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ABSTRACT

Growth and Impact Analysis of
Nonemployment Income as an
Urban Economic Base

—The case study of U. S. Arizona
State—

Hak~Hoon Kim
Chongju University

Most studies on regional economic im-
pact have utilized employment or employ-
ment income data. Recently, a few schol-
ars have noticed the importance of
nonemployment income sources in urban
economies. Using decennial census data on
Arizona towns from 1970 to 1990, this
paper first examines the increasing impor-
tance of nonemployment income sources
in urban economies and the associations
of nonemployment income sources with
elderly population and metropolitan loca-
tion. Then, this paper investigates the im-
pact of nonemployment incomz on urban
growth in the framework of economic
base model. The regression results show
that the impact of nonemployment income
is significant in the increase of nonbasic
income and becomes greater over time,
and that the impact of transfer income on
nonbasic income is stronger in smaller
towns and the impact of investment In-
come is stronger in larger towns.

key words ! nonemployment income,
urban economic base, basic and
nonbasic elderly population, transfer
income and invesiment income
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