
State and regional employment 
and unemployment in 1983 
In 1983, unemployment declined most in those States 
which had the largest increases in joblessness previously, 
and least in States dependent on the oil market; 
regionally, the most rapid job expansion occurred 
in the South and the West where the majority of new jobs 
came from the services and trade industries 
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During 1983, the United States recovered from one of the 
longest and deepest recessions since World War 11 . At the 
end of 1982, employment had reached its recession low and 
the civilian worker unemployment rate had climbed 2.2 
percentage points over the year . In marked contrast, data 
for 1983 document one of the most dramatic recoveries since 
employment and unemployment statistics have been col-
lected, as the national civilian unemployment rate fell 2 .5 
percentage points during the year to 8 .0 percent in December 
(not seasonally adjusted) .' 

This brightening economic situation at the national level 
was also apparent in most States . Between the fourth quarter 
of 1982 and that of 1983, only seven States reported over-
the-year declines in nonagricultural employment . Many of 
those decreases were small, and all States reported either 
improvements or no change in unemployment . However, 
just as all industries and occupations have not participated 
equally in the current recovery, some States also have been 
slow to benefit from the upturn . 

This article concentrates on employment and unemploy-
mentz for States between the fourth quarters of 1982 and 
1983 . Unlike national data, State and area data are not 
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adjusted for seasonality . Because month-to-month changes 
are subject to seasonal influences that can obscure cyclical 
developments and the underlying economic trends, the pre-
sentation is limited to changes from the same quarter a year 
earlier, because they are not affected by seasonal move-
ments.3 

National recovery 
Propelled by a recovery led by consumer expenditures, 

U.S . nonagricultural payroll employment rose by 3.0 mil-
lion persons from the fourth quarter of 1982 to the fourth 
quarter of 1983 . Total employment (as measured by the 
Current Population Survey) rose 3.9 million . 

More than 90 percent of the jobs lost during the recession 
resulted from employment cutbacks in goods-producing in-
dustries . By contrast, this sector contributed a third of the 
job growth in the recovery . Within the goods-producing 
sector, manufacturing regained about half of the jobs it had 
lost with durable goods employment growing at a rate of 

6 .5 percent between the fourth quarters of 1982 and 1983, 
Employment in mining, including oil and gas extraction 
activities, declined over the year as energy prices remained 
below previous highs. National employment in construction 
continued to drop during the first quarter of 1983, reaching 
a cyclical low in March . This decrease was followed by 
strong recovery, with employment in general contracting 
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and special trades climbing sharply, while employment in 
heavy construction was stable . 

Service-producing industries added more jobs to the econ-
omy over the year than goods-producing industries, but grew 
at a slower rate . Employment growth in this sector was 
greatest in industries of the services division, such as busi-
ness services . Trade and finance, insurance, and real estate 
also experienced over-the-year job gains . Conversely, trans-
portation and public utilities and government showed little 
or no growth . 

An analysis by State 

Percent Percentage point 
changein changein 
employment unemployment rate 

Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 .2 - 3.6 
Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 .1 -1 .3 
New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . 6 .1 -3.5 
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 .6 -2.6 
Alaska . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 .5 - 0.1 
Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5.4 -2.2 
Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 .0 -1 .5 
North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . 4 .6 -2 .5 
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . 4.4 -3.2 
Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 .9 -2.6 

Among the States with the largest decreases in unem-
ployment over 1983 were many of those that had the largest 
increases in joblessness over the previous year or the longer 
1979-82 period . They encompass the industrial heart of the 
Nation, including six East Central States-Alabama, Illi-
nois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, and Tennessee. The key to 
the recovery in most of these States was a cyclical upswing 
in manufacturing . This upswing usually was accompanied 
by recovery in the construction, trade, and services indus-
tries. The following tabulation shows the percentage point 
changes in the unemployment rate by State: 

Fourth 
quarter, 
1982-83 

Fourth 
quarter, 
1981-82 

Annual 
averages, 
1979-82 

Michigan . . . . . . - 4.2 3 .5 7 .7 
Alabama . . . . . . . -4 .1 4 .5 7 .3 
Indiana . . . . . . . . -3.7 2 .1 5 .5 
Arizona. . . . . . . . - 3.6 4.3 4 .8 
New Hampshire -3.5 2.3 4 .3 
Tennessee . . . . . -3 .4 3 .1 6.0 
South Carolina -3 .2 2.5 5.8 
Rhode Island . . . -3 .2 2.3 3.6 
Illinois . . . . . . . . -3 .1 3 .9 5 .8 
Ohio . . . . . . . . . . -3.0 2.8 6.6 

States which produce oil predominated in the 13 States 
with small declines in unemployment (1 percent or less over 
the year). The small improvements seen in their labor mar-
kets are associated with the continued shortfall of demand 
in the oil market . Though increasing over the year, non-
communist country daily petroleum consumption in 1983 
remained below the already depressed levels of 1982.4 

