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Overview

Rural Economy on Hold

fier several years of marked improvement, rurgl e.mpl_oyrnent §howed almost no growth be-

twaen the sacond quarters of 1989 and 1?90, indicating a serious §lowdowq in the rural

omy over the last year. The explanation is related to siow growth in the national economy,
ao‘?ﬂh is principally urban. Urban job growth continued, but at a very slow and reduced rate.
vTv:chifferenca in the performance of the economy in rural and urban areas over the last year
> t that after a 2-year stretch favoring rural areas, the 1980's pattern of more rapid urban

ean
o job growth seems likely to return.

than rural

Interpreting what this near standstill in employment means about_the health of the rural economy
is complicated by the fact that the rural unemployment rate remained relatively staple between
the second quarters of 1989 and 1990. Much of the explanation has to be that while the de-
mand for new workers declined, growth in the supply of workers was slow enough that the share
of workers actively looking for jobs remained the same. A tapering off of the increase in the pro-

rtion of women who work, some growth in early retirement, the relatively low number of teen-
agers reaching working age, and continuing rural outmigration all contributed to the siow growth
in the number of people working or looking for work.

The implications of these job growth and unemployment trends for real earnings are in part a
function of the types of jobs, new and old, in the labor market. A recent Wall Street Journal arti-
cle by Robert Myers points out a divergence in national reai wage trends in the 1980’s as mea-
sured by Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) and Social Security Administration (SSA) data. These
differences reflect the types of jobs covered by the data series—nonsupervisory production and
service workers in the BLS data and all workers in the SSA data—and have important implica-
tions for rural areas with their disproportionate share of production workers. Myers noted that av-
erage real wages for the Nation fell significantly between 1979 and 1988, according to the BLS
data. SSA data, however, indicate real wages edged up. No analysis yet lets us know directly
what has happened to real wages in rural areas over the decade. What we know about the oc-
cupational structure of rural areas, however, suggests that rural workers are more likely to have
encountered the wage losses captured by the BL.S data than the modest success represented in
the SSA data.

These trends in real wages for all workers compared with production workers aglfré consistent with
our overall understanding that the 1980's represented a watershed for rural areas in terms of
their economic comparative advantage. Rural growth in the 1980's was strongest when national
growth was both sustained and rapid, as it was in 1987 and 1988. With the national economy
now slowing, the rural economy has virtually stopped growing. Urban areas appear poised to
dominate as they did for most of the 1980's.

The growing earnings gap
Earnings for production workers declined as they grew for all workers

Index, 1979 = 100
110~

All U.S. workers (SSA data)'
vl ( ) ~_

100

U.S. production workers (BLS data)?
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;BWC::US"ICU”‘Y Adwms_lrunnn wage data are basad on annual earnings per workaer for ail wage and salary workers.

- ol Labor Siatislics wage dala are based on weekly earnings per job for privale, nonagricultural wage and salary
'S in production/nensuparvisory jobs.
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: National Economic Conditions

The economic expan-
= sion continues at a
| g slower rate than pre-

; viously estimated. Infla-
tion pressures have
increased due to the oil
price shock.
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Economic Growth Slows and Ingj
Continues

|

Two events have modified the general economic outlook: revisions of the
uct (GNP) lowered estimates of growth in national output for the past 31 -
price of oil surged in August. Higher oil prices directly raise energy prices 4 dy-
raise prices for other goods and services. The revisions and inflation press:: --]' :
duced prospects for growth. fes:

In the July GNP revisions, the U.S. Department of Commerce lowered most of th
GNP growth rates for the past 13 quarters. Different components of GNP wgrq

each of the yearly adjustments. For 1987, the GNP estimate fell due to lower s
dential investment. Lower nonresidential investment and business inventorieg w{
in 1988. In 1989, much lower consumer services spending reduced estimated a

The 1989 revised real growth rate of 2.5 percent (down from 3 percent) showed i
sconomy's growth was less robust than previously thought. The quarterly growth
softening in the second quarter instead of the fourth. Estimated first-quarter 19
from 1.9 to 1.7 percent. The economy continued to grow, but weakly rather tha;

