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EMPLOYMENT-UNEMPLOYMENT

FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1984

CoNGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
Joint EconomMic COMMITTEE,
Washington, DC.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:30 a.m., in room SR-
235, Russell Senate Office Building, Hon. Roger W. Jepsen (chair-
man of the committee) presiding,

Present: Senators Jepsen, Abdnor, and Proxmire; and Represent-
atives Mitchell, Obey, and Lungren.

Also present: James K. Galbraith, deputy director; Charles H.
Bradford, assistant director; Robert R. Davis, Mary E. Eccles, Chris-
tophg; J. Frenze, and Nathaniel W. Thomas, professional staff
members.

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR JEPSEN, CHAIRMAN

Senator JEPSEN. Madam Commissioner, it gives me great pleas-
ure to welcome you once again before the Joint Economic Commit-
tee.

Today you bring us more good news on the employment situa-
tion, one that has been improving steadily since November 1982.
The onflight economic recovery had been one of the best kept se-
crets in the country for a long time. According to the household
survey, 249,000 jobs were created in January. I read in this morn-
ing’s paper where the January retail sales were even greater than
in December in many areas across the country, with major retail-
ers. That, coupled with the 14.7-percent increase in the capital in-
vestment in the last quarter, is good news.

The economic recovery is strong and well balanced. Currently,
we have a total civilian employment level of 103.2 million, a new
record. More Americans are now working than ever before. Fur-
thermore, the unemployment rate dropped again for the fifth
month in a row. In January, the unemployment rates fell two-
tenths of 1 percent, to a level of 8 percent. This improvement fol-
lows the sharp 2.5-percentage-point decline in the last 12 months of
1983. That's the biggest 12-month drop in over three decades.

What it all adds up to is the best recovery American workers
have seen since World War II. Over 4 million jobs were created in
the robust economic recovery that began 14 months ago. The De-
cember rise in the composite index of leading indicators points the
way to continued economic expansion and job growth through 1984,

Unlike many periods of rapid economic growth, 1983 was a year
of very low inflation. In 1983, consumer prices rose just 3.2 percent
over the previous year. Between 1979 and 1982, inflation invisibly
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robbed the American worker, reducing his paycheck and standard
of living. But for the first time in 5 years, real average weekly
earnings increased in 1983. The virtual defeat of inflation means
American living standards are on the rise once again.

In summary, we have made great progress in the last year or so.
Recession and inflation have been whipped, and unemployment is
on the run. All indications are that we can look forward to another
year of good, solid economic growth, and continued expansion of
employment opportunities.

Let me add a special note of thanks to you and your staff for the
assistance you provide regularly to this committee. I join other
Americans in congratulating your Bureau on its centennial of serv-
ice. The objectivity, consistency, and integrity of the BLS is beyond
reproach.

At this time, I would ask if there are any members of the panel
who have some opening statements, before we proceed with Ms.
Norwood’s report.

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR PROXMIRE

Senator ProxmIRE. Mr. Chairman, I just have a very brief state-
ment.

I agree with you that the unemployment picture certainly im-
proved. The employment picture is improved. We do have a record
number of people working, but it’s not all that good as yet. The
fact is that if we go from 1950 to 1981, those 31 years, that’s the
President’s economic report, President Reagan’s report, we find
that there is only 1 year out of those 31 when unemployment was
as high as it is today. We still have 9 million Americans out of
work, and while there has been improvement, it’s not nearly as bad
as it was last November, 1 year ago last November and December.
It’s improved greatly. We still have a long, long way to go.

What bothers me very much is that in every recovery of the last
four or five, it seems to me that the unemployment figures bot-
tomed out at a very high level, which would mean that if it goes
through this time, it could bottom out at 7% percent or 7.4 percent,
which would still be extraordinarily high by historical standards,
particularly with the standards we've had in the last 30 years.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

OPENING STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE MITCHELL

Representative MrrcHELL. Good to see you again, Ms. Norwood
and friends.

I just wanted to make a brief comment. Two things jump out at
me. First of all, I'm very, very happy about the reduction in unem-
ployment. That makes good sense. But it disturbs me that we still
have the historic pattern that has been maintained in this country
for almost 40 years of a disproportionate amount of black and His-
panic unemployment. It still remains twice as high. Obviously, eco-
nomic recovery doesn’t mean much to those people who are out of
work.

Second, I wanted to comment just a bit further on what Senator
Proxmire said. For black youth, in particular, each time we've gone
into a recession, we've gone in there with a higher rate than



before. The recession in the 1960’s, I think the black youth unem-
ployment rate was around 27 percent. The last one we went into,
going into it, it had jumped from 28 percent to 40 percent. And if
we have another, I would expect that the black youth rate of unem-
ployment going into that recession would be higher than the
‘present 50 percent where it is.

So when we get a chance to chat, I would certainly like to get
your thinking on those two problem areas relating to blacks and
other minorities.

OPENING STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE OBEY

Representative OBey. Mr. Chairman, I would simply say that I
will virtually accept whatever improvements, small or otherwise
which occur in this economy. I would simply make two observa-
tions. I suppose everyone views it through a prism of his own area.
But in my district, I still have a good many counties where unem-
ployment has been going up rather than down, over the last 3
months.

Second, it seems to me that a major question facing the country
is still whether or not this recovery is sustainable for a long
enough period of time and can actually prevent what Senator Prox-
mire is talking about—the gradual ratcheting up over time of the
unemployment level. And in light of the appearances made before
us earlier this week in the President’s budget recommendation, it
just seems to me that the major question is how this recovery from
the deepest recession since the Great Depression, how this recovery
can be sustained in light of those incredibly huge deficits.

Senator JEPSEN. I would like to believe that with the report that
we have today, after the positive news for the last 14 months, that
we could have PMA instead of what I call PNT, a positive mental
attitude, instead of the power of negative thinking. If you choose to
view things negatively long enough, sure enough, they will prob-
ably get worse. But we will keep the faith that things are continu-
ing to get better, in spite of the gloom and doom.

Ms. Norwood, you may proceed, and I thank you for coming.

STATEMENT OF HON. JANET L. NORWOOD, COMMISSIONER,
BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
ACCOMPANIED BY KENNETH V. DALTON, ASSOCIATE COMMIS-
SIONER, OFFICE OF PRICES AND LIVING CONDITIONS, AND
THOMAS J. PLEWES, ASSOCIATE COMMISSIONER, OFFICE OF
EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT STATISTICS

Ms. Norwoob. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Before I report on the unemployment situation for January 1984,
I would like to point out that this report covers the first month of
the Bureau of Labor Statistics’ centennial year. Congress estab-
lished the Bureau 100 years ago because there was an absence of
reliable information about the labor force and other aspects of the
economy. Over the past century, the Bureau, first as part of the
Department of the Interior, later as an independent agency, and
since 1913, as part of the Department of Labor, has established a
tradition for reliability and objectivity.
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As the Bureau’s 10th Commissioner, I am very conscious of that
tradition and of the responsibility that I have for maintaining it.

I brought with me this morning, Mr. Chairman, copies of a cen-
tennial statement that appeared in the January issue of our profes-
sional journal, the Monthly Labor Review. With your permission,
Mr. Chairman, I propose inclusion of this statement in the record.

Senator JEpSEN. It will be entered in the record.

[The information referred to follows:]



CENTENNIAL

century ago, in 1884, the Congress of the United States voted to establish
A a Bureau of Labor—Ilater named the Bureau of Labor Statistics. This

innovative act marked government’s attempt 1o establish a permanent and
independent agency to*“collect information®* on the earnings and working conditions
of “‘laboring men and women." However, data-gathering was not a new Federal
activity. The government had conducted studies and hearings on economic and
social problems earlier, and had taken a decennial census since 1790. But these
activities lacked continuity—even the census, After each census was completed,
the staff was disbanded until the next decade. The 1890 census was actually
completed under the direction of the first BLS commissioner, Carroll Wright.
Founded almost 20 years before the Bureau of the Census was estabiished in 1902
as a separate and continuing agency, the Bureau of Labor Statistics was thus a
forerunner of a Federal statistical establishment that now includes a number of
agencies in departments and commissions throughout government.

The act establishing the BLS was noteworthy in another way. It provided that
the commissioner be appointed to a fixed 4-year term, unlike cabinet officers and
other political appointees who served at the pleasure of the President. Thus, the
BLS was assured of a measure of stability and independence that served its
impartial and nonpolitical role during later periods of uncertainty and
controversy. The appoiniment of Wright, who had headed the Massachusetts
Bureau of Labor, as the first commissioner established the tradition that the
commissioner should he a social scientist, and Wright’s leadership made for the
early professionalization of the Bureau’s work.

A history of the BLS, written by Joseph P. Goldberg and William T. Moye,
will be published later this year as part of the Bureau’s centennial observance.
Other special publications, conferences, and opportunities for Bureau staff and
friends to mark the occasion appropriately are also being planned for the
ccmcnpial year.

changing conditions and changes in BLS leadership. It is a social and

economic history as well as the history of an institution. The major statistical
programs conducted today by the BLS arose from clearly recognizable social needs.
For example, during World War I the need to adjust wages in shipyards to rapidly
rising prices led to the development of a cost-of-living measure that later became
the Consumer Price Index (cp1). Today, the CPI is used not only to adjust
wages under collective bargaining agreements, but also to adjust social security
payments as well as private agreements ranging from divorce settiements to a
variety of commercial transactions. It is hard to think of the economic life of the
country being carried out today without a Consumer Price Index.

Similarly, during the depression of the 1930’s, perhaps a fourth of the labor
force was unemployed—but no one knows precisely what proportion because
there were no adequate statistical surveys to gather data on unemployment. The
need for better information to inform policymakers and the electorate and to
assist in planning government programs led Congress in 1932 to increase the
appropriation for BLS so that monthly data on hourly earnings and weekly hours
could be coliected from business establishments. Studies of industrial employment
had been started by BLS in 1915 and had been gradually expanded. Today,
payroll data on employment, hours, and earnings are gathered economy-wide
under a cooperative Federal-State program covering 200,000 establishments and
government. It was the depression, too, that led to the development ofa

This history shows how the Bureau has grown and evolved in response to




sophisticated household survey—conducted for BLS by the Census Bureau—that
yields monthly data on employment and unemployment.

The spread of collective bargaining during the 1930°s and 1940’s increased
demand for data on wage rates in different areas for different occupations, data
on strikes, and data on characteristics of collective bargaining agreements,
Programs dealing with productivity measurement, economic growth, and
occupational projections, and with occupational safety and health were also
responses to expressed needs.

centennial should serve as a period of stock-taking—an opportunity to

reflect on what we can tearn from history and a time 1o think about

emerging problems and their implications for the next hundred years. |
have tried to identify some of the ideas and principles shat have guided the BLS
over its first century. They have not been codified or collected in any one place,
but explicitly or implicitly they are repeatedly confirmed in the history of the BLS.
They suggest what the BLS stands for:

* A commitment to objectivity and fairness in all of its data-gathering and
interpretive and analytical work. Without this commitment—and public
recognition of it—data will lack credibility and will lose its usefulness.

* An insistence on candor at all times—full disclosure of the methods
employed in obtaining and analyzing the data, clear explanations of the limitations
of the dara, and a willingness 10 admit and correct errors should they occur.

* Protection of confidentiality. BLS assures its respondents that the
information they provide will be kept confidential and used only for the purpose
of statistical compilations. The willingness of employers 10 cooperate in BLS
surveys is attributable in no small measure 1o the view that BLS can be trusted to
protect its sources and handle the data professionally.

* The pursuit of improvement. Research at the Bureau means not only
gathering information that will contribute to an understanding of economic and
social 1rends, but it also means studying how to gather better information more
efficiently and present it more effectively. Along with other agencies in and out
of government, the Bureau has assiduously worked on problems of statistical
methodology in order to improve the quality of informatien obtained for public
purposes.

* Willingness to change Bureau programs to keep them relevant to changing
economic and social conditions.

* Finally, consistency. The BLS cannot afford to have good days and bad
days. 1t must maintain the highest standards of performance at all times.

n trying to live up to these ideals, the Bureau has.been aided not only by the
commitment of its staff but by the support of the Congress and successive
secretaries of labor. Business and labor advisory committees have offered
valuable counsel. The press, too, has been indispensable in disseminating the
results of BLS surveys and special studies, and it has spoken up for the
importance and independence of statistical research in government agencies.

President Chester Arthur signed the bill creating the Bureau on June 27, 1884.
The first commissioner, Carroll Wright, took-office in January 1885. As we enter
our centennial year, we are heartened by the record of the Bureau’s first 100 years
and determined to sustain the Bureau’s commitment for a second century.

Janet L. Norwood
January 1984 Commissioner of Labor Statistics
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Ms. Norwoobn. Now I'm very pleased to make a few comments to
supplement our employment situation press release issued this
morning.

The employment situation showed further improvement in Janu-
ary. After adjustment for seasonality, unemployment continued its
downward trend, and both of the Bureau’s major surveys showed
further gains in employment. The overall jobless rate, which in-
cludes the resident Armed Forces in the labor force, was 7.9 per-
cent in January, and the civilian worker rate was 8 percent. Both
were down from December and are at the lowest recorded since Oc-
tober 1981.

Data for January are strongly affected by seasonal movements.
Sizable job losses typically occur from December to January, as em-
ployment in the goods-producing sector, especially construction, is
affected by winter weather, and employment in the service sector,
especially in retail trade, is cut back from the expanded holiday ac-
tivity.

Total civilian employment, as measured by the household survey,
declined less than usual in January. After seasonal adjustment,
total employment was up by 250,000 over the month, somewhat
less than the average monthly increase of 350,000 from September
to December. Since the recession trough in November 1982, civilian
employment has increased by 4.2 million. Most of the job gain was
among adult men—2.5 million. Employment among adult women
has risen by 1.7 million since November 1982.

Payroll employment, as measured by the business survey, was up
by 285,000 after seasonal adjustment. The over-the-month advance
was led by an increase of 200,000 in the goods-producing sector,
about equally divided between construction and manufacturing.
Factory jobs expanded in machinery, electrical equipment, automo-
biles, and rubber, and plastics, all of which have rebounded strong-
ly during the recovery. Manufacturing employment has risen by
nearly 1.2 million since the November 1982 recession trough but it
is still about 1 million below the July 1981 prerecession peak and
1.8 million under the 1979 alltime high.

With the exception of Government, over-the-month job gains oc-
curred throughout the service-producing sector—after allowance is
made for seasonal movements. Employment in the services indus-
try rose by 40,000 in January, continuing the steady growth over the
recovery period. The services industry has contributed about one in
every three new jobs created since November 1982,

The increase in business activity in January was also evident in
the hours of work figures. Factory hours usually decline sharply in
January. This year, however, employers cut hours back less than
usual. After seasonal adjustment, the factory workweek was up by
0.4 hour. Factory overtime hours, which are at their highest level
since 1979, were unchanged in January. Further evidence of contin-
ued labor-market strength is provided by the BLS diffusion index,
which shows two-thirds of its 186 private nonagricultural industries
registering employment gains in January.

The number of unemployed persons was 9 million, seasonally ad-
justed, in January, nearly 3 million below the 1982 recession peak
level. As in December, the January decline was concentrated
among workers who had been permanently separated from their
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former jobs. There was little over-the-month change in the other
unemployment categories—that is, persons on layoff, those who
had voluntarily left their last job, or those who were entering or
reentering the work force.

A comparison of the current recovery with that following the
severe 1973-75 recession highlights the vigor of labor market devel-
opments since the end of 1982. Employment has grown as rapidly
in the current recovery period, and unemployment has declined
much more sharply. Overall joblessness in the current recovery
had in fact declined at twice the rate of 1975-76, with all major
worker groups showing greater improvement than in the earlier
period. One noteworthy difference between the two periods is that
labor force growth is significantly less now than it was in the late
1970’s. As we have discussed before, demographic factors account
for much of this change. In the 14 months since the end of the re-
cession in November 1982, the civilian labor force has grown by
only 1.3 million. This compares with an increase of 2.7 million
during the same period after the 1975 recession low. In the past 14
months, the women'’s labor force has increased by 900,000, and the
number of teenagers has declined by 550,000. In contrast, in the 14
months after March 1975, the number of teenagers actually rose by
320,000, and almost 1.5 million women entered the labor force.

In summary, the employment situation continued to improve in
January. Employment continued to move upward, and the unem-
ployment rate continued its steady decline.

NEW BLS STATISTICAL SERIES

Mr. Chairman, it has been my custom to alert the Joint Econom-
ic Committee to important changes in statistical series. I would like
to call the committee’s attention to an important statistical mile-
stone. More than 10 years ago, the Bureau of Labor Statistics
began measuring price changes of goods in foreign trade. We have
been publishing these data since 1971, but our coverage of imports
and exports has been only partial. A year ago, we began publishing
the first U.S. import price index covering all goods purchased
abroad. We have now also completed a U.S. export price index cov-
ering all U.S. goods sold to other countries. We will release this
new index for the first time next Wednesday, February 8. We be-
lieve that the two new price indexes will permit more accurate

measurement of U.S. trade balances.

* Mr. Dalton, on my right, Mr. Plewes, on my left, and I would be
glad to try to answer questions you may have.

[The table attached to Ms. Norwood’s statement, together with
press release referred to, follows:]
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UNEMPLOYMENT RATES OF ALL CIVILIAN WORKERS BY ALTERNATIVE SEASONAL ADJUSTMENT

METHODS
X-11 ARIMA methoo X-1

Month and year’ Unadjusted ?S%m RanFe

. cols.

o ant year rate pgofcﬁeﬁslre Concurrent Stable Total Residual 'E:}ggj 5-7)

1980)
1 (2) (3) 4) (3) (6) Y} (8)
1983

January 114 104 10.4 103 10.5 10.6 10.4 0.3
February.. 113 10.4 104 10.2 10.5 10.6 10.4 4
March. 108 103 10.3 10.2 10.4 104 103 2
April... 10.0 10.2 10.2 102 103 10.2 10.3 1
9.8 10.1 10.1 10.2 10.1. 10.1 10.1 1
10.2 10.0 10.0 10.0 98 10.0 100 2
94 9.5 9.5 9.4 9.5 9.5 95 1
9.2 9.5 9.5 94 9.5 9.5 9.5 1
8.8 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.1 9.3 2
8.4 838 8.8 9.0 8.8 8.8 8.9 2
8.1 8.4 84 8.5 8.4 84 8.4 1
8.0 8.2 8.2 8.4 8.2 8.2 8.2 2
8.8 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.1 8.0 8.0 B!

ExPLANATION OF CoLUMN HEADS

d(l) Ugadjusted rate. Unemployment rate for all civilian workers, not seasonally
adjusted.

(2) Official procedure (X-11 ARIMA method). The published seasonally adjusted
rate for all civilian workers. Each of the 83 major civilian labor force components—
agricultural employment, nonagricultural employment and unemployment—for 4
age-sex groups—males and females, ages 16-19 and 20 years and over—are seasonal-
ly adjusted independently using data from January 1974 forward. The data series
for each of these 12 components are extended by a year at each end of the original
series using ARIMA (Auto-Regressive, Integrated, Moving Average) models chosen
specifically for each series. Each extended series is then seasonally adjusted with
the X-11 portion of the X-11 ARIMA program. The 4 teenage unemployment and
nonagricultural employment components are adjusted with the additive adjustment
model, while the other components are adjusted with the multiplicative model. The
unemployment rate is computed by summing the 4 seasonally adjusted unemploy-
ment components and calculating that total as a percent of the civilian labor force
total derived by summing all 12 seasonally adjusted components. All the seasonally
adjusted series are revised at the end of each year. Extrapolated factors for Janu-
ary-June are computed at the beginning of each year; extrapolated factors for July-
December are computed in the middle of the year after the June data become avail-
able. Each set of 6-month factors are published in advance, in the January and July
issues, respectively, of Employment and Earnings.

(3) Concurrent (X-11 ARIMA method). The official procedure for computation of
the rate for all civilian workers using the 12 components is followed except that ex-
trapolated factors are not used at all. Each component is seasonally adjusted with
the X-11 ARIMA program each month as the most recent data become available.
Rates for each month of the current year are shown as first computed; they are re-
vised only once each year, at the end of the year when data for the full year become
available. For example, the rate for January 1984 would be based, during 1984, on
the adjustment of data from the period January 1974 through January 1984.

(4) Stable (X-11 ARIMA method). Each of the 12 civilian labor force components is
extended using ARIMA models as in the official procedure and then run through
the X-11 part of the program using the stable option. This option assumes that sea-
sonal patterns are basically constant from year-to-year and computes final seasonal
factors as unweighted averages of all the seasonal-irregular components for each
month across the entire span of the period adjusted. As in the official procedure,
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factors are extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series are revised at the end
of each year. The procedure for computation of the rate from the seasonally adjust-
ed components is also identical to the official procedure.

(5) Total (X-11 ARIMA method). This is one alternative aggregation procedure, in
which total unemployment and civilian labor force levels are extended with ARIMA
models and directly adjusted with multiplicative -adjustment models in the X-11
part of the program. The rate is computed by taking seasonally adjusted total unem-
ployment as a percent of seasonally adjusted total civilian labor force. Factors are
extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series revised at the end of each year.

(6) Residual (X-11 ARIMA method). This is another alternative aggregation
method, in which total civilian employment and civilian labor force levels are ex-
tended using ARIMA models and then directly adjusted with multiplicative adjust-
ment models. The seasonally adjusted unemployment level is derived by subtracting
seasonally adjusted employment from seasonally adjusted labor force. The rate is
then computed by taking the derived unemployment level as a percent of the labor
force level. Factors are extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series revised at
the end of each year.

(1) X-11 method (official method before 1980). The method for computation of the
official procedure is used except that the series are not extended with ARIMA
models and the factors are projected in 12-month intervals. The standard X-11 pro-
gram is used to perform the seasonal adjustment.

Methods of Adjustment: The X-11 ARIMA method was developed at Statistics
Canada by the Seasonal Adjustment and Times Series Staff under the direction of
Estela Bee Dagum. The method is described in “The X-11 ARIMA Seasonal Adjust-
ment Method,” by Estela Bee Dagum, Statistics Canada Catalogue No. 12-564E,
February 1980.

The standard X-11 method is described in “X-11 Variant of the Census Method II
Seasonal Adjustment Program,” by Julius Shiskin, Allan Young and John Mus-
grave (Technical Paper No. 15, Bureau of the Census, 1967).

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, February 1984.
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THE EMPLOYMENT SITUATION: JANUARY 1984

The employment situation continued to improve in January, the Bureau of Labor Statistics of
the U.S. Department of Labor reported today., Both the overall unemployment rate, at 7.9
percent, and the rate for civilian workers, at 8.0 percent, were down two-tenths of a percentage
point from December, sustaining the decline that has totaled 2.7 percentage points since the
1982 recession high,

The number -of employees on nonagricultural payrolls—-as measured by the monthly survey of
establishments--rose by 285,000, seasonally adjusted, to 91.9 wmillion in January. Total
civilian employment——as measured by the monthly survey of households--also continued the advance
which has totaled more than 4 million since November 1982, The factory workweek rose
four~tenths of an hour to 40.9 hours in January.

Unemployment (Household Survey Data)

The civilian unemployment rate continued its downward trend from the November 1982
recession trough of 10.7 percent to 8.0 percent in January, seasonally ad justed. The number of
jobless persons declined by 2.9 million over the same time period to 9.0 million. Significant
drops in unemployment were recorded for all major demographic groups except black youth.
January unemployment rates were 7.3 and 7.1 percent for adult men and women, respectively, and
19.4 percent for teenagers, The unemployment rate for whites edged down from 7.1 to 6.9
percent, while the rate for black workers declined from 17.8 to 16.7 percent. However, the
jobless rate for black teenagers held close to 50 percent. (See tables A-2 and A-3.)

. The number of unemployed persons who had lost their last job declined by 190,000 in January
to 4.8 miliion. There was little change in the number of unemployed who had left their last job
or were labor force entrants. The number of persons in the short-term (less than 5 weeks) and
long-term (15 weeks and over) categories continued to trend down, and the median duration of
unemployment was little changed at 9.2 weeks. (See tables A-8 and A-7.)

Civilian Employment and the Labor Force (Household Survey Data)

Civilian employment continued to rise in January but at a slower pace than in the prior 2
months. Adult men experienced a substantial employment gain, vhile employment of adult women
and teenagers was about unchanged. At 103.2 million (seasonally ad justed), total employment has
advanced by 4.2 million since November 1982.

The civilian labor force totaled 112.2 million in January, virtually unchanged over the
month. Since January 1983, the labor force has grown by more than 1.2 million; the number of
adult men and women has risen by 900,000 and 700,000, respectively, while there was a 350,000
reduction in the teenage labor force. (See table A-2.)

Industry Payroll Employment (Establishment Survey Data)

Total nonagricultural payroll employment rose by 285,000 in January to 91.9 million, after
ad justment for seasonality. Since November 1982, total nonfarm employment has grown by 3.1
million. (See table R-1.)

January employment gains were widespread, although the bulk of the increase took place in

construction and manufacturing. Construction employment declined less than it usually does from
December to January and, after adjustment, rose by 100,000; with this {increase, construction

36-618 0 84 - 2
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Jobs exceeded their March 1983 recessionary low by nearly 450,000. Strong recovery continued in
manufacturing, with employment up by 100,000. Job gains continued in machinery, electrical
equipment, automobiles, and rubber and plastics, all of which have shown strength in recent
months.

Employment in the services industry rose by 40,000, continuing the growth that has totaled
nearly a million since November 1982, The large seasonal job decline in retail trade was
somewhat less than usually occurs in January, and, after seasonal ad justment, employment rose by
35,000. More than half of the over-the-month increase of 25,000 in transportation and public
utilities represented a return of striking workers to their jobs. There were also small
employment increases in wholesale trade and finance, insurance, and real estate.

Weekly Hours (Establishment Survey Data)

The average workweek of production or nonsupervisory workers on private nonagricultural
payrolls rose 0.3 hour in January to 35.6 hours, seasonally adjusted, the highest level since

Table A. Major indicators of labor market activity, seasonally adjusted

Quarterly averages Monthly data
Category Dec.=
1982 1983 1983 1984 Jan.
] change
v 111 v Nov. | Deec, Jan,
HOUSEHOLD DATA
Thousands of persons
Labor force 1/eeeesceccscssccvenenaanss|112,493[113,737]113,702]113,720]113,824]113,901 77
Total employment 1} ..+}100,718]103,209[104,195}104,291|104,629}104,876 247
Civilian labor force.. «+1110,829}112,057]112,012|112,035{112,136]112,215 79
Civilian employment «.| 99,054|101,528)102,506/102,606[102,941{103,190 249
Unemploymenteeeeses .| 1},775] 10,529} 9,507} 9,429| 9,195 9,026 -169
Not in labor force.... .| 62,217] 62,392} 62,938 62,916 62,985| 63,318 333
Discouraged workerS.sseccecscccaneras 1.813 1,610 1,457 N.A. N.A, N.A. N.A.
. Percent of labor force
Unemployment rates: |
All workers 1/ceeecescccccoaccsncace 10.5 9.3 8.4 8.3 8.1 7.9j =0.2
All civilian workers. . 10.6 9.4 8.5 8.4 8.2 8.0 -0.2
Adult men..eceecess P 9.9 8.7 7.8 7.8 7.4 7.3 -0.
.o 3.0 7.9 7.2 7.2 7.1 7.1 0
cene 24.1 22.4 20.6 20.2 20.1 19.4 =-0.7
.. 9.5 8.1 7.4 7.3 7.1 6.9 ~0.2
BlacKessososoons . 20.6 19.4 17.9 17.7 17.8 16.7 ~1.1
Hispanic originNicesscsceccacscscnas 15.3 12.8 1241 12.3 11.6 11.2 -0.4
ESTABLISHMENT DATA
Th ds of jobs
Nonfarm payroll employment..cceesseeess! 88,796/ 90,250/91,341p| 91.355/91,583p}91,870p 287p
Goods-producing industries... 23,160| 23,830}24,297p| 24,311|24,412p}24,612p 200p
Service~producing industrieSe.eeeses| 65,636] 66,421]167,044p| 67,044|67,171p)67,258p 87p
Hours of work
Average weekly hours:
Total private nonfarm.. 34,7 35.1 35.3p 35.2 3%.3p 35.6p 0.3p
 Manufacturingeeeeeeeess 39,00 40.4] 40.6p|  40.6] 40.5p] 40.9p 0.4p
Manufacturing overtimes.cecssesessces 2.3 3.1 3.3p 3.3 3.4p .4p Op
.A.=not available.

1/ Includes the resident Armed Forces.
p=preliminary.
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January 1980. Weekly hours in manufacturing were up by 0.4 hour to 40.9 hours, while factory
overtime remained at December’s high level of 3.4 hours. (See table B-2.)

The index of aggregate weekly hours of production or nonsupervisory workers on private
nonagricultural payrolls rose by 1.3 percent in January to 110.2 (1977=100).. The manufacturing
index was up 1.6 percent to 95.5 and was 14.9 percent above the December 1982 low. (See table
B~5.)

Hourly and Weekly Earnings (Establishment Survey Data)

Avefage hourly earnings increased by 0.6 percent 4in January, seasonally adjusted, while
weekly earnings rose by 1.5 percent. Befote adjustment for seasonality, average hourly
earnings, at $8.z4, were up 9 cents over the month and 34 cents over the year. Weekly earnings
were about unchanged over the month at $289.22 but were $15.88 above a year earlier. (See table
B-3.) '

The Hourly Earnings Index (Establishment Survey Data)

The Hourly Earnings Index (HEI) was 158.2 (1977=100) in January, seasonally adjusted, an
increase of 0.5 percent from December. For the 12 months ended in January, the increase (before
seasonal ad justment) was 3.6 percent. The HEI excludes the effects of two types of changes
unrelated to underlying wage rate movements--fluctuations in overtime in manufacturing, and
interindustry employment shifts. 1In dollars of constant purchasing power, the HEI increased 0.4
percent during the 12-month period ended in December. (See table B-4.)

Expanded Industry Detail for the Service Sector

The establishment data tables have been expanded to include additional
industry detail, particularly for the service-producing sector, but also
for several industries within the goods-producing sector as well, Most of
the added data appear in table B-1.

L IR N N Y
* ¥ N X X F N *
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Explanatory Note

This news release presents statistics from two major surveys,
the Current Population Survey (household survey) and the
Current Employment Statistics Survey (establishment survey).
The household survey provides the information on the labor
force, total employment, and unemployment that appears in
the A tables, marked HOUSEHOLD DATA. It is a sample
survey of about 60,000 households that is cond d by the
Bureau of the Census with most of the findings analyzed and
published by the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS).

The establishment survey provides the information on the
employment, hours, and ecamings of workers on nonag-
ricultural payrolls that appears in the B tables, marked
ESTABLISHMENT DATA. This information is collected
from payroll records by BLS in cooperation with State agencies.
The sample includes approximately 189,000 estab-
lishments employing about 36 million people.

For both surveys, the data for a given month are actually
collected for and relate 10 a particular week. In the houschold
survey, unless otherwise indicated, it is the calendar week that
contains the 12th day of the month, which is called the survey
weck. In the establishment survey, the reference week is the
pay period including the 12th, which may or may not corres-
pond directly to the calendar week.

The data in this release are affected by a number of technical
factors, including definitions, survey differences, seasonal ad-
justments, and the inevitable variance in results between a
survey of a sample and a census of the entire population. Each
of these factors is explained below.

C and diffi surveys

The sample households in the household survey are selected
50 as to reflect the entire civilian noninstitutional population
16 years of age and older. Each person in a household is
classified as employed, unemployed, or not in the labor force.
Those who hold more than one job are classified according to
the job at which they worked th= most hours.

People are classified as employed if they did any work at all
as paid civilians; worked in their own business or profession or
on their own farm; or worked 15 hours or more in an enter-
prise operated by a member of their family, whether they were
paid or not. People are also counted as employed if they were
on unpaid leave because of illness, bad weather, disputes be-
tween labor and management, or personal reasons. Members
of the Armed Forces stationed in the United States are also in-
cluded in the employed total.

People are classified as wnemployed, regardless of their
cligibility for unemployment benefits or public
assistance, if they meet all of the following criteria: They had
no employment during the survey week; they were available
for work at that time; and they made specific efforts to find
employment sometime during the prior 4 weeks. Also included
among the unemployed are persons not looking for work
because they were laid off and waiting to be recalled and those
expecting to report to a job within 30 days.

The Iabarfo'rce equals the sum of the number employed and
the number unemployed. The unemplovment rate is the
percentage of unemployed people in the labor foree (civilian
plus the resident Armed Forces). Table A-5 presents a special

grouping of seven measures of unemployment based on vary-
ing definitions of unemployment and the labor force. The
definitions are provided in the table. The most restrictive
definition yields U-1, and the most comprehensive yields U-7.
The overall unemployment rate is U-5a, while U-5b represents
the same measure with a civilian labor force base.

Unlike the household survey, the establishment survey only
counts wage and salary employees whose names appear on the
payroll records of nonagricultural firms. As a result, there are
many differences between the two surveys, among which are
the following:

-----The household survey, although based on a smailer sam-
ple, reflects a larger segment of the population; the establish-
ment survey excludes agriculture, the self-empioyed, unpaid
family workers, private household workers, and members of
the resident Armed Forces;

-----The household survey inciudes people on unpaid leave
among the employed; the establishment survey does not;

-----The houschold survey is limited to those 16 years of age
and older; the establishment survey is not limited by age;
----The houschold survey has no duplication of individuals,

each i idual is d only once; in the establish-
ment survey, employees working at more than one job or
mherw:se appearing on more than one payroll would be
ly for each

Other differences between lhe two surveys are described in *
**Comparing Emp t from H hold and
Payroll Surveys,” whwh may be obtained from the BLS upon
request.

H

Seasonal adjustment

Over a course of a year, the size of the Nation's labor force
and the levels of employ and loyment undergo
sharp fluctuations due to such seasonal events as changes in
weather, reduced or expanded production, harvests, major
holidays, and the opening and closing of schools. For exam-
ple, the labor force increases by a large number each June,
when schools close and many young people enter the job
market. The effect of such seasonal variation can be very
large; over the course of a year, for example, seasonality may
account for as much as 95 percent of the month-to-month
changes in unemployment.

Because these seasonal events follow a more or less regular
pattern each year, their influence on statistical trends can be
eliminated by adjusting the statistics from month to month.
These adjustments make nonscasonal developments, such as
declines in economic activity or increases in the participation
of women in the labor force, easier to spot. To return to the
school's-out example, the large number of people entering the
labor force each June is likely to obscure any other changes
that have taken place since May, making it difficult to deter-
mine if the level of economic activity has risen or declined.

" However, because the effect of students finishing school in
previous years is known, the statistics for the current year can
be adjusted to allow for a comparable change. Insofar as the
seasonal adjustment is made correctly, the adjusied figure pro-
vides a more uscful tool with which to analyze changes in
economic activity.

Measures of labor force, employment, and unemployment
contain components such as age and sex. Statisties for all




employees, production workers, average weekly hours, and
average hourly earnings include comporents based on the
employer’s industry. All these statistics can be seasonally ad-
justed either by adjusting the total or by adjusting each of the

p and bining them. The second procedure
usually yields more accurate information and is therefore
followed by BLS. For example, the seasonally adjusted figure

15

magnitudes but, rather, that the chances are 90 out of 100 that
the “‘true” level or rate would not be expected to differ from
the estimates bv more than these amounts.

Sampling errors for monthly surveys are reduced when the
data are cumulated for several months, such as quarterly or
annually. Also, as a general rule, the smaller the estimate, the
larger the sampling error. Therefore, relatively speaking, the
i of the size of the labor force is subject to less error

than is the estimate of the number unemployed. And, among

for the labor force is the sum of eight lly adjusted
civilian employ p plus the resid Armed
Forcestotal (no! djusted for lity), and four 1l the loyed, the li

the total for unemploy-
_ment {5 the sum of the four unemploymem components; and

the overall unemployment rate is derived by dividing the

error for the jobless rate of
adult men, for example, is much smatler than is the error for
the jobless rate of teenagers. Specifically, the error on monthly
change in the jobless rate for men is .29 percentage point; for

resulting of total 1 by the of

the labor force. -
The numerical factors used to make the seasonal ad-
justments are recalculated regularly. For the household
survey, the factors are calculated for the January-June period
and again for the July-December period. The January revision
is appled to data that have been published over the previous S
years. For the survey, dated factors for
1 adj are d only once a year, along
with the introduction of new benchmarks which are discussed
at the end of -the next section.

Sampling variability

Statistics based on the household and establishment surveys
are subject to sampling error, that is, the estimate of the
number of people employed and the other estimates drawn
from these surveys probably differ from the figures that would

s, it is 1.28 pr ge points.

In the establishment survey, estimates for the 2 most current
months are based on incomplete returns; for this reason, these
estimates are labeled preliminary in the tables. When all the
returns in the sample have been received, the estimates are
“revised. In other words, data for the month of September are
published in preliminary form in October and November and
in final form in December. To remove errors that build up
over time, a comprehensive count of the employed is con-
ducted each year. The results of this survey are used to
establish new benchmarks—comprehensive counts of
employment—against which month-to-month changes can be
measured. The new benchmarks also incorporate changes in
the classification of industries and allow for the formation of
new establishments.

A and other information

be obtained from a complete census, even if the same
naires and procedures were used. In the household survey, the
amount of the differences can be expressed in terms of stan-
dard errors. The numerical value of a standard error depends
upon the size of the sample, the results of the survey, and other
factors. However, the numerical value is always such that the
chances are 68 out of 100 that an estimate based on the sample
will differ by no more than the standard error from the results
ofa p census. The ch are 90 out of 100 that an
estimate based on the sample will differ by no more than 1.6
times the standard error from the results of a complete census.
At the 90-percent level of confidence--the confidence limits
used by BLS in its analyses--the error for the monthly change in
total employment is on the order of plus or minus 335,000; for
total unemployment it is 240,000; and, for the overall
unemployment rate, it is 0.21 percentage point. These figures
do not mean that the .sample results are off by these

In order to provide a broad view of the Nation's employ-
ment situation, BLS regularly publishes a wide variety of data
in this news release. More comprehensive statistics are contain-
ed in Employment and Earnings, published each month by
BLS. It is available for $6.00 per issue or $39.00 per year from
the U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C.
20204, A check or money order made out to the Superinten-
dent of Documents must accompany all orders.

Employment and Earnings also provides approximations of
the standard errors for the household survey data pubtished in
this release. For unemployment and other labor force
categories, the standard errors appear in tables B through J of
its 1 y Notes.” N of the reliability of the
data drawn from the establishment survey and the actual
amounts of revision due to benchmark adjustments are pro-
vided in tables M, O, P, and Q of that publication.

“E
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HOUSEHOLD DATA
. Table A-1. Employment status of the population, inctuding Armed Forces in the United States, by sex

Numbers in thousande)
et anssenally adposted Sessenally sduered
Employmen statizs and sex
Jam. dac. Jan. Jan. sept. | oct. wor. | Dec. Jam
1983 1983 1984 1983 1983 1983 1983 1983 1984
175,021 | 176,809 | 177,219 | 175,021 1 176,297 | 176,074 | 176,636 | 376,809 | 177,219
113,883 | 112,713 [ 192,308 | 193,928 | 113,561 | 193,720 | 113,028 | 113.901
& 6.2 o8
100,821 104,291
$7.6 59,
1,667 1.62
99,158 102,606
, 420 3,257
95,738 99,389
1,523 9,429
10.3 8.3
62,677 62,916
84,423 85,785

91,369
47,959

* The population snd Armed Forces Tigures 8 not adjusiad-for seasonal variation;
tharetors, identicel

numbers appesr In the

‘mmummmhﬂmumwm Foross).

and esasonally adjusted

s
43 & percant of the tabor force gnchxiing the resident Armed
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HOUSEHOLD DATA » c 3 T HOUSEHOLD DATA
Table A-2. Employment status of the civillan populstion by sex and age ’
 puombers io thousande) :
ol snanemelly acjusted Seasenully scjusted”
Employment status, sex, end sge -
Jam. Dec. Jam. Jas. Seapt. oct. EOV. Dec. i
1983 1983 1988 1983 . 1983 1983 1983 1983 138
TOTAL ' a
Civiilan noninstitutional popuiation . 173,358 [ 175,121

Cvilan noninstitutional poputation .
Civitlan tabor force .

Women, 20 yesrs and over

Civillan noninatitutional popuiation .
Givilian taborforce ...
icipation

Both sexss, 38 10 19 years.

Civillan noninstitutional
Givitian Labor forcs . .
Participation

109,779 | 111,795
6. 3.
97,262 | 102,603

56.1 58.7
12,517 8,992
1.8 8.0

174,602 174,779 174,951 | 175,121 ] 175,5).
112,035

3
112,229 | 111,866 112,136 15
[

64.3 6%.0
101,876 |. 101,970

58.. .
10,353 9,896
9.2 8.8

40,969
3, . 366
2.8 1.5

'mmmmmnmmmmmmw

numbers appear in the unadjusted snd seasanally

oolumne.

 Civillan smployment as & perosnt of the civillan noninstitutional popuiation.
\




.
HOUSEHOLD DATA

18

Tabie A-3. Employmenl status o' the elvillan popuhﬂon by race, sex, age, and Hispanic origin

(Numbaers in thousands)

‘

HOUSEHOLD DATA

Employment status, race, sex, 5ge, sad * i
Hispanic origin
Jan. Dec. Jaa. Jan. Sept, - Oct. Yov. Dec.
1983 1983 1984 1983 1983 1983 1983 1983
WHITE .
Givilian noninstitutional poputation 150,129 | 151,484 [ 151,939 | 150,129 | 153,021 | 151,175 {151,320 151,939
Civillan (3007 10rC8 95,533 | 97,352 | 96,767 [ 96,287 [ 97,507 | 97,339 | 97,559 97,813
Penticipation rate 63. 0. 63.7 64.1 4.6 su.u a4 6u.
Employed 85,760 | 9y,618 | 89,268 | 87,981 | 89,693 | 89,851 | 90,432 91,084
Employment-popuiation ratlo? 52.1 59.8 58,8 58.3 59.8 59.4 55,8 59.9
Unemployed . 9,772 6,728 7,499 8,806 7,814 T.488 7,129 6,768
. nempioyment rate 0.2 6.9 7.7 5.1 8.0 7.7 7.3 6.9
Men, 20 yesrs and over
Civilian abor foroe 51,858 | 51,939 | 51,138 | 51,881 | 51,902 | 52,021 | 52,063 52,270
Participation rate 8. 8.6 8.3 8.6 9.0 78,9 78.9 78.9 78.
Employed....... 45,319 g, 387 48,034 46,795 47,908 48,128 48,818 48,589 98,964
Employment popiriation ratic! 7.5 3.3 2.8 .9 72.9 73.1 7.5 73.6 73.8
Unemployed . ... 5,102 | 3,868 | 3,908 | &,383| 3,973 | 3,778 | 3,607! 3,478 3,308
Unemployment rate 1 6.7 1.5 8.5 1.3 . 6.9 6.7 6.
‘Women, 20 ysars and over
Clviitan labor force . 37,763 38,753 3, u68 38,438 18,489 38,505
Participation rate 52. 53, 52.5 52. 52.7 52.6
Empioyed . . 39,625 | 126,593 35,928 | 35,006 | 36,177 36,180
Employment.poputation ratio? 8.0 50.1 a9, 5.4 9.6 9.4
Unampl 3,138 | 2,182 2,540 | 2,822 | 2,112 2,325
Unlmplwmlnlrll. 8.3 5.6 6.6 6.3 6.0 6.0
Bath saxes, 16 to 19 yesrs
Civiflan iabor force 6,717 | 6,748 7,158 | 6,999 { 7,049 7,238
Participation r 52.2 5a.3 57.3 56,2 56.7 56.9
ployed 5,225 [ 5,649 5,857 | 5,707 | 5,809 5,900
Emoloyment population ratio? . 0.6 4s.5 6.9 45,8 47,0 .7
Unemployed . 1,492 1,095 1,101 1,292 1,210 1,138
Unemployment 22.2 6.2 8.2 8.5 7.2 6.2
Mon. 207 8.7 18.9 15.8 17.6 17.8
Women 1905 1306 7. 16.9 6. 18,5
BLACK
Givilian noninstitutiona! population.. 19,766 | 19,086 | 19,196 19,026 | 19,057 19,086 15,196
Civitian labor force 1,561 | 11,878 11,565 | 11,623 11,650 | 11,660
Participation rat 60.6 59.8 60.8 §1.0 61.0 0.7
Employed. 9,589 | 9,513 9,439 | 9,563 9,582] 9,707
Employment-population ratic? . 50.2 5.6 49,7 50.2 50,2 50.6
Unemployed 1,973 1,965 2,116 .2,080 2,068 1,953
Unemployment rate 7.3 7.3 18.3 7.7 7.8 6.
Mer, 20 years and over
Givitian tabor force 5,656 | 5,508 | 5,569 5,075 5,553 | 5,501 | 5,568 5,621
Pasticipation ral 75.0 7.8 E 5.3 5.1 782 £ 74.8
Employed.... 9,275 | 8,706 | w669 | &,384 | 4,613 | 4,807 | 4,70 4,769
Empicymant-population ratio* 58.8 63.2 62.1 60.3 62.4 62.1 63.2 63.7
Uremployed 1,181 838 s00 | 1,09 940 €94 867 833
Unemployment rate . FANY 15,1 16.2 5. 16.9 6.3 5.6 .8
Women. 20 years and over .
Civillan iabor forcs . 5.2611 5,268 | 5,358 | 5,297 [ s,270] s,303] 5,277
Participation rate . 5.1 57.0 57.1 56.1 5.3 S6.2 55.6
Employed..... %399 | 8.307| wsuss.f a,838 | waes| a,861] 4,522
Employment populstion ratio® a7.% a7.0 a7, a2 a2 .3 317
Unempi 761 917 863 839 8. 812 755
Unempioyment rate . .5 7.8 6.1 5.9 15.6 15.9 1823
1)
Both sexes, 16 to 19 years
Civiilan iabor forcs . 1) 805 762
Participation rate 29.6 35,7 307
ployed. ... 345 327 397
Emplwmﬂl-populauon ratio? 15.7 19.0 18.1
Unsmpioyed ...... 308 37 365
Unemployment rate 6.9 87.0 47.9
Men. . 3625 8.0
Women. 47,3 as.7
HISPANIC ORIGIN
Civilian noninstitutions! population 9,328 | 5,738 9,328 9,778
Civilian labor force . 5,878 | 6,156 5,986 6,336
Participation rate 63.0 63,2 6.2 6a.8
Employed. ... %,85% | 5,486 5,063 5,627
Emsioyment sopuiation rator v52.8 561 5a.3 51.6
...... 1 987 630 923 708
Srameoymeni ate 16.8 1.2 15.8 1.2
- k.

* The poputation figures are. M-d]mhdfwm‘v“km therefors, identical

numbers appear in the unadjusted and seasonall

Iy adjusted
* Civilian empioyment as a percent of the civilizn noninstitutional population.

NOTE: Detall for the sbove race and Nllmleoﬂgln 'muol Illll not sum to totas
races” anicy

because data for the “ather ract
in both the 'M!. and black populltlon groups.
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Ta‘lo M
Dhmbers n Swmmaty)

HOUSEHOLD DATA

Riot sonssually adueted

Seascanlly sckmted
Catagery
Jan, pec, | Jam. . zov, Dec. Jan.
1983 1983 1988 1983 1963 1983 1984
CHARACTERISTIC
cmxmmmvcynnuﬂm 103,270 102,606 | 102,981 | 103,190
38, 38,388 98 | 33,682
25,057 24,987
5,236 50258 5,293
o 1,401 1,512 1,043
1,815 1,527 1,556 1,572 1,613
235 an 228 265 233
90,783 | 90,617 | 91,098 | 91,822 | 91,881
15,585 15,481 15,535
15,509 75,981 | 76,106
1,216 1,281 1,197
78,293 78,700 | 73,909
7,900 7.73% 7,936
a7 30 368

4,236
12,615

12,588

* Excludes persons w.mmmum"mmmwhm
mummmwmm

uoks.chooolunmphynmﬂmmbuﬂonnwhgﬁwmdummﬂwmumnnuboﬂom.
seasonally adjus!
(Percen)
‘Ouerterty sverages Monthly data
Wesewe 1902 1 . 1983 1983 1988
) I x| 111 zv_| wov. | pec. | dan.
2] Wiswwwuumdm )
‘chilian Labor force. rerenmreerecrsinisanreceecrenreeser | 800 | 8a2 | 0 | 3.7 | 31 ] 3.1} A 2.9
ue Y comveorinieenennne | 68 | 622 | 6o | s} a7 ] s .5 | 8.3
U3 Unempioysd-persons 25 ysars and over as & perosnt of the .
civillan Labor force. .31 61} 7.9 7.3 ! 66| 6.5 6.2
U4 Unemployed fuiltime jobssskers &8 & percent of the fulltime
‘civiitan Labor force. 10.6 | 30.3 | 10.0 | 9.3 | 8.3 ] 8.2 | e0 | 2.8
U8 vum-u-—-uu-mhmuu
0.9 | 10.2 | 10.0 | 9.3 | 8.8 e 8.1 | 7.9
[ 10.6 | 1008 1001 ] 9.8 [ a5 | s 8.2 | 8.0
US  Total fulktime jobseskars Jobseskers Dius W Jotai on part tise
9CONOMIC reasONS as & parcent of the civiilen labor foros lees ¥ of the )
PRAUIMOADOTIONOR .o eeirrsensassssnanssnnnasansearanssonsas 3.7 ] 1aee | azey | 92,2 | anez | ver | r0ae 0.0
ur vmmmmwmmmmuwam
reasons pius diB0OUTRGEd WOrKers a8 & peroent of the
mmmmwmuudu .
B T e L X B RIS I W RN SR RPN B NV S S
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Table A-6. [ N
Numder of
unemployed persons Unemployment retes'
o
Category
Jau, Dec, Jan. Jan. sept. | act. wov. Dec, Jan,
1983 1383 1984 1983 1983 1983 1983 1983 1984
CHARACTERISTIC
Total. 16 years and over . 11,523 8.8 8.4 8.2
Wen, 16 years anc over . 6,683 9.1 8.6 8.3
Men, 20 years snd over . 5,623 8.2 7.8 7.4
Women, 16 years and over . 4,850 8.5 8.2 8.1
Viomen, 20 vears and over. 3,979 7.5 7.2 7.1
Botn sexes, 1610 19years . 1921 216 20.2 20.1
Married men, $pouse prasent . . 4,920 5.7 5.% 5.2
HMarried women, spouse present 2,058 6.3 6.0 . 6.1
Wommen who maintain tamilies . 767 1.8 1.5 19.9
Full-time workers 9,811 8.7 8.2 8.0
Farttime workers 1,672 10.0 9.8 9.8
Labar force time jost?. - 10.0 9.7 S.
INDUSTRY

8,826 | 6,899 9.0 8.6 8.3
Mining ... 189 125 1204 12.8 1204
Construction 1,057 910 i5.8 15.6 6.3
Manutacturing 2,861 | 1,829 9.6 8.9 6.3
Durable. 1,893 | 1,075 10.2 9.0 8.3
‘Nondurable goods 968 746 8.7, a.7 8.2
Transportation and p 409 an 7.2 6.7 6.5
Wnolesale and retall trade 2,268 | 1,850 9.8 9.1 8.8
Finance and service industries 2,008 | 1,809 6.9 6.7 6.6
Govarnmenf workers 91y 815 5.1 4.9 5.0
Agricuttural wage and salary workers 302 273 6.2 15.7 15.6

* Unsmoioyed as a parcant of the civillan labor force.

? Aggregate hours-iost by the unemployed and persons on part time for aconomic

Table A-7. Duration of unemployment -
{Number in thousands)

rees0ns &% & percent of potentiaily availabie labor torce hours.

Not sessonally adjusted Sessonally sdpusted
Weeks of unemployment
Jan. Deca Jan. Jan. Sept. | oct. ¥ov. Dec. Jan.
1983 1983 1988 1983 1983 1983 1983 1983 1984
DURATION :
Leas than S weeks . 3,328 | 3,382 | 3,223
Sto1aweeks . 2,696 | 2,508 | 20556
15 weeks and over 3,527 | 3,369 | 3,201
1510 26 weeks . 1,337 | 1288 | 1,166
27 weaks ard over. 2,283 { 2,190 | 2,085 | 2,035
Average (mean) duration, in weeks . 0. 0. - v
Median duration, inweeks... .. 2;.; i ] zg.g
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
Total unemployed . . . 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
Less than S weeks . . 35.5 a5, 36.5
510 14 weeka . . . 27.6 27,6 27.1
15 weeks and over 7.0 37.2 3.0
15t0 28 weeks . 1309 jre] 1.9
& 231 23.1 22.5
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Table A-8. Reason for unemployment -
Diumbers i thousands) *
Not soanenally acjusted . Sessenelly scjwsted
.
Jas. Dec. Jan. Jas. sept, | oct. zov. Dec, Jas.
1983 1903 1984 1983 983 1923 1983 1903 1994
5,238 | 5,636 | 6,090 | 5,93 | 5,600 4,825
1,006 | 1,692 | 2,150 | 1, 1,392 1,238
3,332 | 3,908 | 4,659 | .37 208 3,508
766 an 826 ase 866 809
2,005 | 2,258 | 2,557 | 2,362 | 2,322 2,192
1,020 | t,t39 | 1,23 | 1,127 1,175

100.0

100.0 10%.0 100.0 100.0

58.2 . 8 57.1 55.0 58,1

15.6 10.9 15.0 13.9 3.8

2.6 0.9 2.1 .0 80.3

a5 .3 8.3 9.1 9.2

22.3 22.4 22,7 23.7 28,2

10.9 0.5 1.9 12.3 12.8
7.3 .7 5.1 6.2 5.3 5.0 4.7 s .l
.8 -8 -7 .8 -8 -8 -8 -7
w8 2.0 2.3 2.t 2.1 2.0 2.0 2.0

1.0 -9 1.1 1.1 1. 1.0 1.0 -

* Unamployment as & perosnt of the chvillan tabor force.



22

HOUSEHOLD DATA '

Table A-10. Employment status of black and other workers
(NI;MI n thousands)

HOUSEHOLD DATA

ot seasonally sciumted Sesvonally sdjustec
Employment status
Jan. Dec. Jan. fov. Dec.
1983 1983 1984 1983 1993
Civitian noninstitutional population 23,225 | 23,637 | 23,59% 23,827 | 23,637 23,50
Crviltan iabor force . W,257 | 1e,082 | W,258 14,509 | 13,539 | 14,325
Pasticipation rate - 1. 61.1 L4 61,4 61.5 §1.1
11,502 | 12,174 | 12,002 12,171 | 12,171
49.5 51.5 50.9 51.5 51,
2,785 | 2,268 | 2,256 2,338 | 2,368
19.3 5.7 5.8 %1 6.3
. 8,978 [ 9,195 | 9,33 9,118 | 9,098

* The population figures are not adjusted for seasonal variation; mmm., Identicat * Civillan employment a3 & percent of the chvilian aoninstitutionsl population.

numbers sppear in the unsdjusted snd seasonally adjusted cofumna.

Table A-11. Occupational status of the and not
{Numbers in thousands) .
* Civilien smployed Unemgioyed
Occupaton Jaa. Jan. Janm. Jan.
1983 1984 1983 1988
TOtMl, 16 YORIE A0 O¥O ... oe e erritaten e nesrae e e e e e saaa e e e e aabanen s 101,270 | 12,517 9,755 s [ ]
Manageria and professional specialty ... 24,388 931 757 3.9
Executive, administrative, and managerial . 11,169 298 399 a.
Professional specialty 13,218 ag3 359 3.4
Technica!, sales, 31,466 2,435 1,916 7.3
Techniclans and maw-uwm 3,129 167 122 5.3
Sales occupations . .......... 12,108 978 798 7.9
Admlnhlvlllnwwod including clerical 15,230 1,250 996 7.3
Service occupations 13,720 1,774 1,505 11.8 9.9
Private household 91 81 20 8.1 8.0
1,669 ns 96 6.9 5.8
Service, sxcept 1,182 1,574 1,329 12.8 10.7
Pracision production, crat, and repai 12,570 1,833 1,390 136 10.0
Machanics and repairers 3,283 [ 290 9.2 6.3
4,208 952 780 | . 1.8 15.0
8,079 a5 359 1.2z 8.1
16,254 3,934 2,627 20.6 13.9
7,80 1,783 1,136 19.2 12.7
8,190 903 527 18.3 1.2
Handiers, equipment clsaners, hatpers, and laborers. 2,223 1,287 964 28.7 18.6
Construction taborers . 519 215 237 8.6 30.5
Other handlers, equipment cleaners, helpers, and laborera 3,583 9712 727 22 16.5
Farming, forestry, and fishing ... . 2,873 &77 4s1 13.4 13.

