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B Economists and the business community have perpetuated a series of myths about the
reasons for manufacturing job loss: It is caused by productivity; trade only plays a small
role; and manufacturing doesn’t matter as much anymore. The state job loss studies by
the Industrial Union Council reveal a different story. Manufacturing remains one of the
three top industries in most states and is a major component of a state’s gross product.

B Manufacturing job loss in the states studied show the vast majority of jobs that received
WARN layoff notices were directly trade related. It is trade not productivity that plays the
predominant role in manufacturing job loss.

B The wages for new jobs are far below the wages of the jobs that have been lost.

B For more information on state and local strategies, see the State Action Toolkit at

www.aflcio.org/manufacturing.
Industrial
UNFZN

COUNCIL+AFL-CIO
www.aflcio.org/manufacturing



