 

Year Idaho National Idaho National I 
1957 $2.24 $1. 74 $3.32 $2.58 

1958 2.37 1. 79 3.41 2.57 I . 
1959 2.38 1.87 3.36 2.63 

1960 2.47 1.89 3.49 2.67 I 
1961 2.49 1.95 3.48 2.73 

1962 2 .58 1.99 3.57 2.75 I 
1963 2.63 2.04 3.59 2.79 

1964 2.76 2.11 3.72 2.85 I 
1965 2.92 2 .17 3.87 2.88 

1966 3.11 2.25 4.01 2.90 I 
1967 3.29 2.37 4.12 2.96 

1968 3 .44 2.57 4.14 3.09 

1969 3 .73 2.74 4.26 3.13 I 
1970 3.88 NA 4.18 NA 

1971 4.20 NA 4.33 NA I 
1972 4.37 NA 4.37 NA 

Source: Annual Survey of Manufacturers, Idaho Manpower Review, and 
I 

A Survey of the Idaho Lumber Industry. 

IBasis: U.S . covered employment. 

2Adjusted using the consumer price index, 1972 = 100. I 
I 
I 
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for which data are available, the hourly wage rate in Idaho was consistent ly 

above the national average. The difference ranged from a low of 27 percent 

above the national average in 1959 to a hiSh of 39 percent in 1967 . During 

the 1957 to 1969 period, the national average wage rate increased at an 

annual average compounded rate of 4.0 percent; Idaho's increased at 4.5 

percent annually. Since 1969, Idaho's wage rate increased by 5.5 percent 

annually. But during this time period, a rise in the general level of prices 

was also experienced -- inflation. When cost of living increases are considered, 

Idaho's wage rate increased by 2.0 percent annually for the 15 year period 

after 1957. Similarly, the U. S. average grew at a 1.5 percent annual rate . 

The Regions and Counties 

The State of Idaho is divided into six official regions f or pur poses 

of facilitating State planning efforts. Figure 4 displays the geographical 

distribution of planning regions within Idaho. As seen, Idaho's 44 counties 

are divided into regions consisting of 5-10 counties each. The listing below 

County Region County Region County Region 

Ada III Cassia IV Lewis II 
Adams III Clark VI Lincoln IV 
Bannock V Clearwater II Madison VI 
Bear Lake V Custer VI Minidoka IV 
Benewah I Elmore III Nez Perce II 
Bingham V Franklin V Oneida V 
Blaine IV Fremont VI Owyhee III 
Boise III Gem III Payette III 
Bonner I Gooding IV Power V 
Bonneville VI Idaho II Shoshone I 
Boundary I Jefferson VI Te.ton VI 
Butte VI Jerome IV Twin Falls IV 
Camas IV Kootenai I Valley III 
Canyon III Latah II Washington III 
Caribou V Lemhi VI 
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Figure 4. Official state planning regions in Idaho . I 



I 
I 
I 
II 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-25-

is in tented to index Idaho counties by their respective r egions. The ten 

northern counties in Idaho correspond to Regions I and II; these have been, 

historically, the most important areas relat ive to the forest products industry. 

The following materials ' concentrate first on planning regions i n general, then 

on the two northern regions, and finally on the counties themselves. 

Regional Wages and Employment 

Regions I, II and III account for about 95 percent of the wages and 

93 percent of the employment associated with Idaho's forest products industry . 

Figures 5 and 6 show that the remaining 22 counties play a very minor role in 

, I 
Region I 1 Region 

27% II ------, 39% 

Regton III 

29% 

Figure 5 . Wages in Idaho ' s 
forest pr oducts 
indus try, by regions, 
1972 . 

/ I-~, 

. I '1 l/ Region I I Region 

, 29% I II 

! ~ 36% I 
\-.--------- \ . 

Region III 
\ 

28% 

Regions 

Figure 6. Employment in Idaho's 
fo rest pr oducts industry 
by regions , 1972 . 

the industry. This should not be totally unexpected . Reference back t o 

Figure I indicates that nearly all of Idaho's fores t ed land is located in north 
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and northcentral Idaho . Regions IV, V and VI are characterized by arid and 

agricultural lands. 

Region II is the single most important forest industry region in Idaho. 

Tables 15 and 16 show that, with the exception of the Millwork/Plywood sector, 

more wages are paid and persons employed for every industry sector in Region 

II than in any other region . Similarly, Region I had the highest ratio of 

wages per employee (about $10,000); Region III was second, followed by Region 

II. 

Needed changes in employment and wages between 1967 and 1972 may better indicate 

the future than do 1972 levels ~ se. Data in Tables 15 and 16 show that 

Regions VI and III were the fastest growing regions in the forest products 

industry relative to employment; Regions V and IV were top ranked relative to 

growth in wages paid . Not only did Region II rank near the bottom in terms 

of growth of wages, but it also showed the largest decrease in employment. 

It should be noted that 1967-1972 percent change in employment and wages are 

somewhat misleading because each change is region-specific . Given a modest 

absolute change in wages or employment, a region can show an enormous percentage 

change if the 1967 base is relatively small. 