"Parsona with no previous work experience and those whoss last job was in the Armed
Forees are included In the unemployed total.
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Table A-12. Employment status of male and by age, not
(Numbers In thousands}
Civillen tabor forow
Civillan
noninstitutionsl
Vetaran status Populetion Unemploysd
end age Yot Empioyed
: Percent of
Number
Jan. Jan. Jan, Jas. Jas. Jan. Jan.
1983 1988 1983 1903 1988 1983 1984
7,909 | 7,776 6,812 833 ST 318 7.7
5,680 | 6,288 47983 767 2| 12.2 8.5
579 916 ass 200 86f 218 5.8
1,927 | 2,393 1,635 299 wsf 1S 10.2
3,178 | 2,975 2,889 268 191 3.0 6.2
2,225 | 1,e82 1,829 116 109 e 5.6
20,613 | 18,09 17, 2,029 | 1,650 11.2 8.5
8,845 | 7,882 7,430 [ 1,081 821] 1307 0o
7,123 | 6,09 6,195 569 532 9.3 7.9
4,685 | 8,116 3,115 39 297 9.2 6.7
inthe. & that most

NOTE: Maie vetscans Nemited
August S, 1984 and May 7, 1975, ‘served In the Amm- closely to the bulk of the vetsran
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Table A-13. Employment status of the clvilian popuiation for ten Iargo smn
Numbers in thovsends) . )
ot sengonally sdfuted Seascnally adjmsted®
Sinte and suployment status
Jan. Dee. Jan. Jan. Sept. Oet. Yov. Dec. Jan.
1983 1983 1984 1933 1983 1983 1923 1983 1984
Californla

Gviiian noninstitutional population 13,637 18,954 16,943 18,637 18,878 18,905 14,930 18,954 18,983

Givilian tabor force 12,237 | 12,400 12,357 12,272 12,404 12,333 12,408 12,389 12,395
10,803 11,408 11,226 10,922 11,288 11,279 11,367 11,388 11,350

11,438 993 1,132 1,350 1,116 1,054 1,041 1,001 1,045

11.7 8.0 9.2 11.0 9.0 8.5 8.4 8.1 8.4

8,255 {. 8,382 A, 400 8,418 8,438 8,455
4,873 $,081 4,938 5,009 5,097 5,067
4,306 4,637 4,517 4,619 4,7 “,n3

a7 404 in 390 0 54
10.0 8.0 a1 7.8 7.8 1.0

8,583 5,588 8,586 8,586 5,588

5,558 5,527 5,548 5,540 5,553

4,990 4,979 3,011 5,008 5,005

568 S48 533 s32 548

10.2 9.9 9.6 9.6 9.9

4,470 4,492 4,490 4,406 4,497 4,499
2,977 3,013 2,991 3,014 3,017 3,028
2,744 2,800 1,787 2,814 2,823 2,831
233 13 204 200 194 197
7.8 1. 6.8 6.6 " 6.4 6.5
6,750 6,744 6,742 6,740 6,737 6,736
4,331 4,303 4,252 4,216 4,260 4,207
3,649 | - 3,710 3,687 3,696 3,748 3,722
682 s8p 363 520 433 &8s
15.7 136 13.3 12,3 11,6 1.8
5,724 5,762 5,766 5,769 5,772 5,776
3,603 3,695 3,661 3,685 1,762 3,774
3,298 3,398 3,408 3,620 3,503 3,503
103 297 236 257 259 m
8.5 8.0 7.0 1.0 6.9 7.2

13,513 13,538 13,592 13,596 13,599 13,608

7,922 8,101 | 8,088 5,098 8,056 7,939

7,220 7,487 7,848 7,476 7,485 5

702 704 650 622 601

8.9 8.6 8.0 7.7 7.8 7.4
Civillsn nooinatitutionsl population . 8,048 8,050 8,050 5,048 8,051 8,051 8,051 5,050
Civilian labor korce 3,040 4,94 5,057 5,087 5,110 5,113 S,005
Employed 4,513 4,452 4,357 4,501 4,543 4,557 4,619
528 s12. 700 586 567 536 476

10.5 10.3 13.8 11.3 1. 10.9 108 9.3
9,19 9,198 9,166 9,192 9,194 9,195 2,19 9,198

5,508 5,383 5,481 5,538 5,532 5,554 5,519 5,451

4,947 4,841 4,758 4,941 4,960 4,969 4,943 4,997

562 542 723 597 s72 583 576 A4

10.2 10.1 13.2 10.3 10.3 10.5 10.4 8.3

11,402 11,429 11,133 11,327 11,353 11,378 11,402 11,429

1,731 7,635 7,612 1,713 7,666 7,657 7,743 7.6
1182 7,079 6,991 7,067 7,092 7124 7,148 7.118
S48 356 621 648 s74 533 597 s30
7.1 7.3 3.2 [ 7.3 7.0 7.7 6.9
* Thess are the officlal Bureau of Labor Statistics' estimates used in the administre * norammwwnmmmlmmnmmmmmmmm
o of Federal fund allocation programs. + thelatest 1963 for the States. Thy

:mmmhnngw-mmmummmumnm:mw tommun;wmuumummmtmmwuumm'm
mwlnmmmmmmum
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Table B-1. on g pay by Industry
n
Not ssesonadly adjusied Sassonally adjusted
inckaytry
Jau. wov. | Dec. | Jen. .| Jaw. | sepe. | oce. | Wov. Dec. s
1983 | 198y | 198 7| 1004 1983 | 1983 | 1983 | 1933 1963 9 1904
S
87,660| 92,0611 32,232 90,576} 83,883| 90,851 [91,084 |91,355 | 91,583} 91,870
71,90s| 76,057 | 76,257] 74,065 73,132] 74,990 (75,312 |75,579 | 75,818 76,163
22,601 24,544 24,333| 23,980 23,186] 23,933 [24,168 24,311 | 24,412 | 24,612
1,028 1,085] 1,084 1,005} 1,037 1,026 | 1,044 | 1,045 1,086] 1,043
639 652 (31 7 660 63 648 It 662 438
Construction 3,328 4,2a5] 4,058 3,787 3,90s| 4,038 | s,060 | 4,004 | &,001] 4,104
‘General building contractors so1| 1,101 1,073{ 1,009 983] 1,045 | 1,052 | 1,062| 1,073{ 1,103
Manutacturtng ........ 16,0851 19,254 | 19,231 19,158 | 18,244 18,871 {19,064 {19,172 | 19,275] 19,375
Production workers 12,115( 13,218 13,18 13,101 ] 12,291 13,043 |13,147 { 13,227 13,028
10,496 11,334 | 11,3791 11,352 [ 10,398 11,081 12,235 [11,320 [ 11,405] 11,463
6,047] 7,630 7,681 7,626| 6,931 7,378 7,522 | 7,601 | 7,667| 7,726
703 716 ns
473 476
509 593
280 872
. 342 339
* Fabricated metal products 1,049 1,487
Machinery, except slectricat . ... . 2,176 | 2,193
squipmen 2,146 | 12,165
1,882 1,895
845 836
702 705
392 387
1,569 7,900] 7,852 7,806 7,870 7,912
5,268] 5,380 3,340] 5,303 5,560] 5,602
A1s7a.901,654.7 [1,616.6[1,507.7 1,628 1,640
1 e 64, 46| 3.3 62 61
. 3 760 763
. 1,206| 1,112
. 670 671
. 1,303 1,310
. 1,063 1,067
. 192 192
. 769 777
. n7 217
.| ss,059] 67,517 66,596 65,699 [ 66,916 67,171 67,238
5,049 4,966 4,979f 3,0m 5,031
1,701 2,700] 1,706] 2,768 2,760
2,248 2,257| 2,273] 2,268 2,1
. 5,312 5,297] s,185| 5,274 5,340
. 3,118 3,1301 3,023 3,097 3,148
. 2,19 2,167 ] 2,162] 2,177 2,192
. 13,643 1s,200] 13,170] 13,338 15,497
- 1,370 2,209 2,178 2,222 1,218
- 2,337 2,506] 2,474 2,491 2,521
- 1,638 1,601 1,601 | 1,632 1,647
Eating and drinking places . . . 4,874 4,684) 4,896| 4,903 4,925
Finance, insyrance, snd resl estate . . S, 493 5,501} 5,374| 3,499 5,540
Finance . - 1,787 2,773§ 2,671| 2,730 2,178
. 1,718 1,716 § 1,710| 1,713 1,721
o - Tes2| 1,022 1,012 993! 1,03 1,044
18,947 20,016 19,841 19,2381 19,013 20,143
.38 79 121 3,377 3,698 L83,
5,878| 5,989 6,002 3,884 3,985 6,014
15,73s) 16,004 15,711 [ 15,733] 13,061 15,707
2,724 2,744 2,738 2,748] 2,778 1,760
3,606 3,746 3.6051 3,631 3,648 3,629
9,428 9,513 9,406 9,369] 9,374| 9,438 9,319




ESTABLISHMENT DATA

26

ESTABLISHMENT DATA

Table B-2. Average weekiy hours of production or Y rs' on private s by Y
Not seasonally sdjusted Seasonally adjusted
industry -
Jan. Hov. Dec. Sept. Oct. Hov, Dec. Jan.
1983 19283 1983 p 1983 1983 1983 1983 P 1988 P

Total private. 348 35,1 35.5 35.1 35,3 35.2 35.3 35.2 35.3 35.6

22.5 82.9 43.6 43.3 ) 2y (1] ’ 2 [¢3) 2

36.2 36.3 36.8 36.3 ) i) 2y @ @ 2

Manufacturing . 39.2 53.8 21,2 40.8 39,7 a0.8 80.6 0.6 40.5 2.9

Overtime 2.3 3.8 3.6 3.2 2.4 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.4 3.6

: bie goods . .. 39.7 41.5 ‘82,0 41.2 20.1 81,5 41.2 41.2 41.2 1.6

Overtime hours . 2.1 3.6 3.3 3.8 2.2 3.8 3.8 L35 2.5 3.6

Lumber and wood products . 9.5 20.0 39.5 80.5 0.3 5.7 39.9 40.9

Furniture and fixtures . 40,1 39.3 20.0 39.8 39.7 40.2 a0, %

Stone, cla; 42.0 80.% 82.1 81.7 41,7 81.6 42.9

Prtmuymunllndullnu 81.6 1.7 41.2 81.7 41.6 82,0 41,7

Blnlhlnlmlndbll(cﬂnlpmductl 0.3 40.5 40.8 40.8 4.4 81.7 8¢. 8

1.6 41,2 41.6 41.2 a1.4 41.4 a1.6

1.6 41.9 1.2 41,3 81.3 a1.8 81.9

41.3 1.2 91.1 a1 a1 80.9 41,8

32.9 42.3 43.5 42,% 4z.5 41.9 82.8

LIPS} 43.2 95.3 3.7 83.8 42.5 40,3

41.0 0.9 81.0 40.7 40.6 80.7 81.2

Miscelianeous manufacturing . .. 39.9 38.9 (¢-] {2 [Fi] [£3]) {2)

Nondurable goods . . 80.0 39.3 39.1 39.9 3.7 3%.7 39.7 9.8

Overtime hours . 3.2 3.0 2.6 3.1 ER EN ] 3. 3.1
Food and kinared products 39.8 a0.1 9.3 39.3 9.9 39.7 33.5 39.6
Tobacco manutactures 40.2 7.7 36.5 21 (2) (2) (2) {2y
Textlie mil products . . 3.0 41.0 39.9 3.7 41.3 40.7 30.7 0.7
Appare! and other textile products 36.7 36.6 35.9 6.6 36.8 8.5 36.4 6.4
Paper and aliied products . 83.2 83.7 43.0 81.8 43.3 83.2 43.0 42.9
P""li"ﬂl”ﬂvllb"l""‘ﬂ- 38.1 ELNY 7.4 37.5 37.e 38.0 37.9 L6
‘Chamicals and allled producta 82.1 a2.8 41.6 a1.0 a1.7 81.7 81.8 31.9
Petroleum and coat products . . 93.9 44.4 83.7 4.5 83.2 3.5 43.6 4.5
Rubber and miscellaneous plastics products . 82.0 82.4 82.0 [:] (k) 2 2 [£3)
Leather and Jeather products 31.2 37.2 5.6 36.3 37.7 37.% 3r.2 36.9

Transportation and public utilities . 38, 39.3 9.6 282 38.6 39.3 33.8 3%.2 3.3 39.€

38.3 38.8 9.0 38.€ 38.5 38.7 8.7 38,7 38.7 8.8

29.2 29.8 30.7 29.7 29.9 29.7 30.0 0.0 30.3 30.4

36.5 6.1 €22 36.6 ) 2y [£3] 2 @) (¥}

32.7 32.6 32.6 32.6 32.9 32.8 32.9 32.7 32.6 32.8

worker:
utilities; wholesale and retail tuo- finance, Inlnnnce‘ -nd 01
These groups account for approximately four-ifths of the total
nonagricultural payrolls.

relate to production wonun in mlning and nunm-cturlnn, to construction
8 and & ind public

esta

and services.

on private

2 This serfes is not published seasonally adjusted since the seasonal component is
smail relstive to the trend-cycs
be separated with sufticient precision.

i undlor imeguisr components and consequently cannot
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Table B-3. Average hourly and woeekly of production or visory on private nonagricultural
payrolls by industry \
Average hourly eamings Average weskly samings
incustry .
Jan. Tov. Dec. Jan. Jan. ROV, Dec. Jao.

1983 1983 1983 P[ 1988 P} 1983 1983 1983 1 1988 L4

$8.16| $8.15 $6.28 [$273.30 [$286.082 [$289.33 ($289.22
1 276.59 | 266.18 | 288.05 | 292.28

476.43 | 890.35 | 899,22 | 500.55
8820.96 [ 931,61 481,97 837.05

9.99 381,83 | 366.79 | 373.27 | 366.43
9.56 367.62 | 396.74 | 805.04 | 396.38
7.80 300.29 { 308.88 | 312.00 | 311.66
Furniture and fixtures . 6.89 €6.72 203.39 | 269.87 | 278,25 266.06
Stone, clay, and glass 9.10 9.41 368.9%| 395.22] 398,28 | 385,15

Primary metal industri

Blast furmaces and basic stsel products.
Fadricated metal products .
Machinery, excepl alectricat .
Elactricat and electronic squipment .
Transportation equipment . ...

Motor vehicles and equipment
Instrumants and retatad producta .
Miscelianeous manufacturing . .

337.648 | 353.82 [ 360.18 | 350.60
260.06 | 273.71| 279.60 | 274.25

327.20§ 330.42| 325.40
327.55} 333.23| 328.55
360.26 | #31.75] 387.56 | 389.0¢€
237,12 256.66 | 258.71 255.36
160.68 | 200.02 | 200.20 | 197.81
402,817 080.21| 467.49| 839,89
332.79 ] 353.19{ 357.89 [ 387.85
421.87 { 057.21] 861,78 | 853.40
572.06 | 590.02( 603.84! 595,63
317.19 | 340,20  387.68 ) 345.66
196.90 | 207.39 | 207.20; 20%. 13

Textile mitt products
Appare! and other textite products
Papst and allied products
Printing and publishing . .
Chemicals and allied products
Petroleurn and coal producta
fAubber and miscellaneous plastica products
Leather and leathar products

Transporation and public utllities . #09.08 | §32.69 [ 835,60 ] 933.16
318.27 | 331.35] 335.40 | 338.66

166.98 | 173,18 | 177,13 | 173,08

262.88 | 266 .78 | 268.50 | 276.70

7.18 7.81 7.83 7.58 236.79 | 281.57{ 242.22 | 245.80

* See footnote 1, table B-2. . P =prsliminary.
Table B-4. Hourly index for p ion or y workers' on private by y
(1977 = 100)
Not seesonally sdjusted Sessonally adjusted

Percent

industry change
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1983 | 1983 1984p) 1983 | 1983 | 1983 | 1923p 19%Ap  1984-

Jaa.

1984
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169.8 | 170.1 171.6 %) 4 ) &) “+) )
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159.8 | 159.9 | 160.9 157.2 ) 158.4| 158.7 | 159.2 | 160.2 .6

153.8 | 133.9 | "135.2 153.1] 1341 154.1] 1354.6 | 134.7 (5

161.0 | 161.7] 164.8 (4) ) () (O] “*)

158.5 139.0 161.2 157.1 158.4 158.1 159.0 159.9 .
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ESTABLISHMENT DATA 'ESTABLISHMENT DATA
Table B-5. Indexes of aggregate weokly hours of production or nonsupervisory workers® on private nonagrlcultuul

payrolis by industry

{1977 = 100)

Jan. | Wov. [Dec. |Jan. |Jan. [ept, [oct. | mov, | pec. [Jan.
1983 1983 1583 P 1968 #| 1983 1983 1983 1983 1983 P[ 1984 P

110.% | 106,€ | 104.7 | ¥07.5  108.1 | 108.3 | 108.8 [ 110.2

9T.7 98.2"| 89.8 9.1 95.6 96.3 96.8 99.2

Mining . 120.6 | 119.3 | 118,08 [ 117.0 | 118.5 | 118,31 118.9 [ 121.1

Construction .. 88.1] 109.1 | 108.6( 95,8 106.2 | 106.0 | 103.9 [ 105.2] 105.6 | 112.9

Manutacturing .. 83.3| 9a.7| 95.3| 93.0) 85.5| 92.0( 92.9| 93.5( 9u.0| 9s.%
Durable goods 79.8| 92.9| 9.3 92.2 er.a| 89.8| 911 s1.9} 92.7
Lumber and wood products . 78.6| 96.3 | 95.7( 92.9| sal9| 97.07.98.0( 97.0| 97.8

Furniture and tixtures... . .
Stane, clay, and glass product
Primary metal industries .
Blast furnaces and basic stes! products .
Fabricated metal producte .
Machinery, sxcept slectrical
Electrical ectronic equips
Transportation equipment . ...
Motor vehicles and squipment
instruments and related products .
Miscellaneous manufacturing ..

85.3| 102.2 | 105.3

Nondurable goods ...
Food and kindred products .
Tobacco manufactures
Textile mill products .
Apparel and other textite product
Paper and allisd products
Printing and publishing
Chemicals and allied products
Petroleum and coal products
Pubber and miscsilaneous plastics pfoducu
Loather and teather products .

83.2 78.8 | 81.0 e5.6 85.1 85,4 83.3 81.7
Service-producing
Transportation and public utllities . ..

17,8 [ 113.5( 112.0 | 17148 | 115,90 16,9 | 115.8 | 116.2
102.3 99.5| 9%.0( 102.0| 107.8 | 101,101 101, ¢ | 92,2

111.0| 109.5 ( 106.8 [ 109,3 [ 109.5 | 109.6 | 109.9 | 111.0
Retall trade .

112.8] 103.3 | 103.8 | 104.1 | 105.8 [ 105.7 [ 106.9 | 107.1
Finance, insurance, and reat eststs .. 120.1| 120.8 | 117.8 | 119.5 [ 120.2 | 119.8 [ 120.5 § 121.8

128.2 | 126.5 | 128.1 [ 128.0 | 128.6 | 128.2 | 1208.4 | 129.3

* See footnote 1, table B2, P =preliminary.
Table B-6. Indexes of diffusion: Percent of In which employ d
Time N Dec.
span Your Jan. Feb. Mar. May June July Avg SepL. Oct. lov.
Over 8.5 | as.a | v6.0 | ssc0 | aree | szea | 3ea | ava | seaT | 23 | 3200 ] aze2
1-month 56.5 45.7 62.4 69.1 n.o 64.5 68.5 68.0 60.8 70.7 64.5 6h.2p
span 66.7p -
Over 25.3 28.8 32.0 34.1 32.5 33.6 7.2 27.2 6.1 25.5 24.7 40.6
I-month A5.4 55.1 65.6 75.8 76.1 17.2 7.9 79.6 19.6 74,2 71.2p 73.1p
span .
Over 20.2 23.7 29.8 26.1 26,1 23.4 19.1 21.2 26.1 26.6 3s5.8
&-montn 50.5 | €3.2 76.3 | 79.3 | 83.6 | 82.5 | B0.4 | s2.5p] 82.3p
span
Over 22.0 20.7 18.0 19.4 18.3 20.7 20.7 22.8 24.2 31.5 37.6 441
12.month. 43.9 58.3 62.6 73.4 76.1 80.6p 33.3p
span
* Number of smpiayees, seasonally adjusted for 1, 3, and 8 manth spans, on payrolls NOTE: Figures are the percent of industries with e: ployment rising. {Half of IM un’
of 186 private nonagricultura) industries. changed components are counted as rising.) Data are centered within the

9= protiminary,
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Senator JEPSEN. Ms. Norwood, hundreds of thousands of high
school and college students work during the Christmas break, and
then return to school in January.

Al‘;e they counted as a negative in the unemployment figures
now?

Ms. Norwoop. Mr. Chairman, the students are counted just as
anyone else is counted who wants to work. When a student meets
the rest of the definition, that is, that he is not working, he is look-
ing for work, and he’s available for work, he is counted among the
unemployed. We have started, as a matter of fact, last month or a
month before, to try to get more accurate statistics on the number
of students, and we hope that as these data are collected each
month and have a chance to mature, so that we can review them,
that we will be able to report to you very specifically every month,
ihou(lid you wish it, on the number of students who are on that

oard.

Senator JepseN. I'd like to probe this again, not in a negative
sense, but in trying to get a better perspective.

Now college students don’t have anyone dependent on them. His-
torically, for a little pocket money they enter the labor force and
are counted as such during the Christmas break and then they go
back to school in January. How does this affect these unemploy-
ment statistics and figures?

Ms. Norwoobp. Mr. Chairman, of course, there is an effect on the
unemployment data and on the unemployment rates by the various
groups that make up those who are counted officially as unem-
ployed. Our definition is basically an activity definition. It is based
upon those people who are actually telling us, in a household
survey, that they want a job, that they’re not working, and that
they're actually looking for work.

We believe that we in the Bureau of Labor Statistics should not
be making a value judgment about whether people need work or do
not need work. We do, however, publish, on a regular basis, in
table A-5 of our release, a series of unemployment rates, some of
which have a much narrower definition than others, and some of
which have a wider definition. One could take, for example, the un-
employment rate for persons 25 years and over, which excludes,
certainly, all of the teenagers and most of the people who are in
college. And that rate, which we publish every month, is 6.2 per-
cent. There are many ways of looking at this, and our feeling is
that we should provide the public with all the information that we
can, so that each person can make his own judgment.

Senator JEpsEN. Well, I have no quarrel with what you're pre-
senting. But in the interest of understanding the data, and espe-
cially 1984 being an election year, we need all the perspective we
can get, based on facts.

What I just heard you say is that the unemployment rate for
people over age 25 in this country is 6.2 percent.

Ms. Norwoob. That’s correct.
25§enator JEPSEN. What was it 6 months ago for people over age

Ms. Norwoob. Well, in the second quarter of 1983, it was 7.9 per-
cent. That's in our table A-5.
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Senator JEPSEN. I'll just try one more time, and I'm not faulting
your answers which you've given.

Ms. Norwoop. I understand.

Senator JEPSEN. I don't have it fixed in my mind yet.

Can you tell me, are there, in the figures that you gave today,
where you said there are approximately 250,000 more people em-
ployed today than there were 30 days ago—is that correct?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Senator JEPSEN. Did that figure include an adjustment which
would be, of course, a negative adjustment for all of those college
students who were working over the Christmas holidays and went
back to school?

Ms. Norwoop. The figures that we are presenting to you today
on a seasonally adjusted basis provide an adjustment for that
which we normally expect for all workers, both college students,
high school students, and adults.

Senator JEPSEN. It does include that then; is that right?

4 Ms. Norwoob. It includes that. All of our figures include stu-
ents.

Senator JEPSEN. So there could be hundreds and thousands of
people reflected in this figure that just simply went to work part
time, as normally has been done over the years, and now they're
back in school? Do you have a breakdown of the college students?

Ms. Norwoob. No; we do not have it yet on a monthly basis. We
can provide something on the basis of last year for the record. And
as I indicated earlier, we have begun collecting these data, and
h};)pe that once the data settle down, we will be able to report
them.

Senator JEPSEN. In your opinion, does the February data under-
state employment because high school or college students work
part time over the Christmas holidays and then go back to school?

Ms. Norwoob. I don’t think so, Mr. Chairman, because the only
way that there could be a problem with those numbers is if there
were a substantial change or had been a substantial change this
December compared to previous Decembers. Our seasonal adjust-
ment process takes account of this expected movement of people
who come into the labor force in December and leave it in January.
It’s part of the seasonal adjustment process.

Senator JEPSEN. You have always done it this way. The figure
here would be as accurate as the one last year, the year before, or
10 years ago?

Ms. Norwoob. I think what I'm saying, though, is that seasonal
adjustment is an imperfect process. It's based on historical experi-
ence, and to the extent that this experience remains similar to that
of previous years, and I have not seen any evidence that it is very
different. The movement of students out of the labor force should
not have an effect on it.

Senator JEPSEN. Thank you. Senator Proxmire.

Senator ProxMire. That fact is, Ms. Norwood, if you have a high
school student who is 16 or 17 years old, he’s a junior or senior,
full-time student. He wants a job and he can’t find a job. He's con-
sidered unemployed.

Ms. Norwoopb. That’s right.
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Senator ProxMIRe. He goes to school full time and wants to work
and make some money, and he’s counted as unemployed?

Ms. Norwoob. That's correct.

Senator ProxMIRE. As I look at these figures, if you would refer
to your technical information sheet, it shows on the second part of
the table, the percent of labor force under unemployment rates. It
shows that as far as adult men are concerned, the December-Janu-
ary change, there was only one-tenth of 1 percent drop. As far as
adult women are concerned, there was no change at all.

On the other hand, for teenagers, there was a fairly spectacular
improvement. Unemployment dropped by seven-tenths of 1 percent.
I take it that’s statistically significant; is that right?

Ms. Norwoob. No.

Senator PROXMIRE. It’s not?

Ms. Norwoob. It has to be 1.2 percent.

Senator ProxMIRE. Wow. You just missed. At any rate, that is
probably a substantial improvement.

Ms. Norwoob. It could be; yes.

Senator ProxMIRE. And then for blacks, there was a very sharp
improvement of 1.1 percent, and for Hispanics, an improvement of
0.4 percent. I take it, Hispanics would not be statistically signifi-
cant. How about the blacks? That would be?

Ms. Norwoob. The overall black rate has to decline by 1 full per-
centage.

Senator PRoXMIRE. So that would be significant?

Ms. Norwoobp. Yes.

Senator ProxMIRE. Well, now, is that because of regional matters
and factors, or is this because the blacks and Hispanics are tradi-
tionally the last hired? We've had a recovery that’s gone on now
for more than 1 year, and these people are beginning to make some
reasonable progress, as far as black unemployment is concerned.

Ms. Norwoop. I think it’s a whole series of factors, of course. It
certainly is geography, in part.

Senator ProxMire. There’s better improvement in the South.

Ms. Norwoob. In some areas of the country and then, as I think
Mr. Obey pointed out, in some particular parts of the States, we
even, in good times, still have pockets of unemployment that are
fairly high. We always have had that, and I think that some of it is
geographic. Some of it may be a particular skill mix, that is,
whether the kinds of jobs that are available and the people who
have the skills match. There are a whole lot, as you well know, of
reasons.

Senator ProxMiIge. Of course, you don’t change the basis for your
figures at all. 'm not saying you do. But is the presentation of the
seasonal factors somewhat different in this report? You find what
the actual change before seasonal adjustment was for unemploy-
ment, because as I understand it, there was a seasonal adjustment
which was possibly overstated, inasmuch as we have had a very
severe winter and very severe weather in December. And the un-
employment situation may have been overstated.

Therefore, the improvement in January may have been an over-
statement, if we adjust for that in making our seasonal adjustment.

Ms. Norwoob. As I indicated earlier, unemployment declined
after seasonal adjustment. It rose before seasonal adjustment.
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Senator PROXMIRE. It rose before seasonal adjustment?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. How much was the rise in unemployment?

MstNORwoon. From about 9 million to 9.750. So it’s about
750,000.

Senator ProxMIRE. Now, have you had any opportunity, or is
there any judgment as to the effect the weather may have had in
understating the improvement in employment and unemployment
in December and, therefore, the change in January?

Ms. Norwoob. Obviously, there is always a chance for some
error in seasonal adjustment. We know that. It’s not a perfect art.

We do not see anything particular this month to indicate any se-
rious problem. The weather this year was about, as I understand it,
like the last year’s January.

If you look at our table presenting alternative seasonal adjust-
ments for the overall unemployment rate, you will see there’s very
little difference among the various methods.

Senator PROXMIRE. Let me shift gears quickly. I should say that
yesterday the Chairman of the Council of Economic Advisers urged
us to follow a policy of reducing the deficit. Perhaps all of us agree
we should do that. Of course, that would mean holding down spend-
ing, or cutting spending, and increasing revenues, and in the proc-
ess, in your judgment, would that be likely to increase unemploy-
ment or at least decrease the drop in unemployment?

Ms. Norwoobp. Well, obviously, it would depend upon how it
would be done.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. Can you conceive of a way we could do that
that wouldn’t slow down the recovery, and if so, could you tell me
what it is?

Ms. Norwoob. Well, I leave that to your good judgment.

Senator ProxMIRE. Well, I take it you can’t tell us. You are a
fine economist, and you are our expert on unemployment and em-
ployment. -

You see, one of our problems is that the Chairman of the Council
of Economic Advisers tells us that if we follow this policy it will
diminish unemployment.

I am all for it. I think we have to grit our teeth, and close our
eyes, and get into it, and recognize it is going to be miserable. It is
going to be a tough period of adjustment.

Can you see any basis on which we could assume that we could
cut Federal spending and increase Federal revenues and not in-
crease unemployment?

Ms. Norwoob. Well, Senator Proxmire, I try very hard to live
within the Federal budget that is given to my agency, and I am not
really very expert at the broader picture.

Senator ProxMIRE. Well, you have two fine experts with you, Mr.
Plewes and Mr. Dalton. Could they help us with that?

Ms. Norwoop. I don’t think so.

Senator ProxMire. That is pretty discouraging because we are
all very determined to follow a policy, and we don’t even know
whether or not this will increase unemployment, and all the eco-
nomic evidence we have had in the past says it will. But now we
have the chairman saying it won’t.
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Well, now, can you tell me, Ms. Norwood —you are the one who
called to my attention the fact that unemployment has bottomed
out to a higher and higher figure in successive recessions.

Ms. Norwoop. Yes.

Senator ProxMIRE. Can you give us any notion of why that is
and what policies we might follow that would enable us to break
through that unfortunate experience we have had? ‘

Ms. Norwoob. I would be happy to try to answer the first part of
your question. I think that there clearly have been shifts going on
in the economy.

As you well know, the demographic makeup of the labor force:
has an important effect upon unemployment. For many years we
had shifts which brought about a much larger group of young
people who also have very much higher unemployment rates than
others, and they probably always will have because they change
jobs more frequently as they are getting experience and move in
and out of the labor force.

We have also had an increasing proportion of minority workers,
who tend to have a much harder time in the labor force. There are,
of course, macroeconomic policy reasons, and there are lots of dis-
agreements about that. :

There is a whole literature, as you know, on what is a full em-
ployment, a noninflationary full employment rate, and I have noth-
ing particular to add to that literature except to point out to you
that there is a lot of disagreement about it.

Senator ProxMIRE. My time is up.

Can you repeat once more what the actual level of unemploy-
ment is, not seasonally adjusted?

_ Ms. Norwoob. The unemployment, not seasonally adjusted,
is——

Senator ProxMIRE. That would tell us the number of people out
of work in this country now. .

Ms. Norwoob [continuing]. 9,750,000.

Senator ProxMire. Thank you.

Senator JEPSEN. Congressman Lungren.

Representative LUNGREN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Janet, it is good to see you back here with some good news for us.

In your testimony, you mentioned that “‘Since the recession
trgll.llgh i’n November 1982, civilian employment has increased by 4.2
million.”

Is that seasonally adjusted?

Ms. Norwoob. No, sir.

Reggesentative LUNGREN. Why is that figure not seasonally ad-
justed?

Ms. Norwoop. We could calculate it for you. We will submit it -
for the record.

[Th(tla]following information was subsequently supplied for the
record:

The increase in civilian employment from November 1982 to January 1984, before
seasonal adjustment was 1,891,000.

Representative LUNGREN. I think you told us last month it was

about 5.5 million. The only reason I bring that up is that if we are
going to deal with apples and oranges we ought to deal with both
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the employment and unemployment side, and do a seasonal ad-
justment for your employment growth as well as for your unem-
ployment figure.

And if we are going to compare the nonseasonally adjusted un-
employment figure, it would be interesting to have the nonseason-
ally adjusted employment growth figure.

The employment population ratio—did that change from last
month?

Ms. Norwoob. Noj; it is at 58.8 percent.

Representative LUNGREN. How does that compare with the
trough for the recession?

Ms. Norwoop. It is higher, considerably higher. It was 57.2 per-
cent in November 1982. It is now 58.8 percent.

Representative LUNGREN. So that would at least be another indi-
cation that the figures you give us in terms of the improvement on
the unemployment picture are real. We have some hard data here.

Ms. Norwoob. I like to think they are real.

Representative LUNGREN. We have hard data here on a number
of indices that we have had true employment growth in this coun-
try as well as a drop in the unemployment rate, correct?

Ms. Norwoop. I think everyone would agree with that. During
this recovery period, we have had significant employment growth
and a significant decline in unemployment.

Representative LUNGREN. I just want to make it clear it is not
just some magic we are doing with seasonal adjustment to give us a
. phony picture.

What is the automobile unemployment rate now—automobile
worker unemployment rate?

Ms. Norwoob. That is down considerably this month, to 6.4 per-
cent.

Representative LUNGREN. And what was that at the trough of
the recession?

Ms. Norwoob. Well, at the trough of the recession it was 24.2
percent.

Senator JEpSEN. Would you repeat that, please?

Ms. Norwoob. 24.2 percent in November 1982.

Senator JEPSEN. What is it now?

Ms. Norwoob. It is 6.4 percent.

Now, remember, these are people who say that their last job was
in the automobile industry. There may be people who were unem-
ployed autoworkers who found jobs outside of the auto industry
and then became unemployed again. They would not be reported as
unemployed autoworkers.

Representative LUNGREN. And you indicated to us that the figure
still does not put us close to what the historical high of autowork-
ers was. There has been a trend in which we have a smaller uni-
verse of autoworkers employed and unemployed to work with now,
correct?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes; the employment level in the automobile in-
dustry, which has picked up considerably during the recovery and
is in fact above the level that it was at the beginning of the reces-
sion, is still considerably below the level that it was in 1979.

Representative LUNGREN. So that is somewhat consistent with
your figures that you mentioned about manufacturing jobs, that we
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have reached somewhat of a plateau in terms of growth in manu-
facturing jobs and the greater growth we see in jobs is in the non-
manufacturing sector, is that correct?

Ms. Norwoob. I wouldn’t want to call it a plateau. I think what
is happening is there is an increase in manufacturing employment,
but the recovery has yet to return in manufacturing to its pre-re-
cession peak. And a great deal of the employment growth is occur-
ring in the service-producing sector.

Representative LUNGREN. So the manufacturing sector isn’t the
leader as it has been in the past in terms of job growth as we come
through the recovery, is that correct?

Ms. Norwoob. During the recovery employment in manufactur-
ing has regained about 54 percent of what it was during the
recession.

. Representative LUNGREN. And the figure you have for total em-
ployment, civilian employment, is over 4 million now?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes; 103 million is a record level for civilian em-
ployment.

Representative LUNGREN. That is the largest we have ever hit?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Representative LUNGREN. OK. That would be reflected in the fig-
ures you gave us for the improvement in total jobs since the trough
of the recession.

Can you tell us how many States we have that are still in double-
digit unemployment figures?

Ms. Norwoob. Just a moment.

Representative LUNGREN. And how that compares with the
trough of the recession?

Mr. PLewEs. In November 1983, the latest data we have for all
States, there were 12 States that had 10 percent or above.

Representative LUNGREN. How does that compare with the
trough, which I guess is what we are referring to as November, the
previous year?
| Ms. Norwoob. We don’t have those data here. It is considerably
ess.

Mr. PLEWES. About 30 States.

Ms. Norwoobp. We can supply that for the record.

[Théa] following information was subsequently supplied for the
record:

DousLE-DiciT UNEMPLOYMENT FIGURES IN STATES

In November 1982, 20 States plus the District of Columbia had unemployment
rates of 10 percent or higher.

Senator JEPSEN. Congressman OBEY.

Representative Osey. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Ms. Norwood, I think for as long as I have known you, you have
probably, as much as any other official in government, been synon-
ymous with the word “competence.” I think your response to Sena-
tor Proxmire’s question earlier also indicates that you are synony-
mous with the word “careful.”

I would like to follow up on Congressman Lungren’s last ques-
tion.

You indicated that the last figures available indicated that there
had been 12 States which were still in double-digit unemployment.
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Can you tell which ones they are?

Ms. Norwoobp. West Virginia, Alabama, Michigan, Ohio, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, Louisiana, Mississippi, Oregon, Kentucky, Wash-
ington, Alaska, and Indiana.

Representative OBey. What were the last four?

Ms. Norwoop. Kentucky, Washington, Alaska, and Indiana.

Representative OBEY. Thank you.

How many are still above 9 percent?

Ms. Norwoop. We will have to count that. I didn’t expect that
question, and so I have to do a counting.

Representative OBEY. Do you have any idea which ones they are?

Ms. Norwoob. Wisconsin is 8.9. It is practically there.

Mr. PLewes. The following States had an unemployment rate of
9 percent or more in November 1983: Alabama, Alaska, Arkansas,
the District of Columbia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Michigan, Mississippi, New Mexico, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania,
Tennessee, Washington, and West Virginia.

Representative OBEY. And Wisconsin at 8.9?

Mr. PLEWES. 8.9.

Representative OBey. Thank you.

What percentage of the unemployed are covered by unemploy-
ment insurance?

Ms. Norwoob. If you include all benefits, total unemployment in-
surance as a percentage of total unemployment is 39 percent.

Representative OBEY. So more than 6 out of 10 are not covered.
How would that compare with a similar point in the recovery after
the 1975 recession?

Ms. Norwoob. It was 67 percent then, and it is 39 now.

Representative OBEY. So almost 7 out of 10?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes; but that was in May 1975.

Representative OBey. OK.

Ms. Norwoob. So we don’t have the period of recovery there.

Representative OBEY. So the months are skewed a little bit, but
basically you are saying that——

Ms. Norwoob. If you take 1979, it is 33.

Representative OBEY [continuing]. So what you are saying is that
the last time that we had a major recession—let’s put it this way—
since 1975 the situation has changed in terms of people falling
through the cracks, so that in contrast to 6 out of 10 who are fall-
ing through the cracks today you had, in May 1975, only about 3%,
with the benefit of the doubt, for every 10 who were uncovered, is
that right?

Ms. Norwoon. I think, Congressman Obey, that perhaps a little
better comparison, since May 1975 was in the middle of the reces-
sion, would be to go back to 1982 in the recession when it was
about 47 percent.

, Still considerably lower, yes, you are right. It is considerably
ower.

Representative OBEY. I understand it. The fact is there were a
number of changes made both before this administration came in
and since they have been here. I am not trying to get at the ques-
tion of who is responsible. I am trying to measure what I am
asking. I am not asking about 1982; I am asking about 1975. The
shape of the law was considerably different then.
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Ms. Norwoop. Yes.

Representative OBey. That is the answer I am looking for.

Can you give us a profile or give us some idea of the composition
of that group of people who have been unemployed for 6 months or
longer? What is that group?

Ms. Norwoob. They are about 67 percent men and 33 percent
women. Almost half—48 percent—are 25 to 44 years old.

R$presentative OBgy. Forty-eight percent are 25 to 44 years of
age?

Ms. Norwoob. That is right. A quarter of them are black.

Rigresentative OBey. And what industries or what kinds of
work?

Ms. Norwoobn. Well, about 30 percent are manufacturing, most
of those in durable manufacturing, about 17 percent in wholesale
and retail trade, and about 10 percent in construction.

Representative OBey. Ten percent in construction. Thank you.

I have some other substantive questions, but I would like to put
on my other hat for a moment, the appropriations hat, and just ask
you a question about your budget.

As T understand it, your budget is being about level funded in
the last year, is that right?

Ms. Norwoob. It is a level program budget. There is an increase
in funding for space, telephone, and travel, and a number of other
things, and there is also an increase that will show up because of a
transfer of trust funds. But in terms of programs it is level except
for an increase for the CPI Division program.

Representative OBEY. One last question. Are there any efforts
that you would like to be pursued that you think would be useful
in providing us with information which you are not going to be
able to pursue under that budget?

Ms. Norwoob. That is a wonderful question to ask to the head of
any agency.

Let me just say——

‘Representative OBEY. Oh, no, I mean, in all seriousness, because
the numbers you provide, the numbers some other agencies provide
give us the guts of the information on which we need to make the
decisions or at least understand what is happening.

Ms. Norwoob. Let me just say, Congressman Obey, I am pleased
that we have been able to start on the modernization of the hourly
earnings and the monthly employment establishment survey that I
am reporting to you here; that is, there is an increment that was
provided some years ago that we are working on.

I am pleased that we have underway the redesign of the Current
Population Survey and that we have begun work on the revision of
the Consumer Price Index, which will take some years to complete.

Obviously, there are many other things that we would like to be
doing. I guess my major concerns are in two areas.

One is that as the economy becomes oriented much more toward
a service-producing sector I think that the statistical agencies
throughout the Government need to be looking at the improvement
of data on services.

And the second area that gives me some concern, and in which
we are trying to do some work, is to improve our quality control.
That tends to be expensive, and I find that the Congress doesn’t
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like it too much and neither does anyone else because it doesn’t
produce new output. It just produces better output.

I am concerned about the quality of the data that we have, and
we are trying our best to improve it.

Representative OBEY. My time has expired. Thank you.

Senator JEPSEN. Senator Abdnor.

Senator ABDNOR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Ms. Norwood, it is always good to have you come before us, par-
ticularly with the kind of statistics you have been reporting the
last few months. It is always pleasant to hear about improvements.
It is that much better if we can bring in all those good figures.
These are an important reflection of the economic recovery and the
condition of our country.

Now, many analysts use unemployment insurance initial claims
as a way to project movements in the unemployment rate.

Now, is that pretty consistent? How consistent is the relationship
between unemployment insurance initial claims with the unem-
ployment rate?

Ms. Norwoob. There is, of course, a very strong relationship be-
tween the total unemployed, as we define them officially, and those
people who have eligibility for unemployment insurance claims.
But from time to time, and particularly in recent years, that rela-
tionship has not worked as comfortably as it did in the past.

Senator ABDNOR. Why?

Ms. Norwoob. For a number of reasons, I think. Partly, I think,
because of some changes that Congress legislated in the law, partly
because of some administrative changes that have been made to ad-
minister the unemployment insurance laws better, partly because
the 1981-82 recession followed on the 1980 recession with just a
very short period of recovery, and so some people had used up their
benefits.

There are a whole lot of reasons for it.

Senator ABDNOR. Well, you have described a general statement
that for every 1 percent drop we have in unemployment that
means $25 or $30 million off the budget deficit.

Is that a reasonable statement, or is that a political statement?

Ms. Norwoob. I am certain that unemployment causes problems
for the budget that can be related to dollars. But the specifics of
that I am not at all familiar with.

I think the Congressional Budget Office does a pretty good job of
making these types of estimates.

Senator ABDNOR. Well, I probably will come to that, but if there
is a meaningful figure it is certainly a big improvement and good
to have that kind of a change take place.

You have noted the unemployment rate has fallen quite rapidly
during this recovery. How does it compare with the recoveries oc-
curring since the 1950’s?

Ms. Norwoob. If we look at the drop in terms of the percentage
decline in the level of unemployment, which is the only way we
can look at it since the rates have been different, this drop in the
level of unemployment has been greater than in any period back
into the late 1950’s.
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If we look at it in terms of the unemployment rate, which of
course then takes into account the labor force as well, it has been a
sharper drop than in any period since 1950.

ffSenator ABDNOR. If we can sustain that, we are that much better
off.

I am from South Dakota. Are you able to measure and disaggre-
gate unemployment in the more rural communities, cities with
populations of 5,000 and under? I mean, do you have a breakdown
among the unemployed, black, youth, women, and men, et cetera,
for the rural States? '

Ms. Norwoob. It is very difficult for us to develop unemployment
estimates with any real accuracy for very small areas of the coun-
try. It is particularly difficult for us to develop unemployment data
for rural areas because there is so much seasonal employment and
unemployment when people work on farms.

We do have a program to measure unemployment for cities of
50,000 or more, as well as for counties. We think that is too
small to get data for accuracy. ,

We do have data, of course, at the State level, and for South
Dakota we have South Dakota and Sioux Falls, but that is all, and
they are relatively low rates, under 5 percent.

Senator ABDNOR. See, this is getting off the subject a bit maybe,
but your figures are used sometimes as a formula for different dis-
tribution of different programs around here. Supposedly, they help
the unemployed in the depressed areas.

You go into States like mine where the people are practically all
self-employed and the rest of the labor force doesn’t really register
under your figures. Many times we could be far more depressed
than some of the most unemployed areas in the country. It doesn’t
show up, at least the unemployed. The ones that meet all the tests
and the criteria for unemployment are receiving some income, and
some of the people in my State and the rural areas are losing dol-
lars by going to work because they don’t have any reimbursement
coming in.

I have argued a lot of times that sometimes per capita income
ought to be given some consideration because you can have a low
unemployment and still one of the lowest per capita incomes.

I know people that toss money out of their pockets every time
they go to work over the last 4 years just trying to hang on. That is
what I was really trying to get at.

In some ways your figures really do not actually tell the real,
real story of the impact of the economy in the various areas of the
United States. You just can’t rely on unemployment figures alone.

Would you say that is kind of correct?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes; I do say that is correct. I would rephrase it a
bit, however.

Senator ABDNOR. Yes.

Ms. Norwoop. I think we can rely on the data that we produce,
but we ought to recognize the limitations. As we have indicated
many times, the smaller the area of the country, the smaller the
demographic group as a proportion of the total, the larger the sta-
tistical error just by definition unless you oversample enormously.
So that is a problem.
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A second problem is that people always look at the unemploy-
ment rate as though it is a hardship measure, and it is not a hard-
ship measure. It is a measure of essentially the supply of labor that
is out there, and then when we get into rural areas it becomes ex-
tremely difficult to measure some of the underemployment that
clearly exists there.

So it should only be looked at when we look at local areas in re-
lation to a lot of other data.

Senator ABpNOR. Thank you for a good point. I am happy you
made it.

Thank you.

Senator JEPSEN. Congressman Mitchell.

Representative MitrcHELL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I am going to follow your admonition. I am going to demonstrate
the power of positive thinking today.

Sure, we have seen a significant drop in the unemployment rate,
and that is very good, and I am absolutely convinced that the
people now at work are delighted to be out of that devastating,
long, contrived recession/depression. That is my positive thinking.

I can’t be so positive about blacks and other minorities as has
been discussed. The unemployment rate is down to 8 percent, and
those who happen to be minorities still live with a 16.7 rate of un-
employment. :

What would you compare the black youth unemployment with
the 8 percent? What is the rate of black youth unemployment?

Ms. Norwoob. It is 47.9 percent.

Representative MITCHELL. 47.9 percent compared to 8 percent.
That is pretty devastating.

Now, please believe me, Ms. Norwood, I am merely trying to find
out what the scope of your work can embrace. I have the impres-
sion that because of affirmative action we did see some significant
gains in employment for blacks and other minorities.

Are you permitted to look at what the impact of the retreat from
affirmative action is on blacks and other minorities? Would that
fall within the scope of your work?

I am convinced that there is a retreat, and I really don’t know
whether you would want to measure that as one of the factors af-
fecting minority employment; whether that is in the scope of your
jurisdiction.

Ms. Norwoop. We do not have any data which can relate the
specific changes in unemployment to changes in affirmative action.

Representative MitcHELL. No, but I am saying maybe we can get
some more money out of the White House for you if that is within
the scope of your work.

Ms. Norwoob. I am not sure how one would measure that. We
. do not now do it.

Representative MrrcHELL. OK.

Ms. Norwoob. That doesn’t mean it can’t be done. I have just
" not thought about how one would do it, what is it that are the spe-
cific facts that one could get.

Representative MITcHELL. But would you agree, in general, that
an affirmative action program has had a salutary impact on minor-
ity unemployment in this country?
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Ms. Norwoob. There certainly has been an increase in minority
employment.

Representative MrrcHeLL. I am a little concerned about the
number of part-time workers. Their rate increased very, very
slightly, but it did increase.

Why is it that the number of people who are part-time workers
involuntarily—they want to work full time, but they can't—why is
it that their number would increase?

It seems to me that unemployment falls in a period of recovery,
but we have, at least in this month, an increase rather than a de-
crease. Why is that?

Ms. Norwoob. The unemployment rate for all part-time workers
actually declined.

Representative MitcHELL. That is the group about which I am
talking.

Ms. Norwoob. The number of persons working part-time for eco-
nomic reasons increased by 230,000. I won’t know why that is.

Representative MrrcHELL. You don’t know why, but that has not
been the typical experience in a time of economic recovery, has it?

Ms. Norwoob. No; it isn’t. Of course, it is only one month’s data,
and I would want to see several months before I concluded there
was anything substantive.

Representative MitcHeLL. Could you tell me in terms of those
who are involuntarily part-time workers for economic reasons—do
you have any idea how many hours a week they work? Do they
work 20 hours a week or 10 or 15?

Ms. Norwoobn. We don’t have any information of that kind with
us, but we could provide it, if you would like, for the record.

Representative MiTcHELL. I would because I think you get a very,
very bad picture if you say here are the number of people who are
working part-time involuntarily because of economic reasons. You
can say at least they are working, but if they are working only 10
hours a week they are not earning enough to sustain their families.

[The following information was subsequently supplied for the
record:]

In January 1984, persons who were at work part-time for economic reasons and
usually work full time averaged 23.9 weekly hours. For those who usually work
part-time weekly hours averaged 20.6. Of all persons at work part-time for economic

reasons, about 18 percent worked less than 15 hours, 52 percent worked 15-29
hours, and 30 percent worked 30-34 hours.

Representative MrrcHELL. Let me pursue something that Con-
gressman Obey raised, whether you have the wherewithal to do the
job that you want to do, and I am going to probe real hard.

You are too good. I have tried for too many years to get hard an-
swers out of you on such things. Are you getting accurate informa-
tion on the number of people who have exhausted all of their un-
employment compensation benefits? Do you have an accurate
figure in your latest statistics on that?

Ms. Norwoop. No, we don’t because we don’t have any jurisdic-
tion over the data that come out of the actual unemployment in-
ks)ulrance system. That is not a Bureau of Labor Statistics responsi-

ility.
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The Congress did request in the 1984 budget that we look at the
question of the development of information on mass layoff, and we
are to report to the Congress, I think in March, about that.

We are doing some pilot work to look at how that might be done
through the use of unemployment insurance records. Then of
course one could always take that a step further and find out more
about the unemployed.

Representative MrtcHELL. Do you have the resources to do a
quality job?

Ms. Norwoop. That is not a program that we have. We were
asked to investigate the cost and report to the Congress, and we
will do that.

Representative MrrcHELL. One last thought from this very posi-
tive-thinking-oriented Member of Congress this morning, and that
is the long-term unemployed.

It seems to me that as a general rule, when we have had a recov-
ery, the long-term unemployed benefit, but that is not happening
at the present time. From the data that you have presented us this
morning, the number of people unemployed for longer than 26
weeks was 2 million in January from 2.1 million in December,
which is not an appreciable drop.

How do you explain that? Why are long-term unemployed people
not benefiting from the so-called economic recovery?

Ms. Norwoob. I think if we look at this over the period of the
recovery, there has been a significant decline. It is obviously not as
large as most people would like, but is about in line proportionate-
ly with the changes in that group in previous recoveries.

Representative MITCHELL. In past recoveries?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes. OK. It is just that everything is higher.

Representative MircHELL. Everything is harder?

Ms. Norwoob. Higher.

Representative MITCHELL. My time has expired. Thank you,
Senator.

Senator JEPSEN. Thank you, Congressman.

I would like to follow up some of the questions of Congressman
Mitchell with regard to your data.

The January 1984 issue of the Monthly Labor Review contained
an article on the underground economy and BLS statistical data.

What were the main conclusions of this article regarding the ac-
curacy of employment data, and how likely is it that the CPI data
have been distorted by underground economic activity?

Ms. Norwoop. The purpose of that article was to review the
criticisms and the estimates that had been made of the people who
were missed or might have been missed in all of the BLS surveys.

The result of our review of these estimates was that when exam-
ined in the light of the definitions of our surveys and the way in
which our surveys are carried out, those estimates did not stand
up.

Now, I cannot go further and say we are certain there is no prob-
lem. We are continually vigilant about this. We feel that we need
to do a lot of testing and quality control, and we are trying to do
some of those things.

All that I can tell you is that our review of all the estimates that
have been made showed that the specifics of those estimates have
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been made generally without knowledge of the specific procedures
that we use. And that is essentially the conclusion of that article.

Senator JEPSEN. The unemployment rate of adult women was sig-
nificantly below that of adult men in much of 1982 and early 1983.

Has this relationship changed much in the recent months?

Ms. Norwoobp. There has been a gap between the two, and you
are quite right that the men have had a higher unemployment
rate. That gap has been reduced considerably during the recovery
period, in large part, I think, because the big job losses during the
recession were suffered by adult men, and the biggest job gains
during the recovery have been for adult men.

So those rates are now very close together. The men still have a
higher unemployment rate, 7.3 percent, but the unemployed rate
for adult women is quite close, at 7.1 percent.

Senator JEPSEN. Real average weekly earnings have apparently
increased by 2 percent in 1983.

How does this compare with the previous 3 or 4 years, and what
does this mean to the average American worker?

Ms. Norwoob. Clearly, the average hourly earnings figures,
when adjusted for the Consumer Price Index, show an upward
trend now, and they had been declining before, in large part, of
course, because our price statistics are showing marked decelera-
tion; the Consumer Price Index of all urban consumers over the
last year has risen by only 3.8 percent. That compares to some-
thing like 12 percent in 1979-80.

Senator JEPSEN. Would your department happen to have a com-
bination of what the results would be due to the purchasing power,
due to the dramatic drop of inflation plus the tax cut plus the in-
crease of weekly earnings?

Ms. Norwoob. No, sir.

Senator JEPSEN. You haven’t put that kind of thing together. I
guess it would be quite dramatic.

In the previous months, you have described the recovery in em-
ployment additions as robust and widespread.

Do you still feel the same way about it?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes. I think for the 14 months of this recovery we
have had extraordinarily good employment growth.

Senator JEPSEN. Senator Proxmire.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Ms. Norwood, you have been questioned already by Congressman
Obey and Congressman Mitchell about your budget and the effect
it would have on your operations. I want to be a little more explicit
than I think they were. I am not sure if they covered this.

Will any statistical programs be curtailed or delayed because of
the budget that the present system has?

Ms. Norwoob. You will recall, Senator Proxmire, that in fiscal
1982 we eliminated 19 programs. Since that time we have added
basically one program, which is the beginning of the CPI revision.

That program was in the fiscal 1984 budget. It will be in the
fiscal 1985 budget. It is in the fiscal 1985 present submission, and
we hope, of course, that we will have that.

Senator ProxMIRE. There are sharp cuts in that, are there not?

Ms. Norwoop. We hope that it will be adequate to do the job. I
should point out that the Consumer Price Index Revision Program

36-618 0 84 - 4
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is probably better than anyone else’s and is an extremely complex
undertaking.

It is going to be very tight. We think we can do it. We are con-
cerned, and we are watching that program with great, great care.

Senator ProxMire. How about the reductions in ETA? I under-
stand that there are large budget reductions for the Employment
and Training Administration. Will they incur the quality of your
data in your testimony?

Ms. Norwoob. The arrangements that were made in fiscal 1984
and then carried through further in fiscal 1985 provide for essen-
tially a transfer, either through a transfer into our budget or trust
funds, for the statistical programs that had formerly been jointly
funded by ETA and the Bureau of Labor Statistics.

We have the funds for the statistical programs that were jointly
funded and I do not see that there is any problem with them. The
only program that is not a part of that group of transferred funds
is the administrative data that comes out of the unemployment in-
surance system, the tax system, which we call the ES-202, which is
a tremendously important program because it feeds into the na-
tional economic accounts, as well as for a variety of other reasons.

We are working with the Employment and Training Administra-
tion to try to be certain that there are adequate funds for that.

I do not see at this point that the Federal/State programs are in
any serious difficulty.

enator PROXMIRE. Very good. Keep us posted on this because, of
course, all of us want very much to hold down spending and I am
sure you feel the same way. But we want to be sure we get reliable,
accurate, comprehensive statistics so we know what you are doing.

This investment, it seems to me, has been a very good invest-
ment over the years. ‘

Ms. Norwoob. I like to think so.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. Particularly for the 100th anniversary, which
you point out it is.

Ms. Norwoob. If you look at the B tables in our report, I would
like to point out to you that there are some further industry break-
downs in the establishment tables. We have, for example, business
services and health services.

As I indicated, I think this is the beginning of a step that is
really very much needed to do more work in the service sector.

Senator PRoxXMIRE. I would expect that over time as the employ-
ment increases, the unemployment drops, but the rate of overtime
may reflect an employer wariness about the duration of the recov-
ery.

Do you expect that these industries reduce overtime and add to
employment capacity in the coming months?

Ms. Norwoob. I don’t know. I think that is an important ques-
tion.

An employer can react by adding working hours, and many of
the people that I talk to in private industry tell me about two
shifts they have that are working overtime, but they are still keep-
ing some lines closed.

So it is a question of, I think, labor costs and of the employer’s
decision, having come through the recession, perhaps to try to mod-
ernize and make things more concentrated.
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Senator ProxMIRE. You don’t have confidence that the recovery
will continue? Is that part of it? You don’t want to hire a new em-
ployee, put him on, go through all the training costs, and so on,
and then have to lay him off?

Ms. Norwoobp. There may be some of that. There is concern, of
course, I think we are seeing some signs of the GNP data perhaps
(silowing slightly, and then there is always the concern about the

eficit.

Senator ProxMiRE. You were asked about part-time work. Within
the category of workers who desire but can’t obtain full-time jobs,
how many work less than 20 hours a week? Do you have any fig-
ures on that?

Ms. Norwoob. We don’t have that information with us.!

Senator ProxMIRE. The fact that there were so many teenagers,
a big increase in teenage employment and very little increase,
practically no increase in adult employment, suggests to me that
there should have been a big recovery in the service areas, but you
say that about one-third of the jobs have been added since the
trough of the recession in the service industries.

Where is the other two-thirds?

Ms. Norwoob. Some of it, of course, is in manufacturing. For ex-
 ample, autos, lumber and wood manufacturing, plastics. There has
been a big upturn there.

Some of it is in retail trade.

Senator PROXMIRE. I notice the leather industry is down.

Ms. Norwoob. Oh, yes, and tobacco is another industry that is
down considerably.

Senator PRoxMIRE. Down recently. They went down in January?

Ms. Norwoob. That is right.

For example, the blast furnace and basic steel industry has not
recovered any of the loss during the recession; whereas, the lumber
and wood products industry has regained 150 percent of the reces-
sion loss.

Senator ProxMIRE. Just one more question, Mr. Chairman. I
apologize. .

In the very depressed employment area, how do pay rates com-
pare with sectors experiencing employment growth? Has there
been a shift so that those that have lower level of wages have re-
covered and those with higher level of wages have not?

Ms. Norwoob. There are some signs of decreasing wage rates in
the industries that are declining. I wouldn’t want to make too
much of that because the way we have to do this is to look at aver-
f\ge hourly earnings, which are also affected by other mix prob-
ems.

We could submit a table for the record, however, which would
show some of the service-producing industries going up and a few
of the others going down, but I think we should be a bit careful
about drawing too many conclusions.

Senator ProxMire. Thank you.

Senator JEPSEN. Congressman Lungren.

T See response on p. 41.
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Representative LUNGREN. Does the average hourly benefits that
you have talked about, earnings that you have talked about—does
that include benefits like health insurance benefits?

Ms. Norwoob. No, sir. The series that we have that can give us a
much better fix on what is going on in terms of pay, which I think
is the employment cost index, which includes total compensation,
and it is done by keeping essentially constant the occupation. So
you don’t have an occupational mix. You don’t have the full-time/
part-time mix.

It is a base-weighted index. So you can really see the change.
That is really the best series to use, but unfortunately, that does
not have large industry detail.

Representative LUNGREN. Commissioner, I would like to con-
gratulate you on the job you are doing in holding down spending. I
also like your reluctance to ask for more.

I have never heard anyone suggest that the figures you give us
are anything less than competent figures, and I think that is a bi-
partisan feeling.

I like your statement that you concentrate so much on trying to
do your job within your budget that you don’t have time to think
about those that are not. Perhaps if we could have that idea ex-
pressed in other parts of the Government, we might be doing
pretty well.

