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ures are required by some improvement in methodology and by 
principally data on school enrollment) 

which supersede those published in 
The revisions of the earlier fig­

the receipt of later information, 

Most States in the Union shared in the 
lot million groWth in the population residing 
in oontinental United States between April 1, 
1950 (the date of the last oensus) and July ;1., 

1954, aooording to revised estimates of state 
population for July 1, 1954, announced today 
by Robert W. Burgess J Director, Bureau of ·the 
Census, Department of Commerce. The gains, 
however, were not evenly distributed through­
out the country. As in earlier years, the 
Pacific states showed the largest average an­
nual rate of population growth between 1950 
and 1954, namely, 3.3 percent as is evident 
from table 6. This was about double the na­
tional rate, but well below the annual rate 
experienoed in the Pacific division during the 
1940's. Between 1950 and 1954, ·California 
alone added about 1.9 million inhabitants. 
Its population numbered about 12* million on 
July 1, 1954, and was exceeded only by that of 
New York State. 

The Mountain States also experienced a 
rapid population growth from 1950 to 1954. In 
fact, Arizona and Nevada grew at a faster rate 
than any other State. Only the Territory of 
Alaska with an average annual rate of increase 
of 11.4 percent grew faster than these two 
States. 

High rates of increase also occurred in 
several states outside the West between 1950 
and 1954. Florida's population increased at 
an average annual rate of 4.1 percent since 
1950, exceeding its rate of 3.8 percent for 
the 1940-50 decade. In the period 1950 to 
1954, increases somewhat above the average for 
the country as a whole also occurred in Dela­
ware, Maryland. Michigan, New Jersey, OhiO, 
Texas, and Connecticut. 

In the States that lost population be­
tween 1950 and 1954, the out-migration of res­
idents. offset the gains from natural increase. 
Changes of population within 2 or 3 percentage 
points. plus or minus, should be regarded as 
indicating little or no change, in view of 
possible errors in the estimates. 

METHODOLOGY 

The estimates for each State except Cali­
fornia and Kansas (and the District of Colum­
bia) were prepared by adding estimates of 
Armed Forces stationed in the State to esti­
mates of the civilian population prepared 
by a revised "migration-and-natural-increase" 
method. 
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The migration-and-natural-increase method 
as applied here consists of (1) adding to the 
civilian population on April 1, 1950, an esti­
mate of births, (2) subtracting an estimate of 
civilian deaths, (3) adding or subtraoting an 
estimate of net civilian migration, and (4) 
subtraoting or adding an estimate of the net 
movement of civilians into the Armed Forces, 
for the period between the census and the es­
timate date. The net movement of civilians 
into the Armed Forces for each State ws.s esti­
mated by (1) taking the difference between 
(a) the number of persons serving in the Armed 
Forces 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 reported the State as their 
preservice residence, and (2) adding an allow­
ance for former residents of the State who 
died during this period while serving in the 
Armed Forces. 

Net civilian migration was estimated in 
the following manner: (1) Net migration rates 
for children 7~ to 14~ years old were devel­
oped on the basis of data from the 1950 Census 
and statistics on school el'xollment in the 
elementary grades 2 to 8. (2) These rates were 
multiplied by 1.2 to obtain the estimated mi­
gration rates for the total population. This 
factor is based on annual interstate migration 
da ta by age for the United States as a whole 
for recent years, obtained in the Current Pop­
ulation Survey. (3) These rates were applied 
to the civilian population of all ages in each 
State in 1950 to obtain tentative estimates of 
net civilian migration for the perj.od since 
1950. (4) The estimates of net civilian mi­
gration were adjusted to add algebraically to 
the national estimate of net immigration for 
this period. 

This general procedure has been illu­
strated in Current Population Reports, Series 
P-25. No. 20. The description given i.n that 
report does not include any of the several 
recent improvements in the "mif;ration-and­
natural-increase" method upon which the re­
vised estimates in this report are bas sd. A 
revision of report Series P-25, No. 20, is 
scheduled to be published in the next several 
months. 

These improvements have been made in large 
part in the method by which net civilian mi­
gration of children of elementary school age 
is estimated. The estimate of net migration 
for this group for each State is derive d from 
a comparison of the reported numbfr of e lemen­
tary school children on the estimate da -te and 
the expected number of children of elementary 
school age SurVl vlng from the appropria -te age 
group in 1950. 