Table 17 was developed to better indicate a true picture of the changing 

importance of regions in the forest products industry. If changes taking place 

between 1967 and 1972 continue, Region III appears destined to become the most 
\ 

significant forest products region of Idaho; it accounted for nearly two- thirds 

of the net change in employment and two-fifths in wages. Similarly, Region I 

played the major role in the decline of the Forestry (SIC 08) sector and 

Region II led Idaho in employment decline in the Lumber and Wood Products (SIC 24) 
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Table 15. Employment in the forest industry (annual average) , by Idaho region and SIC for 1972 , percent change from 1961~ 

Region I Region II Region III Region IV Region V Region VI 

SIC 1972 ~ 1972 ~ 1972 ~ 1972 % ChS' lW. % Chg 1972 ~ 

FORESTRY 27 -75% 88 17% 17 39% 0 0% D - 93% D -89% 

LUMBER AND WOOD PRODUCTS 4,107 24 4,664 - 5 3,949 56 71 - 36 139 435 583 57 

Logging Camps and 
Contractors 979 32 1 , 217 -13 279 0 D -78 D • 200 57 

Sawmills and Planing 
I Mills 2,574 11 3,204 0 2,106 27 56 - 34 6 -76 322 117 IV 

" Millwork. Veneer, Ply- I 

wood & Structural 
Wood 614 101 243 - 5 1,546 163 D 233 121 • 61 56 

FURNITURE AND FIXTRUES 8 60 D 25 327 436 D -64 32 10 D • 
OTHER 2 277 19 892 19 124 65 181 99 16 128 0 0 

TOTAL 3 4,419 21% 5.644 - 3% 4 , 417 63% 252 - 1% 187 56% 583 136% 

Source: Idaho Department of Employment. 
lBasis: Idaho covered, average employment. 

2Includes the following industries: Wood Containers, Miscellaneous Wood Products, and Paper and Allied Products. 
3imployment totals do not include disclosure data; percentages changes do. 

D = Disclosure, data withheld to avoid disclosing information about an individual firm. 

* - Undefined, no entry for 1967. 



Table 16 . Fores t industry wages paid (Sl , OOO) by Idaho region and SIC for 1972, percent change from 19671 . 

Industry Class Region I 

SIC 1972 

FORESTRY $ 73.7 

LUMBER AND \oK)OD PRODUCTS, 
EXCEPT FURNITURE 36 , 261. 8 

Logging Camps and 
Contracto rs 8 , 047 . 3 

Sawmill ·and Planing Mill 22 , 456 . 4 

Millwork, Veneer , Plywood 
and Structural Wood 5 , 758.0 

FURNITURE AND FIXTURES 56 . 8 

OTHER2 2 , 046.4 

TOTAL 3 $38 , 438.7 

Source: Idaho Department of Employment. 

lBasis: Idaho covered, average employment . 

% Chg . 

- 84% 

69 

85 

54 

121 

105 

57 

65% 

Region 11 

1972 % Chg. 

$ 479.0 171% 

45,610 . 6 34 

10,961. 3 10 

31 , 968.1 44 

2,681.2 27 

0 33 

9,990 .1 54 

$56,079 . 7 38% 

Region III Region IV 

1972 ; Chg . 1972 % Chg. 

$ 90 . 5 9% $ 0 0% 

37,810.9 119 504.3 -17 

3,552.1 74 0 -71 

22 , 287 . 0 85 406'.7 -11 

11 ,9 71.9 275 0 80 

1 ,916.2 214 0 80 

900.4 196 1,212.2 200 

$40,718.0 122% $1 ,716 . 5 8% 

2Includes the following industries : Wood Containers , Miscellaneous Wood Products. and Paper and Allied Products. 

3wage totals do not include disclosure data; percentage changes do. 

o - Data withheld to avoid disclosing information about an individual firm . 

* ~ Undefined, no entry for 1967. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - -

Region V Region VI 

1972 % Chg. 1972 % Chg. 

0 * 0 -94% 

1,367.3 1, 477 4, 596 . 7 l37 

0 1,069 1,490 .1 156 I 
N 
CO 

27.2 -67 2,717 .1 58 I 

1,299.6 * 389 . 6 68 

151.8 23 0 56 

33.9 297 0 0 

$1,553.0 621% $4 ,596. 7 123% 

- - - - - -
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Table 17. Distribution of change in Idaho ' s forest products industry, by industry class , by region. 

Industry Class 

1967- 72 

~ 

Distr i bution of the 1967-1972 cha nge (in percent) 

FORESTRY 

Wages - 30 % -136% 107% - 3% 0% 7% - 74% -100% 

Employment -51 - 58 8 6 o - 32 - 12 . -100% 

LUMBER & WOOD PRODUCTS 

s ecto r. 

Wages 

Employment 

FURNITURE & FIXTURES 

Wages 

Employment 

OTHERl 

Wages 

Employment 

TOTAL 

Wages 
2 

Emp l oyment 

67 29 22 

20 35 -9 

165 o 

115 

68 13 62 

16 13 42 

67 26 27 

20 % 29% -3% 

40 o 3 100% 

62 5 8 100% 

90 4 2 100% 

121 - 24 1 o 1001 

11 14 o o 1001 

15 27 3 o 1001 

39 4 100% 

0% 3% 7% iOO% 

Ilncludes the following industries: Wood Containers (SI C 244), Particleboard and wood preserving (SIC 249) , 
and Pulp and paper products (SIC 26) . 

~his table should be read as f o llows : wages increased by 67 per cent between 1967 and 1972 where Region 1 

ac counted for 26 percent of this change , Region II f or 27%, etc . 