One of the important figures—all of the figures you have given
us are obviously very important—but I think one of the most im-
portant one is figures that I believe Senator Abdnor was talking
about with you, that we had 2 percent increase in real weekly
earnings this past year.

Ms. NorwooD. Yes.

Representative LUNGREN. And according to the data you have
given us, that is the best performance we have had in 11 years.

Ms. Norwoob. That is right.

Representative LUNGREN. That basically means people are ahead
of the curve on inflation with respect to what they are taking
home, correct?

Ms. Norwoob. That is right.

Representative LUNGREN. I hope that is not lost in the testimony
here because I think that is extremely important.

In your testimony today, and in other months, you have always
talked to us about important demographic changes and suggest we
should take those into consideration when evaluating this evidence.

You have talked to us today about what appears to be a substan-
tial decrease in teenagers in the job market, and you indicated that
you have an expectation that this trend will continue.

I wonder if this is going to create some potential problems down
the line for the question of the armed services and the pool that we
have to pull from.

In that regard how dramatic is this change in demographics with
respect to teenagers?

I don’t know how you evaluate it on a percentage basis or what
criteria you would use, but what type of criteria would you think is
appropriate?

How would you describe the demographic changes we are seeing
now with respect to teenagers?
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Ms. Norwoob. It is quite clear that birth rates dropped as the
post World War II baby boom ended.

It is also clear that there have been differences in the makeup of
the population because the birth rates of some groups declined less
than the birth rates of other groups. As those youngsters grow up,
we will find fewer of them and we also will be finding a very differ-
ent racial makeup.

Minorities will comprise a larger proportion of the new entrants
to the labor force than they did in the past because their birth
rates declined less than the white birth rate.

So I think there are a number of factors there that certainly
need to be considered.

Representative LUNGREN. I guess one way of asking would be to
determine what the pool of teenagers has been or the pool of those
teenagers who at least have an opportunity to decide whether they
want to join the Armed Forces are in terms of numbers.

Are we going to see a tremendous diminution in the number of
teenagers in that pool?

Ms. Norwoob. We are having now a diminution in the numbers
of teenagers coming into the work force, and that is because there
will be a smaller population of teenagers for the next several years.
It is a significant decline, and it will continue for several years.

Of course, later it will turn around again.

Representative LUNGREN. I want to make this clear—do you see
anything to suggest that the labor force trend that you mentioned,
the slowdown of women and teenagers entering into the job force
will change in total in this year or for next year?

Ms. Norwoob. The teenage group certainly will not. The labor
force participation rates for women may well pick up a bit as the
economy continues to improve. They probably will not return to
the very rapid rates of increase that we had during the 1960’s and
the 1970’s, but I expect they will again pick up a bit.

Representative LUNGREN. Thank you.

Ms. Norwoop. Congressman Lungren, may I just say that I ap-
preciate the comments you made about my response to the budget.
I would certainly like the record to show that I support the Presi-
dent’s budget for the Bureau of Labor Statistics.

I would also like the record to show that I believe strongly in the
need for quality control and for using our resources efficiently to
try to develop more and better data.

Representative LUNGREN. I understand that, and I wish we could
have your same feeling about quality control to prevail over here
in the House in terms of our legislation.

Senator JEpSEN. Ms. Norwood, I would like to explore that 6.2
percent employed of those over age 25. I was quite taken with that
statistic.

What would be the percentage figure that would represent what
you consider to be structurally unemployed in that age group?

Ms. Norwoob. I can’t put any particular number on that or any
percentage on it. I think we need to be concerned about people who
are unemployed, and especially those who are not able to find work
over a long period of time.

We have a dynamic labor market in this country, and people are
always changing and moving. Some people are always changing

+
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jobs. They leave jobs, they lose jobs, and they find others. People
also enter the labor force after a period of absence or for the first
time.

Clearly, the 2 million people who have been unemployed for 6
months or more, the so-called long-term unemployed, are having
serious difficulties.

Many of our minority workers who may be geographically locat-
ed in areas where jobs are not available or who have skills that are
somewhat different from those that are required for the jobs that
are open are having difficulty.

There are still a number of displaced workers, that is, those who
have lost jobs and who have not found other jobs to replace them.
We are doing a special survey to attempt to quantify this group
and learn more about them.

There are still a number of those people, and the job losses have
been primarily in the goods-producing sector. Job gains during the
recovery have been about equal in the goods and service producing
sectors.

So there may be a training and a skill-mix problem.

Senator JEPSEN. You do not have a figure for the structural un-
employment of those under age 25?7

Ms. Norwoob. No, sir.

Senator JEpSEN. Do you have a figure for what is considered to
be full employment?

Ms. Norwoob. No. I leave that to the researchers and to the pol-
icymakers to discuss. Clearly, that rate varies, depending upon the
particular views of the individual, anywhere from 4 percent to 7 or
8 percent.

Senator JEPSEN. According to other people, then, somewhere be-
tween 4 and 8 percent could be construed as being full employment
in this country when you take into consideration those who are
handicapped, those who are structurally unemployed.

Is that what you are saying?

Ms. NorwooD. Yes.

Senator JEpsEN. That is the range now, and you don’t get into
that at all, examining it at all? How can you reflect people who are
unemployed in this country on the basis of “want to be unem-
ployed”’? Wouldn’t this affect the number if not definition of struc-
tural unemployment?

Ms. Norwoop. The definition of “structural unemployment” is
the problem. Clearly, the economic literature suggests, there is
always going to be some frictional unemployment out there, as
people change jobs, even voluntarily, or decide to enter or reenter
the labor force in search of work.

The exact definition for “structural unemployment” I find diffi-
cult to come up with. We can tell you about the number of people
who are unemployed in an objective way, who actually have told us
that they are looking for jobs. They report that a job search has
taken place.

And that is, I think, important because it is a much more objec-
tive measure than if we or anyone else were to decide that this
person is in the structural group but another person is not.

One of the things, Mr. Chairman, that we have tried to do is to
emphasize the need to look at the entire body of data that is in our
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release, and the release has a lot of numbers in it. There is a
reason for that.

The reason is that a single number cannot tell the whole story.
We really need to look at what is happening to individual groups of
the population, and I think you are quite right in pointing out that
we need to look at many of these much more carefully.

Senator JEPSEN. You can pick up a paper any given day and go
to the want ads and find page after page after page after page after
page of jobs. We have all heard stories about working the system,
where people have gone and applied for a job to meet the qualifica-
tions of some of the programs that require they have looked for an-
other job.

I know in my State I have numerous business people who have
advised me that they cannot find people to do the work that they
need done, and they have people come in who are unemployed and
have been sent there by employment agencies or job services, what-
ever it may be, and they come in and they visit without a real in-
terest of working, but only to qualify for relief programs. Though
they are a minority of the unemployed, they are included in the
statistics, aren’t they?

Ms. Norwoob. Anyone who is not working, is available for work,
and has searched for work during the preceding 4 weeks of the
survey is included in our data.

Senator JEPSEN. So those people are included in your data be-
cause they have gone out. They have done their thing, so to speak.
They have made their one contact, and for right now they have
tried to find work, and that work isn’t suitable and doesn’t pay
what they would like, especially since they have a combination of
government programs. So they prefer not to work.

Those are included in the unemployment statistics?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Senator JEPSEN. Well, let’s go to another area, and that is in this
new growth that is taking place. Among many positive dynamics
that are taking place in this economic recovery is the fact that we
have hundreds of thousands of new businesses starting every week.

My understanding is that your household survey and establish-
ment survey would at some point in time pick up these folks that
vx}rlere employed in these new businesses, but there is a lag time
there.

When would employees of these firms, these new businesses—of
which we have more than we have ever had at any point in time in
our history—be picked up and included and reflected in your statis-
tics as being employed?

Ms. Norwoop. I think the important point to remember, Mr.
Chairman, is that they are reflected in the household survey as
soon as they become employed, and it is the establishment survey
that is a survey of business establishments.

Senator JEPSEN. That is what I said.

Ms. Norwoob. There is a lag in the establishment survey in ob-
taining information on new firm formation. The difference this
month between the household survey and the payroll survey is
somewhat narrower than it has been before, but the 4.2 million
growth in employment that we have been talking about, is based
upon the household survey where there is no lag.
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Senator JEPSEN. So that knowing full well that this phenomenon
is taking place, where we have a dramatic, dynamic increase in the.
new businesses and it is literally starting to explode, so to speak,
those new jobs that you list in those numbers would be consider-
ably greater than what you have but you don’t know how long.

Is it 1 month, 2 months, 3 months?

Ms. Norwoon. First of all, you are quite right that there is some
lag in picking up new establishments in the business survey.

The Bureau of Labor Statistics recognizes that, and we do have a
statistical method for adjusting for that, what we call a “new birth
bias” that might exist in the survey. Obviously, no statistical ad-
justment can be perfect, and there may be some lag still there, but
we do attempt to adjust for it.

I think the important thing in looking at that issue, however, is
to recognize that we have two totally independent surveys that are
measuring employment and that the household survey does not
have any birth of establishment problem with it. _

That is the one that is showing the 4 million jobs that have been
created during the recovery. The establishment survey is showing
somewhat less.

On the other hand, the establishment survey, which is based on
payrolls, does not include the self-employed and a few other groups.

Senator JEPSEN. Would it be correct to say that the differences
caused by this birthing phenomenon that you talked about will
continue so long as the economy continues to expand at the solid
rate that it currently is?

Is the formula with the adjustment mechanism that you are
using to try to gauge this been fine tuned in light of the tremen-
dous explosion of new businesses that have been opening up now?

This figure may be a little dated, but in the last 18 months or so
we have had over 800,000 new businesses formed. It is rather spec-
tacular.

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, sir.

The answer to your question is yes. Of course, we keep watching
these developments, and we do review our adjustment factors on a
regular basis and make changes at special times that are under-
stood and known because we have to be a very open organization
and let people know what we are doing. .

And at the period when we benchmark the data, we have a
better opportunity to see where they are. We have done very well.

I would point out, when we go back and look at the data that we
have produced in the past and compare them to the benchmark
levels of the total after the fact, we find that we have been ex-
tremely close.

In addition, as I pointed out, we have the added safeguard that
there is no problem of new establishments in the household survey
because we are going out to people asking people whether they are
working or not.

We are not going to establishment. We are not asking them
whether it is a new establishment or an old establishment.

So we are lucky in the sense that we have two independent sur-
veys. The household survey is always higher than the establish-
ment survey, in part because of definitional differences, people like
the self-employed who have increased enormously during this re-
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covery, but also because there is no lag in picking up new establish-
ments. :

So I think that in terms of the total statistical package that we
present each month we cover this pretty well.

Representative LUNGREN. We went into this little bit last month.
You have said that the difference between the two surveys has nar-
rowed. Is that a result of any fine tuning or adjustments that you
folks have made, or is that the result of a different phase of the
recovery, or is there an answer at this point as to why that would
narrow?

Ms. Norwoob. I think there are several answers. It is not due to
fine tuning because we don’t fine tune data.

Representative LUNGREN. With regard to the birthing phenome-
non is there some adjustment you make to try and better pick it
up, or do you just accept the fact that you can’t pick it up with the
establishment survey initially and, just realize that when you put
those figures out?

Ms. Norwoop. Congressman Lungren, there is a statistical proc-
ess and procedure that is an established procedure. It is looked at
and changed, if it needs to be changed, only once a year. It is done
at a specified time so that everybody will know what we are doing.

We must be certain that any statistical methodology that we use
is announced and people understand it.

I think what we can do is to say that there has been, for exam-
ple, an increase between December 1982 and this month of January
1984. There has been an increase of 500,000 or so in the number of
people who are self-employed. They would be, by definition, ex-
cluded from the establishment survey.

Agricultural workers and private household workers are ex-
cluded, as are people who are on strike, and persons with unpaid
absences. By definition these groups are excluded from the business
survey.

We feel that we can explain most of the differences. There may
be differences of a few hundred thousand differences over this 14-
month period, which is, I would point out, a very small number.

We also, as we have discussed before, must recognize that there
is some sampling variability in the household survey, but the two
surveys over the long run tend to track reasonably well once you
account for these differences in definition.

Senator JEPSEN. Ms. Norwood, the CPI plus the unemployment
rate equals the misery index.

What was the misery index in 1980 compared to the most recent
month in which the data is available? Do you have that?

Ms. Norwoop. We don’t calculate an index of that kind. We can
supply for the record, if you like, the figures on the CPI and on the
unemployment rate for any period that you specify.

Senator JEPSEN. Yes, if you would, and we will ask for it -at this
point from other sources, too, to see if they all come out the same.

[Th; following information was subsequently supplied for the
record:]
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Senator JEPSEN. I thank you, Ms. Norwood, and T want to take
this point in time to echo what has been said by my colleagues
from both sides of the aisle here today with regard to your stead-
fast and consistent professionalism.

We have had a national economic headache. It has been a pound-
ing one, and the headache is starting to get better. It is consider-
ably better than it was a year ago. It is considerably better than it
was 18 months ago, and both the unemployment figures and all the
other indicators that measure the health of the economy for a good
number of months now have pointed in the right direction. For the
American worker, this is the best economic recovery in the post
World War II period.

For your part in the reporting of this particular indicator, I con-
gratulate you and thank you for your professionalism and your
consistency. It is most helpful, and I think it is also very good for
the image of the “bureaucracy.”

Thank you for your good work.

Ms. Norwoop. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator JEPSEN. The committee stands adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 11:30 a.m., the committee adjourned, subject to
the call of the Chair.]
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CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
JoiNT EcoNnomic COMMITTEE,
Washington, DC.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:30 a.m., in room SR-
325, Russell Senate Office Building, Hon. Roger W. Jepsen (chair-
man of the committee) presiding.

Present: Senators Jepsen and Proxmire.

Also present: James K. Galbraith, deputy director; Charles H.
Bradford, assistant director; Deborah Clay-Mendez, Robert R.
Davis, Christopher J. Frenze, and Paul B. Manchester, professional
staff members.

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR JEPSEN, CHAIRMAN

Senator JEPSEN. Madam Commissioner, welcome once again to
the Joint Economic Committee’s monthly hearing on the employ-
ment situation. We look forward to your testimony explaining the
continued dramatic improvement in labor market conditions.

The main story is that the civilian unemployment rate declined
two-tenths of a percentage point to a level of 7.8 percent. The un-
employment rate has dropped about 3 percentage points since the
end of 1982, The rapid drop in the unemployment rate is the most
satisfying aspect of the current economic recovery. Under current
policies, America is working again.

I am advised by my staff that the employment growth in this re-
covery has been robust by historical standards. According to the
household survey, in February 700,000 new jobs were created and
total civilian employment climbed to 103.9 million, a new record.
Total employment is now higher than ever before.

For the American worker this has been the best recovery since
World War II. The vigor of this economic expansion has created
almost 5 million new jobs so far. The unforeseen strength of this
expansion improved labor markets faster than anyone thought pos-
sible. Furthermore, the 1.1-percent rise in the composite index of
leading economic indicators in January signals continued economic
growth and job creation in coming months. While strong economic
growth is feared by some, it is essential to the continued welfare of
the American worker. It is only through healthy, sustainable eco-
nomic growth that we can create and maintain enough jobs to
employ all Americans seeking work and enforce our own goals:
gainful employment for every single person in this country that
wants to work.
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The employment gains during the recovery period underscore the
point that the best jobs programs is an expanding economy. Gov-
ernment policy must continue to make sustained economic expan-
sion its highest priority. Those who support fiscal or monetary
measures to slow the economy for one reason or another are asking
us to kill the goose that lays the golden egg.

Ms. Norwood, before you proceed, I would like to recognize a
very distinguished colleague and, I might add, a most faithful col-
league on this committee, Senator Proxmire, who is here to share
in the good news.

Senator PRoXMIRE. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much.

Senator JEPSEN. Ms. Norwood, you may proceed.

STATEMENT OF HON. JANET L. NORWOOD, COMMISSIONER,
BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
ACCOMPANIED BY KENNETH V. DALTON, ASSOCIATE COMMIS-
SIONER, OFFICE OF PRICES AND LIVING CONDITIONS, AND
JOHN BREGGER, CHIEF, DIVISION OF EMPLOYMENT AND UN-
EMPLOYMENT ANALYSIS

Ms. Norwoop. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I would
first like to introduce Kenneth V. Dalton, Associate Commissioner,
Office of Prices and Living Conditions, on my right; and Jack Breg-
ger, who handles the labor force data.

I am always very pleased to come before this committee to offer
a few comments to supplement our release.

February produced another round of strong improvements in our
Nation’s job market. Both employment series showed large gains:
household employment advanced by 700,000 and nonfarm payroll
jobs grew by almost 400,000. In addition, both the overall unem-
ployment rate and the civilian worker rate declined another two-
tenths of a percentage point, to 7.7 and 7.8 percent, respectively.
Both were nearly 3 full points below their recession highs.

The highlight of current labor force development continues to be
the rapid growth of jobs. The unusally large household survey
gains were shared by both adult men and women and by both
whites and blacks.

The employment-population ratio, the proportion of the working
age population with jobs, is a particularly useful economic indica-
tor. For civilian workers, this ratio was 59.1 percent in February.
This means that we have regained 2 of the 2%-point recessionary
decline. We are currently 1 point below the all-time high in this
measure achieved in 1979.

Over the last year the unemployment-population ratio for adult
men has increased by nearly 2% percentage points to 72.9 percent.
This ratio is affected both by economic activity and by the long-
term secular decline in labor force activity among men, particular-
ly older men, which began many years ago. The employment-popu-
lation ratio for adult women, on the other hand, declined only
slightly during the recession and is now at a record 49.6 percent.

Payroll job gains were widespread. Construction posted an in-
crease of almost 40,000 jobs in February and, since the industry’s
recession low, has added about 450,000 jobs. Manufacturing employ-
ment continued to advance, with February’s gain of 110,000 occur-
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ring primarily in durable goods. Employment in the service-produc-
ing sector continued its strong growth, adding 240,000 jobs Febru-
ary. The services industry accounted for almost 150,000 of the Feb-
ruary increase and has added more than a million jobs during the
recovery. Retail trade was another industry group to show a sub-
stantial over-the-month gain.

The performance in the manufacturing sector during the recov-
ery has been quite uneven. Some industries, such as lumber, furni-
ture, electrical equipment, and automobiles, have recovered all of
their recessionary losses. Others, such as machinery, fabricated
metals, and, most dramatically, primary metals, have shown rela-
tively little employment recovery. At the extreme, steel has not re-
gained any of its losses.

An interesting note is that the manufacuring workweek is at the
highest level in nearly two decades. Increased hours are sometimes
a substitute for employment growth. Thus, the statistic which com-
bines workweek and employment gains, the index of aggregate
weekly hours, has performed far better during the recovery than
has manufacturing employment alone.

The overall and civilian unemployment rates have fallen two-
tenths of a percentage point in each of the last 3 months. These
recent jobless rate declines are positive signs of improvement in
the habor market because of their consistent and steady downward
trend.

The February developments are similar to other recent months
in that adult men continued to pace the gains. Their jobless rate
dropped from 7.3 to 7.0 percent, the lowest it has been since No-
vember 1981. Improvements were concentrated among workers
looking for full-time jobs and among the very long-term unem-
ployed. The number of jobless in more than a half year declined by
225,000 in February and by more than a million since last June.
Both the mean and median duration of unemployment declined
substantially over the month.

The labor force increased sharply in February. As you know, the
labor force figures in the household survey often show considerable
month-to-month variability. Until February, labor force growth
during the recovery has been quite slow. When we include the Feb-
ruary increase the labor force has grown by 1.7 million over the
year, well below the 2.5 to 3.0 million annual gains in the late
1970’s. As I have pointed out before, demographic changes, espe-
cially the decline in the youth population, explain much of this
slowdown. Our experience suggests that it is unlikely that in-
creases of the magnitude of the February labor force change will be
sustained in later months. We can, I believe, anticipate a continued
increase in the labor force participation of women, but we, of
course, do not know exactly how large that increase will be. While
we have seen an increase in retirement among older men during
the recession, and, indeed, over the last several decades, the labor
force participation rates for men in the 25- to 54-year-age group
have remained quite high.

In summary, we continue to experience an unusually strong
labor market recovery, reflected in large employment gains and a
steady decline in the unemployment rate.

36-618 0 84 - 5
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My colleagues and I would be happy to answer any questions the
committee might have.

[The table attached to Ms. Norwood’s statement, together with
the Employment Situation press release referred to, follows:]

UNEMPLOYMENT RATES OF ALL CIVILIAN WORKERS BY ALTERNATIVE SEASONAL ADJUSTMENT

METHODS
X-11 ARIMA method X-11
Unadjusted %?}R:?gl Range
Month and nadju .
o and ye rate pmglre Concurrent Stable Total Residual IESH;?: {(eals2-7)
1980)
1) (2) 3) O] (5} (6) 0] (8)
1983

February 113 10.4 104 10.2 10.5 106 10.4 0.4
March.... 10.8 103 10.3 10.2 104 10.4 10.3 2
April. 10.0 10.2 10.2 10.2 103 10.2 10.3 1
May.. 98 10.1 10.1 10.2 10.1 10.1 10.1 1
June. 10.2 10.0 10.0 10.0 9.8 10.0 100 2
July .. 94 9.5 9.5 9.4 9.5 9.5 9.5 B!
August .. 9.2 9.5 9.5 94 9.5 9.5 9.5 1
September .. 8.8 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.1 9.3 2
October ...... 8.4 8.8 8.8 9.0 8.8 8.8 89 2
November... 81 8.4 84 8.5 8.4 84 84 1
8.0 8.2 8.2 8.4 8.2 8.2 8.2 2

Janvary 8.8 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.1 8.0 8.0 1
February 84 7.8 18 16 78 17 18 2

ExprLANATION OF CoLUMN HEADS

d(l) U(xlladjusted rate. Unemployment rate for all civilian workers, not seasonally
adjusted.

(2) Official procedure (X-11 ARIMA method). The published seasonally adjusted
rate for all civilian workers. Each of the 3 major civilian labor force components—
agricultural employment, nonagricultural employment and unemployment—for 4
age-sex groups—males and females, ages 16-19 and 20 years and over—are seasonal-
ly adjusted independently using data from January 1974 forward. The data series
for each of these 12 components are extended by a year at each end of the original
series using ARIMA (Auto-Regressive, Integrated, Moving Average) models chosen
specifically for each series. Each extended series is then seasonally adjusted with
the X-11 portion of the X-11 ARIMA program. The 4 teenage unemployment and
nonagricultural employment components are adjusted with the additive adjustment
model, while the other components are adjusted with the multiplicative model. The
unemployment rate is computed by summing the 4 seasonally adjusted unemploy-
ment components and calculating that total as a percent of the civilian labor force
total derived by summing all 12 seasonally adjusted components. All the seasonally
adjusted series are revised a the end of each year. Extrapolated factors for January-
June are computed at the beginning of each year; extrapolated factors for July-De-
cember are computed in the middle of the year after the June data become avail-
able. Each set of 6-month factors are published in advance, in the January and July
issues, respectively, of Employment and Earnings.

(3) Concurrent (X-11 ARIMA method). The official procedure for computation of
the rate for all civilian workers using the 12 components is followed except that ex-
trapolated factors are not used at all. Each component is seasonally adjusted with
the X-11 ARIMA program each month as the most recent data become available.
Rates for each month of the current year are shown as first computed; they are re-
vised only once each year, at the end of the year when data for the full year become
available. For example, the rate for January 1984 would be based, during 1984, on
the adjustment of data from the period January 1974 through January 1984.
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(4) Stable (X-11 ARIMA method). Each of the 12 civilian labor force components is
extended using ARIMA models as in the official procedure and then run through
the X-11 part of the program using the stable option. This option assumes that sea-
sonal patterns are basically constant from year-to-year and computes final seasonal
factors as unweighted averages of all the seasonal-irregular components for each
month across the entire span of the period adjusted. As in the official procedure,
factors are extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series are revised at the end
of each year. The procedure for computation of the rate from the seasonally adjust-
ed components is also identical to the official procedure.

(5) Total (X-11 ARIMA method). This is one alternative aggregation procedure, in
which total unemployment and civilian labor force levels are extended with ARIMA
models and directly adjusted with multiplicative adjustment models in the X-11
part of the program. The rate is computed by taking seasonally adjusted total unem-
ployment as a percent of seasonally adjusted total civilian labor force. Factors are
extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series revised at the end of each year.

(6) Residual (X-11 ARIMA method). This is another alternative aggregation
method, in which total civilian employment and civilian labor force levels are ex-
tended using ARIMA models and then directly adjusted with multiplicative adjust-
ment models. The seasonally adjusted unemployment level is derived by subtracting
seasonally adjusted employment from seasonally adjusted labor force. The rate is
then computed by taking the derived unemployment level as a percent of the labor
force level. Factors are extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series revised at
the end of each year.

(7) X-11 method (official method before 1980). The method for computation of the
official procedure is used except that the series are not extended with ARIMA
models and the factors are projected in 12-month intervals. The standard X-11 pro-
gram is used to perform the seasonal adjustment.

Methods of Adjustment. The X-11 ARIMA method was developed at Statistics
Canada by the Seasonal Adjustment and Times Series Staff under the direction of
Estela Bee Dagum. The method is described in “The X-11 ARIMA Seasonal Adjust-
ment Method,” by Estela Bee Dagum, Statistics Canada Catalogue No. 12-564E,
February 1980.

The standard X-11 method is described in “X-11 Variant of the Census Method II
Seasonal Adjustment Program,” by Julius Shiskin, Allan Young, and John Mus-
grave (Technical Paper No. 15, Bureau of the Census, 1967).

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, March 1984.
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THE EMPLOYMENT SITUATION: FPEBRUARY 1984

Employment rose markedly in Pebruary and unemployment continued to decline, the Bureauw of
Labor Statlstics of the U.S. Depactwent of Labor reported today. Both the overall wnemployment
rate, at 7.7 percent, and the civilian worker rate, at 7.8 percent, dropped two-tenths of a
percentage point over the wonth. Since the Novembaer 1982 recession trough, the rates have
declined by 2.9 perceatage points, and the number of unemployed has been reduced by 3.1 million.

Total civilian employment--as measured by the monthly survey of houscliolds~-rose by 700,000
in February to 103.9 million, seasonally adjusted. The proportion of the civilian population
with jobs was 59.1 percent, the highest since August 1981.

. The number of employecs on nonagricultural payrolls--as measured by the monthly survey of
establishnents--advanced by 385,000 to 92.2 million. Gains were particularly large in scrvices
and durable goods manufacturing.

Unemployment (Household Survey Data)

The unemployment rate for civilians dropped 0.2 percentage point in February to 7.8 perceunt,
sessonally adjusted, as the number of unemployed deciined by 225,000 to 8.8 million. The
unemployment rate for adult men fell 0.3 point to 7.0 percent, while the rate for adult women
edged down to 6.9 percent, and the rate for teenagers was stable at 19.3 percent. Jobless rates
for black and vhite workers continued to trend down. The black teensge unemployment rate was
down to 43.5 percent, reflecting improvements for young black women. The rate of lispanic
joblessness. fell from 11.2 to 10.2 percent. (See tables A-2 and A-3.)

Both the mean and median duration of unemployment fell in Pebruary--to 18.8 and 8.3 weeks,
respectively--as there was a substantial decline in the number of very long-term unemployed (27
or more waeks). Job losers accounted for about 54 percent of the jobless total, down from a
recessionary high of 62 percent. (See tables A-7 and A-8.)

Total Employment and the Labor Force {Hougehold Survey Data)

Total civilian employment, at 103.9 million, seasonally adjusted, increased by 700,000 in
Pebruary and has risen by 4.9 million over the course of the recovery, the largest gain in the
firat 15 wonths of any post-World War LI recovery period. Over-the-mouth increases were shared
among edult men and women and white and black workera. Since November 1982, the proportion of
the population with jobs has crlsen by ubout 2 perceatage poluts for whites, Lo 00.2 percent, awl
by 3 percentage points for blacka, to 51.8 percent. (See tables A-2 and A-3.)

The rate of job growth over the past year has been greatest among precision productien,
craft, and rvepair workers--up 7 percent -to 12.6 willion—-and operators, fabricators, and
lsborers--up 6 percent to 16.2 million. Service occupations recorded the lowest rate of growth
during this period, while employmeat {n farming, forestry, and Fishing recorded o stlght
decline. (See table A-11.)

The civilian labor force rose by 480,000 in February to 112.7 millfon, seasonally adjusted.
Growth occurred among both white and black workers and was especially visible among adult women.
Over the course of the recovery, labor force gains have kept pace with population growth, as the
overall labor force participation rate of 64.l percent in February was the same as in November
1982.
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Industry Payroll Employment (Establishmeat Survey Data)

Nonagricultural payroll employment rose by 385,000 in February. Job gains continued to
be widesprend, with two-thirds of the 186 industriee in the BLS {ndex of diffusion repistering
over-the-month increases. At 92.2 milllon, scasonally adjusted, total noufarm employment has
risen by 650,000 over the poast 2 months and was 3.5 wmillion above the November 1982 level. (See
tables 8#~1 and B-6.)

Two-thirds of the February increase occurred inm the wmanufacturing (110,000) and services
(145,000) industries, each of which continued their strong growth during the recovery period.
Within manufacturing, over-the-month gains were concentrated in the durables goods industries,
especially in electrical and eclectronic equipment, machinery, aud transportation cquipment,
which together accounted for 60 percent of the overall manufacturing gain. In nondurable goods,
the only notable Lncrcase way In the auto-related rubber and ploastic products  (ndustry, which
has shown strength in -recent wonths. Total factory jobs have risen by Ll.3 million since:
Nuvember 1982, The large over-the-month cmployment iacrease in the services industey contiuued
the strong growth pattern durlug Che past 15 wonthy (1.1 wiillon).

Table A. Major indicators of labor market activity, seasonally adjusted

Quarterly averages Monthly data
Category ] . ] Jan.-
|_1982 | 1983 1983 | 1984 Feb.
| | | | change
i 1v J_IIr | IV | _Dec. | Jam. | Feb.
HOUSEHOLD DATA ] B

Thousands of persons
112,4931113,737|113,702[113,824[113,901]114,377 476
100,718(103,209]104,195|104,629|104,876/105,576 700
110,829)112,057]112,012]112,136(112,215| 112,693 478

Labor force L/evvvseones
Total employment 1/
Civilian labor forcesssss

Civilian employment 99,054|101,528(102,506 102,941 103,190| 103,892 702
Uncmployment «.vesss 11,775] 10,529] 9,507| 9,195} 9,026] 8,80! -225
Not in labor force.... 62,21/] 62,392] 62,938) 62,985] 03,318) 62,980 -332
Discouraged Workers.ssevsvssss 1,813] 1,610] 1,457 N.A.]  N.Adl  NeAd]  NoA.

. | i) I

Percent of labor force

Unemployment rates:

| 1
All workers 1/cvevvss 10.5 9.3 8.4 8.11 7.9} 7.71 -0.2
All civilian workers.. 10.6 9.4 8.5 8.2 8.04 7.8 -0.2
Adult men.... 9.9 8.7 7.8 7.4| 7.31 7.0 -0.3
Adult women.. 9.0 7.9 7.2 7.1 71 6.9 -0.2
Teenagers . 24.1 22.4 20.6 20.1| 19.4} 19.3 -0.1
White. .. 9.5| 8.1 7.4 7.1| 6.9 6.7 ~0.2
Blackessrsses ceee]  20.6)  19.4] 17.9) 17.8] 16.7]  16.2 -0.5
ispanic originessove. vees] 15.3} 12.8) 12.1] 1.6} 1.2] 0.2 -1.0

| I ) I 1 | ]
ESTABLISHMENT DATA |
| Thousands of jobs

Nonfarm payroll employment.... | 88,796| 90,250] 91,346 91,599{91,863p|92,249p 386p
GCoods-producing industrices.. «| 23,160] 23,830 24,298 24,415}24,611p(24,760p 149p
Service-producing industries.. .| 65,636] 66,421 67,048| 67,184[67,252p|67,489p 237p

| | 1 1

lours of work
Average weekly hours: : | ] | i [} [

Total private nonfarm.... 34.7]  35.4]  35.3]  35.3] 35.5p] 35.4p|  =O.lp
Manufacturingesesevosensoes 39.0) 40.4]  40.6| 40.5{ &1.0p] 41.0p Op
Manufacturing overtime.sesosesos 2.3 3.1 3.3| 3441 3.5p| 3.6p O.1p

1 il ! ! |

1/ Includes the resident Armed Forces. N.A.snot avallable,
p=prelinminary.
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Employment fn retail trade declined somewhat less than usual {rom January to February, and,
as a result, the job total voee by 55,000 after scasonsl adjustwent, Elsewhere, the number of
jobs in construction roae by 35,000, and there was also an increase in the durable goods portion
of wholesale trade. “

Weekly Hours (Establishment Survey Data)

The average k k of pr ion or visory on private nonagricultural
payrolls edged down 0.1 hour in Pebruary to 35. b hours, seasonally adjusted. At 41.0 hours, the
wanufacturing workweek held steady at the highest level since January 1967. Factory overtime
hours were about unchanged over the month at 3.6 hours, the highest level since early 1979.
(Sea table §-2.)

The tndex of aggregate weekly hours of production or nonsupervisory workers on private
nonagricultural payrolls, at 110.2 (1977=100) in February, wae lictle changed over the month.
The manufacturing index was up 0.7 p"cnn: in Pebruary to 96.5, 16.1 percent above the rececesion
low. (Sce table B-5.)

Hourly and Weekly Earninge |B}nbluhnu Survey Data)

Average hourly earnings were about unchanged in February, while average weeckly eornings
decreased 0.2 percent, seasonally adjusted. Prior to adj for lity, ge hourly
earnings also were about unchanged in Pebruary at $8.24, and average weekly earnings rose by 47
cents to §289.22. Since February 1983, sverage hourly earnings have risen by 32 cents, ond
average weekly earnings were up by $18.36. (See table B-3.)

The Hourly Barnings Index (Establishpent Survey Data)

The Hourly EBarnings Index (HEL) was 158.2 (1977=100) £n Pebruary, seasonally adjusted,
essentially unchanged from January. For the 12 months ended in Pebruary, the tncrease (beforo
seasonal adjustment) was 3.2 percent. The HEl excludes the effects of two types of changes
unrelated to underlying wage rate wmovementa-~-fluctuations in overtime in menufacturing and
interindustry employment shifts. In dollars of constant purchasing power, the HEI decreased 0.1
percent during the 12-month period ended in January. (See table B-4.)




Explanatory Note.

This news release presents statistics from two major surveys,
the Current Populution Survcy ({houschold survcy) and the
Curremt ics Survey survey).

The houschold survey provides the information on the labor .

force, tow) und that appears in
the A tables, marked HOUSEHOLD DATA. It is a sample
survey of about 60,000 houscholds that is conducied by the
Bureau of the Census with most of the findings analyzed and
published by the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS).

The survey provides the inf on the
employment, hours, and carnings of workers on nonag-
ricultural payrolls that appears in the B tables, morked
ESTABLISHMENT DATA. Thix Informmtion is collecied
from payroll records by BLS in cooperation with State agencies.
The sample includes approximately 189,000 estab-
lishments employing about 36 million people.

For both surveys, the data for a given month are actuafly
collecied for and relate to a particular week. In the household
survey, unless otherwise indicated, it is the calendar week that
contains the 12th day of the month, which s called the survey
week. In the blish survey, the ref week is the
pay period including the 12th, which may or may not corres-
pond direetly 10 the calendar week,

grouping of seven based on vary-
ing definitions of unemploymem and the labor force. The
definltions are provided in the table. The most restrictive
definition yields U-1, and the most comprehensive yields U-7.
The overall unemployment rate is U-3a, while U-5b represents
the same measure with a civillan labor force base. .

Unlike the houschold survey, the establishment survey only
counts wage and salary cinployces whose names appear on the
payroll records of nonagricultural firms. As a fesult, there are
many differences between the two surveys, among which are
the following:

~—~-The houschold survey, although based on a smaller sam-
ple, reflects a larger segment of the population; the establish-
ment survey excludes agriculture, the self-employed, unpaid
family workers, private houschold workers, and inembers of
the resident Armed Forces;
~The houschokl survey includes peopk on unpaid leave
among the employed; the establishment survey does not;

----- The household survey is limited 10 those 16 years of age
and older; the establishment survey is not Ilmiled by o

----- The h hold survey has no i of i
beceause each individual is counted only once; in the es(nbllsh-
ment survey, employees working at more than one job or
otherwise appearing on more than one payroll would be
counted- for each

Olhcr dnl‘ferences between llle two surveys are described in

from ¢ and

The data in this release are affected by a number of
factors, including definitions, survey differences, seasonal ad-
justments, and the inevitable variance in results between a
survey of a sample and a census of the entire population. Each
of these Tactors is cxplained below,

Coverage, definitions and differences between surveys

The sample households in the household survey are selected
50 as to reflect the entire civilian noninstitutional population
I6 yeurs ol' age and older. Each person in a household is
or not in the labor force.
Those who hokt more than one job are classificd according (0
the job al which they worked the most hours.

People are classified as employed if they did any work at all
as paid civilians; worked in their own business or profession or
on’their own farm; or worked 15 hours or more in an enter-
prise operated by a member of their family, whether they were
paid or nol. People arc also counted as employed if they were
on unpaid leave because of iliness, bad weather, disputes be-
tween labor and or

Payroll Surveys,"” which may be obiained from the BLS upon
request.

Seasonal adjustment
Over a course of a year, the sizc of the Nnuon s labor force
and the levels of employment and unemployment undergo
sharp Nuctuations due to such scasonnl evens as changes in
weather, reduced or expanded production, harvests, major
holidays, and the opening and closing of schools. For exam-
ple, the labor force increascs by a large number cach June,
when schools close and many young people enter the job
market. The effect of such seasonal variation can be very
farge; over the course of a year, for exainple, scasonality may
account for as much as 95 percent of the menth-to-month
changes in unemployment.
ause these scasonal evenis follow a more or Jess regular
panem cach yur. their influence on statistical trends can be

| reasons. by ing the from month to month,
of the Armed Forces stationed in the United States are also in-  These adj make such as
declines in ic activity or i in the participati

cluded in the cmploycd total,

People are as ga of their
cll ibility Tor uncmployment benefits or public
ssistance, i they mect all of the following criteria: They lad
no employment during the survey week; they were available
for work at il time; and they made specilic efforts to find
employment sometime during the prior 4 weeks. Also inctuded
among the uncmployed are persons not fooking for work
because they were laid off and waiting to be recalled und those
expecling Lo report to a job within 30 days.

The krbor force cqunls the sum of the numbcr employed and
the number The rate is the
pereentage of uncmployed peuple in the kibor Force (eivilian
plus the resident Armed Forces). Table A-5 presents a special

of women in the labor force, easier to spot, To return to the
school’s-out cxample, the lnrge number of people enteting the
labor force cach June is likcly to obscure any other changes
that have taken place since May, making it difficult to deter-
wine if 1he level of cconomic activity has risen or dectined,

" However, because the effect of students finishing school in

previous years is known, the statistics for the current year con
be adjusted (o ullow for a comparable change. Insofur os the
scasonal adjustment is made correctly, the adjusted figure pro-
vides 8 more usclul ool with which to analyze changes in
economic activity,

Measures of labor force, conploy and
contain components such as age nnd scx b(ausucs for .xll




employees, production workers, average weekly hours, and
average hourly earnings include components based on the
employer’s industry, All these statistics can be scasonally ad-
justed either by adjusting the totid or by adjusting cach of the
and combining them. The second procedure
usually yields more accurate information and is therefore
followed by BLS. For example, the scasonally adjusted figure
for the labor force is the sum of eighi seasonally adjusted
civilian employment components, plus the resident Arned

Forces total (nol adjusted for scasonality), and four (ly

CC
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magnitudes but, rather, that the chances arc 90 out of 100 that
the *“true’” level or rate would not be expecied to differ frrom
the estimates by more than these amounts.,

Sampling errors for monthly surveys are reduced when the
dala are cumulated tor several months, such as quarterly or
annually. Also, as a general rule, 1he smaller the estimate, the
larger the sampling ereor, Therelore, relatively speaking, the
estimate of the size of the labor foree is subject 10 less error
than is the estimate of the number unemployed. And, among
the loyed, the s: ling error for the jobless rate of

adjusted unemploymeni components; the total for unemploy-
ment is the swin of the four unemployment components; and
the overall unemployment rate is derived by dividing the
resulting of total ploy by the estimate of
the labor force.

adult men, for example, is much smaller than is thé error for
the jobless rate of teenagers, Specilically, the ervor on monthly
change in the jobless rate for men is .29 percentage point; for
teenagers, it is 1.28 percentage points.

In the establishiment survey, estinles Tor the 2 most current

The. numerical factors used 10 make the al ad-
justments are recalculated regularly. For the houschold
survey, the factors are calculated for the January-June period
and again for the July-December period. The January revision
is applied to data that have been published over the previous §
years, FFor the establishiment survey, uwpdated factors for
seasonal adjustment are calculated only once a year, along
with the introduction of new benchmarks which are discussed
at the end of the next section.

Sampling variability

Statistics based on Lhe h Id and est surveys
are subject to sampling error, that is, the estimate of the
number of people employed and the other estimates drawn
from these surveys probably differ from the figures that would

h T

hs are based on i pleie returns; for this on, these
cstimates are labeled prefiminary in the tables. When all the
returns in (he sample have been received, the estimates are
revised. 1o other words, data for the month of September are
published in preliminary form in October and November and
in final form in December, To remove conors diat build up
over lime, a comprehensive count of the employed is con-
ducted cach year. The results of this survey e wsed to
establish new benchmarks—comprehensive counts ol
cmployment—against which month-to-month changes can be
measured. The new benchmarks also incorporate changes in
the classilication of industries and allow for the formation of
new establishments.

Additi 1 <tatisti

s and other information

be obtained from a complete census, even if the same
naires and procedures were used. In the household survey, the
amount of the differences can be expressed in terms of stan-
dard errors. The numerical value of a standard error depends
upon the size of the sample, the results of the survey, and other
factors. However, the numerical value is always such that the
chances arc 68 out of 100 that an estimate based on the saanple
will differ by no more than the standard error from the results
of a complete census. The chances are 90 out of 100 that an
estimate based on the sample will differ by no more than 1.6
times the standard crror from the results of a complete census.
Al the 90-percent level ol confidence--the conflidence limits
used by BLS in its analyses--the error for the monthly change in
1otal employment is on the order of plus or minus 335,000; for
total unemployment it is 240,000; mand, for the overall
unemploymen: rate, it is 0.2] percentage point. These figures
do not mecan that the sample results arc off by these

In order to provide a broad view of the Nation's employ-
ment situation, BLS regularly publishes a wide variety of data
in this news relcase. More comprehensive statistics are contain-
ed in Employment and Earnings, published each month by
BLS. It is available for $6.00 per issue or $39.00 per year from
the U.S. Government Printing Office, Washingion, D.C.
20204. A check or money order made out to the Superinten-
dent of Documents must accompany N orders.

Employment and Earnings also provides approximations of
the standard errors for the household survey data published in
this  release. For anemployment and  other labor  foree
categories, the standard errors appear in tables B through J of
its “'Explanatory Notes.'* Measures of the reliability of the
data drawn from the establishment survey and the actual
amounts of revision due to benchmark adjustments are pro-
vided in tables M, O, P, and Q of that publication.
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HOUSEHOLD DATA

{Numbers In thoussnda)
Not sessonsily scjusted wonslly adjusied’
Employmen! status end sex
rob, dan. Peb. Fob. oo, Huv. pec. Jan. Fsb.
1962 1908 1982 1933 1983 1903 1983 1984 1988
ToTAL
Noninstitutiona) population’ . 175,169 [ 177,219 177,363 § 175,069 [ 176,374 | 176,636 | 176,605 | 177,219 | 177, 3¢3
Lsbor force? ... Sl g, 7et | 13,052 112,352 | 113,560 | 913,720 [ 143,820 | 313,900 | 118,377
Participation rate’ .. - 63.6 63 68.1 64.3 [ [ bu. [
Total smployed® . “ 102,356 | v03,645 | 100,036 | 103,665 { 104,291 | 104,629 | 104,876 105,576
5.1 53.9 . 53.7 59. 59.2 59. 59.5
1,606 1,600 e (N 1,00
V1,270 101,961 1o2,900 | 1ok, o | 1ed,uv.
2,807 2,857 3,350 3,21 3,395
99,108 99,585 [ 99,910 ( 100,896
emplayed ........ 9,407 9,195 9,020 9,301
Unemployment rale* 8.3 0.2 3. 8. . 1.9 1.
Notinlsbor force ... 6,31 ] 62,007 62,913 62,916 62,905 63,318 o2, 9u
Men, 16 years end over
Nonlnstilutional goputationt. ... 83,720 ea,795] e, 811 83,720 8e,ns | bu,823| 84,506 a4,811
Labor forc 63,871 68,1691 63,203] 9,077 | 64,709 | 64,846 | b4,839 65,093
5.8 75.7 5.1 76, 75.1 6.8 6. 6.0
$9,039 | 50,372 50,629] 57,321 58,350 59,389 | 59,500 w, 17
yment-population ratio* ... 667 68.9 £9.1 60.5 6.9 0.3 . 0.9
Resideni Armed Forces . . 1,528 1,582 1,540 1,528 1,581 1,534 1,537 1,580
Civillan empioyed 54,311 | 56,830 | s7,089] 55,793 | 57,407 | 57,055 | 50,083 50,607
Unemployed ... 7,632 5,797 5,578 o 75 5,759 5,457 L 25 4,940
Unemployment raie®............ 2.0 9.0 8.7 10.5 2.9 o 8.1 0
Women, 10 yeare and over
91,009 | 92,370 92,952 F 91,889 ] 92,029 | w2218 | 92,302 [ 92,474
47,880 { %9,502| 8,649 | we,275| 48,352 | 48,874 | 48,996 | 1p,971
52.3 52.5 52.8 52.8 53. 53.0 53.1
43,009 | sa, 504 | as,cr6| 63,515 [ we,715 | au,002 | as,0u9
47.1 49.2 48.6 47.6 43.5 40,7 4g.0
13 10 W 136 152 151 151
42,953 | %o,a80 | 84,872 | 43,379 | aw,503 | w4, 751 | au,898
played ... 4,751 3,958 3,80 u, 760 4,137 3,972 3,937
Unompiayment rato® . 5.9 8.2 1.8 9.9 9.5 [ 0.0
* The populailon and Armed Forces figures are not edjusted for seasonal variation; * Labor force as 8 percent of the noninstilutional population.
therafors, Identical numbers appear In tho unadjusiod and scozonally edjusted + Total employment a2 & porcont of tha noninstitutional population.
cotumns, * Unemployment 23 & percent of tho fabor forco (inckuding tho rosldont Armod
! includes members of the Armed Forces stationsd In the United Sistes. Forces).
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Table A-2, status of the clvillan popuiation by sex and age
{Number in thouspnds)
Hot vearonslly acjusted Senronelly adfusted”
Employment ststus, sex, end age
¥at. Tau. Feb. reb. oct. wov. Dec. Jan, rab.
1533 wny 1544 1933 1983 1993 1909 1908 (i)
TOTAL
Civiitan noninstliutions) poputation 115,333 [ 195,679 | 173,505 [vaa,ra9 [ vre,901 [ evo vy [urs, 000 [ags,ery
Civiilan lebor foecs . ... 11,025 [ 119,368 | 190,688 [ 111,066 | 112,035 | 132,136 {112,215 [ 112693
Peniicipation ral 6. 61,3 6.0 F . 63, 64,0 68,0 6.0 Y 6v.1
Employed 97,265 101,270 | ¥01,961 ¢ 99,172 | 101,970 | 102,606 | 102,91 | 103,190 | 103,892
Employmant-populstioa ralio! 56.1 $7.7 58.0 57,2 50.3 50.6 0. X 59.1
Unemptoyed 12,002 1 9,755 | y,007) 1,516 | 9,896 § 9,929 9,195 ] 9,028 6,901
Unemployment rate ... 1.3 a.b . 0.4 8.0 6.q 8.2 ¢.0 1.0
Men, 20 years snd over
Civiflan noninstitutiona! population 79,030 | 75,692 | 15,706 F 78,038 [ 35,216 | 75,327 75,033 | 75,692 | 75,786
Civillan labor force 56,08 | 54,920 | 55,968 ) 8,225 | 55,939 | 59,053 | 9,050 | 59,299 | 59,391
Particlpation f . 7. 17,4 1.8 76,2 .0 78,4 7.1 7.3 0.9
employed...... 51,506 | 53,983 | £4,220| 52,508 | se,1e0 | 50,487 | se,650 | 564,939 | 55,266
Emplayment-paputation ralic? 63.2 1.3 71.9 70.5 72.0 72, 72.5 12,7 7.9
AGHCUNUS. .o 2,183 | 2,130 | 2,56 | 2002 ) 2,376 | 2.036f 2078 | 2,3 | 2,00
Nonagricultural industries. . #3,383 | 51,083 | s2,06¢ | 50,106 | sicves | saii28{ 52,200 | 52,633 | s2,057
Unemployed . ........ 6,577 | w.var | w,703] 5,717 | Tecs09 | Ta,ses | Ter3e2 | Twszoo | Tuivae
Unemploymant rete . 1.3 6.3 3.0 9.8 8.2 7.8 7.4 7.3 0
Women, 20 yeers and over
Clvitian noninstitutional poputation 38,860 8,843 | 08,55) | 89,666 | 04,060 | ua,962
Civillan {abor force %a, 003 49,936 | 94,953 | 45,024 | 4,981 | 45,250
52.9 53.2 3.2 51.2 5.0 53.)
Employed. ... . (3] 0,570 | e, 1308 av,06) | er, 290 | owz, 00
43,2 N 9.8 49,3 9.6
Agricutture 59 (314 653 025 va0
w,¥7) 41,100 1,100 nl, iy w1090
3,366 1 3,215[ 3,0u1 | 32 | a2
. .5 2.2 1.1 7.1 6.9
Both vexes, 16 to 10 yesry
Clvilian noninstilylional population . . % ,e70 14,901 W,931 5,020 072 1,007 ta, w1 LUV ]
Chvitlan labor force . . 1,3 | 7,218 | 7,160 7,901 | 8,029 | 6,062 | 7,935 | u,081
Particlpation 1 7.8 43,2 4.1 §2.4 51.3 53.7 5.0 53.9
s 5,539 [ 5,739 | 5,693 6,260 | o,y ] coane ] o, m2 | o,nue
Empioymei 5.8 38,4 3.1 i 42.5 a2.9 €27 3.5
Agriculture. 207 17§ 192 267 203 329 290 36
Nonagricultural indust 5,333 1 5,960 | 5,500 5,993 | ¢,120| 6,01 | 6,302 | 6,102
1,808 { 1,a79 | 1,808 [R5 1,610 [ v,622 | .53} 1.55)
Unempiayment rate .6 20.5 0.7 22.7 .6 20.2 0.1 V9.4 9.3

' The population figures are not sdjusted for seasonal verialion; therefors, identicsl
aumbers sppesr in the unadjusted end sessonslly adjusted columns.

* Givilien employmeni a3 & percent of tho civilian noninstitutiona! population.



HOUSEHOLD DATA
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{Humbara (n thousends)
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age, and Hispanlic origin

HOUSEHOLD DATA

Employment status, recs, sex, sge, and
Hispanic origin

WHITE

Civillan noninauitutional poputation
Clvitlan tabor forcs . .
Participation ra!
Employod. ..
Linploy
Unemptoy
Unemplaymen rale

Mon, 20 yesrs and over

Ghvitan lobo force
Nclgation toty .
I.muiv od .
Employment popuiation ratlc?
Unsmployed
Unemploymant r

. ‘Women, 20 yen:

Clvitian lubor torce

Participation cate .
yed. ..

#nd over

Unemployment rat

Doth soxes, 16 to 19 yoars

BLACK

Civllian noninstitutional population .
Civillan labor lorco .
Participation cal

ployed . .
Employmoni-population ratla’ .
Unompl: N
Unemployment ra

Men, 20 yoars and over
Chviltn tabor lor
p.mclp-non rate .

Emplnmnl -populalion ratio? .
Uunomplaved
Unerploymeont rato .

Women, 20 years and over

Civllign labot lurgo .

Participation rato .

Employed ..

Employment.poputation ratio? .
Unomploy

Unomployment r

Ooth sexel

Civittan 1ubor Trco .
Participalion rate .
Employed
Emplaymant-poputalion ratlo? .
Unemployed .
Unemploymant rate .

1010 19 yoors

Women

HISPANIC ORIOIN

Civillan noninstitutions) populstion .

Civition tabor forco .

P.mcipnm rate
Employed

Emplnymnwopumuon ratio .
Unes
Unomploymonl ate .

Not seesonally sdjusied

Vet

N2

9,160

il
2,916
52.5

Peb. Jan. Feb. rulv. oc: Now.
1983 [ "an W 1yu 1
", Idl W,y | as, o WL
96,767} 9b,4971 47,309
63,6

Vit

‘12

1,4
.6
9,752

. Sessonsily sdjusted

bec.
0y

1)

79

"2, .n’!

.,
:.u,-.w:

19,014
L6n0

9,135
[

5,590
56.49
17
1

Jan.
[ETT

[ PERt]

Y7014

w00

",

b
1

* The populstion ligures are not .ﬂllul.ﬂ for ssasonal varation; thersfore, Idc ris.iu

mmbln laotll In the unld)ut and ssssonaily sted columna.
* Civitian

# purcent of the ctvillan noninstilutions! pepulation.

NOTE: Detail [or the above race ano Hispanic-ofigin o grougs wil not s (o tofats
. laspanics

becauss data for the “other race:

I both the whilo and black pupulalion groups.
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Table A-4. ploy
{Numbers In thousands)
Sessonally adjusted
Category
b, Jat. ivhe reb. oct. aov, Duc. Jaa, Fab.
1583 1588 193, | 1983 1983 1983 1983 1988 1984
CHARACTERISTIC

. 97,265 j101,270 [104,96) 9,172 [101,570 {102,606 (102,901 103,190 [103, 892
36,867 39,102 38,250 37,491 | 38, 220 38,188 13,494 38,682 38,9
- 24,098 24,897 25,162 2,129 24,953 25,057 25,140 24,947 25,212
ol 5,068 5,293 £,389 5,016 5,172 5,236 5,254 5,293 5 6

Civilian employsd, 16 ysars and aver .
man, spouse prasent .

Marrled women, spouse prasent.
‘Women who maintain familles

MAJOR INDUSTAY AND CLASS OF WORKER

Agricutiure:
Wage and salary workers ... LT L 1,69 | n270 ] v.6v7 | n.sas 1,000 | 1,512 4 1,083 1, 560
Sell-employed workers ... 1,190 1,8M 1,827 1,502 1,527 1, 5% 1,572 1,613 1, (09
Unpaid lamiiy workers 158 187 160 230 27 22 25 2 232

06,740 90,4 ¥ 91,000 87,940 | 90,617 91,09¢ 1,422 91,640 92, 319
15,709 15,675 16,075 15,510 15,574 15, 505 15,604 15,535 19,822
71,05% T, 740 75,005 72,408 75,039 715,509 75,941 76,1006 76,557
1,158 1,099 1, 154 1,222 1,218 1,216 1,241 1,197 1,219
69,373 73,642 73,851 71,188 | 73,763 7 93
ceeesienneenennad 7,308 7,744 7,731 7,403 35
e ns m 293 354

Private lndusiries .
Private households
Qther Indusiries

Sell-omployed workers

Unpald lamily workers .

PERSONS AT WORK'

9,663 95,249 Y3,276 | 93,213 93,0138 94,173 44,707 95, 007
76,008 76,255 71,703 | 75,047 715,398 75,802 76,237 76, 1%
5,815 5,630 6,362 S. 128 5,868 5,712 5,98) 5, 800
1,906 1,706 2,0%9 1,617 1,719 1,072 1,1 DRI
3,909 3,924 4,301 4 w7 4,129 4,080 &, 4,y
IJ 03 12, 840 12,360 12,20 12,502 12,588 12,659 12,527 12,505

Nonagricultura! Industries .......
Fulktime schedulef

1]

Part time for sconamic rersons
Usually work tull iime
Usually work part time

Parttime for naneconomic reasons

Excludes psraons “wilh & job but not at work” during the survey period for such
reasons as vacation, lliness, of Indysirial dispute.

Table A-6. Range of unemployment measures based on varying definitions of unemployment and the labor force,
seasonally adjusted

{Porcent)
Quarterty everages Monthly date
Mossure 1982 1383 1983 1904
v 1 Il 111 v Dec. Jat. Feb.

U1 Porsons unomployed 15 wooks of longer 3 a porcon of the

clvlilan labar force 4.2 4.2 L 3.7 3.1 3.0 2.% 26

U2 Joblasore an o porcont of the civillan labor lorce

U3 Unemployod-persons 25 ysars and over as & percent of the
civillan 1aDOr 0FCE. oo oo iininnnn

U4 Unemployed lulk-time jobseckors as & percent of the futl-ime

chrillan (RO IORCe. . v.vviiiiiiaas 10.6 10.3 1.0 9.3 a.3 8.0 7.8 7.5

Uss  Totel unempioyed lllwmldvnmlmlmh
restdont Anmod Forces ......... EERRN - 10.5 10.2 1.0 9.3 2.4 a.t 7.9 7.1

Ub J i 0.5 0.4 0.4 9.4 ¥.5 8.2 .0 T4

U4 Tolol fulime obseckors plus % pariimo lobnockars plus # tolalon pan timo
omic reason: percent of the civilian labor force loas ¥ of the
m-llmolmlo’u‘.. Creevens

13.7 1. 12.9 12.2 n.2 10.8 0.8 10.8

I%

3

Total tul-lime jobsoekors pius ¥ part-lime joboookors'plus ¥ fotal on part
tlme for economic reasons pius discouraged workera s 8 percent of tha
clvilian labor force plus discouraged workers leas ¥ of the

GAR-AIme abOr FOMEe . .....eveeereriinns v a5 | e Fovee L ases [ozew | oea [ ma fra.