With the exceptions of Alaska and New Hampshire, the 
States with the fastest employment growth were in the coun-
try's Southern half . However, large employment increases 
did not always coincide with large declines in unemploy-
ment rates . Only three States with rapidly growing em-
ployment were also included in the list of the 10 States 
having the largest reductions in their rate of joblessness . 
Labor force expansion in these States outpaced the Nation 
by 2 to 1 or more in all but North and South Carolina and 
Arkansas . The following tabulation gives the over-the-year 
employment change and the change in the unemployment 
rate between the fourth quarters of 1982 and 1983, by State: 

Most of these "fastest growing" States have underlying 
trends of rapid growth and did not suffer the same increase 
in unemployment incurred by other States during the reces-
sion . This relates directly to their industrial composition. 
The labor market performance of these rapidly expanding 

States was characterized, in general, by growth in all in-
dustry divisions. Growth in construction employment ranged 
from two to six times the national average in all States except 
Alaska and New Hampshire. All 10 States had service-
producing sectors that grew faster than the national average 
and all but Alaska reported the same for manufacturing. 

Recovery by region 
As is apparent from the rankings of States by improve-

ment in unemployment and employment growth, no one 
region of the country dominated the economic recovery . 
The nature of the recovery in each region depended on its 
economic base . The major geographic regions designated 
by the Bureau of Census are used to present a regional 
picture of the recovery .' (See chart 1 .) 

North Central States . The North Central States, with their 
concentration of durable goods employment, experienced 
the steepest rise in unemployment of any of the four Census 
regions over the year ending in the fourth quarter of 1982. 
However, with a 2.9-percentage-point drop in unemploy-
ment, the region also experienced the largest over-the-year 
decline in joblessness between the fourth quarter of 1982 
and ,that of 1983 . (See table 1 .) The largest improvements 
in the unemployment rate were made in its Eastern States 
(East North Central division) . Each of these States had greater 
declines than the average 2.1-percentage-point reduction 
recorded for the Nation . Michigan had one of the largest 
reductions in joblessness in the Nation (4.2 points). How-
ever, declining numbers of workers in the labor force, partly 
because of outmigration but also because of withdrawal from 
the labor force perhaps caused by discouragement and other 
factors, contributed to the reduction in unemployment in all 
East North Central States except Ohio .' The North Central 
region was the only Census region to report an overall de-
cline in labor force size . 

In the northern States west of the Mississippi (West North 
Central States), the unemployment rate fell less than half 
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Chart 1 . Percentage point decrease in unemployment by region and State between 
fourth-quarter 1982 and fourth-quarter 1983 

Legend : 0 More than 3.0% 
1 .1% to 2.0% 

as many points as in the Eastern half of the region . At the 
same time the labor force grew slightly . In these West North 
Central States, proportionally fewer jobs depend on cycli-
cally sensitive manufacturing industries . 
The North Central States nonagricultural payroll em-

ployment rose by about I .5 percent over the year, the slow-

est rate of growth for any of the four Census regions . (See 

table 2 .) Minnesota recovered fastest (3 .5 percent), followed 

by Michigan (2 .9 percent), while Illinois and Iowa regis-

tered declines . Ohio and Michigan added the most jobs in 

this region . Employment growth in durable goods outpaced 

that in nondurable goods in every North Central State . In-

creased production of transportation equipment was the key 

to the recovery . In most States, related employment gains 

took the form of recalls or hiring of workers fir motor 

vehicles and parts production, resulting from increased au-

tomobile sales . Kansas, where the aircraft industry ac-

counted for most of the transportation gain, was the exception . 

While Michigan was the major benetactor of increased au- 

0 2 .1% to 3.0% 
Up to 1 .0% 

tomobile sales, other States-particularly those in the East 

Central division-also benefited either because of their own 

automobile production or because of' their production of 

parts for automobiles . In Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, and, to 

a lesser extent, Illinois and Wisconsin, employment levels 

in primary and fabricated metals rose more rapidly than in 

other regions . Like automohilc production, employment in 

the Nations primary and fabricated metals and nonelectrical 

machinery industries is concentrated in the North Central 

States . Though these industries did recover over the year, 

the performance was not as dramatic as that in transportation 

equipment . Despite the strong recovery in durahle goods 

production, at the close of 1983, manufacturing employment 

levels in nearly every North Central State were from 10 to 

20 percent below fourth-quarter 1979, prerecession levels . 

When compared with the rest of the Nation . over-

the-year performance in construction employment among States 

in the region was more modest than that in manufacturing . 

Only in Minnesota and North Dakota did the gain surpass 
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the national growth rate . Five of the twelve States had over-
the-year declines . The North Central was the only region 
with a net over-the-year loss in construction employment . 
Employment in the service-producing sector in this region 

grew over the year by only half a percent . Gains in trade 
and in finance, insurance, and real estate were nearly offset 
by losses in transportation and public utilities and in gov-
ernment . While losses in transportation and public utilities 
were widespread, government cutbacks were concentrated 
in Illinois (29,000), Michigan (1 I ,000), and Indiana (3,000) . 

