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The geographic patterns of population change 
for the first few years of the present decade appear 
to be a continuation of those fOr the last decade, 
accordIng to provisional estimates of State popula­
tion for July 1, 1953, announced today by Robert W. 
Bur'gess, Director, Bureau of the Census, Department 
of Commerce. The map on page 4 of this report pre­
sents change in ·the population of States from 1950 
to 1953; change for the 1940-1950 decade is shown on 
th.e map on .page 5. 

A block of seven States in the 'West, comprisIng 
Nevada, Arizona, California, New Mexico. Colorado, 
Wyoming, and Utah, had population gains between 1950 
and 1953 amounting to 7.5 percent or more of their 
1950 population. Seven other States also had popu~ 
lation increases in excess or 7.5 percent, namely, 
Florida, Texas, Connecticut. Delaware, Maryland, 
Virginia, and Michigan. WashIngton and Oregon in 
the West; Kansas, Indiana, qnd Ohio in the North 
Central States; New ,Jersey in the Northeast; and the 
District of Columbia and Louisiana in the South had 
increases of from 5.0 to 7.5 percent. 

Twelve States lost population between 1950 and 
1953. These States are North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Iowa, West VirgInia, Kentucky, Tennessee. Oklahoma, 
Arkansas, MiSSissippi, Maine, Vermont. and New Hamp­
shire. Four of these States (North Dakota, Oklahoma, 
Arkansas, and Mississippi) also lost population in 
the 1940's. 

The estimates for each State except Kansas, the 
DistrIct of Columbia, and California were prepared 
in the following manner: First;, estimates of the 
civilian population of each State were prepared by 
two methods; the results were then averaged to ob­
tain the final estimates of civilian population; and, 
finally. estimates of Armed Forces stationed in each 
State were added to obtain estimates of total popu­
lation. TIle two methods used were the "migration-

and-natural-increase method" an<;l the "vi tal rates 
metrlOd," as desariberl below. 

The migration-and-natural-lncrease method as 
applied here consists of (1) adding to the civilian 
population on April 1, 1950, an estimate of births, 
(2) adding or subtracting an estimate of net civilian 
migration, B.nd (3) subtracting estimates of civilian 
deaths and of the net movement of civilians into the 
Armed Forces, for the period between the census and 
the estimate date. 'l'he net movement of civilians 
into the Armed Forces for each State was estimated 
by (1) taking the difference between (a) the number 
of persons serving in the Armed Forces on theesti­
mate date who reported the state as their preservice 
residence and (b) the number serving in the Armed 
]t'orces on April 1, 1950, who reported the State as 
their preservice resldence, and (2) adding an allow­
ance for former residents Of the State who died dur­
ing this period while serving in the Armed Forces. 

Net civilian migration was estimated in the 
following manner; First, net migration rates for 
children 6 to 13 years old were developed on the 
basis of data from the 1950 Census and statistics on 
school enrollment in the elementary grades. It was 
uniformly assumed in preparing the estimate of the 
total population shown in this report that tile rate 
of net migration for persons of all ages between 
April I, 1950, and the estimate date for a given 
State was 1.2 times the rate for children 6 to 13 
years old for the same State. Evidence for this 
assumption was found in annual interstate migration 
data by age for the UnIted States as a whole for 
recent.years, obtained in the Current Population 
Survey. These rates were then applied to the popu­
lation of all ages in each State in 1950 to obtain 
ten'tati ve estimates of net migration for each State 
for the period since the 1950 Census, Finally, 
these estimates of net migr(l.tl.on were adjusted by a 
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