NA. = 001 avallathe.
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Tabto A-6. Sol
Number of
unemployed porsos Unemploymont rates’
{in thousand
Category
Feb. Jatie i wen. oL, Nov. Lo, Jan. Fab,
1983 1944 1984 1933 1983 1983 1983 1984 194
CHARACTERISTIC
Total, 16 yoars and over 11,516 | 9,026 8,001 19.4 0.3 [ 0.2
lon, 16 yaars 2nd ovor 6, 100 5,149 4,966 10.8 9.1 () b
Men, 20 years and over S osen7 | w300 4,128) 9.8 8.2 7.8 7.4
Wornan, 16 years and over L] a.760 | 3876 3,055| 9.9 1.5 8.2 [}
‘Wornon, 20 yoarg and ovar 3,913 1,02 3,028 6.9 7.5 7.2 7.1
Bolh suxoy, 1610 19 yoars. 1,UG0 1,543 1,953 227 21,4 0.2 w0
Married men, spouse prosant 2,428 025 1,990 2 5.7 5.5 5.2
Married women, 1,998 | 1,579 1,579 L6 6.3 6.0 6.1
Women who maintain famiios 760 636 658 13.2 n.e 10.5 10.9
Full-limo workars. 005 1,532 1,203 0.4 8.7 B.2 4.0
Parl-time workers ¥, S04 1,440 1,459 10.1 10.0 9.4 k)
Labor force lime Josi? -- -~ -- 1.9 1.0 9.7 ERL
INDUSTRY
Nonagricultural private wage snd salaryworkers ... | 8,762 | 6,568 6,478 10.8 2.6 8.3 9 7.8
Ining . 207 197 1271 1901 12.8 12,4 109 12.2
Construction 1,019 B4Q a6 1%.9 150 .} 1.0 e
Manufaciuring 2,8t4 1,809 1,045 131 0.9 u,3 8 et
Durable good: 1667 | 1,062 10,5 9.0 6.3 7.3
Nondu 997 907 696 | 110 a7 6.2 15
Transportation and public utltities usg 290 36| 8.0 6.7 6.5 5.9
Wholesalo and retail irade ... 2,265 1,772 1,776 10.9 9.1 g.8 e.3
Flnanco and gorvice industrls . 1,06y 1,691 1,70) 7.4 6.7 [y a.)
Governmen! workers ........ 447 812 5.8 4.9 5.0 LEN
Agricultural wage and salary workers . 3 265 253 16.3 15.7 15.6 14.0
' Unempioyed as a percent of ihe civilian labor forc 7easons as a percent ol potenitaily available labor jorce hours.
+ Aggragate hours lost by the unemployed and persons on part time for economlc
Table A-7. Duration of unemployment
{Numbors in thousends)
Not seasonally adjusted Seasonally acjusted
‘Wooks of -
Fub. Jala Felb, Fob. oct. NGV . neu. San. b,
1963 1984 19ey 1983 1983 1983 1263 1964 1804
DURATION
Less than § weeks . 1,507 3,157 3,732 3,504 3,328 3,302 3,233 3,159
510 14 weeks , .. 3,023 2,806 3,169 2,725 2,6": 2,504 4,550 2,486
15woeks and over. 5,052 3,266 f a,613 | 3,655 | 3,527 | 3,369 | 3,200 | 2,984
1510 26 wooka . . 2,221 1,354 1,372 1,337 1,200 5 1,113
27 woeks and Gvur 2,032 410 2,¥90 2,080 Lo
Average (mean) duration, in waeks . 19.4 19.2 20.2 19. 6 0.9
Madian duration, In wooks. . .. 1.0 9.3 9.4 9.0 0.3
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
Totulunumpmyud 0.0 1gu.9 wo.o .o 1.0 1o 100.0
lhln5we'kl . 26,3 3741 33.6 J 6.5 do.9 Juol
Sto 30.9 27.6 3.7 2706 21,1 2008 2e.1
15 wook: 'd over 40.6 35.73 .7 Y Y3 6.4 15.6 Jis
151026 weeks . 17.9 1.9 AU .1 15,9 1.0 16
27 weeka and over 22.9 LN 23.1 22.¢ 22.6 20.5
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Tabte A-8. Reason for unemptoyment
{Numbery in thoyeands)

Sossonally adjusted
Resson Teb 5
eh. Jan. Fab, *eb. oct. Nov. oec, Jan, Feb.
1981 1984 984 1943 1983 1903 1983 1984 1964
NUMDER OF UNEMPLOYED
Joblosers . 7,935 | s.636 [ s,u7v ) 6,960 | 5,601 1 5,226 4,825 | w17
Onleyafl 2,658 | 1,692 | wera | zj0ee | w2l 13n 123 V2lz
Otherjob losers . s.285 | 3,008 [ 3,858 ] w,700 | e,209] 3,905 3,508 | 3,465
Job laaver 842 a1 787 830 866 868 809 772
Reen 2,521 | 2,25 | 2168 2,505 | 2,322 | 2,25 2,052 2153
Now sniranis 1,079 | 1,020 9e1} 1,188 [ 1127 | vam (LN T
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
Total unsmpioyed 100.0 100.01 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 { 100.0 { 100.0
Joblosors ........ 64,1 58.1 60.3 56.5 56.1 5.6 s, 1
Onlayofl ....... 2104 171 18,3 a0 13,0 137 14,5
Othor joblosers . 42,7 aro0 2.0 42,4 [ 9.y 9.0
Jobloavers . 6.0 a.q 7.3 0.7 9.2 P [
Roontrants 20.4 23.9 22.0 23. 4 24,2 244 20,0
New entrants 8.7 104 0.4 Mo 120 130 (PR
UNEMPLOYED AS A PERCENT OF THE .
IVILIAN LABOR FORCE
Job losers IRETRRTRS 1.2 Bl a.y 0.2 %G .y Wk w.
dobleavers . .8 .8 .7 - .0 N 1 N
Asentrant 2.3 2.0 1.9 2.3 2.1 20 2.0 1.9
Now entra 10 K} 1.1 1o .o 1.0 .o
Table A-9. Unemployed persons by sex and age, seasonally adjusted
r;.omwu
unemployed persons Unemploymont rat
Sox and age In thousands) ploymont ra
Feb. Jan. Fob. Feb. oct. Nov. vec. Jan. Fab.
1903 1988 1984 1983 1983 1963 1983 1988 190
Total, 16 years and over . 1,516 | 9,026 | 8,801 7.8
161024 yours . 8,455 | 1,537 | 3,810 w2
181019 yaars 1,866 | 1,503 | 3,553 1.3
181017 yoars . 72 649 663 223
18t 19years . 1, e o70 81 1.5
201024 years 2,589 | 1,994 | 3,857 N
25 years and over 7,080 { S,47¢ [ 5,405 P
2510 54 years 6, 226 4,789 4, T2 6.4
55 yoars and ovor 815 700 616 (5]
6,756 | 5,149 | 8,906 7.0
2,550 | 1,970 | 1,057 .G
1,039 ohy WLt
w00 336 337 2
628 501 8.1
3,511 | 3,122 | 1,039 122
w2y | osvow o300 [
3,680 2,743 2, 686 b4
517 LB} 4.5
‘Women, 18 yoara and ove a,760 3,855 7.8
161024y00r8 ... 1,905 1,552 3.7
w21 134 we
2 226 2200
a6 912 16.9
T ue et 1.
2,857 7,010 6ol
2,506 2,257 6.5
28 240 [

1 Unemployment s & percent of the civillan labor force.
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Table A-10. Employment status of black end other workers
{Numbers In thoussnds}

HOUSEHOLD DATA

Not seasonatly sdjuated Sesvonaily sdjusied'
Employment status

Fab. Jan. Fab. Pab, act, uov. vec. Jan. Peb.

1903 1983 1984 1983 1943 1943 190) 1908 1988
cnvm-nnonlnnnunonupopulauon 23,418 | 23,598 | 23,600 | 23,318 | 23,500 | 23,627 23,600
Civillen 18,219 [ 10,258 | 14,397 | 18,850 | 18,520 14,593
Partltptiontato .2 9.4 . Gy 61.9
Employed. . yi,6e6 | 12,002 . 12,09 12,017
Emmqym-m -poputation ratic? . ag. 50.9 51,2 $2.6
unompioyod . 2,63 | 2,250 2,132 2,176
playmm!uu 8. 15,8 w.7 4.9
Noxlnlnbovlomo $,038 9,338 9,376 9,007

* Tho pupulotion ligurea aro not cdjusiud tor seusonal variation; Ihoralor, iontical
numbers appear In the unadjusiod and seasonally adjusiod cotumng.

* Civillun omploymant ot n porcent of i Clvilian sonbrsitutional poputalion.

Table A-11. Occupationai status of the employed and ¥ not y
umbars in thousands)

) Civillan smployed Unemployod Unamployment rate
Occupation vou, vob. [ [ rot [
. 1981 1904 1403 1948 1949 1934
Total, 16 years and over' ... . Cerreneee 97,265 191,900 12,362 4,007 .y (R
Munagerlal and profossional spoclalty 23,415 | 2,73 LL13 [ 3.5 2.7
Exvcutive, odmiftulrative, und nawmu 10,401 11,229 451 Jon w.l 3.0
Prolessional spocialty . 12,994 13,388 399 ano Y.y 2.4
Tochnical, oalos, and adminisirative support 30,39 | 31,729 s5.¢
Tachniclans and relutad support . 1,075 I yon
8 1,212 BB 9.2
16,106 | 16,668 5.6
13,9 13,061 vy
Private household . 953 949 [
Protactive servic 1,628 1,673 61
Service, oxcept privata household and protective . 10,910 | 11,199 1.2
Fracislon producion, craft, and apalr n,me | 2,857 0.0
Mechanice and re 4,082 4 N2 vy
Conatruction trad 3,893 4,040 5.0
Othor procision production, cralt, and repalr 3,736 4,100 7.5
Oparators, unm:.\ou, and laborers 15,202 16,190 .7
3 3 7,462 7,825 n.s
. 51 4,270 n.2
equipment cleancrs, helpers, and laboror: 3, 4,095 WL
Construction faborers . . 453 S0y 3.5
Othar handiars, equipment cleaners, helpers, and laborers 3,294 3,506 15.2
Ferming, toresiry, and lishing . ... 2,986 2,912 n.s

'Persans with no previous wark experience and those whose last job was in (he Art ed
Furcos are includod In the unemployed tatal.



74

HOUSEHOLD DATA . HOUSEHOLD DATA

Table A-12. Employment status of male and by age, not seasonally adjusted
(Numbars tn thousends)
Clvtilan labor torce
Civlllan
noninstitutionsl R
Vetoran ststus poputation Unemployed
and age Totsl Empluyed
- Percent of
Nomber tabor force
Feb. Pab. Felbr. Feb. Tab. Feb. ¥ab. Feb. Fel. Fab,
1583 1983 -] 1983 w9sy |- veed 1984 1983 1984 1983 1984
VEVERANS
Tota), 25 yoars and ovel 8,270 | 7,912 | 7,758 6,868 | 6,866 890 542 7.3
6,502 | 5,651 | 6,230 5,465 [ 4,999 765 429 7.9
1 561 890 703 a60 187 62 1.9
2,508 1,891 | 2,370 2,050 | 1,017 312 1090 0.0
Jee9t | 3099|2830 2,708 1 2,922 260 W07 €.0
40ysars and over e |z, | a5z 1,e03 | 1,067 125 "3 L]
NONVETERANS
Total, 251038 19,207 | 20,702 | 18,203 | 9,450 2,078 | 1,601 L% 6.2
2510 20 yoa ea9 | 8,800 | 7,000 6,261 1,180 628  18.) 10.0
301034 yours Pt Tz | oo |Gz 570 513 9.4 I
351030 years. 4,338 4, 660 4,129 4,817 355 w0 [ by
NOTE: Malo Violnam-ora vatorans are men who sorved I the Armed Foices bolweon  d Forces; publishod data ere limited (o thoso 25 10 30 yoars of age. ho group that most
August 5, 1964 and May 7, 1976. Nonvelarans are ron who have novor vorved in tho Arn- clopoly cofrosponds 1o the bulk of the Vieinoin-ote voloran poputslion.
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Table A-13. Employment status of the civilian population tor ten farge States
{Numbers In thousands)

Not seasonally adjusted Sossonally edjusted’
Stato and omployment o .- S -
¥ tan. Veh. voh, nets Nov, bec. T Feb,
1983 1984 1984 198) 1981 1943 1983 1944 tona
Calltomia
Chvltlan noningtiiutional pvuulu"ou 18,668 18,913 13,000 18,668 18,930 1,954 18,98
Civitlun tabor lurco Vires b2 Tm V7,714 Hon vtma ] vl
1,226 to,918 s 11,y 1Lye
Unemployed. 1,082 1,356 1,061 1,001 1,085
Unemploymenl rato n.8 .0 A4 6.1 Kb
Florida
Civilan nonistitutions! poputation w.ote u 455 8,429 w700 0, b00 w i L6 ", w411
Civiilan labor force 4692 4 94 4,991 4 Tan R > oo v.087 500y PREAN
Employed . 4,218 4,617 A ,A8S 4,305 4,537 4,619 4,717 4,713 4,760
Unemployed. Iy 367 106 It 401 190 30 354 308
Unemplaymont r 8.5 7.4 6.1 .3 Rl 1.8 7.5 7.0 h.0
ininaky
Clvlhan noninstitutionat populatien . . 8,565 8,508 H,590 8,565 FIRY LY B o0 a,500 d,ona 8,500
Civillan Iabor force 5 587 $.504 5,549 5,639 5,527 5,544 5,540 5,553 5,599
Emnlom e 4,815 4,95 4,990 4,793 4,979 5,011 5,008 a0 3,007
Unomployed. 589 559 746 548 533 532 548 532
Unemployment rate 13.4 10.7 10.1 13.2 9.9 9.6 9.6 9.% 9.9
Massachusalis
ClvllllnMnlnalllullvrulwnvll"o" A,473 4,499 4,501 4,473 4,894 4,496 A,497
Civilion lebrr t 2,888 1,011 2,900 2,932 2,991 3,014 3,017
5"‘9'07"“““ 2,652 2,790 2,797 2,112 2,787 2,816 2,823
Unomployed 234 221 tAY 2 o 200 I
Unuinploymont rete w.? 7.3 6. 1.9 Gon oy aoh
Michigan
Clviliannoninstliutional poputation 6,749 6,736 6,713 6,749 6,762 6,737
Chvillon labor lorco i 24K I 5,245 4,909 4292 bz
Employed . 3,547 1,616 3,709 3,650 3,687 3,760
I 101 530 515 655 565 491
Unemployment rate 16,5 12,8 12.6 15.2 1.3 .
Now Jorsey
Civilian noninstitutions) population 5,729 5,776 3,779 5,729 5,766 5,769 5,772 5,776 5,179
Civlen labor forcs 3,565 3,750 1,761 1,615 1,661 3,685 3,762 3,774 3,811
Ermpl 3,240 3,464 3,508 3,105 3,405 3,428 3,501 3,800 387
Unemployed 325 87 253 3tn 256 257 259 271 236
Unemployment rate 9.1 7.6 6.7 8.6 7.0 7.0 6.9 7.2 6.2
Now York
Civltlan neninatitutional population 13,524 13,605 11,609 11,524 13,592 13,596 13,599 13,605 13,609
Civillan lebor forca 7,89 7,488 7,995 7,921 4,098 8,008 8,056 7,939 4,024
€Employed . 7,146 7,251 7,346 7.226 7,488 7,676 7,455 7,353 7,432
Unemploy 752 637 649 695 650 622 #01 586 592
Unemployment ecate 9.5 a1 A 8.8 8.0 7.1 7.8 7.6 7.4
Ohio
Civilian noninstitutional population 8,048 8,050 8,050 8,048 8,051 8,081 050 8,050
Civillan labor farca 6,913 4,94 4,925 5,066 s,1t0 5,113 5,097 5,082
Employed 4,202 h.452 4,426 §,979 5,563 5,597 4,56 #,607
Unemployod Tt Siz 449 on’ 67 k1 N b
Unemptoyment rate 145 10.3 10.1 13,6 1. 10.9 10.% 9.3
Porinaylvania
CMIII"nonlmllmllonllpopullﬂoﬂ 9,170 9,198 9,200 9,170 9,194 9,193 9,196 9,200
Civitlan labor force 5,381 5,983 5,44 5,455 5,532 5,854 5,519 5,421
. 4,629 &AL 4,758 4,785 A,960 4,964 4,943 4, n
Unoemployed. . 760 542 ALLY 710 572 RS ST 533
Unemployment rate 141 0.1 .o .o 10,3 105 10.4 9.
Taxon
Clvlitan nonlnatitutional population.. ... LE,158 1,53 1,402 1,6y v
Civitian labor force . o 7iss2 7,666 7,743 7,688 7,
Employed ..., . 6,408 7,092 7,186 7,018 7,
Unempioyes ot 57 Wt w0
Unsmpioyment rats A.8 7.5 1.1 6.9
*These ae 1he ollicisl Bureay of Labor Stallstics’ cslimalos uscd In tha admimisiratics: of «The population liguras ero nol adjusiod fur soasonel varialion; Ihersfore, identical numbers
Feaderal fund sllocation programa. appoar in Itw unadjusiod and (ho scasonally adjustod

6618 O 84 -



ESTABLISHMENT DATA

76

ESTABLISHMENT DATA

.Table B-1. Employ on g pay by Industry
[
Not sessonally adjustod Seasonally sdjusted
tndustry
rab, Dec. Jon. | veb. J Teb. oct. Nov. Doc. J Fob. |
1983 1983 1904 1904 1983 1933 1983 1983 1904 P 1964
27,613 92,247| 90,572| 91,033]88,746{ 91,084 [91,355 (91,599 [91,863 | 92,249
71,6250 76,270f 74,853 75,061[73,004 | 75,312 {75,579 {75,829 [76,146 | 76,522
22,454l 24,93y 2a,v02f zh,non] 2,04 | 26, ven fra v Lza ey {260 | 24, see
Mining ..o, 1,001 1,045] 1,042| 1,040| 1,014 | 1,044 [ 1,088 | 1,047 [ 1,050 | 1,033
Oll and gus extraciion 640 659 660 657 843 648 655 663 661 661
Construction . 3,376/ 4,055 3,771 3,753] 3,790 4,060 | 4,094 | 4,088 | a,176{ 4,212
Gonurat buliding conteactoro .. n62(  1,077] 1,011 1,004 961 1,052 {1,062 | 1,075 ] 1,08 | Lz
Manutacturing 18,077/ 19,2350 19,169] 19,308} 18,245 [ 19,064 l19,172 f19, 280 [ 19,385 [ 19,405
Production workers 12,137) 13,180 13,124} 13,256/12,303] 13,043 (13,147 (13,230 |13,321 | 13,418
Durablo goods . . 10,5231 11,3791 11,363 11,475010,608 | 11,235 [t0,320 fir,806 {00,478 11,578
Production workers . . 6.876 7,637 7,626/ 7,726] 6,949 7,522 [ 7,601 { 7,665 { 7,726
Lumber and wood producis 609.50  699.1| 686.6] 691.3, 631 712 Tia Ty Tia
Futniture and Iixiures. . 480.2 427 465 470 471 476
574.7 557 590 590 589 591
876.4 810 867 871 881 872
Blasi furnaces and basic stee! products 340.1 323 344 342 343 137
Fabricalod motal producis 1,459.08 1,3641 1,430 | 1,638 [ 1,449 | 1,459
Machinury, oxcep! ukectrical . ,206.2] 2,082 | 2,000 f2iose | 200 | 20 ten
Elscirical and elecironic squipmoni 2,184.] 1,96t 2,107 [ 2,028 | 2 048 | 20067
Transportation equipment 1,911.5] 1,729 | 1,848 {1,862 | 1,887 | 1,906
Molor vohicles and cquipmon) 863.5) 724 817 821 B46 870
Inslrumonis and rotatod products. 705.0 691 699 701 101 106
Miscallancous manulacluring . 869, Tk 386 EIT] 193 393
Nondurable goods ... 7,554] 7,856] 7,806] 7,833 7,637 | 7,829 1,874 | 7,911
Production workers . 5,281 5,543 3,498 5,330 3,354 5,521 5,565 | 3,595
Food and kindred prodocts . 1,564.21,620.3]1,589.3 1,577.4 1,620 1,620 1,632 | 1,682
Tobacco manutactures 6.7 65,53 64.1 64 62 62
Toxllig mill producis .. . 723.0f 762.0[ 759.9 759 759 766
Apporyl und ot tuxillo products LoAAL T 6 9400 1, g [t vzoe | 1,210
Paper and sllied producis 646.6 669.4 666.2 665 670 670
Printing and publishing . . 1,265.3)1,312.2(1,309.1 1,297 1,303 { 1,309
Chemicals and allied producis 1,051.3/1,060.4]1,057.2 1,061 1,066 | 1,065
Pelrolaum and coal products . 194.7[ "190.5 "187.8 193 192 192
Rubber and miscellansous nlnllct products £86.51  766.0| 770.2 753 769 177
Leather and teathor products ... 210.8(  215.6) 213.4 218 217 218
Service-producing.’. 65,139( 67,912} 66,590 66,932)65,697 | 66,916 67,184 | 67,252 | 67,489
Transportation and public utlitée: 4,896 55,0450 4,976f 4,972[ 4,966 5,019 5,015 | 5,042 | 5,083
Transporiation 2,6401  2,7811 2,731| 2,728| 2,694 | 2,754 2,747 | 2,784 | 2,78)
communlcnllonnndwbllcuulluo- 2,256 2,265] 2,243] 2,244| 2,272] 2)26% 2,269 | 2,238 | 2,260
Whol 35,1341 5,324) 5,298/ 5,308] s,181| 5,287 5,313 | 5,941 ( 5,356
Ourabe good: 2,998, 3,131] 3,127 3,142) 3,017| 3,108 3,132 | 3,148 | 3,162
Nondurable goods . 2,136 .193 2,171 2,166f 2,164 | 2,179 2,182 2,195 2,194
14,736f 16,025] 13,288] 15,122]15,162 15,465 15,508 | 15,558
2,118 2,554] 2,315] 2,205| 2,180 2,228 | 2,256 | 2,268
2,448 2,s56t| 2,511 2,s503| 2,477 2,509 [ 2,526 | 2,533
Aulomotive des “"'"5"""“"'“0’" 1,575 1,639 1,639 1,640| 1,596 1,639 1,645 1,663
Eating and drinklng plocos ., 4,643 4,870 4,084] &,600| 4,872 4,900 ] 4,925 4,911
Finance, insurance, and resf sstste s,3400 5,508| 3,514 5,518 5,384 5,523 | 5,383 | 5,363
nee . 2,669 2,768] 2,771 2,776| 2,674 2,767 | 2,777 | 2,781
1,708 78| r,r2z|  a,723| 1,710 1,78 | 1,729 | 1,728
<966] 1,022 1,022 1,019 1,000 1,040 | 1,047 | 1,054
19,065 20,033 19,795 20,040]19,262 20,093 |20,096 | 20,242
3,338 3,846/ 3,015 3,e41] 3,325 3,808 | 3,830 1 3,895
s,870] 5,908/ s,980) 5,987 5,887 5,994 | 5,992 6,005
15,988 135,977| 13,7190 15,972[15,742 15,770 45,715 | 15,727
2,7200  2,754| 2,741 2,746 2,742 2,768 | 2,763 | 2,760
3,714 3,721} 3,5900 3,711 3,633 3,646 | 3,614 ) 3,631
9,546] 9,501 9,388] 9.515] 9,367 9,356 | 9,336 | 9,136

9= praliminary.
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Table B-2. Average weekly hours of p: or Y on private pay by Industry
Not sessonally adjusted Sesnonally stjusiod
tndustry — e
Feb. Dec. Jan. Ted. Teb. Oct. Nov . Dec. Jan. Pobd.
198) 1981 1984 p! 1984 A 1903 1983 198) 1983 19046 M 1gss P

Tolat private .2 35,8 35.0 5.1 4.5 35.3 35.2 15.3 35.5 35,4
Mining 41.3 43.5 43.6. 43.% (2) {1 2) (2) (2) (2)
Construciion ...... IR PR PPN IR ETR TR PR ees 5.4 J6.0 36.3 36.9 (2) (2) (2) ) ) ()
Manutecturing . ... 8.8 41.2 40.5 40.7 39.2 40.6 40.6 40.5 41.0 41.0
Overtime hours 2.3 3.6 143 3.4 2.4 1.3 3.3 3.4 3.5 3.6
Durable goods 39.4 42.0 41.3 Al.4 9.7 4.2 4.2 41.1 a7 41.7
Onnlm'npuu - 2.2 3.8 3.5 3.6 2.} 3.4 3.5 3.5 1.7 3.7
Lurnbor oot woud produgio .., W .8 1. . 9.3 UL "t au.t 40,7
Furniture and lixtures 317.4 41.0 39.1 39.3 31.9 39.8 39.7 40.3 39.9
Slon 39.4 41.9 40.8 1.4 40.5 at.7 41,7 2.1 42.5
Primary motal indusir| 3.1 42.2 4L.7 42.0 39.1 41.7 41.6 41.7 42,0
Blast fuinacos and basic slogl products 37.7 41.) 40.6 41.3 37.6 40.8 40.4 40.5 h1.2
Fabricated melal products . 319.2 42.1 41.4 ‘1.4 39.6 4.2 Al & 41.0 &1.0
Magchinery, cxcopl alectrical . 3%.4 42.6 41.9 47,1 9.4 4.2 41.1 41.9 42,1
Eloctrical and clocironic oqulpmuon) 719.3 41.0 4t a1l 39.5% alan 4.1 41.3 “t.)
Transportalion equipment 40.9 43.3 42.0 42.8 41.2 42.5 42.5 43,3 43.1
Mator vehiclas Mwulpmln Al.0 446 Ah.3 [ IR 42.2 43.7 43.8 45,4 44.5
Insirument: roduct 3%.6 AL, 4 41.0 40.8 39.7 40.7 40.6 41.3 40.9
m.e.n.nm.m-nuncwnna 37.7 | 401 39.1 | 39.9 ) (2) ) 2) (2)
Nondurable goods . 39.2 40.2 39.5 39.7 30.5 1%.7 39.7 39.7 40.0 40t
Ovsrtime hours 1.4 3.3 3.1 3.1 2.6 3.1 3. 3.2 1.2 1)
Food and kindrod products ., 38.5 40.1 39.4 39.3 39.0 39.7 39.5 39.6 39.6 39.9
Tobacco manulacius 341 37.8 37.% 35.9 (2) (2) {2) (2) {2) (2)
Textllo mitl products 38.7 41.0 40.2 40.4 39.0 40.7 &0.7 40.7 41.0 0.7
Apparol and other loatilo products .8 6.7 6.1 36.7 3%.2 6.5 6. 4 6.9 7.3 3
Papar and allicd producls Al 4.4 43.1 43.1 AL.4 431.2 43.0 43.0 43.2 4.5
Printing end publishing. ... 6.8 8.4 37.4 7.6 37.1 is.0 37.9 37.6 37.8 ar.9
Chemicals and allied products . 40.9 42.4 42.0 41.9 41.0 41.7 41.8 4t.9 42.2 42,1
Patroleurn and coal products . 43.3 LIXE] 44,6 hh. o s 4 43,9 43.6 44,5 45.6 45.7
Rubb-u»dmlncullunowtpluu:lpmducll 39.7 42.3% 42.1 42.2 (2) {2) (2) (2) {2) {2)
ualh.rlndlnlhﬂpﬂ)dm:- b6 7.3 36.5 36.7 34,9 7.5 1.2 7.0 37.1 17.0
Teansportation snd public utilities. 38.4 39,7 39.1 39.2 38.6 9.4 39.2 39.4 33.6 19.4
Wholessletrade . ...........ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiia ar.e 9.0 38.6 38.5 38.2 8.7 39.7 3B.7 38.8 3s.8
Retalitrade . ..., Ceersaeeerisaeiairanes Cereerarannane 8.7 30.8 9.4 29.4 29.3 30.0 30,90 30.4 30.1 30.0
Finance, insurance, endrealestate ..................... 36. 1. 6.2 36.3 6.2 (2) {2) 2) (2) ) 2)
Sevices . L PN 32.4 32.6 12.6 32.5 31.5 2.9 32.7 32.6 12.8 32.6

* Date retate to quclloﬂ m.mu'l in mining and manulfacturing; to ton!lmc(km

workers In

utllities; whoiesale and llllll |une, Hnanco, Insurance, and real eatate; md lmlm
Thaese groups sccount for approximately four-flfths of the total empioyees on private

nonagricullural payroils.

public

s not published sossonally adjustod since tho soasonal compononi is

e phaiieh trond-cycle sndior lrrogular componants and consaquantly cannol
o sopesated with sulficient preclslon.
= preliminary.
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Table B-3. Averago hourly and weokly
payrolts by Industry

9s of p

or Porvisory workors' on private nonagricultural

Average hourly ssrnings j* weokly esmings
Industry e .
Pab. Dec. Jen. Pab. Fob. Dec. Jan. Fab.
1983 1983 1984 9 19gs P| 1983 1983 1984 P‘ togs P
Totalprivate ... $7.92] §8.16( 86.25| s6.24 [3270.06(5289.60 {s208.75s289.22
Seasonally adjusied . 7.0 8.16 8.22 .23 272.90 ) 200.05] 29t.81] 291.34
TL.25| 1164|1154} ti.k6 | 464.63( 497.66 | s03.14 | 493,51
1z.01 12.05 11.93 ‘2‘-80' 441.97 ] 437,42 440.22
Manutacturing 9.06| 9.09] 9.09 [939.50] 373.27[ 366.15] 369.96
Durable yuads ., v.03 .00 EITS TY 4UALbo WU Te 39992
Lumber and wood products 7.80 7.90 299.54 ( )10.44] 308.90) 312.05
Furniture and tixtures ... 6.77 6.76 | 243.10] 277,57 | 264.32| 265.67
9.41 9.42 | 358.54 | 394.28( 384.74 | 389.99
11.38 L1.45% 450.82 ( 478.97 | 474.55| 400.90
12.74 12.94 S17.261 526.16 | S19.27[ 534.42
Fubricaiod mulal products ., 9.74 9.4 LALES TR IR LIy N We. U 166 .60
Machh copl olucirical 9.91 9.9 370,96 622,17 [ 415.23) 416.0%
Eiecirical and slactronic oquipmani 8.86 8.88 | 336.41| 370.35 [ 365.79 | 364.97
Transportalion equipment .. 11.06 12.08 469.96( 522,20 516.60] 517.02
Molmvohlcinav\dwulomﬂnl 12.49 12.48 497.00 | 557.05| $55.52( 550.37
Insiruments and telaled products 8.70 8.69 | 335.81( 360.18 357.93] 334.55
Miscoltaneous manufactyring ... 6.97 7.03 J253.72 279.50 | 275.66 | z80.50
2.24 8.26 305.22{ 331.25( 326.67 327.92
3.3) 8.41 | 312.24 | 334.03 | 330.17 | 330.51
10.18 10.78 | 339.64 [ 384.80 | 396.75 187.00
6.31 6.41 23 258,71 | 257.208
oo S.46 5.49 1 t0s.48 200.30 | 196-91
10.2) 19.22 196.62 | 448.07 | A8u. 48
Printing and publishing . . 9.31 9.30 | 330.83[ 357.50] 147,07
C"‘"‘""“"“"""’”W"‘“ 10.89 10.89 425,77 | 461.74 | 457,28
Patroleun and coal product 13,57 13.28 [ 573.71] 602.51 | 590.5)
Ruhbnunamucnilmwulnla et B3.18 8.23 k.0 I67.0% | 345.04 .
Loatner thet produc . 5.60 5.69) 5.68 |190.10| 208.88 207.69 | 208.46
Tramaportation and public utlilties .. ... e PSR IR ERT I £1 RET I RIS ENTVCTRN PYTITS IO DOV IR
Whalsssle trade s.20f 8060 a.67| .63 [313.81 335.40] 334.66[ 332.26
Retalitrade 5.691  5.77| 5.89| 5.88 [163.30 | 177.72 | v73.17 | 172.87
12| 7.3 7.ss| 7.se | 260.64 ) 268.97 ) 29667 2740400
7.09 | 7.44 | 7.3 | 7.32 | 232.96 | 242.54 | 245.48] 244.40
* Ses lootnote 1, table B-2. = profiminary.
Table B.4. Hourly E g8 Index for p or visory on private nonagricultural payrolis by industry
{1977 = 100
Not seasonally sdjusted Sossonslly adjusted
industry
Dec. rob. | oce. | Mov. [ Dec. Jon. | Fob. Jan.
1983 1934p 198) 1901 1983 1983 t984p 1964p 19894~
Fab.
1984
Yota! private nonfar 1 T
157.6 | 158.8 183.4 | 156.8 | 156.9 | 1s7.6 | 158.2 | 156.2 ()
9.9 | 952 95.0 1 0.6 | 9.4 ] 947 | 9s.7 | wN.a. )
170.1 | 170.7 (5) (3) (s) 5) () (3) (s)
145.8 | 146.0 1457 14501 | 1edie | 145.2 | 1as.9 | 1esis | -0.3
] 160.5 | 161.1 157.3 [ 158.8 ] 139.7 | 160.1 | 160.7 | 1612 ]
'"NIMIMMMW p i39.6 160.5 155.2 158.4 158.7 158.9 159.9 159.5 2
Wholesats and ratell trade i 154.0 | 138,35 9.3 [ asan | asa.r] usan ] 1ss.0 | tsel7 -2
Finance, Insurence, snd
. J 162.0 { 165.1 ) ) (3) (5) [ ) )
J 133.4 | 150.2 | 160,90 152.4 | 158 4 | useinf assiz | 1s9.e | 15905 -1

footaate 1, table B-2.
qrcent change is lese then .05 perc
ercent cha -0.1 percent £
Percent change va
Thess serfes are not
onante

trragular co
n.A. - a0t avell
Matasry.

Jeavary 1983 o J
0.3 percent Crom Juausry 1983 to J
oually adfusced alace ch

uently cannot be s

all rolative to tha troad-cycle and/or
aved vich sufficient preciston.
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Table B.5. Indexes of aggregate weokly hours of prodi or visory on private nonsgriculturel
payrolls by industry
1977 = 100]
‘Not seasonaily sdjusted Seasonsily scjwsted
Industry
Tob. Dec. Jana. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jea. Tab.
1983 | 1983 | 1984 of 1983 | 1983 | 1983 | 1904 pf 1984
99.1| 110.4 ) 106.4( 106.8] 102.2 108.24 108.3| 108.9] t10.1] 110.2
Qoode-progdueing ........ioiiiiiiiual P PPN 82.31 97.7 1 9a.5( 95.6| 67.2] 93.6]| 96.3| 96.8] 99.4f 1001
MINIRG ..o P TP .| ros.si 120.7| 120.6| 120.0f 1t1.6] tae.s] via.t| vin.9] 122.6) 122.7
Construction 80.0) 104.5 1 94,1 | 94,8 94.70 103.9) 105.2[ 105.6( 112,35 1122
MONUIREIBIING ..ot ees et ,...| ez.ap es.3 94.6| w41} 92.9| 93.5| 9e.0f 95.8].96.5
Durable yoods 9.5 Y4.3 9.9 kin| M"Y 9.0 4.6 ?%.7
Lumber and wood product: 79.4 95.0 22.9 98.0 9.0 9.2 9.5 98,4
Furniture and fixtures 84,4 [ 104.9 101, 99.1]100.1[ 101.7] 103.0( 103.1
Slone, clay, and glass product o713 esa 82.4 35.91 s6.t| as.sl #7.1| a9.6
Primary malal indusiries .. ... . 6l.1 72.0 73.6 1.6 1.1 7). 4 72.4 73.8
Blast lurnaces and basic steel products . . 51.% 1.3 61.6 60,7 60.7 61.9 60.0 6l.1
Fubricatod motal products . | o1re) a1 90.3 87.6| 288.5| 03.4) 91,2 9i.8
Mauchinury, excupl uleeic: . 79.0 93.7 95.0 68.3 90.0 ".0 94.2 Y41
Elecisical and electronic cquipment N 93,21 110.8 111.1 106.5f 108.0) 108.2} 110.6| V22,2
Transportation equipment . .. . . 19.1 93.6 95.9 $1.1 92.0 9.5 96.9 97.7
Molor vehicles ang eguipment . 68.4 9.1 91.5 8.7 85.4 86. 4 95.2 94.0
Instruments and retated products 99.3| 106.7 106.2 105.1] 105.1f 104.8] 107.4 [ 107.2
Miscollanuous manulacturing . . 7% 87,1 86.0 85.0 83.4 87.2 7.5 09.5
Nondurabls goods 8r.a 97.0 95.5 95.6 935.8 9.2 97.3 LI ]
Food and kindred produ 6s.4| 96.2 9.2 95.8| 93.9! 96.0l s7.0] s7.0
Tobacco manulactures Bl.6 88.4 77.1 84.7 3.4 82.8 8).6 79.9
Textilo mill products . 74.9 84,5 83.1 83.4 83.3 01.7 85.1 Bé. L
Appargl and other textile products 83.7 92,2 93.6 9.7 92.1 92.9 95.4 9.9
Paper and alliod producis 89.4| o98.9 97.6 96.8] 96.6) 97.6] 9v.0( 99,5
Prinling and publishing 104.8] 114, LieL.s LEL.37 s L10.9] v12.0f 112.4
Chemicats and allied prod 92.9 7.7 97.0 95.9 96.2 96.8 97.5 97.9
Petroleum and coal producis 90.1 88.9 37.8 89.9 89.4 90. 4 9.0 9.7
Rutber and miscatlaneous plastics producta . 91.2] 110.4 112.3 106.7 [ 108.07 109.6| 111.2| 113.7
Leaiher and lealher producls 75.1 33.% 81.6 76,4 as. 4 s, 6 83.5 6.2 a4.0
Service-producing. . 107.8( 117,58 $13.0 | L1005 1150 ) 114,90 115.6] 115.2( i15.9
Transportation and pubtic utilities 96.6( 103.0 99.9] 98.6{ 101.8] 101.1] 101.7] 102.6 1019
Wholesale irade 109.1 | 105.5] 109.5| 109.6] 109.9( t10.9] 111.1
Rolail trade ... 101.1 ) 100.8 | 105.4 | 105.7| 107.3| 106.4 t06.4
Finance, iny 119.7 1 116.4 | 120.2{ 119.8| 120.5) 121.5| 121.0
BOrVICEN . L. 127.6| 122.5 | 128.6| 128.2( 128.3) 129.1 ] 129.2
* Suo footnote 1, 1able B-2. P = preliminary.
Tahle B-6. Indexes of ditfusion: Percent of in which employ [ L:
T
span Yoor Jon, Mes, Apr. Moy Avg. Sept. | Oet. Nor. Dsc.
1981, 9.0 e7.6 9.1 32.0 | 42.2
1982.. 69.1 7.0 70.7 64.5 | 64,0
1e47.
Ovor FI 32.5 | 3.6 27.2 27.2 26,1 5.5 24,71 40.6
3.month 7%.8 76.1 7.2 73.9 79.6 79.6 Th.2 72.0 14.2p
span
Over 29.8 | 26.1 6.1 23.4 19.1 2.2 | 26,4 26.6 [ 35.8
&.month 76,3 79.3 | 83.6 | 82.5 ] 80.4 82.0 | 21.8p| s62.0p)
span
Over 19,4 20,7 20.7 .2 . 7.6 | 44l
12.montn 3.4 31.2 | 0s.9p| 87.1p)
span .
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Senator JEpseN. Ms. Norwood, I thank you for your testimony
and your report.

I am quite concerned about the ability of veterans to find em-
ployment. How are the veterans doing in this recovery compared to
adult males as a whole? Do you have a breakdown of that?

Ms. Norwoobp. Yes, sir, we do. At least over the year I can tell
you that the veteran population 25 years and over have had a con-
siderable decline in their unemployment rate, 11.5 to 7.3 percent.
Our data suggest that as veterans progress in age and gain experi-
ence in the labor force, their employment experience tends to be
very similar to that of nonveterans of the same age group. It is the
younger veterans—those most recently discharged—who have the
greatest difficulties.

Senator JEPSEN. Anticipating some of the possible criticisms,
would you please give me your opinion on whether the relatively
mild February weather that we experienced this year might result
{n alr; increase in the February seasonally adjusted employment
evel?

Ms. Norwoob. 1t is entirely possible. Seasonal adjustment, as you
know, is not a very perfect art. We think we do a pretty good job of
seasonal adjustment. The data do show very strong employment
growth, particularly in the household survey. On the other hand,
we do see support for very strong job growth from the establish-
ment survey. So my view is that the labor market has improved a
great deal and that employment growth has occurred. I don’t know
whether it’s 700,000 exactly, as the household survey suggests; that
may be a slight overstatement. But that is on the employment side.
The decline in the unemployment rate is very real.

Senator JEPsEN. We have had, as you indicated, several consecu-
tive months of falling unemployment. In the month of December
we had a drop in unemployment. Did we have an increase in the
number of people employed in December?

Ms. Norwoop. We have had increases in the number of people
employed in each of the months since the recovery began. We have
had sizable increases, actually, beginning in January 1983. So it
has been consistent; there has been a ¢onsistent increase in em-
ployment and there has been a very consistent and continuous de-
cline in the unemployment rate.

Senator JepseN. When the worst weather came we showed
progress. February was unseasonably mild, as someone might say,
but we also have had improvement across the board for sometime.
This is broad and deep and sustained. We’ve been hearing the
words “sustainable economic recovery” for sometime. The Reagan-
omics, which you don’t hear much about anymore, would seem to
be working. The President’s policies, both fiscal and monetary, and
the consistency and the resolve that has been demonstrated for
many months now are resulting in increased productivity and the
work ethic coming back into vogue again. One of the best kept se-
crets for a long time was economic recovery, but now that it is
busting out into its full bloom, we find a recordbreaking number of
people being employed in this country; we find one month after an-
other with increased positive signs and with real jobs being cre-
ated. How many million jobs do we have this February that we did
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not have 12 months ago? In other words, in the 12-month period
February to February, how many new jobs were created? :

Ms. Norwoobp. We have 3.4 to 4.7 million jobs more this Febru-
ary than last February, depending on which survey you look at.
There are some differences, as you know, between the two in defi-
nition.

Senator JEPSEN. Depending on the survey, we have 3.5 million to
4.5 million new jobs. If anyone were to debate the statistics of
whether we have new jobs or not they would have to debate it on
the basis of whether it was 3.5 million new or 4.5 million, is that
correct?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, sir. We're in a recovery and we have had
strong growth during this recovery.

Senator JEPSEN. Senator Proxmire.

Senator PRoxMIRE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Ms. Norwood, I agree with you and the chairman’s fine state-
ment. The data seem to be very encouraging. .

I have some questions that go to how encouraging it is, but
before I do that, the remark that you have in your oral statement,
where you say, “It is unlikely that increases of the magnitude of
the February labor force change will be sustained in later months”
suggests that that’s another reason why we should expect unem-
ployment to continue to decline. Unemployment is a lagging indica-
tor. As the chairman has pointed out, the leading indicators are
positive. The sales-inventory ratio is highly favorable, very favor-
able, more favorable than it has ever been, and it would appear
that we could expect probably to have another 6 or 8 months, at
least, of continued good news on the unemployment front. Is that a
fair conclusion on the basis of past experience? Of course, noboby
can see the future. You might have a reverse situation. But on the
basis of our past experience, do these factors suggest unemploy-
ment is likely to continue to decline over the next 6 or 8 months?

Ms. Norwoobn. On the basis of past experience it is quite clear
that this is a very strong, robust recovery.

Senator ProxMIRE. The leading indicators usually have been
pretty accurate, and unemployment is a lagging indicator, right?

Ms. Norwoobn. Well, at times it lags; sometimes it is coincident.
But in any case I think that I will stick with what we have here,
which is a very strong employment rate.

Senator ProxMIRE. I notice in the table that follows your presen-
tation you show the unadjusted rate of unemployment. If you don’t
have seasonal factors in it at all, unemployment was substantially
higher in February than it was in December, unadjusted, and it
was higher than it was in November, unadjusted. It was about the
size it was in October. In other words, it was 8.4 percent, unadjust-
ed. So it’s the seasonal factor that brought it down to 7.8 percent; is
that right?

Ms. Norwoob. Correct.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. Therefore, on the chairman’s question on the
weather in February—as you say you can’t give a precise estimate
as to what effect this might have—but it’s conceivable that it
might have made that 7.8-percent figure somewhat less. Is it possi-
ble that it could have changed the figures so that there would have
been no real improvement in unemployment in February or not?
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Ms. Norwoob. No, I don’t think so, Senator Proxmire. January
and February are the big months for seasonal adjustment. But be-
tween January and February there is a very small seasonal adjust-
ment.

Senator PrRoOXMIRE. Let me try to put some of this into perspec-
tive. We have had the biggest fiscal stimulus to our economy and to
the industry of our country, a colossal deficit, increasing from a $58
billion deficit in 1981 to $109 billion deficit in 1982 to $195 billion
deficit in 1983. Obviously that has an effect in stimulating econom-
ic activity. Keep that in mind.

Now in the second place, in his 1980 debate with President
Carter, President Reagan asked, “Is there more or less unemploy-
ment in this country than there was 4 years ago?”’

I have several questions on how the current unemployment situ-
ation compares with that of January 1981 when President Reagan
took office.

In January 1981 there were 8.1 million persons out of work. How
many were there last month?

Ms. Norwoob. There were 8.8 million.

Senator ProxMIRE. There were 8.8 million out of work?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, sir.

Senator PROXMIRE. So there were 700,000 more out of work.

In January 1981 there were 4.5 million men out of work. How
many were there last month? '

Ms. Norwoob. There were 4.13 million adult men.

Senator PROXMIRE. Sixteen and over?

Ms. Norwoob. Almost 5 million; 4.950 million.

Senator ProxMiRe. That was approximately the figure I had for
16 and over for 1981. So that’s a comparable figure. There were a
half million more people out of work last month than there were in
January 1981.

Ms. Norwoon. Yes.

Senator PrROXMIRE. In January 1981 there were 3.6 million
women 16 and over out of work. How many were there last month?

Ms. Norwoob. Almost 3.9 million.

Sel:{nator ProxmIRE. So there were 300,000 more women out of
work.

In January 1981 there were 6.3 million whites out of work. How
many white last month?

Ms. Norwoob. There were 6.6 million.

Senator PROXMIRE. So there were 300,000 more whites.

In January 1981, there were 1.6 million blacks out of work. How
many were there last month?

Ms. Norwoob. There were 1.9 million.

Senator ProxXMIRE. So there were 300,000 more blacks out of
work. Of course, that’s a much smaller population.

In January 1981 there were 1.3 million persons who had been out
of work for 27 weeks or more. How many were there last month?

Ms. Norwoob. There were 1.8 million.

Senator ProOxXMIRE. So there were 500,000 who had been out of
work for half a year or more.

In January 1981 the average duration of unemployment was 14.3
weeks. What was it last month?

Ms. Norwoob. It was 18.8 weeks.
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Senator PROXMIRE. In January 1981, there were 4 million of the
unemployed who were job losers. How many were there last
month?

Ms. Norwoob. There were 4.7 million.

Senator ProxMIrE. So 700,000 more were job losers. So is it true,
then, that by each of these eight measures there is currently more
unemployment in the country than there was in January 1981?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, sir.

Senator PROXMIRE. I am concerned with another economic ele-
ment which is a concern to all Americans, and that is inflation. We
have seen some changes in the price level recently, and it is hard
to say how significant those are, because undoubtedly changes in
the price of food, for example, may be just temporary. Neverthe-
less, there are some basic changes here that suggest inflation may
be a problem. Productivity growth helps hold down labor costs, but
productivity has grown by less in this recovery than in the previ-
ous ones. This suggests that inflationary labor market pressures
will be recurring sooner than usual.

Ms. Norwoob. I don’t think so. Unit labor costs are behaving
reasonably well. Certainly the deceleration in inflation has been
accompanied by a deceleration in many labor costs, which is an im-
portant part of the upward pressure on inflation.

Senator ProxMIRE. By labor costs, are you talking productivity
and the changing wage rates?

Ms. Norwoob. Unit labor costs.

Senator PrRoXMIRE. In comparing the increase in productivity, in
1954-55 there was a 5-percent improvement; 1958-59, 4.9; 1961-62,
5.5; 1970-71, 3.7; 1975-76, 5.1. And this is the lowest of all, 3.5; it’s
the weakest improvement in productivity we have had. Certainly
the lack of improvement in productivity is not an encouraging ele-
ment as far as inflation is concerned. Isn’t that right?

Ms. Norwoop. As you know, Senator, we have had for many
years a concern about the slowdown in productivity growth.

Senator ProxMIRE. That’s right, but this is the lowest we have
had on the basis of any experience in the last 30 years.

You give considerable and proper emphasis to the employment-
population ratio, and I think it’s an important figure that most of
us ignore. It is now 1 point below the all-time high, and for women,
you tell us, at a record high. Geoffrey Moore, one of your predeces-
sors, believes that that is a key indicator of future inflationary
pressures. I want to know if you agree with that and if you will put
it in perspective with the fact that on the other hand we still have
a high level of unemployment, higher than usual.

Ms. Norwoob. I am not sure that I believe that one can relate it
quite clearly to inflationary pressure.

Senator ProxMIRE. Isn’t it logical that as you have a greater and
greater percent of the people working it is more difficult for em-
ployers to hire, to get the kind of skilled people they want, and
thﬁy ?are talking about paying more and bidding against each
other?

Ms. NorwoobD. Sure.

Senator PrRoXMIRE. Isn’t a fundamental element of inflation wage
increases, and aren’t wage increases more likely as unemployment
diminishes?
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Ms. Norwoob. That is certainly true, except we still have 8 mil-
lion people who are unemployed. I don’t think that would suggest a
real shortage yet. There may be some skill mix problems because
we are going through a very important, I think, structural change.
Many of the people who are unemployed are blue collar workers
and much of the growth is in the service sector, which is generally
white collar.

Senator ProXMIRE. At what point do you think the availability of
workers, employment availability, may have an effect on prices?
You say you don’t think it’s very significant.

Ms. Norwoob. I think that one needs to look at that kind of situ-
ation. You can’t look at it in the aggregate. We do have some labor,
markets where there is a shortage; we have some where there are
surpluses of workers. In fact, there are many differences within the
country. There always are.

Senator Proxmire. Can you tell us two or three major areas
where a shortage is likely to have some pressure on wages and
prices?

Ms. Norwoob. I would not want to.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. In December 1980, 7.4 million persons were
unemployed and 4.1 million received unemployment benefits. So
3.3 million unemployed didn’t receive any benefits. In other words,
60 percent received benefits and 40 percent did not. In December
1983, the latest month for which data are available on all unem-
ployment benefit programs, 9 million persons were unemployed of
whom only 2.9 million persons received unemployment benefits.
Thus there were 6.1 million of the unemployed who did not receive
any benefits, nearly twice the 3.3 million in December 1980. That is
a tremendous difference. Of course, it is a heartbreaking difference
to people who are unemployed who don’t get any unemployment
benefits. What accounts for that large increase in the number of
unemployed persons not receiving benefits?

Ms. Norwoob. There has been a sharp dropoff in the proportion
of the total unemployed, as measured in the current population
survey, who are getting unemployment insurance benefits. The
latest figure that I have, which is for the week of February 18, is
that 36.9 percent of total unemployed are getting unemployment
g(lﬁurance benefits. It’s very low. In 1975, for example, it was in the

S.

Part of that, of course, is from the changes that have occurred in
the unemployment insurance laws which have tightened eligibility.
Part of that also is from more careful and tighter administration of
the laws, and part of it is just unexplainable.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. Doesn’t this tend to have a bad effect on the
economy inasmuch as the people who are the most needy spend ev-
erything they have? I presume that these people go on welfare.

Ms. Norwoop. Obviously those who are unemployed, without
jobs, have to have income either from benefit programs or some
other member of the family working. We had a sharp and steep rel-
atively long recession, and as a result of that I think we probably
are having now a somewhat larger number of people exhausting
their benefits. On the other hand, we also have a much larger pro-
portion of families in this country where there is more than one
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earner, much larger than we have ever had before, so there is more
of a family support system.

Senator ProxMIrRe. In 1969, there were 55,000 persons unem-
ployed for a year or more; in January of 1984, the latest month for
which we have figures, there were 1.4 million jobless for a year or
more, 25 times the number in 1969. What accounts for that huge
increase of people who are unemployed for a year or more?

Ms. Norwoob. I don’t know.

Senator Proxmire. That is a spectacular difference.

Ms. Norwoob. Part of it is the growth in labor force and popula-
tion. We did during the 1970’s create a very large number of jobs,
but we have been through several recessions.

Senator PrRoxMiIRE. Thank you.

Senator JEPSEN. I would like now to change direction. Do you
have the economic indicators for February 1984?

Ms. Norwoob. I don’t have it before me, but I am familiar with
it.

Senator JEpPSEN. They have data on the output and the productiv-
ity of the nonfarm business sector for 1980 in this book. You be-
lieve them to be accurate, do you not?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, sir.

Senator JEPSEN. Productivity in 1980, the last year for the last
administration, fell by five-tenths of 1 percent in the business
sector and by seven-tenths of 1 percent in the nonfarm business
sector. In 1983, however, productivity rose by 2.6 percent in the
business sector and rose by 3.1 percentage points in the nonfarm
business sector.

I'm not going to continue with all the figures. I can go on and on
here. We're talking about productivity, and you can work it out. As
I said, this economic recovery has been one of the best kept secrets
in the country. The economy has been booming and we have been
continuing on a broad sustainable basis to improve economically.
We have had, even by the standards of the most severe of the crit-
ics, the most sustainable, solid economic recovery in history. But
this being 1984, of course, we have learned all the reasons why, if
you want to take and pull out the figures and twist them. But
sticking with the facts, we find that there was a decline in produc-
tivity in the year 1980 and in 1983 productivity was dramatically
improved. That’s what the charts show.

Ms. Norwoob. Yes. Of course, we had a recession in 1980 and we
have a recovery now.

Senator JEPSEN. We had a recession in the last administration?

Ms. Norwoob. From January to June 1980.

Senator JEPsEN. How many people are in the labor market today
as compared to January 1981? Is it a decrease or an increase?

Ms. Norwoob. It is larger, certainly. We now have a civilian
labor force of 112,700,000.

Senator JEPSEN. What did we have January 19817

Ms. Norwoob. 108 million.

Senator JEPSEN. So we have nearly 5 million more?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes. We have more people.

Senator JepseN. How many people did we have employed in
19817
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Ms. Norwoobp. One hundred million, and we now are at 104 mil-
lion.

Senator JEPSEN. Any kind of involuntary unemployment is unfor-
tunate, it’s tragic, and long-term unemployment inevitably pro-
duces the most hardship. What kind of long-term unemployment
have we seen in recent months?

Ms. Norwoob. The very long-term unemployment, which is 6
montgs or longer, has been coming down as the recovery has con-
tinued.

Senator JEPSEN. The November 1983 issue of the Monthly Labor
Review contains an article about the 1995 labor force, a second
look. What changes in the age structure of the labor force are pro-
jected? What implications are seen for future productivity growth?

Ms. Norwoop. We expect, of course, because of the changes in
birth rate that we will have in the future a somewhat older labor
force. Theoretically that should provide for a more mature work
force, one which therefore would show improved productivity. On
the other hand, members of minority groups are going to be a
larger proportion of the labor force, and the minority population
has a higher unemployment rate, has had a harder time in the
labor force than the white population, and they may not have had
the experience that some of the others have had.

Senator JEPSEN. Last month you reported that factory overtime
hours were at their highest levels since 1979. This month they
remain high?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Senator JEPsEN. There was a question earlier by my distin-
guished colleague about how long this was going to continue. Are
there any projections, based on your experience and your record,
that could be made with some degree of accuracy? Would you say
that this recovery and the unemployment situation should improve
longer than 8 months? How accurate is the 8-month prediction?
What would you care to predict?

Ms. Norwoobp. I don’t really know. I don’t care to predict that. I
can tell you that we had a longer recession than we usually have
and we have had a longer recovery following that.

Senator JEPSEN. So 8 months hasn’t any particular significance
other than was the figure that was used in the question?

Ms. Norwoobp. We have already had 15 months of recovery.

Senator JEPSEN. Can we expect reasonably to have 16 months?

Ms. Norwoob. I don’t know; I really don’t know. I leave that to
the very, very large forecasting industry. That job I leave to them.
We try to report on what has happened.

Senator ProxMIRe. You do a better job.

Senator JEPSEN. You do a better job. My colleague and I agree on
that. The pollsters haven’t been doing very well lately; their predic-
tions are not too accurate, but they haven’t been very accurate as
far as this economy has been concerned all during the recovery,
have they?

Ms. Norwoop. I think the robustness of the employment part of
the recovery is certainly more than what was expected.

Senator JEPSEN. And it has continued month after month after
month after month, all the economic indicators going in the right
direction, and more activity taking place.
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You noted that women are now entering the work force at a
slower rate than previously. Is it possible that some women no
!onger need to work as a result of labor market conditions improv-
ing?

Ms. Norwoob. It’s certainly possible. I am sure there are some
women who are working because of family reverses during the re-
cession who may have changed their work habits. Of course, most
women work because they have to work: many women also work
because many families in this country have become accustomed to
two incomes and they are living, accordingly, to their expections, so
are dependent upon two incomes. ’

Senator JEPSEN. I would like to explore just in the general area
the relationship between the jobs in the private sector and the Gov-
ernment sector. The Government is one sector of our economy
where I would prefer not to see an employment increase. Has there
been any change in percent of the civilian labor being employed by
Federal or State governments during the past year?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, sir. There has been a general decline. That is
in part, of course, because there has been a cutback in Government
activity. It is also in part, particularly in the State and local areas,
because there are fewer youngsters. The largest proportion of local
employment is in the school systems.

Senator JEPSEN. So there are fewer people working and being
paid by tax dollars in relation to the number paying taxes and
working in what we call real business jobs outside of Government
activity. Is that an accurate statement?

Ms. Norwoop. Yes.

Senator JEPSEN. If that’s so, we're heading in the right direction.

Senator Proxmire.

Senator PRoxMIRE. Let me ask Mr. Dalton a question. One con-
cern I have, as I indicated earlier, is while our unemployment pic-
ture is encouraging, the price picture is not. Let me just review the
reasons why I am concerned about this and get your reaction.

Food prices were up sharply last month. Fuel prices are likely to
go up this month. Capacity utilization is 80 percent, which is
higher than any time since 1979. Chairman Volcker, who testified
before the Senate Banking Committee, indicated we may be enter-
ing an inflation danger zone because of the utilization capacity.
The deficits are undermining international confidence in the
dollar, a shock to the economy as import prices rise. Is it a fair
statement, in your judgment, that inflation may surge substantial-
ly the remainder of the year?

I might just give you one more figure. When Beryl Sprinkel, the
Under Secretary of Monetary Affairs of the Treasury, appeared
before the Banking Committee he indicated that there is a 2-year
lag between the increase in the money supply and price rises, and
he showed that lag with a remarkable consistency over the last 20
years. Two years ago there was a sharp increase in the money
supply, and he had predicted that in the next 6 months we are
going to have inflationary push. For that reason, in addition to the
ones [ have here, what is your reaction?

Mr. DaLTON. As you know, we don’t make forecasts. The private
sector forecasters indicate a rate of inflation of 5 percent.
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Senator ProxMIRE. You don’t forecast, but elements that I have
listed here might suggest that 5 percent may be optimistic?

Mr. DavLton. I don't really know, but the really serious inflation-
ary pressures we had, came from the energy surge, which seems to
look reasonably good right now. Interest rates, of course, were a big
factor, as well.

Senator ProxMIRE. But there could be a short-term increase and
maybe longer term in fuel prices because of the severe March. We
did have an awful mild January and February.

Mr. Darton. I think we are seeking that or I think we saw that.

Senator PROXMIRE. Last month was pretty mild.

Mr.lDALTON. In the price index for January we saw an increase
in fuel.