Personal income estimates also changed between 1987 and 1989; the most sigpjf
occurred for 1989 when the income estimate was lowered by $43 billion. Estimate
saving as a percentage of personal income was revised downward to 4.6 percent|
the originally reported 5.4 percent. The revised estimates showed that per capita
able income rose 0.4 percent in 1987, 3.9 percent in 1988, and 1.4 percent in 1989,

First-Half Inflation Mixed

Inflation pressures have continued in 1990. In 1989, the Consumer Price Index
and the Producer Price Index increased 4.9 percent. Inflation rose in the first qua
due to the January rise in oil and foed prices, but dropped in the second quarte

prices declined. During the first half of 1990, consumer price inflation was af ana
6.1 percent, and producer price inflation was a lower 3.7 percent.

Much of the movement in the price indexes originated in the volatile food and energy to
nents. Producer energy prices rose 13.7 percent in January, but steadily declin
ruary and July. An 8-percent increase in consumer food prices between Augus! 1
ary 1990 tapered to 3.4 percent between February and July.

The rate of change in producer prices excluding food and energy components—32
rate of inflation—rose at an annual rate of 3.4 percent during the first 7 months of
tween April and July, the annual rate was only 2.9 percent. Inflation measured by I
Price Index, less food and energy, was at an annual rate of 4.5 percent for the se
1989 and 6.1 percent for the first half of 1990. Higher prices for services—particué
medical care, and apparel—contributed greatly. Because service inflation f
same in the tirst half of 1990 as for all of 1989, a substantial decrease in service!
be necessary for a significant drop in overall consumer price inflation 10 occur.

Higher Oil Prices Complicate Inflation Fight

The greatest obstacle to aconomic growth is the recent oil price hike. The price @
cant factor in economic yrowth. The world oil price was about $27 per parrel in .
dropped to an avarage $14.50 in 1988. This decline, combined with other lorgirm
nomic activity between 1986 and 1988. Prices in 1989 climbed past $17 Per™
winter weather boosted prices again in early 1990.
ne. The
ub
S5,

Oil prices started falling in February, dropping to $14.30 per barrel in Ju 4
helped easa inflation pressures on a weakening economy. Oil prices have | 01
fanning inflation and increasing the costs of production. Several months will p?
fore the price increases hit all sectors of the economy.



National Economic Conditions

u.s. Dollar Value Falls

stic economic growth and rising inflation have been factors leading to a weaker dol-
he value of the dollar appreciated 6.1 percent in 1989, as measured by the Federal Re-

o T’e 10-country, trade-weighted index, but fell 4.1 percent between the fourth quarter of

el ”:,:me first quarter of 1990. The doliar has continued to slide in 1990, and by-August was

:nisrg tahan 10 percent below the annual value for 1989.

|mpncatlons for Rural-Urban Unemployment

The overall economic outlook for slow growth points to higher national unemployment rates, im- |

lying the likelinood of higher rural unemployment. Preliminary research, however, suggests
as may benefit more from dollar depreciation and the resulting export growth than
urban areas. The expected dollar depreciation should help limit the increase in the rural unem-
ployment raie if the general economy slows further, counteracting the usual tendency for rural
unemployment to rise more rapidly in a downturn.

Slow dome

that rural are

Higher oil prices will not uniformly affect rural areas. Unemployment in farming-dependent areas
may not increase significantly by year's end despite higher oil prices. Manufacturing-dependent
rural areas may face higher unemployment because of sharply higher production ~osts. Recent
increases in mining employment and higher oil prices should help mining-dependent areas that
have suffered high unemployment rates. [This analysis reflects data available as of Sept. 24,
1990. For further information, contact Karen Hamrick or Elizabeth Mack, 202/219-0782.)

