PROJECTIONS OF

RADIOLOGY PHYSICIANS (MDs & DOs)
for the years 2000-2005, 2010
Comparison of Integrated Requirements Model (IRM)
Requirement Projections With Supply Projections

TEXAS TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
2000 8.3 1,681 100.0% 8.3 1,681 100.0% 100.0%
2001 83 1,712 100.0% 83 1,712 100.0% 100.0%
2002 83 1,745 100.0% 83 1,744 100.0% 99.9%
2003 83 1,779 100.0% 83 1,776 100.0% 99.8%
2004 83 1,814 100.0% 83 1,808 100.0% 99.7%
2005 8.3 1,850 100.0% 83 1,841 100.0% 99.5%
2010 8.5 2,046 100.0% 8.4 2,016 100.0% 98.5%
URBAN (METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
2000 83 1,428 84.9% 9.1 1,577 93.8% 110.5%
2001 8.3 1,457 85.1% 9.1 1,607 93.9% 110.3%
2002 83 1,488 85.3% 9.1 1,638 94.0% 110.1%
2003 8.3 1,519 85.4% 9.1 1,670 94.0% 109.9%
2004 83 1,552 85.6% 9.1 1,702 94.1% 109.6%
2005 83 1,586 85.7% 9.1 1,734 94.2% 109.3%
2010 8.5 1,770 86.5% 9.1 1,905 94.5% 107.6%
RURAL (NON-METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
2000 83 253 15.1% 34 104 6.2% 41.1%
2001 83 255 14.9% 34 105 6.1% 41.0%
2002 8.3 257 14.7% 34 105 6.0% 40.9%
2003 83 260 14.6% 34 106 6.0% 40.8%
2004 83 262 14.4% 34 107 5.9% 40.7%
2005 83 264 14.3% 34 107 5.8% 40.6%
2010 85 276 13.5% 34 110 5.5% 40.0%




PROJECTIONS OF

UROLOGY PHYSICIANS (MDs & DOs)
for the years 2000-2005, 2010
Comparison of Integrated Requirements Model (IRM)
Requirement Projections With Supply Projections

TEXAS TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
2000 2.7 549 100.0% 2.7 549 100.0% 100.0%
2001 27 562 100.0% 2.7 559 100.0% 99.5%
2002 2.7 574 100.0% 2.7 569 100.0% 99.2%
2003 27 586 100.0% 27 580 100.0% 98.9%
2004 2.7 598 100.0% 2.7 590 100.0% 98.7%
2005 2.8 611 100.0% 2.7 601 100.0% 98.4%
2010 28 685 100.0% 2.7 658 100.0% 96.0%
URBAN (METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
2000 2.7 466 84.9% 3.0 512 93.3% 109.8%
2001 2.7 478 85.1% 3.0 522 93.3% 109.1%
2002 27 489 85.3% 3.0 532 93.4% 108.7%
2003 2.7 500 85.4% 3.0 542 93.5% 108.3%
2004 2.7 512 85.6% 3.0 552 93.6% 108.0%
2005 2.8 524 85.7% 3.0 563 93.6% 107.5%
2010 2.8 593 86.5% 3.0 619 94.0% 104.4%
RURAL (NON-METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
2000 27 83 15.1% 1.2 37 6.7% 44.7%
2001 2.7 84 14.9% 1.2 37 6.7% 44.4%
2002 27 85 14.7% 1.2 37 6.6% 44.3%
2003 27 86 14.6% 12 38 6.5% 44.1%
2004 2.7 86 14.4% 1.2 38 6.4% 44.0%
2005 28 87 14.3% 1.2 38 6.4% 43.8%
2010 2.8 92 13.5% 1.2 39 6.0% 42.5%




ALL ADVANCED PRACTICE NURSES

PROJECTIONS OF

(includes Certified Nurse Anesthetists, Certified Nurse Midwives,

Clinical Nurse Specialists, and Nurse Practitioners)
for the years 1999-2005, 2010

Comparison of Integrated Requirements Model (IRM)