Northeastern States . Unemployment fell 1 .9 percentage 
points and nonagricultural payroll employment rose 2.1 per-
cent over the year in the Northeast, putting this region in 
third place among the four regions in both of these measures 
of economic performance . The largest improvements in un-
employment were in New Hampshire (3 .5 percentage points) 
bringing its rate down to the lowest in the country (3 .8 
percent ) and in Rhode Island (3.2 percentage points). Maine 
registered the smallest improvement in the region (0 .5 per-
centage points) . 
New Hampshire also had the largest increase in non-

agricultural employment (6 .1 percent), followed by New 
Jersey (3.5 percent) . Employment in all of the New England 

States expanded at rates of 2 percent or more while Penn-
sylvania grew at I . I percent and New York at 1 .6 percent. 
In contrast to the North Central States, recovery in the 
Northeast was concentrated in the service-producing sector . 
Every State gained in trade; finance, insurance, and real 
estate ; and services . The rate of expansion for the region 
approached the national average increase in these industries . 
Trade and services provided most of the additional jobs . 
Each State also had higher levels of construction employ-
ment than a year earlier, showing percentage gains about 
equal to the national average for that industry . 

Employment in manufacturing averaged a gain of less 
than 1 percent. Manufacturing registered little change in 
Connecticut, New York, and Pennsylvania . Counter to the 
national trend, durable goods employment fell over the year 
in Connecticut and New York . The strength of the region's 
electronic equipment industry-especially in New Jersey 
and New England-accounted for most of the job gains in 
manufacturing. Textiles and apparel, though slow-growing 
among manufacturing industries nationwide, also added jobs 
in the Northeast. 

In the Northeast, primary and fabricated metals manu-
facturing and nonelectrical machinery manufacturing in-
dustries, which provided about one-fourth of this region's 

Table 1 . Civilian labor force, fourth quarter, 1983 
[in thousands] 

Unempl oyment Unemployment 
Percentage- Percentage- 

Region and State Labor 
force 

point 
h Region and State Labor point 

Number Rate c ange force Number Rate change 
1982- 1981- 1982- 1981- 
83 82 83 82 

North Central . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28,370 .6 2,564.0 9.0 -2 .9 2.9 South Atlantic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18,541 .0 1 345.6 7 3 -2 0 2 0 East North Central . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19,847 .1 2,004.8 10 .1 -3 .4 3.3 Delaware . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 298.5 
, 
20 .5 

. 
6 9 

. 
-1 2 

. 
0 1 Illinois . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,532.8 517.2 9.3 -3 .1 3.9 District of Columbia . . . . . . . . 321 .9 34 .9 

. 
10 .8 

. 
-0 4 

. 
2 2 Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,562.4 229.3 8.9 -3 .7 2.1 Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,046.4 406.6 8 1 

. 
-3 1 

. 
1 8 Michigan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4,213.2 506.7 12 .0 -4 .2 3.5 Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,732.6 176 5 

. 
6 5 

. 
-1 5 

. 
1 3 Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,115.2 546.8 10 .7 -3 .0 2.8 Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,218.3 

. 
128.1 

. 
5 8 

. 
-2 3 

. 
0 6 Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,423.4 204.8 8.5 -2 .8 3.4 North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,948.2 206.5 

. 
7.0 

. 
-2 .5 

. 
3.0 

West North Central . . . . . . . . . . . . 8,523.5 559.1 6.6 -1 .5 2.1 
South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

1,470.5 
2,748.4 

118.5 
140.9 

8.1 
5 1 

-3 .2 
-2 6 

2.5 
1 4 Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,404.9 88 .8 6.3 -2 .2 1 .8 West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . 756.3 113 0 

. 
14 9 

. 
-1 7 

. 
7 2 Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,181 .6 58 .9 5.0 -1 .9 2.7 

. . . . 
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,178.0 149.7 6.9 -1 .5 2.7 West South Central . . . . . . . . . . 12,147 .4 936.0 7 7 -0 8 2 9 Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,337.1 193.5 8.3 -1 .3 1 .9 Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,028.4 86 .6 

. 
4 8 

. 
-2 2 

. 
1 9 Nebraska . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 785.2 38 .0 4.8 -1 .4 1 .9 Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,906.2 200.4 

. 
10 .5 

. 
-0 9 

. 
3 3 North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 307.0 14 .3 4.7 -0 .9 0.9 Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,527.2 115 2 7 5 

. 
-0 3 

. 
4 1 South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 329.6 15 .8 4.8 -0 .9 0.5 Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7,685.7 

. 
533.7 

. 
6.9 

. 
-0 .6 

. 
2.6 

Northeast . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23,705 .3 1,730.5 7.3 -1 .9 1 .9 West . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22,471 .3 1 813.3 8 1 -2 4 2 5 Middle-Atlantic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17,266 .0 1,367.4 7.9 -2 .0 2.2 Mountain . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5,976.8 
, 
427.3 

. 
7.1 

. 
-2 3 

. 
3 0 New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,699.5 235.6 6.4 -2 .4 1.9 Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,398.9 100.5 7 2 

. 
-3 6 

. 
4 3 New York . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . 7,996.3 583.7 7.3 -1 .7 1.8 Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,678.4 93 .6 