GNP estimates lowered
Growth in U.S. economy not as robust as previously predicted

Quarterly percentage change, at annual rate

i
- |
o 8 i
b
; ; Previous estimate
b | Revised growth
3k q [
2= r
1 2]
1= y o
3 F : i . ; 3 -
1st 2nd 3rd 4 1st 2nd

1989 — L—1990 —

g 1988

Producer Price Index reacts to energy prices
Recent energy price rise threatens higher inflation

Percentage change
16 ~

12

Producer Price Index

Producer Price Index (energy only)\

(lotal finished goods)

1/89 4/89 7/89 10/89 1/90 4/90 7/90
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Employment

Rural Employment Growth at Negy
. Standstill

ural employment growth declined to near zero during the second quarter of
from 3.92 percent between the second quarters of 1988 and 1989 10 0.06 1

Second-quarter 1990 1989 and 1990, according to the Current Population Survey (CPSY: For the thirg,
oyment growth declined. Urban employment growth Slowadfm

rural employment quarter, rural empl

growth fell to near zero, ly.dropping from 1.81 percent between the second quarters of 1988-8910 1,12

as a stalling national 1989-90.

economy hurt rural The near standstill in rural job growth between the second quarters of 1989 and 19an
areas. Rural employ- that rural areas ara being hit harder than urban areas as the overall economy S 4

ment growth among
youths and older Both rural and urban employ.ment gr.o.wth rates were at their lowest second-quarte
workers fell compa red the 1_980-82 recession dgsplte the hiring of more than 300,000 temporary Cens

. o cording to CPS data. This slowdown in employment growth alcd reverses the recy
with the same per’Od n rural growth excesding urban growth. e

1989. However, rural

Jabor force participation Preliminary Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) county-lavel estimates, while not as

remained at a near- show a similar downturn with rural job growth slowing to 0.99 percent betwaen the
quarters of 1989 and 1990. Urban employment growth dropped to 0.83 percent fort

record high. sariod.

Rural Labor Force Participation Remains High

rter of 1990, 63.2 percent of tha rural civilian population ag

During the second qua
ear earlier. CPS data indicate thatr

was in the labor force, about the same asay

participation has stayed high partly because 0
youths aged 16-24 entering the civilian labor force declined 4.5 percent in the

maijor contributor 10 the slowdown. Urban labor force participation remained unchal
percent in the second quarters of 1989 and 1990.

Employment Drops Most Among Youth and Older Workers

declined most among youth aged 16-24 an
acond quarter of 1990. E:nploymen

od 35-54, it increased 3.5 percent-_f_rj
period last year. Urban employment growth among these same groups has been
ever. Urban employment among youth dropped 3.6 percent between the second

1989 and 1990. Urban amployment among women rose 1.8 percent; ai:ong thB'_'
group, 3.4 percent; and among older workers, 1.4 percent. [For further informalio

Tim Parker, 202/2 19-0540.]

Rural employment
aged 55 and older (down 3.9 percent) inthe s
womaen remained stable, while for workers ag

Nonmetro job growth near zero
rter Of

Nonmetro employment growth dropped rapidly in the second qud

item 1986-87 1987-88 1988-89

3 10 HE
Percentage change from previous 5800

Current Population Survey:
Nonmetro 1.30 2.31 3.92
Metro 3.06 2.17 1.81
United States 2.68 2.20 2.26

Bureau of Labor Statistics:
Nonmaetro 1.46 2.46 2.26
Metro 2.79 2.21 2.21
2.51 2.26 2.22

United States
unty data.

Source: Current Population Survey and Bureau of Labor Statistics €O



Employment

urban job trends often move in opposite directions

Rural, _
quarter growth rates were lowest since 1980-82 recession,

ond-
asse‘:J.S., economy slowed

percent change from same quarter in previous year
e

Nonmetro

i | 1 1 1 | 1 | 1 | | 1 L |
1st 2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 1st 2nd
1987 —J L 1988 J L 1989 ——— L1990 -

Source: Current Population Survey.

