The Boom Breaks Records, but So Does Inequality:
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Job Growth



Unemployment and Underemployment
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Inequality and Wages
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Table 1
Number of Nonfarm Jobs (in thousands) by Place of Work: 199; -99
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Table 2
Civilian Labor Force, Employment & Unemployment:
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Table 3

Unemployment, Employment & Underemployment Rates, by Sex, Age, and Race/Ethnicity:
New York City, Nassau-Suffolk, and Other Large U.S. Cities and Suburbs, 19991V
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