Requirement Projections With Supply Projections

TEXAS TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 40.1 8,012 100.0% 33.6 6,725 100.0% 83.9%
2000 40.1 8,166 100.0% 33.6 6,845 100.0% 83.8%
2001 40.2 8,327 100.0% 33.7 6,966 100.0% 83.7%
2002 40.3 8,486 100.0% 33.7 7,089 100.0% 83.5%
2003 40.4 8,651 100.0% 33.7 7,213 100.0% 83.4%
2004 40.5 8,817 100.0% 33.7 7,340 100.0% 83.2%
2005 40.6 8,991 100.0% 33.7 7,468 100.0% 83.1%
2010 412 9,932 I 100.0% 33.8 8.144 100.0% 82.0%
URBAN (METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 40.1 6,792 84.8% 35.8 6,060 90.1% 89.2%
2000 40.1 6,935 84.9% 35.7 6,175 90.2% 89.0%
2001 40.2 7,085 85.1% 35.7 6,292 90.3% 88.8%
2002 40.3 7,234 85.3% 35.7 6,411 90.4% 88.6%
2003 40.4 7,389 85.4% 35.7 6,531 - 90:5% 88.4%
2004 ;10.5 7,544 85.6% 35.7 6,654 90.7% 88.2%
2005 40.6 7,707 85.7% 35.7 6,778 90.8% 87.9%
2010 41.2 8,592 86.5% 35.6 I 7.435 91.3% 86.5%
RURAL (NON-METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
- ] .| IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 40.1 1,220 15.2% 21.8 665 9.9% 54.5%
2000 40.1 1,231 15.1% 21.8 669 9.8% 54.4%
2001 40.2 1,242 14.9% 21.8 674 9.7% 54.3%
2002 40.3 1,252 14.7% 21.8 678 9.6% 54.2%
2003 40.4 1,262 14.6% 21.8 682 9.5% 54.0%
2004 40.5 1,273 14.4% 21.8 686 9.3% 53.9%
2005 40.6 1,284 14.3% 21.8 690 9.2% 53.8%
2010 412 1,340 13.5% 21.8 | 709 8.7% 52.9%




PROJECTIONS OF

NURSE PRACTITIONERS
for the years 1999-2005, 2010
Comparison of Integrated Requirements Model (IRM)
Requirement Projections With Supply Projections

TEXAS TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 22.1 4,419 100.0% 16.8 3,362 100.0% 76.1%
2000 22.1 4,502 100.0% 16.8 3,423 100.0% 76.0%
2001 22.2 4,587 100.0% 16.8 3,484 100.0% 76.0%
2002 22.2 4,672 100.0% 16.8 3,546 100.0% 75.9%
2003 22.2 4,759 100.0% 16.9 3,609 100.0% 75.8%
2004 22.2 4,848 100.0% 16.9 3,674 100.0% 75.8%
2005 22.3 4,940 100.0% 16.9 3,739 100.0% 75.7%
2010 22.5 5.441 100.0% l 16.9 4.081 100.0% 75.0%.
URBAN (METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 22.1 3,746 84.8% 17.7 2,999 89.2% 80.1%
2000 22.1 3,824 84.9% 17.7 3,057 89.3% 80.0%
2001 22.2 3,903 85.1% 17.7 3,116 89.4% 79.8%
2002 22.2 3,983 85.3% 17.7 3,176 89.6% 79.7%
2003 22.2 4,065 85.4% 17.7 3,237 89.7% 79.6%
2004 22.2 4,148 85.6% 17.7 3,299 89.8% 79.5%
2005 22.3 4,235 85.7% 17.7 3,361 89.9% 79.4%
2010 22.5 4,707 86.5% 17.7 3,693 90.5% 78.5%
RURAL (NON-METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 22.1 673 15.2% 11.9 363 10.8% 53.9%
2000 22.1 678 15.1% 11.9 366 10.7% 53.9%
2001 222 684 14.9% 11.9 368 10.6% 53.8%
2002 222 689 14.7% 11.9 370 10.4% 53.7%
2003 222 694 14.6% 11.9 373 10.3% 53.7%
2004 222 700 14.4% 119 375 10.2% 53.6%
2005 223 705 14.3% 11.9 377 10.1% 53.5%
2010 225 734 13.5% 11.9 388 9.5% 52.9%




PROJECTIONS OF

CLINICAL NURSE SPECIALISTS
for the years 1999-2005, 2010
Comparison of Integrated Requirements Model (IRM)
Requirement Projections With Supply Projections