Rural employment effects vary by worker group
Youths and older workers lost most between second quarters of 1989 and 1990

16-24 years
25-34 years
35-54 years

55 years or older
Men

Women

| | I !
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4
Percentage change, second quarter 1989-90

Source: Current Population Survey.
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Unemployment ,
: Rural Unemployment Shows No
~ Change In Second Quarter of 1990
Rural unamployment remained unchanged between the second quarters of 1989 apgq 1
according to Current Population Survey (CPS) data. The rural unemployment ratg f l
Rural unemployment periods was 5.6 percent, and 1.5 million rural residents were looking for work in the secq
rates held steady be- ter of this year. Because these quarterly data are not adjusted for seasonal variation, cond

sons are made with the same quarter a year earlier. Urban unemployment was 5.1 Percan,
1

tween the second quar- i
also unchanged from a year earlier.

ters of 1989 and 1990,
after ;everal ye'ars of Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) data also report stable rural unemployment rates, although g
consistent decline. shows a consistently higher rural rate and a greater rural-urban gap than CPS. Preliminaw

data show the average rural unemployment rate in second quarter 1990 was 6.2 percent ¢q
pared with 6.3 percent for a year earfier. Urban unemployment, according to BLS, stood ai- i

percent.

About the same number
of rural residents were
looking for work in mid-
1990 as a year before. Since 1986, rural unemployment has consistently declined and has now stabilized at the loygy
rate in 10 years. This stability may mean that rural unemployment rates are leveling off ag
areas recover from the 1980-82 racession, but it more likely reflects the slowing national ecgp,
omy seen since late 1988. '

Rural-Urban Differances Continue

Because both urban and rural unemployment rates are holding steady, rural areas on averaga
still have more joblessness than urban areas. However, overall unemployment rates, 0.5 par.

centage point higher in rural than in urban areas in the second quarter of 1990, mask conside-
able variation within both areas. Central cities, with about 29 percent of the urban Iaborforcg;
had a 6.4-percent unemployment rate, considerably higher than the rural average. 3

Rural farm areas, with about 7 percent of the rural labor force, had an average unemployment
rate of 1.9 percent. However, unemployment may be underestimated in rural farm areas be-
cause of the large proportions of self-employed agricultural workers. Self-employed individ

are counted as employed even if they work at their enterprise very:little or have lost a primary,

nonfarm job.

Minoritles and Youth Have Highest Unemployment

Unemployment rates were stable for the major racial/ethnic, gender, and age groups betwesn
the second quarters of 1989 and 1990. While unemployment did not worsen for youth and mi-
norities—groups generally hit hardest during past economic slowdowns—these workers conli F:
ued to face relatively high levels of unemployment. In the second quarter of 1990, 15.8 percent:
of teenagers, 11.3 percent of blacks, and 10.9 percent of Hispanics were looking for work. Ut
employment rates for the groups were high in metro areas as well.

These official unemployment rates tend to underestimate unemployment, especially in rural =
areas, because they do not consider discouraged workers or the underemployed. The rurd &%
justed unemployment rate, including discouraged workers who have given up their search for
work and half of those who work part-time but want to work full-time, was 8.9 percent in rurdt:
areas and 7.4 percent in urban areas in the second quarter of 1990. For rural minorities an® -
youths, the adjusted unemployment rates are aven higher with over 16 percent of rural blacks:
and Hispanics and 21 percent of teenagers unemployed.

How the aconomy will change in the near future is unclear, but many of the Nation’s loading @
~omic indicators have worsened recently. Higher oil prices resulting from the developments "
the Middle East are expected to coniribute 10 slower growth in the United States. Durind past
economic recessions, the rural economy deteriorated further and recovered more slowly tha" o
the urban economy. A more favorable exchange rate now compared with that of earlier P&~
may help lessen the rural impacts of a national aconomic downturn. However, it is likely th? ]
cural areas will see higher unemployment rates and a worsening employment picture if the 122
tional economy falters in the near future. [For further information, contact Leslie A. Whitene’s

202/219-0540.]

o gmt o d Trande  Fall 1960



Unemployment

Rural unemployment stable

Second-quarter rural unemployment held at the same rate as a year eatlier,
the second consecutive quarter to match the previous year’s rate

Percentage unemployed

20~
Metro adjusted!
154 Nonmetro adjusted’
10
.é/ /A\..--a/\-. N\ '

- i — -...__,-‘\:._/ e ~

N2 ; SemIxZSssds
5= Official m~tro -

Official nonmetro

0II|IIIlli|l|[l!lll|1[ll|f1|||l|||Ililllll]Ill
1979 81 83 85 87 89 90

fIncludes discouraged workers and hall of the workers employed part-time for eco omic reasons.
Source: Current Population Survey.

