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The West continued to lead the other TG­

gions In rate of populatlon- growth durln{2: the 
It-year period between April 1, 1950, the date 
of the last census. and- July 1, 1951, according 
to estlmates of' State population for July 1, 
1951, announced today by Roy V. Peel, Director, 
Bureau of the Oensus, Department of Oommerce. 
The West increased by about 3.5 percent, or 
nearly twice the national average of about 1.8 
percent. The South, however, outstripped the 
other regions in absolute gain with an i.ncrease 
of about 867,000 for the It-year perlod. Of the 
four regions. the Northeast. wl th an lnorease ot' 
about 444,000, or 1.1 peroent, had both the 
smallest absolute and relative gain. 

The four geographic dlvlsions of the United 
States with greater rates of population i.pcrease 
between April 1, 1950, and July 1, 1951, than 
the national average were 10cate(1 in the West 
and South; namely, the Paclfio Dlvision, 3.0 
peroent; the Mountain, 3.2 percent i the West South 
Central. 2.7 peroent; and the South Atlantio 
2.3 peroent. Of the remaining five divislons, 
the four in the Northeastern and North Central 
Regions increased in population at a rate either 
equal to or somewhat less than that of the 
Nation. The population of the East South Central 
Division remeJ.ned virtually unchanged. 

Exoept for Kansas and the Dls-triot of 00-
lumbla, these estimates were prepared in the 
following manner. First, estlmates of -the ci vU­
lan population of' each State were prepared by 

two methods; the results were then averaged to 
obtain the flnal estimates of oivlllan popula­
tlon; and., finally, estimates of armed forces 
stationed in each State were addecl to obtain 
estimates of total populatlon. The two methods 
u~,erl were the "migrat:lon-and-n!3.tural··increase 
method" end the "vital rates method" as de­
Eler 1 bed below. 

The migration-and-natural-increase_ method 
as applied here consi.sts of adding to the civil­
len population on Aprll l, 1950, ' an estimate of 
births, adding or subtraoting an estimate of net 
civllian_ migratlon, and subtracting estimates of 
civilian deaths and of the net movement of ci­
vilians into the armed foroes, for the period 
between the census and the estimate date. The 
estimated net movement of cd vilians into the 
armed forces for each State represents the dif­
ference between the number of persons from the 
State serving in the armed forces on the esti­
mate date and the number _from the State serving 
in the armed forces on April 1, 1950, adjusted 
to inolude an allowance for former residents of 
the State who died dMring this perlod while 
serving in the armed forces. Net civilian mi.­
gratlon was estimated In the following manner. 
First, net mlgration rates for children of school 
age were developed on the basls of data from the 
1950 Census and ;;rt;;atistics on school enrollment 
ln the elemEmt:"ry grades. These rates were then 
a8sumeil to repr"eS6nt ttlS migration rates for 
psrsons of all ages and applied to the popu­
lqtion of e 11 egos in each State in 1950 to 