TEXAS TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 6.0 1,198 100.0% 7.6 1,513 100.0% 126.3%
2000 6.0 1,221 100.0% 7.6 1,541 100.0% 126.2%
2001 6.0 1,246 100.0% 7.6 1,570 100.0% 126.0%
2002 6.0 1,270 100.0% 7.6 1,599 100.0% 125.9%
2003 6.1 1,296 100.0% 7.6 1,629 100.0% 125.7%
2004 6.1 1,321 100.0% 7.6 1,659 100.0% 125.6%
2005 6.1 1,349 100.0% 7.6 1,689 100.0% 125.2%
2010 6.2 1,497 100.0% 7.7 1.850 100.0% 123.6%
URBAN (METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 6.0 1,016 84.8% 8.5 1,433 94.7% 141.1%
2000 6.0 1,037 84.9% 8.5 1,461 94.8% 140.9%
2001 6.0 ' 1,060 85.1% 8.5 1,489 94.8% 140.4%
2002 6.0 1,083 85.3% 8.5 1,518 94.9% 140.2%
2003 6.1 1,107 | 85.4% 8.5 1,547 95.0% 139.7%
2004 6.1 . }.1,130 . 85.6% 8.5 . 1,576 95.0% 139.4%
2005 6.1 1,156 85.7% 8.5 1,606 95.1% 138.9%
2010 ‘ 6.2 » I 1,295 86.5% 8.5 1,765 95.4% 136.3%
RURAL (NON-METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projéctions Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. . o o 100,000 Pop. .
1999 6.0 182 15.2% 2.6 80 5.3% 43.9%
2000 6.0 184 15.1% 2.6 81 5.2% 43.8%
2001 6.0 186 14.9% 2.6 81 5.2% 43.6%
2002 6.0 187 14.7% 2.6 82 5.1% 43.6%
2003 6.1 ) 189 14.6% 2.6 82 5.0% 43.4%
2004 6.1 191 14.4% 2.6 83 5.0% 43.3%
2005 6.1 193 | 14.3% 2.6 83 4.9% 43.2%
2010 6.2 202 13.5% 2.6 86 4.6% 42.4%




PROJECTIONS OF

CERTIFIED NURSE ANESTHETISTS
for the years 1999-2005, 2010
Comparison of Integrated Requirements Model (IRM)
Requirement Projections With Supply Projections

TEXAS TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 10.2 2,040 100.0% 8.0 1,592 100.0% 78.0%
2000 10.2 2,083 100.0% 8.0 1,620 100.0% 77.8%
2001 10.3 2,128 100.0% 8.0 1,649 100.0% 77.5%
2002 10.3 2,173 100.0% 8.0 1,678 100.0% 77.2%
2003 10.4 2,219 100.0% 8.0 1,708 100.0% 77.0%
2004 10.4 2,266 100.0% 8.0 1,738 100.0% 76.7%
2005 10.4 2,316 100.0% 8.0 1,768 100.0% 76.3%
2010 10.7 2,581 100.0% 8.0 1,928 100.0% 74.7%
URBAN (METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 10.2 1,729 84.8% 8.2 1,393 87.5% 80.5%
2000 10.2 1,769 84.9% 8.2 1,420 87.6% 80.3%
2001 10.3 1,811 85.1% 8.2 1,447 87.8% 79.9%
2002 10.3 1,852 85.3% 8.2 1,475 87.9% 79.6%
2003 10.4 1,895 85.4% 8.2 1,503 88.0% 79.3%
2004 10.4 1,939 85.6% 8.2 ) 1,532 88.2% 79.0%
2005 10.4 1,985 85.7% 8.2 1,561 88.3% 78.6%
2010 10.7 2,233 86.5% 8.2 1,715 89.0% [ 76.8%
RURAL (NON-METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 10.2 311 15.2% 6.5 199 12.5% 64.1%
2000 10.2 314 15.1% 6.5 200 12.4% 63.8%
2001 10.3 317 14.9% 6.5 202 12.2% 63.6%
2002 10.3 321 14.7% 6.5 203 12.1% 63.3%
2003 10.4 324 14.6% 6.5 204 12.0% 63.1%
2004 10.4 327 - - 14.4% 6.5 206 - -11.8% 62.8%
2005 10.4 331 14.3% 6.5 207 11.7% 62.5%