Nonmetro unemployment remains higher than metro
Unemployment rates for blacks, Hispanics, and youth remain high in both areas

Nonmetro Metro
ltem 2nd quarter 1990 2nd quarter 1990
Thousands
Civilian labor force 26,417 98,504
Unemployed 1,483 5,024
Percent
Unemployment rate: y
All civilian workers 5.6 = 5.1
’ Adult men 47 45
Adult women 50 - ' 4.3
Teenagers 15.8 15.7
Whites 5.0 4.4
Blacks . 11.3 10.5
Black teenagers 329 31.2
Hispanics : 10.9 7.3
Adjusted unemployment rate' 8.9 7.4

! Unemployment rate adjusted to include discouraged workers and half of the workers employed
part-time for economic reasons.
Source: Bureau of the Census, Current Population Survey.
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Appendix: Data Sources and Definitions

Data Sources

Definitions

Assessing the changing conditions and trends in rural America is complicated by the negqg to

a variety of data sources for monitoring demographic and economic patterns. Becausg diffarg Sg
sources of data are intended for different purposes and employ different definitions and C°||ecn .
tion methods, they sometimes produce contradictory statistics and may lead to different inter, 3
tations. Describing rural conditions, therefore, necessitates piecing together general trenqg from.
many sources of information, not all of which are usec each issue. om
Macroeconomic conditlons: The economic indicators used to monitor macroeconomic
changes in the U.S. economy are derived from Federal sources. Measures of inflation, inclugiy
the Consumer and Producer Price Indexes, and employment and unemployment data arg dovel
oped by the U.S. Department of Labor’s Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS). National incomq ang.
product account information on capital investment, gross national product, and net expots s Pl
duced by the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA), U.S. Department of Commerce. In!ormanonh"i
relating to monetary policy, including changes in interest rates and foreign exchange rates, ang
data on industrial production are furnished by the Federal Reserve Board of Governors,

Employment and earnings: Data on nonmetro employment, unemployment, and earnings
come from three sources. The monthly Current Por-ulation Survey (CPS), conducted by the By;.
reau of the Census for the U.S. Department of Labor, provides detailed information on the |abg;
force, employment, unemployment, and demographic characteristics of the metro and nonmetyg
population. CPS derives estimates based on a national sample of about 58,000 households tha(
are representative of the U.S. civilian noninstitutional population 16 years of age and over. Labqy,
force information is based on respondents’ activity during 1 week each month.

BLS county-level employment data are taken from unemployment insurance claims and State
surveys of establishment payrolls which are then benchmarked to State totals from the CPS,
Thus, at the national and State levels, annual average BLS and CPS estimates are the same,
The BLS data series provides monthly estimates of labor force, employment, and unemploymen
for individual counties.

BEA employment data, unlike the household data collected by the CPS and BLS, provide eslab-
lishment data on the number of jobs rather than the number of workers. BEA data provide de-
tailed information on the number and type of jobs, earnings by industry, and sources and
amounts of income at the county level.

Each of these data sets has its advantages and disadvantages. CPS furnishes detailed employ-
ment, unemployment, and demographic data for metro and nonmetro portions of the Nation.
BEA provides estimates of the number of jobs and earnings by industry for individual county
areas. BLS provides less detailed employment data than th& other two series, but offers very
current and timely employment and unemployment information at the county level. While these
data sources are likely to provide different estimates of employment conditions at any point in
time, they generally indicate similar trends.