On balance, it appears that Regions I and III may emerge as the 

important regions in the forest products industry of the future. 

North Idaho 

The ten most northerly counties of Idaho have historically constituted 
• 

the maj or portion of Idaho' s forest products indust r y. The first Idaho sawmill 

was built in 1840 at Spalding, Idaho -- North Idaho. Williams previously 
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reported the following distinctions in the sawmill industry between North 

and South Idahol : 

1) Number of Mills North 
South 

2) Annual Production North 
South 

146 (1960) 
53 (1962) 

1,211,087 MBF (1960) 
324,400 MBF (1962) 

Given the previous finding that Region II, in North Idaho, indicated modest 

or negative growth between, 1967 and 1972, a closer look at the north seems 

warrented. 

The data in Table 18 reflects the same general picture as seen before: 

regardless of the sector of the forest products industry and regardless of the 

criteria used (number of firms, wages or employment), North Idaho consistently 

r epresented a smaller portion of the Idaho forest products economy in 1972 

than was true in 1967. Only in the cases of number of firms in the Furniture 

and Fixtures sector (SIC 25), employment in the Wood Containers sector (SIC 244), 

and Forestry (SIC 08) were increases indicated; in the latter instance, the 

rate of employment decline in North Idaho was simply not as great as in the 

South -- the decline, however, was present . 

While the previous data indicate a general decline in the importance of 

North Idaho's forest products industry between, 1967 and 1972, two questions 

reamin: a) were these two years unique; and b) what relationship do these 

declines have to the counties involved? Comprehensive data are not available, 

but the data contained in Table 19 address these questions; conclusions must 

lWilliams, E. L. The sawmilling industry of northern Idaho. Idaho Agricultural 
Experiment Station Bulletin 430. 1964. 

The sawmilling industry of southern Idaho. Idaho Agricultural 
Experiment Station Bulletin 491. 1967. 
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Table 18 . Number of employing units, average employment, and wages 1n f orest products industry for 10 northern counties and 10 northern counties as 

a percent of the Idaho total, by SIC, 1967 and 19721 , 

Number of Firus Em21o~ent Wages 

• 1967 1972 1967 1972 1967 1972 
Industry Class 

Northern % Northern % Northern % Northern % Northern % Northern .% 
Counties S tate Counties ~ Counties State Counties State Counties ~ Counties State 

FORESTRY 14 38% 11 55% 187 65% 115 83% $ 636 , 882 66% $ 552,761 82% 

LUMBER AND WOOD PRODUCTS, 
EXCEPT FURNITURE 386 74 386 68 8,536 73 9,145 65 58,190 , O£.7 75 84,080 ,803 65 

Logging Camps and 
Contractors 229 80 223 77 3,141 82 2,196 81 15 , 298,593 89 19,008,593 78 

I 
Sawmill and Planing 126 75 116 73 5.544 73 5,778 69 36 , 593 , 579 72 54 , 424 , 550 68 w .... 

I 
Millwork, Veneer, Plywood 

and Structural Wood 8 24 14 22 563 47 857 33 4 , 694 , 883 56 8,439 , 269 38 

Wood Container 2 66 2 50 9 47 16 57 19,332 39 51 , 562 54 

Miscellaneous Wood 
Products 21 65 25 59 279 77 298 76 1, 583,680 86 2 , 156,829 82 

FURNITURE AND FIXTURES 3 14 5 20 9 4 13 3 33 , 888 3 65 ,197 2 

PAPER AND ALLIED PRODUCTS 2 50 2 28 819 90 885 79 6 , 172,478 91 6,172,478 52 

TOTAL 405 69% 398 66% 9,548 73% 10 , 128 64% $63 , 449,635 75% $90,971,239 63% 

Source : Idaho Depa rtment of Employment. 
I Basis : Idaho covered , average employment. 



Table 19 . Wates paid by the lumber industry as a percent of total county wages for the ten northern Idaho counties , 1960-1972 . 

1960-1972 
County 1960 1961 1962 ....ill1 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 ~ 1970 1971 1972 AveraRe 

Benewah 66.1% 65.2% 58 . 9% 59 . 1% 63 . 6% 19.2% 69.3% 70.8% 70.5% 69 . 0% 64.5% 64 . 5% 66.8% 65.9% 

Bonner 51. 3 48.6 54 . 4 50.2 47 .4 50.1 53 . 3 48 . 9 51.7 52 . 5 49.1 48.2 44.7 40 . 3 

Boundary 58.4 42.2 49 . 7 55.3 55 . 7 54.0 54 . 8 52 . 3 53 . 7 46 . 8 48 .1 52.4 46.5 51.4 

Clearwater 75.3 71. 5 69 . 2 69.9 68 . 0 61.0 65.0 54.2 47 .8 46 . 6 41.6 41.6 46 .3 58.2 I 
w 
N 

Idaho 56.7 53 . 8 52.1 54 . 7 51.9 51.9 55.3 32.4 56 . 0 57 . 9 53 . 7 54.5 56 . 5 54.3 I 

Kootenai 38 . 3 36 . 6 35.7 37 . 1 37.6 26 . 3 33.0 30.4 31.9 31.5 29.9 31.2 31.6 33.1 

