Lsts declined by 326,000 :
{from 2005 to 2006, to 12"

ercent of the U.S. labor :
!}f?orce, the Bureau of Labor |
'Statistics said. But there
Iwere big jumps of 52,000
in Arizona and 26,000 in

in Minnesota, and ‘in-
{creases in 17 states in-
|cluding the “red states”
of Montana and both Caro-
linas.

BLS reported the natlon
had 15.359 million unron
'members last year, down | j
from 15.685 millionin 2005. |
Unions represented ‘an- -
'other 1.5" millien people
'who were not members; in
2006 Many of them pay
'“agency fees,” but some .
\do not. Unionization

among public sector work-
‘ ers, at 36.2 percent, was ,
five times that of private
workers, 7. 4percent

“The most -importdnt |
‘ thing the numbers show
 ishow critical it is to pass
the Employee Free Choice
Act,” to level the playing
| field between workers and
’ management, AFL-CIO
Organizing Director °
- Stewart Acuff told Press
" Associates Union News
‘Service in a telephone in-

“ terview. EFCA would “re-

store the freedom to form -
unions without interfer-
enc‘e(i ‘retaliation and in- |
" timidation” by employers, !
~he added. yempioy |
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The number of union- ,

Washington, a small rise |

i ,
|

Data from an AFL-CIO-
commissioned poll show |
53 percent of non-union
non-supervisory workers :
would join unions if they .
could ‘without™ employer .
interference. “Sixty mil--
lion would vote for unions -
and-15-1/2 million are in
unions. That gap'between
the numbers is due” to em-
ployer interference and in-
timidation, Acuff added.

BLS surveyed 60,000 ‘|
' households,

including -

15,000 for wage data, .

meaning there could be
-errors when compared to |

! rteality, it said. Butitsaid
! the chances of identical
| results if the whole coun-:

try was polled—instead of

- the larger survey—are far
over 90 percent.

But BLS also warned

ﬂ that 2005 and 2006 umon

l ing them cut Dec: 2005

membership data “are not
strictly comparable” due :

to “revised population -

controls” in its survey.
called the effect of the new 1
controls “unknown,” but !
noted that, for example,
those controls were 1nst1-
_tuted in Jan. 2006 and us-

s employment by 123,000

i people. ~ .
- The -most- densely
unionized field was local’

Fire Fighters and other.
. protective services,’ plus
teachers——at 41.9 percent.
More thanone-fifth(23.2
percent) of transportatlon
and utility workers were
unionists last year as were.
17.6 percent -of construc-
tion -
‘and extractlon workers

~and . 20.7 percent of
b telecomworkers

government——especrally |

b g Jumps in Arrz??’?‘"‘ _"-ashmgton

“*R‘e‘fle'etlng part of y———rt—— —
;, CWA’srecent card-check

' organizing successes, the '

\ in2006. The median for all

-number of unionized
telecom workers rose by :
11,000 in.one’ year, to"
245,000, though the per-
centage declined. Facto-
ries had 1.827 m11110n
union’ workers, or 11.7
percent. W
That’s down™ almost-
200,000 workers and 1.3
percent in one year. . -
In almost every occupa-
tion and demographic,
unionists increased their:
_advantage. in earnlngs'.
over their non-union col- |
| leagues, BLS said. The[
median weekly earning
figure for unionists na-f.
tionwide—that point a
which. half are above.an

in 2006, up by $32(3.85%
-in one year. The media
‘for non-union worker
roseby $20 (3:1%),t0 $642

workers also rose by $20,

to $671. '
Unionists had an edge

median earnings in facto- !

.~ ‘ries (unionists $755, non- .

. unionists $692), construc- .
tion (unionists $969, non- :
" unionists $610) and . al-
most everywhere else in
2006. Retail trade was the !
sole occupation where the
median for unionists slid
($7) while the median for -

“That still left the edge at |
$65 a week ($583 -$518) | '

. ‘over non-union retail |

workers whoinclude Wal-
Mart’s workers. © -

. And while there is still
an earnings gap between
men and women, it is not
only smaller for unionists :
than -non-unionists, but:
it’s-shrinking for union--
ists. BLS said the median -
for all working men was .
$743 last year, up by $21.°

' Forall working women, it

was $600, up by $15. That ;

meant themedian wage for
a working woman last year

~was 80.7 percent of that of?}

a workmg man, down from

L T » e

j (842 000 down 38,000),

But the story was dif- |
ferent forunionized work-
ers. Unionized working
men-had median- weekly
earnings of $887 last year,
up $30'in one year, while :
unionized working women
had median weekly earn-,
ingsof $758, up $32. The
~median for union wome
—-in 2006 was 85. 4percentv

. of the median for men, up

from 84.7 percentin 2005
~Asusual, ‘unionists|
were concentrated in the:
"Northeast, the Midwest‘

' and on the Pacific Coast.

' Justunder half ofall union-
ists lived 'in six states: |
California .(2.27 million, !
down 150,000), New York |

(1 1.98 m1111on “down
109 000),Illmors 931,000, :
4,000), Michigan !

New Jersey (770,000,
down 21,000) and Penn-
sylvama (753,000, down
8,000). Those stateshave i
one-thrrd ofallU.S. work-
ers.