Throughout Rural Conditions and Trends, we use "rural” and "nonmetro” interchangeably.
The same holds for "urban” and "metro.” However, in tables 've use "nonmetro™ and "metro," the
original and more accurate terms used in the data sources.

Adjusted unempioyment rate: The number of unemployed people, discouraged workers who
have given up looking for wark, and half of the workers who work part-time but want full-time
work as a percentage of the civilian labor force plus discouraged workers.

Consumer Price Index (CPI): A measure of the average price level of a basket of consumer
goods and services at the retail level for a specific period compared against a benchmark period.

County type classification: A recently updated USDA classification of nonmetra counties by
principal economic activity or demographic base, such as farming-, manufacturing-, or mining-dé:
pendent, persistent poverty, or retirement destination, among others. The classification is used
to depict the social and economic structure of rural America.

10 Rural Conditions and Trends, Fall 1990
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Appendix: Deflnitions

Farming-dependent counties include counties where farming accounted for a weighted annual
average of 20 percent or more of total labor and proprietor income (TLPI) in 1981, 1982, 1984,
1985, and 1986. Manufacturing-dependent counties included those where manufacturing con-
tributed 30 percent or more of TLPIin 1986. Mining-dependent counties included those where
mining contributed 20 percent or more to TLP!in 1986. Retirement counties included those
counties where the net inmigration rates of people age 60 and over were 15 percent or more of
the expected 1980 population aged 60 and over for the period 1970-80.

For further information, see Thomas F. Hady and Peqggy J. Ross, An Update: The Diverse So-
cial and Economic Structure of Nonmetropolitan America, AGES 9036, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Economic Research Service, June 1990. ’

Forelgn exchange rate: The rate at which one currency is traded for another. The Federal Re-
serve publishes a measure of the overall U.S foreign exchange rate based on the rates of the 10

major U.S. trading partners.

Gross national product (GNP): The dollar amount of final goods and services produced by the
United States. GNP is the sum of consumer spending, Federal Government purchases of
goods and services, business investment, and exports less the amount of imports. This statistic
is reported quarterly but is revised in each of the 2 months following the initial release. Nominal
GNP measures final goods and services at current prices. Real GNP measures final goods and
services at 1982 prices to adjust for inflation. ’

Inflatlon rate: The percentage change in a measure of the average price level. Changes are re-
ported on a monthly basis and are stated as annual rates for longer term comparisons. The two
major measures of the average price level are the Consumer and Producer Price Indexes.

Labor force participation rate: The civilian labor force as a percentage of the civilian noninsti-
tutional population age 16 and older.

Metro areas: Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSA’s), as defined by the Office of Management
and Budget, include core counties containing a city of 50,000 or more people or containing sev-
aral smaller cities totaling 50,000 or more people and a total area population of at least 100,000.
Additional contiguous counties are included in the MSA if they are economically and socially inte-
grated with the core county. Metro areas are divided into central cities and areas outside central
cities (suburbs). Throughout this publication, urban and metro have been used interchange-
ably to refer to people or places within MSA's. o

Nonmetro areas: Counties outside of metro area boundaries. _Throughouf.this publication, '
rural and nonmetro are used interchangeably to refer to people and places outside of MSA's.

Producer Price Index: A measure of the average price received by producers of finished
goods at the wholesale level during a specific period compared against a benchmark period.

Unemployment rate: The number of unemployed people 16 years and older as a percentage
of the civilian labor force 16 years and older.