Ms. Norwoob. But the January increase in the Consumer Price
Index is consistent with the possibility of the consensus forecast.
There is nothing there to suggest yet that there is a real heating
up beyond the 5 percent. Of course, we had 4.1 percent over the
year.

Senator ProxMIRE. It has been a remarkable improvement, no
question about it, I guess more spectacular than the recovery in
employment, especially compared to what it was in 1979. My only
guestion is, are we through with that? You indicate you can’t pre-

ict.

Ms. Norwoop. We do know that what brought the heating up of
prices was energy, food, and housing. Those are the three areas
where there has been a deceleration in prices.

Senator Proxmire. Well, that’s an optimistic reaction. It seems
to me that almost always, wages are more important than any of
those elements. After all, that constitutes about 70 percent of the
cost to American industry and it would greatly outweigh one
factor, such as the availability of energy supplies.

Ms. Norwoob. Certainly, wage change has an important effect.
There appears to be still some deceleration in inflation and wages.

Senator Proxmire. I have one other question. You indicate in
your oral testimony, “The performance in the manufacturing
sector during the recovery has been quite uneven,” with strong em-
ployment growth in some industries. Does this indicate inflationary
labor market pressures or production bottlenecks may arise in
these industries? What is the cause of this imbalance? Is it the
budget deficits and, in turn, our export industry, which indeed is
an element? First, does this indicate that inflationary labor market
pressures and production bottlenecks may arise in some of these in-
dustries?

Ms. Norwoobn. I am not sure that there is a direct relationship.
What seems to be going on in some of the manufacturing indus-
tries is that there has been a recovery from the recession. Automo-
biles, for example. The motor vehicle and equipment industry has
regained more than the jobs that it lost; the electrical and electron-
ics equipment industry has; lumber and wood products has. And
yet there are others that are very important durable manufactur-
ing industries which have regained very little.

Senator ProxMIRE. That’s exactly the kind of situation where
you would get price pressures, I'd presume, such as automobiles. If
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you have a boom recovery, you might get price increases, right?
Isn’t that logical?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, and there are, of course, many other factors
that affect that. The cost of automobiles is also affected. I think
there are a lot of factors which go into that. But what is happening
is a very large increase in the service-producing sector and a lesser
change in the goods-producing sector. We lost 2 million jobs in the
recession in manufacturing, and we've regained roughly half of
them, about 1 million; we lost only 100,000 jobs in the service-pro-
ducing sector during the recession, and we have gained more than
1.5 million since the trough.

Sehator PrRoxMIRE. What concerns many economists, and many
others, including the Chairman of the Federal Reserve Board, is
the unevenness in our economy, the fact that you have some inter-
est-sensitive industries which suffer as interest rates remain high
in very real terms and are likely to get higher as these deficits con-
tinue.

Ms. Norwoob. The housing industry, therefore lumber and wood
manufacturing, appliance manufacturing, furniture manufacturing
are affected.

Senator PROXMIRE. A shift out of these industries into service in-
dustries, it seems to me, might have some reverse effect on prices.

Thank you very much, Ms. Norwood.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator JEpSEN. Well, I thank you, Ms. Norwood, for coming here
today and reinforcing the fact that President Reagan’s commit-
ment and resolve to bring freedom and opportunity back to the
American people is working. His policies are working. We still
have a long way to go. We have problems. But people are—across
the board pretty much—joining hands and working together to
solve these things under his leadership rather than trying to point
a finger. As a result we’re having a national renewal economically,
spiritually, politically, and I am pleased to see one of the keystones
in this national renewal and t/h/is economic recovery, that is, unem-
ployment, dropping again. -

We look forward to the next month’s report. Every time we
think, well, you can’t do better than last month. But this month
was markedly better than last month. I hope next month will show
the same continued progress and direction. '

I thank you.

Senator PrRoOXMIRE. If the chairman would yield, I would just like
to say.that if President Reagan’s policies can accomplish this, just
think what President Carter’s policies would have accomplished.

Senator JEPSEN. The committee stands adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 10:35 a.m., the committee adjourned, subject to
the call of the Chair.]
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Representative LUNGREN. Madam Commissioner, welcome again
to the monthly hearing on the unemployment and employment sit-
uation.

Last August you appeared before this committee to report an un-
precedented level of civilian employment. Each month since then
you have returned to announce yet a new employment record.

According to the household survey 250,000 new jobs were created
in March. Over the 16-month course of this recovery, vigorous eco-
nomic growth has created more than 5 million new jobs for Ameri-
cans.

Referring to your testimony last month, this amounts to the best
economic recovery American workers have seen since World War
II. Moreover, these employment gains have been shared by men,
women, whltes, and blacks.

The news you bring today indicates that the duration, breadth,
and vigor of the employment gains during the recovery continue on
a strong path.

We are all aware of the hardships that unemployment can bring.
To date, the civilian unemployment rate has fallen by 2.9 percent-
age points in the course of this robust recovery. In March, the un-
employment rate for adult men continued to decline, falling by .
two-tenths of 1 percentage point. Although the overall civilian un-
employment rate held steady, the strong February rise in the index
of leading economic indicators points the way to still further de-
clines in unemployment in the months ahead.

The Commerce Department estimates that real GNP increased
by an astounding 7.2 percent during the first quarter of 1984. I'm
not sure anybody would have predicted that beforehand. Certainly
the administration did not nor those of us in the Congress. The
strong pace of this recovery is fostered by the productive capabili-

1)
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ties of American workers and private industry. More Americans
are working now than ever before in our Nation’s history, and it
has not required a costly Government jobs program to get them
there.

Americans are working and, equally important, they are no
longer suffering from the devastating effects of uncontrolled infla-
tion. According to the most recent data available, the Consumer
Price Index increased only four-tenths of 1 percent in February.

While those of us in the Congress should be concerned about the
budget deficits and their impact on inflation in the long term as
well as the short term, hopefully Congress will screw up enough in-
testinal fortitude to do something about that in the next few
months.

As we enter the second quarter of 1984, it appears that it will
indeed be a banner year for productivity, employment, and econom-
ic growth.

Ms. Norwood, before we proceed with your testimony, let me
offer you my congratulations. I understand that in recognition of
your distinguished record you have been selected by your fellow
public administrators to receive a national public service award in
1984. Congratulations. I'm sure those of us, both Democrats and
Republicans, on this committee who have had the opportunity to
observe your work over the past number of years agree with the
selection committee for that award.

Senator Proxmire.

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR PROXMIRE

Senator ProxMIgE. Thank you, Congressman.

Well, I'd like to join in congratulating Ms. Norwood. I think she’s
done a marvelous job as Commissioner and she’s a highly, highly
competent person and although we try often to make her make
statements that are favorable to the Republicans or the Democrats
or subjective, she does a great job of weaving and bobbing and
evading and not giving us any partisan satisfaction while giving us
all the facts.

I'd }just like to point out very briefly that the news this morning
I don’t think has been as good as it’s been in the past. In fact, for
the first time in a number of months, there’s been no improvement
in unemployment overall. It’s the same as it was in February and
it’s still at a very high rate, 7.7 percent with more than 9 million
people still out of work—no, it’s not quite that high—it’s 8,772,000,
but that’s still a very high level by historical standards. And while
we had an improvement in adult men, no improvement for adult
women, a big increase—it looks big to me—for teenagers. Their un-
employment rate went from 19.3 to 19.9 percent. And while there
was no increase in unemployment for whites, there was a signifi-
cant increase for blacks. It went from 16.2 to 16.6 percent and a
. 10.2- to 11.3-percent increase for Hispanics, which is above their
level of unemployment not only in February but also in January.

There’s another element here that concerns me and that is that
we had a fall in the number of hours worked in March compared to
February, seasonally adjusted. It went down from 385.4 hours to 35.2
hours. And that’s lower than it was in January and lower than it
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was, as a matter of fact, in the fourth quarter of 1983, as well as in
the other months of 1984.

Also, manufacturing overtime is down and a significant drop in
hours worked not only overall total private but also in manufactur-
ing.

So it suggests that while we can’t say that the recovery is not
still underway—I'm sure it is and all the indicators suggest it is—I
think it’s hard to see in this strictly employment situation that it’s
an exuberant continuation, particularly in view of the fact that we
still have as many as 8,700,000 people out of work.

Thank you, Congressman.

Representative LungreN. Thank you.

Madam Commissioner, welcome, and please proceed as you wish.

STATEMENT OF HON. JANET L. NORWOOD, COMMISSIONER,
BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
ACCOMPANIED BY THOMAS J. PLEWES, ASSOCIATE COMMIS-
SIONER, OFFICE OF EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT STA-
TISTICS; AND KENNETH V. DALTON, ASSOCIATE COMMISSION-
ER, OFFICE OF PRICES AND LIVING CONDITIONS

Ms. Norwoob. Thank you very much, Congressman. I'd like to
introduce, as usual, Mr. Plewes on my left who is our Associate
Commissioner for Employment and Unemployment Analysis; and
Mr. Dalton on my right, who is our Associate Commissioner for
Prices and Living Conditions.

We are always very pleased to be here to offer a few comments .
to supplement our release. -

There were continued signs of improvement in the labor market
in March. Employment rose, and both the overall and the civilian
unemployment rates held steady at 7.7 and 7.8 percent, respective-
ly. The labor market has improved markedly during the present re-
covery, as very large job gains were registered in both the labor
force and the business surveys. Employment growth continued in
March, although job gains were less brisk than in previous months.

The number of nonagricultural payroll jobs, as measured by the
business survey, advanced by 145,000. The bulk of the gain oc-
curred in the services industry, with both business and health serv-
ices registering strong increases. The services industry had added
jobs even during the recession and has grown sharply—by 1.2 mil-
lion—during the recovery period.

The number of manufacturing jobs also increased in March, but
less than in recent months. The largest manufacturing gains took
place in electrical equipment and machinery. Since November
1982, manufacturing jobs have increased by 1.3 million, accounting
for 62 percent of the jobs lost during the recession.

March employment gains took place in nearly two-thirds of the
industries comprising the BLS diffusion index. This indicates that
the employment gains, though smaller than those of recent
months, were nevertheless quite widespread. This diffusion
throughout the economy is, I believe, an additional sign of contin-
ued strength in the labor market.

In construction, employment rose less in March than seasonally
expected and, after seasonal adjustment, returned to the January
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level. Bad weather may have postponed the normal spring expan-
sion in this industry. Bad weather also may have contributed to
the decline in the March workweek.

In manufacturing, weekly hours also declined, but this decline
was from unusually high levels in the preceding 2 months. Factory
hours usually increase in March. This year, however, between De-
cember and March, substantial job gains occurred. These employ-
ment gains may have substituted for part of the expected hours in-
crease in March. The index of aggregate weekly hours which com-
bines the effect of these two factors was 1.7 percent above the De-
cember 1983 level.

Unemployment held steady in March. The overall rate, which in-
cludes the Armed Forces in the labor force, was 7.7 percent, and
the civilian worker rate was 7.8 percent. Both remained 2.9 per-
centage points below their recession highs.

Unemployment among adult men continued to trend downward,
dropping two-tenths of 1 percentage point in March. The improve-
ment was confined to white men, however, as the rate for black
men rose in March. Despite considerable improvement over the re-
covery period, unemployment rates among both black and white
men are still above their prerecession levels. In contrast, though
little changed in March, jobless rates for women were virtually
back to their prerecession levels, both among blacks and whites.
The unemployment rate for Hispanic workers is down considerably
frorri its recession high but remains somewhat above prerecession
evels.

There was a decline in the number of persons working part time
for economic reasons in nonagricultural industries. In March, that
count dropped by nearly 350,000 to 5.5 million. At the recession
high, there had been 6.7 million persons working part time invol-
untarily.

The proportion of the civilian working-age population with jobs
was 59.2 percent in March. Fifty percent of adult women are em-
ployed, 73 percent of adult men, and 43 percent of all teenagers.
Since their recession lows, these employment-population ratios
have risen 1% points for adult women, 2% points for adult men,
and 3 points for teenagers.

The number of adult women in the labor force increased by
200,000 in March. Over the course of the recovery, the overall labor
force has grown by nearly 2 million, with adult women accounting
for 1.4 million of the increase; the adult male labor force has grown
Zzohor(x)lillion and the teenage labor force has declined by nearly

The number of discouraged workers continued to decline. At 1.3
million in the first quarter of 1984, the number of persons who
report that they would like to work but are not seeking jobs be-
cause they believe that they would not be able to find a job has
dropped by nearly 500,000 since the fourth quarter of 1982.

In summary, the March labor market statistics indicate contin-
ued strength in the economy. While the magnitude of the over-the-
month improvements was not as great as in some recent months,
employment growth was widespread. Unemployment continued to
decline among adult men, and there was a reduction in the number
of persons working part time for economic reasons.
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We'd be very happy to try to answer any questions you may
have.

[The table attached to Ms. Norwood’s statement, together with
the Employment Situation press release referred to, follows:]

UNEMPLOYMENT RATES OF ALL CIVILIAN WORKERS BY ALTERNATIVE SEASONAL ADJUSTMENT

METHODS
X-11 ARIMA method X-11

Unadiusted {'f,?}m Range

Month and - cals.

oo anc et rate pm‘ﬂ',e Concurent Stable Tl Residial 0 3-75)

1980)
(1) (2) (3) ) (5) (6) Q) (8)
1983

March ... 108 10.3 10.3 10.2 104 10.4 10.3 0.2
April. 10.0 10.2 10.2 10.2 10.3 10.2 10.3 B
May . 98 101 10.1 10.2 10.1 10.1 10.1 1
June. 10.2 10.0 10.0 10.0 9.8 10.0 10.0 2
July.. 94 .5 9.5 94 95 9.5 9.5 1
August .. 9.2 9.5 9.5 94 95 9.5 9.5 1
September. 8.8 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.1 93 2
October ..... 8.4 88 8.8 9.0 838 88 8.9 2
November.. 8.1 8.4 8.4 8.5 8.4 8.4 84 1
December 8.0 8.2 8.2 84 8.2 8.2 8.2 2
January 8.8 80 8.0 8.0 8.1 8.0 8.0 B
8.4 18 18 16 78 17 18 2
8.1 18 78 17 18 16 11 2

ExpLaNATION OF CoLUMN HEADS

d(1) U(riladjusted rate. Unemployment rate for all civilian workers, not seasonally
adjusted.

(2) Official procedure (X-11 ARIMA method). The published seasonally adjusted
rate for all civilian workers. Each of the 3 major civilian labor force components—
agricultural employment, nonagricultural employment and unemployment—for 4
age-sex groups—males and females, ages 16-19 and 20 years and over—are seasonal-
ly adjusted independently using data from January 1974 forward. The data series
for each of these 12 components are extended by a year at each end of the original
series using ARIMA (Auto-Regressive, Integrated, Moving Average) models chosen
specifically for each series. Each extended series is then seasonally adjusted with
the X-11 portion of the X-11 ARIMA program. The 4 teenage uneraployment and
nonagricultural employment components are adjusted with the additive adjustment
model, while the other components are adjusted with the multiplicative model. The
unemployment rate is computed by summing the 4 seasonally adjusted unemploy-
ment components and calculating that total as a percent of the civilian labor force
total derived by summing all 12 seasonally adjusted components. All the seasonally
adjusted series are revised at the end of each year. Extrapolated factors for Janu-
ary-June are computed at the beginning of each year; extrapolated factors for July-
December are computed in the middle of the year after the June data become avail-
able. Each set of 6-month factors are published in advance, in the January and July
issues, respectively, of Employment and Earnings.

(3) Concurrent (X-11 ARIMA method). The official procedure for computation of
the rate for all civilian workers using the 12 components is followed except that ex-
trapolated factors are not used at all. Each component is seasonally adjusted with
the X-11 ARIMA program each month as the most recent data become available.
Rates for each month of the current year are shown as first computed; they are re-
vised only once each year, at the end of the year when data for the full year become
available. For example, the rate for January 1984 would be based, during 1984, on
the adjustment of data from the period January 1974 through January 1984.
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(4) Stable (X-11 ARIMA method). Each of the 12 civilian labor force components is
extended using ARIMA models as in the official procedure and then run through
the X-11 part of the program using the stable option. This option assumes that sea-
sonal patterns are basically constant from year-to-year and computes final seasonal
factors as unweighted averages of all the seasonal-irregular components for each
month across the entire span of the period adjusted. As in the official procedure,
factors are extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series are revised at the end
of each year. The procedure for computation of the rate from the seasonally adjust-
ed components is also identical to the official procedure.

(5) Total (X~11 ARIMA method). This is one alternative aggregation procedure, in
which total unemployment and civilian labor force levels are extended with ARIMA
models and directly adjusted with multiplicative adjustment models in the X-11
part of the program. The rate is computed by taking seasonally adjusted total unem-
ployment as a percent of seasonally adjusted total civilian labor force. Factors are
extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series revised at the end of each year.

(6) Residual (X-11 ARIMA method). This is another alternative aggregation
method, in which total civilian employment and civilian labor force levels are ex-
tended using ARIMA models and then directly adjusted with multiplicative adjust-
ment models. The seasonally adjusted unemployment level is derived by subtracting
seasonally adjusted employment from seasonally adjusted labor force. The rate is
then computed by taking the derived unemployment level as a percent of the labor
force level. Factors are extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series revised at
the end of each year.

(1) X-11 method (official method before 1980). The method for computation of the
official procedure is used except that the series are not extended with ARIMA
models and the factors are projected in 12-month intervals. The standard X-11 pro-
gram is used to perform the seasonal adjustment.

Methods of Adjustment: The X-11 ARIMA method was developed at Statistics
Canada by the Seasonal Adjustment and Times Series Staff under the direction of
Estela Bee Dagum. The method is described in “The X-11 ARIMA Seasonal Adjust-
ment Method,” by Estela Bee Dagum, Statistics Canada Catalogue No. 12-564E,
February 1980. -

The standard X-11 method is described in “X-11 Variant of the Census Method II
Seasonal Adjustmenit Program,” by Julius Shiskin, Allan Young and John Mus-
grave (Technical Paper No. 15, Bureau of the Census, 1967).

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, April 1984.
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THE EMPLOYMENT SITUATION: MARCH 1984

Employment continued to rise in March and unemployment was unchanged, the Bureau of Labor
Statistics of the U,S. Department of Labor reported today. Both the overall unemploymeant rate,
7.7 percent, and the civilian worker rate, 7.8 percent, vemained at February levels; each
continued to be nearly 3 percentage points below its 1982 recession high.

Total civilian employment--as measured by the monthly survey of households--rose by 250,000
in Mavch to 104.1 million, seasonally adjusted, following a 700,000 gain in February., Civilian
employment has increased by 5.1 million since the November 1982 recession trough.

The number of employees on nonagricultural payrolls--as measured by the monthly survey of
establishments—-was up by 145,000 to 92.5 million, seasonally adjusted. The March job gain was
smaller than in recent months, but employment in services and durable goods wmanufacturing
continued to advance.

Unemployment (Household Survey Data)

The civilian worker unemployment rate was unchanged in March at 7.8 perceat, scasonally
adjusted, but remained well below the late 1982 recession high of 10.7 percent. The number of
unemployed persons held steady from February to March at 8.8 million, 3.1 million below the
November 1982 level. Despite the overall stability for March, the unemployment rate for adult
men continued to edge down and, at 6.8 percent, was substantially below the recession high of
10.0 percent. Jobless rates for adult women and teenagers (6.9 and 19.9 percent, respectively)
have shown 1little change over the last 4 months, The unemployment rate for white workers was
unchanged over the month, and the rate for black workers was little changed, despite an increase
among black men, a group that had been showing marked improvement in prior months. The Hispanic
jobless rate rose to 11.3 percent, returning to the January level. {See tables A-2 and A-3.)

The number of unemployed persons who had lost their last job coatinued to decline; job
losers accounted for 53 percent of total unemployment in March, compared with 62 percent in
November 1982, This over-the-month decrease was of fset by increased unemployment among persons
secking their first job. Both measures of average duration of unemployment--the mean and the
median--were unchanged in March after dropping sharply in the prior month. (See tables A-7 and
A-8.) -

The number of persons working part time involuntarily--sometimes referred to as the
partially unemployed~-declined by about 350,000 in March to 5.5 million and was 1.2 million
below the peak level reached in January 1983. (See table A=b.)

Civilian Employnent and the Labor Force (Household Survey Data)

Total civilian employment grew by 250,000 in March, after a sharper advance in February. At
104.1 million, seasonally adjusted, March employment was 5.1 million above the recession trough,
During tlie l16-month recovery period, employment has increased by 2.9 million for adult mea  and
2.2 mtllion for adult women, while tecnage employment was unchanged.

The civilian labor force rose slightly over the month to 112.9 miilion, seasonally adjusted.
Since March 1983, the labor force has increased by about 2.0 millfon, as substantial gains amony
adult workers==900,000 nen and 1.2 million women--overshadowed a small decline for  tecnagers,

(See table A=2.)
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- Discouraged Workers (Household Survey Data)

The aumber of people wanting jobs but not fooking for work be
“any--1.3 million
totaled nearly 500,000 since the
among persons

not  find

drop was

and blacks

continued

in

who

to he

that

percent, respectively. (Sec table A-13.)

Industry Payroll Employment (Establishment Survey Data)

or traini

cause Lhey belicved they

the first quarter-~continued the downward propression that
fourth quarter 1982 recessionary high. Virtually all
reported

conld

of th

they were not sceking work because of Job=markot
factors—-as opposed to personal factors such as age and lack of education
disproportionately

Women

represented among the discouraged--64 and 30

Nonagricultural payroll employment rose by 145,000 in March, somewhat off the pace of recoent

months, While Job gains were widespread--nearly two-thirds of the 186 fndustries in the BLS
index of diffusion registered over-the-month increases—-they tended to be small. At 92.5
Table A, Major indicators of labor market activity, seasonally adjusted
]
Quarterly averages Monthly data ]
|
Category ] | Feb.~
1983 |_1984 | 1984 | Mar.
1 | | | change
| Iv_| I ) Jan. | Feb. | Mar. |
HOUSEHOLD DATA
Th ds_of persons
Labor force 1/....cauvee 112,365]113,702]1114,292]113,901 114,377 114 ,598] 221
Total employment 1/ 100,879 104,1954105,426| 104,876 105,576] 105,826 250
Civilian labor force.. 110,7004112,012{112,607)112,215 112,693]112,912| 219
Civilian employment | 99,2141102,506{103,740|103,190|103,892{104,140| 248
Unemploymentsesas,s | 11,486 9,507| 8,866 9,026| 8,801] 8,772f -29
Not in labor force.... | 62,805] 62,938] 63,072| 63,318| 62,986] 62,912] =74
Discouraged workers.. etrvernnaas 1,765 1,457} 1,339) N.A.| N.AL N.AL| NoA.
| | | | L
Percent of labor force
Unemployment rates: | [} | i ] ]
All workers 1/.eviesscnsnnsnsnacacens 10.2 8.4 7.8] 7.9| 7.74 7.7} 0
All civilian workerg8esess 1044 8.5 7.9) 8.0| 7.8| 7.8] [
AULE MeA vt etaaaaan 9.7| 7.8 7.0| 7.31 7.0] 6.8| =02
Adult womenessssessevss 8.9 7.2 7.0] 7.0 6.9 6.9] i}
Teenagerscereacssseoses ] 23414 20.6) 19.6] 19.4] 19.34 19.9] A
Whitesveseonanos . { 9.1 7.4 6.8) 6.9] 6.7] 6.71 0
BlacKeessooos . | 20.2] 17.9] 16.5]| 16.7] 16.2] 16.6] 0.4
Hispanic originiiecescanianns | IS.G: 12.1) 10.9: ll.Z: l().!} “.“[ 1.1
| !
ESTABLISHMENT DATA ]
| Thousands of jobs
Noufarm payrell employment. | 88,815] 91,346}92,256p| 91,930192,347p]92,490p) 43p
Goods-producing Industries | 23,088 24,298|24,724p| 24,617]24,772p124,782p) l"ip
Service-producing Inaustrie | 65,727 67,(148}67,53211: 67,3[]:67.575)»}67,7!1Hp} 13%p
| |
|
| Hours of work
Averiage weckly hours: | | | [ | o )
Total private nonfuarm.. S 3881 35031 35.4p] 0 35.5( 35.4p) 35.2pl -tLip
I T 2T Y P, 951 ABLA] AULBPE AT AL.OpE AuLSpl =0L5p
Sannfacluriug overtime, ., N 2.51 '}.ul 1.5p} 1.’,: Yahp]  BApL ~Lp
|
Poe Lidless the resideat Armed Foreos, ReAseEnot availlable,

7

peEproelininary,
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million, seasonally adjusted, payroll employment has grown by 3,7 million since November 1982,
(See tables B-1 and l-=6.)

Most of the over-the-month rise occurred in the services industry, where employment rose by
125,000. Little or no change occurred elsewhere in the service-producing sector, except for a
small increase in wholesale trade. There was little change in the goods—producing sector, as a
modest employment increase of 60,000 in manufacturing was offset by a 50,000 drop in
construction. The increase in factory jobs occurred primarily in the durable goods {ndustries,
particularly machinery, fabricated metals, and electrical and clectronic equipment. Total
manufacturing employment has now recovered a l{ttle over threa-fifths of the jobs lost during
the recent recession.

Weekly Hours (Es'tabllshmem. Survey Data)

Average weekly hours for production or nonsupervigsory workers on private nonagricultural
industries fell 0.2 hour in March to 35.2 hours, seasonally adjusted. Declines were widespread,
as all major industry divisions except services experienced shorter workweeks.

The manufacturing workweek decreased by half an hour from the very high levels recorded (n
January and February. At 40.5 hours, factory hours have returned to the level prevalling at the
end of last year, The decline in hours was pervasive within both durable and nondurable goods
industries; only automobiles and petroleum and cnal products posted increases. (Sec table B=2.)

The index of aggregate weekly hours of production or nonsupervisory workers on private
nonagricultural payrolls dropped 0.5 perceat to 109.8 (1977=100) jn March. Declines were
wideepread, but particularly large in construction, which fell by 5.7 percent. This sharp drop
refected a decrease in weekly hours that can be associated with severe weather in many parts of
the country as well as the decline in construction employment. The manufacturing index declined
by 0.8 percent over the month to 95.6 but was stil] nearly 15 percent above the November 1982
level. (See table B-5.)

Hourly and Weekly Earnings (Establishment Survey Data)

Average hourly earnings edged up {n March, but average weckly earnings fell 0.3 percent on a
seasonally adjusted basis as a result of the decline in the workweek. Before allowance for
seasonality, average hourly earnings were unchanged at §8.24, and weekly earnings decreased
slightly to $288.40. Over the year, these levels represent increases of 34 cents and §14.27,
respectively. (See table B-3.)

The Hourly Earnings Index (Establishment Survey Data)

The Hourly Earnings Index (HEI) was 158.7 (1977=100) “in March, seasonally adjusted, an
increase of 0.3 percent from February. For the 12 months ended in March, the increase (before
seasonal adjustment) was 3.4 percent., The HEI excludes the offects of two types of changes
unrelated to underlying wage rate movements-—fluctuations In overtime in manufacturing and
interindustry employment shifts. 1In dollars of constant purchasing pawer, the HEL decreased 0.k
percent during the 12-month period ended in February. (See table B-4,)
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HOUSEHOLD DATA

Table A-1. Employment status of the population, including Armed Forces in the United States, by sex

{tiurabers in thousanda)

Not seasonally sdjusted Seasonally sdjusted®
Employment status and sex
. reb. Bar, far. ov. Dec. Jan. Feb. v,
1993 1984 1984 198) 15903 198) 1984 1984 19384
TOTAL
Noninstitutional population® 175,320 {177,363 | 177,510 | 175,320 | 176,635 | 176,009 | 177,219 | 177,363 | 177,510
Lavor force! 131,537 [ 113,052 | 113,518 ] 112,399 |1 20 | 113,828 | 113,901 | 114,377 | 116,999
Partici 63.6 61.7 6, .4 64,1 64.5 64,6
Total employed® 99,658 | 193,605 | 104,456 ] 100,930 104,629 | 104,876 | 105,570 | 10%,42¢
Empioyment-poputalion ra 56,8 sA. 8.8 51, s 59.% 5.6
1,684 1,686 1,668 V1,004 1,600
clvulanomployod.‘... W1, 961 1 102,770 99,316 03,av2 | 10y, 149
2,857 2,672 3, 186 1,398 1,291
79, 104 99,698 § 95,930 ! 6 | W, 8%
Umplvy‘d ......... 9,807 9,087 11,019 4,403 4,712
mpl a. .0 10.2 8.1 . 7.7 L
Nollnllbotlovc'..‘.......n- AU, 30 63,996 62,920 62,985 63,3 62,90 G202
Men, 18 years and over
Nonlnllllmlmuwvulwoﬂ’ 81,7689 | 84,811 | 84,080 B4, S06 43,411
. 63,605 69,203 69,468 by, 838 65,091
mk:lﬂ.llonrllt‘ 76.0 5. 16.0 76,
Total empioyed® . 56,347 58,629 59, 164 03,147
Emplomanl—oopullummw 67.2 69.1 69.7 M.
Resident Armed For: pevene 1,528 1,540 1,542 1,340
clvlllmnmplwot 94,819 57,089 57,£22 58,697
Unemploysd ... 7,298 5,574 5,308 3,940
Unemployment i 1.5 8.7 8.2 1.6
‘Women, 16 years and over
anlnllltu(lnnil pepullllon’ 11,532 92,552 92,214 92,302 92,474 92,5 3V, E
Labor forc: 47,89 98, 889 48,0874 48,946 42,971 9,271 i, 4nd
52.8 53.1 53.0 %14
43, M 45,016 45,009 5,098 45,829 <5, FIR
Employmcnlwplﬂlllw"lw 47 .6 90.0 3.8 4.1 49.2
Reslcent Armed Forces 144 151 Tu8 14
Civillan employsd . 4 44,872 4,898 44,950 45,205 45,192
Unemgpiloyed . 3,31 1,972 3,876 3,853 3,905
ummplvymcmm 7.9 8.0 7.9 7.4 1.y

! The population and Armed Fovmllgummnol-d)mudmmnnub
heretore, identical numbers appexr in the unadjusted and seasonally adjusted

columns.

? Includes members of the Armed Forces stationed In the United Statsa.

' Labor force s & percent of the noninstitutional poputation.
¢ ram ‘employment as a percent of the noninstitutional population.
nempioyment as a percent of the labor force (Inciuding the NIlﬂ.m Armed

FmL
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Explanatory Note

This news release presents statistics from two major surveys,
the Current Population Survey (h hold survey) and the
Current Employment Statistics Survey (establishment survey).
The household survey provides the information on the labor
force, total employment, and unemployment that appears in
the A tables, marked HOUSEHOLD DATA. It is a sample
survey of about 60,000 h holds that is ducted by the
Bureau of the Census with most of the findings analyzed and
published by the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS).

The blish survey p! the information on the
employment, hours, and carnings of workers on nonag-
ricultural payrolls that appears in the B tables, marked
ESTABLISHMENT DATA. This information is collected
from payroll dsby BLS in ion with State i
The sample includes approximately 189,000 estab-
lishments employing about 36 million people.

For both surveys, the data for a given month are actually
collected for and relate to a particular week. In the houschold
survey, unless otherwise indicated, it is the calendar week that
contains the 12th day of the month, which is called the survey
week. In the establishment survey, the reference week is the
pay period including the 12th, which may or may not corres-
pond directly to the calendar week.

grouping of seven measures of unemployment based on vary-
ing definitions of unemployment and the labor force. The
definitions are provided in the table. The most restrictive
definition yields U-1, and the most comprehensive yields U-7.
The overall unemployment rate is U-$a, while U-5b represents
the same measure with a civilian labor force base.

Unlike the h hold survey, the establish survey only
counts wage and salary employees whose names appear on the
payroll records of nonagricultural firms. As a result, there are
many differences between the two surveys, among which are
the following:

-—-The household survey, although based on a smaller sam-
ple, reflects a larger of the lation; the blish
ment survey excludes agri , the self-employed, unpaid
family workers, private household workers, and members of
the resident Armed Forces;

----The household survey includes people on unpaid leave
among the employed; the establishment survey does not;

----The household survey is limited to those 16 years of age
and older; the establishment survey is not limited by age:
«---The household survey has no duplication of individuals,

each individual is d only once; in the establish-
ment survey, employees working at more than one job or
otherwise appearing on more than one payroli would be
counted separately for each appearance.

Other differences between the two surveys are described in
“C i Esti from Houschold and

‘The data in this release are affected by a ber of technical
factors, including definitions, survey differences, seasonal ad-
justments, and the inevitable variance in results between a

survey of a sample and a census of the entire population. Each -

of these factors is explained below.

C ge, d and diff b surveys
The sample h holds in the h hold survey are
s0 as to reflect the entire civilian noninstitutional population

Pnyroli Surveys,”* which may be obtained from the BLS upon
request.

Seasonal adjustment
Over a course of a year, the size of the Nation's labor force
and the levels of employment and unemployment undergo

16 years of age and older. Each person in a h hold is
classified as employed, unemployed, or not in the labor force.

sharp fl due to such seasonal events as changes in
weather, reduced or expanded production, harvests, major
holid and the ing and closing of schools. For exam-

Those who hold more than one job are classified ding to
the job at which they worked the most hours.

People are classified as employed if they did any work at all
as paid civilians; worked in their own business or profession or
on their own farm; or worked 1S hours or more in an enter-
prise operated by a member of their family, whether they were
paid or not. People are also counted as employed if they were
on unpaid leave because of illness, bad weather, disputes be-
tween labor and management, or personal reasons. Members
of the Armed Forces stationed in the United States are also in-
cluded in the employed total.

People are classified as unemployed, regardless of their
eligibility for unemployment benefits or public
assistance, if they meet all of the following criteria: They had
no employment during the survey week; they were available
for work at that time; and they made specific efforts to find

ple, the labor force increases by a large number each June,
when schools close and many young people enter the job
market. The effect of such seasonal variation can be very
large; over the course of a year, for example, seasonality may
account for as much as 95 percent of the month-to-month
changes in unemployment.

Because these seasonal events follow a more or less regular
pattern each year, their influence on statistical trends can be
eliminated by adjusting the statistics from momh to month.
These adjustments make nonseasonal developments, such as
declines in economic activity or increases in the participation
of women in the labor force, easier to spot. To return to the
school’s-out example, the large number of people entering the
labor force each June is likely to obscure any other changes
that have taken place since May, making it difficult to deter-
mine if the level of economic activity has risen or declined.

employment sometime during the prior 4 weeks. Also included
among the unemployed are persons not looking for work
because they were laid off and waiting to be recalled and those
expecting 1o report to a job within 30 days.

The labor force equals the sum of the number employed and
the number loyed. The ployment rate is the
percentage of unemployed people in the labor foree (civilian

5 . the effect of students finishing school in
previous years is known, the statistics for the current year can
be adjusted to allow for a comparable change. Insofar as the
seasonal adjustment is made correctly, the adjusted figure pro-
vides a more useful tool with which to analyze changes in
cconomic activity.

Measures of labor force, employment, and uncmployment
contain components such as age and sex. Siatistics for all
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employces, production workers, average weekly hours, and
average hourly carnings include components based on the
employer's industry, All these statistics can be seasonally ad-
justed cither by adjusting the total or by adjusting each of the
components and combining them. The second procedure
usually yields more accurate information_ and is therefore
followed by BLS. For example, the seasonally adjusted figure
for the labor force is the sum of eight seasonally adjusted
civilian employment plus the resident Armed
Forces total (not adjusted for seasonality), and four It

magnitudes but, rather, that the chances arc 90 out of 100 that
the ‘“true’* level or rate would not be expected 10 differ from
the estimates by more than these amounts.

ling errors for hly surveys are reduced when the
data are lated for several hs, such as quarierly or
annually. Also, as a general rule, the smaller the estimate, the
larger the sampling error. Therefore, relatively speaking, the
estimate of the size of the labor force is subject to less error
than is the of the b loyed. And, among

adjusted loyment p the total for
ment is the sum of the four unemployment components; and
" the overall unemployment rate is derived by dividing the
resulting estimate of total unemployment by the esti of

the loyed, the g error for the jobless rate of
adult men, for example, is much smaller than is the error for
the jobless rate of teenagers. Specifically, the error on monthly
change in the jobless rate for men is .26 percentage point; for

the labor force.
The numerical faciors used 10 make the scasonal ad-
justments are recalculated regularly. For the h hold

agers, it is 1.25 p age points.
In the establishment survey, estimates for the 2 most current
months are based on incompleic returns; for this reason, these

survey, the factors are calculated for the January-June period
and again for the July-December period. The January revision
is applied to data that have been published over the previous $
years. For the establishment survey, updated factors for

| adj are lated only once a year, along
with the introduction of new benchmarks which are discussed
at the end of the next section.

Sampling variability
Statistics based on the household and establishment surveys
are subject to sampling error, that is, the estimate of the
of people employed and the other estimates drawn
from these surveys probably differ from the figures that would
be obtained from a complete census, even if the same question-
naires and procedures were used. In the houschold survey, the
of the diffi can be exp d in terms of stan-
dard errors. The numerical value of a standard error depends
upon the size of the sample, the results of the survey, and other
factors. However, the nurherical value is always such that the
chances are 68 out of 100 that an estimate based on the sample
will differ by no more than the standard error from the results
of a complete census. The chances are 90 out of 100 that an
estimate based on the sample will differ by no more than 1.6
times the standard error from the results of a complete census,
At the 90-p level of fid the confidence limits
used by BLS in its analyses--the error for the monthly change in
total employment is on the order of plus or minus 328,000; for
total unemployment it is 220,000; and, for the overall
" unemployment rate, it is 0.19 percentage point. These figures
do not mean that the sample results are off by these

are labeled p y in the t1ables. When all the

returns in the sample have been received, the estimates are
revised. In other words, data for the month of September are
published in preliminary form in October and November and
in final form in December. To remove errors that build up
over lime, a comprehensive count of the employed is con-
ducted each year. The results of this survey are used to
establish new benchmarks—comprehensive counts of
employment—against which month-10-month changes can be-
d. The new b ks also incorporate changes in

the classification of industries and allow for the formation of

, new establishments.

Additional statistics and other information

In order to provide a broad view of the Nation’s employ-
ment situation, BLS regularly pubhshes a wide variety of dala
in this news release, More p istics are -
ed in Employment and Earnings, published each month by
BLS. It is available for $6.00 per issue or $39.00 per year from
the U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C.
20204. A check or money order made out to the Superinten-
dent of D must pany all orders.

Employment and Earnings also provides approximations of
the standard errors for the household survey data published in
this release. For unemployment and other labor force
categories, the standard errors appear in tables B through J of
its “*Expl y Notes.” M of the reliability of the
data drawn from the establishment survey and the actual
amounts of revision due to benchmark adjustments are pro-
vided in tables M, O, P, and Q of that publication.
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Table A-2. Emgloyment status of the clvillan population by sex and age

iNumbera In housends)
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HOUSEHOLD DATA

Not seasonally adjusted Sessonally sdjusted®
Employment status, ssx, and ege
[ Peb. Aar. nar . wov. noc. Jan. rob. Acr.
1983 1986 1984 1981 1983 1983 1988 1984 1984
TOTAL
Civilian noninsiitutional population . 173,656 | 175,679 | 175,824 | 173,656 | 174,951 | 175,121 175,533 | 175, 679 | 175,824
labos § .. 109,873 | v11,3e8 { 111,828 | 110,735 1 112,035 | 112,136 { 112,215 112,643 112,912
63.3 63.% . 6. 68, 64.0 . 68,3 64,2
Employed . .......000n 97,994 | 101,961 | ¥02,770 99,316 | 102,606 | 102,981 | 103,190 [ 103,892 | 104,140
Empicymant-population ratio’ . S6.4 - 56,5 57.2 58.6 58.8 58,8 59.1 59.2
Unemployed ........ 11,879 9,307 9,057 1,819 9,429 9,195 9,026 8,801 8,172
Unemplayment rate . 10. R.& 8.1 10. 6.4 8.2 8.0 7. 7.0
Mon, 20 years and over
Civilian noninstituth nal populstion . . 4,528 15,786 75,880 74,528 75,327 75,033 75,5692 75,880
Civilian tabor force ... .. . 58,220 58,964 59,104 56,268 59,053 59,050 59,299 59,3188
Participation sate .. . 78,1 77.8 7. 78.2 70.4 78,3 78.1 4.
Employed...... . . 51,962 54,220 54,630 52,673 54,957 54, 653 54,994 5%, 30
Empiaymenti-poputation ratio® . 69, 11,5 2.0 10.7 2.1 72.5 12,7 73,0
Agriculture. . ........ . 2,208 2, 156 2,156 2,925 2,336 2,378 + 1% 2, Jut
Nonagricultural Indusiries -} 89,768 52,064 52,974 50,249 52,121 52, 28% 52,64} %3,009
Unamp| 6,23 4,783 4,474 ¢ 59 4,596 4,392 4,100, 4,020
Unsmpioyment rate 10.7 8.0 1.6 1.8 1.8 1.1 - LA
85, 068 83,699 84,553 an, 666 84,0860 84,962
4S, 458 1 44,259 45,953 45,024 44,981 45,259
5.4 52, 51.2 %3 53
Employed 42,36) 40, 364 41,738 41,083
Emy t-poputation ratio® 49.9 LIN 89.6 99,4
Agriculture............ . 49 63 6138 65)
Nenagricultural industries 41,866 33,716 43,100 41,190
Unemployed ... 3,091 31,891 3,215 3,301
Unemployment ral 6.8 8.A 7. 7.1
Both sexes, 18t 19 yesrs
Civillan noninstitutional population 15,429 18,90 15,880 15,829 15,072 15,022
Clvilian labor force 7,413 7,183 7,210 8,208 a, 029 8,062
licipation ra! 4a. 1 8.1 48.9 53,2 53.3 53.7
Employed...... 5,601 5,693 5,778 6,275 6,411 6,440
Employmsnt-population ratio 36.3 38.3 38, 40.7 2.5 2.9
Agriculture.......... vaees 213 192 221 29 28) 329
Nonagriuitural industries. . . . 5,388 5,501 5,558 5,346 6, 128 6, 111
Unemployed ... e 1,088 1,492 1,933 1,618 1,622
Unemploym: 20.7 20.5 23.6 0.2 0.1

* 1 The population figures are not adjusted for seasonal variation; lnor-bn. dentical
numbers appesr In the unadjusted snd ssasonally adjusted columns.

1 Civillan smployment as a percent of the civillan noninstitulional poputation.
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Table A3, Employment status of the clvilian pobulallon by race, “'ex, age, and Hispanic origin

(Numbars In thousenda)

Not ssasonaily sdjustes Sessonally adjusted’
Employment stetus, race, sex, age, end
Hispanic origin
mar. Pab. Ror. dar. Nov. * dec. Jan, rob. nar.
1983 1984 194 1943 1983 193§ 1980 1388 1908

WHITE

150,382 1 152,079 | 152,285 § 150,362 [ 151,328 [151,080 {151,939 | 152,079 152,205
96,97 97,518 96,265 | 97,559 97,724 97,811 98,167 9,624

Civiitan noninstitulional popuhlloﬁ

63,8 64.0 60.0 64.5 64,5 6u. 4 66,6 64.6
09,728 9,619 97,530 | 90,430 91,080 91,584 91,845
59.0 59.% $8.2 $9.8 9.9 60.2 60.3
7,230 5,89% 8,715 7,129 6,768 6,623 6, 500
7.5 7.1 9.1 7.3 6.7 6.7

51,916 | 52,126 51,320 | s2,021 52,063 52,270 52,335 | s2,398
73.2 7 7

. a.6 8.9 78.9 - 78.9 78.
a8, 166 3,692 6,542 “,vie 48,569 48,964 49, 149 49, 343
72,5 731 . 135 1.6 73, T4, Tu.
1,750 3,874 9,78 3, 607 3,87 3,306 3,186 1.0
8.5 6.9 6.) 6.1

Womaer
Clvlllm Iabor force

Pml:lpuuom- s2. §2.9 2.1 §2.7 2. . 2.
34,931 1 26,356 | 6,643 ] 34,846 | 36,177 | 36,292 | 36,300 | 36,465 | 16,570
Employnnnl-popull(loﬂmﬂo' 38,3 . as. 68,2 49.6 49, ¥9.4 9.7 as.4
Unemployed . 2,702 | 2,322 ) 2,03 2,88 ) 2,092 | 2,260 | 2,325 2,261| 2,303
Unemolorment ra 6.0 6.0 5.9 . 5.9

uuo.um-nm

Civilian tabor forc 6,629 6,531} 7,291 7,089 | 7,108 7,151
Participation 51.9 53.0 57.0 56.7 . 50,3
- . | sl 5,328 | s,7e2| 5,839 | 5,898 5,332
Emplayment-population ratk? ... 40.2 43 45,0 47.0 47.5 [13%]
Unemployed ... I ov.ees 1,179 1,839 s,210 | 9,207 1,221
Unemploymen ra 22.6 1e.1 211 17.2 17.0 7.1
Men,... 25.0 19.3 22.6 17.6 17.5 17.1
19.9 16.9 9.4 16.6 6.5 16

BLACK .
18,023 19,222 19,248 18,823 19,057 19,086 19,196 19,222 13,204
11,816 11,655 11,692 11,571 11,623 11,650 11,660 14,881 11,867
60.6 60.6 60,7 61.5 61.0 61,0 60.7 63,4 61,7
9,102 9,752 9, 9,249 9,563 9,582 9,707 9,958 9,896
%8.9 50.7 50.6 49,1 50.2 50.2 50.6 51.8 S51.4
Unemploysd 2,314 1,908 1,951 2,30 2,060 .2, 068 1,953 1,923 1,912
Unempioyment rate 0.3 16.3 16.7 o 1 17.7 17.9 16, 16.2 1.6

20 yoars and over

Men,
Civillan lsbor force .

Participation rsi . 78.5 T, T, 74,8 74.9 Tu.7 7%.8 5.8 .
Employed...... . 4,359 4,770 .,722 4,820 4,701 6,722 4,783 »,A77 8,78%
Employmentpoputation ratic? . - 9.7 63,0 62.6 60.5 61.2 6.8 |° 637 6.8 63.5
. 1,081 (11 297 1,086 867 84) 83) a00 am
UMmplDyerlll 19.9 1%.1 16.0 19, 15.6 1%5.1 14,0 Wt 15,8

57.3 .3 56.8 57.4 55.9 6.2 55.6 56.9 57.0

9,369 4,598 4,657 4,000 4,800 4,961 9,522 4,630 4,690

4741 43,0 98,9 ar. . 7.2 7.3 7.7 48,7 9.2

946 158 9 822 a2 755 735

17.08 19.2 AL 17.8 15.6 15,9 18.3 6, 8 1.5

Both sexes, 16 1o 19 yeers
Civilian lsbor torce . ... 661 669 €60 782
Participa! 29.% 30.6 30.3 8.9
378 k1) p L3
16.7 17.6 16.6 19.1
85 290 182
4,3 02.6 45.1 5.1
46,4 40,0 .. 46.%
38.9 6.3 46.0 43,8
HISPANIC CRIGIN -

Chillan noninatitutiona) poputation . 9,551 10,080 9,551
Clvillan isbof force . N 5,998 6,192 6,070
Particlpation rats 62.8 614 6Y.6
Employed....... 5,017 7 $,636 s, 11
Employment-poputation ratic? ... 528 5 $5.9 $3.%
Unamployed . 980 690 56 956
Unempioyment rate ... 16.3 1M.2 1.8 15.7

' The populstion figures ars not adjusied for seascnal vaation; therefors, identioa) NOTE: Detall for the sbove race ‘and Hispenio-ornigin g:ouu will not sum 1o totala

numbars appear in ihe unadjusted snd seasonally adjusted columns. because data for the “other races’ Hispenics

* Civiltan employment a3 8 percent of the civillan noninstitutions) pepulation. mmmmwmmm
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Tuplo A4, d
{Numbers in thousands)
Not seasonally sdjusted - Sessonally acjusied
Category
Yar. rob. nac. tar. nov, Dec. Jan. feb. fac.
1963 1988 | %8s 1983 1983 1983 1388 19 1983
CHARACTERISTIC

Civillan employed, 16 yearss and over
Married men, spouse present . .

Married women, 5pouse present

‘Women who maintain familtes .

MAJOR INDUSTRY AND CLASS OF WORKER

97,998 1101,961 [102,770
37,152 ) 39,250 3 99
24,316 25,162

5,066 5,308

102,606 | 102,941 [ 103,190 {103,692 108,140
38,3807 138,49% 38,602 |9 39, 927

24,937 25,212 | 25,239
5, 386 5,404

Agriculture:
'age and salary workers 1,309 1,210 1,268
1,450 1,827 1,886
n2 160 158

87.aNn 91,878 92,310 92,819
15,746 15,822 15,311
71,926 76, 587 77,006
1,183 1,219 1,15%
70,382 75,339 | 75,851
7,178 7,809 T.755
e 20
91,151 93,838 95,067 94,982
71,950 75,398 76,718 77,000
Imve tor economi ¢, 02) 5,848 <,808 N uhY
Usually work fuli time . 1,966 1,719 11 1,472
Usually work part time %,057 1,822 8,129 3,991
Part tima lor noNecONOmIG reasons . o1 13,170 13,160 13,858 12,508 12,515
1 Excludes persons “with & Job but not st work™ during the survey period lor such
reasons as vacation, liiness, of (ndustrisl disputs.
Table A-5. Range of unemployment measures based on varying definitions of unemployment and the labor force,
seasonally adjusted ,
{Percent)
Quarterty svernges Monthly dats
Messure 1983 1988, 1908
1 11 143 v 1 Jaa. | res. f{aer.

U1 Persons ummpmw 15 weeks of wu " wml of the
civillan labor

9.2 9.0 : .7 R 2,7 2.9 2.6 2.5

U2 Jebls 6.2 6.0 5.0 .7 .2 L2 ) .2 .
U2 Unemployed-persons 23 ysara and over 85 & perosnt of the

ﬂ"“hﬂllbo”m... . 8.1 7.9 1) 6.6 6.1 6.2 6.1 5.9
U4 Unempiloyed ful mnnmammm

olvlllcnlnwloven,....
Uts lemm«uamummmmm

10.3 10.0 ‘.‘) 8.3 7.6 1.8 1.5 7.8

10.2 10.0 9.3 a.8 7.8 1.9 1.7 7.7

G5d P $OMOH . .oioeninrnrrarniiiraranan 10.0 10.1 9.4 0.5 7.9 8.0 7.8 1.8
ue Tonl fuil-time jobseekers plus ¥ part-time jobesskers pius % total on pert Ume
lor aconomic reesons n-mmmmmmwwoﬂm

plnllmolabotluu

PRTTTRITPN B b ) 12.9 12.2 1.2 1.5 10.8 10.% 10.3

U7 Total full-time jobseskirs plus ¥ part-time jobseskers plus % totsl on part
time for eCONOMIC feRsoNs plus SISCOUTEged workers &3 a parcent of the
lacournged workers less

w.9 "8 11,5 12.% 11.6
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. Table A-8. indl y
Number of
unemployed persons Unemployment ratest
Category
rart, rab. Mar., nar. Wov. Dec. Jaa. Fet, Rar.
1981 1984 1988 1983 1993 1983 1988 1988 1984
CHARACTERISTIC .
tonl 18ysarsandover......, care 1,09 8,801 8,772 10.3 8.4 8.2 7.8
16 y1 nl lnﬂmv . 6,67) 4,946 4,867 10.7 8.6 8.3 7.7
and over . £, 595 4,128 4,020 9.6 7.0 7.9 £.8
WDVMH.‘DYIIIIIMGM.N.. 4,706 3,855 3,905 9.9 8.2 8.1 7.9
‘Women, 20 years and over 3,891 3,120 3,104 0.8 7.2 7.1 6.9
|°ln|9yw‘ 1,931 1,553 1,608 23,6 20.2 20.1 19.9
Ml"lodm!n,lpoul'p'mnl 2,088 1,973 1,910 7. 5.5 5.2 4.7
WOmen, 1pOu! I 1,975 1,579 1,560 1.5 6.0 6.1 5.0
wonunw»omulnulnhmllhn ki) 658 673 1.3 10.5 10.9 1.0
Fulk-time workers . . 9, 788 7,283 7,01 10.2 8.2 8.0 1.5
Parttime workers 1,665 1,459 1,965 10.6 9.8 9.8 9.2
Labor force time eee . - - - 1.7 9.7 9.4 u.d
INDUSTRY
Nonagricuitural private wage and salary workers ... 8,714 6,478 6,349 10.7 8.6 4,3 7.9 1.9 1.6
Mining ... 0 127 "2 19.2 12,8 12,4 10,9 12.2 1.2
Construciion . .0 801 776 20.2 15.6 16.3 5.0 15.1 1.
Manutacturing . 2,807 1,645 1,651 12,8 8.9 8.3 .8 1.5 7.5
1,838 4§ 1,008 148.) 9.0 8.3 9.0 7. 7.8
969 696 64) 10.6 8.7 8.2 8.9 7.8 7.2
437 336 297 7.6 6.7 6.5 5.1 5.9 5.0
2,259 1,776 1,768 10.9 9.1 8.8 8.4 9.3 8.)
1,938 1,10 1,748 7.1 6.7 6.6 6.3 6.3 6.4
93 Tu? 716 5.7 4.9 5.0 4.0 6.5 8.4
295 253 260 15.9 5.7 15.6 15.5 14.0 ALY

* Unempioyed as & percent of the civillan labor force.

feasons as 8 percent of potentlaily avallable labor force hours.

* Aggregate hours- icst by the unempioyed and perscna on pan time for eCoROMIc

Table A-7. Duratlon of unemployment -
{Numbers in lhou!llidl)

Not sessonally adjusted Seasonally adjusted
Weeks of
£ Preb. Rac. Nar. Now. Dec. Jan. reb, c.
1903 1984 1988 1983 1943 1983 1988 1988 1984
2021 | 3,087 | 2,98 | nvs | 3,328 | 3,082 | 3,239 3,38 | 3, 386
L3 | 2,986 | 2738 | 3,073 | 26te | 20300 | 29856 | 2iase 2,519
50330 | 2260 | 3,339 | a;ser | Vsaz [ 3i3es | 3201 | 20sma | 20873
2,352 1,35 1,817 1,861 1,337 1,288 1,166 1,17) 1,014
2,978 1,91 1,923 2,726 2,1%0 2,085 2,035 1,810 1,759
Arsage maan) duraion I woeks . 20.7 1 9.2 b 2002 | w2 | 2002 | 1o | 0. 18 1.
Modlan duration, lnweeks . . ... 12.9 9.3 10.3 0.4 9.9 9. 9.2 va G.g
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION '
Tolal unsmployed . 100, 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 10¢.0
Loas thans A oaen | aale iy | I 3. ¥.0 [ 361 | 148
to2e.8 | o3 1 od0a | ozl | ats | 2108 0y | 280y | 2slg
NI I BT A SR -3¢ 2 | Ssia | oasis 3.8 | 1201
19,8 wa | oasie | oaets | oqelh 1109 1300 13 | a2
27 weaks and over s | o200 |2z | oaey |3l | o22lse | 2206 | 2008 ) 2ene
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Table A-8. Reason for unemployment

{Numbera in thousands)
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Not seasonally sqjusted Seasonally adjusted
. Reason
[T rab. far. nar, Hov, dec. Jan. Pub. Aar.
198) 1984 1984 1983 1983 1983 1984 1984 1984
NUMBER OF UNEMPLOYED
Joplosers . e e 5,471 5,089 | 6,808 | 5,226 | 5,017 4,025 4,737 | 4,614
Onlayol! .. . 1,613 1,852 1 2,005 1,321 1,201 1,238 1,272 1,25
Other job losers . 3,858 3,637 | 4.843 3,905 3,738 3,588 3,965 | 3,360
Joblsavers . 787 730 28! 86 a5 809 72 756
Reentrants 2,168 2,157 | 2,960 | 2,250 2,246 2,192 2,153 | 2,208
New entrants . 981 1,062 1,182 1,154 1,150 1,175 1,092 | 1,213
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
Tota! unemployed . coneee| 10000 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Joolosers ....... AN 56.1 56.2 60.2 55.0 54.1 51.6 G4, 1 52.%
Onlayolf ........ A4 a7 17.1 16.0 17.6 13.9 1.8 13.7 4.5 1.3
Other job losers .. .0 41.0 90,2 42,6 L] 40.3 1.9 39,06 8.2
Job leavers 7.2 8.0 8.1 7.8 9.1 9.2 9,0 0.0 'R
Reentrants . 20.3 23.0 23.8 21,6 23,7 24,2 2u.8 24.6 25.1
New entrants 8.9 0.8 1.9 10.4 12.1 12,8 1301 125 [EN]
UNEMPLOYED AS A PERCENT OF THE
CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE
Joblosers . . 6.9 4.9 4.6 6.2 8.7 4.5 4.3 4.7 (B
Job leavers . .8 .7 .7 .8 .8 .8 .7 o7 .7
2.2 1.9 1.9 2.2 2.0 2.0 2.0 1.9 2.0
1.0 -9 1.0 1.1 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.1
Table A-8. Unemployed persons by sex and age, seasonally adjusted
Number of
unemployed parsons Unemployment rates'
Sex and age {in thousends)
. Nat, reb. nac. far. Nov. Duc. Jan. Pob. ar.
1903 1984 1984 1983 1983 1983 1988 1984 1904
Total, 16 ysars and aver 11,819 | 9,801 8,172 7.0
18t024y0ers ... 4398 | 3,410 3,467 16,2
1810 10 years 1,933 | 1,553 1,608 19.3
1810 17 years 796 663 712 22.1
180 19ysans 1,157 831 908 17.5
0t024yeans ... 2,665 | 1,857 1,859 1.6
28yoarsandover . €999 | %,90% 5,379 6.1
250 54 years 6,209 { §,782 4,647 6.4
55 yeass and over 807 616 643 4.3
Men, 16 years and over 6,673 | &,906 2,867 7.8
181024 yeurs 2,586 1,057 1,869 19.6
1,078 818 ai7 19.7
431 137 176 21.6
639 469 472 10.1
1,808 | 1,039 1,022 12,1
8,178 | 3,089 2,988 6.1
3,656 | 2,686 2,569 6.4
518 396 208 5.5
Women, 16 ysars and over . . 4,796 1,855 3,305 7.4
161024 yoars . S %912 | 1,552 1,55 13,7
. 855 735 761 18,9
. 155 326 336 22.6
. 508 412 @32 6.9
<] 1,057 817 817 1.0
2,621 | 2,216 2,291 6.1
2,553 | 2,057 2,078 6.5
289 200 235 a0

* Unemployment as a percent of the civillan labor forcs.

36-618 0 84 - 8
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Table A-10. Employment status of black and other workers

{Nutcmety s rosi)

HOUSEHOLD DATA .