. 
5 6 

. 
-2 5 

. 
2 5 Pennsylvania . . . . . . . . . . - . . . . 5,570.1 548.2 9.8 -2 .0 2.9 Idaho . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 456.7 37 .0 

. 
8.1 

. 
-1 .6 

. 
1 .9 

New England . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,439.3 363.0 5.6 -1 .6 0.8 
Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

389.3 
491 .8 

30 .4 
41 .1 

7.8 
8 4 

-0 .8 
-2 6 

1 .8 
3 4 Connecticut . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,620.6 78 .8 4.9 -1 .9 0.9 New Mexico . . . . . . . . . . . . . 610.2 55 .3 

. 
9.1 

. 
-0 9 

. 
2 8 Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 532.3 39 .8 7.5 -0 .5 1 .1 Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 694.6 51 .8 7 5 

. 
-1 4 

. 
2 6 Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3,030.0 179.8 5.9 -1 .0 0.3 Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 256.9 17 .6 

. 
6 9 

. 
-0 3 

. 
3 3 New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . . 511 .7 19 .5 3.8 -3 .5 2.3 

. . . 
Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 476.8 30 .5 6.4 -3 .2 2.3 Pacific . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16,494 .5 1 386.0 8 4 -2 5 4 2 Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 267.9 14 .7 5.5 -1 .3 1 .5 Alaska . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 228.7 

, 
22 .8 

. 
10 .0 

. 
-0 .1 

. 
0.6 

th S 
California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12,400 .3 1,004.4 8.1 -2 .7 2.8 ou . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . 37,390 .0 2,953.3 7.9 -1 .8 2.6 Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 471 .1 28 .9 6 1 -0 8 1 1 East South Central . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6,701 .6 671 .8 10 .0 -3 .0 3.5 Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,332.8 123.9 

. 
9.3 

. 
-2 .2 

. 
0.7 Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,752.6 202.2 11 .5 -4 .1 4.5 Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,061 .6 206 0 

, 
10 0 -2 5 2 0 Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,695.2 158.3 9.3 -2 .2 3.0 

. . . . 
Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,056.7 108.6 10 .3 -1 .8 3.7 
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,197.1 202.7 9.2 -3 .4 3.1 
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manufacturing employment, either registered no significant 
change or declined during the period . 

Southern States . The Southern States displayed an im-
provement in unemployment over the period that was similar 
to that shown by the Northeast. Unemployment fell 1 .8 
percentage points over the year to a fourth-quarter 1983 
average of 7.9 percent . Over the same period, however, the 
South's labor force expanded faster than in any other Census 
region (1 .5 percent) . The rate of growth in nonagricultural 
employment was nearly 1 percent faster than that of the 
Northeast . 
The three Southern States with the largest declines in 

joblessness were Alabama (4 .1 percentage points), South 
Carolina (3.2 percentage points), and Tennessee (3 .4 per-
centage points). The smallest unemployment declines were 

in the District of Columbia (0 .4 percentage points) and the 
oil-producing States of the West South Central-Louisiana 
(0 .9 points), Oklahoma (0.3 points), and Texas (0.6 points) . 

While the South's overall labor force expanded, Ken-
tucky, Mississippi, South Carolina, and West Virginia had 
fewer labor force participants in the fourth quarter of 1983 
than they had a year earlier . 

Over the year, nonagricultural payroll employment rose 
2 .9 percent with increases about evenly split between the 
goods-producing and the service-producing sectors . Al-
though 6 of the 10 fastest growing States were in the South, 
the region also had 3 of the 7 States with net job losses . 
Employment changes ranged from a 6.1-percent increase in 
Florida to a decline of 1 .4 percent in Oklahoma, with the 
fastest growing States being those along the South Atlantic 
Coast. 
Most additional jobs (61 percent) came from the trade or 

services industries which-along with finance, insurance, 
and real estate-had employment levels of 4 percent above 
those of fourth-quarter 1982. Construction grew faster (5 
percent) than other industries, accounting for about 10 per-
cent of the region's net employment gain . Half of the Na-
tion's 1983 construction job gains were in this region . The 
South Atlantic States, particularly Florida, accounted for 
most of these increases. 

Manufacturing accounted for one-fifth of the region's net 
gain in jobs, with about seven-tenths of those in durable 
goods industries . Durable goods employment outperformed 
nondurable goods in every State but Louisiana and Texas. 
Durable goods added more jobs than nondurables even in 
those States where durables was a smaller proportion of 
employment . This occurred despite significant employment 

increases in textiles and apparel . The recovery in construc-
tion across the country, and particularly in the South, fueled 
an expansion in the lumber industries throughout the region . 
In addition, metal products and machinery, major industry 
classes that showed little improvement throughout the North 
Central and the Northeast, and electrical equipment showed 
some recovery in the East Central and South Atlantic seg- 

ments of the Southern region . 
The worldwide decline in demand for energy resources, 

the result of worldwide recession and, to some extent, en-
ergy conservation efforts, cut deep into mining employment 
in the coal-producing States of Kentucky and West Virginia 
and the oil-producing States of Louisiana, Oklahoma, and 
Texas. Louisiana, Oklahoma, and West Virginia were the 
only Southern States with over-the-year declines in total 
nonagricultural employment . 