Rural Conditions and Trends, Fall 1990 11




Appendix Tables

Appendix table i—Nonmetro employment: Quarterly and annual averages

: Labor force Unemployment Ad]USlad?
Year/quaner: Labor force participation Employment Unemployment rate u”e’nplcrym'-.
__ rag'
Thousands Percent ———Thousands———— —-——Percent-.____*;
1990;
2nd 26,417 63.2 24,934 1,483 5.6 8.9
1st 25,893 62.2 24,196 1,697 6.6 10.0
1989:
4th 26,168 62.8 24778 1,390 5.3 7.8
3rd 26,783 64.1 © 25,323 1,459 54 8.7
2nd 26,389 63.5 24,919 1,470 5.6 8.9
1st 25,441 62.2 23,807 1,634 6.4 10.2
1988:
4th 25,510 62.8 24,042 1,469 5.8 9.4
3rd 25,793 63.2 24,294 1,499 5.8 9.6
2nd 25,513 62.4 23,978 1,535 6.0 9.8
1st 24,819 61.2 22,996 1,823 7.3 11.6
1987:
4th 25,087 62.3 23,449 1,638 6.5 10.6
3rd 25,277 62.9 23,634 1,643 6.5 10.5
2nd 25,186 62.2 23,437 1,749 6.9 10.9
1st 24,856 61.0 22,688 2,167 8.7 13.1
1989 26,209 63.2 24,718 1,491 5.7 9.1
1988 25,409 62.4 23,827 1,582 6.2 10.1
1987 25,101 62.1 23,302 1,799 .2 11.3
1986 25171 61.9 23,091 2,080 B3 12.8
1985 24,781 61.2 22,700 2,081 © 8.4 13.0
1984 34,725 62.1 31,930 2,796 8.1 12.2
1983 34,156 61.8 30,696 3,460 10.1 14.9
1982 33,740 61.7 30,335 3,405 10.1 14.9
1981 33,092 61.9 30,488 2,603 7.9 1.5
1980 32,512 61.7 30,150 2,362 7.3 10.7
1979 31,716 61.5 29,916 1,800 5.7 8.5

Note: Beginning in 1985, estimation procedures for the Current Population Survey are based on the 1980 Census. Their change accounts for
the large drop in the labor force between 1984 and 1985.
Unemployment rate adjusted to include discouraged workers and half of the workers employed part-time for economic reasons.
Source: Bureau of the Census, Current Population Survey.
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Appendix Tables

e 2—Metro employment: Quarterly and annual averages

\dix tab!

Adjusted
: B o icres Employment Unemployment Unemployment unemployment

Steg Jquarter Labor force participation ploy Pioy rate the)‘(
ol:m.. ] .
s N Thousands Percent Thousands Percent

98,504 67.4 93,480 - 5,024 5.1 7.4
9 97,615 67.0 92,283 5,332 5.5 7.8
.0

98,191 67.5 93,242 4,949 5.0 7.3
6 98,373 67.9 93,366 5,007 5.1 75
7 © 97,391 67.4 92,449 4,942 5.1 7.5
.9 96,633 66.7 91,411 5,223 54 7.9
.2

96,886 67.0 92,139 4,748 49 7.4
4 97,249 67.5 92,132 5117 53 8.0
8 95,843 66.8 90,801 5,042 5.3 7.8
8 95,061 66.3 89,492 5,569 5.9 8.6
6

95,433 66.6 90,347 5,086 53 7.9
6 95,924 67.2 90,434 5,490 5.7 8.6
5 94,546 66.6 88,869 5,677 6.0 8.7
9 93,152 65.9 86,904 6,249 6.7 9.6
1

97,660 67.4 92,624 5,036 5.2 7.5
1 96,260 66.9 91,141 5,119 53 ! 7.9
1 94,764 66.6 89,138 5,625 5.9 8.7
3 92,665 66.2 86,508 6,157 6.6 - 9.5
8 90,684 65.9 84,453 6,231 6.9 i 9.9
0 .

78,819 65.4 73,076 5,743 - 73 10.4
2 77,394 65.1 70,137 7,257 9.4 13.1
9 76,465 65.1 69,192 7,273 9.5 13.1
9 73,301 64.9 67,825 5,476 7.5 10.3
5 72,207 64.8 67,120 5,087 7.0 9.5
7

71,192 64.7 67,029 4,163 5.8 8.0
5 :

! : Beginning in 1985, estimation procedures for the Current Population Survey are based on the 1980 Census.

unts for ployment rate adjusted to include discouraged workers and half of the workers employed part-time for economic reasons.

ree: Bureau of the Census, Current Population Survey.
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