Latah 29 . 2 24 .8 26 . 2 25 . 2 23 . 9 23 . 2 23 . 0 22 . 4 22 .0 22 .1 22.3 23 . 0 16.3 23 . 3 

Lewis 65 . 7 56 . 7 63 . 3 65.0 65.4 41.6 43 . 2 45 . 3 48 . 8 49.5 48.3 44.3 41.9 52 . 1 

Nez Perce 30.6 30 . 0 27 . 8 27 .5 27.5 27 . 5 26 . 8 26.1 26 . 2 25 . 6 24.5 25.2 22.3 26.6 

Shoshone 6 .0 % 6.5% 5 .6 % 6.0 % 5.7 % 5 . 8% 6 . 7% 6 . 4 % 6 . 7% 6 . 2% 5 . 0% 5 .6 % 5 .8 % 5 .9 % 

Source : Idaho Department of Employment . 
Basis : Idaho covered , average employment . 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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be inferred from the "lumber industry". First, 1967 and 1972, were not unique. 

The data show quite a constant and prevailing decline over all northern counties 

during the 1960-1972 period; they range from an increase only in the case of 

Benewah county to a 79 percent drop in Kootenai county. Additionally, if 

data on the number of sawmills and planing mills sQown in Table 18 were 

included with the earlier Williams report, the following picture developes: 

1960 
1967 
1972 

146 mills 
126 mills 
116 mills 

The second question relates to county economy. Not only did north Idaho's 

forest products industry decline in statewide industry importance, but it 

became less important to the northern counties involved. Increases in wages 

paid in the forest products industry simply did not match overall county changes. 

Idaho Counties 

Natural resource managers, individuals in the forest industry, and many 

others are often in need of county-specific information. The remaining part 

of this paper addresses that need. It consists mainly of one large table that 

deals with each Idaho county. 

Previous materials showed a significant shift in the forest products 

industry from North to South Idaho. It is, therefore, not unreasonable to 

anticipate a similar shift in the relative importance of counties. Table 20 

shows the top twelve counties in the forest products industry (on the basis 

I of employment) for both 1967 and 1972. As expected, north Idaho is strongly 

represented relative to the total industry; eight of the ten counties are in 

I the top twelve. But the four counties -- Ada, Canyon, Gem and Boise --

I 
I 
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Table 20. Ranking of top 12 Idaho counties in terms of emplo~ent in forest products 
industry, 1967 and 1972, SIC 24 and total industry . I 

Lumber and Wood Products Total Forest Products lndustrx 

Rank 1967 1972 1967 1972 I 
1 Nez Perce Koot6nai Nez Perce Nez Perce 

2 Clearwater Nez Perce Clearwater Kootf'lnai I 
3 Kootenai Ada Kootenai Ada 

4 Bonner Clearwater Bonner Clearwater 

5 Idaho Bonner Idaho Bonner I 
6 Ada Idaho Ada Idaho 

7 Cem Cem Cern Canyon I 
8 Latah Latah Latah Cern 

9 Benewah Benewah Benewah Latah I 
10 Shoshone Canyon Shoshone Benewah 

11 Adams Adams Canyon Boise I 
12 Boise Shoshone Boise Boundary 

Source: Idaho Department of Employment . 
1 

Idaho Basis: covered. average employment . 

/ 

I 
I 

surrounding Boise, Idaho are also included and show major important increases I 
between 1967 and 1972. In total, the top five counties in the industry account 

for about 54 percent of the employment and 57 percent of the wages paid during I 
1972 . 

Table 21 constitutes the remainder of this report. Each · of Idaho's 
I 

44 counties are displayed in terms of selected characterisitcs for each I 
industry sector during 1972 and the change taking place since 1967. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
I Table 21. Number of firms, wages and employmint in Idaho's forest products industry, by county. SIC, 

1972 and percent change from 1967. 

SIC Class and Ad. Adams Bannock Bear Lake 

I Characteristic 1972 !...£hi 1972 !...£hi 1972 !...£hi 1972 !...£hi 

08 
FinDS 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I Wages ($1,000) D -35.4 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Employment D -75 .0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

241 

I 
Firms 4 • 7 12- 1 0 1 0 

Wages (Sl,OOO) 77 .3 • 1,692.2 47.5 D 15.7 D 10.2 

Employment 9 • 143 -2.7 D -50.0 D 0 

I 
242 

Firms 5 25.0 4 100.0 2 100 4 0 
Wages ($1,000) 9,691.9 159.2 1,811.1 36.8 D -44.6 7.3 -84.4 
Employment 848 86.4 156 -9.3 D 33.3 2 -91.3 

I 
243 

Firms 16 37 0 0 1 • 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 5,493.8 562.4 0 0 D • 0 0 
Employment 545 386.6 0 0 D • 0 0 

I 244 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I 249 
Firms 7 14 1 0 1 • 1 0 
Wages 337.4 74.8 D 86.9 D • 0 0 
Employment 59 5.4 D 66.6 D • 0 0 

I 25 
Firms 3 -66.6 0 0 3 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) D 75.7 0 0 n 10.8 0 0 

I 
Employment D 57.6 0 0 D 3.7 0 0 

26 
Firms 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I 
Wages ($1,000) D -71.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment -28.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Industr~ Total 
Pirms 37 37 12 9 8 60 6 20 

I 
Wages ($1,000) 16,116.2 269 D 41 1,447.6 874 9.8 -80 
Employtlent 1.519 129 D -5 156 420 2 -91 

Total Count;t 

I 
Firms 3,335 21.9 68 7.9 1,102 3.0 132 0 
Wages ($1,000) 299,304.7 99.7 5,212.0 39.6 86,791.0 65. 2 2,465.0 20 . 4 
Employment 41,485 53.4 562 -41.4 13,457 32.8 559 2.0 

Source: Idaho Uepartment of J::mployment 

I J."OTE, D • Data withheld to avoid disclosure. 
• • Undefined; no data for 1967. 