Not seasonsily sdjusted Secsanally edjssted”
. Employment status

ar, Fed. Aac. Dec, Jan, fak, fac,

1983 1904 1986 1983 1964 1988 1984
Clvlllan noninstitutional poputation. 23,275 | 23,600 | 23,539 23,637 | 23,598 | 23,600 23,539
Cvitian isbor forcs ... 19,275 | 18,397 | 18,318 14,539 [ 18,4251 13,593 | 13,521

Panicipation rate 61.3 61. 60.9 61. 61,1 €1.9 A1,
1,609 { 12,227 | 12,15} 12,170 12,179 | 12,017 12,325
29,9 $1.9 51, 51.% 51,6 52, €24
mphmd 2,665 2,159 | 2,183 2,360 | 2,206 2,176 | 2,135
Dlwmcnmlo 18.7 15.0 15.1 16.3 15.6 4.9 5.1
Nounx.nonom 9,000 9,200 | 9,225 9,090 | 9,169 9,007| 9,018

* The population ligures are not adjusied for seasonal variation; thersfore, identical
numbers appear in the unadjusted and seasonally adjusted columna. -

¥ Civillan empioyment as a percent of the civiitan noninstitutional poputation.

Table A-11. O status of the employed and , not 1y d
(Numbers in thousends)
Civillan smployesd Unemployed Unempioyment rate
cupation aar. Rar, flac. Mar. Aar. nar.
198 1984 1983 1984 1983 1984
Total, 16 years and over' ... PROE U [T 97,998 | 102,770 | 11,079 9,057 0.9 8.1
Managerial and professionsl specialty 23,035 | 26,969 L1 608 1.5 2.9
Executive, sdministrative, and managerial . 10,583 11,509 as3 Is¢ a1 1.0
Professionsi speclalty ................. 12,852 13,460 387 257 2.9 1.9
Technical, sales, and sdminiatrative suppont . . 30,715 | 11,026 2,218 1,755 6.7 6.7
T-:nnlcununcnumwpm 3,005 3,18 162 8 5.1 2.6
Sales ocoupations 11,589 | 12,185 890 723 7.2 5.6
Administrative suppont, including clerical .. 16,161 16, 452 1,166 948 6.7 5.5
Serviceoccupations ... L 13,507 13,940 1,192 1,473 1".7 9.6
Private housshold 952 898 06 A X} 8.6
Protective service ernns 1,680 1, 604 137 14 1.7 6.6
Sarvics, except private household and protective 10,908 11,818 1,568 1,278 12,7 1.0
Praciaion procuction, craft, and repalr. . 1,778 | 12,563 1,072 1,268 1.7 9.1
Mechanics and repalrers ............. 2,116 9,257 196 284 8.8 6.3
Construction trades 3,867 4,208 958 691 19.9 1.
Other precision production, crait, and repalr ... 3,791 6,102 518 269 12.0 6.6
Opsrators, fabricators, and laborers . 15,400 | 16,237 3,566 2,021 10.8 12.8,
Machine operators, assembiers, and Inspec 1,522 .8 1,737 1,027 8.8 1n.¢
3,987 4,321 777 545 16.3 1.2
Handlers, squipment claaners, heipars, and laborere . 3,895 4,211 1,052 8%0 2123 16.7
Construction laborers . 479 567 2 216 35.3 27.6
owmmm.mlmnummmmm 3,877 3,668 790 633 18.8 1%.8
Farming, torestry, and fishing 3,157 3,08 456 381 12.6 1.2

'Pergons with no previous work experionce and those whose last job was in the Amied
Forces aro included in tne unemployed total.
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Table A-12. Employment status of maie V and by age, not seasonatlly adjusied
(Numbers In thousands} i
Clvillen labor force
Civitlan
noninstitutions!
Unemployed
Tots) Employed
cmber Porcent of
. L lsbor force

v
fAag. dar, farc., Kac. nar. Har. Mar. Hac. Rar. A,
1961 1964 1963 1988 1901 1984 1993 1968 1963 1984
8,270 | 7,9 | 7,773 | 7,012 | 6,930 | 6,918 831s 497 10.7 6.7
6,509 | 4,617 | 6,230 | 5,279 | s.e88 | 4,99 722 w3l s 7.1
916 42 857 s07 s 170 ag| 1v.a 9.5
2,465 | "1, 855 | 2,339 | 1,761 | 2,040 | 1,63t 299 150 12.8 0.5
328 | 3,220 | 3,000 | 3,00 [ 2,760 | 2,926 253 185 8.4 5.9
1,91 [ 2,297 | 3,563 [ 2,033 | 1,080 | 1,999 13 1y 7.2 5.6
Total, 25t0 38 years . 19,377 § 26,793 | 10,297 16,280 | 18,078 | 2,017 [ 1,866{ 11.0 1.5
25t0 29 years €,520 | 6009 | 8,016 6,900 | 7,526 § 3,116 1.9 4.0
010 34 years 6,812 | 7,222 | 6,156 5,886 | 6,378 579 45S 9.3 6.7
35t039yeary. v, | 6,602 | u,128 19 | sa17 333 263 6.0 5.9

NOTE: Masle Vielnam-era. v’:tﬂmt are men who eerved in the Arm

od Porges between 9 Forces; published dats are IImited 1o 1o%e 25 10 39 years of 09, the Group that most

August 6, 1984 and May 7, 19;

served in the Arm- closely comesponda 10 the bulk of the Vieinam-era veteran population.
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Fable A-13. Persons not In labor force by reason, sex, and race, quarterty averages
In thousands)

Mot
oonatty Somondly stjrsted
wiwmd
Romon, sex, and rece

1983 1960 1963 1988

1 1 T 44 1 14 3

ToTAL
63,739 64,272 62,392 £2,938 63,072
56,981 57,822 55,630 56,526 56,957
8,289 8,812 6,862 6, 540 6,717
3,90 4,013 3,808 3,814 u, 096
26,184 28,235 20,267 28,53) 28,484
13,054 13,5% 12,092 13,19 19,4066
. 507 . 4,265 9,837 4, 194
6,797 6,450 6,756 5,115 (AT}
1,933 1,788 1,832 1,53 1,526
702 730 841 866 686
1,360 1,070 1,062 1,384 1,501
1,872 1,617 1,610 1,457 DRSS
1,499 1,000 1,197 1,006 a3p
I 917 a1l 41 401
931 1,000 1,032 1,089 1,124
Men .

Tousl not in labor fores ... Lol innlneens sereeesesd 20,186 20,532 19,657 19,455 19,337 19,620 19,752
Do nat wanta job now . ovssioniinnrrsniiaisnsinenel 17,769 18,329 17,227 17,187 16,968 17,471 17,753
Woniaobnow. ... uiseiis 2,417 2,203 2,187 2,203 2,309 2,1m 2,013

Rasson not looking:  School standence . 1,006 962 ‘069 175 1,079 826 oG
1 hasith, digatiity . 309 157 299 308 379 180 113
Think gannet get 8 job. 754 528 695 643 607 620 uBG
O romore? . 307 37 e 436 s 46 85
Wornen

Toul not in labor fores v cvesinnnn 43,553 43,700 43,188 43,226 41,056 43,311 3,170

Do not wart ¢ job now « 39,172 39,498 38,877 38,799 3m, 723 39,053 39,200
4,381 9,206 4,338 , 4,307 4,162 4,168

886 826 703 153 m 720

393 373 193 462 286 19

1,360 1,470 1,836 1,482 1,384 1,503

1,117 889 1,003 1,001 836 853

624 688 723 687 733 743

Tousl ot in labor fOr6e . ..o e iunnie e coenned] 58,733 55,017 53,970 53,947 53,570 53,786 53,966
oot want 2 job pow + .. evens B RIS LT 99,017 50,431 w9, 118 99,132 48,849 49,099 49,702
Want s job naw, . 4,517 5,585 0,738 0,778 4,730 5,605 o, ua?

8 . . . : .
Rasmon notlooking: 1,233 1,215 1,308 1186 1,108 1,082
T o5 Hy 53 1 >
- 1 1 1,061 1,0 1,10
Tk comnot ot 4 ob. 1280 ‘953 118 15243 1076 ‘974 ‘asu
142 96 787 207 819. 872 847
7,403 7,614 7,237 7,210 7,230 AT 7,819
5. 75 5,990 5,652 5,600 5,556 5,917 5,898
1,639 1,619 1,570 1,514 1,679 1,585 1,588

3 130 5 4

1% 2 m 170 207 11 160
2 354 m 358 FH 308 152
516 w1s 512 831 373 458 407
150 215 172 230 169 174 263

' Jot™ end “thinks “other perional herdicap.”
? Parsonel facton Inctuds “smplovens think to0 young o ok~ “lacks educetion or traling.” and ’ becases of
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Table A 14 Imployment status of the civillan population lor ten large States
{Numbers Ihmlllm!

Not seasonslly ejusted’ Seasonslly sdjustec?
State snd employment status
Har. feh, . Har. Nov, ec. dan, Teb, Mar,
1989 1904 1984 1983 1983 1983 1984 1984 1984
Catifornls
Civillsn noninstitutions) population 1n,699 19,009 18,699 18,930 14,954 12,983 19,009 19,035
Illan lebor force ... .- 1. 12,308 12,259 12,408 11,180 12,395 12,363 12,451
10,842 11,226 10,939 [ 11,367 11,388 1,350 11,380 11,428
1 om 1,002 1,294 1,081 1,001 1,085 003 1,02
in.9 8.8 10.4 5.4 [ . 5.0 8.2
[R1L) (R 5,285 a4 8,438 2,455 8,473 4,401
4,811 4,901 4,980 4,727 3,009 3,097 5,067 3,068 5,105
| s20 3,603 4 4,106 4,619 717 4,71 4,760 4,826
employed. | 400 306 267 421 190 mo 354 308 219
umma«mmnml- 6.9 6.1 S 8.9 1.9 7.5 1.0 6.0 5.8
.
Civilian noninstitutional poputation 8,568 8,568 8,586 8,586 8,518 8,590 2,591
Civillan tabor foros . 1864 1,701 5,544 3,540 5,553 5,589 5,625
4,987 4,999 5,011 3,008 3,005 3,067 5,0%
E 706 102 533 $32 548 332 589
123 121 9.6 .6 9.9 9.5 10.5
Massachusetis
Civlllan noninstitutional population 4,476 4,501 4,503 4,476 4,49 4,497 4,699 4,501 4,303
Civilian labor forcs . 2,940 2,986 3,002 2,983 3,014 3,017 3,028 3,033 1,026
Em 2,704 1,797 2,026 2,740 1,14 1,823 2,831 2,880 2,868
Unemplayed. 234 s 221 200 194 173 151
Unemployment rete A0 6.3 S.8 7.3 [ 6.4 6.3 5.7 5.
Nichigen
tiona) populstion 6,749 6,733 6,731 6,749 6,740 6,737 6,731
wm’&w g a2 4,248 4,20 4,324 4,216 4,261 4,388
Employsd . 1 s 1,709 3,787 3,647 3,696 3,748 1,891
Unemploysd. [353 339 677 s20 493 49
Unemployment rate 17,0 12,6 12,8 15.7 12,3 1.6 n.a
Now Jorsey
Hvillan noninstitutiona) population 1,734 3,779 s,7m3 5,734 8,769 $,172 5,783
ccmu.nqum_ 1 3578 3,761 3,800 3,998 3,685 3,762 3,822
Employed . 1 ss0 3.508 3,518 3,207 3,420 3,503 3,565
s 0t 57 259 257
9.1 6.7 7.4 8.4 7.0 5.9 6.7
New Yorx ’ .
Givilian noninstitutional populstion | 1338 13,613 13,335 13,596 13,399 | 13,608 13,609 13,613
Cvillan abor force . ] aj02a 8,076 2,010 8,098 | 5,086 7,939 8,024 8,061
7,23 7,458 7,278 7,476 7,458 7,333 1,432 1.501
790 618 132 s22 sol 386 392 560
| [N 1.7 L 7.1 7.5 1.4 7.4 6.0
| 8,080 8,00 8,050 4,040 8,081 8,050 080 N,080 4,050
] sious 4,915 4,940 5,007 5,113 5,097 3,008 5,002 5,025
M ] 42 4,426 4,418 4,428 4,337 4,361 4,618 4,607 4,513
Unemployed....... ] 686 99 $25 536 336 476 473 s1z
Unempioyment rate 1 v 10.1 10.6 12 10,9 10.5 9.3 2.3 10.2
Pedantvants
Civilian noninstitutiona! poputstion 9,200 9,202 9,173 9,195 9,196 2,198 9,200 9,202
Ctvillan labor foros . 5,344 3,278 5,402 1,354 3,519 5,451 s 421 $,36%
Empioyed . 4,750 4,712 4,690 4,99 4,943 4,997 ONT1Y 4,087
Unemployed. 386 306 Tz 85 376 4ss 533 a18
Unemployment rate 1.0 a4 13.2 10.% 10.4 2. 0.0 [X}
Texss
Civilian noninstitutional population ..........[ 11,180 11,485 11,480 11,378 11,402 11,429 11,455 11,480
Civllien iabor force . 7,537 7,623 1,790 7,637 7,743 7,640 7,632 1,807
Employed . 4,080 T8 7.8 7,124 1,146 7,118 7,199 7,307
Unempioyed. ! 636 450 509 [33) 597 330 433 $10
Unemployment rate i L1%) 3.9 6.5 1.0 7.7 6.9 5.7 6.9

* These are the olficisl Bursey of Labor Sialistics’ eatimaies used in the sdministration of # The population figures are Aot adfusted for seasonal varlation; thersfors, identical umbers
Federal fund atiocelion programe. sopest in and the seesonatty .
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Table B-1. Employees on nonagricultural payrolts by Industry

ESTABLISHMENT DATA

Not seasonatly sdjusted
industry
Mar, Jan, Peb. Har, Mace, Nov. Dec. Jun, Feh. Mae,
194 s Jisse P o19ae Plagny | yea3  {1m Vons | toms Hionk ©
Total 48.172f 900638 91,133 91,708/ 88,624 | 91,355 [91.599 (V1,950 [92.347 [ 92,490
Totatprivate ... T2,121) 74,889 75.101| 75.699| 72,000 | 75,879 {15.829 |76.188 |76.571 | 78,720
Goods:producing 22,615 23,965] 24-11W 260329 23,030 ] 264311 (240415 (264517 |26,772 | Ze.787
Mining 996 1,043 1,060 1,064 1,006 | 1,065 | 1,067 | 1,051 | 1,053 1,082
Ol) and gas exiraction . 628.8] 667,31 6574 %39 636 53 663 602 6b1 602
Construction 3,453 3,772] 3,767  3.835 3,757 | 4,006 [c.cme [ 4177 | 4.228
Gonaral building conlsaclors . 891, 1+014,0/ 1.006,1| 1.024, 0 904 062 1,075 1108 lellé
Manutacturing ... 1deibel 19,170 19357 tS.650) 1A.267 [ 19,172 16,280 [19.389 |19,4v1
Production workers . 12,201] 13,122 13.2650 13.374[12.323 [ 130107 [13,290 {13,322 [13.008
Durablegoods.. . 10e590] 11,364 110469 11.584] 104617 [ 114326 Ji1.,406 {11,477 |11.587
Production workers sovedl 70623 T.7UH 7.7 6u961 | T.601 | T.868 25 | 7.803

693,84  T04.0)

Lumber and wood products

Bas! furmaces and basic sisel products
Fabricated metal products .
Machinery, axcepl olectrical
Elecirical and elecironic equipment .
Tranaporiation equipment . .

Molor vehicles and equipment
Instruments and relaled products .
Miscellansous manutacluring . .

Nondursble goods ...
Production workers .

392, 7]

7,834 - 7,808
345280 5,557

Food and kindred products 1.581.2} 1. 981.1

Tol 60.4
Tex T7¢0. 1|
Apparel and other lextile products . 1.210. 3
Paper and allied products s68, 3

Printing and publishing . ......
Chemicals and aliied products

Pelroleum and coal products .
Aubber and miscellansous plas|
Leather and leather products .......... .

1,061.00 1.065. 3|
186,8| 18

k¢
21403 212, 4]

Service-producing. ... 554557 00.650] 67.019] 67459
Transportation and public utfiitles . 4e%13  40991]  4.9980 5,013
Teansporlation 2.659]  2.739| 2,746 2,768

Communication and pubdlio utliities -
Wnolesale trade .

24254 21252 24248 2.267]

| seaesl sa300 s3] s.sen
. 3,009 3.132| 3,148 30169
Nondurable good 241 38| 2,168 24167 2.178
Retail rade 144810} 15,300| 15,128 1%.192
Gneral marchandise siores 2,049 3f 2,325, 8 2.199.0] 2,182.7)

2evhwed 20513.2] 24505.0 244975
800 3[ 14 64 16!
+723.7] 4. 68, 763,

54359 54514 5,521 5,53
2008y 2.772 2,777 2.787
1.704 14722 1.729 1.727

97 14020 114 1.C24

Aeat eatale

Services ..
Business servics
.8

19.278] 19,799 20,039 20.2R«|
30603, 1[ 3, 81C. 4} 3.835. 4 3.636. 4
$4093.8) 5,981.8) 5,991.9 6.020.2

164051 15.748) 10722 l16.089
24731 2.740) 24 745 2.7%0
3.723 3+019] I.T746 Ve 768
9,598 9,388 9.528 9,57«

65784

.963
24695
2:208

$el70
3,0l0
24158

15,176
74182
2,478
1598
4.875

5,391
24683
1.707
1.002

19,356

15,726
2,742
1626
9.3%

1.301 1302 1310 14313
1.061 14064 1406% 1,065
192 102

162 769 717 7886
218 17 218 2le

67,000 J67,184 [67.313 |67.575 | 67,708

5.019 5,015 5,057 5.007 5.08°
20769 | 2,747 | 2,792 | 2,843 | 24800
7 2,269 24206 | 2204 | 2,264

5.31Y Be34Y Sednl 9:378
30132 | 34160 | 3,167 [ 34976
2 2¢194 2.195 2,199

15,627 [5.460 |15,517 [15,564 | 15,580

20266 [ 24228 | 2,265 | 2.262 1 2,269
2.510 | 2.509 { 2.528 | 24535 | 2,533
14636 | 14639 | Loowd | 1e605 [ 1,887
4,899 | 4910 | 40925 | so911 | 4u910

54515 [ 5,525 | 5,553 { 5.586 | 5.571
2.763 | 24767 | 20772 | 2.782 | 24789
14707 [ L718 | 1e727 | 12731 | 1727
14035 | 1o0er | 10353 | 1,953 | 1.0%¢

20+018 R0.093 (204101 [20.251 | 204365

15.776 [5.770 {15,742 [15.776 | 15,762

2.783 2768 24762 2:760 | 24761
3,648 | 3.646 | 3,063 | 3,068 | 3,667
9,367 9,356 | 9,337 | 9.350 | 9.3%

= preliminary,
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Table B-2. Average weekly hours of or pervisory on private pay by Industry
Induatry
' Mar, Jaa, Feb. Mar. Mar.)l Nov. | pec. Jan, | Ped. |ar.

1983 1984 198498 1984 0 1983} 19m3 | 1983 1984 { 1986 Pl 19R4 P
3u.7 3s. 3s.1 3%.° 34.0 35.2 35,3 35.% 33.4 35,2
1.8 43.4 “3.2 42.7 ) 2 2) (2] 211 2
3.6 36.3 37.0 36.6 2% {2) (k2] 12} 12} 2y
39.6 43.06 40.7 4.6 0.5
4.5 3.4 T4 3. AR}
“l.4 41.3 4l.)
3.6 3.6 3.6
Lumbaer and wood products . 36,7 39.5 39.¢
Furniture and fixtures . . e 39.1 39.2 8.7
Slone, clay, and glass products 41,5 “leb 4.6
Primary motat induatries.. . 42.0 1.8 415
Blnltumcuwwhnnlpkudl . “t.2 41 4.8
Fabricated metel products . . 41.5 4las LIRT4
Machinery, except electricel 42.0 1.9 41.5
Electrical and elecironic equipmen: 4141 41,1 40.8
Tranaportation equipment .. 42,9 2.0 “2.8
Motor vehicles and squipment . 44,0 44,5 LI
Inatruments and relaled products 41,4 41,0 40.0
Miscelianeous manufacturing ... . 390 39.3 12
Nondurable goods . 9.6 3%6 39.6
Onmm(houn e 34 3.1 .2
Food and kindred products. . . . 39.2 39.3 39.7
Tobacco manufactures ..... 36.2 37.6 2
Teoxtile miil products . 40.6 40e 4 a3
36.7 36,7 36,0
42.9|  a2.6 82,7
37.6 37,9 37.7
42.0 #1.9 41.¢
e . 43,5 “ha? 45.7
Rumwmlmlmwﬂummu 42.1 1.7 )
Leather and leather products ......... e 37.0 36, 36.6
Teansportation and public utilities ............ (R 39,1 394 39.2
Wholssale trade . .. . 38.4 38, 28.5
Retail trace.. .. 29. 29. 4 29.4 29.5 7 25,9
Finsnce, Insurancs, snd real estate .. 360 366 36.3 36.2 21 (3] t2) t2) i2) T3
Services ... 32.8 32.6 32,6 32.0 32,7 32.7 32,6 32.8 32.7 32.7

* Data ulnu to producllon workers In mining and mnnvucmmm to construction

utllitiea; 'hﬂ“lh and mau trade; {inance, Insur

lndullmlﬂ.lnd

public

services.
These groups account lor- approximately four-fitths of he total smpioyees on priveie

nonagricullural payrolis.

smal relstive

pm

2 This series is not published seasonally adjusted since the seasonal component Is
imeguiar and cannot

to the
De separated with sufticlent precision.
preliminary.-
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Table B-3, Average hourly and weekly gs of p or on private nonagricultural
payrolls by industry
Average hourty ssmings Avecage weekly samings
Industry
Mar, Jan. Feb. Har, | Mae. Jan. Feh, lar,
1983 1984 1994 1904p| 1943 [ ious 1984 Vo
Total private $6.24 [5274.13 ($289.10 [$269.22 {$283.40
Seasonaily a 8425 | 275.27 | 292,17 | 291.34 | 290,40
MIING ..o 10,56 | 467,74 | 501.70 | #55.94 [ @93.4°
Construction 11,56 [ 434,98 | 430,16 | beso26 | 437,74
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Table B-5. indexes of aggregate weekly hours of p or visory on private i
payrolls by industry
Uiz = 100 ———
Not seasonally sdjusted Seasonally adjusted
tdusty e -
Mar. Jan. Feb. o lav. Aat, Rov. Dec,
1983 1984 1984 l#lllp 1981 1983 1943 P
<
106.5| 106.9) 107.7] 103.1| 108.3] 108.9| 110.3{ 1Li0.4 107.8
4.5 96,3 at.8 9643 G640 99.5| 100.1 56,4
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* See foolnote 1, table B2, P = preliminary.
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:‘r’r’:mlh 30.5 63.2 13.4 76.3 79.3 83.6 82.5 80.4 82.0 84.1 82.8p 82.3p
span
Over 20.7 18.0 19.4 18.3 10.7 22.8 4.2 3.5 37.6 4401
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Representative LUNGREN. Thank you, Ms. Norwood.

In previous months you’ve used terms to describe the recovery in
employment such as robust and widespread. I take it from what
you've said, this trend is continuing?

Ms. Norwoob. The improvement in the labor market has been
extraordinarily vigorous. The month of March has been less brisk,
but there is still growth and it is, as you commented, quite wide-
spread, though the gains are smaller than they have been.

Representative LUNGREN. I understand that these data reflect
labor market conditions for the week of March 12 and sometimes
you hear arguments that weather affects that or weather doesn’t
affect it. As I understand it, we had some pretty bad weather in
certain parts of the country, the Central and Southern parts of the
country.

Would that or does that in any way affect the data that we are
looking at now?

Ms. Norwoob. Well, of course, we try, Congressman, to make al-
lowances for that through the whole seasonal adjustment process,
but if you have a year when the bad weather is in a different week
than it has been in the preceding years, that becomes increasingly
difficult. I think the decline in construction employment is prob-
ably perhaps somewhat exaggerated because of the bad weather
and the problem of seasonal adjustment.

Representative LUNGREN. Does it have any effect on average
hours worked? ’

Ms. Norwoob. It could. It certainly could. As I suggested in my
statement, however, one of the things we have to understand is
that we had month after month of extraordinarily vigorous job
growth. We have seen job increases I think now for many months.
We are looking at a month, the month of March, when we would
expect an increase in hours. The seasonal adjustment process
would have provided for that. Before seasonal adjustment there
was really no decline in hours and the hours that are worked are
relatively high by historical standards. And, therefore, it seems to
me that we need, in understanding this single month’s drop, to
take into account the prior employment growth in the last few
months which might have made employers less anxious to increase
their hours. So that it's not completely unexpected.

Representative LUNGREN. That was one of the questions I wanted
to ask. I couldn’t be here at last month’s hearing but when I saw
the figures I was surprised at the large amount of job growth that
weusaw in February, and I believe your statement indicated that as
well.

Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Representative LUNGREN. Most commentators were extremely
surprised, and I wonder if the fact of that rather extraordinary in-
crease that we saw in February should be taken into account when
we look at the hours worked and the drop in overtime hours that
we see reflected in this month’s statistics.

Ms. Norwoop. I think it must have had some effect. Exactly how
much effect it will take several months of data to know.

Representative LUNGREN. Ms. Norwood, in your testimony, I be-
lieve you referred to a large employment gain in machinery manu-
facturing; it that true?
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Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Representative LUNGREN. Is that a new feature of the recovery?
Have we seen that? Maybe it’s just that I don’t recall you mention-
ing it in the past, but is that something that is finally coming on-
board or is it something we have seen all along?

Ms. Norwoop. I think you're quite right that it’s something
that’s beginning to come onboard now. The machinery industry
was not one of those with job increases in the early stages of the
recovery. It is now certainly beginning to show signs of employ-
ment change.

Representative LUNGREN. Is that something we should expect at
this stage in the recovery when you look back at others, or is that
something that occurs at different times in different recoveries? Is
it a guidepost that you look for during recoveries?

Ms. Norwoob. Machinery is always slow in coming back and it is
not surprising that it took a while even in this very vigorous recov-
ery.

Representative LUNGREN. Let me ask you a question about the
employment-population ratio. I've tried to look at this thing all the
way through. I recall a number of months ago when we were dis-
cussing it and we went through the fact that in the trough of the
recession in November-December of the previous year it was about
57.2. It’s now up to 59.2 which matches the July 1981 employment-
population ratio.

Can you tell us why that is, if it is in fact an important factor for
us to take a look at, and what does it really mean?

Ms. Norwoop. Well, the employment-population ratio is an ex-
traordinarily important figure because it tells us the proportion of
the population of working age who actually have jobs. We always
have people who are not looking for jobs and who are not working
who therefore are not in the labor force and are not included in
the unemployment numbers. So in order to be sure to get a really
complete picture we need to look both at the employment-popula-
tion ratio and at the unemployment rates.

This is particularly important, I think, for those groups of the
labor force which have such a difficult time, the minority popula-
tion, who tend to get discouraged and therefore drop out of the
labor force entirely. You can see what’s happening to them better
by looking at the employment-population ratio.

But this ratio is high. It’s high by historical standards. It is, how-
ever, of course, below the all-time high of 1979.

Representative LUNGREN. I think that was 60.1. The thing that
still intrigues me about this is as we're gotten back to this level of
59.2, if you compare it to previous periods of time—let’s say 5 years
back or so—you have that relatively high employment-population
ratio and yet our corresponding unemployment rate is higher than
it was in previous years when we had a similar employment-popu-
lation ratio, which suggests to me that we have a little different
dynamics than we've had before and that perhaps those of us who
are policymakers have to look and understand what those dynam-
ics are and, as you and I have discussed before, part of that is the
higher participation of women in the work force than we had in
previous years.

Ms. Norwoob. Right.
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Representative LUNGREN. Senator Proxmire.

Senator ProxMiRe. Allen Sinai, who is the chief economist at
Lehman Brothers, recently asked, “Why has the economy been so
strong?”’ The answer is straightforward. The huge fiscal stimulus of
Reaganomics. Approximately $650 billion in personal and business
tax cuts for 1981 to 1986 and $250 billion increase in military
spending. Their effects have far more than offset the drag of high
interest rates and any reduction in nondefense spending.

Do you agree with the view, Ms. Norwood, that Federal deficit
spending accounts for much of the strength in the economy?

Ms. Norwoop. Well, I'm sure there have been a number of fac-
tors which are responsible for this. It’s quite clear that there has
been a considerable increase in employment in some of the defense
industries too.

Senator ProxMIre. Well, not only that, but when you run the
kind of colossal deficits that we've run—after all, we've never had
a deficit anything like the deficit we've had in the last few years— -
$109 billion in 1982 and $195 billion last year, and we're running a
deficit now at a rate of about $180 billion. That’s spectacular, even
with respect to our present gross national product. It’s bigger than
we’ve ever had in peacetime and it would seem to me that this has
to be accountable in part for the strength of the recovery.

The reason I asked that is since unemployment did not change
much in March—there may be reasons for that, but it didn’'t—the
-recovery maybe leveling off, I wonder if we do have leeway for cut-
ting spending and increasing revenues without halting the econom-
ic growth we have and without stopping the drop in unemployment
that we’d like to see continue?

Ms. Norwoob. Well, I'm sure that you especially, Senator Prox-
mire, recognize that we can’t read too much into a single month of
numbers. It is true that this employment growth is slower than it
has been, but there is still growth. And I think that at this stage of
a recovery it is to the employment growth that we need to be very
watchful. It is also historical experience. It is really very rare that
you have a continuing, uninterrupted change in the unemployment
rate. So the fact that the unemployment rate holds steady or even
might go up a tick and then down is something that I think cannot
be l?ked at, at least in a single month, as establishing any kind of
trend.

Senator PrRoXMIRE. Well let me see if I can get a little clearer
impression of your notion of the effect of deficit spending on the
economy.

Supposing I try to put a number on it. Would you deny the likeli-
hood that at least two-thirds of the recovery has been because of
enormous deficit spending and a huge deficit?

Ms. Norwoob. I really don’t know, Senator Proxmire. I have
read a good deal of the public discussion on that issue. Many of our
European friends have discussed it as well, and I just think that I
will have to leave those judgments to you.

Senator Proxmire. All right. Well, just let me say that from my
own experience I'm old enough to remember very vividly what hap-
pened in World War II when we ran a fantastic deficit, much
bigger than it is now because it was wartime. This is the blggest
peacetime deficit, but the wartime deficit was three times as big in
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relation to the gross national product, and the unemployment
dropped down from about 14 percent in 1940 to 2 percent because
we were spending an enormous amount because of the war effort
and we didn’t raise taxes and the result was, of course, that we had
a very great drop in unemployment and enormous economic
growth, the most spectacular growth we’ve ever had.

This isn’t nearly at that level but nevertheless it seems to me it
tends to have that effect.

In the March 26 Wall Street Journal, Alfred Malabre, Jr., points
out that although the Consumer and Producer Price Indexes both
rose less rapidly in February than in January, several signs point
to faster inflation ahead. No. 1, the prices of industrial raw materi-
als have risen sharply since early February. These increases will
begin to show up in the more familiar price indexes in about 6
months. .

No. 2, factory utilization is now at 81 percent of capacity, a level
at which the inflation rate has accelerated in recent years.

No. 3, something that Chairman Lungren and you have dis-
cussed, the unemployment rate is still high by historical standards
but the ratio of employment to the working age population is near
the all-time high reached in 1979.

I noticed in your A-1 table here you show that if you take the
men 16 years old and older, for example, the employment-popula-
tion ratio is at 71 percent and for women it’s 49.1 percent, and
those are both, as you indicated, high by historic standards, if not
at the absolutely top level. And Malabre comments that some ana-
lyi)stis regard this as the most meaningful measure of labor avail-
ability.

How would you or the inflation experts who are with you at the
table react to the assertion of Mr. Malabre that we may be at a
critical level at which prices may begin to rise?

Ms. Norwoob. Well, there has been a good deal of discussion
about whether there is a heating up of inflation. We don’t see any
specific signs of that yet, apart from the anticipated increases in
food prices much of which we have already had but some of it
which will flow through some of our food items—particularly beef
and veal and some of the other food items. Much of that, of course,
is weather related and there isn’t a lot that can be done about it.

It is true that capacity utilization is higher now than it had been,
but it had been extraordinarily low, and the fact that factory utili-
zation is in the 80-percent range or somewhat above that it seems
to me does not by itself mean that we are going to have increased
inflation.

Senator ProxMIRE. Doesn’t it mean in some areas, though, that
because you're close to capacity in some areas—papermaking for
instance at 95 percent of capacity—and we’re moving up rapidly in
automobiles and so forth, that business may feel free to raise prices
because it’s the only way thay can meet the demand and it may be
necessary for them to do that in order to justify bringing in less
efficient capacity, third shifts and so forth?

Ms. Norwoob. Of course, it’s entirely possible that employers
may make decisions about their pricing. In fact, a review of the
price data all through the recession shows that at times employers
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and managers of enterprises have raised prices when people would
least have expected that.

So I think we have to recognize that that may occur, but Mr. Ma-
labre mentioned two other things. One was the drop in raw materi-
als prices. Our work has not shown that there is a direct timely
relationship between the prices of crude materials and the prices of
finished goods. This is due, in part I think, because of the volatility
of those data and the inability to measure them with as great accu-
racy as some of the other data that we have.

Senator ProxMire. How about the area where you're particularly
expert. Representative Lungren has pointed out that we are within
about 1 percent of the highest level we've ever been at in employ-
ment-population ratio. As he pointed out, and I think he’s correct,
60.5 percent is the highest it’s ever been and it’s now at 59.6.

Do you regard this as a real measure of the pressure on the
available labor supply that might result in higher wages which in
turn could result in higher prices?

Ms. Norwoob. I don’t see that as upward pressure at this point.
If you look at the various groups of the labor force, you will see, for
example, that for adult men the employment-population ratio
while high is still considerably below the levels that it was at in
many, many previous years. It’s at 73 percent now and all through
the 1960’s and 1950’s had been 80 percent or more. So I think
there’s still some room.

Senator PROXMIRE. I'm sorry. I missed that.

Ms. Norwoob. I said that what you need to do is to break the
employment-population ratio down by particular group of the popu-
lation and if you look at adult men in the labor force, their employ-
ment-population ratio is 73 percent. That is a relatively high
number, but all through the 1950’s and 1960’s that employment-
population ratio was in the eighties.

Senator ProxMire. Well, my time is up. I think that’s an excel-
lent point. The fact is, we do have far more women in the work
force than we have had, although some people feel we may be
coming to a limit on that.

Representative LUNGREN. Ms. Norwood, to follow up on that, last
month you noted that the employment-population ratio for women
was, I believe, at a record 49.6 percent and evidently it remains
high this month. Maybe I'm wrong, but could that be interpreted
as a sign that the economy is overheating? I mean, we really don’t
have a historical background to go on, do we? The participation of
women has continued to go up. And can you use that as an inter-
pretation that the economy is overheating?

Ms. Norwoob. Well, I wouldn’t.

Representative LUNGREN. Is there any historical basis for doing
that when you recognize this is a relatively new and continuing
phenomenon?

Ms. Norwoop. The problem really is, Congressman, that you
can’t take these numbers in isolation. One needs to look behind
them to find out why people are operating as they are. Women are
coming into the labor force because they want to be there and they
are staying there because in part they want those jobs, because of
the standard of living of many American families today has been
oriented to depend upon two incomes. Other women, of course, are
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wholly responsible for the financial support of themselves and
their families. So I think there are a lot of reasons for it.

The question I think for the inflation issue is basically are we
getting to the point where there are bottlenecks and shortages? I
haven’t seen very much evidence of that. I'm sure that in a par-
ticular situation and a particular area that may be true, but given
the breadth of this country and the number of different kinds of
industries we have, the number of occupations that we have, over-
all I don’t see evidence that there is a tremendous bottleneck or
shortage of employees.

Representative LUNGREN. That’s an interesting comment because
when I go home and talk to people who are in small- and medium-
size businesses they say, “How can you folks in Washington be
talking about overheating? We're just beginning to see the recov-
ery affecting our particular industry or our particular companies.”
And obviously everyone looks from their own perspective, but it’s
kind of a tough question to answer.

Ms. Norwoobp. We still have a significant number of people who
are unemployed and it’s hard for me to think of this as kind of an
overheated situation without those people working.

Representative LUNGREN. When we were talking a minute ago
about the prospects for inflation, Senator Proxmire mentioned the
auto industry. It seems to me those of us in Congress have some-
thing to do with some of the problems there. I think—because of
the concern that we were going to mandate it in the Congress—the
administration required Japan to have a restraint on the number
of autos in this country. As a result, if we look at the average price
of a Japanese auto it's gone up and profits have gone up for the
Japanese manufacturers and the dealers. I've got dealers in my
area telling me, “Look, we’re making a whole lot more money sell-
ing less cars and if that’s what you folks want us to do we’ll do it,
but it’s not good for the economy.” So sometimes we create those
situations ourselves.

Unfortunately, I didn’t bring along my quotes from the supply
side economists about why they think we’re in a recovery, so I will
just have to rely on my own feeling that it isn’t necessarily due pri-
marily to the deficit spending, but since the Senator referred to it,
I'd just like to ask you this.

During the past 16 months under the Reagan administration,
employment has increased evidently by your figures by about 5.1
million. How does this compare to employment growth during the
first 16 months of our previous postwar recovery?

Ms. Norwoob. It's higher. The household survey figures which
you were quoting really show quite extraordinary growth and that
is considerably higher than in any other postwar period by well
over a million more than in 1975-76. The establishment survey
shows 3.7 million change, and that is relatively high too.

Representative LUNGREN. Let me ask you another question then.
In 1983, real average weekly earnings rose by 2 percent after I be-
lieve 4 consecutive years of decline. Has this trend continued in
1984, real average weekly earnings?

Ms. Norwoobp. Overall, it has. In individual months, it has
bounced around and it did decline some.

Representative LUNGREN. The overall trend, though, continued?



122

Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Representative LUNGREN. Can you tell us what happened to the
number of long-term unemployed during the first quarter of 19847
I know we've discussed that before and you've indicated that at cer-
tain points in the recovery you expect to see that change. Where
are we now?

Ms. Norwoop. Long-term unemployed declined by about 50,000
in the month of March and we now have about 1.8 million.

Representative LUNGREN. Is that drop to be expected at this
point in the recovery?

Ms. Norwoop. Yes. It takes a while for the long-term unem-
ployed to find jobs and so at the early stages of the recovery that
number stays pretty high. As you move into a recovery you would
expect and hope, certainly, that that very important group begins
to decline, and I think we are seeing some of that.

Representative LUNGREN. In some of the past hearings you've
given us some information with respect to U.S. comparisons on un-
employment and employment growth vis-a-vis Europe and some
other areas.

How does the United States compare to Europe with respect to
typical duration of unemployment? Is it substantially the same or
are we unique in terms of our typical duration of unemployment?

Ms. Norwoop. European countries tend generally to have much
longer duration. That is for a particular individual. A particular in-
dividual suffers unemployment for a very much longer time. In
filctl, in the United Kingdom, the period is extremely, extraordinar-
ily long.

In the United States, on the other hand, there is a great deal
more turnover among the unemployed.

Representative LUNGREN. Is there a particular reason for that,
that we are so different compared to Great Britain?

Ms. Norwoob. I think it is in large part because of the dynamic
nature of our labor market. People have in general always as-
sumed that they might resign to look for a better job or that if they
lost their job they would be able to find another one and so contin-
ue to look for one, and we have also had quite a history of job cre-
ation in this country.

Representative LUNGREN. That brings up the question of the dis-
couraged work force, which you estimate on a quarterly basis. 1
know you always caution us that being a discouraged worker is a
state of mind. What happened to the number of discouraged work-
ers during the first quarter of 1984 and what has been the trend
over the past year?

Ms. Norwoob. The number of discouraged workers is down con-
siderably since the end of last year. It's now at about 1.3 million. In
the fourth quarter, it was about 1.5 million, and it was almost 1.8
million in the first quarter of 1983. So it’s down considerably.

Representative LUNGREN. What is the importance of the discour-
aged worker data? I know you've cautioned us before that it's a
state of mind and it’s difficult to determine, but what is the signifi-
cance of that data for those of us in policy positions?

Ms. Norwoop. I think it's an important set of data, although
you're right that I think we need to look at them with some cau-
tion. Nevertheless, they are extremely important because they are
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people who are not counted in the unemployment rate and they
are not counted because they are out of the labor force.

As the economy recovers, we would expect more people to be
drawn into the labor force and we would expect that the number of
discouraged would decline, and I think we are seeing some of that.

Representative LUNGREN. According to BLS, the Consumer Price
Index rose only four-tenths of 1 percent in February, which I be-
lieve is the latest statistics we have. I would view that as a very
positive figure saying that the current administration has come a
long way in battling inflation. There are some who look at that and
saylyou ve really got to analyze it because it affects groups differ-
ently.

What does the BLS research tell us about the inflation rates
faced by different population groups? For instance, do blacks and
whites, rich and poor, face different inflation rates because of dif-
ferent expenditure patterns?

Ms. Norwoob. People who have different expenditure patterns
obviously face somewhat different rates of inflation. Our Consumer
Price Indexes measure the inflation experience of only the two
major groups—the total or overall urban population and the wage
earner clerical worker population. There are really very few differ-
ences overall when you look at the overall numbers between those
two population groups.

It is, in our view, very difficult to determine the actual price ex-
perience of other groups of the population merely by looking at
their expenditure patterns. That’s one way of doing it, but we be-
lieve that our experience in price measurement suggests that just
as important, perhaps even more important, than the expenditure
patterns are the places in which people live and the places in
which they shop. And we do not have any specific data—we have
not collected data to represent the kinds of places in which other
groups of the population are shopping. So it’s very hard for us to
tell much about that.

Representative LUNGREN. Let me just ask one last question on
that. The Consumer Price Index, is that weighted in such a way
that it more accurately reflects price fluctuations in what we
would refer to as essentials as opposed to what might be referred to
as luxury items, or is it made up in such a way that it’s more
across the board? By that, I mean I would think essentials would
be the essentials of living, food costs, housing costs, perhaps trans-
portation costs, as opposed to certain other luxury-type things.

Ms. Norwoob. No, Congressman. The Consumer Price Index Pro-
gram is based upon objective surveys of how people are actually
spending their money. We at the Bureau of Labor Statistics would
not like to have to decide what is a luxury, even in a food item,
since people have different tastes and it might be a very difficult
thing to do. So we have found that the best way to do this is to
survey the population of the country and find out what they are
spending their money on and then use an objective sampling proce-
dure to select the items from that total universe.

Representative LUNGREN. Thank you.

Senator Proxmire.

- Senator ProxmiIre. I notice that the recovery, as far as unem-
ployment is concerned, is reported in your data here to be quite

36-618 0 84 - 9
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uneven. For example, in Florida, there was a sharp drop in unem-
ployment. Of course, Florida had low unemployment anyway. Mas-
sachusetts went down to 5.3 percent which is a remarkably good
record. But then you have Illinois which had high unemployment
to begin with, it went from 9.5 to 10.5. And Ohio from 9.3 to 10.2.
Both those latter States were suffering very serious unemployment
and they seem to be really bogged down in the depth of a recession.

This suggests to me that we may have the phenomenon of still
fairly high national unemployment, but pressures in some States
like Massachusetts and elsewhere on labor resources so that you
get both some inflation and still high unemployment. Is that right?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, that is correct. I think it is interesting to
note, Senator Proxmire, however, that the table with the State
data on it suggests that many States had declines in unemploy-
ment this month.

Representative LUNGREN. Well, I think that’s true. And you say
you don’t have data on these individual States except for the big
ones for March, do you?

Ms. Norwoob. That’s correct.

Senator PROXMIRE. So we can’t make that conclusion, as of this
month, but I think you’re right over the trend over the long period.

One reason for the large drop in the unemployment rate in a re-
covery is the slow growth in the labor force. How much has the
labor force grown in this recovery and how does this compare with
the previous two recoveries? There’s been some growth, but com-
pared to what we have experienced historically it’s been quite slow;
isn’t that right?

Ms. Norwoob. It has been slow. It seems to be picking up in the
last several months, however. It's about 2 million over the year and
is, in fact, 2 million since November 1982.

Senator PROXMIRE. But as a percentage? Do we not have now 104
million people employed in this country?

Ms. Norwoob. About that. :

Senator PROXMIRE. So that’s only about a 2-percent improvement
in the period of recovery in the work force.

Ms. Norwoob. In terms of percentage increases, the labor force
since November 1982 has increased much more slowly than in the
same periods after the 1970-72 period and after the 1975-76 period,
and even the 1954-55 period, but there have been three recession
recovery periods when there was in fact slower labor force growth.
I think we are beginning to see a little pickup in labor force growth
now.

Senator PRoXMIRE. Last month the mean duration of unemploy-
ment was unchanged at 18.8 weeks. Congressman Lungren spoke
about that in comparison with the European situation. I'd like to
speak about it in comparison with our own historical experience
here in the United States of America.

In fact, isn’t this still high by historic standards, the duration of
?gggployment, in fact, higher than occurred in any month prior to

Ms. Norwoob. I believe so.

Senator PrRoxXMIRE. Is this high for this stage of the recovery?

Ms. Norwoob. I would expect that it would be in part because
this recession was longer and deeper than other recessions.
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Senator ProxmIRE. Now, last month the unemployment rate for
black workers rose to 16.6 percent, while the white rate was un-
changed at 6.7 percent. I'm talking about adults. So the black rate
was ?21/2 times the white rate. Isn’t that ratio higher than in the
past?

Ms. Norwoob. The ratio has hovered between 2 and 2% percent
for a very long time.

Senator ProxMIRE. In view of all the efforts we’ve made or we
think we’ve made, they haven’t been very effective—through af-
firmative action and so forth, trying to prevent discrimination
against blacks in employment—what is the cause of this continued
very, very high rate? Also 2% times is certainly an indication of
failure on our part to open up opportunities to blacks to work.

Ms. Norwoob. It’s quite clear that our black population has a
very difficult time in the labor market. It’s also clear that their
high rates of unemployment in the early 1980 period have general-
ly continued. Black men in particular have enjoyed a considerable
amount of the benefits from the current recovery. They have had
quite considerable increase in their employment during the last 16
or 17 months.

Senator PRoxMIRE. That wasn’t true last month, however.

Ms. Norwoob. No, but that’s 1 month.

Senator PROXMIRE. Last month they suffered.

Ms. Norwoob. That’s 1 month of data, Senator Proxmire, and I'd
like dto wait for another month or two to see whether there is a
trend.

Now, having said that, I'd like to emphasize that I think the un-
employment conditions of our black population are very serious
indeed. There’s no question about that.

Senator PrRoXMIRE. And you say the cause of this is they just had
trouble in the past or can we put our finger on a more precise
cause? Is it because they traditionally have worked in manufactur-
ing and heavy industry which has suffered more, or is there some
other reason?

Ms. Norwoobn. Well, I think there are a whole variety of prob-
lems. One question is location. You mentioned before that there
was some considerable difference among the various States, and
there is. We have pockets of very high unemployment in some
parts of the country and we have pockets of very, very low unem-
ployment in others.

Senator PROXMIRE. But it’s hard to see when you compare those
States that the black population is higher in the States that have
higher unemployment. For instance, in Texas it’s low, and general-
ly in the Southwest it’s been fairly low and in the South generally
it’s been low, and the black population is higher in the South. So
that low unemployment there should have benefited the black pop-
ulation rather than giving us the situation we have where it’s just
about as bad as it’s been in the past or worse.

Ms. Norwoob. That is true except for the industrial composition
which is the other point. Part of it is their location, even within
the State and within the city. The minority population may just
not be where the jobs are.

Of course, you mentioned Texas and we have the Mexican border
area where unemployment rates are very, very high and are in the
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double-digit range even though for the State of Texas as a whole
the unemployment rates are fairly moderate.

In addition, there are questions of education and training, as
with any group of the unemployed, but many particularly of our
black youth population have been living in circumstances that
have not been particularly conductive to educational attainment.

Senator ProXMIRE. At the beginning of your appearance here I
mentioned the fact that the average weekly hours had dropped.
They are now 35.2 for overall total private, and manufacturing
dropped from 41 to 40.5 and the manufacturing overtime has
dropped. :

Aren't those indications of a diminishing demand for labor, hard
clear factual indications of that?

Ms. Norwoobn. Taken by themselves, that’s correct. However,
when you look at the hours in relation to the employment growth
that has occurred over the last several months, I would be more
wary of drawing that conclusion.

Senator ProxMIRE. Well, they are lower than they were in the
fourth quarter of 1983, total private hours, and so in a recovery it
seems to me that suggests that we may be reaching the end of a
drop in unemployment. I hope not, but it suggests it.

Now today you reported—Congressman Lungren discussed this to
some extent and I'd like to follow up—today you reported that in
the first quarter of 1984 there were 1.3 million discouraged workers
and you used that figure in response to Congressman Lungren.
That is those persons who would like to have a job but have given
up looking for one.

How does that compare with data for recent years and with situ-
ations in similar times in previous economic recoveries?

Ms. Norwoob. We don’t have those data with us, but we would
be glad to supply them for the record.

Senator PRoxMIRE. Can you give it to me off the top of your head
as an expert? Doesn’t that seem high?

Ms. Norwoob. It’s high.

Senator ProxmIRrE. All right. Since the depth of the recession of
November 1982, the teenage labor force had actually shrunk by 5
percent. At comparable stages in the previous five recoveries the
teenage labor force rose by an average of more than 5 percent. This
time it went down.

Why is this recovery so different? Are there fewer teenagers or
fewer of them seeking work?

Ms. Norwoob. It’s largely that there are fewer teenagers because
we have passed through the baby boom generation. There’s also
some very slight decline in their labor force participation rates,
however, and that may be because of other activity, greater educa-
tional attainment, it’s hard to tell.

Senator PROXMIRE. And that’s different from the other five re-
coveries?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, clearly.

Senator ProxMire. Can you elaborate on that a little bit? Why is
it different?

Ms. Norwoob. Well, I think the major point that I would make
that is different is that there are fewer people who are young be-
cause there were fewer of them born.
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Senator Proxmire. Well, you made that point. You said in addi-
tion——

Ms. Norwoob. Yes. I think that’s the major point.

Senator ProxMire. Can you give us the actual figures? How
many fewer are there? I had the understanding—apparently it was
wrong—that the demographics were that there were fewer people
between the ages of 5 and 15, but for the 16, 17, and 18 it hadn’t
quite hit that group.

Ms. Norwoop. Well, I think it depends upon the period you're
looking at, Senator Proxmire. Over this last year, for example, we
had a decline of roughly 150,000 teenagers in the labor force. In the
late 1960’s and the 1970’s, we used to have an increase of four or
five hundred thousand coming into the labor force. So it’s just a
complete reversal.

Senator PrRoOXMIRE. I'm not talking about coming into the labor
force. ’'m talking about the actual number there are.

Ms. Norwoob. In the population?

Senator ProxMIRE. In the population, yes.

Ms. Norwoobp. Mr. Plewes.

Mr. PLEwEs. We don’t have the full historical series, Senator, but
over the past year, for example, we have lost almost 600,000 in the
population count of 16 to 19 year olds.

lgg)nator ProxMire. You say we have lost 600,000 16- to 19-year-
olds?

Mr. PLEwgs. That'’s correct.

Senator ProxMIRE. And about what percentage drop is that?

Mr. PLEwWES. It is out of a total of 15 million, so about 4 percent.

Senator PROXMIRE. About 4 or 5 percent?

Mr. PLEWES. Yes.

Senator PrROXMIRE. Very good. I didn’t have that figure. Thank
you.

Thank you, Congressman.

Representative LUNGREN. Senator, I just want to say as a
member of the postwar baby boom, it makes me even feel older to
understand that we are just about past our peak for the crescendo
entrance into the labor market.

Ms. Norwood, to try and follow up a little bit on the problem of
youth unemployment, as you know, the administration may pro-
pose the adoption of a lower minimum wage for youth during the
summer months. It’s something that I've been advocating for some
time, although it’s somewhat controversial. .

Does the nonseasonally adjusted youth unemployment tend to
rise significantly during the summer months?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes. There are always more than 1 million young
people who come onto the labor market in May, June, and July.

Representative LUNGREN. I would assume this is a problem that
affects the black teenagers certainly as much and I guess the sta-
tistics show more than white teenagers?

Ms. Norwoob. That’s correct.

Representative LUNGREN. As the Senator suggested, it’s a prob-
lem that’s been with us for a long period of time. Blacks face 2 to
2% times the unemployment rate of whites, with black teenagers
significantly higher. Maybe we need to try some new things which
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some have considered daring and controversial to see if we might
be able to affect that.

Ms. Norwood, women have traditionally been viewed as being
segregated into a few low-paying occupations. Can you tell us
whether the occupational segregation lessened or increased during
the 1970’s?

Ms. Norwoob. There have been some dramatic improvements in
some occupations but those dramatic improvements have been
rather large percentage changes taken from very small bases and
so the overall situation, the median or the mean for all women con-
tinues to show women segregated in both low-paying occupations
and low-paying industries.

Representative LUNGREN. In your comments today you men-
tioned the diffusion index was important for us to consider. Could
you just tell us why? I believe you said it was a significant indica-
tion that this recovery from the employment standpoint is rather
widespread. How do we reach that conclusion from the data you
have on the diffusion index?

Ms. Norwoop. Well, we want always to know several things .
when we look at the data. We want to see how large the employ-
ment gains have been, but we also want to see whether they are
dispersed throughout the various industries and establishments of
the country or if they might have just been something that a few
or handful of establishments have been able to accomplish. The dif-
fusion index, which consists of 182 nonagricultural industries, gives
us an opportunity to identify the dispersion of those job gains.

Representative LUNGREN. I believe you use that something like
over 60 percent or two-thirds of those companies surveyed showed
an increase?

Ms. Norwoob. That'’s right.

Representative LUNGREN. So that’s an indication to us that even
though it may have been a minimum increase in some of those
companies, at least it was a widespread thing not confined to any
one or just a couple industries?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Representative LUNGREN. Ms. Norwood, I again would like to
thank you for your testimony.

Senator ProxMIRE. I have one more question.

Before Congressman Lungren finishes, this has been such a non-
partisan, nonpolitical session that I'd like to change it just a little
bit. We've got two spectacular graphs over there, one is Republican
and one is Democratic. The Republican one for some reason shows
unemployment comparison beginning in 1982 and the Democratic
one goes back to 1981. If you look at the Democratic one, it’s clear
that the unemployment rate is higher than what it was when
President Reagan took office. If you look at the Republican one, it
looks like. you've got a real improvement there almost on any
standpoint.

Let me just ask you. Is there more or less unemployment in the
country than there was 4 years ago? That was the question that in
the 1980 debate with President Carter, Ronald Reagan asked that
question of President Carter. President Carter had to admit that
there was more unemployment and there is more unemployment
today than there was 4 years ago; isn’t that right?
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Ms. Norwoon. Yes.

Senator ProxMIRE. And, of course, it may be that next month or
a couple months from now that Congressman Lungren will be able
to come in and point out that there’s less.

Representative LUNGREN. And I hope you'll be here.

Senator Proxmire. I'll be here, you bet your life, to show how
these figures can be rigged sometimes.

Representative LUNGREN. Well, it also appears to me that the
unemployment rate appeared to be going up just as the Carter ad-
ministration was leaving office and certainly well before the
Reagan administration had an opportunity to do anything.
hSenator ProxMiIRre. Well, we're still waiting for them to do some-
thing.

Representative LUNGREN. Well, let me just say this, since we're
going to end on a bipartisan note, Ms. Norwood, your comments
that we have had a 5.1 million increase in jobs in this country is
something that should be good news for all Americans. I certainly
think it is. And if the administration is going to get blamed in
some circumstances, I would just like to say that the administra-
tion policies evidently are working to the extent that 5.1 more mil-
lion Americans are now working. As it has been said, that is the
best recovery we've had in terms of increase in jobs during the
post-World War II era, which I might add is my entire lifetime.

Senator ProxXMIRE. And bought with a deficit which is going to
plague our children and grandchildren for generations to come.

Representative LUNGREN. I just wish Senator Proxmire would be
. able to speak on the floor of the House of Representatives so he
might be able to convince some of his comrades on the—his col-
leagues on the Democratic side that in fact increasing——

Senator PRoxXMIRE. I like comrades. I like that Republican term.
[Laughter.]

Representative LUNGREN. Increasing expenditures for every
single appropriation doesn’t bring the deficit down.

Senator PROXMIRE. You're right. I agree with that.

Representative LUNGREN. Thank you, Ms. Norwood.

The committee stands adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 10:35 a.m., the committee adjourned, subject to
the call of the Chair.]
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The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:35 a.m., in room SD-
106, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. Daniel E. Lungren
(member of the committee) presiding.

Present: Representative Lungren and Senator Proxmire.

Also present; James K. Galbraith, deputy director; Charles H.
Bradford, assistant director; Deborah Clay-Mendez and Mary E.
Eccles, professional staff members.

OPENING STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE LUNGREN,
PRESIDING

Representative LUNGREN. Madam Commissioner, this morning
we learned that the number of Americans holding jobs increased in
April by 260,000. This, of course, is the 17th consecutive monthly
increase in employment. 104.4 million civilians—more than ever
before in our Nation’s history—are now at work. That’s a sentence
I guess that we repeat every month because employment growth
has continued unabated and that is certainly good news.

The past 17 months of vigorous economic expansion have created
more than 5.3 million civilian jobs. This 17-month gain is unprece-
dented by post-World War II standards. Employment among civil-
ian men increased by 5 percent during this period. Employment
among women increased by 6 percent and employment among
blacks increased by 8 percent. We are confident that additional em-
ployment gains will be realized by each of these groups as the ex-
pansion continues.

During these same 17 months of economic expansion, the overall
civilian unemployment rate plummeted 2.9 percentage points. Yet,
despite this tremendous improvement in labor market conditions,
we have not returned to the double-digit inflation of the past. The
Consumer Price Index for urban wage earners and clerical workers
increased by only 3.5 percent during the 12-month period which
ended in March. In March, the most recent month for which data
is available, the index was actually unchanged.

So during the past 4 years under the Reagan administration, eco-
nomics is not a zero-sum game. Americans are no longer forced to
ghloose between employment and a reasonable degree of price sta-

ility.

With lower taxes and less government intrusion into the private
sector, there appear to be greater incentives for work and invest-
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ment. The effects of these initiatives are gradually being felt in
U.S. labor markets and in the economy as a whole.

With these figures which you bring us today and have brought us
for the last 17 months, the future looks bright. The consensus of
private. economists is that the economy will continue to grow
through 1984 and 1985. I think we all recognize, Ms. Norwood, that
at this stage in the expansion we cannot expect improvements in
the unemployment rate on a monthly basis. The April data are
consistent with this. Nevertheless, the members of this committee
and the American people look forward to the gradual labor market
gains that sustained economic growth will bring.

I would like to welcome you once again, Madam Commissioner,
to the Joint Economic Committee’s monthly hearing on the em-
ployment situation and invite you to make your statement after 1
invite the Senator to make an opening statement.