2010 107 348 13.5% 6.5 213 11.0% 61.1%




PROJECTIONS OF

OPTOMETRISTS
for the years 1999-2005, 2010
Comparison of Integrated Requirements Model (IRM)
Requirement Projections With Supply Projections

TEXAS TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 10.9 2,173 100.0% 10.5 2,096 100.0% 96.5%
2000 10.9 2,220 100.0% 10.5 2,134 100.0% 96.1%
2001 11.0 2,267 100.0% 10.5 2,172 100.0% 95.8%
2002 11.0 2,315 100.0% 10.5 2,211 100.0% 95.5%
2003 11.0 2,364 100.0% 10.5 2,251 100.0% 95.2%
2004 11.1 2,416 100.0% 10.5 2,291 100.0% 94.8%
2005 11.1 2,470 100.0% 10.5 2,332 100.0% 94.4%
2010 11.5 2.777 100.0% 10.6 2,547 100.0% 91.7%
URBAN (METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 10.9 1,842 84.8% 11.1 1,884 89.9% 102.3% _
2000 10.9 1,885 84.9% 11.1 1,920 90.0% 101.9%
2001 11.0 1,929 85.1% 11.1 1,958 90.1% 101.5%
2002 11.0 1,974 85.3% 11.1 1,995 90.2% 101.1%
2003 11.0 2,019 85.4% 11.1 2,033 90.3% 100.7%
2004 11.1 2,067 85.6% 11.1 2,072 90.4% 100.2%
2005 11.1 2,117 85.7% 11.1 2,112 90.6% 99.7%
2010 l 11.5 2402 86.5% 11.1 12320 91.1% | 96.6%
RURAL (NON-METRO) TOTALS ]
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 10.9 331 15.2% 7.0 212 10.1% 64.1%
2000 10.9 335 15.1% 7.0 213 10.0% 63.8%
2001 11.0 338 14.9% 7.0 215 9.9% 63.6%
2002 11.0 341 14.7% 7.0 216 9.8% 63.3%
2003 11.0 345 : 14.6% 7.0 218 9.7% 63.1%
2004 11.1 . 349 14.4% 7.0 B 219 96% . ..} 628% .. . .
2005 11.1 353 14.3% 7.0 220 9.4% 62.5%

2010 11.5 375 13.5% 7.0 227 8.9% 60.5%




PROJECTIONS OF

PHYSICIAN ASSISTANTS
for the years 1999-2005, 2010
Comparison of Integrated Requirements Model (IRM)
Requirement Projections With Supply Projections

TEXAS TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements

Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total

100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 9.5 1,902 100.0% 9.5 1,893 100.0% 99.5%
2000 9.5 1,938 100.0% 9.5 1,925 100.0% 99.3%
2001 9.5 1,976 100.0% 9.5 1,957 100.0% 99.0%
2002 9.6 2,013 100.0% 9.5 1,990 100.0% 98.9%
2003 9.6 2,052 100.0% 9.4 2,023 100.0% 98.6%
2004 9.6 2,091 100.0% 9.4 2,056 100.0% 98.3%
2005 9.6 2,132 100.0% 9.4 2,090 100.0% 98.0%
2010 9.8 2,355 100.0% 9.4 2,268 100.0% 96.3%

URBAN (METRO) TOTALS

IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of

- IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total

100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 9.5 1,612 84.8% 8.9 1,505 79.5% 93.3%
2000 9.5 1,646 84.9% 8.9 1,534 79.7% 93.2%
2001 9.5 1,681 85.1% 8.9 1,564 79.9% 93.0%
2002 9.6 1,716 85.3% 8.9 1,594 80.1% 92.9%
2003 9.6 1,753 85.4% 8.9 1,624 80.3% 92.7%
2004 9.6 1,789 85.6% 8.9 1,655 80.5% 92.5%
2005 9.6 1,828 85.7% 8.9 1,687 80.7% 92.3%
2010 9.8 2,037 86.5% 8.9 1,853 81.7% 91.0%