I 
I 
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Table 21. Co ntinued I 
SIC Class and Benewah Bingham Blaine Boise 

I Charac t eris tic 
1972 !...f!!& 1972 !...f!!& 1972 !...f!!& 1972 !...f!!& 

08 
Firms 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 -50.0 

I Wages ($1,000) u 4 . 3 0 0 0 0 0 -77 . 2 
Employment D 0 0 0 0 0 D - 68 . 4 

241 

I Firms 33 - 5 1 • 2 100.0 9 28 
Wages ($1,000) 1,853.9 76.9 D • D 252.4 812.1 45 .1 
Employment 245 21. 2 D 0 D 150.0 86 8 . 8 

242 I Firms 13 - 23 0 0 0 0 2 -33 
Wages ($1,000) 1,324.1 107.8 0 0 0 0 D 176 . 5 
employment 159 6.0 0 0 0 0 D 84.1 

243 I Firms 2 100.0 0 0 2 • 1 0 
Wages ($1,000) D 32.7 0 0 D • D 123 . 3 
Employment D 20.8 0 0 D • D 62 . 8 

244 I Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1 , 000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I .ill. 
Firms 3 50.0 1 • 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) D 50 . 4 D • 0 0 0 0 
Employment D - 4 . 0 D • 0 0 0 0 I 25 
Firms 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1 , 000) 0 0 D 150.2 0 0 0 0 

I J::mplorment 0 0 D 100 0 0 0 0 

26 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Industry Total 
Firms 52 - 7 3 66 4 100 14 0 

I Wages ($1 , 000) 5,927.9 58 59 . 9 430 44.8 300 3,998.6 113 
Employment 685 15 17 750 5 150 484 49 

Total County 
Firms 185 1.0 438 - 3.5 307 73.4 42 -16 . 0 I Wages ($1,000) 8 , 869 . 9 68 . 1 30,833.9 69.6 12,774.3 122 .6 4,236.7 93 . 3 
J,"mployment 1,259 27.7 5,183 33.8 2,326 89.2 555 32.1 

l"OTE: D - Data withheld to avoid disclosure . I • "" Undefined ; no data for 1967. 

I 
I 
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Table 21. Continued 

I SIC Class and Bonner Bonneville Boundar:t: Butte 
Characteristic 1972 !...9!L 1972 .u!!& 1972 .u!!& 1972 .u!!& 

I 08 
Finns 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) D - 96.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment D - 92.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I 241 
Firms 33 26 2 100 3 - 80 0 - 100 

. Wages ($1,000) 845.9 9.1 D 411.9 D 405.4 0 -100 
Employment 126 - 12.5 D 105.0 D 230.0 0 -100 

I ill 
Firms 23 - 20 0 0 16 166 1 1 
Wages ($1,000) 7,150.0 64.9 0 0 556.9 - 58.5 0 400.2 

I 
Employment 874 22.8 0 0 )) - 60.1 D 680 

243 
Firms 3 • 7 75 3 200.0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) D • 339 . 8 51.2 D - 32.3 0 0 

I Employment D • 56 47.3 D - 42.8 0 0 

244 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

249 

I 
Firms 9 0 0 0 2 100.0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 261.4 23.7 0 0 D 740.8 0 0 
Employment 155 3.7 0 0 D 33~.6 0 0 

25 

I Firms 2 • 0 -100 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) D • 0 -100 0 0 0 0 
Employment D • 0 -100 0 0 0 0 

I 
l§. 

Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I . lndustr~ Total 
Firms 72 7 9 50 24 4 1 -66 
Wages (SI , 000) 317.3 43 D 102 3,124.3 68 D 400.2 
Empl::.yment 1,172 5 D 49 394 35 D 680 

I To tal County 
Firms 439 20.9 1,196 8.7 141 0.7 69 -4. 2 
Wages ($1,000) 20,856.0 64.4 133,331. 7 52.0 6,722.0 90 . 2 2,242.2 203 . 3 
Employment 3,250 24.0 17 ,338 22.3 1,036 43 . 7 333 49 . 3 

I INOTE : D - Data withheld to avoid disclosure. 
• • Undefined; no data for 1967. 