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR PROXMIRE

Senator ProxMIRE. Thank you very much, Congressman. I don’t
have any big opening statement, but I think that you have put
about as rosy a glow on these figures as possibly could be put. I
guess that’s part of the function of being a Republican chairman.

As I look at this, I think you might say that it’s possible that
we're bottoming out at a very high level. This is the third consecu-
tive month at which unemployment has been for all workers at 7.7
percent. It was 7.7 percent in February, 7.7 percent in March, 7.7
percent in April and if you look at the breakdown among adult
men, adult women, teenagers, whites, blacks, and Hispanics, the
most conspicuous element that sticks out to me is that there’s been
very little change in any of these categories for 3 months.

That doesn’t mean that it won’t go down in June, but it suggests
that it’s possible that the consistent improvement that we enjoyed
from November 1982 until February may be ending. At least the
fact that we have three consecutive months at the same level
doesn’t seem to me to be very encouraging.

Also, in view of the fact that it’s bottoming out at a level of
about 8.8 million people out of work. 7.7 percent unemployment is,
on the basis of the historic record and particularly on the basis of
the last 25 years, a very, very high level, particularly if it means
that this is the lowest the unemployment rate will go. We hope and
pray that it will go lower. But looking at the figures this morning,
it seems to me that we may well be at a point where unemploy-
ment may not go lower, too.

Thank you.

Representative LUNGREN. Thank you.

Madam Commissioner, with those hopefully compatible state-
ments from the two of us, we invite your remarks.
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STATEMENT OF HON. JANET L. NORWOOD, COMMISSIONER,
BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
ACCOMPANIED BY THOMAS J. PLEWES, ASSOCIATE COMMIS-
SIONER, OFFICE OF EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT STA-
TISTICS; AND KENNETH V. DALTON, ASSOCIATE COMMISSION-
ER, OFFICE OF PRICES AND LIVING CONDITIONS

Ms. Norwoob. Thank you very much, Congressman. I will try to
stay in the middle. I have with me, as always, Mr. Plewes, who is
the Associate Commissivner in charge of Employment and Unem-
ployment Statistics; and Mr. Dalton, our Associate Commissioner
for Prices and Living Conditions.

We are always very pleased to be here to try to add a few com-
ments to supplement our release.

Employment continued to rise in April and the factory workweek
moved up to the highest level in nearly 20 years. The labor force
rose, and unemployment has held steady since February.

- Unemployment generally declines in April, and this year the re-
duction was essentially in line with seasonal expectations. Thus,
after seasonal adjustment, both the level and rate of unemploy-
ment were unchanged from March to April. The overall rate,
which includes the resident Armed Forces in the labor force, was
7.7 percent, and the civilian worker rate was 7.8 percent. Both
rates are nearly three percentage points below their recession
highs recorded in late 1982.

While the total number of unemployment remained unchanged
at 8.8 million, the number of persons on layoff from a former job
declined. This component of unemployment—which consists of
those persons who are not working but expect recall when econom-
ic conditions permit—is a very cyclical category. During the course
of the 1981-82 recession, the number of unemployed on layoff rose
from 1.3 to 2.5 million. By April, the number had declined to 1.1
million, the lowest level since January 1980. Unemployed job
losers—those awaiting recall as well as those permanently separat-
ed from their former employers—accounted for 51 percent of the
unemployed in April, down from a recession high of 63 percent.

The decline in joblessness for the 17 months of the current recov-
ery compares favorably with prior upturns. Since November 1982,
the number of unemployed has dropped by 3 million or 26 per-
cent—a steeper drop than in the first 17 months of any other re-
covery since the early 1950’s.

Employment growth has also been strong in this recovery. Total
civilian employment—as measured by the household survey—has
advanced by 5.4 percent and payroll employment—as measured by
the business survey—by 4.6 percent since November 1982.

The number of nonfarm payroll jobs rose by more than 400,000
in April to 92.9 million, a level 1.4 million higher than before the
last recession began. April gains took place in both the goods- and
service-producing sectors, and, overall, nearly 70 percent of the in-
dustries registered improvement. The largest gain occurred in the
services industry, where employment advanced by 175,000. Con-
struction employment rebounded from the weather-depressed
March level. Manufacturing gains were particularly strong in ma-
chinery, electrical equipment, and printing and publishing. Even
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with the April gain, however, the manufacturing industry has re-
gained only two-thirds of the jobs lost in the recession. One reason
for this limited recovery of jobs has been the very high level of fac-
tory hours. In many cases, employers are expanding working hours
rather than hiring additional employees.

The employment expansion in the recovery period and in the last
several decades generally has been strongest in the service-produc-
ing sector. The proportion of people with a service-producing job
has gone from 3 in 10 in 1900, to 5 in 10 in 1950, and to 7 in 10
today. This dramatic shift to the service sector has, however, not
been made at the expense of the goods-producing sector. Many of
the new workers in services are people who have recently come
into the labor force. It is important to recognize that, except during
cyclical downturns, employment in the goods-producing sector has
not declined. In periods of economic recovery, goods employment
has grown, though clearly at a much slower pace than in the serv-
ice-producing sector.

Within the service-producing sector, particularly strong growth
has occured in business and health services. Employment in health
services grew by nearly 300,000 during the recession and another
200,000 thus far in the recovery period. Growth in business service
employment was limited to 45,000 during the recession but has ex-
panded by 700,000 in the last 17 months. An important source of
business service growth has been among firms that provide services
for other firms that otherwise would be performing these jobs
themselves.

The civilian labor force increased in April. The gain was concen-
trated among adult women, whose participation rate has risen in
recent months after holding steady earlier in the recovery period.
Over the past year, the labor force has grown by 2.3 million. Look-
ing separately at some key demographic groups, we can see that
the entire gain took place among those 25 to 54 years of age.
Within this prime working age group, increases were registered
both for men—1 million—and women—1.3 million.

When comparing this past year with earlier periods of more
rapid labor force growth, it is striking that the difference is essen-
tially limited to developments among youth, which, in turn, stem
from underlying population trends. In the year ending in December
1978, for example, there was an increase of nearly 900,000 in the
16- to 24-year-old labor force. During that same year the overall
labor force growth was 3.4 million, one of the largest yearly in-
creases ever recorded. Had the number of 16 to 24 year olds in the
labor force held steady then as it did over the past year, the overall
growth would have been 2.5 million, not much different from our
current experience.

In summary, strong employment growth continued in April, the
workweek increased, and the unemployment rate held steady for
the third month in a row.

We would be happy to try to answer any questions the commit-
tee may have.

[The table attached to Ms. Norwood’s statement, together with
the Employment Situation press release referred to, follows:]
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UNEMPLOYMENT RATES OF ALL CIVILIAN WORKERS BY ALTERNATIVE SEASONAL ADJUSTMENT

METHODS :
X-11 ARIMA method X-11
Unadiusted Peli, Range
Month and year nacjus - official -y
rate pmuﬁlre Concurrent  Stable Total Residual 'gg}g:’: 5-7)

m @) 3) 4 (5) (6) M )]

1983

10.0 10.2 10.2 10.2 103 10.2 103 0.
9.8 10.1 10.1 10.2 10.1 10.1 10.1

10.2 10.0 10.0 100 98 10.0 10.0
94 9.5 95 9.4 95 " 95 9.5
9.2 9.5 95 94 9.5 9.5 9.5
838 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.2 91 9.3
84 8.8 88 9.0 8.8 8.8 8.9
November. 8.1 84 84 85 8.4 8.4 8.4
December 8.0 82 . 82 84 8.2 8.2 8.2
January ... 88 80 8.0 8.0 8.1 8.0 8.0 .
February... 84 18 18 16 18 1.7 7.8 2
8.1 18 18 11 18 1.6 11 2
16 78 7.8 18 78 18 X J—

ExpLANATION OF CoLuMN HEADS

d(1) U(tiladjusted rate. Unemployment rate for all civilian workers, not seasonally
adjusted.

(2) Official procedure (X-11 ARIMA method). The published seasonally adjusted
rate for all civilian workers. Each of the 3 major civilian labor force components—
agricultural employment, nonagricultural employment and unemployment—for 4
age-sex groups—males and females, ages 16-19 and 20 years and over—are seasonal-
ly adjusted independently using data from January 1974 forward. The data series
for each of these 12 components are extended by a year at each end of the original
series using ARIMA (Auto-Regressive, Integrated, Moving Average) models chosen
specifically for each series. Each extended series is then seasonally adjusted with
the X-11 portion of the X-11 ARIMA program. The 4 teenage unemployment and
nonagricultural employment components are adjusted with the additive adjustment
model, while the other components are adjusted with the multiplicative model. The
unemployment rate is computed by summing the 4 seasonally adjusted unemploy-
ment components and calculating that total as a percent of the civilian labor force
total derived by summing all 12 seasonally adjusted components. All the seasonally
adjusted series are revised at the end of each year. Extrapolated factors for Janu-
ary-June are computed at the beginning of each year; extrapolated factors for July-
December are computed in the middle of the year after the June data become avail-
able. Each set of 6-month factors are published in advance, in the January and July
issues, respectively, of Employment and Earnings.

(8) Concurrent (X-11 ARIMA method). The official procedure for computation of
the rate for all civilian workers using the 12 components is followed except that ex-
trapolated factors are not used at all. Each component is seasonally adjusted with
the X-11 ARIMA program each month as the most recent data become available.
Rates for each month of the current year are shown as first computed; they are re-
vised only once each year, at the end of the year when data for the full year become
available. For example, the rate of January 1984 would be based, during 1984, on
the adjustment of data from the period January 1974 through January 1984.

(4) Stable (X-11 ARIMA method). Each of the 12 civilian labor force components is
extended using ARIMA models as in the official procedure and then run through
the X-11 part of the program using the stable option. This option assumes that sea-
sonal patterns are basically constant from year-to-year and computes final seasonal
factors as unweighted averages of all the seasonal-irregular components for each
month across the entire span of the period adjusted. As in the official procedure,
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factors are extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series are revised at the end
of each year. The procedure for computation of the rate from the seasonally adjust-
ed components is also identical to the official procedure.

(5) Total (X-11 ARIMA method). This is one alternative aggregation procedure, in
which total unemployment and civilian labor force levels are extended with ARIMA
models and directly adjusted with multiplicative adjustment models in the X-11
part of the program. The rate is computed by taking seasonally adjusted total unem-
ployment as a percent of seasonally adjusted total civilian labor force. Factors are
extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series revised at the end of each year.

(6) Residual (X-11 ARIMA method). This is another alternative aggregation
method, in which total civilian employment and civilian labor force levels are ex-
tended using ARIMA models and then directly adjusted with multiplicative adjust-
ment models. The seasonally adjusted unemployment level is derived by subtracting
seasonally adjusted employment from seasonally adjusted labor force. The rate is
then computed by taking the derived unemployment level as a percent of the labor
force level. Factors are extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series revised at
the end of each year.

(7) X-11 method (official method before 1980). The method for computation of the
official procedure is used except that the series are not extended with ARIMA
models and the factors are projected in 12-month intervals. The standard X-11 pro-
gram is used to perform the seasonal adjustment.

Methods of Adjustment: The X-11 ARIMA method was developed at Statistics
Canada by the Seasonal Adjustment and Times Series Staff under the direction of
Estela Bee Dagum. The method is described in “The X-11 ARIMA Seasonal Adjust-
ment Method,” by Estela Bee Dagum, Statistics Canada Catalogue No. 12-564E,
February 1980.

The standard X-11 method is described in “X-11 Variant of the Census Method II
Seasonal Adjustment Program,” by Julius Shiskin, Allan Young, and John Mus-
grave (Technical Paper No. 15, Bureau of the Census, 1967).

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, May 1984.
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THE EMPLOYMENT SITUATION: APRIL 1984

Employment continued to increase in April and unemployment was unchanged, the Bureau of
Labor Statistics of the U.S. Department of Labor reported today. The overall unemployment rate,
7.7 percent, and the rate for civilian workers, 7.8 percent, each remained at the levels . which
prevailed in F:bruary and March.

Civilian employment--as measured by the monthly survey of households--rose by 260,000 in
April to 104.4 million, seasonally adjusted. The number of employees on nonagricultural
payrolls—-as measured by the monthly survey of establishments--increased by 410,000 to 92.9
million, seasonally adjusted. The April job gain was led by strong advances in services,
manufacturing, and construction. The factory workweek rose six-tenths of an hour to 41.2 hours
in April, the highest level in nearly 2 decades.

Unemployment (Household Survey Data)

The number of unemployed persons and the unemployment rate were both unchanged in April
after seasonal adjustment. A total of 8.8 million persons were unemployed; the clvilian worker
jobless rate was 7.8 percent, about the same as in the 2 previous months but nearly 3 percentage
points below the late 1982 recession high.

Among the major worker groups, the unemployment rate for adult men, at 6.9 percent, was
about unchanged din April. The rate for adult women, also about unchanged from March, has been
almost the same as that for adult men cver the February-April period. This is in contrast to
the pattern which prevailed from mid-1982 through January 1984, when the rate for adult men, who
were affected much more severely by the receasion, exceeded that for adult women. The teenage
unemployment rate (19.4 percent in April) has shown little change since last November, after
declining moderately from a recession high of over 24 percent. Jobless rates for whites (6.7
percent), blacks (16.8 percent), and Hispanics (11.5 percent) all held steady between March and
April. (See tables A~2 and A-3.)

- In terms of the duration of unemployment, there was little change in the individual duration
categories. Half of the unemployed were jobless for 8 weeks or less. (See table A-7.)

Job losers--persons on layoff who expect to return to their job, as well as those who have
permanently lost their:- job--accounted for 51 percent of total unemployment in April, compared
with 62 percent in November 1982. Unemployment among persons on layoff declined to 1.1 million
in April, substantially below the recession high of 2.5 million in September 1982. (Sec table
A-8.)

Civilian Employment and the tabor Force (Household Survey Data)

Civilian employment continued to increase from March to April, with most of the gain taking
place among adult women. At 104.4 million, seasonally adjusted, civilian employment has
advanced by 5.4 million from the 1982 recession low. During the 17-month recovery period,
strong employment gains were posted by adult men (2.9 million) and women (2.4 million). Teenage
employment held about steady, as declines in thelr population were offset by increases in the
proportion of teenagers with jobs.

The civilian labor force rose by about 330,000 to 113.2 million in April. Over the year,
labor force growth totaled nearly 2.3 million=-about .4 million adult women and 950,000 adult

men. (Sec table A-2.)
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Industry Payroll Employment (Establishment Survey Data)

Nonagricultural payroll employment rose by 410,000 in April, following a smaller increase
in March. Gains were quite widespread as more than two-thirds of the 186 industries in the BILS
diffusion index posted over-the-month fncreases. At 92.% million, payroll employment was up
more than 4.1 million since November 1982. (See tables B-l and B-6.)

Almost half of the April job gains were in the goods-producing sector. Mining employment
was up by nearly 10,000 and construction by about 75,000; most of the comstruction gains
occurred among special trade contractors (contractors specializing in masonry, concrete,
electrical work, etc.). Factory employment continued to rise, posting a gain of 100,000.
Durable goods increases occurred largely in machinery and electrical and electronic equipment,
while in nondurable goods, food processing and printing and publishing posted the strongest job
growth.

Table A. Major indicators of labor market activity, seasonally adjusted

Quarterly averages Monthly data

Category
1984 1984
| |

!
'.
| iv_{ I | Feb. | Mar. | Apr. |

]

|

|

|

1983 |
[ !

HOUSEBOLD DATA

—_—t——

Thousands of persons
Labor force 1/eseeescesnsnnaennaaeneasa|112,3651113,702)114,292|114,377|114,598}114,938] 340
Total employment 1/.... seesees]100,879]104,195]105,426{105,576]/105,826]106,095] 269
Civilian labor force... seveso|110,700[112,012]112,607]122,693[112,912|113,245] 333
Civilian employment. vee] 99,214]102,506{103,740/103,892[104,140]104,402] 262
Unemploymentsesaasss .eee| 11,4861 9,507] 8,866| 8,801| 8,772] 8,843| 71
Not in labor forcesssses.s .| 62,805 62,938] 63,072 62,986} 62,912 62,724} -188
Discouraged workerS.esaecescsssssses) 1,765 1,457] 1,339] N.A.| N.A.| N.A.] N.A.

| 1 ! | 1 | !

!
| Percent of labor force
|

Unemployment rates:

| | !
All workers l/"'"""""""""'I 10.2] 8.4] 7.8] 7.71 7.71( 7.71 0
All civilian workers | 10.4f 8.5] 7.91 7.8] 7.8] 7.8 0
Adult menesssaes P 9.7 7.8} 7.0{ 7.0t 6.8/ 6.9 0.1
Adult women. cearasenas] 8.9] 7.2] 7.0] 6.9] 6.9} 7.0] 0.1
Teenagers. eravaaacen] 23.1] 20.6} 19.61 19.3] 19.9] 19.4} ~0.5
PP 9.1} 7.41 6.8 6.71 6.7! 6.7} 0
ceeeraaune 20.2| 17.91% 16.5] 16.2] 16.6] 16.8] 0.2
Hispanic origineeesscecccercsasenel 15.61 12.1} 10.9§ 10.2] 11.3] 11.54 0.2
! | | | | | |
ESTABLISHMENT DATA |
| Thousanda of johs e
Nonfarm payroll employment.....s.......| 88,815] 91,346/92,264p| 92,357(92,506p192,913p] 407p
Goods-producing industries..........| 23,088| 24,298]|24,728p| 24,784)24,783p | 24,966p| 183p
Service-producing industries........| 65,727 67,048]67,536p| 67,573:67,723p167,947p= 224p
| | ! !
|
| Hours of work B
Average weekly hours: [ | | [ | | |
Total private nonfarmsesesevesocaces] 34.8] 35.3] 35.4p) 35.4] 35.2p| 35.6p} 0.4p
Manufacturingeesecoes - 39.5]| 40.6] 40.9p} 41.0] 40.6p| 41.2p} 0.6p
danufacturing overtime....esssesvoos] 2.5] 3.3] 3.5p] 3.61 J.Apl 3.7p} 0.3p
| I | !
1/ Includes the resident Armed Forces: M.A.=not available.

p=preliminary.
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Within the service-producing sector, a particularly sizable employment increase ctook place
in the services industry--175,000--with business services accounting for a large part of this
gain. FEmployment advances also took place in wholesale trade and finance, insurance, and real
estate.

Weekly Hours (Establishment Survey Data)

Averape weekly hours for production or nonsupervisory workers on nonagricultural payrolis
rose by 0.4 hour to 35.6 hours in April, after falling slightly in the prior 2 months. The
Aprit level was the highest since early 1980. While all major industry groups posted increases
on a seasonally adjusted basis, the workweek in manufacturing registered the largest gain.
Total manufacturing hours and factory overtime were up 0.6 hour and 0.3 hour to the unusually
high levels of 41.2 and 3.7 hours, respectively. (See table B-2.)

The index of aggregate weekly hours of production or nonsuparvisory workers on private
nonagricultural payrolls rose 1.5 percent to 111.5 (1977=100) in April. The largest increase
was in coastruction (4.9 percent), which had fallen sharply in the previous month, due largely
to bad weather during the March survey week. A gain in the manufacturing index of 2.3 percent
reflected strong increases in both hours and employment; manufacturing was up 15.5 percent fron
November 1982. (See table B-5.)

Hourly and Weekly Earnings (Establishment Survey Data)

Average hourly earnings rose 0.6 percent in April, seasonally adjusted. Coupled with the
strong gain in the average workweek, there was a rise of almost l.7 percent in average weekly
earnings. Before adjustment for seasonality, average hourly earnings rose 5 cents in April to
$8.29, and weekly earnings rose by $4.25 to $293.47. Over the year, hourly earnings were up 35
cents, and weekly earnings rose by $17.95. (See table B-3.)

The Hourly Earnings Index (Establishment Survey Data)

The Hourly Earnings Index (HEI) was 159.6 (1977=100) in April, seasonally adjusted, an
increase of 0.5 percent from March. For the 12 months ended in April, the increase (before
seasonal adjustment) was 3.6 percent. The HEL excludes the effects of two types of changes
unrelated to underlying wage rate wmovements--fluctuations in overtime in manufacturing and
interindustry employment shifts. In dollars of coanstant purchasing power, the HEI decreased 0.
percent during the l2-month period ended in March. (See table B-4.)
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The establishment-based series on employment, hours, and earnings will *

be revised next month to reflect the annual employment benchmark *
adjustments and updated seasonal factors. The Employment Situation release *
of May data, scheduled for June l, will include the revisions- :
*
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Explanatory Note

This news release presents statistics from two major surveys,
the Current Population Survey (household survey) and the
Current Employment Statistics Survey (establishment survey).
The household survey provides the information on the labor
force, total employ . and ) that appears in
the A tables, marked HOUSEHOLD DATA. It is a sample
survey of about 60,000 households that is conducted by the
Bureau of the Census with most of the findings analyzed and
published by the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS)

The survey p: the inf ion on the
employment, hours, and carnings of workers on nonag-
ricultural payrolls that appears in the B tables, marked
ESTABLISHMENT DATA. This information is collected
from payroll records by BLS in with State
The sample includes approximately 189,000 estab-
lishments employing about 36 million people.

For both surveys, the data for a given month are actually
collected for and relate to a particular week. In the household
survey, unless otherwise indicated, it is the calendar week that
contains the 12th day of the month, which is called the survey
week. In the establishment survey, the reference week is the
pay period including the 12th, which may or may not corres-
pond directly to the calendar week.

grouping of seven measures of unemployment based on vary-
ing definitions of unemployment and the labor force. The
definitions are provided in the table. The most restrictive
definition yields U-1, and the most comprehensive yields U-7.
The overafl unemployment rate is U-5a, while U-5b represents
the same measure with a civilian labor force base.

Unlike the h. hold survey, the bl survey only
counts wage and salary employees whose names appear on the
payroll records of nonagricultural firms. As a result, there are
many differences between the two surveys, among which are
the following:

-----The household survey, although based on a smatler sam-
ple, reflects a larger segment of the population; the establish-
ment survey excludes agriculture, the self-employed, unpaid
family workers, private household workers, and members of
the resident Armed Forces;

The household survey includes people on unpaid leave
among the employed; the establishment survey does not;

-----The household survey is limited to those 16 years of age
and older; the establishment survcy is not llmllcd by nge.

~-=The h hold survey has no dupli of N
because each individual is counted only once; in the establish-
ment survey, employees working at more than onec job or
otherwise appearing on more than one payroll would be
counted ly for each

Other differences between the two surveys are described in
“C i 1 Esti from } hold and

The data in this release are affected by a number of technical
factors, including definitions, survey differences, seasonal ad-
justments, and the inevitable variance in results between a
survey of a sample and a census of the entire population. Each
of these factors is explained below.

Coverage, and diff surveys

The sample households in the household survey are selected
50 as to reflect the entire civilian noninstitutional population
16 ynrs of age and older. Each person in a houschold is

as d loyed, or not in the labor force.
Those who hold more lhan one jot are classified according to
the job at which they worked the most hours.

People are classified as employed if they did any work at all
as paid civilians; worked in their own business or profession or
on their own farm; or worked 15 hours or more in an enter-
prise operated by a member of their family, whether they were
paid or not. People are also counted as employed if they were
or unpaid leave because of illness, bad weather, disputes be-
tween labor and management, or personal reasons. M:...bers
of the Armed Forces stationed in the United States are also in-
cluded in the employed total.

People are classified as wnemployed, regardless of their
cligibility for unemployment benefits or public
assistance, if they meet all of the following criteria: They had
no employment during the survey week; they were available
for work at that time: and they made specific efforts to find
employment sometime during the prior 4 weeks. Also included
among the unemployed are persons not looking for work
because they were laid off and waiting to be recalled and those
expecting to report 10 a job within 30 days.

The labor force equals the sum of the number employed and
the number unemployed. The wnempluyment rae is the
percentage of unemployed people in the labor foree (civilian
plus the resident Armed Forces). Table A-5 presents a special

Payroll Surveys,’” which may be obtained from the BLS upon

- request.

Seasonal adjustment

Over a course of a year, the size of the Nation’s labor force
and the levels of ploy and ¥ undergo
sharp fluctuations due to such seasonal events as changes in
weather, reduced or expanded production, harvests, major
holidays, and the opening and closing of schools. For exam-
ple, the labor force increases by a large number each June,
when schools close and many young people enter the job
market. The effect of such seasonal variation can be very
large; over the course of a year, for example, seasonality may
account for as much as 95 percent of the month-to-month
changes in unemployment.

Because these seasonal events follow a more or less regular
pattern each year, their influence on statistical trends can be
eliminated by adjusting the statistics from month to month.
These adjustments make nonseasonal developments, such as
declines in economic activity or increases in the participation
of women'in the labor force, easier to spot. To return to the
school's-out example, the large number of people entering the
labor force each June is likely to obscure any other changes
that have taken place since May, making it difficult to deter-
mine if the level of economic activity has risen or declined.
However, because the cffect of students finishing school in
previous years is known, the siatistics for the current year can
be adjusted to allow for a comparable change. Insofar as the
seasonal adjustment is made correctly, the adjusted figure pro-
vides a more useful tool with which to analyze changes in
economic activity.

Mecasures of labor force, employ . and
contain components such as age and sex. Statistics for all
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employees, production workers, average weekly hours, and
average hourly eamings include components based on the
employer’s industry. All these statistics can be seasonally ad-
justed cither by adjusting the total or by adjusting each of the
components and combining them The second d

magnitudes but, rather, that the chances arc 90 out of 100 that
the *‘true’ level or rate would not be expected to differ from
the estimates by more than these amounts.

Sampling errors for monthly surveys are reduced when the

data lre lated for several months, such as quarierly or

usually yields more and is
fofl by BLS. For le, the y adj
for the labor force is the sum of eight

d figure

. Also, as a general rule, the smaller the estimate, the
larger the sampling error. Therefore, relatively speaking, the

civilian employment components, plus the resident Armed
Forces total (not adj d for lity), and four 1]

of the size of the labor force is subject to less error
than is the estimate of the number unemployed. And, among

dj: the total for unemploy-
ment is the sum of the four unemployment components; and
the ovemll unemployment rate is derived by dividing the
i of total by the esti of

the the ling error for the jobless rate of
adult men, for example, is much smaller than is the error for
the jobless rate of ifically, the error on hly
change in the jobless rate for men is .26 percentage point; for

the labor force.
The numerical factors used to make the seasonal ad-

itis 1.25 points.
In the establishment survey, estimates for the 2 most current
months are based on incomplete returns; for this reason, these

justments are recalculated regularly. For the h hold
survey, the factors are calculated for the January-June period
and again for the July-December period. The January revision

are labeled preli y in the tables. When all the
returns in the sample have been received, the estimates are
revnsed In other words, data for the month of Sepiember are

is applied to data t* 11 have been published over the p: s
years. For the 1 survey, d factors for

1 adj are only once a year, along
with the i d of new b ks which are di;

at the end of the next section.

Slmpllng varisbility

ics based on the h and surveys
are subject to sampling ervor, that is, the estimate of the
number of people employed and the other estimates drawn
from these surveys probably differ from the figures that would

d in prel y form in October and November and
in final form in December. To remove errors that build up
over time, a preh count of the employed is.con-
ducted each year. The results of this survey are used to
establish new benchmarks—comprehensive counts of
employment—against which month-to-month changes can be *
measured. The new benchmarks also incorporate changes in
the classification of industries and allow for the formation of
new establishments.

A and other inf

be obtained from a complete census, even if the same
naires and procedures were used. In the household survey, the
amount of the differences can be expressed in terms of stan-
dard errors. The numerical value of a standard error depends
upon the size of the sample, the results of the survey, and other
factors, However, the numerica) value is always such that the
chances are 68 out of 100 that an estimate based on the sample
will differ by no more than the standard error from the results
of a complete census. The chances are 90 out of 100 that an
estimate based on the sample will differ by no more than 1.6
times the standard error from the results of a complete census.
At the 90-percent level of confidence--the confidence limits
used by BLS in its ly the error for the change in
total employment is on the order of plus or minus 328,000 for
total unemployment it is 220,000; and, for the overall
unemployment rate, it is 0.19 percentage point, These figures
do not mean that the sample results are off by these

In order to provide a broad view of the Nation's employ-
ment situation, BLS regularly pubhshes a wide variety of dala
in this news release. More compr istics are cont
ed in Emp and' Earniy blished each month by
BLS. It is available for $6.00 per lssue or $39.00 per year from
the U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C.
20204. A check or money order made out to the Superinten-
dent of Documents must accompany all orders.

Empio) and Earnings also provides approximati of
the standard errors for the h survey data published in
this release. For unemployment and other labor force
categories, the standard errors appear in tables B through J of
its y Notes.” M of the reliability of the
data drawn from the establishment survey and the actual
amounts of revision due to benchmark adjustments are pro-
vided in tables M, O, P, and Q of that publication.

told
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Numbers in Ihousande)

on, Including Armed Forces In the Unitsd States, by

HOUSEHOLD DATA

Net sossonsily sdjusted Secsonatly sdjusted®
Employiment status and sex
apr. nar, Apr. dpr. Dac. 3an. reb. Har. apc.
1983 1980 1983 1983 1983 1984 1985 19838 1980
TOTAL
Noninatitutiona! populstion . 175,465 | 177,510 {172,662 | 175,465 [176,809 {177,219 {177,363 1 177,510 [ 177, 662
Laborforce? . ... 131,506 113,518 | 113,845 § 112,646 [ 113,824 1$13,901 [ 194,377 [ 134,598 | 114, 938
Participation rate® 63. 63.9 68,1 6.2 | 6.4 64.3 64,5 [ 64,7
Total 100,511 | 10a, 456 | 105,329 § 101,277 {104,629 {104,876 [ 105,576 | 105,826 | 106, 095
Employment-popul 57, 58.8 59. $7.7 59, 59.2 9. 59.6 59.7
Reaident Armed Forces . 1,671 1,68 1,69 1,671 1,68 1,686 1,684 { 1,686 1,693
Civillan smploysd 98,840 (102,770 (103,628 | 99,606 [ 102,941 | 103,190 | 103,692
Agricufture. . 2,872 3,491 3,392 | 3,356 3,2 3,395
Nonagricultural Industries. 99,898 | 100,837 | 96,218 | 99,585 | 99,918 | 100,496
Unemployed . 9,057 8,525 | 11,369 | 9,15 9,026 | 8,801
< U 8.0 7. 0.1 [N 7.9 7.
Not In labor force 63,996 | 63,817 | 62,819 | 62,985 | 63,318 | 62,986
Mon, 16 years end over .
Noninatitutionsl poputation® 83,856 | 83,080 | 84,953 | 83,856 | 83,506 | 8u,745 | 84,811 | 69,880 [ 84,553
Labor fore® ... 63,700 | 64,468 [ 64,575 | 64,3%1 | 64,838 | 64,930 | 65,093 | 65,156 | 65,212
Participation i 76, 76.0 6. 76.7 6.7 76.6 76.8 76.8 76,8
Total empl 56,964 | 59,168 | 55,665 57,589 | 59,580 | 59,781 | 60,147 | 60,290 | 60, 293
Employment-poputation ratio" 67.9 69.7 70.2 68.7 76,5 70.5 70.9 7.0 7.0
Resident F 1,530 1,562 1,508 | 1,530 | 1,537 1,502 1,560 | 1,582 1, 548
Clvillan smployed . 55,034 | 57,622 1 59,197 | 56,059 | 58,083 | 58,239 | 56,607 | $8,748°| 58,745
Unemployed ... 6,736 | 5,300 4,909 .12 5,258 5,189 | 9,936 4,867 4,919
Unemployment rate* 10.6 8.2 7. 10.5 8.1 7.9 7.6 7.5 .5
Women, 18 years and over
Nonlnstitutional populationt 91,609 | 92,630 [ 92,709 | 91,609 | 52,302 | 92,878 | 92,552 | 92,630 | 92,709
Labor force? 87,846 | 49,085 | 49,273 | 8,335 | wa,986 | 48,971 | 49,283 | 4y, 442 1 49, 725
52,2 52.9 53.1 52. 531 53.0 53.2 53.4 53.6
63,547 | 85,292 | 45,6551 831,638 | 45,089 | 45,098 | 45,429 | 45,536 { us, 802
Employment-populstion ratio* . 7.5 38.9 89,2 4.7 48.8 48,8 49.1 49.2 494
Residant Armed Forces . 1 123 ws | vun 151 180 19 It us
Civillan employed . 63,406 | #5,188 | 45,510 | 43,547 { 4s,898 | 44,950 | 45,285 | us,392 | u5,657
Unemployed . 4,299 | 3,753 3,615 | 4,647 3,97 3,876 { 3,855 | 3,905 3,924
Unemployment rate* . %.0 7.7 7.3 5.6 8.0 7.9 7.8 7.9 7.9

' The populstion and Armed Forces figures are not adjusted for seasonal veriation;
thersfore, Identical numbers appear In the unedjysted and seasonally adjusted

columne.

*includes members of the Armed Forces etationed in the United Statss.

? Labor force a8 & percent of the aoninstitutional population.
* Total smployment as & parcent of the noninatitutional poputation.
* Unemployment as & percent of the labor lorce fincluding the resident Armed

Forces).
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Table A-2. status of the civillan population by sex and age
[Numbers In thousence}
Not seascratly scusied Sesonety scuine
Empicyment statua, sex, and sge X
Apr. gar. | 1y ApL. Dec. Jan. Fab. #sar, Apra
1983 1988 1588 1983 1983 1584 1988 1988 1988
. TOTAL '
Civiltan noninstitutional population . 173,796 |175,028 175,969 | 173,790 [175,127 175,533 175,679 175,028 [175, 969
orce . 75 (101,828 |112,152 | 110,975 [112, 136 | 112,215 | 412,693 {112,992 | 113, 25

63.7 63.9 65.0 63.9 &4.1 68.2 688
103,628 99,606 {102,931 [103,190 | 103,892 | 104,180 | 104, 802
58.9 5.3 58. 6 58.8 59.1 59.2 593
8,525 11,369 9,195 9,026 8,001 8,172 8,813
7.6 10.2 8.2 8.0 7.8 1.8 1.8

Mon, 20 years and over

Civiitan noninstitutional poputation . 75,880 | 75,973 | 78,611 75, 973
Cvillan Labor torce . 59,108 | 59,203 | 38,512 59,480
77.9 7. . 78.3

58,630 | 55,022 | 52,830 s, 385

72.0 72.% 70.8 72.9

2,156 2,355 | 2,824 2,453

52,478 | 52,667 | 50,809 52, 932

4,870 | 3,181} 5,682 6,095

6.9

Women, 20 years and over

Civillan noninstitutionsl population 85,068 85,168 83,794 84, 666 84,962
n orce .. 45,858 45,562 3,311 45,028 45,258
53.8 53.5 52.9 . 53.
42,363 42,598 40,531 41,883 42,138
a9 0.0 48. 4 9. 4 49.6
896 570 621 630
41, 866 42,024 39,910 91,190 43,4898
3,091 2,969 3,780 3,190 3,120
. 6.8 6.5 8.5 7.1 69

Both saxes, 18 to 19 years
Chilian noninatitutional poputation

Chviltan lsbor force 7,371 2,270 f 7,387 | 8,152 .06 7,935 | 8,081
Participation 1 48, 88.9 39.8 53.0 517 53.0 53.9
Employ 5,753 | 5,778 6,012 | 6,245 | 6 %0 6,392 | 6,488
Em) 3.4 38.8 40.5 20.6 2.9 02.7 435
Agricultu 21 220 266 350 329 290 386
Nonagricuttural industries. 5,862 5,558 5,785 5,895 6,111 6,102 6,192
Unempl 1,718 1,292 1,375 | 1,907 1,622 1,543 1,553
Uremploymentrate . 4 220 20.5 18.6 2.4 20.1 9.4 19.3

* The population figures sre not adjusted for seasonal varlation; theretorw, Identical * Chvillen employment &3 & percent of the civillan nonlastitutional poputation.

numbers appesr In the unadjusted and seasonatly adjusted columns, .
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Table A-3. Employment status of the eMllm popumlon by race, sex, age, and Hispanic origin .
{Numbers in thousands)

Not sessenally scjusind Sessonally aduswed®
Employwent status, 108, $63, 808, end
Apr. Har. Apr. apr. Dec. ' Jan. Fab. Bar. Apr.
4963 1986 [T 1983 4983 1984 1908 1988 1584
150,518 (152,285 1 152,478 | 450,510 | 151, 588 [151,939 (452,079 {152,285 | 452,018

97,513 | 97,625 ) 96,050 | 97,728 | 97,813 | 98,167 | 98,428 | 98,495

€8.0 66.2 63.1 68.5 LI 64, 6 64.6 64,7
30,649 94,280 87,854 90, 779 91,048 94,588 91,885 91,933
59.5 60.0 58. % 59.9 59.9 60. 2 60.3 608
6,895 €, 381 8,596 6,985 6,768 6,623 6,580 6, 562
7.1 6.5 8.9 1.1 6.9 8.7 6.7 67

52,126 52,453 51,480 52,063 52,270 52,335 52,398 52,806
7 78.9 78.8 76.8 8.8 78.8

a8, 960 49,19 49,303 29,329
73.8 8.2 6.2
3,306 3,186 3,085 3, |7
6.3 6.1 5.8 5.9

2.6 2.8 2.9 53.1
36,180 36,865 36,570 16, 668
49.43 9.7 89.8 49.9
2,325 2,261 2,303 2, B
&0

56.9 57.7 8. 577
5,900 5,930 5,932 5. 916
7.7 8.1 48.3 a
1,138 1,176 1,224 ., M
6.2 16.5 17.1 16.2
17.8 16. 4 17.3 16.6
1.5 16.7 16.8 15.7

1I:660 11,0081 11,867 11, 94

60.7 6.8 6t.7 61
9,707 9,958 9,89 9,923
50.6 548 S1.8 51.5
1,953 1,923 1,972 2,0Mm
16.7 16. 2 16.6 168

o 75. 8 75.0 782
a,789 8,877 8,789 8, N2
63.7 68.8 63.5 62.%
833 00 L) .
15,8 " 5.3 V6.0

-6 6. 9 57. 57,3
2,522 | u,630| 4,690 [ a,77
7.7 8.7 43,2 (1
755 777 735 Ll
7.3 (LN} 13.5 138
762 196
w7 36.8
397 as0
1.1 20.6
365 e
g a.s
a7 38.7
48.8 39.9

9,778 9,906 | 10,080 [ 10,072
2 6,488

69.8 63, 3 613

5,627 | 5,652| 5,751 | 5,603

52,6 57,1 571 56.0

708 639 733 kEH

1.2 0.2 13 1.5

* The population figures are not adjustad for sessonel vasation; theretors, identicst NOTE: Detall for the above race and Hispanio-ongin groups will not sum to totals
numbers apoear in the unecjusted and seesonally adjusted columne. becauss dats for the “other races” GIouD are not presented and Hispanics are inchuded

* Civillan empioyment as a percent of the civilien noninstitutions) peputation. In both the white and biack population groups.
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Table A4,
Qlumbers in thousende)
Nt osascrelly sueted Seasenelly adjusied
° Category
Apr. far. Apr. pr. Dec. Jan. Feb. Baz. apr.
4983 1388 1988 983 1963 988 1988 1988 1588
98,880 (102,770 |103,628 99,606 | 102,98 | 103,190 | 103,892 [ 404,160
37,335 | 36,899 | 38,789 37,602 | 38,8% | 39,682 38,911 38,927
28,488 25,340 25,533 24, 364 25,180 248,957 25,212
v,969 5,417 5,486 8, 969 5,254 5,293 5, 386
£452 1,268 1,526 1,083 1,560 1,515 1,661
. 1,50 1,886 1,885 1,613 1,609 1,580 4,53
Unpaid tamily workers . . 192 158 181 23 232 19 200
ovuwiculluul lMulmu
92,283 91,681 92,379 92,819
16,052 15,535 15,022 15,8403
76,191 76,106 76, 557 77,006
1,234 1,197 1,219 1,15
74,957 74,909 15,339 75,851
7,850 7,936 7,889 7,755
303 360 3% 326
itural Industries . 95,623 90,707 95,067 98,982
Full-time schedulss ... 76,850 76,237 76,715 77,008
tima for sconomic 5,319 5,943 5,808 5,463
Usualty work fufl time. . 1, 1,690 4,872
Usualty work part time . , 823 080 8,172 4,197 3,991
Part time for noneconomic 13,858 12,659 12,527 12,545 12,515

' Exchudes persons “with & MMM“M"MW“WWM’M
reasons 23 vacation, liiness, of Industrtal dispute.

noo of unemployment measures based on varying definitions of unemptoyment and the labor force,

djusted
Quarterty sverages Monihly dete
Massure 1983 1998 . 1983
N i | 1 v 1 reb. | mr. | e

[} mmm!smulmuup«munm

eivilan lebor force. . a2 8.0 37 3 27} 2.6] 25| 2.5
u2 Jnlomn.wmwnn.cmumlmlm AAAAA TN 6. 6.0 Sl a7 ] s2] 2] w1 )] a0
u3 -persons 23 years and over a3 & percent of the

clvilian labor foros g.1| 79| 7.3 66| 6.4] 60| s3] 6.0
U4 WWMLlImMnIMM(MNMn‘

chvilian tabor force . 10,3 10,0 93] 63| 7.6} 7.5| 5] 7.6
Uga rmwu-muummmm

0. 10. 9.3 | 80| 78| 7.7 77 -7

v 0.0 [ 0. 9.4 8.5 7.9 7.8 7. 7.8
uve rmummummv.p.mlmm plus % total on pent time ,

for economic reesons as a percent ot the civilian labor force less % of the H .

part-time labor force 138 12,9 e2.2 | 11.2 | to.5] 10.8| 10.3 | 1008
U7 Total full-ime jobseskers plus % part-time jobesskers plus % total 0n part

ummmlcm-pluulmvw-mnuawmoﬂm

mlmwmwusdlmm less ¥ of

Part-time labor force 1.9 188 | 13,5 | 12,8 | 1.6 | EA | KA. | EA

. NA = not evatee.”
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Table A8 d djusted N
Number of
unempioyed persons Unempioyment rates*
[
Catagory
dpr. mr. pr. apr. Dec. Jab. Peb. Mar. Apr.
1583 1988 1568 1983 1993 1588 1988 1984 1904
CHARACTERISTIC .
Tota), 18 years and over 1,369 | 0,772 6,083 | 10.2 8.0 7.8 7.8
Man, 18 years and over 6,722 | 2,867 2,919 | €©.7 6.4 7.7 7.7
20 yoars and over 5,682 { 4,020 |' 4,095| 9.7 7.3 6.8 69
Women, 16 years and over. 4,687 | 3,905 3,928 | 9.6 7.9 7.9 7.9
Women, 20 years and ove 3,760 | 3,484 3,086 8.5 7.1 6.9 7.0
Both sexes, 1810 19yasrs 1,907 | 1,600 1,562 | 23.9 19.4 19.9 199
Marred men, spouse present .. 2,877 | 1,910 wha3| 7. 5.2 5.0 a7 8.7
Marted . $pouse prevent . 1,933 | 1,560 1,566 7.8 6.1 6.0 . 5.8 5.8
Wonen who malntain tamilies ... §73 45 | 13.0 10.9 10.7 1.0 1.5
Fuliime workers 7,300 7,398 | .2 7.8 7.5 7.6
1,365 1,483 [ 10.5 5.2 3.2 9.1
1.5 9.2 8.8 as
8,576 | 6,349 €982 | 10.5 .3 7.6 7.7
Mining .. 2 2 2.3 .4 .2 10.3
Construction 1,0M 776 795 | 20.0 6.3 13.3 18.3
Manufacturing 2,736 | 1,651 1,697 | 12.5 8.3 7.5 7.1
1,776 | 1,008 3.7 8.3 7.8 7.5
Nondurable goods . 958 643 749 | 0.8 8.2 7.2 6.0
Transportation and publ 435 297 320 | 7.7 6.5 5.0 s.4
Wnolesale and retall .. 2,163 | 1,768 1,857 [ 10.4 8.8 8.3 87
Finance and service Industries. 1,952 | 1,785 1,675 | 7.3 6.6 6.3 61
Govermment workers ......... 9 136 21| 5.8 5.0 () 4
Agricuttural wage and salary workers . E2t) 260 231 | 1628 5.6 .6 2.2
* Unsmpioyment as a percent of the civillan labor force. reasons e a perceni of poteatiaily avallable labor force hours,
+ AQQregets hours lost Dy the UNeMOIOYed &G DErsOne o Part time 107 eCONOMIC
Table A-7. Duration of unemployment *
Diumbers In thousance) .
Not seascnally acjusted Sessonally adueted
- Wesks of unsmployment ~
Apr. Bar. Apr. Apr. Dec. Jan. Peb. Bar. Apr.
1503 1988 1984 1363 1983 1988 1983 1983 1984

32.9 35.0 32,3 36.5 36.0 38.1 8.5 9.1
30.2 25.9 28,2 7.4 28.4% 28.1 28.9 8.8
36.9 39.2 39.5 3.0 35.6 33.8 T} 327 2.5
15,6 16.8 15.2 1.9 13.0 13.3 12.7 12.6
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Table A-8. Reason for unemployment . .
{Rumbers In thoussnds)
Not seasenally adusiod
o Apr. Har. AL, Apr. Dec. Ap.
1983 1964 1508 1983 1983 19568
NUMBER OF UNEMPLOYED
5,089 5,599 6,767 5,017 4,527
1,852 1,087 1,979 1,283 1,108
3,637 3,512 8,706 3,78 3,819
730 127 8 78
2,157 2,007 2,490 2,206 2,300
1,082 1,092 1,25) 1,150 1,216
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
56.2 £3.9 59.8 54.1 51.3
16.0 12.7 17.5 13.8 12.5
40.2 8.2 42.3 40.) 387
8.1 8.5 7.2 9.2 8.8
23.8 0.7 22.0 8.2 2.1
1.9 2.8 1.0 12.8 1.8
UNEMPLOYED AS A PERCENT OF THE
CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE

6.5

6.7

5.8

8t 7.9 7.9 7.9 7.9
148.0 13.9 13.7 18.2 1m0t
9.8 18.0 18.9 19.8 19.0
22.5 22.2 22.6 23.14 20,8
18.7 15.8 16.9 18.4 17.8
1.0 1.7 .0 "3 1.6

6.3 6.2 6.1 6.0 0

6.8 6.5 6.5 6.5 6.8

.3 5.5 4.0 .9 L9

! Unempiloyment as & percent of the civillan labor force.
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Table A-10, Employment etatus of black and other workers T ' :
Dtumbery in thousends]
Mot cossennlty sfjusied
Employment etates
Apr- Bar. ApPr.
1983 1985 $9g8
OMIIMNMMMM population. 23,276 23,539 23,191
Civilian labor force ... . . 18, . 16,318 14,528
Purticipation rate 60. 61.1
PPN . 12,154 12,388
Employment-population ratio! S1.6 2.1
Unemployed ....... 2,163 2, 188
Unem) 15.1 "8
Not In labor foros: ‘9,225 9,263

-mmnmmnnnmwlummmw * Civil
e o ™ lan employment a8 & percent of the clvilien noninstitutional poputation.

Table A-11. | status of the employed and not ity d
(umbers in thousends) )
Civilien employed Unamployed Unemployment rets
Ocoupetien Apr. Apr. Apr. Apr. ApC. Apr-
1983 1904 1963 1968 1983 1988
98,820 | 103,628 | 11,035 8,525 10.0 X
23,605 | 24,977 629 564 3.4 2.2
10,813 | 11,313 a8l 298 3.9 26
12,952 | 13,603 les 266 2.9 S
30,601 2,060 1,683 (3] 5.0
2,990 131 a7 4.2 2.8
870 7 7.1 58
1,060 [TH 6.1 s
3,407 0, 700 1,024 1.3 9.2
936 67 6.7 6.3
1,562 116 [l 6.9 53
10,960 4,517 0,268 12.2 10.0
11,881 1,662 1,130 12.3 0.1
4,021 265 9.2 57
063 813 598 16.7 120
3,79 ust 267 () 6.2
15,681 3,194 "
1,530 1,536 10.7
§57 . %3
Handiers, ‘helpers,
3, m 1, 00¢ 833 19.9 16.7
Construction lsborers . . 520 . 263 203 | 332 2506
mmm.mlmcmm ulﬂlu»nn . 3,506 EN 515 738 630 17.8 15. 0
:mmmnu&u 3,503 3,38 |~ 395 317 0.1 86

v “SPeraons mpr;‘wmm-w«lmmmmwmwulnmmm s
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Table A-12. Employment status of male and by age, not seasonally sdjusted
Dlumbers in thoveande) i
Civitan tabor foroe
Vatersn pistus Uneepioyed
. and ege Tetal
’ mber Porsest of
b tobor forve
apr, apr. | Ape. agr. apr. apr. Apr. Apt. Apz. Apr.
1983 1984 .| "1383 1984 1983 1508 1983 1988 | 1383 1984
'
|
aas! 9.2 6.0
360, 9.8 6.8
720 15.3 "5
105 10.5 6.2
83 8.1 s. 8
s 7.1 w1
€308 10,2 7.0
60| e2.7 1
s 8.4 [
299! 8.3 6.7
NOTE: Male veterans the Armed Forces between bted
August S, 1984 and May 7, 1975, weisran




150

HOUSEHOLD DATA ' . , HOUSEHOLD DATA
Table A-13. Employment nnu- of the cMIInn populatlon lor hn lnmo stl '3

ot sessonally scjusted . Sosssnsly sdiusted
Apr. Mar. Apr. ApT. Dec. < Jan. ‘Fab. o - Apr.
1983 1984 1984 1983 1983 1984 1984 1984 1984

18,729 ‘19,035 19,061 18,729 10,954 18,963 19,00% 19,035 19,061
12,111 | 12,366 12,373 12,192 12,389 12,398 12,363 12,451 12,458
10,910 11,302 11,421 10,992 11,388 11,350 11,380 11,425 11,504

1,201 + 1,065 952 1,200 1,001 1,045 933 1,026 954
9.9 2.6 7.7 9.8 8.1 8.4 s.of. sz 1.7
0,299 8,491 8,509 8,299 8,433 8,455 8,473 8,491 2,509
4,726 4,980 4,993 4701 5,097 5,067 5,065 5,108 5,004
Y 131 4,713 4,649 4,368 4,717 4,713 4,760 4,826 4,694
393 267 | 283 423 80 354 305 279 3o
8.4 5.4 5.7 L) 7.5 7.0 6.0 5.3 6.2

8,591 8,592 8,571 8,586 8,500 8,590 8,591 8,592

3,569 5,533 5,602 5,540 5,553 5,599 5,625 5,579

4,976 5,008 4,910 5,008 5,008 3,067 5,036 s, 021

592 527 692 532 548 532 589 556

10.6 9.5 12.4 9.6 9.9 9.5 10.5 10.0

Civitlan noninstiiutional population . 4,479 4,503 4,508 4,479 4,497 4,499 4,501 4,503 4,505
Givilian labor force . 2,929 3,002 3,036 2,989 3,017 3,028 3,033 3,026 3,099
Employed . . seed 2,733 2,826 2,883 2,779 2,323 2,831 2,860 2,865 2,932
Unemployed .- 196 Tors 183 210 L194 197 113 161 167
Unemployment rate . 6.7 5.8 5.0 7.0 6.4 6.5 s.7 5.3 5.4

Wichigea

on! onal popH 6,748 6,748 6,737 6,736 6,733 6,731 6,729
°"c‘1‘.:."|.,..,,";,'""‘ ation..... 4,301 4,350 4,241 4,207 4,305 4,385 4,377
Employed... 3,633 3,698 3,748 3,722 3,818 3,891 3,01
Unemployed 668 638 493 A8s 490 494 456
Unemployment rate . 15.5 15.1 1.6 11.3% 1.4 1.3 10.6
- ional popwiation . F 5,738 | 5,783 5,786 : 3,739 5,712 5,776 5,779 5,783 5,786
c%‘?m"':,nu " 3,608 3,800 3,892 3,644 3,762 3,774 3,811 3,822 3,928
Employsd........ 3,337 3518 3,636 3,368 1,50) 3,503 3573 3,565 3,661
Unemployed ] 268 236 279 259 71 37 267
Unemployment rate . 7.4 7.4 6.6 7.7 6.9 7.2 6.2 6.7 6.8
New York

Civitian noninstitutional population . 13,548 13,613 13,618 13,545 13,599 13,605 13,609 13,613 13,618
Chvillartlabor force 7,953 8,076 7.9%6 8,008 8,086 | 7,939 8,024 8,061 7,994
7,240 7,458 7,420 7,278 7,455 7,333 7,432 7,501 7,461
Unemployed. ....... 713 618 516 730 691 ses 592 560 533
Unempioyment rate . ] 9.0 7.1 6.3 9.1 7.5 7.4 7.4 6.9 6.7

" Ohlo
Civillan noninstitutiona) population . 8,049 8,049 8,049 8,050 2,050 8,050 8,050 8,049
Civillan labor force ] sioms 4,99 5,134 5,097 5,095 5,082 5,025 5,050
4428 4,506 63 4,561 4,619 4,607 4,513 4,543
651 ABY 536 A6 47 512 507
12.8 9.8 13.1 10.5 9.3 9.3 1 10.2 10.0
- %,202 ’.16] ) 9,177 9,19 9,198 9,200 9,202 9,203
5,278 5,317 5,415 5.519 5,451 s,421 5,363 5,394
4,772 4,829 L4, 718 4,943 4,997 4,888 4,887 4,900
506 488 700 576 asa 533 478 494
9.6 9.2 12.9 10.4 8.3 9.8 8.9 9.2

11,480 11,506 11,203 11,402 11,429 11,453 11,480 11,306

7,790 7,821 7,570 7,743 7,648 7,632 7,817 7,854
7,201 7,317 6,932 7,146 7,118 7,199 1,307 7,322
509 S04 L 638 597 330 433 510 332
6.5 6.4 8.4 7.7 6.9 5.7 6.5 6.8
*Thase arw the official Bureeu of Labor Bestistios” mmmmmmmu 'mmmumnmﬂwummnu.m Identical numbers.

Faderal fund allocation programe. appesr In the unadjusted and the seasonally adfusied
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Table B-1. E yoes on by industry
{tn
Not seasonally adieeted Seasonelty sdjusted
tndustry :
“apr. Peb. Mar. o apr. ol apr. Dec. Jan. Pad. Mar. o Apr.
1983 | 1884 | 1984 | 1984 | 1983 | 1983 | 1984 | 1984 | 1984 P| 1984
89,003) 91,140/ 91,003 92,508] 89,090 { 91,599 |s1,930 [92,357 | 92,506 | 92,513
72,984| 75,1211 75,720| 76,742(73,377 | 75,829 16,188 7,504 76,750 | 77,156
22,936 24,1231 24,329 24,723J23,139 | 24,415 [24,617 [24,784 | 24,783 | 24,966
ining . 991 1,039) 1,044l 1,088 97| 1,047 f1,051 | 1,052 [ 1,053 1,061
Oil and gas extraction . 617.9) 637.0f 653.6] 636.5| 625 663 662 661 662 665
troction .. 3.6501 3,772) 3,8281 4,091} 3,786 ( 4,080 {4,177 | 4,230 | 4,170 | 4,284
General building contractors . 926.9)1,006.9)1,029.0(1,073.7) 98| 1l07s | 1lr08 | 1i0as | 1i112 | 10121
Manutscturing ... 18,295 19,312| 19,457) 19,579]18,376 [ 19,280 15,389 [19,499 {19,560 | 19,661
Production workers . 12,3690 13,2411 13,366) 13,480[12,435 (13,230 [13,322 (13402 | 13,451 | 13 346
Durable 10,6870 11,473 11,591 11,680/10,689 | 11,406 [11,477 11,521 | 11,683
Production workers . 7,038 7,716 7,819 7,899 7,035| 7,685 | 7.725 7.838 [ 7,894
Lumber and wood products . 640.3}  694.1] 70s.5] 118.7 651 ns 77 126 730
Furaiture and fixtures. . .. 4401 482.7 ass.ol A6 ss
Stone, clay, and glass products - 559.9 574.6] s84.6 603 603
Primary metal industries ... 82 875.2| 882.2 876 282
Blast furnaces and basic stes! products . 336.2| 338.6| 340.1 337 341

Fabricated metal products
Machinery, axcept electrical
Etectrical and slectronic equipment .
Transporiation equipment ... .,
Motor vehicies and equipment
Instrumants and refated products .
Wiscellaneous manutacturing ..

Nondurabie goods

7,608 7,839] 7,866
Production workers

5,33 5,525 5,547

Food and kindred products
Tobacco manutactures .
Textite mill producis
Aoparel and other textile products .
Paper and allied products .
Printing and publishing .
Chemicals and atlied products .
Petroteum and coal products

1,565.6|1,582.011,580. 1
61,4 60. 6| 59. |
733.0| 760.7| 762.9
1,148.5/1,209.6{1,216. 5]

213.6]  214.0] 212.6
66,0691 67,017 67,474 68,083/65,931

4,953 4,992| s,017[ 5,048 4,988
2,698 2,746 2,769 2,7971 2,721
2,256 2,248 2,248 2,252 2,267

5.1640  5,315| 5,350{ 5,379 5,180
3,023(  3,147) 3,169 3,187] 3,022
2,141 2,168 2,181 2,192 2,158

Nondurable goods

Retall trade
eneral merchandise siores
Foodstores............

Automotive dealers and service stations .
Eating and drinking places .

15,013[ 15,119 15,219 15,455/15,149
2,108.5/2,200.2(2,204.0[ 2,226.7] 2,185
2,452.9(2,505.2(2,501.5( 2,515.0| 2,475
1,595.2(1,642.1/1,652.2(1,669.3] 1,598
4,872.8/4,675.8(4,764.2{ 4,918.0[ 4,863

Finance, insurance, and real ssta
Finance
Insuranc
Reat estate.

5,401 5,528 5,547, 3,577| 5,423
2,688 2,777] 2,787 2,791) 2,695
1,733 1,728 1,732( 1,734] 1,718
1,000 1,020} 1,029 1,053] 1,012

Services . .
Business sarvices
Health services

19,517| 20,047| 20,258 20,557[19,478
3,463.4]3,840.713,905.6/ 3,986.8] 3,491
5,904.915,993.3|6,006.9/ 6,032.0| 5,929

Government .
Federat .
Slate .
Local .