This decline in demand not only brought down employ-

ment in mining but also employment in production of mining 
equipment and in services used for locating and extracting 
energy resources . The biggest declines in the oil States of 

the West South Central came in the fourth quarter of 1982, 
the starting point for comparisons here . While employment 
levels were down over the year at that time, looking back 
to fourth-quarter 1981 gives a better picture of where fourth-
quarter 1983 employment levels were . Over the 2 years, 

employment in the manufacture of oil field machinery was 
cut in half in Texas and by more than a third in Oklahoma . 
Compared with 1981, manufacturing employment was about 
15 percent lower in Texas and Oklahoma and 20 percent 
lower in Louisiana. The devaluation of the Mexican peso, 
also related to the slack in world oil markets, had an impact 
on labor markets on the Texas side of the Mexican border . 
At yearend 1983, retail trade employment in border areas 

remained well below its year-earlier level . Unemployment 
rates in these metropolitan areas were among the highest in 
the United States . 

Western States . As one of the faster growing regions over 
the last decade, the West appears to have taken the fast 

track again in 1983 . Unemployment retreated an average 
2.4 percentage points while the labor force expanded . Non-
agricultural payroll employment rose faster in the West than 

in any of the other Census regions . 
Between the fourth quarters of 1982 and 1983, Arizona 

had the largest decline in unemployment of the Western 
States (3 .6 percentage points) . However, between the fourth 
quarter of 1981 and that of 1982, it had the largest increase 
in unemployment-4 .3 percentage points . Improvement in 
unemployment between the fourth quarters of 1982 and 1983 
among five other Western States matched or exceeded the 
national change over this period . The smallest changes in 
jobless rates were registered in Alaska and Wyoming, each 
essentially unchanged . 

With the exception of Montana and Wyoming, every State 
in the West reported higher employment levels at the close 

of 1983 than they did a year earlier, As in the South, both 

the goods- and the service-producing sectors grew at ap-
proximately the same rate (3 percent) . The most rapid ex-
pansion took place in Arizona (6.2 percent), Nevada (5 .6 
percent), and Alaska (5 .5 percent) . In each of these States 
and in the region overall, construction posted the most rapid 
gains of the major industries . Construction gains in the 
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West, with about two-thirds concentrated in California, ac-
counted for more than one-third of the national increase in 
construction employment . (Except for California, it should 
be noted that these States have relatively small populations .) 
Services ; trade ; and finance, insurance, and real estate were 

the next fastest growing. 
The nationwide resurgence in construction activity brought 

recovery to the lumber industry of the Pacific Coastal States 
and those Mountain States engaged in lumber production . 
In another major source of employment for the region, air- 

Table 2. Over-the-year change In nonagricultural payroll employment, fourth quarter, 1983 
[In percent] 

Goods-producing sector Service-producing sector 
Trans- 

Region and State Total Con- Manu- porta- Finance, 
Total Mining strut- factor- Durable Non- 

durable Total lion 
d Trade Insurance, Services Govern- 

lion ing an and real ment 
public estate 
utilities 

North Central . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .5 4.2 -3 .6 -0 .9 5.2 6.9 2.2 0.5 -1 .1 0.4 0.7 1 9 -0 6 East North Central . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .4 4.5 -4 .3 -2 .2 5.6 7.2 2.4 0.2 -1 .5 0.5 0.1 
. 

1 8 
. 

-1 6 Illinois . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -0 .4 1 .0 -6 .0 -4 .9 2 .1 3.1 0.7 -0 .9 -1 .8 0.0 -1 .8 
. 

1 0 
. 

-4 1 Indiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .3 3.8 -6 .3 -8 .7 5.7 6.8 2.9 0.1 -0 .7 -0 .1 -0 7 
. 

1 6 
. 

-1 0 Michigan . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.9 9.6 -3 .3 -1 .1 11 .0 13 .1 3.6 0.1 -2 .4 0.5 
. 

0 4 
. 

1 8 
. 

-1 8 Ohio . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.4 4.8 -5 .0 2.0 5.5 6.5 3.4 1 .3 -1 .2 1 .0 
. 

2.6 
. 

2 8 
. 

0 2 Wisconsin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .6 3.4 33.3 2 .1 3.5 4.3 2.2 0.9 -1 .2 0.9 1.6 
. 

1 .6 
. 

0.3 
West North Central . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .6 3.3 -2 .3 1 .6 3.9 5.6 1 .7 1 .1 -0 .4 0.4 1 9 2 1 1 3 Iowa . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Kansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
-0 .1 

1 .3 
1 .4 
4 7 

1.9 
-0 4 

-2 .7 
0 2 

2.2 
6 3 

2.0 
9 5 

2.6 
1 9 

-0 .5 
0 2 

-5 .2 
2 0 

-1 .7 
. 

