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HIGHLIGHTS TOTAL EMPLOYMENT 
In 1951:• There were nearly 5 million private, non-agricultural jobs in theregion (p. 4).

• Most employment was concentrated near the port (p. 1). 
Between 1942-1951:• Employment in the region increased 700,000 or 16 percent (p.4). 

• New York City had huge job increases, 450,000 or 17 percent (p.4).
• Excluding war-supporting industries, jobs increased at a morerapid rate in the environs; but agreater volume of jobs was addedin the central city (p. 4). 
• Bergen and Nassau Counties hadboth tremendous volumes andrates of growth (p. 9).
• Hudson and Passaic declined (p.9). 

(Contimted on Page 2) 

Despite changes underway, the economic pattern of the metropolitan region remains highly centralized. New York City is clearly the economic hub, having 64% of all jobs 
► in business and manufacturing. 7% of the region's jobs are in Essex County, 5 % in Hud-son, 4 % in Fairfield and 3 % in Nassau. Each of the remaining 13 counties has less than 3 % of the regional total. 
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For many years the New Jersey-New York-Connecticut Metropolitan Region 

has been experiencing an increasing suburban growth of business and industry. 
This growth, often characterized by the word "decentralization," is interpreted in 

various and sometimes conflicting ways. To some people it means that the central 
city as well as the older outlying industrial cities are losing economic activity to 
the relatively undeveloped urban fringe. 

Other persons, denying that there is real decentralization, believe the central 
areas have simply reached a stage of maturity in which their volume of business

activity will be maintained at a relatively stable level while future growth will take 
place immediately adjacent. 

Still ochers affirm the growth of both inner and outer areas, but interpret de
centralization as the relatively faster development of the more open outlying 
districts. Which of these ideas is soundest remains to be determined. 

Former studies conducted by the Regional Plan Association noted declines in 
some industries and increases in others. Whether in sum these changes meant net 
losses or gains for the different areas of the region was not determined because of 
the lack of comprehensive data. 

Accordingly, the present study is addressed in part to this aspect of the problem. 
Besides measuring changes that have occurred, the data developed in this study for 
the first time enable a general inventory of the current d:scribution patterns of most 
kinds of business activity in the region. 














































































































