I 
I 
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Table 21. Continued 

SIC Class and Camas Canyon Caribou Cassia I Characteristic 
1972 !..f!!A 1972 % Chg 1972 !..f!!A 1972 !..f!!A 

08 

I Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -100 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -100 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .-100 

241 I Firms 0 0 0 -100 0 0 0 -100 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 -100 0 0 0 - 100 
Employment 0 0 0 -100 0 0 0 -100 

242 I 
Firms 2 0 0 0 0 -100 1 0 
Wages ($1,000) D -34.4 0 0 0 -100 0 0 

I Employment D -55.9 0 0 0 - 100 0 0 

243 
Firms 1 0 8 33 0 0 1 • 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 3,212.2 136.5 0 0 D • I Employment 0 0 553 74.3 0 0 D • 

244 
Firms 0 0 1 • 0 0 0 0 

I Wages ($1 , 000) 0 0 D • 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 D • 0 0 0 0 

.ill. 
Firms 0 0 2 • 0 0 0 0 I Wages ($1,000) 0 0 D • 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 D • 0 0 0 0 

n 
I Firms 0 0 6 20 0 0 0 0 

Wages ($l,OOO~ 0 0 1,401.6 414.2 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 234 249.2 0 0 0 0 

20 I Firms 0 0 1 • 0 0 1 0 
Wages (Sl,OOO) 0 0 0 • 0 0 D 84.9 
Employment 0 0 D • 0 0 D 12 . 2 

Industr:t Total I Firms 3 0 18 38 0 -100 3 0 
Wages ($1,000) D -34.4 5,145 . 2 214 0 - 100 D 49 
Employment D -55.9 846 129 0 -100 D -6 

]ota1 CountI I Firm 24 4.3 1,2E'8 12.7 150 - 10.7 450 6.6 
Wages ($1,000) 597.2 27.0 105,830.6 116.7 12,944.6 0.5 25,197.1 60.7 
Employment 74 -12 . 9 16,944 60.5 1,566 -23.5 4,531 22.9 

I ~OTE: D - Data withheld to avoid disclosure. 
• - Undefined ; no data for 1967. 

I 
I 
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Table 21. Continued 

I SIC Class and Clark Clearwater Custer Elmore 
Characteristic 

1972 % Chg _.-illL .L9!& 1972 .L9!& 1972 .L9!& 

I 
08 

i1rms 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Vlages ($1,000) 0 0 D 221.3 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 D 47.2 0 0 0 0 

I 241 
Firms 2 • Sl -S 1 0 0 - 100 
Wages ($1,000) D • 6,740.4 -1.9 D 1,737.8 0 -100 
Employment D • 682 - 26.1 D 1,600.0 0 -100 

I 242 
Firms 0 0 22 0 0 -100 2 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 2,976.5 24.S 0 -100 D 80.3 
Employment 0 0 376 -4.8 0 -100 D 16 . 6 

I .ill 
Firms 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 • 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 D 27.1 0 0 D • 

I 
Employment 0 0 D -6.6 0 0 D • 

244 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

249 
Firms 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 

I 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 D -32.3 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 D -35.7 0 0 0 0 

2S 

I 
Firms 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 D 33.3 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 D 2S.0 0 0 0 0 

26 

I Firm 0 0 1 • 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 D • 0 0 0 0 

I 
Industr:t Total 

Firms 2 • 79 9 1 -66 3 - 40 
Wages ($1,000) D • 12,942.0 10 D -41.1 D 54 
Empl?yment D • 1,401 -15 D -46 0 11 

I 
Total County 

Firms 21 0 282 10.6 101 18.8 258 - 0.4 
Wages ($1,000) 313.0 143.0 27,942.3 31.S 1,722.8 12.7 8 , OS7.8 90.S 
Employment 64 64.1 3,043 -S . 4 346 4.S 1,478 38.3 

I INOTE: D "" Data withheld to avoid disclosure . 
• Undefined; no data for 1967. 

I 
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SIC Cl.ass and Fr anklin Fremont Cem Goodi~ I Characteristic 1972 !..9.!z. 1972 !..9.!z. 1972 !..9.!z. 1972 !..9.!z. 

08 

I Firms 1 • 2 - 75 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) D • D -92.8 0 0 0 0 
Employment D • D - 99.9 0 0 0 0 

241 

I Firms 0 0 9 125 4 100 0 -100 
Wages ($1, 000) 0 0 310 . 6 430 . 2 357 .0 401.3 0 - 100 
Employment 0 0 43 138.8 40 263.6 0 -100 

242 I Firms 0 0 3 25 2 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 D 168.2 D 42.3 0 0 
Employment 0 0 D 94.8 D -10.8 0 0 

243 I Firms 0 0 0 0 2 • 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 D • 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 D • 0 0 

I 244 
Firms 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 D - 98.9 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 D -90.0 0 0 I 249 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 - 100 1 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 - 100 D 92.4 

I Employment 0 0 0 0 0 -100 D 22.2 

n 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 • 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 D • I Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 D • 

26 
Firms G 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Industr:t: Total 
Firms 1 • 14 -12 9 50 2 0 I Wages ($1, 000) D • 1, 315.7 124 7,536.1 85 D 101 
Employment D * 158 108 720 16 D 36 

Total Count:t: 

I Firms 144 - 2. 7 208 2.5 181 19.0 231 6 . 9 
Wa~es ($1 ,000) 4,324.1 31. 6 9,818.7 189.5 12,916.5 91.0 7,348.4 85.8 
Employment 951 6.8 1 , 497 71.9 1 , 814 34.0 1,457 36.2 

INOTE : D - Data withheld to avoid disclosure I • Undefined ; no data for 1967. 

I 
I 
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Table 21. Continued 

I SIC Class and Idaho Jefferson Jerome Kootenai 
Characteristic 1972 !...£!!B. 1972 !...£!!B. 1972 !...£!!B. 1972 !...£!!B. 

