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Revtsed estimates of the population of' re
gions, diVisions, and States for July I, 1950 to 
1952 were released today by Robert W, Burgess, 
Dtrector, Bureau of the Census, Department of 
Commerce. The figures in this report supersede 
the cortesponding estimates pUblished llHJt March 
in CUrrent Population Reports, Series P-25, 
No. 70. The revisions of the- earlier ftgures 
are made poss i ble by the receipt of 1a tel' j,n
formation, principally data on school enrollment. 
l"or the majority of the States, the peroentage 
differences betweon the revised estimates for 
1952 and the earlier figures are less than 1 
percent; in only a small number of States do the 
differences run as high as 2 percent. The 
percentage differences between revised figures 
and earlier figures for 1950 and 1951 are even 
smaller. 

The high lights of populat.ion ohange bo-· 
tween 1950 and H)52 reported in Cu~::.:r:~~!:9P_tlJa
tic!! Repor~ Series P •• 25. No. 70, are in the 
main applicable to the new estimates. Acoording 
to the present report, 38 States and the District 
of Columbia had a larger population on July 1, 
1952, than on April 1, 1950, tbe d ate of the 
last decennial census, and 10 States lost popu~ 
lation in this period. Of the 10 States that 
lost population, 5 were in the South (Arkansas, 
Mississippi, Oklahoma, Tennessee, and West Vir.
ginia), 3 were in the Northeast Region (Maine, 
New Hampshl.r'e, and Vermont), and 2 were in 'n18 

North Central Region (Iowa and North Dakota), 
This list of States includes three States (Iowa, 
New Hampshire, and Oklaboma) previously reported 
as having gained popula tion. Two States (Ala.~ 
bama and Kentucky), reported to have lost popu .. 
1ation in the earlier release, are now shown to 
have gained population between 1950 and 1952. 

The States with large numerical increases 
inolude California wi th a gain of about 9f56 ,000, 
'I'exas w1 th 472,000, Florida with 340,000, Ohio 
wi th 327,000, and MiChigan wHh 319,000. One 
State, New York, whioh was l1revio1J.sly listed 
w1.th the leaders was replaced by Ohio. 1'be 

dif;tribution of' States with the greatest relative 
gains changed very little since it was first re
ported in Series P-25, No. 70. Arizona and 
Nevada in the West and Florida in the South had 
inc reases 0 f more than 10 pe rcent. States wi th 
increases of' between 5 and 10 percent are the 

California, Colorado, New Mexico, 
newly added to this group), Utah, and 

Wyoming in the West; Delaware, Maryland, Texas, 
and Virginia in the South; Indiana (replaoing 
Kansas as previously l' eported) and Michigan in 
the North Central Region; and New Jersey in the 
Northeast Region. 

The (')st:l.mates for each State except Kansas, 
the Distr:l.ct of Columbia, and California were 
prepared in the i'ollowing manner. First, esti
mates of the civilian populatl.on of each State 

prepared by two methods; the results were 
then averaged to obtain the final estimates of 
civilian population; and, finally, estimates of 
Armed ]'oroe[j stationed in eaoh State were added 
to obtain estims.tes of total population. The 
two methods used were the "migration-and-natura1-
inorea[;e method" and the "vital rates method," 
as described below. 

The migration-and-natural-inorease method 
a8 applied hers consists of (1) adding to the 
civilian popUlation on April 1, 1950, an esti~ 
mate of births, (2) adding or subtracting an es
ti.m.nte of net civilian migration, and (3) sub~ 
traotlng estimates of civilian deaths and of' the 
net movement 0 f 0 i vilians into the Armed Ji'orc·es, 
for the period between the census and the esti~ 
mate date. The net movement of civilians into 
the Armed Forces for eaoh State was estimated by 
(1) talcing the di.fference between (a) the number 
of persons serving in the Armed For'ces on the 
estimate date who reported the State as their 
preservice residence and (b) the number serving 
in the Armed Forces on April 1, 1950, who re. 
ported the State as their preservice residence, 
and (2) adding an allowance for former I'es:j.dents 
of the State who d led during this lJ8l'iod whi le 
serving in the Armed 1"oroe8. 
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