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Maior Findings Summarized 

The number of manufacturing jobs the New York Region can supply 
in the postwar period depends, first, on the national level of factory 
employment and income and, second, on New York's ability to com­
pete on a favorable cost basis with other cities and regions. 

... ... ... . 

The comparative trend in factory employment in different regions 
before the war, or from 1929 to 1939, is one of the most significant 
indicators of New York's industrial strength. 

... ... ...

Measured against its leading competitors, the New York Region 
made a relatively better showing in the trend of factory wage-earner 
employment from r929 to 1939 than Chicago, Philadelphia, Boston, 
Pittsburgh, Cleveland, St. Louis and 1 8 other large industrial areas, and 
was surpassed only by Los Angeles, Baltimore and Detroit, and by a 
slight margin by four smaller industrial areas. 

... ... ... 

New York City had a lower rate of gain in factory employment than 
the New York area and many other industrial areas, but this is due to the 
fact that nearly all central cities have declined relatively to industrial 
areas on their peripheries. If central cities alone be compared, the de­
cline in factory wage-earner employment in New York City from 1929 
to 1939 was less than in any other large central city except Los Angeles. 

... ... ... 

A comparison of leading industrial areas only, however, omits some 
of the regions in the United States where the greatest gains in factory 
employment occurred from 1929 to 1939; namely, the states of North 
and South Carolina, Virginia and Georgia, where factories are scattered 
through rural areas. 

A comparison of the trend of factory employment with wages shows 
that some of the greatest gains in jobs from 19 2 9 to 19 3 9 were made 
in states where average factory wages were lowest. New York State 
ranked 31st and New Jersey 17th among the states in relative increase 
in factory employment, while both ranked 12th from the top among 
the states ranked from highest to lowest average industrial wages in 
1939· 

The purchasing power of New York State is not increasing as rapidly 
as that of the Southeast and the Pacific Coast, its share of the national 
income declining from 17.53 per cent in 1929 to 12.57 per cent in 1943. 

... ... ... 

To ascertain in what respects the New York Region is in a superior 
or inferior competitive position with respect to other regions, it is 
necessary to make comparison of trends of employment in specific 
industries in the New York Region with those in other areas. Accord­
ingly, in the last section of this report comparative trends are presented 
for many detailed industries. 
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