1 .8 
. 

-0 .6 
. 

1 .6 
Minnesota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3.5 

. 
4.8 

. 
10 .6 

. 
7.7 

. 
4.2 

. 
5.5 

. 
2.3 

. 
3.0 

. 
1 .5 

-0 .4 
2.8 

0.1 
4 3 

0.9 
4 8 

-0 .1 
1 2 Missouri . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .2 3.1 -6 .6 2.3 3.5 5.4 1 .1 0.6 -0 .5 0 .1 

. 
0 6 

. 
1 2 

. 
1 1 Nebraska . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.9 -1 .0 -13.6 -10.3 -2 .0 5.3 -1 .2 1 .4 -1 .2 -0 .6 

. 
0.6 

. 
2 2 

. 
4 0 North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .3 2 .1 -13.0 7.3 4.5 6.8 3.0 1 .1 -0 .6 -0 .3 1 4 

. 
2 7 

. 
1 6 South Dakota . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.3 8.2 2.6 1 .1 11 .3 17 .6 5.4 1 .3 -0 .8 0.2 

. 
6.4 

. 
2.9 

. 
0.3 

Northeast . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 .1 1 .3 -2 .9 4.4 0.8 0.8 0.9 2 .4 0.3 3.5 2 6 4 3 0 0 Middle Atlantic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .8 0.8 -2 .6 3.9 0.4 0.2 0.6 2.2 0.1 3.0 
. 

2 6 
. 

3 3 
. 

0 1 New Jersey . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 .5 2.5 -7 .7 8.6 1.6 2.4 0.9 3.8 3.1 4.7 
. 

3 4 
. 

4 9 
. 

1 6 New York . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .6 0.5 9.5 3.5 -0.1 -0 .8 0.7 1 .9 -1 .0 2.3 
. 

2.8 
. 

3 2 
. 
1 0 Pennsylvania . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .1 0.2 -4 .3 1.3 0.2 0.2 0.4 1 .5 -0 .5 2.8 1 .6 

. 
2.4 

. 
-1 1 

New England . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.8 2.3 -5 .8 6.0 1.8 1 .8 1 .8 3.0 1 .2 4.8 2 6 3 9 
. 

-0 5 Connecticut . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.4 0.9 -10.2 8.0 0.0 -0 .9 2.7 3.1 2.1 2.6 
. 

4.7 
. 

4 7 
. 

0 7 Maine . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Massachusetts . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

2.4 
2.6 

1 .6 
2.3 

100.0 
3.1 

3.0 
4.3 

1 .3 
2.1 

1 .5 
2.8 

1 .1 
7 0 

2.7 
2 8 

1 .1 
0 2 

5.5 
5 5 

3.1 
1 2 

. 
3.0 
3 2 

. 
-0 .3 

1 0 New Hampshire . . . . . . . . . . . . 6.1 6.3 0.0 3.4 7.0 7.1 
. 

6.9 
. 

5.9 
. 

5 .6 
. 
8.7 

. 
4 0 

. 
9 3 

- . 
-2 2 Rhode Island . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.7 3.3 -50.0 13 .0 2.4 2.7 1 .9 2.5 1.3 4.6 

. 
0.5 

. 
3 4 

. 
-1 0 Vermont . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.1 3.0 -15.0 12 .3 1 .1 1 .1 1 .2 1.7 1.9 1.5 4.7 

. 
2 .6 

. 
0 .3 

South . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
East South Central . . . . . . . . . . . . 

2.9 
2.6 

2.7 
4.2 

-9 .4 
-12.7 

5.2 
2.7 

3.3 
5.6 

(1) 
9.6 

(1) 
2.0 

3.0 
1 .9 

0.6 
0.9 

4 .1 
3.7 

4.2 
2.1 

4.4 
2 5 

0.7 
-0 5 Alabama . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.7 5.8 -7 .6 10 .8 5.6 7.2 4.2 1 .3 1 .5 3.4 1 5 

. 
2 0 

. 
-1 4 Kentucky . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .3 0.0 -16.1 -4 .9 4.4 10 .2 -1 .6 1 .8 0.1 3.3 

. 
2 0 

. 
2 5 

. 
-0 3 Mississippi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.1 3 .1 -12.4 -8 .1 6.0 8.5 3.3 1 .6 -1 .7 2.4 

. 
7 3 

. 
2 1 

. 
0 8 Tennessee. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3.6 6.0 -3 .1 7.5 6.0 11 .8 1 .6 2.5 2.3 4.6 

. 
1 .9 

. 
3.1 

. 
-0 .4 

South Atlantic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 .3 5.6 -6 .4 11 .5 4.4 (1) (1) 3.9 2.5 5.6 4.4 5 3 0 7 Delaware . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 .4 1 .7 0.0 2.4 1 .5 10 .7 -1 .7 4.3 3.1 4.4 9 4 
. 

7 8 
. 

-1 3 District of Columbia . . . . . . . . . 0.8 3.1 0.0 3.8 2.6 (t) (t) 0.7 1 .3 0.1 
. 