The reported number of elementary school 
children is available in terms of grades and 
the expected number of children in terms of 
age. Investigation of various possible age­
grade combinations indicates that greatest 
comparability is obtained by using enrollment 
in grades 2 to 8 and survivors (from the 1950 
Census) 7~ to 14t years old. Previous esti­
mates are based on statistics for enrollment in 
grades 1 to 8 and survivors 6 to 13 years old. 

A somewhat greater gain in accuracy was 
achieved in the method by which the state net 
migration is calculated. In the modified pro­
cedure both the school enrollment figures and 
the survivors are adjusted to independently 
derived estimates for the United States as a 
whole. Previously the only adjustment to the 
United States total was made on the estimated 
net migration of all ages, by States. Tests 
of the method involving the various changes 
des=ibed above, applied to data for the decade 
1940 to 1950, indicate a material niduction in 
the expected average error. These presumed 
gains in accuracy were considered sufficient 
to obviate the need for the stabilizing effect 
of averaging in the "vital rates" estimates as 
was done in the preparation of the superseded 
estimates for the years 1950 to 1954. 

In view of the availability of additional 
data relating to population growth, special 
pr.ocedures are used in preparing the estimates 
for California, the District of Columbia, and 
Kansas. The estimates for California are 
basedo'n the average of the results of the 
migration-and-natural-increase method, the vi­
tal rates method, and the age-speoific--death­
rates method. The. estimates for the District 
of Colluubia represent an average of the re­
sults of the migration-and-natural-increase 
method, the vital rates method, and another 
estimate involving intermediate estimates of 
the number of households on the basis of public 
utility data and other current local data. 
The estimates for Kansas represent interpola­
tioYhs and adjus·tments of the results of the 
Kansas State Censuses talcen each year as of 
Maroh 31. Results of the State Census of 
Massaohusetts talcen as of January 1, 1955, are 
not yet available. 

The birth and death statistics available 
for preparing these estimates include final 
figures classified on a residence basis for 
1952 and provisional figures classified on an 
occurrence basis for 1953 and 1954. The 1953 
and 1954 figures were adjusted to a residence 
basis. It is expected that the final figures 
on births and deaths will dit'fer only slightly 
from those used. All figures were correoted 
for underregistration. The factors used in 
correcting the births for underregistration 
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are extrapolated from results of the 1950 Birth 
Registration Test oonducted by the National 
Office of Vital Statistics in conjunction with 
the 1950 Oensus of Population. The adjustment 
of the death statistics for underregistration 
was confined to infants under 1 year of age. 

Many of the data used to prepare the pop­
ulation estimates given in this report were 
obtained from other agencies. The National 
Office of Vital Statistics, United states Pub­
lic Health Service, provided the vital sta­
tistics. The Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, Depart~ent of Justice, provided sta­
tistics on immigration and emigration. The 
Department of Defense provided the figures re­
lating to the Armed Forces. State Departments 
of Education and parochial school systems 
throughout the country provided the data on 
school enrollment used in developing estimates 
of net internal migration. 

As has been indicated, total population 
change in a State between the census date and 
a given estimate date consists of the net con­
tribution of births, deaths, net movement of 
Armed Forces, and net civilian migration. The 
estimates of net migration implied in the pop­
ulation estimates shown in this report are 
subject to considerably greater percentage 
error than the other components of population 
change. Since net migration is frequently an 
importan"~ component of change, the es"~imates 
of total population change between the census 
date and each of the estimate dates are also 
subject to substantial error, and particular 
care should be used in interpreting small 
changes, Although the estimates of total pop­
ulation change and the population estimates 

themselves have the same absolute errors, per­
centagewise the errors in the population esti­
mates are considerably smaller than those in 
the estimates of total population change. 

The estimates for the Oommonwealth of 
Puerto Hico and the Territories and posses­
sions were prepared by somewhat different pro­
cedures using statistics on the components of 
population change obtained from various Fed­
eral and local agencies. Statistics and esti­
mates of births and deaths were provided by 
the National Office of Vital Statistics, United 
states Public Health Service, supplemented by 
data obtained from the local Departments of 
Health; statistics on the movement of civilians 
to and from the Territories and possessions 
were provided mainly by the various depart­
ments of the local governments; and data on 
Armed Forces were obtained from the Department 
of Defense. 

