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PROVISIONAL ESTIMATES OF THE POPULATION OF 
STATES AND PUERTO RICO: JULY I, 1963 

(Comparable esttmates are given in Current Population Reports, Series P-25, 
No. 272, for 1960 to 1962 and in No. 229 for 1950 to 1959) 

This report presents provisional est:Lmates 
of the t()tal res:Ldent and civilian resident pop­
ulation":of States and Puerto Ilico for .July 1, 
1963. The~e estimates are consistent with the 
1960 Census counts and with the revised esti­
mates .of these areas for July 1, 1962i 1961, 
and ,l96P, published in Current Population He­
ports, • Series P-25, No. 272. Revised popula­
tion estimates for these areas for 1963 will 
appear'in 1964. 

The estimate for each area was prepared by 
a variation of the "component" method of making 
postcensal population estimates. This method 
involves (1) estimating the civilian resident 
population on April 1, 1960, from the census 
figures and from estimates of the Armed Forces 
for that date, (2) adding to this civilian res­
ident population an estimate of births for the 
period between the census and the estimate date, 
(3) subtracting an estimate of civilian deaths, 
(4) adding an estimate of net civilian migra­
tion, and (5) subtracting an estimate of the 
net movement of civilians into the Armed Forces, 
in order to obtain estimates of the civilian 
resident·population on the estimate date. To 
obtain the total resident population, an esti­
mate of the number of persons in the Armed 
Forces stationed in the area on the estimate 
date is added to the civilian resident estimate. 

The estimates of births and deaths were 
based on data obtained from the Division of 
Vital Statistics, U.S. Public Health Service. 
Births and deaths for 1960 through 1962 are 
final figures classified on a residence basis. 
Vital statistics for 1963 are provisional fig-

ures classified on an occurrence basis. Pro­
visional data for all States except Alaska and 
Hawaii were adjusted to a residence basis using 
factors obtained from final tabulat:Lons of 
births and deaths for 1961. The data on births 
were corrected for underregistration using fac­
tors based on the results of the 1950 Birth 
Ilegistration Test.' Such a test was not con­
ducted in 1960. 

All data on Armed Forces are based on fig­
ures provided by the Department of Defense. 
The net movement of civilians into the Armed 
Forces for each State was estimated by (1) sub­
tracting (a) the number of persons serving in 
the Armed Forces on April 1, 1960, who reported 
the area as their preservice residence from 
(b) the number serving in the Armed Forces on 
.July 1, 1963, who reported the area as their 
preservice reSidence, and (2) adding an allow­
ance for former residents of the area who died 
during the period while serving in the Armed 
Forces. 

The estimates of net civilian migration 
for the period April 1, 1960, to July 1, 1963 
were obtained· as follows. For States the mi­
gration estimates through July 1, 1962, were 
developed, for the most part, on the basis of 
school enrollment in the elementary grades (see 
Series P-25, No. 272). Net civilian migration 

1 The factors were applied separately to births oc­
curring in and out of hospitals. Because of the in­
creased concentration of births in hospitals, the method 
implies improvement in overall birth registration com­
pleteness. For 1962, the overall national correction 
amoun-ted to about 1 percent. 
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for the year ending July 1, 1963, however, was 
extrapolated on the basis of recent trends in 
the average annual net interstate mi.gration. 
Generally the 1960-62 and the 1955-60 periods 
were used as bases for extrapolati.on purposes. 
(Net ct vi1iarn mi.gration for 1955 to 1960 1IJaS 

del' i ved 1arg!e1y from the 1960 Census results on 
place of' res,ldence in 1955. 2 ) In the compara­
tively few cases where migration in the two 
periods was in different directions, the aver­
age annual migration for the longer term period, 
1950 to 1962,' was also considered in selecting 
the extrapolated values. In all cases the 
extrapolated. value includes, in part, the lewel 
of the most recent period. The extrapolated 

2 U. S. Bureau of the Oensus, 1960 Census of Popu].a­
tion, SUb,J8y,t Heports, PO(2)-2B, Mobfl..iI2,y of States ane! 
State EcoDomic Areas, U.S. Government Printing Office, 
Washington,'D.O. (to be published in 196.3). 

net civilian migration for States obtained in 
this fashion was adjusted to a national esti­
mate of net immigration for the year based on 
data for prior years obtained from the Immigra­
tion and Naturalization Service, Department of 
Justice. 

POI' Puerto Hico, the migrati.on component 
used in preparing the estimates was based on 
passenger statistics through June 1963 col­
lected by the Commonwealth government. 

Inasmuch as the estimates of migration be­
tween .July 1962 and .July 1963 were derived 
by the estImates of population 
change gtven in the table are subject to con­
siderable error. As J.rkHcated above, the pop­
ulation estimates will be revised next year 
when current information on population change 
becomes available. 






