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a. Seasonally adjusted. 
b. December data not included. 
c. Finance, insurance, and real estate. 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. 
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I,al~or n~:irkets \Yere solicl 1x1~ not 
spect:~c~il;lr in 1995. as the nxtion 
postecl a ye:lrlong eml>loyment gain 
of 1.5 million jotxi. Although De- 
ceml~cr cl;~ta ;ire not incluclecl in thc 
tally, this figlire 11~11s 1:lst ).ear's net 
job cre:ltio11 at roiighly 11:llf the 1994 
tot:11 (5.5  nill lion). 

E~nl>loynlent tooli a turn for the 
worse in the goocls-proclucii~g sector, 
sheelcling 102.000 ~vorliers com11:u-eel 
to p i n  of 696.000 in 1994. Onc sig- 
nificant lactor in this loss n x s  the 

hlc:~li employment situation in man- 
~ik~ct~i r ing,  where a number of in- 
cl~istries, notably tra~lspor~ation 
ecluipn~ent and fabricated metals, es- 
pcricncccl consistent cutbacks. 

h4ost se~~ice-producing categories 
aclclccl fewer worlcers in 1995 than in 
1994. One exception was the conl- 
p ~ i t u  : ~ n d  data processing inelustry, 
u.hic11 170sted a 10% employnlcllt 
gain over the course of the year. 
'l'ilis translatecl into 98,000 new jolx 
:iclclccl to the economy. 

?'hc ~nonthly unemploytnent fig- 
ures fliict~i:lted cluite a hit during 
1995. hut the average for the year 
(5.6"/o) c:une in kir I ~ e l o ~ v  the 1994 
rate of 0.1%). At the regional le\.el. 
the c~nployment nelvs IVZIS mixeel. 
Mountain states like Nevacl;~, I;tah. 
:~nd Kc\\. Mexico exhihitecl strong 
gro\vtli. while inclustrial hubs (in- 
cliiding Ohio) finishecl in the miclclle 
of the p;lc1;. In adelition. a rising 
niiml~cr o f  st:ltes postecl net employ- 
ment cleclincs comparecl to 1994. 
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