Because of the highly seasonal pattern of 
migration to and from Alaska, the monthly sta­
tistics on migration to and from Alaska, ob­
tained from the Alaska Development Board, were 
adjusted by a smoothing process to eliminate 
seasonal variations. Thus, although the popu­
lation estimates are centered on July 1 of 
each year, the figures include "average ll mi­
gration during the year and represent the av­
erage population during the calendar year 
rather than the high midsummer "peak," 

Estimates of the population of the Oanal 
Zone are based on the results of the Annual 
Police Oensus of the Oanal Zone. The latest 
results available for use were from the census 
taken during November 1954. 
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Table 1. __ ESTIMATES OF TIlE TOTAL AND CIVILIAN POPULATION, FOR CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES, BY REGIQNS, DIVISIONS, AND STATES, AND FOR ALASKA, HAWAII, 
PUERTO RICO, THE CANAL ZONE, AND TIlE VIRGIN ISIANDS OF TIlE UNITED STATES: JULy 1, 1954 

(Total population figures include persons in the Armed Forces stationed in each area. Each population estimate has been independently rounded to the 
nearest thousand (nearest hundred for the Canal Zone and ·the Virgin Islands) from figures computed to the last digit; hence, the sums of parts 
shown may differ slightly from the totals shown. Amounts and percentages of change are based on the unro1.lllded figures) 

Total papulation Civilian population 

Increase (+) or Increase (+) or 
decrease (-)} decrease (-), 

July 1, 1954 
Apdl 1, 1950, to July 1, 1954 April 1, 1950 

April 1, 1950, to 
July 1, 195/t July 1, 1954 

Amount Percent Amount Percent 

Continental United S ta tes •• r1 ,183 ,000 150,697,36l +10,485,000 +7.0 159,07$,000 149,631+,000 +9,444,000 +6.3 
-

REGIONS: 
Northeast ••••. 0.... ••••• ••••• 41,87£ ,000 39 ,1t'77, 986 +2,398,000 +6.1 41,600,000 39,344,000 +2,257,000 +5.7 
North CentraL............... 47,37;;,000 1,1,,460,762 +2,911,000 +6.5 47,166,000 44,369,000 +2,798,000 +6.3 

"00" .. , . , .......... , , ....... 'I '" . '" . 000 47,197,088 +2,376,000 +5.0 48,502,000 1+6,653, 000 +1,850,000 +4.0 
Wes 1:.......................... 22,362,000 19,561,525 +2,801,000 +14.3 21,809,000 19,269,000 +2, 5tU, 000 -,-13.2 

NORTHEAST: 
New England •••••••••••••••• 0 • 9,762,000 9,314,453 +1,1,8,000 +/~ .. 8 9,652,000 9,261,000 +390,000 +4.2 
Middle Atlantic .............. 32,114,000 30,163,533 +1,950,000 +6.5 31,949,000 30,083,000 +1,866,000 +6.2 

NORTH CENTRAL: 
East North Central. 0 ••••••••• 32,804,000 30,399,368 +2,405,000 +7.9 32,703,000 30,337,000 +2,367,000 +7.8 
west North central ••••••••••• 14,568,000 14,061,394 +506,000 +3.6 14,463,000 14,032,000 +431,000 +3.1 

SOUTH: 
South Atlantic ............... 22,773,000 21,182,335 +1,590,000 +7.5 22,137,000 20,860,000 +1.,277,000 +6.1 
East South Central ••••••••••• 11,467,000 11,477,181 .10,000 _0.1 11,338,000 11,412,000 _74,000 _0.6 

West South Centrale ••••••• , •• 15,333,000 14,537,572 +795,000 +5.5 15,026,000 lA,380,000 +646,000 +4.5 
WEST: 

Mountain ••••••••••••••••••••• 5,692,000 5,07/.,998 +617,000 +12.1 5,564,000 5,021,000 +543,000 +10.8 
Pacific ••••••• o •••••••••••••• 16,671,000 14,486,527 +2,184,000 +15.1 16,245,000 14,248,000 +1,997,000 +14.0 