-0 8 
. 

0 2 
. 

1 4 Florida . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6.1 9.5 5.3 13.6 7.4 8.6 5.7 5.4 1 .1 7.7 
. 

6 9 
. 

7 7 
. 

-0 8 Georgia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5.0 7.1 3.7 14.3 5.7 8.3 4.3 4.2 3.0 6.6 
. 

3 6 
. 

6 6 
. 

0 0 Maryland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.5 3.1 -25.0 8.2 1 .2 1 .6 0.7 2.4 2.0 3.5 
. 

1 3 
. 

4 1 
. 

-0 2 North Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4.6 5.3 -0 .8 10.6 4.6 7.1 3.0 4.1 6.7 5.9 
. 

3.6 
. 

2 8 
. 

2 6 South Carolina . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4.4 4.8 2.0 11 .9 3.5 7.8 1 .6 4.1 3.8 5.6 5 4 
. 

5 5 
. 

1 5 Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3.9 5.4 -5 .0 13 .9 3.6 6.7 1 .1 3.5 2.3 4.1 
. 

3.7 
. 

5 0 
. 

1 7 West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -0 .8 -5 .6 -10.2 -6 .8 -2 .6 -1 .9 -3 .3 1 .1 -3.1 -0 .1 0.5 
. 

2 .7 
. 

2 .5 West South Central . . . . . . . . . . . 0.9 -2 .3 -9 .4 -1 .6 -0 .4 -0 .8 0.1 2 .1 -1 .9 2.1 4 6 3 8 1 1 Arkansas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5.4 5.9 -5 .4 -2 .9 7.6 11 .9 3.0 5 .1 3.4 5.9 
. 

4 6 
. 

8 4 
. 

2 2 Louisiana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -0 .5 -5 .4 -9 .8 -0 .7 -6 .3 -9 .1 -4 .0 1 .1 -6 .9 2.3 
. 
7 3 

. 
1 6 

. 
1 7 Oklahoma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -1 .4 -6 .1 -19.1 -6 .7 1 .1 1 .4 0.8 0.3 -3 .7 0.6 

. 
1 2 

. 
1 4 

. 
-0 2 Texas. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .2 -1 .9 -6 .2 -1 .2 -1 .0 -2 .1 0 .3 2.4 -0 .6 1 .9 

. 
5.4 

. 
4.3 

. 
1 .2 

West . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3.1 3.3 -5 .2 8.2 2.7 (1) (1) 3.0 0.4 4.1 3 7 4 4 0 6 Mountain . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3.2 3.8 -7 .1 7.4 4.8 6 .1 2 .1 3.1 -0 .5 3.0 
. 

4.8 
. 

5 4 
. 

1 4 Arizona . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 .2 11 .4 -2 .1 25 .0 6.8 7.8 3.4 4.7 1 .1 4.2 4 6 
. 

8 7 
. 

1 6 Colorado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 .2 1 .2 -4 .9 0.7 2.8 2.6 3.1 2.5 0.0 2.5 
. 

3 2 
. 

4 3 
. 

1 0 Idaho . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 .4 3.9 21 .1 -4 .3 4.9 12 .2 -1 .7 3.3 0.0 4.3 
. 

3.1 
. 

5 5 
. 

1 4 Montana . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -0 .9 -8 .5 -23.3 -11 .9 -0 .3 1 .9 -3 .9 0.5 -6 .9 -0 .0 1 .3 
. 

2 9 
. 

1 4 Nevada . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 .6 10 .3 8.0 12 .0 9.3 8.9 9.9 5.0 0.7 5.7 8.6 
. 

6 7 
. 

-0 1 New Mexico . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 .3 -0 .3 -10.6 5.5 1.4 1 .1 2.1 2.9 -2 .8 4.5 6.8 
. 

5 0 
. 

0 7 Utah . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 .8 7.4 -8 .7 14 .3 8.2 10 .2 4.1 2.8 2.8 2.6 6.8 
. 

3 5 
. 

1 6 Wyoming . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -3 .6 -10.0 -10.3 -12.0 -5 .2 -1 .7 -8 .4 -1 .0 -4 .8 -5 .3 -2 .6 
. 

-2 .8 
. 

5 .9 
Pacific . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3.0 3.2 -0.9 8.6 2.2 (1) (11) 3.0 0.7 4.5 3.3 4 1 0 3 Alaska . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5.5 6.0 0.9 16 .4 -8 .6 (~) (~) 5.4 0.7 13 .2 9 4 

. 
1 6 

. 
3 4 California . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3.2 3.9 -1 .7 11 .6 2.7 3.3 1 .3 3.0 1 .0 4.5 

. 
3 4 

. 
4 3 

. 
-0 4 Hawaii . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 .4 2.2 (1) 5.7 -0 .5 -5 .3 0.6 1 .3 -1 .4 2.3 

. 
0 4 

. 
2 9 

. 
-0 2 Oregon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.6 3.4 -2 .0 1 .2 3.8 5.0 0.8 2.4 -1 .2 4.2 