I 
08 

Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 -20 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 52.7 -28.2 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 11.8 

I 241 
Firms 27 12 0 0 0 0 24 4 
Wages ($1 ,000) 1,717.6 27.4 0 0 0 0 2,047 . 7 96.1 
Employment 216 - 0.9 0 0 0 0 243 50 . 0 

I 242 
Firms 12 -29 0 0 0 0 11 -15 
Wages ($1,000) 7 , 012.9 79.5 0 0 0 0 11,856.5 72 .9 
Employment 760 21.4 0 0 0 0 1,284 20.8 

I 243 
Firms 0 -100 1 0 0 0 4 100 
Wages ($1,000) 0 -100 D 10.4 0 0 3,138.7 392.0 

I 
Employment 0 -100 D -25.0 0 0 346 302.3 

~ 
Firms 

~ 
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 

Wages ($1 ,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 D 116.5 

I Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 D 77.7 

249 
Firms 1 • 0 0 0 0 2 100 

I 
Wages ($1,000) D • 0 0 0 0 D 1,059.6 
Employment D • 0 0 0 0 D 114.3 

11 
Firms 0 0 1 • 0 0 2 100 

I Wage. ($1,000) 0 0 D • 0 0 D 69.8 
Employment 0 0 D • 0 0 D 16.6 

26 

I Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I 
lndt!str:z: Totals 

Firms 40 -4 2 100 0 0 49 4 
Wages ($1,000) D 66 D 1,026 . 0 0 0 17 ,251.9 99 
Employment D 15 D 1 , 100 . 0 0 0 1,929 42 

I 
Total County 

Firms 304 2.4 192 10 . 3 230 16.8 934 26.6 
Wages ($1,000) 15,468.7 54.0 8 , 642.2 52.0 7, 494.5 86.9 54,616.1 93.5 
Employment 2, 245 15.2 1,691 29.9 1 , 514 55.4 8,386 45.4 

I \.arE: 
------

o "" Data withheld to avoid Disclosure 
* "" Undefined; no data for 1967. 

I 
I 
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Table 21. Continued 

SIC' Cl ass and Latah Lemhi Lewis Lincoln I Characteristic 1972 !S.h.B. ---.illL !S.h.B. 1972 !S.h.B. 1972 !S.h.B. 

08 

I Firm 0 -100 0 -100 1 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 -100 0 - 100 D 120 . 6 0 0 
Employment 0 - 100 0 -100 D 100.0 0 0 

241 I Firms 15 0 6 0 7 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 1,617.3 97.9 628.6 92.6 565.8 -6.2 0 0 
Employment 195 58.5 81 28.6 73 -23 . 2 0 0 

242 I Firms 6 -25 3 0 4 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 4,627.9 54.8 D 99.3 757.2 70 . 8 0 0 
Employment 489 8.2 D 32.6 78 5.4 0 0 

243 I Firms ' 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I 244 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Fmployment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I ~ 

249 
Firms 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) D -44.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I Employment D - 46.4 0 0 0 0 0 0 

25 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I Emp l oyment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

26 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

IndustrI Total 
Firms 23 -11 9 -10 ' 12 -20 0 0 I Wages ($1,000) D 59 D 95 D 26 0 0 
Employment D 15 D 28 D -10 0 0 

Total CountI I Firms 483 9 . 7 189 19.6 113 -11.0 69 9.5 
Wages ($1,000) 38,760.4 119.9 5,145.0 62.4 3 , 190.8 38 . 0 2, 760.4 36.2 
Employment 6,153 54.2 964 25.6 545 6 . 0 481 4.6 

l NOTE : D • Da ta withheld to avoid disclosure. I • - Undefined; no data for 1967. 

I 
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I Table 21. r.ontinued 

SIC Class and Madison Minodoka Nez Perce Oneida 

I Charac t eristic 1972 l..9!& 19 72 l..9!& 1972 l..9!& 1972 l..9!& 

08 
Firms 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

I Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 D 0.0 0 0 

Employment 0 0 0 0 D - 70.6 0 0 

241 

I 
Firms 2 -33 0 0 19 72 0 0 

Wages ($1 , 000) D -40.7 0 0 320.1 -0.1 0 0 

Employment D -50 0 0 56 27 . 2 0 0 

I 
242 

Firms 1 -50 0 0 5 - 16 0 0 

Wages ($1,000) D 159.5 0 0 15,594.0 20.7 0 0 

Employment D 18.4 0 0 1,501 -10.6 0 0 

I .ill. 
Firms 1 • 0 0 1 - 50 . 0 0 0 

Wages ($1,000) D • 0 0 D 340 .4 0 0 

Emp l oyment D • 0 0 D 100.0 0 0 

I 244 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I 249 
Firms 0 0 1 • . 2 100 1 -100 
Wages ($1 ,000) _0 0 D • D -50 . 1 0 -100 
Employment 0 0 D • D 41.6 n -100 

I n 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 -100 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~ 
Firms 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 

I 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 D 58 . 4 0 0 
Emp l oyment 0 0 0 0 D 4 . 4 0 0 

lndustr~ Total 
Firms 4 - )3 1 • 30 25 1 -100 

I Wages ($1,000) 449 .5 86 D • 25 , 746.5 41 0 -100 
Employment 60 2 D • 2 , 423 -5 0 -100 

Total County 

I 
Firms 250 15.7 300 1.0 869 7.7 72 2.9 
Wages ($1,000) 14,422 . 1 188 . 3 19,199.2 69.7 75,965 . 8 56.5 1,499.7 82.4 
Employment 2,546 100 3,334 27.0 10,149 15.8 365 32 . 7 

I 
INOTE: D - Da t a withheld to avoid disclosure . 