NEvI ENGLAND: 
Maine •• 0 •••••• " ............ , •• 890,000 913,774 _23,000 _2.6 ~76,000 912,000 _36,000 _3.9 

New Hampshire ••••••••• """ •••• 550,000 533,242 +17,000 546,000 531,000 +15,000 +2.7 
Vermnt •••••••••••••••••••••• 377 ,000 377,747 _1,000 375,000 378,000 _2,000 -0.7 
Massachusetts •••••••••••.•••• 4,924,000 4,690,514 +233,000 +5.0 4,e?6,OOO 4,665,000 +211,000 +4.5 
Rhode Island .................. 837,000 791,896 +45,000 +5.7 803,000 774,000 +28,000 +3.7 
Connecticut •••••• 0 ••••• ' 0 •••• 2,185,000 2,007,280 +177 ,000 +8.8 2,176,000 2,001,000 +175,000 +8.7 

MIDDLE NrLANTIC: 
New York ••••••••••••••••• 0 ••• 15,826,000 14,830,192 +996,000 +6.7 15,761,000 14,801,000 +961,000 +6.5 
New Jersey ••••••••••••••••••• 5,303,000 4,835,329 +468,000 +9.7 5,228,000 4,802,000 +426,000 +8.9 
Pennsylvania ••••••••••••••••• 10,984,000 10,498,012 

I 
+486,000 +4.6 10,960,000 10,480,000 +480,000 +1t.6 

EAST NORTIl CENTRAL: 
Ohio ......................... 8,720,000 7,946,627 +773,000 +9.7 8,701,000 7,938,000 +762,000 +9.6 
Indiana •••••••••••••••••••••• 4,235,000 3,934,224 +301,000 +7.7 4,230,000 3,932,000 +298,000 +7.6 
Illinois •• , ••• " •••••••••••••• 9,193,000 8,712,176 +481,000 +5.5 9,134,000 8,672,000 +462,000 +5.3 
Michigan ..................... 7,028,000 6,371,766 +656,000 +10.3 7,014,000 6,361,000 +674,000 +10.3 
Wisconsin ••••••• t •••••••••••• 3,628,000 3,434,575 +193,000 +5.6 3,624,000 3,433,000 +190,000 +5.5 

WES'r NORTH CENTRAL: 
Minnesota •••••••••••••••••••• 3,132,000 2,982,483 +149,000 +5.0 3,127,000 2,981,000 +146,000 +4.9 
Iowa ••••••••• 0 ••••••••••••••• 2,665,000 2,621,073 +44,000 +1.7 2,663,000 2,621,000 +42,000 +1.6 
Missouri ........................ 4,076,000 3,954,653 +122,000 +3.1 4,038,000 3,952,000 +86,000 +2.2 
North Dakota ........ 0 ••• ~ ••••• 635,000 619,636 +15,000 +2.5 634,000 620,000 +15,000 +2.4 
South Dakota ••••••••• 0 ••••••• 672,000 652,740 +19,000 +2.9 664,000 650,000 +14,000 +2.2 
Nebraska ••••••••••••••••••••• 1,366,000 1,325,510 +41,000 +3.1 1,359,000 1,322,000 +37,000 +2.8 
Kansas •••• o •••••••••••••••••• 2,023,000 1,905,299 +117,000 +6.2 1,979,000 1,887,000 +92,000 +4.9 

SOUTH ATLAN1:JC: 
Delaware ••••• " •••••••••.•••• 371,000 318,085 +53,000 +16.7 365,000 318,000 +48,000 +15.0 
Maryland •••••••••• 0 •••••••••• 2,601,000 2,343,001 +258,000 +11.0 2,517,000 2,301,000 +216,000 +9.4 
Distr1ct of Columbia ••••••••• 849,000 802,178 +47,000 +5.9 826,000 787,009 +39,000 +5.0 
Virginia ..................... 3,560,000 3,318,680 +241,000 +7.3 3,377,000 3,208,000 +170,000 +5.3 
west Virginia •••••••••••••••• 1,990,000 2,005,552 _16,000 .0.8 1,989,000 2,005,000 _16,000 _0.8 