. 
3 0 

. 
3 4 

. 
0 1 Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.5 -1 .6 8.8 -3 .8 -1 .2 -2 .7 2.3 3.8 0.9 4.8 

. 
3 .6 

. 
3 .4 

. 
3 .8 

'Data not available . 
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craft and parts production has been curtailed and job losses 
have been severe . Particularly hard-hit was Washington, 
where the aircraft industry employed about 4 percent of the 
nonagricultural work force in fourth-quarter 1983 . Cutbacks 
in the industry amount to about 10,000 jobs over the year . 
Manufacturing employment in Washington fell by more than 
3,000 . However, because of strong growth in its service-
producing sector and despite net job losses in construction, 
Washington had a 2 .5-percent rate of employment growth . 
As in several Southern States with appreciable mining 

employment, depressed market conditions both for metals 

and energy resources took a toll on employment in nearly 

every Western State . The largest losses in mining jobs, both 
in terms of number and rate of decline, occurred in Wyo-

ming, Montana, and New Mexico . Wyoming, which has 

more of its employment concentrated in mining than any 
other State, had cutbacks that amounted to about two-fifths 

of the State's net job loss . Wyoming lost jobs over the year 
at a rate of 3 .6 percent, with government the only industry 
division reporting increased employment . 

THE LARGEST REDUCTIONS in unemployment occurred in 
the North Central States . However, the reductions appear 
to be in part the result of declines in their labor forces . 
Employment growth was generally below average, with the 
great majority of added jobs occurring in manufacturing. 
With one exception, fourth-quarter 1983, employment in 
these States remained below their previous economic peaks. 
Generally, the most rapid job expansion occurred in the 
South and the West . While construction and manufacturing 
recoveries were fast paced in these regions, most new jobs 

came from services and trade. Still, the recovery in many 
of the "Sunbelt" States of these regions was dampened by 
their dependence on income from oil . 1:1 

FOOTNOTES 

'For a review of the national employment situation in 1983, see Eugene 
Becker and Norman Bowers, "Employment and unemployment gains 
widespread in 1983," Monthly Labor Review, February 1984, pp . 3-15 . 
For a review of regional developments over the 1970'x, see Richard J. 
Rosen, "Regional variations in employment and unemployment during 
1970-82" in the same issue, pp . 38-45 . 

for analysis . On average, the U .S . economy was not much better over 
1983 than 1982, with the major difference being that 1983 was on the 
upswing for the Nation and most States . Rather than concentrate on annual 
average levels it will be more illustrative to observe over-the-year changes 
in employment and unemployment for each State or region . 

'Short-Term Energy Outlook, Ma_c 1984 (Energy Information Admin-
istration), pp . 17-18. 2 State and area payroll employment and labor force estimates are a 

product of two Federal-State cooperative programs : Current Employment 
Statistics (CES) and Local Area Unemployment Statistics (LAUS) estimates 
are produced by State Employment Security Agencies following Bureau 
of Labor Statistics (BLS) guidelines . CES estimates of nonagricultural em-
ployment have been benchmarked to March 1983 levels in all States except 
Wisconsin. Wisconsin estimates are benchmarked to December 1982 . An-
nual averages for 1982 and 1983 are published in the monthly BLS pub-
lication, Emplocment and Earnings, May 1984 . LAUS estimates are 
benchmarked to the 1983 Current Population Survey . Annual averages are 
published in Geographic Profile gf'Emplo'ment and Unemployment . 1983 
(Bureau of Labor Statistics, forthcoming bulletin) . Other ces and LAUS 
estimates are available on LABSTAT or on request from the Office of Em-
ployment and Unemployment Statistics . Because of differences in sources 
of benchmark data and differences in estimating techniques, State estimates 

will not necessarily add to national totals . Regional estimates are based 
on sums of State estimates . When regions or States are compared with the 
Nation, estimates for the United States are based on the sum of State 
estimates . 

'This abrupt cyclical change is almost totally masked, both for em-
ployment changes and unemployment rates, if annual averages are used 

'The North Central region includes the East North Central division 
(Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, and Wisconsin) and the West North 
Central division (Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, and South Dakota) . The Northeast includes the Middle Atlantic 
(New Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania) and New England (Connect-
icut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, and Vermont) . 
The South is made up of the East South Central division (Alabama, Ken-
tucky, Mississippi, and Tennessee) the South Atlantic (Delaware, District 
of Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Maryland, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Virginia, and West Virginia) and the West South Central (Arkansas, Lou-
isiana, Oklahoma, and Texas) . The West is made up of the Mountain 
States (Arizona, Colorado, Idaho. Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, 
and Wyoming) and the Pacific States (Alaska, California, Hawaii, Oregon, 
and Washington) . 

Migration estimates are from the Bureau of the Census and are estimated 
as a residual remaining in estimated population change after accounting 
for vital statistics . Nationally, the number of discouraged workers, those 
not looking for work because they believe it is not available, fell from 
1,735,000 in fourth-quarter 1982 to 1,387,000 in fourth-quarter 1983 . 
Regional and State estimates are not available . 