16,0211 16,019] 16,083 16,066]15,713
2,738 2,746] 2,750 2,762 2,738
3,722)  3,748] 3,763  3.736| 3,633
9,564 9,524] 9,570] 9.547] '9)342

67,184

3,018
2,747
2,269

5,113
3,132
2,182

875 881
710 7o
37 400

62
764 766 764
L2 | L,n7 | 1,222
674 673 673
1,313 | 1,017 | 1,329
1,065 [ 1,065 | 1,069
192 191 192
788 795 795
218 216 14

67,313 [67,573 67,723 | 67,947

5,057 | 5,063 5,073 5,083
2,792 | 2,801 | 2,809 | 1,822
2,266 | 2,262 | 2,264 | 2,263

5,343 | 5,363 | 5,382 | 5,395
3,150 {3,166 [ 3,179 | 3188
2,194 | 2,197 | 2,202 | 2,209

15,517 15,555 | 135,593 [ 13,595
2,265 | 2,264 | 2,291 | 2,308
2,528 | 2,536 | 2,537 | 2,338
1,649 11,665 | 1,669 | 1,673
4,925 | 4,906 | 4,917 | 4,908

15,756 [ 15,757
2,761 | 2,785
3,665 3,666
9,330 | 9,326"

p = preliminary.
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Table B-2. Averags weekly hours of p ction or Y on private g payrolls by Yy
Mot seasonally susted . Sessenally sdjusted
tndustry -

Apr. Peb. Mar. Apr. apr. | Dec. Jan. | ?eb. | Mar. Apr.
1983 | 1984 1984 pl 1984 B 1983 | 1983 1984 1984 | 1984 P 1984 ©

Total privats . . . 347 35.1 35.1 33.4 389 33.3 5.5 35.4 35.2 35.6

41.6 43.0 42.8 4z2.8 (1) ) ) ) (2) )

36.7 37.0 6.7 3r.7 (2) 2) (2) (2) @) (&3]

. 39.8 40.7 40.7 40.9 40.1 40.3 1.0 41.0 40.6 41.2

Overtime hours . 2.7 3.4 3.4 3.4 2.9 3.4 3.5 3.6 3.4 3.7

goods . . . 40.3 AL.4 41.4 41.7 41.1 1.8 41.7 41.2 1.9

Overtime hours 2.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.5 3.7 3.7 3.6 9
Lumber and wood products . 39.7 39.8 40.3 39.7 40.8 40.4
Fumniturs and fixtures ... . 39.1 39.4 39.7 40.1 0.2 39.7
Btone, clay, and glass products 41.3 41.58 42.4 41.6 42.3 42.6

Primary metai Industries

39.6 | 9.5 399 [§3) ) )

39.6 [ 3.6 | 399 39.7 0.0 4o0.0

Overtime hours LY 3 3.1 3.2 3.2 3.3
Food and kindred products sn.e ! 3.z 3903 358 39.4 9.6 | 39.8
actures . 7.3 363 3r.0) 38y (1) (2) )

Textlte mil products ... 0.z | 0.6 | 40.61 40.9 40.7 41.1 | 40.9
and other textile products . | 35 38.7 36.7 36.9 36.8 371.3 37.1

Paper and allied products . | 2.2 sz2.9 ] a2.7| 4300 43.0 | 43.2| 433
Printing and publisting. 37.4 37.6| 38.00 38.1 37.6 7.8 3709

Chemicals and allied pfodncll
Mmlm and coal products . .

Loather and leather products

9.4 29.4 29.5 29.9 19.6 30.4 30.1 30.0 29.9 30.1

36.1 36.3 36.3 36.6 [¢)] (2) () ) @) )

32.6 1.6 3.6 32.8 32.7 3z2.6 3.8 32.7 32.7 32.9

* Date ralte 1o production workar In mining and menutactuing: o construction -mwuwmwmnm Ince the seasona! component s
workers In and public  small relative to the trend-Cycls and/or Imegutar components and consequently cannot
utllities; wholesale and et et Maoms, auurance, and real evtate: and sarvices, e beparated with sutfclent preciston.
Groups sccount for approximately four-iftha of the total smployess on private 0= preltminary.

nonagricuttural payrolts.
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lelo B-3. Average hourly and wnldy of pi or n .;w-, on private nonagriculturat

payrolis by industry

Average hourly eemings - Aversge weekly sarmings

Apr, Teb. Har.. Apr- apr. Teab. Har. , | Apr.
1983 1984 1984 P| 1984 P| 1983 1984 1984 A 1984 P

Total

$8.24) s8.24| 88.29 [s275.52|s289.22(s289.22{8293.47
Seasonally adjusted .

8.23 8.25 8.30 | 277.46) 291.34| 290.40| 295.48
11,510 11.63] 11.63 | 469.25] 494.93| 497,76 497.76

11,98} 11.97] 11.92 | 43673 443.26| 439.30| &49.38

Marutacturing ... 8.77] s.08f 9.m1 9.13 | 349.05] 369.56] 370.78f 373,42
Durabie goods 9.31 9.66 9.68 9.70 1375,19] 399.92{ 400.75| 404.49
Lumber and wood products , 7.7¢|  7.891  7.86| 7.93 | 308.05| 313.23] 312.83] 319.58

Futniture and tixtures ...,
Sione, clay, and glass products
Primary metal industries .
Blast furnaces and basic sisel products

6.51 6.74 6.76 6.76 | 253.89( 263.53| 264.34 | 262,37
9.16 9.39 9.41 9.52 374.64| 189.69
11.25] 11,49 1143 11.49 [451.13| 482.38
12,77 13.13] 12.99| 13.12 | 500.58/ 540.96
9.07 9.34 9.34 9.36 | 364.61/ 387.61
9.42 9.94 9.95 9.97 | 379.20] s16.49
8.60 a.87 8.90 8.91 | 344.86] 364.56

Elociricarand sectronic squipment
Transpartation equipment ..

Molor vehiclas and equipmen: .
Instruments and retated products
Miscetlaneous manufacturing . ..

8.46 8.72 8.76 8.82 339.25¢ 359.16
6.76 6.99 6.99 6.98 | 263.64( 276.80| 276.11]| 278.50

Nondurable goods 8.03 8.24 8.26 8.28 | 313.97| 326.30{ 327.10( 330.37
Food and kindred products 8.20 8.34 2.37 a.41 1318.981 326.93| 328.94 | 332.20
Tobacco manufactures . 10.61) 11,09 1t.21| 11.39 | 395.75| 402.37| a14.77( 433,96

Textite mill products.
Apparel and oiher textile products
Paper and allied products
Printing and publ .
Chemicals and allied product
Petrolsurn and coal products
Rubber and miscetlansous plastics products .
Leather and leather products

6.14 6.41 6.43 6.44 [246.83( 260.25) 261.06( 263.40
5.35 5.46 5.47 5.48 | 192.07| 200.38] 200.75( 202.21
9.72( 10.21] 10.25( 10.30 | 410.18| 438,01 437.68] 442.90
9.03 9.32] . 9.31 9.30 | 337.721 3%50.43} 353.78] 354.33
10.43] 10.89| 10.92] 10.98 [ &32.85| 457.38[ 456.46( 460.06
13.279  13.43] 13.44| 13,35 }381.23] 584,21 584,64} 375.39
7.93 8.20 8.22 8.27 {326.75) 344.40| 342.77] 348.99
5.32 5.66 5.7 5.68 | zo1.48] 208.29| 205.28( 210.73

Transportation and public utllte. ............. ... oeeeiiiitieeiaaa 10.72] 10.99| 10.99| 11.01 | 413.79| 42861 | a28.61| 430.49
Wholesals trade

8.34 866 8.67 8.78 | 319.42) 332.34| 333.80( 340.66
Retail trade .,

5.69 5.89 5.89 5.90 | 167.29| 173,17 173.76] 176. 41

Finance, Insurance, and real est: 7.23 1.54 7.54 7.54 | 261.00] 273.70( 273.70| 275.96

SAIVICHB. 7.20 7.51 7.50 7.56 234.72( 244,83 | 244.50] 247.97
* See footnate 1, tavle B2, o= prafiminary.
Table B-4. Hourly Earnings Index for p or Y on private nonagricultural payrolls by Industry
(1977 = 100y
Not sexsonatly adjusted Seasonally adjusted

Industry

Apr. Fab. Mar. Apr.
1983 1984 1984p 1984p

apr. Dec. Jan, Feb. Mar. Apr.
1983 1983 [ 1924 1984 1984p | 1984p

Total private nonfarm:

Cument dollars . 156.0 ] 158.6 159.5 3.6 1sa.0| 1s7.5f 138.3} 1ss.2| 130.8
Constant (1977) dotters . 94.7 94.9 WAL 2y | ea.r} 9e.7 9.7 96,6 94,9
Mining . . 165.7 1 171.0 172.7 4.2 (4) ) O] (8) (O]
144.3 | 1a5.2 145.0 5] 145.9 | 1a5.2| 146.2| 146.1| 146.3
nctacturing 157.1 | 161.1 162.0 3.2 1s7.0| 160.1} 160.7( 161.1| 161.7
'ﬂnw-llwlndwﬂlcvﬂllﬂn 155.5 [ 160.0 160.2 3.1 155.9 | 158.9 160.0( 139.3] 160.8
Wholesals and retall trade . < 150.9| 185.7 157.0 4.1] 150.5 | 134.8| 1ss.2| 1ss.2} 1ss5.5
Finance, insurance, end
coul astate 157.4 1 164.3 164.9 L) ) ( (4) (s) 4) )
154.2 | 160.4 161.8 5.0 154.0| 159.2] 1s9.8| 159.2) 159.5] 161.7

footnote 1, table B-2.
ge La -.1 percent from March 1983 to Harch 1984, the 1. ¢ wonth availabl
ge 1s 0.3 percent from February 1984 to March 1984, the latest month availabla.
asonally adjusted since the sessonsl component ie small relstive to the trend-cycle and/or
irregulsr components and consequenatly cannot be separated vith sufficient pracisfon.
H.A. = not svailable.
P = preliminsry.
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Table B-5. Indexes of sggregate weekly hours of production or nomupcnuory workers' on private nonagricultural
payrofis by industry
|!77 » 1@

Not ssssonsily adusted M“

Jan. Pabd. Mav. Apr .
1984 1984 1984 P 1934

. Mar Ap! Ape.
1983 1984 1984 B 1984 P| 1983

106.0{ 108.8] 110.1
el sen] oes
1005 110.9| 1222
96.3| 105.6| 112,86
s7.4) saof 9s.e
83.7] 92.6! se.7

88.0 97.2] 100.0
92.0 | 101.7{ 103.0

Stone, clay, and glass products
Primary metal industries .

Blas! furnaces and basic stoel products .
Fabricated melat products
Machinery, exc
Elecirical and slectronic squlpment
Transportation equipment......

Motor vehicles and equipment .
inatruments and related products
Misceltaneous manutacturing .

Nondurable goods ...
Food end kingred peoduct
Tobacco manufaciures
Textite mill products .
Appars) and other textlle products
Paper and atlied products
Printing and publishing . .
Cremicats and aled roducts .
Petroleum and cos! produc
Rubber and miscsllansous Dll!lk:s progucts
Leather and leather products

80.3 81.6 20.0 82.7
116.3
101.6
111.6
10%.0
122.7

1311

* See footnote 1, table B-2. P = preliminary.

Table B-6. Indexes of diffusion: Percent of in which emp|

Time

apan Yoar Jon. Feb. Mas, Apr. Moy Jume July Avg. Sept. Oct. Nev. Do
Over 28,8 36.0 | 39.0] 47.6 | 2.8 | 34| 37| sean | 203 320 42
1.month 56.5 62.4 | 69.1 ] 71.0 | 6éos | 8.5 | 6s.0| 0.8 | 70.7 | 4.3 64
apan 66.9 66.9p [ 60.5p R
Over 5.3 32.0 | 361 2.5 3ve ] 272l 22.2)- 261 | 2530 T 40
3emonth as.s 65.6 | 75.8{ 76.% | 77.2 | v3.e | 7e.s| 7.6 | 72| 730} 78
soan 78.3 7%.0p
Over 20.2 25.3 | 29.8 | 26.1 | 26.1 2102 2601 | 66| 33
e-month 50.5 73.4 | 76.3 | 79.3 | 3. 82,0 | s4.1 | 3.1 | 80
span 81.5p
Over 22.0 § 20.7 | 18.0 | 19.4 10.7 24.2 | 33| 3r.e | s
12-month 48.9 | 58.3 | s2.5 | 73.4 s1.2 [ aT.4p
span

* Number of empiayses, Nﬂlull.ﬂ for 1, 3, snd & month spans, on PaYTolls NOTE: Figuras are the perceni of industries with employmant riaing. (Hatf ol )

of 184 private nonagricultural industries. changed components ae counted as rising.) Daia are centersd within the spant

0= praliminary,
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Representative LUNGREN. Thank you, Madam Commissioner. I
will yield myself 7 minutes to start off.

In your summary you say that strong employment growth con-
tinued in April, the workweek increased, and the unemployment
rate held steady for the third month in a row.

In previous months you have described the recovery in employ-
ment conditions as widespread. Would that description still hold?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, I believe so. Our diffusion index suggests that
‘almost 70 percent—68.5 percent of the 1ndustr1es—reglstered an in-
crease in employment.

Representative LUNGREN. So is the fact that the employment
gains are widespread be a factor that would help to reduce or di-
minish the probability of production bottlenecks and price in-
creases?

Ms. Norwoob. There is no direct evidence of bottlenecks. The ca-
pacity utilization figures suggest that we are now above 80 percent
of capacity utilization in manufacturing. Part of that we should
recognize, of course, comes from the fact that many companies
have removed some of their less productive plant capacity by clos-
ing them down, and that has had an important effect on these ca-
pacity utilization figures which are now up so much.

My own view is that the kinds of problems we will be seeing will
be primarily ones of matching occupational skills, since the very
strong growth has been clearly in white collar jobs and there is
still a lot of unemployment among blue collar workers, and of geo-
graphical mismatches. People who are unemployed may well not be
in places where the jobs are.

Representative LUNGREN. You mentioned the average factory
workweek being up for the month of April. What is the measure-
ment in numbers for April?

Ms. Norwoobp. The factory workweek is extraordinarily high, at
41.2 hours. That is an extraordinarily high number and I think
that it helps to explain why we have had a very slow recovery of
employment in manufacturing.

Representative LUNGREN. Would that be an indication to you
that we might expect a little more rapid growth of employment in
manufacturing in the near term?

Ms. Norwoob. Well, employers, of course, always prefer to spend
money or hours before committing themselves to the increased
labor costs that often come with adding new employees to the pay-
roll. I think to me it suggests that we may be having a leaner kind
of work force and perhaps a more productive environment, but I
think we will need some more time to be able to tell that.

Representative LUNGREN. Every time that I'm asked by reporters
to comment on unemployment statistics, we get into this seasonal
adjustment and nonseasonal adjustment and, of course, we always
do that and you've given us information here based on seasonal ad-
justment factors, so obviously it had an impact on this release.

But taking that into account, is there any doubt that the Bu-
reau’s data reflects strong improvement in the labor market condi-
tions for the period we’re talking about?

Ms. Norwoob. There’s certainly no question that the data for
April, any way you look at them, show employment growth.

36-618 0 84 - 11
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Representative LUNGREN. What is the employment-population
ratio for April? Do you have that?

Ms. Norwoob. 59.3 percent.

Representative LUNGREN. For the 17 months that we’ve had this
recovery, that shows some improvement, does it not?

Ms. Norwoop. Oh, yes. It's gone up about 2 percentage points
over the year.

Representative LUNGREN. And what is the significance of that
figure in terms of using it as an index of gauging improvement or
unimprovement in the employment situation?

Ms. Norwoop. Well, I think that what it’s telling us is that
about six out of every ten workers of working age have a job. It is a
high figure by historical standards, but it is not the highest we
have had. We had higher employment-population ratios in 1979.

Representative LUNGREN. You mentioned that the component of
the unemployed that we categorize the number of persons on layoff
from a former job declined and you indicated that this was a very
cyclical category.

Is this one way of saying that this category of unemployed reacts
very definitely to overall economic conditions? That is, if you have
a recession that you would éxpect that to be felt directly there; and
if you have recovery that is one category that you would expect to
in a sense lead the recovery?

Ms. Norwoobp. Well, in our factories in particular people fre-
quently are laid off for a while until employers determine what is
happening. So to that extent, I think the statement is correct.

Obviously, some of those people who first were laid off later may
move into the other job loser category and it is really the total cat-
egory that is the important thing for us to look at. We do have 8.8
million people still unemployed.

Representative LUNGREN. Senator Proxmire.

Senator PRoXMIRE. Commissioner Norwood, you noticed in my
opening remarks that I call attention to the fact that we have had
a steady level of unemployment for 3 months in a row and you did,
too, in your opening statement. There are other indications that
there might be a further increase in employment in the extension
of the workweek and in the general demand we have in the econo-
my and so forth.

Let me ask you, how long have you been in the Bureau of Labor
Statistics? I don’t mean as Commissioner, but in your career, how
many years?

Ms. Norwoob. Since 1963.

Senator PROXMIRE. Since 1963. And before that, I take it you
were also playing with statistics and studying them?

Ms. Norwoob. To some extent. I still play sometimes.

Senator Proxmire. Does this suggest to you, the fact that you
have a flat unemployment rate for 3 months in a row following 14
or 15 months of improvement, that this may be a leveling off, that
unemployment is likely not to fall much lower on the basis of your
experience?

Ms. Norwoob. Well, of course, anything is possible. I think what
we are seeing is the pickup in the labor force that many of us had
anticipated a good deal earlier. One of the reasons that we have
had such a sharp decline in the unemployment rate since Novem-
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ber 1982 is because until about the last 3 months the labor force
has grown so slowly. The labor force now, it seems to me at least,
to be growing at a more normal kind of rate. ‘

I have always felt, and I believe I've told this committee, that we
would be seeing women resuming their labor force activity, even
though many of them in particular were out of the labor force
during the recession and in the early days of the recovery. The
economy is going to have to create a lot of jobs just to keep up with
the labor force increases that we can generally expect from now on.

Senator ProxMIRE. Now the factory workweek is the highest in
20 years. That surprised me because we’ve had an overall, long-
term decline in the factory workweek over the years, have we not?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Senator ProxMIRE. And to have now a situation where it’s the
highest in 20 years is really quite surprising to me. In the durable
goods industry the workweek lengthened to 41.2 hours. In several
subcategories, hours are much higher. Auto equipment, 44.9
hourly; machinery 42.4 hours, and so forth.

I read an analysis recently in the New York Times that one
reason why automobile companies are not hiring more people and
they are relying on overtime is because they feel they’re pretty
much at the peak of their sales now. What this analysis showed is
that there’s been a much sharper increase in the price of automo-
biles than in personal income. In fact, it was now 30 percent higher
in relationship to personal income than it was about 2 or 3 years
ago, and the feeling was that many people would drive their cars
longer and not trade them in every 2 or 3 years, and that some
people were just priced out of the market and wouldn’t buy auto-
mobiles.

On the basis of that analysis, they felt that this very critical bell-
wether industry which accounts for so much of our employment—
one job in six, directly or indirectly—and has such a pervasive
effect, is likely to level off.

Do you feel that there’s some wisdom in that or not?

Ms. Norwoob. I believe I read some of the same articles, Senator
Proxmire. There is a clear price problem with future sales of auto-
mobiles and some indication that there may be a less vigorous ap-
proach ahead. I don’t know.

The motor vehicles industry, has recovered fully the number of
people that they lost during the recession and then some. They are
at about 140 percent of the level that they were at when the reces-
sion began. They are still somewhat below the 1979 levels, of
course.

But the point is that there are still a lot of other factories in
some other industries, particularly in the steel industry, which
have not recovered very much.

I'm pleased to see in this month’s data that there has been an
increase in employment in machinery manufacturing. That’s
always rather slow to turn around and it has been slow now. We do
have an increase of some 21,000 in machinery this month.

Senator ProxMIRE. As you know, there are two big factors, and
many others I'm sure—two big factors in the number of jobs we
have in this country in automobiles. One is the demand for auto-
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mobiles and the other is the imports, and the imports have been
increasing.

Just 2 days ago, the trade representative, Mr. Brock, indicated
that this is the last year in which we are going to provide for pro-
tection against Japanese imports, and if we permit larger imports
of automobiles, as we very well might, it would also seem that the
sale of domestic cars and therefore the number of domestic jobs
might not expand as rapidly.

Let me ask you this. During April, the labor force increased by
333,000 persons and you pointed out that that was a more normal
rate of increase. You note that most of the recent entrants have
been women and a much larger influx of women in the labor force
than men.

What's prompted that, in your view?

Ms. Norwoob. A whole series of social and economic conditions.
Certainly, we have had an enormous increase in labor force partici-
pation by women in the 1960’s and the 1970’s. It slowed done a
great deal during the recession and I think it's just beginning to
pick up again, and I think we can expect it to continue. Women are
in the labor force to stay in increasing numbers.

Senator ProxMIRE. In addition to the reduced number of young
people in the population, has the labor force participation rates of
teenagers and the 20 to 24 year olds been falling; and if so, why?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes. The participation rate of teenagers certainly
has been falling over the long term. There are fewer of them in the
population now, which, of course, means less upward pressure on
the unemployment rate. You should recognize that that’s one of
the differences between the period now and the periods of the past.

The labor force participation rate for teenagers is up over the
year, although it remains below the rate in 1981 and earlier years.

I think the more important figure for teenagers is the employ-
ment-population ratios. At 43.8 percent for the month of April, this
rate is higher than it has been since late 1981. However, we have
had rates as high as over 49 percent in the employment-population
ratio and, of course, the EP for our black youth is shockingly low.

Senator PROXMIRE. Well, my time is up, but let me just ask you. I
understood you to indicate that the increase in the labor force is
more normal and if that more normal increase continues it will be
more difficult for us to reduce unemployment and it’s more likely
that unemployment would stay at this level or possibly increase?

Ms. Norwoon. It will certainly take strong job growth.

Senator PrROXMIRE. Thank you. I’ve got more questions but my
time is up.

Representative LUNGREN. Thank you, Senator.

Just commenting on the continuing problem that we all recog-
nize with black teenage unemployment, I thought it was interest-
ing to note that the national organization that represents the black
mayors of American just 2 weeks ago endorsed the concept of the
youth opportunity wage to try and take a crack at that problem. I
g.tuess we all have been scratching our heads about how to resolve
it. :
A M_sl.? Norwood, what happened to average hourly earnings in

pril’
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Ms. Norwoobn. They rose some. What we have been seeing in av-
erage earnings in general is a deceleration in the rates of increase
over time, but we have also been having a deceleration in prices,
and so real earnings have generally been rising.

Representative LUNGREN. What about average weekly earnings?
I asked you about hourly earnings. With the increase in the work-
week in factories, what do we see as an average weekly earnings?

Ms. Norwoobn. Well, weekly earnings, of course, are up more
than hourly earnings, particularly in manufacturing, because the
workweek is up.

Representative LUNGREN. How does that compare to previous in-
creases? Is that a significant increase that we’ve seen last month or
is that part of a trend we have seen? How would you categorize it?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, I believe that’s the case. I don’t have the spe-
cific numbers here. Over the year, the average weekly earnings
have gone up considerably in manufacturing.

Representative LUNGREN. In listening to some commentators
comment on the combined economic indicators performance in the
last month, some were talking about the fact that Easter occurred
relatively late this year. Could that have any effect on the figures
we're talking about here, for purposes of unemployment? Whatever
effect it had, is it significant or does it give us any clue to the fig-
ures that we’re looking at?

Ms. Norwoop. Yes, it certainly does. The leading indicators’
index has as one very important component, hours of work. Hours
of work, as you recall, last month declined sharply and this month
are way up. As we discussed with this committee last month, we
did feel that that decline was not completely real and that we
needed some more months to see what was happening to that)
trend, and I think we were right. So we should understand that
that sharp decline in hours has had some downward effect on the
@e?iding indicators’ index, and also on the industrial production
index.

Representative LUNGREN. I understand that these data that
we’re looking at today reflect the labor market conditions for the
week including April 12. What was the weather like during that
week, and does that have any effect on particular industries and, if
so, which industries?

Ms. Norwoob. So far as we know, there was not any unusual
weather during the period. 4

Representative LUNGREN. The consensus among private econo-
mists, as reported by the blue chip economic indicators is, as I
stated in my opening statement, that the current economic expan-
sion is likely to continue, but at a more moderate rate, through
1984 and 1985. -

If they are correct in that general consensus, should we expect to
see further gradual declines in unemployment and further gains in
employment?

Ms. Norwoob. We are having a somewhat more moderate rate of
job growth than we had earlier in the recovery, even though it is
true that the 400,000 increase shown by our establishment survey
is quite large.

As you know, there is a considerable difference between the em-
ployment growth during the recovery in the two surveys and some

»
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of that 400,000, I think, may well be a catchup of the business
survey, and I should point out that we do expect next month to
issue the establishment survey, or the business survey, bench-
marked to updated universe totals, so that we expect that there
will be some reduction in the gap between the two surveys.

I think the big issue, of course, will be the fact that you need to
have job growth in order to compensate for what we would normal-
ly anticipate as an increase in the labor force, and in order to get a
reduction in the unemployment rate, the job growth has to be
larger than the increase in the labor force.

If you look at the increase in the household survey during the 17
months of the recession, we have increased employment by 5.4 mil-
lion. That’s a very large increase. Yet, even during that period,
when the labor force, until the last 3 months, has grown fairly
slowly, something like about half of that was necessary just to com-
pensate for the labor force growth.

Representative LUNGREN. In prior appearances before this com-
mittee, particularly when we had the early months of the recovery,
you cautioned us on a number of occasions that we might expect to
see a plateauing for a while of the unemployment rate, or even an
uptake of 1 or 2 or even three-tenths of 1 percentage point.

We now have reached a plateau, perhaps a little later than you
suggested we might have seen it, but is this unusual, or is this
son‘l?ething that we ought to expect in the normal course of a recov-
ery?

Ms. Norwoobp. We do have, from time to time, periods when the
. unemployment rate remains fairly stable. I believe that most
people anticipated that that would occur as we moved directly into
the recovery. It did not, much to some people’s surprise. That was
because the labor force was growing more slowly.

We do have still about 1,300,000 discouraged workers who are out
there who may well be coming into the labor force at some point,
and we also have the continued growth of the labor force of adult
women and of adult men, although there has been a long-term de-
cline in the labor force rate of growth of men over 55 years of age.

Representative LUNGREN. Senator. '

Senator ProxmIrRe. Commissioner Norwood, one conspicuous con-
trast here is the fact that we have no improvement in unemploy-
ment for 3 months, but we have a 20-year record of overtime.

One policy action we could take—I am sure it would be resisted
by most management and part of our labor—would be to change
time and-a-half to double time. If the Congress should do that, obvi-
ously it would put a premium on hiring new people.

The difficulty now is that in some industries, I understand, you
may have a $10 an hour take-home wage but the fringe benefits
almost double that. The fringe benefits can make the cost of labor
to the employer $20 an hour. So if he keeps his workers working
extra overtime, they may make $15 an hour, but there’s no in-
§12'ease in fringes. On the other hand, if he hires a new worker, it’s

0.

So either we have to cut fringes, which we’re not going to do in
all likelihood, or we have to increase the cost of overtime.
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You've only been in this—only I say—for 21 years in this busi-
ness, but do you have any estimate or analysis of what effect
double time would have not only on jobs but also on inflation?

Ms. Norwoob. No, I do not.

Senator PRoXMIRE. Obviously, it would tend to increase cost and
tend to increase prices, but how significant that would be would be
important. .

Ms. Norwoob. So do bonuses, of course, and you read a lot about
bonuses in the newspapers. .

Senator PROXMIRE. Let me just go back for a minute to the prob-
lem we have that both the Congressman and I have been discussing
about how unemployment may have leveled off at a high rate.

In every previous recession we’ve had—almost every one—the re-
covery has leveled off at a higher and higher rate, as you know. In -
1951, it was 2.9; in 1957 it was 3.6; in 1960, 4.7; then there was
somewhat of a drop, in 1968 it was 3.3, but since then, in 1973 it
was 4.5; in 1979 it was 5.5 and in 1981, the peak of the recovery,
unemployment was 7.1.

Now it’s at 7.7 and if that pattern persists, it could level off at
about 7.3, 7.4, or 7.5, something of that kind.

Is this just a statistical quirk or are there definite reasons why
unemployment had been at a higher level at the peak of each re-
covery in recent years?

Ms. Norwoobp. Well, one reason—not the only reason—but one
reason clearly has been changes in the composition of the labor
force. One of the things that we are seeing now is a reduction in
the number of teenagers entering the labor force and if you take
the 16- to 24-year-age group, that group is not increasing in the
labor force. Those are groups, both of them, which provide a lot of
upward pressure on the unemployment rate because young people
have, really by definition, higher unemployment rates than older
workers do.

So, one of the things that’s working for the country at the
moment is this reduction or holding steady of the 16- to 24-year-age
group in terms of numbers in the labor force. That did not occur in
the past.

Senator ProxMIRe. That’s a positive element that should work in
our favor? It should help get unemployment lower.

Ms. Norwoobp. Very specifically. Then we do have, also, an in-
creasing trend which we have had for a long time of a decline in
labor force participation rates particularly of older men. That, too,
could work perhaps in our favor.

Senator PrRoXMIRE. Let me ask you about—Congressman Lun-
gren has asked about this, too, and I'd like to ask a little further,
about the black unemployment.

The overall jobless rate for blacks was 16.8 percent in April
which, of course, is scandalously high, essentially unchanged since
the beginning of the year.

Compared with whites, did more black workers lose their jobs
permanently during the recession?

Ms. Norwoob. I'm not sure. It is very clear that our black work-
ers, particularly the black adult men, were hurt by the downturn
that occurred sometime ago and then very much more by the reces-
sion that began in 1981. We have seen during the recovery an in-
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crease in employment for black adult men and we have seen an in-
crease in their employment-population ratios. But it is true that
the increase for whites has been somewhat larger.

Senator ProxMIRE. How do the current unemployment rates for
black men, women, and teenagers compare to those in mid-1981
before the recession began?

Ms. Norwoobp. The rate is considerably higher than it was in
mid-1981. It was 12.9. This is for adult men.

Senator PROXMIRE. It was 12.9 and now it’s 16.8?

Ms. Norwoob. No, 16.8 percent is the unemployment rate for all
blacks. The rate for black adult men in April was 16 percent.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. Now you’ve given us overall local figures for
the jobs and population ratio at about 60 percent, 59 something.
What proportion of blacks currently have jobs and how do those
compare with the period prior to the recession?

Ms. Norwoob. 51.5 percent.

bS(j,’nator ProxMiIre. Fifty-one percent, about half of them have
jobs?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes. That’s for all black workers.

Senator PrRoxMiIRE. That’s for the population of blacks 16 years
old and older?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes. And that compares, if you went back to 1979,
which was as you know a very good year, to rates of 53.5 and 54
percent.

Senator ProxMIRE. Thank you. My time is up.

Representative LUNGREN. Ms. Norwood, seasonally adjusted fig-
ures are obviously those that we work with as actual indicators of
cyclical developments in the labor market, but one of the things
that’s important in trying to explain to many folks is how many
folks have jobs this April who were without them in March. I guess
I would call that the nonadjusted or unadjusted figures. And can
you tell me what happened to the level of civilian employment and
civilian unemployment between March and April based on unad-
justed data?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes. We had 102.8 million employed in March not
seasonally adjusted and we’re at 103.6 million now in April. Unem-
ployment went from 9 million to 8.5 million not seasonally adjust-
Zd. _VlVe always have a decline in unemployment in the month of

pril.

Representative LUNGREN. That’s why we figure the seasonal ad-
justment, to see how we compared with previous years?

Ms. Norwoob. Seasonal adjustment in primarily useful in com-
paring different months.

Representative LUNGREN. Last month you reported you were be-
ginning to see employment gains in machinery manufacturing. Did
that trend continue in April?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes. We have had an increase of 21,000 in employ-
ment in machinery manufacturing. Machinery manufacturing is
generally one of the durable manufacturing industries which is
rather slow to turn around.

Representative LUNGREN. And that has been the case in this re-
covery as well?

Ms. Norwoop. Yes.
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Representative LUNGREN. In the past we have discussed some re-
gional variations in the unemployment rate. Have these variations
grown any more or less pronounced during 1984?

Ms. Norwoobp. We still have very great regional differences in
this country, in large part, of course, because we have very large
industrial differences from State to State. The Great Lakes region
and some of the States in the Southeast still have very high unem-
ployment rates. We also have some in the Pacific Northwest. They
have had some improvement, but they’re still above average rates.

Representative LUNGREN. I understand there was no change in
the CPI for urban wage earners and clerical workers in March, ac-
cording to your most recent release, and we touched on this just a
few minutes ago, but I'd like to know what specifically happened in
real hourly earnings in March.

Mr. PLEwes. Real average weekly earnings decreased three-
tenths of 1-percent from February to March after seasonal adjust-
ment. The two-tenths percent increase in the average hourly earn-
ings was offset by a six-tenths of 1l-percent decrease in average
weekly hours. There was no change in prices.

Representative LUNGREN. And that was for which months?

Mr. PLewes. That was between February and March.

Ms. Norwoon. I would like to point out that the reason that the
CPI for urban wage earners and clerical workers was unchanged
before the seasonal adjustment was largely because of the home-
ownership component. You will recall that some years ago we
changed the treatment of homeownership in the CPI for all urban
consumers and we are scheduled next year to do that in the
CPI-W. We have given 3 years of notice. 'i:he CPI-U went up two-
tenths after seasonal adjustment and two-tenths before seasonal
adjustment.

So there is that difference and that’s almost entirely due to the
change in homeownership.

Representative LUNGREN. Productivity we have been told many
times is a measure of the volume of goods and services that the
economy puts out in an hour of paid time. Also, I have been told by
many that productivity is one of the things we have to look at as a
precursor, if you will, of inflation.

What can you tell us happened to business productivity during
the first quarter of 1984?

Ms. Norwoob. It’s up 2.6 percent.

Representative LUNGREN. And what effect, if any, would the
large employment gains registered during the first quarter have on
those estimates, if any?

Ms. Norwoop. Well, it would depend, of course, on how much
output went up and I think the fact that our manufacturing indus-
try is expanding hours before hiring more workers is probably
going to help productivity.

One of the interesting things is that we produce a table in the
release of aggregate hours, an index of aggregate hours, which
really in a sense combines employment and hours. And if you look
at the aggregate hours index for manufacturing, that’s in table B-
5—you see that over the year in manufacturing, it’s gone up 10
index (}i)oints. That’s because both hours and employment have in-
creased.
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Representative LUNGREN. How does that compare with previous
recovery periods? Is there some index that gives us a clue as to how
we compare this with previous recovery periods?

Ms. Norwoob. The growth in hours has been much larger than
in 1975-76 and I believe in most other recovery periods.

Representative LUNGREN. In some previous months you've told
us that the unemployment rate in the auto industry has dropped
dramatically. Although we have discussed how overall employ-
ment—that is total number of people working in the auto industry
certainly is not what it was 5 years ago or whenever the top year
was—1977 or 1975 or whatever—how is the auto production unem-
ployment holding up in the latest figures that we have?

Ms. Norwoob. The unemployment rate for automobile workers is
6.3 percent. That, of course, is considerably lower—it's about a
third of what it was during the recession period. But we should un-
derstand that this is a figure which relates to the last job of the
worker. So that the unemployed worker who was laid off from the
auto industry and then took another job temporarily would no
longer be classified, if he became unemployed again, as an unem-
ployed autoworker.

Representative LUNGREN. If he had gotten a job somewhere else?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Representative LUNGREN. Senator.

Senator ProxMIRE. Commissioner Norwood, suppose Congress got
religion in this big operation we have now in trying to cut the defi-
cit and supposing we cut spending $100 billion a year at an annual
rate and raised taxes by $100 billion. What effect would that be
likely to have, in your expert judgment, on employment? Would
that increase the unemployment? Would that be sufficient in the
view of the size of our gross national product of well over $3 tril-
lion to perhaps increase unemployment by a whole percent?

Ms. Norwoob. I don’t know what those relationships would be.

Senator ProxMIRE. Would it be possible for your agency to get
into that? The reason I ask is because we have had estimates by
DRI and others who say that if we make that kind of cut in the
deficit over a period of a year or two—it might be less if we did it
more gradually—that it would have quite a dramatic effect on in-
creasing unemployment. And since you're the Government’s expert
on unemployment and on these statistics, I think it would be very
helpful to us if you could make that kind of estimate.

Ms. Norwoonb. I think the agency really who is competent—cer-
tainly far more competent than we—to do that is the Congressional
Budget Office. _

Senator PrRoxMIRE. They are more partisan, though.

Ms. Norwoob. They’re quite a nonpartisan agency.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. Oh, the Congressional Budget Office?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, CBO.

Senator ProxMmIRE. That’s better. I was thinking of——

Ms. Norwoob. It'’s the instrumentality of the Congress. It has to
be bipartisan—nonpartisan. ‘

Representative LUNGREN. We're never partisan.

ff§enat0r Proxmire. I was thinking of the administration’s budget
office.
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Ms. Norwoop. OMB? No; I was proposing that you ask that ques-
tion of CBO.

Senator Proxmire. Well, on that point, I want to commend the
chairman for being especially nonpartisan today. He came over and
he posed by this graph here which the Democrats put up. What
that graph shows is during the Carter administration, 1977 to 1980,
unemployment averaged 6.5 percent. Look at it during the Reagan
administration. The lowest was 7.3. It's now at 7.7 or 7.8, and it
went up to 10.6. And I think to have a chairman that calls atten-
tion to that, a Republican chairman who does that, he’s got an
open mind, he’s very fair, and it’s a privilege to have a chance to
share the podium with him this morning.

Commissioner Norwood, how many States have double digit un-
employment rates? You spoke about regional differences, but I'd
like to be a little more specific than that. Which States are those?

Mr. PLEwEgS. Again, Senator, for the month of February, the
States that have 10 percent or more are Alabama, Alaska, Arkan-
sas, District of Columbia——

Senator PrRoxmiIRE. The District of Columbia?

Mr. PLEwgs. The District has 12 percent.

Senator PrRoXMIRE. That’s a surprise to me.

Mr. PLewes. Illinois, 10.1; Indiana, 11; Kentucky, 10.6; Michigan,
12.6; Mississippi, 10.8; Ohlo, 10.1; Oregon, 10.9; Pennsylvama, 11.

Senator PROXMIRE. Oregon was one?

Mr. PLewEs. Yes, sir. State of Washington, 11.8; West Virginia,
16.5; Puerto Rico, 21 percent.

Senator PROXMIRE. Let me ask you, Commissioner, do a relative-
ly small number of States account for much of the remaining un-
employment or is joblessness still relatively widespread?

Ms. Norwoob. There are vast differences among the States and,
as you know, we had quite a list of States which have high unem-
ployment rates. There are pockets of unemployment throughout
the country, but it is clear that the Great Lakes area and some of
the Southeast and the Pacific Northwest have the highest rates
and probably have a higher proportion of unemployment.

Senator ProxMIire. Which States have been recovering most rap-
idly from the unemployment?

Ms. Norwoop. We can supply that for the record by examlmng
all of the data.

Senator PRoXMIRE. Very good.

Ms. Norwoob. It would depend upon the industrial structure of
the State.

[The following information was subsequently supplied for the
record:]

The States with the most rapid improvement in their unemployment rate during
the February 1983 to February 1984 period—that is, those with an unemployment
rate decline of 3.5 percentage points or more—are Alabama, Arizona, Idaho, Illinois,
Kentucky, Michigan, Mississippi, Nevada, North Carolina, Ohio, South Carolina,
Tennessee, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and Wyoming. The overall national civilian

worker unemployment rate declined by 2.9 percentage points—from 11.3 to 8.4 per-
cent, not seasonally adjusted—during this period.

Senator ProxMire. What proportion of the unemployed are now
drawing unemployment insurance benefits?
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Ms. Norwoop. Total UI recipients, including those receiving ex-
tended benefits, is 35 percent of total unemployment, as measured
in the Current Population Survey.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. Thirty-five percent, only one in three?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes.

Senator ProxMiIre. That certainly is different that I felt was the
situation and I think many people did. Is that proportion declin-
ing?

Ms. Norwoob. Yes, it is.

Senator PrRoXMIRE. How many unemployed are not covered by
unemployment insurance?

Ms. Norwoob. How many are not covered?

Senator ProxMIRre. Not covered.

Ms. Norwoob. Well, I don’t know about the coverage, Senator
Proxmire. We do know about the number of claimants and as we
have more entrants and reentrants into the labor force, we know
that ghere is a likelihood that a larger number of the unem-
ployed——

Senator ProxMIre. For the record, could you tell us that? And
then also tell us how many have exhausted all benefits under the
regular, extended, and supplemental unemployment programs?

Ms. Norwoon. Yes, sir.

[The following information was subsequently supplied for the
record:]

During February 1984, the most recent month for which data are available, about
258,000 persons exhausted regular benefits, 8,000 exhausted extended benefits, and

161,000 exhausted their Federal Supplemental Compensation benefits. (These data
are not seasonally adjusted.)

Senator ProxmiIre. Following a decline in employment during
March, jobs in the construction business rose by 74,000 in April.
You report that weather may explain that development because
March was a bad month and April was a better month. Since hous-
ing starts have recently fallen, are the construction employment
gains overstated, and does this in part reflect the seasonal adjust-
ment process because of recent recession years tend to assume a
weal;er economy and less construction activity than is usually the
case’ :

Your seasonal figures, I take it, are constantly updated, so they
are based on the most recent experience.

Mr. PLEwEs. Senator, the figures you gave are correct. There was
a weather-related decline in the previous month and there was an
increase this month. The increase was consistent with the decline
in housing starts, by the way. We saw the increase in the category
called special trade which are your subcontractors primarily, and
in such areas as highway and office construction. It was not in resi-
dential construction.

Senator PrRoxXMIRE. I see. Commissioner Norwood, housing starts
declined sharply by 27 percent in March. That was a spectacular
figure and a lot of people felt, even though the weather in March
was bad, that there may have been other reasons for that, and it
alarmed many people. Meanwhile, interest rates already high in
real terms have been rising. Is economic activity in housing and
other interest-sensitive sectors starting to fall off?
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Ms. Norwoob. As you are well aware, those numbers do tend to
jump around. We have had several months out of the recent 6
months where housing starts have been quite negative. So I think
we need a little bit more time. We had very large increases in
housing starts in January and in February. So that fact that we
have had a sizable decline in March I think by itself does not tell
us a great deal.

On the other hand, we do know that mortgage interest rates are
rising or have risen something like a point.

Senator PrRoxMIRE. I just have one more question, and the chair-
man very graciously has allowed me to proceed.

Do you expect food prices and energy prices to be the source of
inflationary pressures in the months ahead and has the long-term
decline in energy prices ended?

Ms. Norwoob. The Agriculture Department expects food prices
to be a source of rising prices over the next year.

As for energy, a lot of the future, of course, will depend upon oc-
currences that are really outside of all of our control and therefore
very difficult to forecast. '

There seems at the moment to be plentiful supplies of energy.
Perhaps Mr. Dalton might want to add to that.

Mr. Darron. No, I don’t have anything to add.

Senator ProxMIRE. Thank you very much, Congressman.

Representative LUNGREN. Madam Commissioner, we certainly
enjoy having you appear before us again this month. I was going to
ask Mr. Plewes to list all of the States with unemployment rates
below 10 percent, but that would take too much time so I won’t do
that. The only figures I'd like to make sure that we get in the
record are those for my home State of California.

From the information your office supplies me, I'm happy to see
that on a seasonally adjusted basis, employment reached an all-
time high in California of 11.5 million in March, with unemploy-
ment dropping to 954,000 in April, reaching the lowest level since
September 1981. We've got a seasonally adjusted unemployment
rate of 7.7 percent, the lowest since September 1981, and in my
own area of Los Angeles County, the Long Beach area, the decline
over the year was 2.4 percentage points.

So we are part of the recovery and we certainly enjoy it.

Next month, I may, in the spirit of bipartisanship, have a chart
here that we on the Republican side will fix up to show what’s hap-
pened to inflation and interest rates and I will invite Senator Prox-
mire to stand before that to acknowledge that we have had a tre-
mendous drop in both of those.

Senator. ProxMIre. If the Congressman would yield, I'd like to
put those two together and show what the real interest rates are;
that is, the interests rate minus inflation, and they are about as
high as they’'ve ever been.

Representative LUNGREN: And maybe we could also have a dis-
cussion some time about my theory that not all taxes are created
equal. Just saying we could increase taxes by $100 billion doesn’t
suggest we will have a drop in unemployment. We could very well
have an increase in unemployment, as the Senator suggested with
the cost of automobiles and the cost of a lot of other things rising.
We're doing a great job in the Congress in raising Social Security
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taxes year after year, and it seems to me that might have some
impact on the initial cost of employing new people and maybe we
ought to take a look at that as well. :

Well, as you can see, Madam Commissioner, we are not very par-
tisan up here. We thank you for being here before us and look for-
ward to seeing you again next month.

Ms. Norwoob. Thank you very much.

Representative LUNGREN. The committee stands adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 10:35 a.m., the committee adjourned, subject to
the call of the Chair.]
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Present: Representative Lungren and Senator Proxmire.

Also present: Dan C. Roberts, executive director; James K. Gal-
braith, deputy director; Deborah Clay-Mendez and Mary E. Eccles,
professional staff members.

OPENING STATEMENT OF REPRESENTATIVE LUNGREN,
PRESIDING

Representative LUNGREN. We welcome once again, Madam Com-
missioner, you and your colleagues for our monthly meeting on the
question of the unemployment situation. According to your report,
the civilian unemployment rate fell by three-tenths of 1 percentage
point in May to a level of 7.5 percent. I think we would all agree
that this is very good news indeed. In fact, it is so good, what I
have predicted in the past has come true. We've had one month in
which news was so good that we would have no television cameras
here. The television cameras seem to appear when the news is bad,
so this is another index that in fact the news is very good.

It reflects improvements in the health of the American economy
and, most importantly, the welfare of the American people. During
the past 18 months, under Président Reagan’s economic policies,
the civilian unemployment rate has fallen a remarkable 3.2-per-
centage points, The very favorable report you bring us today is a
confirmation that this downward trend continues.

We have sought to reduce the burden of Government regulation
under President Reagan’s leadership and to set free once again the
spirit of free competition and the power of private enterprise. We
have relied on the private sector to provide employment for Ameri-
cans. Apparently, the private sector has responded. According to
your report, the number of Americans holding jobs increased by an
impressive 890,000 in May. This sets, once again, a new record level
for civilian employment.

During the past 1% years, employment—as measured by the
Bureau of Labor Statistic’s household survey—has risen by more
than 6 million. This is the best record for any 18 months in the
post World War II period. In the past, critics of the economy’s per-
formance have pointed to the somewhat lower employment gains

(169)
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measured by the Bureau’s establishment survey data. Today, the
Bureau has released its annual revision of the establishment data.
I am pleased to see that there has been a substantial upward revi-
sion in the employment estimates. This brings them more into line
with the household survey data. With the report you bring today, I
don’t think there can be any doubt about the unprecedented record
of the past 18 months of job creation.

Mr. Norwood, despite this growth in employment opportunities,
we recognize that there are groups within our society who suffer a
disproportionate share of unemployment. According to the May
data, 44.1 percent of black youths are unemployed. Even though
there is a problem with the total youth unemployment, black youth
unemployment is more pronounced. This is by no means a new
problem. Incredibly, at no time in the entire past decade has this
unemployment rate for black teenage youth fallen below 30 per-
cent. The administration, in an effort to open job opportunities to
unskilled youths, has proposed the establishment of a youth em-
ployment opportunity wage for the summer months, something
that I have supported for some time, and these figures would sug-
gest that we perhaps need to try some new things to attack this
problem.

In view of the severity of the youth unemployment problem and
its persistence in the face of strong economic growth, many of the
Republican members of the Joint Economic Committee support this
type of innovative approach.

Madam Commissioner, we welcome you once again to the Joint
Economic Committee. We look forward to your testimony about the
very favorable developments in the May employment situation.

Before you proceed, however, I would ask Senator Proxmire if he
has a statement.

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR PROXMIRE

Senator ProxMire. Well, I have no formal statement, Congress-
man, but I have a couple of observations.

One, I'd like to congratulate you on your appearance on the
Public Broadcasting System’s program. I had a chance to see that
and I was very, very impressed with it. You did a superlative job
and you made me proud to be a Member of Congress. Of course,
you're a Republican, but nobody is perfect.

Now there is good news. There’s no question about that. You
can’t get away from the fact that when we have this kind of im-
provement in the employment and a drop in unemployment it’s
good. Although we did have, of course, no improvement in March
or in April, and it’s about time that we got some.

Also, I think it is fair to point out that we now have unemploy-
ment at just about precisely the same level it was when President
" Reagan took office in January 1981. That means that in spite of
the fact that the administration has managed to run up the biggest
deficits in the history of our country, deficits which ordinarily
would greatly improve employment and improve the economy, we
are left with a colossal increase in national debt, an economic pic-
ture that may be flattening out, and a perfectly enormous deficit
that we have this year and had last year and can expect to have
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for some time in the future. And the result is that, as the chart
here shows, interest rates have gone up very sharply since January
1981. They have gone down a little bit in real terms lately, but
they’re still extraordinarily high and they constitute a real threat.
* I'm looking forward to your presentation. Commissioner Nor-
wood, and I am also looking forward to questioning you on it.

Representative LUNGREN. Thank you, Senator.

Ms. NorwOOD.

STATEMENT OF HON. JANET L. NORWOOD, COMMISSIONER,
BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
ACCOMPANIED BY THOMAS J. PLEWES, ASSOCIATE COMMIS-
SIONER, OFFICE OF EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT STA-
TISTICS; AND KENNETH V. DALTON, ASSOCIATE COMMISSION-
ER, OFFICE OF PRICES AND LIVING CONDITIONS

Ms. Norwoob. Thank you. Mr. Chairman and Senator Proxmire,
I have with me Kenneth Dalton on my right who is responsible for
our price work in the Bureau, and Thomas Plewes on my left who
is responsible for our employment and unemployment data.

We are very pleased, as always, to have an opportunity to offer a
few brief comments to the committee on our employment situation
press release that was issued earlier this morning.

Both the household and the business surveys showed further em-
ployment gains in May, and the unemployment rate dropped to its
lowest point since August 1981. The overall jobless rate, which in-
cludes the resident Armed Forces in the labor force, was 7.4 per-
cent, down from 7.7 percent in the February-April period. The rate
for civilian workers was 7.5 percent, also three-tenths of a percent-
age point lower than the prior 3 months. Both rates have declined
by 3.2 percentage points from their late 1982 recession highs.

The number of unemployed workers dropped by 330,000 over the
month to 8.5 million in May, after seasonal adjustment, as there
was a substantial decline in the number of workers who had lost
their jobs. The number of job losers—as distinct from those who
were jobless because they left their jobs or were entering or reen-
tering the. labor force—has declined by 3 million over the 18
months of the recovery.

The bulk of the May unemployment decline occurred among
adult men, whose jobless rate dropped from 6.9 to 6.5 percent; the
rate for adult women was 6.8 in May compared to 7 percent in
April. During the 1981-82 recession, the rate for men, which is usu-
ally lower than that for women, rose sharply and in a number of
months was more than a full percentage point higher than the rate
for women. Men’s joblessness has shown greater improvement
during the recovery, however, and the May figures mark the first
time since earlv in the recession that their rate has been signifi-
cantly below that for women.

The over-the-month improvement in unemployment among adult
men occurred among both blacks and whites and was reflected in
the overall reduction in joblessness among black and white work-
ers. The jobless rate among Hispanic workers also declined over
the month.

36-618 0 84 - 12
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Civilian employment, as measured by the household survey, rose
by an unusually large 890,000 in May after seasonal adjustment.
This was considerably larger—about 660,000 more—than the in-
crease in our business survey. A part of this difference is due to
definitional differences in the coverage of the two surveys. A part
of the difference is not so readily explainable but may be influ-
enced by problems in identifying seasonal movements. Seasonal ad-
justment of employment—as well as unemployment—is especially
difficult at this time of the year. Employment usually increases as
outdoor activities expand and large numbers of young people enter
the summer labor market. This year, identification of the seasonal
patterns is even more difficult because the survey week was earlier
than usual. The 12th of the month, which defines the survey week,
fell on a Saturday. In my judgment, all signs point to a marked in-
crease in employment between April and May, but the changes re-
ported in the household survey may be somewhat overstated.

Nonagricultural payroll employment rose 230,000 in May. The
business survey has shown consistent and substantial job growth
over the year and a half of the current recovery. The over-the-
month advance was led by increases of 90,000 in services and
60,000 in construction. In contrast to the pattern during recent
months, overall factory jobs did not increase in May, although
there were continued job gains in the machinery and electrical
equipment industries, both of which have rebounded strongly in
recent months of the recovery.

Over the past year and a half, The business survey has regis-
tered increases of 1.5 million factory jobs and nearly 500,000 in con-
struction. The recovery in manufacturing represents about two-
thirds of the number of jobs lost during the recession, while the ex-
pansion in construction activity has brought the job total above the
pre-1981-82 recession level. Over the same period, jobs in services
and in retail trade, which were very little affected by the recession,
increased by 1.4 million and 950,000, respectively.

After an unusually large increase in April, the average work-
week of production or nonsupervisory workers on private nonagri-
cultural payrolls declined 0.2 hour in May, returning to the still
very high levels reached in February and March. The average
workweek in manufacturing, at 40.7 hours, also returned to its
March level.

In summary, the statistics released this morning indicate further
strong labor market recovery. Employment continued to rise and
unemployment resumed the improvement that has seen the jobless
rate decline by more than 3 percentage points over the course of
the recovery.

Mr. Chairman, we would be very happy to try to answer any
questions you may have.

[The table attached to Ms. Norwood’s statement, together with
the Employment Situation press release referred to, follows:]



173
UNEMPLOYMENT RATES OF ALL CIVILIAN WORKERS BY ALTERNATIVE SEASONAL ADJUSTMENT

METHODS
X-11 ARIMA method I ST

Unatusted ot Range

Month and . .

e B el Cocuret  Sabe  Tol R el &

1980)
(1) (2) 3) 4) (8) (6) ()] . (8)
1983

98 10.1 101 10.2 10.1 10.1 10.1 0.1
10.2 10.0 10.0 100 9.8 10.0 10.0 2
9.4 9.5 9.5 94 9.5 9.5 9.5 1
9.2 9.5 9.5 94 9.5 9.5 9.5 1
8.8 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.1 9.3 2
84 8.8 8.8 9.0 88 8.8 89 2
8.1 8.4 84 8.5 8.4 8.4 84 1
8.0 8.2 8.2 8.4 8.2 8.2 8.2 2
88 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.1 8.0 8.0 1
8.4 78 18 16 78 11 18 2
8.1 18 7.8 1.1 18 1.6 11 2
16 18 7.8 18 18 78 L2 J——
12 75 1.5 1.6 14 1.6 15 2

ExpLANATION OF CoLuMN HEeaDS

d('l) 1;lg(riladjusl',ed rate. Unemployment rate for all civilian workers, not seasonally
adjusted.

(2) Official .procedure (X-11 ARIMA method). The published seasonally adjusted
rate for all civilian workers. Each of the 8 major civilian labor force components—
agricultural employment, nonagricultural employment and unemployment—for 4
age-sex groups—males and females, ages 16-19 and 20 years and over—are seasonal-
ly adjusted independently using data from January 1974 forward. The data series
for each of these 12 components are extended by a year at each end of the original
series using ARIMA (Auto-Regressive, Integrated, Moving Average) models chosen
specifically for each series. Each extended series is then seasonally adjusted with
the X-11 portion of the X-11 ARIMA program. The 4 teenage unemployment and
nonagricultural employment components are adjusted with the additive adjustment
model, while the other components are adjusted with the multiplicative model. The
unemployment rate is computed by summing the 4 seasonally adjusted unemploy-
ment components and calculating that total as a percent of the civilian labor force
total derived by summing all 12 seasonally adjusted components. All the seasonally
adjusted series are revised a the end of each year. Extrapolated factors for January-
June are computed at the beginning of each year; extrapolated factors for July-De-
cember are computed in the middle of the year after the June data become avail-
able. Each set of 6-month factors are published in advance, in the January and July
issues, respectively, of Employment and Earnings.

(3) Concurrent (X-11 ARIMA method). The official procedure for computation of
the rate for all civilian workers using the 12 components is followed except that ex-
trapolated factors are not used at all. Each component is seasonally adjusted with
the X-11 ARIMA program each month as the most recent data become available.
Rates for each month of the current year are shown as first computed; they are re-
vised only once each year, at the end of the year when data for the full year become
available. For example, the rate for January 1984 would be based, during 1984, on
the adjustment of data from the period January 1974 through January 1984.

(4) Stable (X-11 ARIMA method). Each of the 12 civilian labor force components is
extended using ARIMA models as in the official procedure and then run through
the X~11 part of the program using the stable option. This option assumes that sea-
sonal patterns are basically constant from year-to-year and computes final seasonal
factors as unweighted averages of all the seasonal-irregular components for each
month across the entire span of the period adjusted. As in the official procedures,
factors are extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series are revised at the end
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of each year. The procedure for computation of the rate from the seasonally adjust-
ed components is also identical to the official procedure.

(5) Total (X-11 ARIMA method). This is one alternative aggregation procedure, in
which total unemployment and civilian labor force levels are extended with ARIMA
models and directly adjusted with multiplicative adjustment models in the X-11
part of the program. The rate is computed by taking seasonally adjusted total unem-
ployment as a percent of seasonally adjusted total civilian labor force. Factors are
extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series revised at the end of each year.

(6) Residual (X-11 ARIMA method). This is another alternative aggregation
method, in which total civilian employment and civilian labor force levels are ex-
tended using ARIMA models and then directly adjusted with multiplicative adjust-
ment models. The seasonally adjusted unemployment levels is derived by subtract-
ing seasonally adjusted employment from seasonally adjusted labor force. The rate
is then computed by taking the derived unemployment level as a percent of the
labor force level. Factors are extrapolated in 6-month intervals and the series re-
vised at the end of each year.

(7) X-11 method (official method before 1980). The method for computation of the
official procedure is used except that the series are not extended with ARIMA
models and the factors are projected in 12-month intervals. The standard X-11 pro-
gram is used to perform the seasonal adjustment.

Methods of Adjustment. The X-11 ARIMA method was developed at Statistics
Canada by the Seasonal Adjustment and Times Series Staff under the direction of
Estela Bee Dagum. The method is described in “The X-11 ARIMA Seasonal Adjust-
ment Method,” by Estela Bee Dagum, Statistics Canada Catalogue No. 12-564E,
February 1980.

The standard X-11 method is described in “X-11 Variant of the Census Method 1I
Seasonal Adjustment Program,” by Julius Shiskin, Allan Young, and John Mus-
grave (Technical Paper No. 15, Bureau of the Census, 1967).

Source: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, June 1984.
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THE EMPLOYMENT SITUATION: MAY 1984

Unemployment declined in May and employment continued to rise, the Bureau of Labor
Statistics of the U.S. Department of Labor reported today. The overall unemployment rate, at
7.4 percent, and the civilian worker rate, at 7.5 percent, were each down three-tenths of a
percentage point over the month.

Civilian employment--as measured by the monthly survey of households--rose by 890,000 in May
to 105.3 million. The number of employees on nonagricultural payrolls~-as measured by the
monthly survey of establishments--rose by 230,000, following a larger increase in the previous
month. (Establishment data reflect the annual benchmark revisions; see note on page 3.)

Unemployment {Household Survey Data)

The c