Nor.th Carolina ••••••••••••••• 4,225,000 4,061,929 +163,000 +4.0 4,138,000 4,014,000 +12/.,000 +3.1 
South Carolina •••••••••• 0 •••• 2,270,000 2,117,027 +153,000 +7.2 2,204,000 2,096,000 +108,000 +5.2 
Georgta ....................... 3,606,000 3,444.,578 +161,000 +4.7 3,507,000 3,402,000 +105,000 +3.1 
Florida ............. · ••••••••• 0 3,300,000 2,771,305 +529,000 +19.1 3,213,000 2,729,000 +484,000 +17.7 

EAST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Kentucky ••••••••••••••••••••• 2,978,000 2, 944 j 806 +33,000 +1.1 2,911,000 2,913,000 _2,000 .C.l 
Tennessee •••••••••••••• ~ ••••• 3,362,000 3,291,718 +70,000 +2.1 3,344,000 3,281,000 +63,000 +1.9 
Alaba:ma •••••••••••••••••••••• 3,001,000 3,061,743 -61,000 _2.0 2,980,000 3,053,000 _73,000 -2.4 
Mississippi ................... ! 2,126,000 2,178,914 -53,000 .2.4 2,102,000 2,164,000 _62,000 -2.9 

WEST SOUTH CENTRAL: 
Arkansa.s ••••••••••••••• " ••••• 1,798,000 1,909,51l -111,000 -5.8 1,779,000 1,908,000 _129,000 -6.8 
Louisiana •••.•••••••••••• 0 ••• 2,882,000 2,683,5l6 +199,000 +7.1. 2,858,000 2,670,000 +189,000 +7.1 
Oklahoma ..................... 2,174,000 2,233,351 _60,000 _2.7 2,138,000 2,218,000 _80,000 -3.6 
Texas ........................... 8,479,000 7,711,194 +768,000 +10.0 8,251,000 7,584,000 +667,000 +8.8 

MOUNTAIN: 
Montana ••••••••••••••.••••.•• 619,000 591,024 +28,000 +4.8 615,000 589,000 +26,000 +4.4 
Idaho ........................ 598,000 588,637 +9,000 +1.5 594,000 588,000 +5,000 +0.9 
Wyoming ........ o t ••••••••••••• 298,000 290,529 +7,000 +2.4 288,000 282,000 +6,000 +2.2 
Colorado ........... , ••••••••.• 1,lt 99,OOO 1,325,089 +173,000 +13.1 1,450,000 1,307,000 +143,000 +10.9 
New Mexico •••• 0 ............... 778,000 681,187 +97,000 +14.2 750,000 668,000 +82,000 +12.2 
Arizona ........................ 928,000 749,587 +179,000 +23.8 909,000 742,000 +167,000 +22.6 
utah ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 762,000 688,862 +73,000 +10.6 757,000 687,000 +70,000 +10.2 
Nevada, e' •••••••••••••••••••• 210,000 160,083 +50,000 +31.0 201,000 157,000 +4A·,OOO +27.7 

PACIFIC: 
Washington ••••••• " ••• ~ ........ 2,531,000 2,378,963 +152,000 +6.4 2,450,000 2,317,000 +133,000 +.5.8 
Oregon •••••••••• , ............. 1,640,000 1,521,341 +119,000 +7.8 1,635,000 1,519,000 +117,000 +7.7 
California •••••••••• t •••••••• 12,500,000 10,586,223 +1,914,000 +18.1 12,160,000 10,413,000 +1,747,000 +16.8 

Alaska ............................... 208,000 128,643 +80,000 +62.0 159,000 108,000 +51,000 +47.2 
Hawaii ............................. 522,000 499,794 +22,000 +4.4 484,000 477,000 +7,000 +1.4 
Puer.to Rico ......................... 2,229,000 2,210,703 +19,000 +0.8 2,206,000 2,205,000 +1,000 (2) 
Canal Zone ......................... 53,800 52,822 +1,000 +1.8 40,400 43,200 _2,800 -6.5 
Virgin Islands .................... 24,000 26,665 -2,700 _10.0 24,000 26,000 .2,000 -7.7 

1 Estimated total population of the United States including Armed Forces overseas for July 1, 195/+-, is 162,409,000. 2 I.ess then 0.1. 














