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among the States having the largest number of defense workers as of
June 1966. Missouri and Connecticut experienced large employ-
ment increases in both EIS-surveyed and nonsurveyed plants, while
Illinois’ inerease was predominantly in imputed employment to
nonsurveyed plants.

Excluded from these nine States are the large defense-producing
States of New York, Ohio, and Massachusetts.

TaBLE 12.—Changes in defense generated employment by State, June 19656-June 1966

[In thousands]
Net changes in employment, June 1965-June 1966
Defense generated
employment !
Defense civilian employment Total
State defense-
Military |generated
EISand | DOD Total, [personneli and
June June all other | installa- | col. (3)+ | assigned | military,
1965 1966 plants tions col. (4) col. (8)+
col. (6)
1) 2) 3) (€3] ) ©) @
Alabama__ . ... ... ... 47.2 48.1 1.0 —0.1 0.9 8.1 9.
Alaska._ 8.8 8.8 -.3 .3 0 -1.7 -1
Arizona._ .. 149 19.3 3.6 .8 4.4 -5 3.
Arkansas__. 5.4 8.1 2.2 .5 2.7 -7 2.
California 2_ 340.1 405.0 36.4 19.5 55.9 33.7 89.
Colorado._._... 24.2 25.6 .2 1.2 1.4 5.1 6.
66.3 78.9 12.1 .5 12.6 .5 13.
2.1 3.0 .8 .1 .9 .1 .
33.2 32.8 -7 .2 ~.5 5.7 5.
68.2 78.3 2.6 2.5 5.1 .8 4.
58.3 69.2 4.6 6.3 10.9 15.4 26.
20.8 22.8 .2 1.8 2.0 1.5 -9,
.6 .9 .2 .1 .3 —-1.4 -1,
47.9 60.4 11.1 1.4 12.5 12.9 25.
345 43.6 6.7 2.4 9.1 1.3 10.
7.3 9.9 2.4 .2 2.6 .2 2.
..... 19.2 25.6| * 5.6 .8 6.4 5.0 11,
..... 13.2 16.7 .3 3.2 3.5 3.0 6.
..... 10.5 4.6 2.9 1.2 4.1 5.8 9.
..... 5.6 7.2 15 .1 1.6 —~1.4 .
..... 69.3 85.3 1.5 4.5 16.0 8.2 24,
....... 8.7 85.2 6.4 .1 6.5 -2.3 4.
....... 29.7 36.0 5.2 1.1 6.3 -1.6 4.
....... 16.2 21.5 5.1 .2 5.3 -1 5.
_______ 23.2 23.9 -5 1.2 W7 6.7 7.
_____ 53.6 69.8 12,7 3.5 16.2 10.3 26.
_____ 1.5 1.7 0 .2 .2 -1 .
..... 5.1 6.5 1.7 -3 1.4 —4.0 -2,
....... 3.0 3.3 .2 .1 .3 -13 -1
New Hampshire_....._......_ 12,1 13.5 L1 .3 14 —2.5 —1.
New Jersey 2 oo ooocmemiainen 67.5 80.3 9.6 3.2 12.8 11.9 24,
New Mexico_ . ooooooooooo o _ 15.3 151 -1.0 .8 -2 -2.9 -3.
New York._ ... 130.2 138.0 17.0 —9.2 7.8 —-1.9 5.
North Carolina. . ..___.._.___.__ 25.9 29.1 2.1 1.1 3.2 5.9 9.
R 4.2 1.7 -2 1.5 -1 1.
80.1 88.7 7.6 1.0 8.6 L1 9.
3L2 38.6 1.6 58 7.4 3.9 11
5.5 6.6 1.0 .1 1.1 —1.4 —.
108.0 129.8 16.8 5.0 21.8 -7 21,
Rhode Istand. . ______________. 13.5 13.8 -2 .5 .3 2.9 3.
South Carolina. . .cocoooooooo 18.7 232.2 2.1 2.4 4.5 10.0 14.
South Dakota._............._. 2.1 1.9 -2 0 -2 -4 -
23.1 29.9 6.3 .5 6.8 3.5 10.
116.7 139. 6 13.0 9.9 22.9 41.8 4.
23.8 35.7 -.8 7.7 6.9 -1 6.
2,0 2.6 .6 0 .6 0 .
112,8 125.5 3.6 9.1 12,7 10.3 23
45.9 51.5 3.4 2.2 5.6 1.9 7.
6.0 6.4 .4 0 .4 0 .
1.6 14.6 2.8 .2 3.0 —.8 2.
1.1 1.3 .2 0 2 —.6 -
54.8 90.4 35.6 0 35.6 14.6 50.
2,033.4 | 2,387.3 259.9 94.0 353.9 190.8 544,
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! Defense-generated employment in 387 EIS plants,.all other prime contractor plants, and civil service
employment at DOD instaliations. . . .
29 States with largest absolute increases, accounting for 52 percent of the 353,900 increase in col. 5.