* - Undefined ; no data for 1967. 

I 
I 
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Table 21- Continued I 
SIC Class and O~hee Palette Power Shoshone 
Charact eristic 

1972 Uh&. 1972 Uh&. 1972 Uh&. 1972 Uh&. I 
08 

Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I Employment 0 0 0 {) 0 0 0 0 

241 
Firms 0 0 0 0 2 • 11 -31 

I Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 D • 984.0 -2.7 
Employment 0 0 0 0 D • 101 -32.6 

242 

I Firms 1 • 0 0 0 0 4 0 
Wages ($1,000) D • 0 0 0 0 1,569.9 17.6 
Employment D • 0 0 0 0 180 -9.5 

243 

I Firms 0 0 3 150 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) O· 0 D 0.3 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 D 5.7 0 0 0 0 

244 I Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

249 I Firms 1 • 0 0 0 0 1 -100 
Wages ($1,000) D • 0 0 0 0 D 157.4 
Employment D • 0 0 0 0 D -5.5 

25 I Firms 0 0 2 100 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 D 31.6 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 D 46.4 0 0 0 0 I 26 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Indust!l Total 
Firms 2 • 5 150 2 • 16 -30 
Wages ($1,000) D • 696.1 8 D • D 13 I EQployment D • 114 17 D • D -18 

Total CountI 
Firms 108 11.3 245 6.5 104 15.6 418 4.8 

I Wages ($1,000) 2,814.2 128.3 9,769.6 47.2 17,777.7 47.6 48,146.4 26.4 
F.mployment 545 80.5 1,610 9.8 2,321 21.8 5,817 -0.7 

INOTE: D - Data withheld to avoid disclosure. 

I • - Undefined; no data for 1967 . 

I 
I 
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r Table 21. Continued 

I SIC Class and Teton Twin Falls Valley Washington 
Characteristic 1972 !...9.!a 1972 !...9.!a 1972 !...9.!a 1972 !...9.!a 

08 

I Firms. 1 - 85 0 0 2 100 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 -100 0 0 D 160.8 0 0 
Employment 0 -100 0 0 D 36.3 0 0 

I 
241 

Firms 1 0 0 0 8 14 2 -33 
Wages ($1,000) D - 84.7 0 0 613.5 161.8 0 - 100 
Employment D -83.3 0 0 19 - 56 . 8 0 -100 

I 242 
Finns 2 100 2 100 2 0 2 0 
Wages ($1 , 000) D 480.2 D 80.9 D -19.4 D 222.8 
Employment D 200 . 0 D 15.4 D - 44.1 D 216.6 

I 243 
Finns 0 0 3 150 0 0 1 • 
Wages ($1 , 000) 0 0 D 682 .8 0 0 D • 
Employment 0 0 D 200.0 0 0 D • 

I 24"-
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

249 
Firms 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I 
Wages ($1,000) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

12-
Firms 0 0 2 100 0 0 0 0 

I 
Wages (SI,OOO) 0 0 D 72.9 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 D 66.6 0 0 0 0 

26 
Firms 0 0 2 • 0 0 0 0 

I Wages ($1,000) 0 0 D • 0 0 0 0 
Employment 0 0 D • 0 0 0 0 

Industry Total 

I 
Firms 4 -55 9 125 12 9 5 0 
Wages ($1 ,000) 11.8 - 80 938 . 1 484 2,290.7 17 183 . 6 32 
Employment 4 -85 141 220 162 -43 71 343 

I 
Total County 

Firms 57 23.9 1 ,167 9 . 2 158 12 . 0 196 1.0 
Wages ($1,000) 529.7 97 . 3 70,611.1 69 . 0 6.112.2 57 . 9 8 , 600.0 142.6 
Employment 162 67.0 11,677 32.8 1,021 24 . 8 1,354 55.1 

I l~mTE: D ., Data withheld to avoid disclosure . 
* ~ Undefined; no data for 1967. 
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-- Other Publications 

on 

Idaho's Forest Products Industry 

The sawmilling industry of northern Idaho, 1964 

The consumer of cut-up lumber, 1966 

Destination of lumber produced in Idaho, 1967 

The sawmilling industry of southern Idaho, 1967 

List of bark utilization and marketing publications, 1970 

Kiln drying publications. 

The production of bark in Idaho's forest industries, 1973 

Forthcoming Publications 

from 

Idaho Forest Industry Study 

concern 

Employment and wages in Idaho's forest products industry. 

Directory -- Idaho's forest products industry. 

Origin and destination of Idaho's timber, 1967 and 1972. 

Bulletin 430 

Station Paper 

Station Note 

Bulletin 491 

unnumbered 

unnumbered 

Station Note 

Economic characteristics of firms in Idaho's forest products industry. 

Future availability of timber in Idaho, 1978 and 1983. 

Importance of Idaho's timber and recreation industries. 

- - - - - - - - - - - - If you desire any further - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

information on the above 

publications contact: 

College of Forestry, Wildlife 
and Range Sciences 
University of Idaho 

Moscow, Idaho 83843 

1 

8 
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