RURAL (NON-METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements

Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total

100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 9.5 290 15.2% 12.7 388 20.5% 134.0%
2000 9.5 292 15.1% 12.7 ) 391 20.3% 133.8%
2001 9.5 295 14.9% 12.7 393 20.1% 133.5%
2002 9.6 297 14.7% 12.7 396 19.9% 133.3%
2003 9.6 299 14.6% 12.7 398 19.7% 133.0%
2004 9.6 302 14.4% 12.7 401 19.5% 132.8%
2005 9.6 304 14.3% 12.7 403 19.3% 132.5%

2010 9.8 318 13.5% 12.7 —I 415 18.3% 130.6%




PROJECTIONS OF

PODIATRISTS
for the years 1999-2005, 2010

Comparison of Integrated Requirements Model (IRM)

Requirement Projections With Supply Projections

TEXAS TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. Total 100,000 Pop.
1999 4.9 975 100.0% 3.3 665 100.0% 68.2%
2000 4.9 994 100.0% 3.3 677 100.0% 68.1%
2001 4.9 1,014 100.0% 3.3 690 100.0% 68.0%
2002 4.9 1,034 100.0% 3.3 703 100.0% 68.0%
2003 4.9 1,055 100.0% 3.3 716 100.0% 67.9%
2004 4.9 1,076 100.0% 3.3 729 100.0% 67.8%
2005 5.0 1,098 100.0% 3.3 742 100.0% 67.6%
2010 5.0 l 1,217 100.0% 34 ] 812 100.0% I 66.7%
URBAN (METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 4.9 827 84.8% 3.7 625 94.0% 75.6%
2000 4.9 844 84.9% 3.7 637 94.1% 75.5%
2001 4.9 863 85.1% 3.7 649 94.1% 75.3%
2002 4.9 881 85.3% 3.7 662 94.2% 75.1%
2003 4.9 901 85.4% 3.7 675 94.2% 74.9%
2004 4.9 921 85.6% 3.7 687 94.3% 74.7%
2005 5.0 941 85.7% 3.7 701 94.4% 74.4%
2010 5.0 1,053 86.5% 3.7 770 94.8% [ 73.1% _
RURAL (NON-METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 4.9 148 15.2% 1.3 40 6.0% 26.9%
2000 4.9 150 15.1% 1.3 40 5.9% 26.9%
2001 4.9 151 14.9% 1.3 41 5.9% 26.8%
2002 4.9 153 14.7% 1.3 41 5.8% 26.8%
2003 4.9 154 14.6% 1.3 41 5.7% 26.7%
2004 4.9 155 14.4% 1.3 41 _1357% 26.6%
2005 5.0 157 14.3% 1.3 42 5.6% 26.5%
2010 5.0 164 I 13.5% 1.3 43 5.3% 26.0%




PROJECTIONS OF

CLINICAL SOCIAL WORKERS
for the years 1999-2005, 2010
Comparison of Integrated Requirements Model (IRM)
Requirement Projections With Supply Projections

TEXAS TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total | Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 24.6 4,927 100.0% na na na na
2000 24.6 5,006 100.0% na na na na
2001 24.6 5,086 100.0% na na na na
2002 24.5 5,168 100.0% na na na na
2003 24.5 5,250 100.0% na na na na
2004 24.5 5,335 100.0% na na na na
2005 24.5 5,422 100.0% na na na na
2010 l 244 5,895 I 100.0% na na | na na
URBAN (METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 24.6 4,177 84.8% na na na na
2000 24.6 4,252 84.9% na na na na
2001 24.6 4,328 85.1% na na na na
2002 24.5 4,406 85.3% na na na na
2003 24.5 4,484 85.4% na na na na
2004 24.5 4,565 85.6% na na na na
2005 | 245 4,648 85.7% na na na na
2010 244 5.100 : 86.5% |_na na na na
RURAL (NON-METRO) TOTALS
IRM Requirements Projections Supply Projections Supply as a % of
IRM Requirements
Year Ratio per Requirements % of Total Ratio per Supply % of Total
100,000 Pop. 100,000 Pop.
1999 24.6 750 15.2% na na na na
2000 24.6 754 15.1% na na na na
2001 24.6 758 14.9% na na na na
2002 24.5 762 14.7% na na na na
2003 24.5 766 14.6% na na na na
2004 24.5 770 14.4% na na na na
2005 24.5 774 14.3% na na na na
2010 24.4 795 13.5% na na na na




